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j ( *c t ,  upigruitis I i h u  ‘Work fo r  t h u  young, coiiiinittee-lneetillgs for the 
i1iiddle-aged, flatuleiice for the old’, ghost-stories, rnatlieliiatical 
1)uxzles th:il \volild do for a Penguin Pusi,lc UooL-in short, what 
would you? I t  is :I little odd, perhaps, to find it all cut L I ~  into little 
sitit)pety-aftci, :ill, the plums out of a plum-pudding are not quite 

1 he +aiiic fliiiig as the pliiin-p~iddiiig itself, a i d  this applies particu- 
larly to the inany fragments of Homer; but an age in which a Diyest 
has far the greatest circulatinn in the world should raise no objection. 

Miss Freeman’s translatioils are fluid and limpid, and avoid the 
odd idioms and word-collocations into which the translators of a 
generation ago used to twist themselves to show t,hat their scholar- 
ship liail not been outdone by some subtlety of particle or verb- 
compound. Not that scholarship is here missing; but it is decently 
clothed-its stockings mny be blue, hut the) are of silk. Miss Free- 
i i i m  has her blind spots here and thew, like the rest of us. Croz’ssons 
(p. 217) for croissants is one, and one of the mathematical puzzles is 
a confl:ttion of t\m side by side in tlie original M 
has led to her gi\ iiig the wrong answer on p. 310). 

The book’s first <uccess should be as an :idmirnble bed-book, both 
for those to whom it recalls the originals and for those who have, as 
yet, no Greek (AIiss Freeman iii her unalamiing introduction urges 
winningly the possibility of lemming some, for those who begin to 
fcc .1  tlie spell of ~t great literature); and it., second success should 
1)c :iq a prize for those unfortunates who, hcirig ‘good’ a t  science 
or riiatheriiatics, have their noses kept firmly to the grindstolie whilt: 
their precrptors pay uneasy lip-service to the iiiiportance of theii. 
cdiication ‘iiot being allowed to become narrow’. Many of them, if 
iioh yet loo f:ir gone in tho worship of :inotlici* Greek god-1’1-would 
r d l y  eiijoy it. 

FlCT,TY HA~WY, 0.S.B. 

TIIF: FALT. 0 1 ’  ‘LtIE SPANISH AMERI(’~\N I c M I ’ l R R .  By Salvador de 
Msd:wiaga. (Hollis & Carter; 21s.) 
This important work is in some w;x;ys more wtisfoctory than its 

forerunner, The Rib of t h e  Rpann‘sh L4rnerican E m p i r e :  it is better 
planned and inore balanced. The review of the latter in this journal 
(.lugust, 1947) must be corrected in one respect and an apology 
offered. The absence of any account of the Jesuit missions and of 
1 he suppression of the Society was there noted as a serious defect 
‘I‘hc account is to be found here: that  of the rriissions is indeed too 
qiiinmary to be adequate for any reader coming to that  fascinating 
.Iibject for the first time, but the importance of the suppression (as 
well as the very shad,y character of the whole proceeding) is fullv 
qtressed. ‘The solid m a s  of white Creoles, however, remained 
attached to Spain because it remained attached to the Catholic faith. 
to the traditional way of doing things. Suddenly, from this Spain of 
the sceptre and the Cross, from the very Xing of Spain heir to  
Ferdiiiand and Isabel came that  most tangible proof of Voltaire’s 
philosophy : “Out  with the Jesuits”. On thatt day, the King of Spain 
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with his 0 5 \ 1 1  haiids out the most solid liiik Letueeii liir Crosii arid 
his subjeols o1,ersea.s’ (1). 282). I 

‘I’he iiitwest and value of tliis work lie in its re\ c r 4  of traditioiial 
absuiiiptions. Hithgrto the great iiiajoritj of I i i s t ~ i * i i ~ i ~ ~  ha\ e presented 
the eigl.iteeiit11-century philosophes as the apostles of enlightenrrreiit 
and progress, and the leaders of Spanish-American independence as 
idcdistic exponeiits of democratic reform. Sr hladariaga presents 
mother picture, and does so not by dcxerting to the other camp but 
1 ) ~  taking up a central poeitioii. Both these volumes drive home tlie 
lesson that men and events in history cannot be sharply differeiitiated 
into white and black. It may be objected that the result is a tendency 
to presr,iit everything as a uniform grey, which is in itself a distortioil 
if no account be taken of principles. The general picture of the Jesuit 
missions in Paraguay, for example, may be of a greyish tinge, but 
the vicw of life behind that particular organisation of humaii society 
may, as a theory, have been white. One welcomes well-infoinied 
criticism of the practice, but one would also like to know what, if 
mything, was wrong with the theory. This is p e r h a p  the weakness 
of Sr Madariags’s central position, as it is perhaps the weakness of 
liberalisin e \  en at  its best. H e  criticiies the facts vigoi*ously enough, 
but the principles bj- which he criticises are not always very clear. 
‘J‘lius he writes: ‘We owe much to t8he eighteenth century; but if we 
were to suni up its folly iii a few word<:, what better than this : it took 
its ideas on education from a mail who had left his fi~7e children in a 
foiindliiig hospital. A truly dramatic sjmbol of that  divorce between 
t8hinkiug and doing, between ideas and life, liich is the besetting siii 
of the “ceutury of the lights”.’ (pp. 230-1). Very true, and it riceds to 
be said; but there is something more-is eighteenth-century hunraiii- 
tarianisiii a satisfactory and coniplete view of human life or is it not? 
Probably Sr Madariaga felt no need to  make his principles explicit 
since he could assume that  a ‘liberal huiiianism’ would be the creed 
of the majority of his readers. Though the two standpoints are thus 
different Sr Madariaga’s criticism of the eighteenth century agrees 
with much that Catholics have written, and everything that helps to 
lessen to any extent the differences that divide men, everything that 
discloses some common ground, even though this be largely of it 
iiegative kind, is to be gratefully welcomecl. 

The present work is divided into four part3 The first studies tlie 
psychological tensions resulting from the relations and interminglinfi 
of three different races on American soil. The second deals with the 
‘internal origins of the secession’-the social, economic arid political 
terisioiis during the imperial period. The third treats of the ‘exteriial 
origins of the seoession’-(l) the influence of  eighteenth-century 
philosophy (Montesquieu, Rousseau, Voltaire, Rnynal) ; (2) the anti- 
imperial activities of Jews, Freemasons and the exiled Spanish- 
American Jesuits (the first and, to a lesser extent, the third seems 
overstressed; the second might have been amplified for the benefit 
of British readers, mo8t of whom are unlikely to associate Free- 
masonry with m y  political and philosophical movement); (3) the 
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iriipact on Spanish America of the three revolut~ioiis-the Aiiierkan, 
the I k i i c h ,  arid the Negro (iii Haiti). .I’ait IV covei’s the p c u r s o r s  
of Spttiiiski- .\inerican iiidepencleiice, iii particular Aliiwda. Here the 
I)alaiice of liistoiy is restored by removing the roiliaiitic views itbout 
libeiky a d  cleniocracy kvith wliich t’lieue men Iiiive usuully been 
~coluui~ed: iriost of them are shown to ha,ve beeii struggling. to assert 
ciiily their own aristocratic privileges, all o l  tliein we justifiably 
tlescribed as ‘unbelievably green aiid innocent’ (p. 374), their efforts 
rilt’iiriately failing because they sought to remedy the shortcomings 
of the systeiri by destroiing illstead of reforming it. The craze for 
destruction, with a naive (in soriie cases perhaps even disingenu,ous) 
belief that  ‘virtue’ would autoiriaticall? triumph if traditional fettevs 
were renioved, is indeed the characteristic of tliis peri80d, as much i i i  

Spain as in Spanish America. Sr Madariaga lies i t i &  a valu;iblt: 
coiitlril)ut~ioii t.0 the stud)- of the pre-liberal periocl of hriiiiaii history. 
‘l’lit: life of Bolivar, to which all t,liis has beell leading up ,  iiiust be 
c t tger l~  awaited. 

A sniall but perliaps iiot uiiiiuportwt poiiit’ iriuy be raised in coii- 
clusioii. The associatioil with tlie Jesuits (tlirorigli Mariaiia and 
S~rQiw) of tlie doctrine counteiiaiiciiig tymniii’cide is ildduced as one 
of t8he i’easoiis for eigliteeiith-uei:titr? hostility to the Societ’y. It is 
iiiiplied (pp. 268-69) that this doctriiie M - ~ L S  put forwwd in t,lle iiame 
o l  f l i t !  ‘ iiiiiwiml itioiiarchy of the l’ope’, wliet~eas both Mariaiia and 
Siiiirez saiioti’oii t8yraiinicids (unclcr certaiii coiiciitioiis) as i i  logical 
corollary f i . o i i i  t,ho basic principle of the sovereigut’y of tlitn people. 
‘I’o I i a ~ c  bt.ouglit this, out would 1i:tve clarified tlic coiit,ribsO betweeii 
tho Siwiisli E€apsburg traditioii, which helped t o  build up t,lic. Em- 
pire, i d  the ‘enligliteiied despotisiii’ of tlie BOU~IJWI Ohqrles Ill, 
which helped to dcstroy it. 

A .  A .  L’AIWNI~ 

I t ~ w ~ u u  oi“ CC)I:I\ WALL. Uy N. L)eiilioliii-Youiig. (Ul;wbcvell; 15s.) 
AIr I_)c~~iholrti-Youii~’s study u k  Richarcl of Coti iv  all provides a 

I\ t~lcoiiic adclitioii to our kiiowledge 01 the 1-eigii of Henry 111, 
i.eigri \vliicli Sir Maurice l’cmicke litis recentlj so admirably inter- 
preted. 12icli;i1~1 of ( ’ ( i i ~ ~ ~ ~ v a i l ,  tlic liiiig’s brother a i d  hiiriself the King 
of tlic lhiiiii~s, heltl a key positioii in tliv complex politics and 
tlipbiiiaGy of the Iwiod ;  yet he i s  ;I curiourly uluqive fjg: ,~, ,  and the 
;i;~cragt.~ 1 ~ ~ 1 c . r  of tiistoiy is i i t i t1t . i  :I very real dcht of gwti t ide to 
Alr I)eii l ioli i i-YoIii i~ for the light which his 1)ook throv s 011 the 
cliaracter aiitl achievement of the i~iari. Hicliaitl, i t  is cleai., was a 
Iwrn iiegotiator and a inore tliari competent financier. His birth 
placed him iii exactly tlie right positirm for the exercise of his talents. 
1Sssentially a grandee on  the pattern supposed to be peculiar to the 
eightrenth ceirtury h u t  in fact by 110 means ill at  ease in the thir- 
teenth, liis birth elid itbilities made him all but indispensable ah 
a time wheii political and fiscal competence was for the moment 
not em7 to discover. 




