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Dr. Dearmer earned the canonry of Westminster. H e  had 

leserved well of the Church of England, and the recognition 
->:-as late in coming. For  tu-eaty-one years he was the active 
secretary of the London Christian Social Union, a society that 
stirred coiisiderably the conscicnces of Church of England 
?eople-lay and clerical. Ry his Parson's Haizdbook Dearmer 
raised immeasurably t he  standard O F  taste in the public worship 
- f  the Church of Erigland, in the fittings and decoration of its 
,churches, in the apparei of its clergy. Though ' not really a 
-.iusical person,'  he took immense pains to improve the 
:iyinnody of the Church of England, and was chiefly responsible 
for the English Hyniii,iL and the later Songs of Praise; the lat- 
:er judged more suitable for non-high-church congregations. 

All this and more LTrs. Dearmer tells us in her intimate and 
appreciative biographx. Percy Drarnier's good looks, his witty 
speech, his kindness (and absent-mindedness), his life-long de- 
i-otion to the theatre (and diminishing belief in Christian dog-- 
ma), his family relaticns and domestic pleasures-these a re  set 
down for the comfort of his friends and the edification of a 
iarger public interested i c  t h e  l.ife of a very gifted Anglican 
clergyman. Dean Matthews is satisfied ' that no other church 
in Christendom could have produced a man like Dearmer, or, 
having produced him, could have kept him in her fold,' and 
that is quite likely to be true. 

JOSEPH CLAYTOS. 

RELIGIOX .\SD SCIESCE. (Papers read at  the Cambridge Sum- 
(Burns, Oates and 

The relations of religion and natural science in the last four 
centuries have too often degenerated either into an antagonism 
has& on misuntlerstandiiig, or a facile reconciliation based on 
confusion of t!ieir tlistiiict functions. Thanks largely to such 
viriters as Meyerson, \\'hiteheacl, a ~ d  llaritain, the true hier- 
archy of the branches of kno\vledge is now becoming better un- 
derstood, and the tiitie is ripe for a wider appreciat-ion of 
how religion and science are to be interpreted in Christian life. 
The present w!ame contains much useful material towards 
this end, both for the espert and the layman in science. A 
strong teaiii oC writers deals with the general position of re- 
ligion ~ ~ i s - h - : ~ i s  science ; with the Thomist philosophy of science ; 
with current physical theory ; with mechanist and non-mechanist 
views in biology; with our knowledge of preh-istoric man ; and 
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with Dr. Schmidt 's  great work on primitive religion; with 
several aspects of modern psychology : ivith medicine and 
mora ls ;  with miracles and with the  harmony of na:ura! science 
with Holy W r i t .  T h e  chapters  written on :he na ta ra l  sciences 
by practising scientists s t r ike one as the  most useful. They  
exhibit clearlJ- the advantages given :o the Catiiolic scientist 
by his possession of the rich franielvorli of p!iilosophl- a:id theo- 
logy, as well a s  the  vitality due  to grace .  I t  is the work of 
Catholic scieiiiists which shows most coni.incing1). that  natural 
science is 110 :nore worthy of suspicion than a n y  other ' secu- 
lar ' pursuit. 

S a t u r a l  science can never upset the irainework of philosopli!;, 
which alone gives it any rational basis :  nor can it coaiiict l v i t h  
theology, whicli derives f rom l i1lo\~-ILd~e of a higher kind. 
Science can  givc a n  ordered survcy of the niechaiiisms used 
by Providence, but conflict is impossible o;ice its s ta tus  and 
limitations a r e  recogniscd. Catholic scielitists, n.riting of their 
sciences a n d  their religious backgrouiid. clo not find i t  neces- 
sary to be apologetic. I t  is a pity that some par ts  of t i e  book 
dealing with the more spccifically religious aspects of the sub- 
ject should be less satisfactory i n  this respect. The!- fail ,  per- 
haps, to make  esplicit all tha t  is implicit i n  :lie es5ay.i descrip- 
tive of the  several sciences. I n  a fen. passages one suspects a 
faint distrust of science, a i id  others. though s o u n d ,  scem tou 
narrowly defensive. The general  trciitl of modern Ca:holic 
ivriting, away from apologeticx ni:d il;n.a;.ds desc;iptic)i: of t h e  
inner life o r  thc Catholic aiid the C h u r c h ,  might ~ i r h  aclvantage 
iiave tm:i marc clc;tr.!!- rcllected. Or? v:ould have welcomed 
an account of the  place of science in an integral Catholic cul- 
ture and i n  thc life of ;I Catholic scientist. 'That creatcd beings 
reflect God aild do not tncrely hiiie Him : that pure science IS 
to  be valued in itself for its t r u t h :  that  the  p:actice of science. 
by demanding energetic and c:.i:ical scarcli for da t a  and  u n -  
hesitating recantation of any theory which ccnflicts Xvitli them. 
has  g r e a t  ascetic values for  the indiI . idual;  and that  applied 
science can and should be directed to the benefit of the  poor- 
surely to emphasise these t ruths  is the best way of br inging 
together Catholic life and the pursuit of natural science, and 
of showing the relevance of natural science both to the scientist 
and to  society. Kot  static reconciliations only, but positive 
directives for the use of science in life for individual and social 
sanctity, a r e  the  needs of the moment .  

E .  F. CALDIS. 




