REVIEWS

‘cil:ithe great mystery of unity’. This is the Johannine theme. For the Council

pre ¢ work of John XXIII to ‘make straight the way of the Lord’ like the
.“cursor and to teach his little children’ to love one another like the beloved
tion P{;- In tlus perspective the unity of the Church is seen as the sign and reflec-
of thopthe unity of God, 2 unity of love in which Christians share by their love
our l: ather in Christ through the work of the Holy Spirit. It is this love, poured
that Y Ca(_:h of us on the brethren who share the life and love of God with us,
-y Sonstitutes our unity. Hence it is that Christian unity is not something for
1 we must work simply because of the scandal of disunity; it is something
v Hllust pray God to show forth in us, for it is the efficacious sign of the redemp-
°0ve of God for the world.
L this light Fr Hiring discusses many of the details of the Council’s work.
th}; :zi t00, he penetrates through the debates about unity among Christians to
. €2 of the conversion of all Christians to unity. It is a provocative book; it
thati’hdoes provoke thought about the issues involved and leaves one wishing
€ author had himself taken the discussion further along the lines he indi-
“Itisabook to be thoroughly recommended.
SEBASTIAN BROOKS, O.F.M.
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T
BESBCyLAq MEANING OF THE GOSPEL, by Professor Van Buren;S.C.M., 2.

P
1: r¥laps one of the most striking features of the attempts of Anglo-Saxon theo-
ithieg, :ﬁ cometo f.erms.with contemporary philoso pl?y is the.complete amateur-
What ¢, ey _ShOW in their understanding of what a phl.losop-hl.cal problem is, and
wﬂlingn Philosopher is attempting to do. Coupled with this is an e?tt‘raordmary
o re duc:SS toregard what the p.hi'lo'sop'her says assacrosanct, even ifitisnecessary
Philog, L € gospel to utter triviality in order to square it vy‘lth the concerns of
Van 3 Phy. BOt%l of these features are present to the full in this book by Professor
uren. He is concerned to analyse the meaning of theological assertions in
bey,. cceptable to ‘linguistic analysis’. This term is left almost unexplained
&y :; c<1?1"enc.e to a wide variety of auth.o rs, such as Wittgcnstcin, Flew,
e 3] 1 Bfalthwaltc, who seem to have little or nothl‘ng' in common. They
wh isl_)YCSCnted as agreeing that the meaning of a word is its use in language,
a5sey .On]flte_rpretcd as a ‘modified verification principle’ that the meaning of an
!iind of ls_g“’_en by what would count for or against it. (Itis not mac.ic clear what
Wteng,, deh Is envisaged by this obscure phrase—for instance, it is clearly not
Ay at Ishould be allowed to say that the existence of God counts for the
Miggp: t God exists.) The movement from the meaning of a word to the
s}lo\wshg of an assertion coupled with the introduction of ‘an empirical attitude’
Very: 0" far we have come from Wittgenstein, who it appears to me was not
taligy, Srested in the issues implicit in the opposition, empiricism or transcenden-
Ol but 3Pparently despite the hurried genuflections to Wittgenstein through-
" Legy; OX, Do serious attempthasbeen made to cometo terms with his thoughe.
8 0n one side the lack of philosophical sophistication, there is a lesson
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to be learned from this book which is not without philosophical significance:
Wittgenstein says that ‘philosophy is a battle against the bewitchment of 0%
intelligence by means of language’. Part of what he has in mind is our tendency
to construe a philosophical problem by means of analogies suggested to us ,Y
the superficial grammar of our language—to view the soul as a little man w1

the causal nexus as a piece of string, the meaning of a word as an object and s0 0%
—where of course itis not merely chance that the grammar of our language 0es
suggest these analogies. This tendency is not overcome merely by being point
out, for even when, say, we realise that language is not an exact calculus and y&*
that we view it as though it were, we may still continue to treat it as if it Wer n
a number of ways which go unrecognised. Wittgenstein has shown us tha_t 2
large part of preparation for doing philosophy could well consist in unearthi’®
and tracking down the ways in which we are led on a metaphysical wild goo%
chase by such false analogies. But what is important is that there are two W"‘ys:h
attacking a myth. One way is in fact at bottom not really an attack on the 187
at all, but merely shows how deeply captivated we are by it, even when ©
intelligence is at its most critical. If I say that we have the idea that the soul 52
little man within and wish to attack this idea I may say, ‘There is no little
within’, and think that in saying this [ am committed to behaviourism. That e
say, the hold of the myth is such that in denying it I may feel that [am committe
to denying the existence of mind. (I suspect that Ryle is not altogether free froﬂ;_
this fault.) The other way of denying the myth is the far more complex task 0
exposing the real relationships between things, enabling us to use our 1ang o
and not be misled by the analogies which it inevitably suggests. When Pro? os8
Van Buren is concerned with removing the myth that God is an old man ¢
sky, amyth which corrupts the theological thought of even the most SOPhiStlcate
of us, he finds himself driven to deny the existence of God and to leave theologtﬁ
in the sadly depleted state of doing nothing more than evincing a fundame? N
attitude to life. If there is a theological task of enabling us to think of God 1Ils
way no longer dominated by this destructive picture, then to regard that 2
as achieved by denying the existence of God—for that is in effect W at
Buren does—is only to show how far we are captivated by a picture which

havoc of our thought. 15
‘ rOGER WHI

- 4 editio™
THE MONASTIC ORDER IN ENGLAND, by David Knowles; secont
C.U.P,, 70s.

The typescript of the first edition passed from the author’s hands to the .se.cretﬂ?;
of the C.U.P. in October 1937. Much work on early English momsllasr’f1 .
been undertaken and has borne fruit since, in no small measure becats® o

book: if Dom David Knowles tried radically to revise his virtually Ploneccog,
synthesis, he would find himself embarking on a new book. This he hzz:l?bdcss

nised—‘Were it to be written again ab ovo,” he points out, ‘it WO
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