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This volume contains nine essays on the philosophy of Charles Taylor, originally presented at a colloquium in Helsinki in September 2001. Most of the contributors are Finns, with only a couple of exceptions. The book is divided into three sections ( (The Practice of Philosophy,( (Subjectivity and Intersubjectivity,( and (Morality, Politics, and Society.( The final piece is an interview with Taylor himself.

Many of the authors are intrigued by how Taylor stands at the intersection of apparently conflicting philosophical currents ( analytic vs. continental philosophy, systematic problem-solving vs. historical interpretation, moral realism vs. relativism in ethics, liberalism vs. communitarianism in politics, and so on. The essays in the first section compare his thought with the linguistic philosophy of Wittgenstein and the hermeneutics of Gadamer. Such topics as transcendental arguments, the nature of normativity, and post-epistemology are discussed.

The second section begins with an analysis of the concept of personhood, arguing that Taylor(s views on this subject have an affinity with Aristotle. Another essay argues that our sense of having an individual self is more culturally relative than Taylor acknowledges in Sources of the Self. It raises interesting points but its case against Taylor is ultimately inclusive.

The final section is the strongest part of the book.  Arto Laitinen explores Taylor(s moral realism, comparing him to John McDowell and Joseph Raz. Taylor is a realist about the ontology of persons and the ontology of goods, although his view has a cultural, phenomenological, or hermeneutic flavour. Irma Levomaki looks at Taylor(s contribution to the debate about modernity. Taylor offers a cultural theory rather than a social-economic one. He views modernity as a time when particular moral sources come to the forefront, rather than a process that is driven purely by technological change. The modern worldview is crucially shaped, not just by Enlightenment rationalism, but by Romantic expressivism. Thus its legacy is richer and more complex than those who knock it (whether postmodernists or traditionalists) would admit. Ruth Abbey presents Taylor as a postliberal political theorist, who both goes beyond and upholds the liberal tradition. In this he is comparable to theorists such as Richard Rorty and John Gray.

The concluding  interview with Taylor covers many issues. He is asked about his reaction to September 11th, the future of leftist politics, and whether he is a communitarian. Taylor says that religious identities like Islam are beginning to operate as nationalism used to, that the left needs to come up with a series of interesting solutions to particular problems rather than an overarching (global alternative,( and that the communitarian label is confusing. He cites Merleau-Ponty, Emmanuel Mounier, and the novels of Dostoevsky as key intellectual influences when he was a student at Oxford.

Overall, the book offers several worthwhile essays and has something to interest those who come to Taylor from both an analytic and continental perspective.
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