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Paul Les chapıtres introductifs sont SU1VIS une bıblıographie, qUI
est SU1VvIe SO LOUr par Zn  dıtıon meme des texties Ensuılte, OUS

les texies des SCITNONS 151-156 Sau. de 154A, quı est edıite
ans appendice), quI Sont accompagnes de tro1s apparats aDDaA-
rat quı decriıt  Z la tradıtıon manuscriıte utiıl1ısee POUT reconstituer le ex(te,

apparat quı indıque les cıtatiıons bıblıques el dernier apparat quı
mentionne les varıantes. Dans le meme, les cıtations bıblıques
sont ind1ıquees ıtalıque. Les textes des dıfferents SCITNONS sont
SU1VIS d’un Passase SUT l’ınterpre  etatıon syntaxıque ans lequel

Partoens Justifıe le cho1x QquU 1 faıt POUT certalnes partıes compli1-
quees difficıles du la fın du volume, OUS TOUVONS CIICOIC

Index Locorum Sacrae Scripturae eft une des matıeres.

Alıcıa FELEN

Tarmo 100m, Ihought Clothed Wıth Sound Augustine s Christologi-
cal Hermeneutics INn De doctrina Chrıstiana, International heo-
ogıcal Studies Contributions of Baptıst CNOIAaTrS 4, eier Lang,
Bern, 2002, ISBN 3-906 769-07-0, D

As the Author states irom the VELY beginnıng, the goal of hıs
work 1S 18 study, In De doctrina Christiana doc chr.), °“ the relatıon-
sh1p between 1DI1Ca hermeneutics and Chrıistology from epI1S-
temologıcal perspective ” 15) 0al 1C 1s often reiterated and
summer1ızed In sentences 1ke the Tollowıing: present study
focuses Augustine’s C  istologıcal epistemology context for
assessıng hermeneutics In De doctrina Christiana, and ıts goal 15 LO
demonstrate that Augustine’s hermeneutical theory 15 ultımately
C  istologıcal theory” p 50)

Augustine’s doc chr 1s treatise about Holy Scripture and the
rules (praecepta) of ıts interpretation. More prec1sely, ıt eals ıth the
modus Invenlendi, the WAaY of discovering the Ings 1C aATC LO be
understood (correspondıng the first three 1016} of doc chr.), and
ıth the modus proferendt, the WaY of eachıng hat has een learned
(correspondıng LO the fourth and ast book of doc chr.) The Author
CONCENTrates the fırst three o0oks, 1C aTc strictly ou nterpre-
tatıon, and approaches them In the 1g of Augustine’s epiıstemolog1-
cal quests and C  istologıcal CONVIcCtI1ONS which ınge upon the “most
basıc Sıgn  »” the Ian Jesus hrıst (see 39{1) hrıst 1S, In fact, al
the rooft of Augustine’s “ preunderstandıng ”. It 1S Chrıst, the WiIs-
dom of God, through whom the WOT Was reated and through whom
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the latter Can be understood, that the sıgnıfıcatıon eorYy of doc chr
15 ultımately constructed.

The analysıs of the first ree 00 of doc chr made Dy
T100m from epıstemological perspective IC 15 ocused the
““Chrıstological eOry  29 underlyıng Augustine’s 1DI1Ca hermeneutics
(see 651T) 15 not 1mıted LO the content of thıs partıcular treatise.
In poin of fact, 100m’s ınvestigatıon embraces er augustinıan
works, especlally the Contra Academicos and the De mag1ıstro, where
the themes of ep1ıstemology, Chrıistology, Janguage and exeges1s WEeIC

already present and interrelated Besıdes, he o0€es not forget LO put
Augustine’s hermeneutical construction In the wıder ontextft of the
ancıent lınguistic and phılosophıcal “unıverses” (Plato, Arıstotle, StO-
ICS and Ecpıicureans, Phılo of exandrıa, Plotinus, atlın Rhetorıical
CHNOOI1LS (pp

100m analyses book OMNC of doc chr., which sShows the INOVC-
ment Irom A to SIENA (the comprehensıon of the e leads 118 the
owledge of that 1C 15 sıgnıfled), and books [WO and three, 10
deal ıth the nverted Oovemen from sLeENAa resn (the scriıptural
interpretation infers from S12NS that :(& 15 sıgnıfıed). On the OMNC
hand Augustine the Yvres must be sought, agaınst the back-
ground of the uti/frul scheme, In the 1g of the regula fidei and of
the double commandment of love (Carıtas), VIZ. In the Church, where
the rıght context 1S provıde (see On the other hand, the
SLENG, namely the Iıngulstic S12NS of 1C human Janguage 15 made

represent the visıble mediıatıon of God talkıng tOo mMa through
Scripture, althoug these S1ZNS "ultımately inadequate for speakıng
ou the fınıte  9 (p 162) Hence the necessI1ity for the SCLeENtLA SLENO-
u of dıstinguishing the Varıo0ous sieNa ata wıthın crıpture: L8NOTA,
ambigua, translata (see chapters and 5) Agaın, ese S1Z2NS must be
understood ın the 1g of self-revelatıon, namely the incarnate
hrıst, the humble ed1iator between (God and INCN, the OTMC who
being the ..  verYy first sıgn ” 15 the only poss1ible WdYy for ultımately
knowing God

hat Augustine’s eOrYy of interpretatiıon 15 essentially Chriıis-
tologıcal eOTrY Cal be inferred also by the fundamental Chrıistological
analogy found doc chr K (see ase‘ the analogy
between1and speakıng (the inner and the eXxpressed word dıs-
tinction) ONC part, and (G0od uttering hıs Word the other. I hıs
analogy, understood the 1g of the Christian exegete’s preunder-
standıngz (uti/frul scheme, regula fidei and Carıtas), 1s hat makes POS-
sıble COrTeECT comprehens1ion of Scripture When that happens, In fact,
“ the sıgnıfyıng lınks In the chaın of s1gnıfıcatıon not multıplıed
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arbıtrarıly. Rather, they aATC clustered around ONC S12N, the humanıty of
hrıst The incarnated Word leaves SAp between the sıgn and
the sıgnıfied, for Chrıst s1gnıfies hımself” (p 240) h1ıs
humanıty, Christ 1S the “SIenIeEr ; and thanks 18 hıs dıvinıty, He 15 the
..  1gnıfied ” In er words, He 15 both the VIGA and the patrıa (cf. doc
chr. K1) and because of that He constitutes “the transcendental
poss1bıilıty for the scriptures 118 Iıngunstically s1ıgnıfy the spiırıtual realı-
tes  27 p 24 1)

100m’s reconstruction of the theologıcal/Chrıstological
approac adopted Dy Augustine in hıs eOTY of bıblıcal hermeneutics
1S CONVIiNCINS. We Canno but ıth hım that Chrıstology AaPDPCAaIs
to be the key the COITECT understandıng of doc chr We WOU SIm-
ply add that thıs W ds already clear In Augustine’s mınd SeVCN
before drawıng hıs hermeneutical praecCeplta. Not only WOU the
immediate PTICCUTSOIS of doc chr (Contra Academicos and De HMAS-
LSErO) hınt at that (let thınk of Augustine’s “ 1llumınatıon theory  9
but the Bıshop of Hıppo  S VELY bıographica of 1C the
Miılanese * convers1on ” S1ZNS pomnt of return explaıiıns the CECIMN-

tralıty of hrıst the Savı1o0ur hıs lıfe, hought and work.

Donato OGLIARI

Paul Van Geest, The Incomprehenstbility of God Augustine
Negative I’heologian, ate Antıque Hıstory an: elıgıon 4,
Peeters; euven-Parıs-Walpole 2011, ISBN 8-90-429-

AIl, 2672

In thıs book Paul Van ees iIraces throughout ugustine’s COT-

PUS the recumng emphasıs be OoOUuUnNn! wıthın ıt the yStery of
God ing chronologica approach, the book examınes works
7 } E ° contaın representatıve of Augustine’s discourse
Oou God durıng certaın per10d”, and LL1LOTC specıfically, ““passages
In 16 Augustine hımself made the WdY of speakıng about God
object of reflection” (p 18) In readıng ugustine 'negatıve theo-
logıan’ Van Geest responds LO wıdespread reception of Augustine AdSs

‘posıtıve” theologıan who developed and provıde for later Chrıstian
tradıtıon prec1se and definıte WdYyS of speakıng about the (G0od of salva-
tiıon and all that that entaıled doctrinally speakıng He thus contrıbutes
to Sma. but growıng hıterature Augustine’s 'negatıve discourse
about (30d’ p 9) bringing the latter into the lımelıght by showing
how AaWaTeENeCcsS of u  owabılıty pervades Augustine’s


