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vealirig. It is worth insisting that  a university does llot exist 
simply ,to give undergraduates n chance of picking up miscellaneous 
bits of ‘‘knowledge” and opinion (the resulting assortment being 
called a liberal education) but  to  provide a training in each discip- 
line according to the part it  plays in human life as a whole (Mr. 
Knights’s “civilisation”). Mr. Truscot would, in general, no 
doubt agree; but  his grip on the  proper coordination of the discip- 
lines intrinsic to liberal education is weak. H e  cannot guide us 
into all Redbrick’s problems. With ways and means, with a host 
of items contained in the official reports, h e  is quite equipped to 
deal, and his instincts are right enough; bu t  governing these par- 
ticularities there is only, one feels, an ideal of knowledge in ab- 
stracno and a confused aspiration; and this probably is insufficient. 

For Catholics this book raises particular problems by its double 
insistance upon (a) the continuity of Redbrick with English life as 
;I whole and with preliminary schooling, and (b) the interconnexion 
and unification of all the Redbricks into a single intellectual Qlite 
“ the chief educational force in the country”. With (a) especially 
Mr. Truscat concerii~ himself, and what he says is well-informed 
and well-argued; but AS he leaves us Catholics out of his reckon- 
ing (explicitly a t  one point) we can refrain from immediate com- 
ments and questions. Where he says he is not referring to us is 
in the first of two carefully critical chapters on Public Schools; blpt 
his remarks, or most of them, might very well have been ad- 
dressed to us; we can hardly plead an alibi. But it is with respect 
to (b) that  the chief difficulties are likely to  arise, if as  is probable, 
RIr. Truscot’s hopes are going in the  main to be realised: if Red- 
brick becomes a nation-wide system with organised contacts, 
transfers of staff and students, and inspection. The Newman As- 
socialtion, I suppose, is going to have plenty to do. 

One closes the book with a feeling of gratitude. As a piece of 
writing i t  is rather undistinguished, but its conclusions are Eolid, 
discreet and reasonable to a degree not often attained. It always 
appeals to renson. It contains scoreF of remarks that were well 
worth making, milch humane discernment and much shrewd moral- 
ising which hits hard and goes home and will be found healthily 
distnrbing bv many people no+ directly envisaged by it (see chapter 
4: The Leisured Profe.ssor a t  Buy). 

LA PHILOSOPHIE DE CLAUDE BERNARD. B y  A. D. Sertillanges, 0.1’. 

PAre Sertillanges, whose books it is good to have again in this 
country, here shows the aptness with which the Cat$holic doctrine 
of soul and body can meet modern physiological developments. l i t .  

is his ably maintained contention, against those who have ac- 
claimed the eminent French physiologist Claude Bernard a stan- 
dard 19th century positivist, that  not only his scientific findings 
but even t,he incidental philosophising into which he was led, de- 
mand a Thomistic setting. The assertion would no doubt have 
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surprised Bernard himself, not that he would hLtve disowned the 
views attributed to him but because he .in fact mistook the char- 
acter of Aristotelianism and of course knew nothing of Thomism. 
This is indeed the apologetic value of the present book, that it 
vindicates the true character of the Thomistic theory of the living 
body against the common-misconception that any doctrine, h be 
Catholic, must be spiritualist or vitalist and must in that much set 
physiological and medical science at a discounit. Perhaps Pbre 
Sertillangee, in his zeal for rapprochement ,  passes a little too 
lightly over Bernard’s insistence that metaphysical thought has 
but n subjective role; moreover in his identifying the physiologislt’s 
“idc‘e directrice” with the Thomist “forma 8 U b s t ~ ~ t ~ l i S ’ ’  he may 
be thought to surrender substantial reality a trifle too easily to 
something more like ideal substantiality; could the “ide‘e direct-  
rice” survive, for instance, as an ‘‘arnka Repamta”? In  the main, 
however, his case is an imposing one, and not likely it0 be easily re- 
jected. 

Besides the central concern with life, there is an account of Ber- 
nard’s admirable theory of scientific method ( “ Z ’ e q d n m e n t a t e u r  
pose des  qaestiorrts b In mature; maid de’s qu’elle parle, i$ doit  818 
t a k e ” .  cit. p. 49); and a discussion showing how freedom of the 
will is perfectly compatible with the physical determinism justly 
demanded by science. C.R. 

ORDER AND DISORDER. (A Study of Mediaeval Principles). By the 

Before The Times  had openly advocated ‘the settlement of inter- 
national problems by pressure instead of principle, Sir Henry 
Slesser had reminded its readers that there was little hope for Euro- 
pean society unless a law transcending national frontiers could be 
generally recognised. In  this book he reiterates a t  greater length 
and with abundant illustration his “plea for unprejudiced recon- 
sideration ” of the mediaeval outlook, especially of the conception 
of the Jus G e n t i m .  Not that Natural Law alone can be sufficient: 
in “The Roots of Disorder”, perhaps the best chapter in the book, 
he contrasts the great scientific achievements of the recent pa& 
with the moral decline “through a concomitant loss of recognition 
of the destiny to which God has elected man.” Particularly wel- 
come is the evidence here displayed of wide reading and consider- 
able study of the mediaeval thinkers, but the presentation is per- 
haps too massive for the general reader. On the other hand there 
nre too many sweeping statements and hasty summaries to render 
the book acceptable to the specialist: thoEe who know the German 
Catholics of the North and West and remember the struggle of the 
Confessional Church cannot but protest against the assertion that 
“apart from the Catholic south, Germany has ceased to  be Chris- 
tian for the last hundred years”; and St. Thomas’s view on slavery 
is a t  least more complex than that which is here attributed to him. 
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