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Berweey CommuniTy anp SociETY. By Thomas Gilby. (Longmans; 25s.)
SocieTy Anp Sanrry. By F. J. Sheed. (Sheed and Ward; ros. 6d.)

fAH this accords with the Platonists writing in a more elegant style than
Aristoteleans usually command, and revealing more beauty in their shadows
Yan any others can in their present substances.” In quoting these words
of Fr Gilby at the beginning of the review of his own book and Mr
Sh.eed’s 1 do not wish to imply either that Fr Gilby’s elegant book does
Pont the difficulty of reviewing Mr Sheed’s book: there is so little to
$2y about substance. It is rather like bread, as opposed to wine; you can
Ve on bread but not on wine. As bread is simply to be eaten, so Mr
Reed’s book is simply to be read; and both are nourishing if properly
1gested,
.Intended as a kind of companion volume to Theology and Sanity,
S new book deals with human relationships in terms of what man is.
N ter a S_ection on man’s nature there is a second section on Marriage and
noi Fflmlly, and a final section on Society and the State. The predominant
e € 18 one of Aristotelean sanity. This sanity is particularly welcome in
mgard to Marriage and the Family, a subject which has recently occasioned
Uh shrill romanticism amongst Catholics; nothing that I have read on
€ subject has been so helpful as these pages of Society and Sanity.
. ll]: the full life does include such bouts of divine madnesss as occasion-
¢ Y burst forth in Fr Gilby’s book. Almost always they leave the reader
Of sober joy over some fresh, brilliant insight, though sometimes they
etterjlm leave him puzzled: ‘It is arguable that the Church has been
Page served by good bad Popes than by bad good Popes’ gp. 822; on
6] t}?os we read, ‘\Vhl.le nobl-est regarding. its object, 'rehglous falth' is
21 ere Meanest act of mind by its mode’; this statement is footno'ted w1t.h
in s eenc.e to the Sumsma, but 1 cannot find anything corresponding to it
articles referred to.
.€ trouble with such light-hearted paradoxes is that they may give
rtailrr:lpr?ssion that Fr. (%ilby’s v'vor]f is light-we.igh't, w}.lich it quite
man, Y 1s not, In fa.ct it is a fascm.atmg al.‘ld convincing display of h.ow
“PWardsrelatlons’ arising from the interaction of biological f.afts, spiral
into ¢ through the human mass, community, society and political order
it is sca: ‘i'Ompan}f 'of the blessed in heaven. With such a broad sweep
is mc? y surprising that the author’s digressions are almos't as.rewax:dmg
Son of ‘;;ln theme; for instance, in the middle of an illuminating dls.cus-
Yuestion, ole-part .xelationships he writes: “These truths . . . descend into
in the . of causality, where two total and principal causes may conspire
Ntire] }T:}e effect: thus what the good man does of his own free will is
Y his and entirely God’s.’ (p. 65.) Again there are a few pages on
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186 THE LIFE OF THE SPIRIT

In some ways the book’s deepest interest for THE LiFE is to see how its
movement follows the movement of St Thomas’s own thought—he ‘et
out to find grace and wisdom, and rediscovered nature and science’ (xiv)
—because Tre LiFe (once, of the Spirit) seems to have followed a similaf
pattern. And an excellent pattern it is, for many people find more edificd”
tion in works on biology than in the general run of spiritual literature—
and even more would do so if the drama of life were always presented with
the poetic skill of Fr Gilby: ‘How evocative the scientific study of anf
one civilisation needs to be. Select which you may, and beneath the surfact
on which the invaders build their towns and leave their ruins, flows &
racial life, dark and silent, deeper than civilisation and'the institutions of
religion, through the world of matter which bears men and sustains them
for a time, and to which they all return in death.’

The contrast between Fr Gilby’s approach and Mr Sheed’s has, 1 think
been illustrated. In view of the contrast it is heartening to discover thfm
so much at one over an issue which has often left Catholics on the oppos!t®
side from the angels: the essential dignity of human freedom. Here ¥
what Mr Sheed says: ‘It is part of man’s likeness to God that he has
intellect by which he can see reality and utter reality as he sees it. 1°
force a man to say what he does not see is the grossest irreverence to M3
and to God. It blunts man’s sense of the value of truth, it twists from 1¥
proper use his power of utterance. To prevent a man from saying Wl}at
he believes is a mild interference, a2 whole world apart from making i
what he does not believe. It is no service to a doctrine, true or false 0
force a2 man to utter it against his will. You only dishonour the doctriné
When the doctrine is a religious doctrine, it is a way of taking the nam*
of God in vain.

This danger of religious authoritarianism is described by Fr Gilb}’.”
follows: ‘Instead of a living and growing welcome to a mystery, wellin
up from grace and operating like the virtues, congenial to man as his ©
activity, men are drilled to strike a succession of fixed attitudes that have
come to be considered appropriate; authority hardens into a legal office - *
the effect is that of business organisation rather than of companionships the
emphasis falls on correctitude rather than virtue, the atmosphere is O“C:h
strain rather than of ease, and the first words heard by those who appro? p
it from without are a demand for their submission, not an invitation fo
their company. All this is overstated, but that is commonly the way w
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ReTurN To CHRrisTiANITY. By Sels F. S, Ferré, (5.C.M. Press; 5s.)

There is much talk nowadays about the failure of Christianity- o
author of this little book, previously published in America, is mllC_h )
cerned about this “failure’, and yet he calls for a ‘Return to Christia?!
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