
can freedom be grounded by a discourse 
free from constraint, when such a discourse 
is possible only if freedom has been ob- 
tained?” (p 96). Supporting Gadamer in 
his debate with Habermas about the rela- 
tionship between critical theory and her- 
meneutics, Davis argues that the impulse 
to freedom is grouoded not merely in 
rational discourse but also in tradition and 
collectiye experience. 

A detailed consideration of the con- 
cept of critique, especially within the 
Marxist tradition, leads him to argue for 
the development of a ‘critical theology’. 
“... faith, together with theology, cannot 
be a genuine protest against domination 
and injustice, unless it acknowledges that 
itself and its own past history are the pro- 
ducts of unfree society and therefore sub- 
ject to criticism and revolutionary trans- 
formation. Critical theology is ineluctably 
the critique of religion and of theology as 
instances of domination ... Religious faith 
as a thrust towards plenitude and totality, 
as a pursuit of transcendent truth and 
value may surely be counted among the 
sources of emancipatory experience ...” 

Davis also argues for the value of rel- 
igious language - transcending the banally 
factual, it provides a utopian and theolog- 
ical dimension to ‘discourse’ and politics. 

@p 130-131). 

Similarly, the Christian emphasis on the 
individual is exactly the opposite of the 
post-Enlightenment bourgeois notion of 
individualism. 

Yet, granted the signal failure of the 
Frankfurt School writers to establish a 
working relationship between social and 
political theory and political practice, 
Davis’ choice of the work of this group of 
writers as the starting point for his call for 
a ‘critical theology’, which is to establish 
an effective relationship between theology 
and social practice, is perhaps unfortunate. 
Moreover, in his emphasis on “religious 
faith as a thrust towards plenitude and 
totality”, Davis is no more helpful than 
the Frankfurt School writers when it 
comes to dealing with the question of the 
precise institutional structures which char- 
acterise and secure a society based on 
“pleritude” and “totality”. Finally, if 
Davis is correct in arguing that “ ... the 
truth of Christianity ... is socially and pol- 
itically mediated in its entirety”, and if 
the ‘critical theology’ he advocates is “the 
critique of religion and of theology as 
instances of domination”, is Davis not 
forced to agree that Christianity is what 
Marx always claimed it was - merely an 
ideology? 
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Be that as it may, this book is an absol- more originality. But it is rather obscure in 
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an introduction writers it discusses. MuNtz’s text, on the 

ing as that has progressed in the English- exposition is ideal for beginners. Any ob- 

tirely in its quotations (of which there are nineteenth century to the present t h e .  It 
many), for the contents of which Munitz is mainly concerned with Pierce, Frege, 

Russell, Wittgenstein, the logical positivists, Of couLse, is not 
Quine and Kripke. It therefore neglects SO if YOU want an informative, intellig- 
Davidson, Dummett, Strawson, Putnam ible survey of the writers Munitz deals 
and Tarski, and that is regrettable. But it with, something to get you going on them, 
is Stdl averY good book, one which, to my Munitz’s book is the thing to buy. I should 
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to the p ~ f i o s o p ~ y  of language and mean- Other hand, is a model of and its 

world from the latter half ofthe scurity in it lies, I should MY, a h o S t  en- 

mind, eneel)’ without equal. Bernard add that it has a good bibliography. 
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