
Zeitschrift: Revue de Théologie et de Philosophie

Herausgeber: Revue de Théologie et de Philosophie

Band: 150 (2018)

Heft: 2

Rubrik: English summaries

Nutzungsbedingungen
Die ETH-Bibliothek ist die Anbieterin der digitalisierten Zeitschriften auf E-Periodica. Sie besitzt keine
Urheberrechte an den Zeitschriften und ist nicht verantwortlich für deren Inhalte. Die Rechte liegen in
der Regel bei den Herausgebern beziehungsweise den externen Rechteinhabern. Das Veröffentlichen
von Bildern in Print- und Online-Publikationen sowie auf Social Media-Kanälen oder Webseiten ist nur
mit vorheriger Genehmigung der Rechteinhaber erlaubt. Mehr erfahren

Conditions d'utilisation
L'ETH Library est le fournisseur des revues numérisées. Elle ne détient aucun droit d'auteur sur les
revues et n'est pas responsable de leur contenu. En règle générale, les droits sont détenus par les
éditeurs ou les détenteurs de droits externes. La reproduction d'images dans des publications
imprimées ou en ligne ainsi que sur des canaux de médias sociaux ou des sites web n'est autorisée
qu'avec l'accord préalable des détenteurs des droits. En savoir plus

Terms of use
The ETH Library is the provider of the digitised journals. It does not own any copyrights to the journals
and is not responsible for their content. The rights usually lie with the publishers or the external rights
holders. Publishing images in print and online publications, as well as on social media channels or
websites, is only permitted with the prior consent of the rights holders. Find out more

Download PDF: 23.12.2025

ETH-Bibliothek Zürich, E-Periodica, https://www.e-periodica.ch

https://www.e-periodica.ch/digbib/terms?lang=de
https://www.e-periodica.ch/digbib/terms?lang=fr
https://www.e-periodica.ch/digbib/terms?lang=en


REVUE DE THÉOLOGIE ET DE PHILOSOPHIE, 150 (2018), P. 211-212

ENGLISH SUMMARIES

M. Boss, What remains of theodicy in contemporary theology?, RThPh
2018/2, p. 101.

This essay presents a typological inventory as a way to appraise the critiques and
transformations the concept of theodicy has undergone in recent theological literature.
The criterion selected to this end is the classical trilemma inheritedfrom 17'h century
metaphysics, namely how to conciliate the omnipotence and perfect goodness of God
with the reality ofevil, given that picking up any two ofthe threepropositions entails the

logical exclusion of the third. The three main types, exemplified by Hans Jonas, John
K. Roth and John Milbank, accept the terms of the trilemma, and respectively give up
divine omnipotence, the perfect goodness of God, or the reality ofevil. Three additional
types, illustrated by Richard Swinburne, Paul Ricaeur and Odo Marquard, reject the

terms of the trilemma, and respectively refuse the constraints of a non-instrumental
understanding ofevil, a systematic and totalizing intelligibility ofGod's purposes, or a
theistic notion of God's providential action within the course ofhistory.

A. Chukurian, Cartesianism's Grappling with Theodicy. A Metaphysical
and Ethical Response to Evil, RThPh 2018/2, p. 123.

Descartes and Leibniz, on the basis of their respective philosophical foundations,
articulate two models of theodicy which, despite their irreducible differences, converge
in their ways ofholding together the metaphysical and the ethical dimensions. Starting
with Leibniz, the article envisions, for heuristic purposes, a Cartesian theodicy. The

goal ofthe article is twofold: first, to assess the points ofdisagreements and agreements
between Descartes and Leibniz on the locus of theodicy, and second, to show how being
anchored in Cartesian philosophy allows one to think anew about theodicy today and
to attribute a certain relevance to it.

M. Parmentier, Voltaire and Leibnizian Theodicy, RThPh 2018/2, p. 141.

The aim of this article is to try to clear up the reason(s) of Voltaire's deliberate
misunderstandings of Leibnizian theodicy. Voltaire cannot be suspectedofnot knowing
very well Leibniz's philosophy, nor can he be suspected of being opposed a priori
to optimism. Thus this article examines, on the one hand, Voltaire's way of bending
Leibniz's concepts in Candide moral necessity becomesfatalistic; the best is confused
with the good, whereas Leibniz dit not minimize the reality of evil; a blind way of
applying general maxims for local problems), and, on the other, Voltaire's comments
on these questions in his Éléments de la philosophie de Newton, as well as certain
episodes with Leibnizian overtones in other tales, especially Memnon and Zadig. This

way of confronting the two thinkers leads to the hypothesis that Candide may in fact
be a Leibnizian device meant to test Leibniz's theses experimentally.

É. de Mevius, Evil In Spite Of, RThPh 2018/2, p. 159.

Is it possible to translate the movement of Hegel's theodicy into the frame of a

practical philosophy? If on the one hand, the spirit's dialectic triumphs over evil, but,
on the other hand, the tragedy ofhistory cannot be overcome, then we suggest that the

path of recognition reconnaissance) may point toward an ethic of reconciliation that
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takes history seriously, namely history with all its violence and evil, withoutfalling into
fatalist or nihilist resignation.

P. Clavier, Theodicy's Arguments as First-Person Arguments. A Reply
to the Critiques of Theodicy as Being Compassionless, RThPh 2018/2,

p. 171.

The critique is often made that analytical theodicies make claims about God and
the permitting of evil from a standpoint characterized by logical compatibility - a
standpoint which differs from the individual or collective experience ofsuffering. And
so theodicies ofmercy, especially Hans Jonas', are preferred. The present article seeks

to show that a discussion which relies on arguments need not be cut offfrom the question
ofsuffering as tried, and that articulating claims using first-person language may help
show the compatibility between lived suffering and the existence ofa God who is both
good and all-powerful, without instrumentalizing evil and without any grim calculating
ofevil's utility.

M. Hassenfratz-Coffinet, Process and Theodicy. Cutting the Gordian
Knot, RThPh 2018/2, p. 193.

The default interpretation among Process thinkers regarding theodicy has been

to eliminate divine omnipotence from the equation. Exploring the foundations of this
metaphysic, the present article seeks a revised definition of the concepts of Good and
Evil, in order to retrieve their deeper meaning, beyond certain limitations which come
from all-too strict interpretations ofmetaphysics. As a consequence of this adjustment,
Good and Evil are seen in a different way: they no longer are absolutes. The question
of theodicy thus becomes once again relevant, despite the suppression of the divine
attribute ofomnipotence. Theology may need to focus on God as "poet of the world"

Whitehead), rather than as cold judge who, in each circumstance, only chooses an
objective and universal Good, thereby rendering evil a trivialfactor in our experience.
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