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REVIEWS 
SELBSTKRITIB DER PHILOSOPHIE uiid Vergleichende Philosophie- 

geschichte im Uniriss (Thomas Morus Presse, Herder, Vienna; 

I ~ E I  LASTER. Dostojewskis Tieferipxj ohologie. (Verlag Karl -llber, 
n.P.) 

Munich; n.p.) 
Both by Alois Dempf. 
To attempt a review of Professor Dempf’s Selbstliritili der 

l’lrilosoplrie is a particularly difficult task. This book has beeii the 
present reviewer’s first encounter with the work of its author, who 
is clearly showii in it to be one 01 the major Catholic thinkers of 
our time. Professor Dempf (appointed to the chair of Philosophy in 
Vienna in 1937, removed by the Nazis in 1938 and restored to his 
(’hair after the war) has already an impressive series of works on 
political philosophy and the philosophy of religion to his credit and, 
as the Foreword of the present volume tells us, an even more 
impressive series of books in process of publicatiori, iricluding a full- 
scale comparative history of philosophy and works on speculative 
anthropology and the history of the doctrine of man. To this latter 
g o u p  Selbstliritzk d e r  Pliilosoplrie is in some sense a preface, and 
to comment too extensive1)- 011 it without reference to the rest would 
be premature and impertinent. Further, Dempf is using in the 
service of the philosophin pereririis a tradition of thought as p t  
too little known or appreciated by modern Catholic philo~ophers. 
This is the great German attempt, extending from Kant and 
Schlegel to Dilthey and Nicolai Hartmann, at  a comprehensive 
Kritik der Geistesivissenschafte, l ,  a critical e\aluation of all forms 
of human thinking A full account of Denipf’s thought would hare 
tc do justice both to this tradition and to his own criticism of it 
and his use of its positive achievements. 

So all that can be done here is to stress the iniportance of the 
hook and to give enough indication of its content to encourage those 
seriously concerned with philosophy and the history of philosoph?. 
to give it the thorough, appreciative, and a t  times critical reading 
which it deserves. We have in it a heroic attempt, based on a study 
of both Eastern and Western philosophers of a range and deptBh of 
which very few would be capable, to make sense of the whole 
course of human thinking and to show how by the study of its 
history by the right method we can pass beyond sceptical histori- 
cism, relativism or positivism and arrive at  the great philosophical 
truths. Dempf’s method is an extremely flexible and subtle one; 
it is based on a firm grasp of the order of the levels of reality and 
human experience which are not reducible to or explicable in terms 
of each other (this doctrine of the Schicltfe appears to play an 
imporhnt part in much modern German thought); and it takes 
nccount of the types of thinking constantly associated with particu- 
lar professions, states of life arid types of character and with 
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different stages in the development of culture. There is certainly 
B danger of over-systematisation and consequent distortion, as  there 
i.: in so much German thought about the history of philosophy: 
and specialist historians of philosoph;v will feel doubtful about 2 

good many of Dempf ’s  particular pronouncements. But  Dempf 
himself repeatedly reminds us that we are dealing with groups of 
men endowed with free will, not with ‘culture-souls’ or ‘spirits of 
the age’ and must not expect too absolute a regularity: and if this 
is borne in mind it seems likely that the framework of his thought 
will stand up to specialist criticism. 

I n  some m7ays the most impressive passages of Dempf’s book 
are those in which he speaks of the failure of philosophy, showing 
how at  its highest it fails to overcome its om11 divisions and cannot 
order the whole world or chanqe the heart of man, and how in its 
failure it points the way inescapably to the supernatural, to the 
God-Man and the grace of his redemption. 

The little book on Dostoievsky’s psychologv of character is an 
excellent example of the range and quality of the special studies 
on which Dempf has built his great sjnthesis. 

A. H. ARMSTRONG. 

D I E  REPORMATIOX IS DEUTSCHL~SD B! Josef Lortz. 3rd Editioli 
1949 (Herder, Preiburp 1949; 4.5~31 ) 
The time has not pet come when it is pos\ible, even amoiiosc 

Trofessional historians, to inention Lprtz’s Reforrnnfion in the 
secure assumption that even o i ~ e  preLent will be acquainted with it 
and will have come to regard i t  :ts the very best history of the 
Reformntion in Germany. But  one can h9rd1,~ doubt that if tho 
first edition had not appeared durinq the ear17- stages of the \ ta r  
T,ortz’s t n o  fascinating volumes Mould have already found a place 
as R standard work, even in the Channel-hound British universities. 
Perhaps this new edition nil1 speed the process of assimilating ‘our 
Lortz ’ . 

This history of the Reformation has almost acquirpd a history of 
its own Itself the fruit of Professor Lortz’s deep concern for his 
separated Protestant brethren its complete charity has rained him 
their confidence and has done inore than mang conferences to 
provide a common basis for the work of reunion which i q  so dear 
to the author himself. This fact, it is hoped. will be an encourage- 
rnent to those Catholic scholars in Britain who are working along 
similar lines: it confirms one’s belief that the best results are 
achieved by historians not when they feel that they are ruling in 
their om’n little kingdoms of arid scholarship but when they are 
moved by a desire to share the truth with all men. Die Reforrnntion 
irz Deutsrklrcrrd. precise and measured in its judgmcnts, is truly the 
Tvork of a scholar and vet, a< L0rt7 himself says, it is written for 
the  penera1 public; the learning in other words lies in the text 
instead of being paraded in the critical apparatus. 




