
476 BLACKFRIARS 

supernatural t ruth.  T h u s  he continually denounces ' abs t rac t im ' as 
the enemy of the ' concrete, '  bu t  though there a r e  false abstractions, 
it is only through abstract ion that  w e  can really understand the  con- 
crete. Again, h o  seems ready t o  defend all p a s a n t  beliefs without 
distinction, yet  it should be evident th.at such beliefs a r e  either true 
or  false. Some a r e  perfectly good natural  theology;  s o m e  a r e  either 
in fact Christian or a r e  misunderstood f ragments  of Christian teach- 
ing  which need t o  be reintegrated ifito their proper contex t ;  others  
a r e  simply f.alse, and  anyone who calls himself a philosopher o r  
a Christian shoud be prepared t o  say so. Then there is a section on 
' doctrine ' (pp. 182-186) which has  all the haziness of old-fashioncd 
Liberal Protestant ism with i t s  invective against  ' credal formulae' ; 
and a n  unfortunate allusion t o  Shakespeare 's  freedom from ' philoso- 
phical and  occlesiasticial fe t ters  ' ( i f  h4r. Massingham knew something 
of I lan te  he might  'be better able t o  assess the  relations of t ruth and  
freedom, and might  inciduntally ,acquire surer  s tandards  of literary 
judgment). 

More generally, Slr. Massingham h a s  not really considered what  
is implied by tha t  acceptance of Chr.isti;inity which he desires for  his 
rural  E n g l a t d .  H e  h a s  some belief in Christian doctrine, but  seems 
seriously c o n c c r n d  only with that  par t  of i t  which touches his own 
thesis and  is directly ,applicable t o  the unnatural  conditions of present- 
day  industrial E n g l a n d ;  this, he seems t o  say,  is what  must  bc 
preached with authori ty ,  and the layman may decide as he pleases 
about  the rest. Well, there  is indeed such .a par t ,  and the preaching 
of it is most impor tan t ;  b u t  it comes from the s a m e  authority from 
which comes all the rest. There  a r e  many cont ingrnt  needs which 
m a k e  the s t ress ing of this point o r  that (whether ' .abstract ' o r  ' con- 
c re te  ' )  desirable a n d  natural  in a particular age. 'l'lie Divinity or 
Humanity o f  Chris t ,  the  sanctity of marr iage,  the mxA for  cor&enipla- 
t ivo prayer, the  moral theology of Lvar-these ,are all things which in 
ccrhain conditions can  be taken for gran ted  and in others  need speci;il 
emphasis ,  b u t  a11 belong t o  a consistent body of doctrine which is 
ultimately indivisible ; unless one accepts that  doctrine and the author-  
ity which te.aches it, one does not really accept Christianity. T h e  in- 
tegration of  man with Nature ,  y e s ;  but also integration with Christ 
in the Church.  A sacramental view of life, y e s ;  but .;ilso the Chris- 
tian Sacraments .  T h a t  is Christianity ; otherwise we remain on the 
natural  level where the South Sea islander enjoys ;in organic  life out-  
side o u r  reach. 

WALTER SHE w R I NG . 

C A P I T A I J S M ,  SOCIAI.ISM Asn DEMOCRACY. 13y Jost$i A .  Schumpeter. 

At a time when even the  salvage-collector absent-mindedly per- 
forms  his duties with a reconstructional gleam in his eye, political 
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literature is being scrved up  in formidable proportions. Neverthe- 
less, Professor  Schumpvtc:r is vnlitled to a share  o f  our  attention. In 
this work hu gives  his view that ,  the ‘ achievements ’ of Capitalism 
w i l l  be the  c a u x  of its ultimate disintegration, leaving iiii economic 
environment appropriate  to  the adoption of Socialism, the economic 
practicality of which he essays to demonstrate .  His  blueprint un- 
ashamedly involves a n  all-embracing bureaucratic apparatus  ; t h e  
Professor assuming,  that  since the Capitalist System shows I con- 
siderablo bureaucratic tendency, its extension should give no cause 
for ;ilarm. T h e  term ‘ all-embracing ’ is indeed alarming ; especially 
to a society, the present liberties o f  which a r e  seriously curtailed by 
just such a n  impersonal buraaucrat ic  system. Does Economic 
Stability as a n  end justify such a means?  

Adula- 
to rs  of the U.S.S.K. brand o f  Socialism may not appreciate the re- 
flection that  t h e  Soviet Government is not, and never h a s  been, the 
custodian of the  t rue Marxis t  principles. In  fact, all  Socialists will 
find much unpabatable material here. T h e  Professor’s impartial, 
if strictly material, manner  of analysis, leads him to the final con- 
clusion that  Socialism is fa r  more  likely to present fascist features 
than t o  be  the paradise of which the orthodox socialist dreams.  Surely 
a valid reason for  g ~ ~ a r d i n g  against  its arrival. 

In many other  respects the book is inducive to reflection. 

MAURICE MLI.OC’GHLIA-. 

\VHO ARE THE PEOPLE? By Colin Brogan.  (Hollis & C a r t e r ;  5/6). 

I n  his challenge t o  politicians the au thor  pins down that  vague  
abstraction, ‘ t h e  People ’ to  a s t a g e  a rmy,  composed of journalists, 
publicists and  politically-minded persons of the educated o r  pseudo- 
educated class. Thei r  living, according to him, is made by the for- 
mation of a public opinioh and their vocation is found in t h e  bureau- 
cracy. They a r e  emphatically removed from the hazards  and ad- 
ventures of real life. ‘rhey a r e  moved by scntimcntal memories of 
a social and political s t ruggle  long past  ; their opinions a r e  governed 
by t h e  vaguest  of emotional urges ,  their inconsistent principles d c  
rived from tho social ideals of the French Revolution and i ts  un- 
reconciled bedfellow, the  economic theory of Karl  Marx .  They be- 
lieve that  their own notions, if accepted, will lead to an almost  per- 
fect s ta te  o f  society. ( I t  is t h e  author’s  task t o  show that  the  con- 
duct of g r e a t  affairs cannot  b e  controlled by slick journalism). They 
speak for  a small minority. T h e y .  a r e  pamphleteers, broadcasters 
and d e , b t e r s .  ‘ They a r e  in parliament,’ (thus the publishers’ blurb) 
‘ misrepresenting all parties. They  a r e  t h e  self-appointed spokes- 
men for  all of us ,  but they a r e  not t h e  People.’ I f  they, concludes 
the au thor ,  ‘ t h i n k  they can restore the essentials by any  other  
means than religion, w e  would like t o  watch them try. O n  second 




