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Fr COI\{RAD PEPLER writes:
attl{teﬂ;rmg Miss Pitt’s judgment on my psychology and my religious
“ae, Twould ask her whether she thinks that those who flock to the
ung’;{iffoum? Festival without knowledge of Italian or German.are
s wel] 0 a.;i‘tst at the operas there performed. The soun.ds and actions
suffice ?3 tne ge.neral setting of sceriery and cqlour are, in my opinion,
Oumen Jor their participation in the dramatic action on the Glynde-
with thstage. When t.he ordinary Cat‘ho‘ltc can be dra‘wn to the Mass
set oo 6; sarne e:’nthusmsm and appreciation of the action, the.n he can
Pationb'l a}:qm(mg a knowledge of Latin in order to deepen hz‘s partici-
e llnttl e Liturgy. But as 'he'usually lacks any true sense of ‘mystery
cont Httle chance of appreciating the dramatic action of 'tl?e Mass. My
eition is that to attempt to give people a greater participation in the
e‘:;:e 52’ putting it into tlfe vernacular islto attempt fo put the cart
and s stre .horse. Petrha}.as this re'veals somethmg wrong in my psycho'logy
if on ain of Puritanism, but it seems an obvious conclusion, especially
€ studies the post-Reformation treatises on the Mass.
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P\EHGION AND THE PSYCHOLOGY OF JuNG. By Raymond Hostie, s.J.

rnslated by G. R. Lamb. (Sheed and Ward; 16s.)

Ogicas ook summarizes the ‘official writings” of C. G. Jung in chrono-
N lrstsequence, and with considerable care and penetration. It gives
ethod of all, 2 succint, clear and mostly reliable account of Jung’s

generans and findings in the field of psychology and psychotherapy

i the gs.yglileln’ late? ofl' the evolution of his work and hypotheslcs

bnﬂiantly, do?l Zgy of religion. These expository pages are as a rule

Calll'; Sf}:r)lild be_ c.lc?ar, from Fr HosFie’s own account, that Jung’s Work
hich ol ¢ criticism and verification which is required by any science
cepts o ms to observe facts and to cqrrel'ate them by means of con-
teligion gineral hypotheses. Its implications for human 'h.ea}lth and
ardly |, Make the task all the more urgent. But such criticism can
the € helpful unless it pursues similar empirical methods: examines
°ged facts themselves, seeks other relevant facts, asks whether
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ssification by concepts is valid and adequate, and whether the
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