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LO sShOow how 1g be shed the five WAaYys
Thomas Aquinas: God and by rea) them the lıght ofThomas ole
Explanatıions project of constructing Arıstotelan) SCIENCE

Martın of theology Martın has en Very schol-
Edinburgh: Edinburgh Universıity arly gr1ppıng book that betrays deep

Sgrasp of quınas and passıonate thatPress, 1997, 212pp., £40, the study of ancıent medieval phılosophyISBN 0-7486-0901-6 ontrıbute tO modern phılosophıca 1Nves-

RESUME tıgatıons. It WOU. be faır tLO Sa y thatE
ea tO faırly evıdent chıp the houlder

Martın npubdlıe exte tres erudılt, MAaLS eecrıt egardıng phılosophıca. establıshment that
de facon amusanite, quı demontre qQuUe les CIn Jargely relegates medieval phılosophy LO
vOLES peuvent etre Iues Uec granpro Aans story of phılosophy COUTSES 'Thıs chıp does,le cContlexte du projet de T’homas d’Aquın qul however, generate SOMNE ve: amusıng COIN-
voulaıt bätır scıence de Ia theologıe. ments The style 18 vVeC amusıng places
monftre AauUsSsSL qu’une e  /  tude de l’w@uvre de ess 0)e81 1s empirıcıst thus the objectT’homas d’Aquın presente ınteret phıloso- of the rıdıicule)
phıque DOUFr aujourd’hu. Iıvre presente la Martın begıns by Jaunchıng acliIntyrıannature de Ia scıence arıstotelıcienne et öfend style rıtı1ıque f those who reject Ta  107 and

telles notıons de la scıence. explıque PDOUF- authorıty SOUTCEe phılosophy before DTO-QquUoL A est necessaıre de ontrer QUEC Dıeu cee: OU' the nature of ‘sc1ence’
exıste AvUan: qu'on DuULSSE SavoLr quest  Z Dıieu. medieval osophy. He others NO
La question: «X exıste-t-1ıl2» etant DOSsEee, O0115 do, that sSc1lencCe W as conce1ved of COM..-

conduılts chapıtre5 la question:
«Que voulons-nous ıre Dar X ?»‚ DULS plete body ofknowledge noft the method of

fındıng ouft’ Much rıdiıculıng of STO  1an
autre Sr la questıion: «Que voulons-nous Lre SCcC1eNCE wWäas ase upDonNn the mısunderstandıng
Dar exıiste’2» L’auteur defend la valıdıte de Ia that ıt Wäas bad attempt at modern SCcC1eNCE.
PFTeUVve d’une partır d’un effet et etudıe Now Thomas beheved that OMNe could not ave
chacune des CIn voLeES (de meme  S QUEC GUE dıt
T’homas d’Aquın Sr les faıts quı muılıtent

definıtion ofa thıngthat not exıst ere
18 NAaAtiLure ere to define So must answWer

contre l’existence de ıeu Une onne lecture! the question, °‘does God ex1ıst?” before
ask, 0es the word mean”?’ 'T ’hıs 1S

USAMMENFASSUNG why T’homas’ project of constructing SCIENCE
Es handelt sıch eın wissenschaftlıch of theology begıns wıth proofs of ex1st-

unterhaltsamgegründetes, gleichzeıtig EeINCeEeE Of9 ONe CAannot know hat
geschriebenes uch. Dıie fünf Wege seıen when ask, ‘Does ex1ıst”?” but
ergıiebıgsten auf dem ıntergrund des Versuchs know hat the word sıgnıfıes—that37
vUOoO  _ Thomas DO quın lesen, eıne Wıssen- provıdentıally for Causes the WOT.
SC. der Theologıe formulızeren. Ihn But hat do INean by .  exıist’ when ask
studıere besten, wenn INAE iın exıst? Chapter provıdes Ve. OTr0oug|
modernen Fragestellungen befragt und eıiınen dıscussıon. Chapter defends the rıtical
echten Beıtrag erwartet. Dıiıe wesentlıchen Züge notiıon of the method of demonstrating the
arıstotelıscher Wiıssenschaft werden beschrıe- existence of from ıts ec whic 1S
ben und als gültıg verteidıgt. Es gelte, dıe hat the five WaYy>s AT partıcular example
Exıstenz (jottes zeıgen, bevor INı verste- of) 'T’he first half of the book 18 not lıght read-
hen versucht, wWwWas ott ıst. Diıe Frage ‘Exıstiert ıng I: 15 ve detaıled exploratıon
M0 führt zu Behandlung der ragen ‘Was defence of quınas project methods
meınen WLr mıt C und ‘Was meınen WLr milt, that Ca SsSee how the fıve WaYys fit iınto the
exıstieren ®” Dıie Möglıchkeıit eıner Beweıs- orand scheme. Chapter partıcular ould
rung VO.  S den Auswirkungen her wırd ave enelNte: from SsUOINeEe dıagrams LO help
verteıdıigt, jeder er fünf Wege wırd untersucht, SEE hOow al the dıvısıons, sub-dıv1ısıons, Sub-
W1Le uch Aquıinas gumente eıne Kxıs- sub-diıvisıons etic relate each er T’he
tenz (iottes. Eıne empfehlenswerte Lektüre effort of e close rea0es DAaVy off however.
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0VO.  S nseim vVO.  s Canterbury. Kritisch wırd dıeChapters 81 WerTrTe much INOTE amıhar
terrıtory. First Aquinas’ examınatıon of the liınguistische Argumentatıon UO.  > ıllıps
best evıdence agaınst God 1sS discussed: evıl bewertet. Diıe Bedeutung reformıerter

‘the argument from SCcC1encCe’. The Erkenntnıslehre W1Le dıe rıtık UO.  S (iottes-
the claım that Ca  S explain each indıvıd- beweısen werden dıskultıert. Pascal und
ual part of the unıverse then ave Jakobus sınd als Beispiele eiınes voluntarıstiı-
explanatıon for the whole do not eed schen Glaubenszugangs DOsLtLU gewürdıgt.
posı God) 15 especlally ell dealt wiıt.  ” ach Von der großen Bedeutung natürlıcher Theologıe
of the five WaYs 185 g]ven hapter of ıts OWI) ıst der Autor überzeugt, welißÖ Jjedoch uch

the climax of the book ere Wäas CXDO- ıhre Begrenztheıt. Das uch Läfßt sıch als
s1ıt10N first WaYyY that avolılds the obvıously rauchbare Eınführung ın das ema
alse premi1ıse that only omething hich 18 bezeıiıchnen ohne den NSPruC eıiınes wesent-
iıtself make potentlally-F thıng ınto lıchen Forschungsfortschrıttes.

actually-F thıng The thırd and WaYS
AT VE interestingly discussed hılst Martın Davıs has provıded hat should be ve
makes much he Ca  - pecuhar fourth helpful text for undergraduate COUTSES the
WAaY. Phılosophy of Relıgion ell provıdıng

In conclusion, that Martın makes SOTINE help LO postgraduates. The openıng
g00d Case that modern phılosophers make hapter 1S good orlentatıon the whole field
SEer10Us miıstake they wrıte medievals of argumentatıon, fallacıes and elIstiic

nothing INOTE than hıstorical peculıar- proofs Chapter LWO 1s defense of the ONtoO-
1ty g00d read. logıcal argument of St seim. It 18 rather

1Ce TO read iıntroduction to theistic proofs
obın Parry that thınks that thıs argument actually

Worcester, England works. hıs chapter 18 possıbly the most
demandıng the reader but ıt. 1sS orth the
effort EeVen ONe remaıns unpersuaded Davıs
then, hapter SsSEes insıghts from Anselm

EuroJTh 1998) f 128—-129 (12> LO crıtique the neo-Wıttgensteinilanısm of
Phıllıps There ATe SOTINE tellıng poınts made

G Reason and Theistic Proofs agaınst non-realism though Phıiıllıps himself
Davıs ould not want tOo posıtıon MSe NO  -

Edinburgh Edınburgh University realıst) hıch Justify the effort of offerıng
Press, 1997, ISBN 0-7486-0799-4 theistic proofs. In hapter Aquinas’ O-

logıcal arguments Aare explained defended
RESUME whilst chapter offers discussion of founda-

tionalısm anı Reformed Epistemology. Davıes( o Iıvre Uvise presenter ecteur les DTEUVES feels that the insıghts of the latter posıtion dode l’exıistence de Dıeu. Il defend OouLe Un serıe
d’arguments (y COmprIiS l’argument ontolo- noOot TEeINOVE the value of offeriıng theıstic
gıque SOLUS forme anselmıene). erıtique proofs. Was uncertaın LO why3 chapter

Was ocated the miıddle of the book ratherla posıtıon neo-Wıttgensteinienne de than before the discussıon of the actual theıis-Phıllıps et montre quelle ete l’influence de tiıc proofs egan but ıt made the poınt elll’epıistemologıe reformee el de Ia erıtıque du
fondatıonalısme SUur DTEUVDES theıstes L/’auteur enough that ertic1sm of classıcal foundatiıon-
apprecıe le volontarısme de l’approche de la fo1 hsm eed not TEINOVE the eed for arguments

for ex1istence. The design argumentDıeu chez Pascal et James. II ecroıt ferme ıts pre-an: post-Darwın (fine tunıng of thement Ia valeur la theologıe naturelle, Lout unıverse) forms 1sS ınvestigated an! defendedetant AauUssLı tres conscıent de ses iımıltes. Il
OUS OoONnnNne bonne ıntroduction sujJet, although Davıs rıghtly Pays avıd Hume hıs
MALS sSans apporter beaucoup de neuf. due thıs argument cannot enough

weight LO lead to the God of theiısm.
lıg10us experı1ence (ch. 0es provıdeUSAMMENFASSUNG 1e4SONMN for thınkıng that naturalısm 1sS alseDas uch DVDO  S Davıs ıst als Einführung Lın dıe but cCanno be sed PTrO00: that the God ofBeweısführung für dıe Kxıstenz Gottes the1ısm exısts. It Wäas shame that Davıs dıdgedacht. Es beschreıibt eıne Reıihe der tradı- not iınteract wıth Keith Yandell’s book T’hetionellen Gottesbeweise sehr posıtıv, uch den Epıistemology of Relıgıous Experıence thısontologıischen ın der muiıttelalterlichen Form chapter Yandell thınks that such eXper1-
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