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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
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works, eing sharpene al key Junctures wıthın hIıs theologıca devel-
opment. One of hıs al1lms in domng 15 to demonstrate the relevance
of ugustine to 00)  TarYy culture 1C In suspicıon rel-
Q10US discourse that IN 11070 robust dogmatıc, preferring emphasıs

the inadequacy of anı y ON conceptualısation In the face of plurı-
form rel1210uUs experlence. If red1scovery of apophasıs wıthın Chrıs-
tianıty Can speak thıs post-Chrıstian rel1g10s1ty, then Augustine 1s
keys aAargUucCs Van ees (pp 1X-X, 5-9)

In thıs rev1eW, rather than g1VviIng ow-by-blow aCCOUuntT of the
book (whose SITUCILUTrEe 1s 181011 much where the interest 1es), ll
bring Ouf hat SCC ıts Key esults In p  1cular, 1ll hıghlıght
four importan insıghts that dIcC artıculated wıthın the book, after hıch
all invıte further possı1ıble, fruntful developments of these insıghts

Van Geest offers analysıs of In eptstolam Johannts ad
Parthos which 1splays Augustine’s development of the VIG AMOFLS
(found already In 7TIe doctrina christiand) in complementary relatıon
ıth the V1IG ne2atıonls apter 5) He shows that, for Augustine, the
WaY “"see1ing’ God, Dy CONIiras ıth bodıly sıght, 1S love. The ımplı-
catıon, Dy extens1on, 1S that God Can be ‘known 1le hıs cognıtıve
owabılıty remaıns intact Van ees sShows how the lınk between
the [WO VIae 15 intensıified insofar A love 1S, for ugustine, Incom-
prehensıble ASs God hımself (p 105)

In hıs analysıs of De diversis questionibus ad Simplicianum
Van ees draws attention the fact that ONC of Augustine’s alms WAas
°the formation of people partıcular, “ Augustine’s appeal LO
inscrutabıilıity W as part of hıs endeavour advocate umilıty and
uncertainty ASs salutary attıtudes Hfe” (ppehıs MnNgSs out
sıde LO Augustine’s doctrine of predestinatiıon 1C 1S often VCT-
looked ıts directedness fo the continual undercutting of prıde, and
INOTE generally ıts pastora mot1ivatıon. Van ees refturns LO the
Augustinıan ofte of umıilıty In hıs treatment of Augustine’s antı-
Pelagıan wrıitings apter 10), where agaln ugustine harnesses
acknowledgment of the inscrutabilıty of Jjudgments for the
inculcation of umilıty and al ONMNC pomt ACCUSECS Juhan of aC ıt
(p 207) Such emphasıs fleshes OuL, in ONeC partıcular WayY, the V1a
AamorIL1s, hereby developıng the insıght that owledge of (God 1s 18 be
had nNOot conceptually In the abstract, but concretely In the actıon of
humble love (see 22))

Ihe WaYy of humilıty 1S drawn oOut further and LLOTC specıf1-
cally in relatıon the incarnatıon: for hrıst 1S, quintessentially, the
humble doctor’ p 188) Van Geest draws Ouft the iımplıcations of
thıs In hıs exposıtıon of 117 in 1C Augustine ansWerTSs the
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question of how human beings Can approac God ıf God 1s Incom-
prehensıble. Ihe answelr hes in the incarnatıon: iıf the Word Canno
be grasped In dıvıne form, then ıt must be 1stene: in human form
And thıs followıng the WaYy of the incarnatıon, 1C 1S the
WaYy of umıilıty (pp 186-188). Van ees has already drawn atten-
tıon 18 the of thıs motif in De Irınıtate p 150) In each
Casc, grasping the MYSLeErYy of God 1S ( nOoTt ıth cognıtıve
straınıng, but ıth transformed WaYy of ıfe

Fınally, ese insıghts AdIiIC drawn together in Van Geest’s
insıstence that the SCHIC of ugustine’s wrıtings must be taken into
aCCOUuntT when appraısıng them He makes thıs pomt specıfically in
relatıon {O Sımplicianum p 65), but ıt 1S pomIn 1C bears SCNH-
eralısatıon. p  icular, ıt m1g OW for LINOTC sustaıned acknow/l-
edgment of Augustine s pastora 1ms that hıs theologıca NSTITUC-
t10ons ATiIC nOoL Niende: merely part of aDstirac dıfıce of truth, but
(n INan y Cases) for the drawıng of hıis audıence into deeper encounter
ıth the owable God Van Geest thus spe of ugustine
mystagogue (e.g 65)

These four interconnected insıghts aic rich and compelling, and
m1g be taken ASs invıtatıon PUTISUC the followıng AaVENUCS of
development In future book proJects.

Van Geest claıms In relatıon the VLG AMOrLS that
“ [a]lthough |love| W ds the ultımate moment of owledge, Augustine
en1ed  that love makes being completely comprehensı1ble ”
p 107) in discussıng the WaYy of humilıty he refers LO .. Uum11-
Ity iIc stemmed from the nsıght that humankınd Canno fathom
much of eing and actıvıty ” P 208) These phrases m1g be
taken 18 suggest that incomprehensıbıilıty 1S matter of egree,
and that knowıng God 1S Sal essentially matter of cogniıtıion. But
m1g the VIG AMOFLS be interpreted rather aASs suggesting that knowl-
edge of God, matter of love, 1S less cognıtıve matftter than
relatıonal partıcıpatory OIIC (whıch O€es not involve eing
educed LO object of cognıtion)? Thıs readıng WOU cohere ell
ıth the apophatıc spırıt of Van Geest’s interpretation of Augustine
insofar ıt inseparably together affırmatıon and denı1al
the ‚0)01> hand God 1S sa1d to be unknowable (cognıtıvely), and the
other hand God 1S saıld 118 be owable (Dy OoVe More pıthıly still,
God 1S saı1d 18 be 'non-cognitively OoOWaDle If cognıtion 1S taken LO
be definıtive of human owledge, then ave ere MOTON,
pomting transcendence of the human dıstiınction between
owledge and lack of owledge. To SUu love knows God in

incomprehens!1bilıty.
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Van ees remarks hOow apophatıc eology became COIN-
flated In the West ıth negatıve eology (p 370 whıiıle makıng clear
that or1ginally ıt W ds rooted in the belief (as artıculated by Pseudo-
Dıonysı1us) that all Janguage alıls both affırmatıve and negatıve
(p 36) In hıs analysıs of Augustıine, Van ees al times 18
ASSUNlC the conflation. However, hıs conclusıons m1g be gıven CVOIN
L1LLOTIC reach ıf the Pseudo-Dıonysıan AaCCOUNT WCIC held INOTEC PTC-
cisely. Specıifically, thıs aCcCCount the potential apophasıs in ugus-
tine could be wıdened from hıs overtly negatıve speech an Y form
of speech IC ı1splays Janguage  S allure (8) God gıven
that the VIGA AMOFrLS contaıns implıcıt criıt1que of cognıtıve

God, thıs 111 extend an Yy form of speech 16 contrıbutes
18 the owledge of (God through humble love, owledge 1C

intact the incomprehens!ı1bilıty of God analysıs of these
dıfferent forms of speech In Augustine rangıng from hıs pastora.
hıs polemical wOrkKs) WOUuU be excellent agenda for further study.‘

Van ees claıms that “ the CasSsuTe in which Augustine
emphasızedw incomprehensı1bıilıty aAaDDCAIS ave epende: the
CasSsure hıch he heved that the unıty of the church W as al per1l ”
(p 192); and further (wıth reference the Pelagıan controversy), that
""t00 great emphasıs incomprehensı1bilıty WOU ave made
Augustine vulnerable  29 p 198) Thıs Was time when certaınty not
reticence Was needed, Geests he SCS sShow
that apophatıc enoTr 1s ST present ugustine’s antı-Pelagıan wriıt-
Ings, he retaıns implıcıt opposıtıon between polemical certlaın and
apophatıc reticence. keeping ıth Geest’s above ınsıghts, COU.
ıt be argued that thıs opposıtıon 1S not necessary ? 1g polemic be
SCHIC hıch certaın of clarıty Call SCIVC o ACCOUNLS of
God hıch ave prec1isely undermıined incomprehensıbılıty”?
thıs WaYy ugustine’s robust discourse miıght be understood be PIC-
cısely a1d of reasserting incomprehensı1bıilıty and indeed pP1InN-
pomting ıt V specıfically (e.g the inscrutable Judgments by hıch
he bestows uUuDON SOTINC and not others) 'Ihus clarıty Can be SCCH
to be dırect, not Inverse, proportion 18 ystery Such conclusıon
WOU nıcely consolıdate Van (jeest’s overall thesıs. As he ShOwSs,
Augustine’s antı-Pelagıan emphasıs 1s CONS  Y directed

In ‘A Performatıve Readıng of Auéustine’s Doctrine of Predestination’, forth-
coming in Studia Patrıstica (20411), explore in thıs veın the pastoral ımpetus of
Augustine’s works agaınst the so-called ‘Sem1-Pelagı1ans’ (and in partıcular of De
dono perseverantıae), showıng hOow the doctrine of predestination 15 taught
foster Prayer and humilıty.
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towards the inculcatıon of humıilıty (P 206) As such, ıt 1s also thor-
oughly keeping ıth the apophatıc recognıtion that God 15 18{011 known
Dy cognıtion but the WaY of humilıty.

Van Geest’s study of the apophatıc enNnOTr of Augustine’s wriıt-
Ings thoroughly succeeds redressing the assumption that hıs robust
and clear development of doctrine necessarıly mplhıes robust and
clear owledge of God from which ıt ollows that God 1S perfectly
humanly comprehensıble. What ave suggested above AT Varıo0ous
WaYys in hıch Van Geest’s ınterpretatıon of Augustine m1g be PUT-
sued further and hope l be In future monographs

Susannah 1IGCTATI

or Notices

Jason aVluAugustine s Manichaean Llemma, Conver-
SION and ‚DOStaASYy, 3/73-388 Dıiıvinations. Rereadıng ate
Ancıent elıgıon, Universıty of ennsylvanıa Press, 1ladel-
phıa, 2009, ISBN 978-0-8122-4210-2, 408

Jason plans describe ugustine’s lıfelong entangle-
ment ıth Manıchae1sm In three-volume serles of monographs under
the tıtle Augustine s Manıchaean Dıilemma. BeDuhn seis Ouft LO ShOow
that ugustine’s hlıfe and1' from the pomint of 1e W of hıs deal-
Ings ıth the Manıchaean doectrine 1S 181011 hıstory of sudden changes

ruptures, but 15 the continuous, PTOCCSS of lıfelong
Convers1on. Ihe first volume studies the epiısode of ugustine’s first
Contact wıth, adherence LO, disappointment and gradual rupture ıth
Manıchae1sm, and h1s subsequent CONvers1on tOo Catholiıc/Nicene
Chrıstianıty, 1LOTEC less the per10 of hıs hıfte described in hIs Confes-
SLONES. attempts LO hıstoriıcal-critically reconstruct thıs per10
In Augustine’s Manıchaean involvement, makıng abstractiıon of
ugustine’s later somewhat ideologically coloured aCcCCount of ıt
As such, CONUEFSLO the WaYy In 1C Augustine understood and
experienced thıs 1S entral focus of research thıs monograph.

has made elaborate and ell substantıate beginning of
intrıguing aspect of Augustine’s lıfe, proviıng that he NOoT only knows
both the SOUTCECS and the sc1entific research of them but also that he 1S

didactic and compellıng Narrator.

Anthony UPONT


