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And finally there is a demand for help from writers ad
publishers to assist those living ‘in the world’ with suitabl
literature:

“Together with this sense of vocation, there exists the
urgent need for more literature and text-books to help
laity in their strivings. Could there not be more bqokS
written for the encouragement of would-be contemplatt?
—books that combine spiritual advice with a simple dow”
to-carth knowledge of the everyday rubs of life; MO®
books like Dom Van Zeller’s, also Miss H. C. Graef’s
Spiritual Life For All and F. Pohl’s The House of
Spirit. So much is written today to help religious, but %
enough dealing with the needs and the hunger of the lait!

A

HOLY WORK

AELRED SQUIRE, o.P.

il
To say that Dom Rembert Sorg’s Holy Work! disappoints the hOP”:,
arouses, is not to deny that it was an essay well worth writing. It atte? o
to show the relevance of the monastic tradition concerning manual 1abo .
not only for the rejuvenation of the monastic life itself but also fof
solution of the problems of Christian labour in a pagan society. Let ]'c’]
said at once that its claim to present a theological rather than an histo"}
justification of its approach is somewhat exaggerated. It assembles 2 n“m "
of reflections which have a theological bearing, but they are not built ! if
a cumulative and cogent argument, a weakness which reveals itself
in the important final chapter on the laity. To those not already f“vorp
ably disposed to the author’s thesis, its presentation will seem uncomus i
ably divided between two methods, neither of which is adequately if
for it dispenses with a detailed historical treatment without compe™ ¢
for it by a sufficiently judicious theoretical one. This is a pity, fof wé
convinced that, on both counts, a better case could certainly be m3 ¢ g
The early part of the book discusses chapter 48 of the Rule y 2
Benedict and the tradition of monastic practice which lies behi® Ny
The author’s conclusion on a debated question about the meaning o
Holy Rule is that ‘putting everything together, it is indicated that R
culture was a normal mecessary pursuit of the Benedictine Co?in e
even though individual monks were not obliged as such to do 1" g

U Holy Work. By Dom Rembert Sorg. (Pio Decimo Press, St
Missouri; $1.50.)
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those who would readily agree with this will doubtless find themselves
Puzzled at the fanciful suggestion that St Benedict’s mecessitas loci implies
ata. on the Egyptian precedent, his monks hired themselves out to neigh-
h‘:émg far_mers in harvest time, A tendency to mild extravagances of this
only invites hostile criticism.

p?;' more general principles Dom Sorg has some valuable things to say.
ttiaa ng, for instance, of Amerx.ca‘———t.he same would be true of any indus-
OrioCOuntry—he says, the C{lrls.tlamzatxon of manual labour would be a
p ]‘:3 apo.stolatc, urgentl)'/ {ndlcated for our country, and one cannot
day anzt think that .Ben.e.dlcfme monks who overlook'xt are missing t.he
thag iy place of their visitation. T.he apostolate, that is, has to recognize
. ¢ fundamental Christianization of manual labour means doing it
C:atei Christian way. . J Or againz fThe spirit communicatec% in the con-
thay don of.monks is the very spirit of th‘e Apostl'es{ tha't is, the spirit
¢ Ctermined the Apostles’ manner of life as distinguished from the
and:.f thelf‘ apostolate. But it is apostolic to live by the labo.ur ?f one’s
A W, 3n51 if a rflan be more than a vegetable or a cow, t}_lat life .mcludes
lte a::;hlp' of ’h1s Goc.l. . « . The latter becomes an exercise of his whole
tecippec lbemg.. In this part of the book the forthrlfght defence of the
uch ta relafxon be,.tween harfi vyork and heartfelt htu'rgy has probably
Wity tho be said for it. There is, it would seem, somc?thmg. :{bout contact
& € tools of a trade for which no amount of ‘solid’ spiritual reading
€ an adequate substitute,

in

ilese considerations, as they relate in general to monks, are in the
ersi:lpter refc;:rred sp’eciﬁcall'y to.layr'nen ‘after due allowance for the
nizedg Y“;)f their states’. But is this dlﬁfe.rence o.f state p.roperly recog-
ou € read, for instance: “The positive (;hrlstlanlzatlon of ma_n.ual
Wi PoStulates the setting up of economically independent communities,
Pling, irsenouncc: .the system that is run by t.h.c spirit of the \yorld, whqse
sgtmp ofthe devil’. It is therefo{e not surprising to ﬁn.d that ‘the maten:jtl
elosy, _‘he community . . . ideally becomes a replica of the monastic
tenge € 1n which all the trades of manual labour, necessary for subs'ls-
thyy n:nd wholesome living, find their place’. This is surely the point
tegp, Ot Needs rethinking. Even supposing it were possible, would it
ly ¢ desirable to make the world into a replica of a monastery?
Ytap, trthe _idea of family holiness something with its own quit.e different
Gy, it % involving the administration of private property with all the
Wster, Tings with it? By all means let those who can, follow Dom Sorg’s
Wy~ “ounsels, But how far can such solutions ever recommend them-
Ureps.” ANy except those who already feel something of the ardour of
s ?10us vocation and, be it added, are sufficiently free of f?mily respon-
1 Qh:::t-to be able to take the risks involved? Is it not possible to devise
lan theory of work and prayer which does not start from the

https://doi.org/10.1017/50269359300018899 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0269359300018899

526 THE LIFE OF THE SPIRIT

maxim that the situation as it exists is unredeemable! It is vitally imP";;
tant to retain the conviction that something is possible, lest we leave *

great mass of Christian workers like men without hope. We need, indes®
something of that robust spirit.of St Benedict which led him to build d}
house of God on the very site where the pagan temples had forme!

stood.
g B B
REVIEWS

Tue FormaTion oF TtHE NEw Testament. By H. F. D. 5p
(S.C.M. Press; 13s. 6d.) o
The idea of this very well-arranged book is to show, with the _f“ .

documentation from the text of the New Testament itself, how 1

first place each of the books came to be written, and then how they ;Ie"

to be placed in the series which became the ‘Church’s Book’, the

Tlestament. o
The first instances of the way in which the Christian messag®

given to the world after the Resurrection are to be found in the €

sermons of Peter, as recorded in Acts, from Pentecost onwards. The. o

chapter analyses this message and sees it firmly anchored to the Messl’ﬁt

hope of the OId Testament, It was in this light that Christianity W&

presented. o
It is most frequently assumed that the first time the message W3 At

mitted to writing was after the field had widened to include the Ge

world, and St Paul was writing to the Thessalonians. The ﬂexlt glc;l

chapters therefore deal with St Paul, and take his Epistles in chrof}o(: ;c

order, providing full arguments for their dating. The conclusio? ste

orthodox (the Pastorals are genuine) and arguments against the PP,ul
are often discussed. The tradition, however, that Hebrews is by St

is ‘certainly wrong’ (p. 81). i)
With regard to the Gospels, which are taken next, the situatlor_‘tio o

satisfactory. Since 1951 it is not easy to write about the compo® “gj

the Gospels, unless one has read Abbot Christopher Butler’s bo{:;r 2

Originality of St Matthew, for whether one accepts the prof’f’s Jot

the arguments of that book cannot now be ignored, and all one® = ¢

who have read it will inevitably subject one’s conclusions t0 i cgted
trating criticism. And since February 1953 the same thesis 18 PZ
more simply in the Catholic Commentary, where the argument$ mbc"’

Bernard Orchard about the dependence of Thessalonians on St prof f

hitherto only available in Biblica of 1938, are also made public., aind lf

Sparks, after discoursing aptly on the oral tradition at the bcglns uPPO’;

unfortunately still committed to the priority of St Mark, and the '9,7

tion that St Matthew was an expansion of St Mark made betwee?

i
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