112 BLACKFRIARS

Tue PuiLosopny oF Love. By Dallas Kenmare. (Williams and
Norgate. 7s. 6d.)

The title is a misfit, for here is more protest and appeal than ex-
amination and argument: protest against the limiting of love to
emotional excitement on one hand or social duty on the other; appeal
for a fresh understanding, more generous and less shamefaced, of a
nobiiity all should suffer. His spirited sweep, which picks up many
quotations, generally manages to avoid sentimental romanticism, so
long as it keeps to its own principle of not making human love an
end in itself. 1t is a defence of Christian values, but surprisingly
runs into a fog at two points.  First, when having made the dis-
tinction clear between sex and love it proceeds to forget it and to
blow off at Church discipline for being occupied with the canalization
of sex and the canonical requirements of marriage and not treating
the problem of love (how grateful we should be for so self-denying
and just and rare appreciation of the limits of legality!) The second
patch of fog is about asceticism and celibacy. What has already
been well said 'is again forgotten, asceticism is made a form of
evasion and celibacy some sort of substitute—which ‘ may be well
enough so long as the true mate has not been found ’; or taken as a
slight on the dignity of married love. Heloise, at least, had more
sense when she said: * who, in short, when he is intent upon sacred
or philosophic meditations, can bear the squalling of babes, the
lullabies of nurses, the perpetual and disgusting uncleanness of very
small children? ' To which our author observes: ¢ These problems,
though they might to a certain extent arise, would be miraculously
solved, inevitably so, because such love of its very nature cannot
fail to resolve all difficulties, etc., etc.’ .

R.N.

THe SoctaL GospeL Re-examiNep. By Ernest Johnson.  (James
Clarke; 8s. 6d.)

This book contains the Rauschenbusch Lectures for 1939, deliver-
ed at the Colgate-Rochester Divinity School, Rochester, New York.
Its general purpose is to state a social gospel acceptable both to’
liberal and to neo-orthodox Protestant theologians ; and in doing
this the author endeavours to fit the theology of the latter on to the
social programme of the former, particularly in relation ko the
American scene. Underlying the whole work is the conviction that
religious faith is effectively nourished only by the corporate life of
a disciplined community. But throughout one finds far too much
appeal from dogma to experience as in the principle of the author
that ‘ doctrine gets its validation in ethical experience’ and * do,
then know, is the order that Jesus himself prescribes.’ It is easy
to see the transition here to an attenuated view of authority. All
depends on the religious moods of the community, for authority is
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the power of cumulative experience, and utility matters more than
ultimate truth; in fact, the author asserts, there is no system of
theology, no system of philosophy, that is ‘true no matter what.’
¢ The values that doctrines mediate are indeed timeless, as attested by
religious experience, but the formulas have to be revamped again
and again.” And so a large part of the book is devoted to revamp-
ing, a_ process which is not of great interest, except for those
actually engaged in eirenic work.

Without the last chapter the book could be dismissed with the
foregoing judgement, but when he comes to write of ‘ Democracy
and the Christian Ethic’ the author provides some illuminating
insights which owe nothing to the preceding chapters. He writes
lucidly and well of the problem of power and of the necessity of rc-
cognising functional difference and of centering responsibility in the
functional group. There are so many good things in this chapter
that one wishes the publishers could see their way to publishing it as
a separate pamphlet.

Jonn Firzsimons.

ToE Scientiric Lire. By J. R. Baker. (Allen and Unwin; 7s. 6d.)

THE VALUES OF ScieNce To Humanity. By A. G. Tansley. (Allen
and Unwin; 1s. 6d.)

The debate on the planning of science and its relation to technology
continues. Some hold that science and technology are one and in-
divisible, therefore the whole must be planned (or co-ordinated)
Others hold that pure science is essentially different from technology,
in that it is @ branch of learning, developing only by free investigation
unhampered by problems of technical application; and that thercfore
it cannot be planned except by the individual investigator (with such
helpers as he can personally supervise). The ‘planners’ accuse
the ‘ anti-planners ’ of social irresponsibility and a selfish adherence
to personal pleasure. The anti-planners accuse the planners of
shackling science to technology and so frustrating its functions as
a branch of knowledge and a life of investigation ; they picture the
totalitarian uniformity which lies that way. Both of the books here
reviewed should be read by those who have to deal with the effects
of the recent spate of literature on the planners’ side.

Dr. Baker’s book clearly distinguishes the role of planning in
technology from that in pure science, and points out the dangers of
an over-planned technocracy. He stresses the value of pure science
apart from its technical applications; one of the most valuable parts
of the book is the chapter in which the personal characteristics of the
sincere scientist are sketched. Science is conceived as a life, and
not as a centrally-planned machipe; this is a point of view which
stands in great need of emphasis. Unfortunately, Dr. Baker does





