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When the present  volume of  essays  came to  my at tent ion,  i t  seemed to  stand out  f rom 

the mass of  publicat ions on C.  S.  Lewis s imply because i t  is  in  German.  I t  a lso  

seemed to deserve some preferential  a t tent ion for  the same reason.  While  

Anglophone wri ters  on C.  S.  Lewis wil l  never  be shor t  of  potent ia l  readers ,  anyone 

wri t ing about h im in another  language s truggles  to  be even br ief ly noted by the 

wider  world.  Yet ,  i f  new l ight  on the subject  is  s t i l l  to  be expected at  a l l ,  i t  i s  now 

perhaps as  l ikely to  come from outs ide the English-speaking world  as from within.  

The book is  a  col lect ion of  n ine p ieces,  f ive of  which were presented as  papers  for  a  

symposium at  the Theological  Faculty of  Paderborn in  June 2010 about the 

in tel lectual  legacies  of  Lewis and the German phi losopher  Josef  Pieper  (1904-1997).  

The symposium’s t i t le  was ‘In the wider  World: on C.  S.  Lewis’s  and Josef  Pieper’s  

View of  Man’.  The book’s  t i t le  can be translated as  Truth and Sel f-Transcendence:  

Lewis  and Pieper on Man .  As appet izers ,  an  unpublished 1954 let ter  f rom Lewis to  

Pieper  and a  br ief  ta lk on Lewis g iven by Pieper  in  1984 precede the main  fare.  

In  addi t ion to  the qual i ty  and importance of  most  of  these pieces,  the book may have 

one or  two more surpr ises  in  s tore for  Anglophone and other  non-German readers .  

One is  the  note on Norber t  Feinendegen in the  l is t  of  contr ibutors ,  more par t icular ly 

the reference to  h is  2008 disser tat ion Denk-Weg zu Chris tus:  C.  S .  Lewis  a ls  

kri t ischer Denker  der Moderne . 1  Anyone who wil l  take the t rouble  to  get  hold of  that  

616-page tome wil l  soon real ize  that  th is  is  a  tru ly monumental  work.  I t  is  dedicated 

to  Feinendegen’s  ‘f irs t  teacher  of  phi losophy,’  the la te Dr.  Fr iedr ich Hoh,  ‘who 

taught me to take C.  S.  Lewis ser iously as  a  th inker’ .  As I  began reading that  

d isser tat ion,  i t  was uncomfor table  to  ref lect  that  such a  book on Lewis should  have 

exis ted for  several  years  without my not icing i t  a t  a l l .  Having read i t ,  I  f ind i t  
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almost  d is tress ing to  real ize  that  this  miles tone in  Lewis  scholarship is  l ikely to  

remain forever  unnoticed ‘ in the wider  world’  where i t  belongs.  

Another  bonus contained in  the Paderborn volume is  what may for  many non-German 

readers be their  f irs t  in troduct ion to Josef  Pieper.  He was a Cathol ic professor of  

phi losophy at  the universi ty of  Münster  f rom 1950 unt i l  h is  re t irement and,  in  one 

way or  another ,  remained academical ly  act ive there  almost  unt i l  the end of  h is  long 

l i fe .  A ten-volume edi t ion of  h is  col lected works appeared around the turn of  the 

century (Werkausgabe ,  Fel ix  Meiner  Ver lag,  Hamburg) .  Although some of  h is  

wri t ings were translated in to  Engl ish,  Dutch,  and presumably a  few more languages,  

I  confess  that  Pieper’s  name used to be l i t t le  more for  me than a  mere name.  Pieper  

seemed simply one of  those countless  forgot ten authors  whose works f i l l  most  of  the 

shelves of  second-hand-bookshops.   

However ,  h is  br ief  1984 talk,  as  pr in ted here,  seems calculated  to  endear  h im to 

anyone who holds Lewis dear .  Pieper  te l ls  us  about a  moment in  the ear ly 1950s 

when he had transla ted Lewis’s  The Problem of  Pain  and submit ted an af terword to 

the publisher .  Pieper  had decided not  to  use th is  af terword for  any addit ional  

thoughts  on the subject  of  the book,  nor  even to  provide any detai ls  about Lewis,  

who in  fact  was s t i l l  quite  unknown in Germany.  Instead,  he wrote  a  p iece über die 

Schl ichthei t  der  Sprache in  der  Philosophie ,  ‘On Plainness  of  Language in  

Phi losophy’.  His  publ isher  thought th is  not  very re levant  and asked him to  wri te  

something else .  Pieper  s tood f i rm,  however ,  because 

that  p lainness  of  language which is  so seldom found in  
phi losophical- theological  wri t ing needs to  be pointed out  as  h ighly 
character is t ic  of  th is  author ,  d is t inguishing him from others .  (16)  

– surely a  kind of  praise  for  Lewis which in i tself  deserves praise .  One wonders  

whether  Pieper  had been inspired,  in  addi t ion to Lewis,  by Brand Blanshard’s  1953 

lecture ‘On Philosophical  Style’ .  

However ,  more is  involved in Pieper’s  p lea for  p lain language than immediately 

meets  the eye.  He was in  fact  wri t ing,  not  about p lain language as  such,  but  about  i ts  

re la t ion to Philosophie ;  and Pieper  is  quick to  explain  that  he,  

l ike Lewis h imself ,  regard[s]  phi losophy as  a  discipl ine which,  
while d is t inct  f rom theology,  is  cer ta inly not  to  be detached f rom 
i t .  (16)  

Soon af ter  reading these words,  I  found this  v iew elaborated in Pieper’s  l i t t le  book 

Was heißt  phi losophieren?  (1948);  and the deep aff in i ty  of  Pieper’s  thought to  

Lewis’s  became al l  the more evident .  I t  seems no exaggerat ion to  say that  the two 

men were intel lectual  comrades- in-arms,  f ight ing the same in tel lectual  bat t les .  In  a  
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word,  they were Platonis ts :  Pieper  expl ic i t ly so,  Lewis  usual ly in  more implici t  ways 

i f  only because he was not  a  phi losopher  by profession.  And in  the phi losophical  

c l imate  of  the t ime,  they were voices crying in  the wilderness.  

The point  to  note ,  however ,  is  that  Pieper’s  Platonism was in t imately l inked with h is  

passion for  p lain language.  While  precis ion of  language remains a  f ine th ing,  i t  i s ,  in  

Pieper’s  v iew,  the  peculiar  way in which precis ion is  lacking  f rom plain language 

which makes i t  the indispensable vehicle  of  ‘pre-phi losophic’  tradi t ion.  Now a 

reverence for  that  t radit ion is  in tegral  to  Plato’s  phi losophy;  and Plato’s  phi losophy 

is ,  for  Pieper,  s imply Chris t ian  philosophy avant la  le t tre .  Or  to  put  i t  d ifferent ly,  

Chr is t ian phi losophy is  Platonic  philosophy af ter  Chr is t .  Hence any defender  of  th is  

school must  be a  defender  of  p lain  language not  in  spi te  of ,  but  because of  i ts  lack 

of  precis ion.  

Certa inly such a view seemed qui te  as  hopeless ly  obsolete in  the middle  decades of  

the 20th century as i t  does today.  But  then,  surely,  the appearance and act iv i t ies  of  

th is  h ighly learned,  in tel l igent  and eloquent  Platonis t  is  a l l  the more in terest ing in  

these adverse  c ircumstances;  and the same is  true of  h is  obvious aff in ity  to  C.  S.  

Lewis.  In  fact ,  when Pieper’s  l i t t le  book of  1948 was translated  in to Engl ish  and 

publ ished along with  another  shor t  book in  one volume called Leisure:  the Basis  of  

Cul ture  (1952), 2  i ts  meaning in the context  of  the t ime was effect ively brought out  

in a  preface by T.  S.  El io t .  

The f irs t  p iece in  the volume,  by Norber t  Feinendegen (Bonn),  is  about  Lewis’s  

‘cr i t ique of  the modern paradigm of  scientif ic  enl ightenment’  and takes i ts  t i t le  f rom 

the lapidary f inal  sentence of  The Aboli t ion  of  Man  –  ‘To “see through” al l  th ings is  

the same as  not  to  see.’  Both here and in  paral le l  sect ions of  h is  d isser tat ion,  

Feinendegen notes  a  couple of  in terest ing cases  of  implici t  or  expl ici t  phi losophical  

recogni t ion for  Lewis ,  more especial ly  for  that  great  l i t t le  book of  1943.  Perhaps 

especial ly noteworthy is  The Aboli t ion’s  resemblance to  the famous cr i t ique of  

‘ ins trumental  ra t ional i ty’  by the ‘Frankfur t’  phi losophers  Horkheimer and Adorno in  

their  Dialect ic  o f  Enl ightenment  (1947).  

Next comes a  contr ibut ion not  presented at  the Paderborn symposium.  Uwe Meixner  

(Augsburg)  d iscusses Lewis’s  ‘argument  f rom Reason’,  a  l inchpin of  his  a t tack on 

natural ism.  Since Meixner  is  a  professor  of  philosophy,  h is  verdict  deserves 

a t tent ion:  

The phi losophical  intu i t ion of  Lewis,  an amateur  in  phi losophy,  is  
indeed remarkably accurate .  However,  i t  is  not  unusual  for  Lewis’s  
rhetor ic  –  i .e .  the very qual i ty that  wins h im such a  wide audience –  
to  overdo,  not  to  say overrun i t .  (70)  
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An essay by Juan F.  Franck (Montevideo,  Uruguay) on ‘ the Platonic  Inspirat ion of  

Pieper’s  Philosophy’3  d iscusses ,  among other  things,  the t imeless  e lement in  Plato’s  

cont inual  debate  with the Sophis ts .  This  is  the las t  p iece in  the f irs t  sect ion,  

‘Wahrhei t’ .  As may be guessed from the book’s  t i t le ,  the second sect ion is  about 

‘Selbstüberschrei tung’ .  The f irs t  p iece here is  one by Ber thold Wald (Paderborn) ,  

edi tor  of  Pieper’s  col lected works,  wri t ing about ‘Self- transcendence as  the meaning 

of  philosophizing according to  Josef  Pieper’ .  I t  is  here that  the c learest  l ight  is  

thrown on the deep aff in i ty between Pieper  and Lewis as  th inkers .  The profess ional  

phi losopher and the amateur  appear ,  in  effect ,  to  have been complementing each 

other’s  work.  We also learn  here that  for  Pieper  the great  f igures  of  Western 

phi losophy,  besides Plato,  were Aris to t le ,  August ine and Thomas Aquinas.  

The last  sect ion,  ‘Über  den Menschen hinaus’  (‘Beyond Man’)  is  opened by Judi th 

Wolfe,  edi tor  of  the present  Journal  and the only real  Lewis scholar  at  the 

symposium besides  Feinendegen.  Her  paper  on ‘The Eschatological  Anthropology of  

C.  S.  Lewis’  makes no reference to  Pieper ,  but ,  in  h ighl ight ing a  problem about 

Lewis’s  relat ion to  Plato,  i t  never theless  provides a  cr i t ique which both men would 

a lmost  cer tain ly have been happy to take to  heart .  At any ra te  is  i t  e lucidat ing for  

their  readers  now. 

Next comes a  f ine example of  jo in t  Lewis and Pieper  scholarship – implici t ly  

suggest ing,  perhaps,  that  any real ly new and in terest ing l ight  on Lewis may be more 

and more l ikely to  come from outs ide the English-speaking world  ra ther than from 

within.  Ti l l  Kinzel  (Braunschweig)  wri tes  about ‘Human Pain in  the World’ ,  taking 

his  cue from what  he cal ls  an ‘unf in ished dialogue’  between Ernst  Jünger ,  C.  S.  

Lewis and Josef  Pieper .  I t  may seem odd to construe whatever  connect ion,  or  even 

ant i thesis ,  between Lewis and Ernst  Jünger  (1895-1998) ;  however ,  the fact  is  that  

some sort  of  comparabil i ty  was clear ly suggested by Pieper  as  he chose a  t i t le  for  h is  

t ranslat ion of  The Problem of  Pain  in  1954:  Über den Schmerz  ( ‘On Pain’) .  Ernst  

Jünger  had published a  book under  the same t i t le  in  1934.  I t  is  thus as  if  Pieper ,  

through th is  translat ion,  hoped to  g ive a  reply to  Jünger’s  one-sided and in  fact  

baseless  advocacy of  ‘courage’  (Tapferkei t) .  As Pieper  wrote in  a  1942 pamphlet  

cal led Rit terl ichkei t  a ls  soldat ische Tugend  ( ‘Chivalry as  a  Mil i tary Vir tue’) ,  the  

vir tue cal led courage is  not  detachable from the other  cardinal  v ir tues .  Human 

‘readiness  for  suffer ing’  (Schmerzberei tschaf t) ,  he said ,  is  ‘d irect ly re la ted  to  an 

endorsement  of  the supreme value and supreme real i ty’  (123) .  Readers  of  the present 

volume may want to  add that  th is  Schmerzberei tschaf t  i s  thus obviously re la ted to  

Selbstüberschrei tung .  Readers  of  Lewis may fur ther  add the quest ion whether  i t  is  

coincidence that  only two years  ear l ier ,  in  August  1940,  when their  respect ive 
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countr ies  were locked in a  bat t le  for  l i fe  or  death,  Lewis  had wri t ten about ‘The 

Necessi ty of  Chivalry’ .  

Thomas Möllenbeck (Paderborn,  co-edi tor  of  this  volume with Ber thold Wald) ,  

contr ibuted another  p iece  devoted to The Aboli t ion of  Man  under  the t i t le  ‘Vir tue 

and Taboo – without  God?’  The essay explores  the way Lewis was promoting a  

Chr is t ian view of  man while  avoiding any Chris t ian exclusiveness and indeed 

expl ic i t ly denying i ts  specif ic  Chris t ian character ;  th is  is  compared to Pieper’s  

d ifferent  approach.  There are in teres t ing episodes about  Nietzsche (who cal led  

Chris t iani ty ‘Platonism for  ordinary people’) ,  Alasdair  MacIntyre,  and Er ik 

Wielenberg.  I t  should  be added that  th is  p iece is  one of  the few in  the volume which 

Pieper  might  have cr i t ic ized for  i ts  lack of  Schlichthei t  and i ts  f ree use of  what  

Blanshard cal led  the ‘Teutonic’  sentence s tructure.  

The f inal  piece in  the volume is  one by Jörg Splet t ,  a  re t ired phi losophy professor  

from Frankfur t  and Münster ,  on ‘Man as  an  Image of  the Trin i ty’ .  This  

comparat ively br ief  text  is  so dense that  i t  seems to be a collect ion of  barely  

developed notes  rather  than an essay.  That  br ings me,  f inally ,  to  a  minor  point  of  

cr i t ic ism. The book appears  to  have been produced with a  surpr is ing lack of  that  

fabled  feature of  German scholarship –  Gründlichkei t ,  thoroughness.  On the very 

f irs t  page,  an obscure passage in  Lewis’  1954 let ter  to  Pieper  (as  pr in ted)  is  due to  a  

t ranscr ip t ion error  (‘as’  for  ‘and’) ,  as  appears  f rom the facsimile  that  fo l lows.  In  

Kinzel’s  essay,  page 123,  l ine 14,  read ‘Jünger’  for  ‘Pieper’ .  The last  few page 

numbers in  the table of  contents  are wrong.  One author’s  detai ls  are  lacking f rom the 

l is t  of  contr ibutors .  No dates  of  b ir th  and death for  ei ther  Lewis or  Pieper  are  g iven 

anywhere in  the book.  And the two men’s  por trai ts  on the front  cover ,  while  each is  

a l r ight  by i tse lf ,  are  so  d ifferent  in  s ize and s tyle  that  they make an ugly pair .  All  

th is  is  a  shame;  but  of  course i t  hardly detracts  f rom the value of  th is  book,  which is  

not  only valuable  in  i tself  but  an  impressive and important  reminder  that  there is  

more to  Lewis than can be said  in  Engl ish.  

Arend Smilde 

Notes 
[1]  The  t i t l e ’s  f i r s t  word  t rans la tes  somewhat  awkwardly  in to  Engl i sh ;  ins tead  of  ‘Thought -
Road to  Chr is t ’  i t  might  bes t  be  rendered  as  ‘Thinking  as  a  Road to  Chr i s t ’ .  The  subt i t le  
means  ‘C.  S .  Lewis  as  a  Cr i t ica l  Thinker  of  Moderni ty ’ .  

[2 ]  Republ i shed in  a  new t ransla t ion  and wi th  a  p re face  by  Roger  Scru ton in  1998 

[3 ]  Publ i shed  in  Engl i sh  in  A Cosmopol i tan  Hermi t .  Moderni ty  and  Tradi t ion  in  the  
Ph i losophy  of  Josef  P ieper ,  ed .  Bernard  N.  Schumacher ,  CUA Press ,  Washington D.C.  2009 ,  
pp .  251-278.  


