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While humanists have pondered the subject of love to the point of obsessiveness, philosophers have
steadfastly ignored it. One might wonder whether the discipline of philosophy even recognizes love. The
word philosophy means “love of wisdom,” but the absence of love from philosophical discourseis curiously
glaring. So where did the love go? In The Erotic Phenomenon, Jean-Luc Marion asks this fundamental
question of philosophy, while reviving inquiry into the concept of love itself.

Marion begins his profound and personal book with a critique of Descartes equation of the ego’ s ability to
doubt with the certainty that one exists—"1 think, therefore | am”—arguing that this is worse than vain. We
encounter being, he says, when we first experience love: | am loved, therefore | am; and thisloveisthe
reason | care whether | exist or not. This philosophical base allows Marion to probe several manifestations of
love and its variations, including carnal excitement, self-hate, lying and perversion, fidelity, the generation of
children, and the love of God. Throughout, Marion stresses that all erotic phenomena, including
sentimentality, pornography, and even boasts about one' s sexual conquests, stem not from the ego as
popularly understood but instead from love.

A thoroughly enlightening and captivating philosophical investigation of a strangely neglected subject, The
Erotic Phenomenon is certain to initiate feverish new dial ogue about the philosophical meanings of that most
desirable and mysterious of al concepts—Ilove.
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B. says

The first 60-70 pages or so of this book were torture, full of unjustified claimsto 'obviousness and circular
arguments and such with no clear sense that there might eventually be a payoff. Theideological bias of his
Christian thought is quite clear throughout the book, which is at times not much more than athinly veiled
attempt to offer arationale for the dogma of his Church. That would be fine if the book wasn't presented as
pure philosophy. Church dogma may be divinely inspired, mabye even 'true’, but philosophy it isn't.

Eventually, however, some interesting ideas do start to take shape. They are still occassionally undermined
by the ideological influence, but there is clearly some meat to hisideas, even some moving, poetic moments,
though even these moments sometimes threaten to dissipate into sentimentality. | kept thinking while reading
that he might have achieved more success if he had written it as poetry, condensing it from 222 pages into
something closer to 10. In the end, | can't say that it was worth the considerable effort it took to sort out the
meaningful from the meaningless.

Moses Allen says

Jean-Luc Marion's new book "The Erotic Phenomenon" is not a phenomenology of human sexuality. The
connotations to the trandated title may be very misleading for the American audience. Readers should be
aware of this.

At the University of Chicago, | was fortunate enough to hear Marion speak upon the topic of his new book.
He argues that love cannot be explained with a metaphysics, therefore he pursues it phenomenologicaly. He
lays out awonderfully crafted juxtaposition on various accounts of love (e.g. augustine, hegel, keirkegaard,
et a.) He claimsthat love is adefining characteristic of humanity. He refurbishes Descartes famous "Cogito
ergo sum” (I think therefore | am) into his own "Amo ergo sum"” (I love therefore | am).

Map?a says

"I 2Voudl 0 EOVT?C 0L KO E aVOYWWP?( W 0T HOVASIK2TNT? OV 210V OVOKOA?TTTW KAl
TOPAS?XOMAL ETAT?AOLC TIOIOV ETHOVU?. AUT?C KO LHAV0 LOL QOVEPVEL TO TIO HUCTIK? OV
KAVTPO-0UT? TIOU POV ?AEITE KOI POV AE?TEI OKZU0, UT? TOU OTI070U N QWIEIV? ATIOLC?0 E0T?0(E
OT? JOKPO? TN OKOTEIV? TPOVC 20 OV OTOV €0UT? HoU. H eTnBup?a pou po? A?2El TIo10¢ €2Ual
OE?XVOVT?C L0V TI UE €PEB?LEL...TN OTIYU? OUT?, 0 7AAOG HOU YVETAL IO TIPOOWTIK? UTIDECN KAl
HOUL @AWETAL JIAPOPETIK?C ATT? PAOUCG TOUC 7AAOUC, QUAAYUVOC VIO LVO 2TIG EY? W' ALUTV. Mg
TIPOOP?El VIO TOV EAUT? TOU KAl E EEATOUIKE?El L70W OUTO?. M€ avaB?TeEl OTOV EQUT? OV
OVOAQUBAVOVT?C E. AUT? TIOL EEATOMIKE?El TEPALT?PW TOV EPOCT? ENAL 1 ALLVI?TNTA ?,
TOULA?XI10OTOV, 1 EMMBUVU?T alwvI ?tNTac..."




Andy Stager says

Probably the hardest to read book about a simple fact in the history of literature. Y ou can't be unless you
love. | love, therefore | am. A very rich book. Hard. But rich.
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Allyne says

St John the Theologian tells us -- twice in the fourth chapter of hisfirst epistle (verses 8 and 16) that 'God is
love." Not 'God isloving,' nor 'God loves.' No, God simply islove. So it shouldn't be surprising if a priest or
theol ogian says the same thing. But the most splendid explication of this from a philosophical perspective
has recently been published -- Jean-Luc Marion's The Erotic Phenomenon (University of Chicago Press,
2007).

Marion is a Roman Catholic layman and arguably the leading philosopher in France today. Although he has
written on a number of philosophical topics, including hisimportant work on Descartes, he is best known in
theological circles for his God Without Being: Hors-Texte (University of Chicago Press, 1995). In that work
he argued that most philosophical and even theological discourse about God isirredeemably metaphysical,
i.e., it speaks of God in the language of 'being." As aresult, much discourse about God is guilty of
‘conceptual idolatry.' The proper name for God, Marion argues, is Love. His affinity to the apophatic
tradition of Eastern Orthodoxy was immediately apparent upon reading his book, and heis, in my opinion,
the most important living philosopher and the one whose work is most congruent with the Orthodox
worldview.

Now, more than a decade later, Marion returnsto his theme in an extended philosophical reflection upon and
account of love in many forms -- but al, at root, as having to do with God. While the book isnot alight read,
itisarewarding one, and | believeitisatimely one for Christians. As areviewer for Le Monde wrote, 'In
attempting to place love at the center of things, Jean-Luc Marion wishes to escape the reign of heartless
reason.' While | don't have the time or space here to reprise the contested nature of reason today, particularly
religious reason, | do want to give you a sample of Marion's work. Here is the better part of the work's last
two paragraphs.

"'When God loves (and indeed he never ceases to love), he smply loves infinitely better than we do. He loves
to perfection, without a fault, without an error, from beginning to end. He loves first and last. He loves like
no one else. Inthe end, | not only discover that another was loving me before | loved, and thus that this other
already played the lover before me (841), but above all | discover that thisfirst lover, from the very
beginning, is named God. God's highest transcendence, the only one that does not dishonor him, belongs not
to power, not to wisdom, not even to infinity, but to love. For love alone is enough to put all infinity, al
wisdom, and al power to work.

'God precedes and transcends us, but first and above al in the fact that he loves us infinitely better than we



love, and than we love him. God surpasses us as the best lover.'

norawalid says

the gift says

thisisalater addition: i have upped the rating to afive, put it on my favoritephilosophy shelf, because it
seems most immediately practical, that it is useful in ethical behaviour, i have recommended this to another
who was reading kierkegaard, then have used this to understand my own motives, my fears, my doubts, when
someone expresses apparently honest love for me. thisis not skepticism of the other but of myself. thisisa
most conscious attempt to use philosophy to know real life. maybe thisis the wrong situation, the wrong
measure, or smply too intellectual. i read sections of this book attempting to understand, but it is the
guestion of healthy emotional development that is perhaps not fully explored, the how rather than the that,
which is engaged in emotional response. the 'question of being' that so absorbs heidegger, is here the
'question of love'...

first review: thisisafour, asthe entire experience of reading wildly ranges between 3 and 5, though indeed
perhaps this changes more reading of this philosopher, more reading of this text. for | really doubted certain
assertions through laying groundwork, psychological philosophy or philosophical psychology... that can be
expressed in his style of rhetorical questions, even as the range of erotic phenomenon goes from self to other
to child to god, and is characterized by moving from erotic reduction- recalling phenomenological reduction-
of the chain of questions, from 'does anyone out there love me?, to the reversed claim of advancing 'l love
you' firgt, to 'here | am', to denying self-hatred by learning ‘another loves me more than | hate myself', but
these seem to me based on shifting, uncertain, grounds of the way he defines'ego’- isit impossible as he
clamsto love oneself?is the flesh of the other only activated through love?isit so very unusual to precede
the other in saying 'l loveyou?...

but this concept of 'erotic reduction’, thisideathat it is not 'l think therefore | am' but 'l love therefore | am',
is greatly explored in describing the varied sorts of love we humans can create, can experience, can only in
thisway know infinity through our finite selves, even if | do not know if this psychic exchange or advanceis
truly so independent of any ‘economy' or transcends and/or ignores 'reason’, even whether there is ultimately
the need for athird view to validate our love, a child borne of love, agod who insistsin loving us, but his
exploration, his movement, from love to fidelity, of how it is always the lover and not the beloved who gains



the most existentially, blindly, completely, suffering- this stuff is great. this makes the act of love, the
advance, transcend all reciprocity and reason, al infidelity or lying, thisisthe way some of usloveto believe
love isthefinal, the ultimate, the eternal or infinite gift, we humans may know...

so do not be frustrated by the first fifty or sixty pages, do not worry that your answers conflict with his
rhetorical questions, it does get better, or at least more understandable. thisis an 'application’ of
phenomenology, that best works if you have read a few phenomenological philosophers, thisisthe style
like to think, thisis encouraging me to think, this ends on a high point, even if | do not seeit or just do not
find it necessarily leading to belief in god... well yeswe would all like to be affirmed, erotically assured, in
our lives, but | think most of us sort of muddle through without the low points of hatred of one to another, of
one to oneself, of al to al- or the high points of being because we love, are loved, exist eternally in love... |
think we are al, usually, somewhere between these extremes...

final note: | suggest the use of 'flesh’ in Marion's work is very different from Merleau-Ponty, in that it is not
ontologically defined as what we and the world are both styled of, but this flesh is only activated, found, in
human to human expression, interaction, and is clearly not simply of the world, of ‘objects, hence thereis
subject/object, which is surpassed in his 'erotic reduction'...

Joseph says

Wow! Has anyone noticed how indebted Marion's discussion of the "flesh™ in the second half of the book is
to Michel Henry's notion of flesh? It iswierd that Marion does not footnote Henry at least once!

Esam Saqga says
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hope mohammed says
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Joseph says

Philosophy is hard.




