
-to ‘the concrete person in a concrete 
context’-thus dissipates the anxiety 
and embarrassment that any reasonable 
Catholic must always have felt at this 
solemn pronouncement of Vatican T 
Thc point (which Lonergan makes here 
in a paner given in 1968) was made in 
the apologctics course which T attende 1 
in 1959-60. and it is perhaps neither 
impcrtincnt nor irrelevant to record 
that: Ruecley was a better place than 
Rome to be doing theology in then. 

That the stress on obiective truth at  
the cxoense of subjectivity should be 
vieldine to a new sense of the ‘1’ in 
lheoloeical reflection must of course 
nrove hcneficial. On the other hand, a t  
least on the evidence of these essavs, 
it is alwavs ‘the rationallv reflecting 
subiect’. ‘the responsiblv deliberating 
vb;ect’ whom Lonergan invokes (page 
73)  Whcn that ‘I’ is examined in the 

light of the discoveries of Marx and 
Freud, however, will it then seem so 
straightforward to take it as the 
starting-point? 

When he was very young Lonergan 
once asked an older colleague in the 
Socictv how one reconciled obedience 
and initiative as a Jesuit, and the reply 
he received was: ‘Go ahead and do  it 
Tf suoeriors do  not stop you, that is 
obediencc Tf tbey do stop you, stop 
and that iq obediencc’ (page 266) He 
has done far more than his share of 
hack lerturing (classes of 650 at tt.e 
Greeorianum I ) ,  but perhapz there was 
no stonpinr! him from break‘ne throuoh 
what he  inherited to a new age in 
Catholic theoloav These essays testify 
to a rezoncilintion of theological initia- 
tive a n d  faithful obedience which will 
stand as a model and a monument. 

FERGIlS KPRR OP 

PSYCHOLOGY AND COMMON SENSE, by R .  B. Joynson. Routledge and 
Kegan Paul, London, 1974. 112pp.  f2.50. 

Because this book appeals to the man 
of ‘ordinary good sense’, and advances 
the thesis that he  knows a good deal 
more about people than the profes- 
sional psychologist, it will bring com- 
fort t o  the suspicious layman. He will 
learn that he need no longer feel apqre- 
hensive in the face of psychological 
exnertise because the experts live in 
cloud cuckoo land and certainly do  not 
know what he is thinking. There are 
also professional psychologists and 
ctudents of psychologv who have heen 
bored to  tears over the years by the 
narrow and often sterile tenets of Be- 
haviourism: they will find the send-up 
of the ‘nseudo-scientists’ very satisfac- 
tory Others will enjoy the book for 
the viSonr of its style even if they don’t 
agrcc with a word of it 

The argument which Dr Joynson 
nuts forward is. roughly, that for the 
nast fifty years academic psychologists 
have wasted untold time. energy and 
money trving t o  establish Behaviour- 
ism as a hard science: and that even 
now. wFen they have belatedly come 
to their sences and begun to re-intro- 
dure mental concerlts into osycholoqv. 
they refuse to  confess their sins but 
instcad tic themselves into mental knots 
trvinr to pretend that ‘exuerience’ is 
reallv a sort of behaviour. He sueeests 
that nsvcholoev has established n o  
laws discovered n o  facts and can make 
n o  useful predictions about what any- 
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one will do next: that, in short. psy- 
chologists know n o  more about the 
biiman condition than any sensible, 
educated and experienced person. The 
attack on Bchaviourism is erudite, 
much of the criticism is well judged, 
but it is the controlled ferocity of the 
writing which gives the book its impact. 

Such is the force with which the 
book is written that it takes a while for 
any doubts about thc validity of the 
argument to penetrate the conscious- 
ness of the mesmerised reader: unfor- 
tunately. when the doubts do  begin to 
cneqest themselveq, they are rather 
serious doubts Dr Joynson in this 
anDeal t o  cc)mmonsense has somehow 
forgotten how ‘conventional wisdom’ 
has been changed by psychological 
theorv and nractice Tust as most 
people alive today know that atoms can 
be solit. so,  inescapably, many of them 
know somethino about intelligence 
tests and unconscious motivation. 
There are no naive observen to whom 
one can aoneal for a dispassionate 
assessment of the success of nsvchologv 
The conventional wisdom of Eiirope a 
hundred vears ago would have been as 
outraeed by the notion that heredity 
was irrelevant as the American con- 
ventional wisdom of todav. fed by two 
eenrrations of determined environment- 
alistr i s  ovtraoed bv the theories of 
Professor Tensen-in the face of th;s 
contrast it is difficult t o  maintain the 
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thesis that conventional wisdom can be 
meaningfully contrasted with psycholo- 
gical theory. 

There is another problem with the 
argument put forward in this book; it 
yeems to  confuse science with tech- 
noloev This is an understandable con- 
fusion because in psychology the dis- 
tinction has not been made at all 
consistently. The  imoortance of the 
distinction is that it is technology 
which changes our stvle of life, not 
science: science changes only our un- 
derstanding of the world in which we 
live Technoloev mav depend unon 
qcience for its existence, but in practise 
it can easily hanpen that a theoretical 
nhvsicist is less successful than a com- 
netent small hov when it comes to 
mending a faultv bicvcle lamp-an 
observation which tells us exactly 
nothing about the truth or usefulness 
of phvsics. Fquallv the Behaviourist 
may he rotten at  predicting behaviour 
outsid? his laboratory-not because his 
theory is faultv but because h e  lacks 
m v  real skill as an awnlied scientist. 
Rehavioiiriqm develoued as an academic 
iheorv. tested and sunported largelv bv 
laboratory exneriments: it may be  a 
bad theory but it has belatedly, largelv 
thanks to  the work of Skinner. de- 
veloned a flourishing technology in the 
form of Behaviour Modification. Re- 
haviour modification attempts, not t o  
predict behaviour but t o  change it hv 
deliberately and systematically altering 
the reinforcement contingencies asso- 
ciated with a narticulaT behaviour or 
eroun of behavioun This technologv 
has taken Behaviourism out of the 
lahoratory into schools. homes. prisons. 
rrrnfal hosoitals and indeed. any and 
cverv context. Dr Toynson virtually 
ignores this tidal wave of aoplied Be- 
haviourism which shows n o  sign of 
abating. whatever may be happening 
to the theory The  proper comparison 

would be between the relative success 
of convcntional wisdom and behav- 
ioural technology rather than Behav- 
iourist theory: such a contrast is at no 
ooint made in this hook. The predic- 
tions of the psychologist are necessarily 
rather like those of the weather fore- 
caster: both make mistakes for t h e  
same reason. that their knowledge of 
antecedant events is incomplete. not 
that their understanding of the pro- 
cesses involved is necessarily faultv. 

There is another theoretical issue 
upon which it might be  useful t o  com- 
ment. Dr Jovnson makes a good deal 
of the fact that the exclusion of mental 
events and exoerience from psychology 
is inherently ridiculous-an outrage to 
common sense. This may be so, but it 
is generally held amone philosophers 
of science that a postulate in a scien- 
tific theory mav legitimately be ridicu- 
lous provided it is consistent with the 
other postulates in the theory. Manv 
of the wostulates of Bioloev and Physics 
are quite as ridiculous a5 the postulates 
of Behaviourism: in this context anneal? 
to  common sense are apt to be un- 
fortunate: after all. it remains ner- 
fectlv obvious that the sun still rises 
even for those who ‘know’ that it does 
not move. Science mav he said to have 
advanced by reneatedly refusing to  
accent the ohvious and. obdurately 
denvine the evidence of our senses, 
embracing the absurd. 

I was disconcerted to find that the 
hook had left me. after some Furious 
re-thinking, more. rather than less, 
favourably inclined towards Behaviour- 
ism than hefore I read it. Tt is the 
capacity to  provoke such hard thinking 
about the assumntions which underlie 
contemporary nsychology that make 
this book well worth reading. even if 
it fails t o  convince or convert. 

MONICA LAW1 OR 

NORTHERN IRELAND: CAPTIVE OF HISTORY. Money, religion and politics 
from the Boyne to Bloody Sunday, by Gary MacEoin. Holt, Rinehart and Win- 
ston, New York, Chicago and San Francisco, 1974. 338 pp. $10. 

THE GUINEAPIGS, by John McGuffin. Penguin Books, Harmondsworth, 1974. 
188 pp. 40p. 

Rooks on Ireland proliferate; over commonplace to  be asked outside Ire- 
100 titles, mainly non-fiction, have land, by people who read books: ‘What 
been published in English since vio- is it really all about?’. English people, 
lence broke out in 1969. But there is a especially, confide in a profound ig- 
paradox in this exposure of the norance of all but the most obvious 
‘troubles’ in the printed word. It is still features of the conflict on their neigh- 
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