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tion to the legal aspects of the subject. Beginning
with the impression that American civil liberties
were 1(1 parlous condition, Professor Roche was
soan convinced by the facts that, on the contrary,
“never since the foundation of the Republic has
there been such a concern for the basic principles
of decenq\ and civility in intergroup relations ag
we know tx\day." (P. ix.) He traces the story of
human relat\lgns from the turn of the century to
today. The Firat World War “led to an ignable
and disgraceful defacement of American ideals';
“the American dream had become a nightmare.”
(P. 49.) F.D.R's. liberalism was somewhat in-
choate and almost, wholly lacking in an ideology,
yet its net effect on liberty wag positive.,/ During
the same period, Huey Long, Father Goughlin,
“Tom-Tom" Heflin,\and others of the #¥ahoos"
raised a frightening threat to liberty, but in the
end they were conta.i’;{led‘ Although ,tfhe Second
World War itself showed in almost every respect a
heartening contrast to its predecesgor as far as
civil liberties were concerned, it was, in due course,
followed by a powerful attack upan liberty and
decency. Again the Yahdos fa.iled/. Here Roche
makes one of his few forays into speculative
theory. “Freedom in our urban sqciety, by a curi-
ous paradox,” he concludes,\“is Austained by the
very impersonalization of city life and of the de-
velopment of legal and politicgl/institutions which
have muffled interpersonal apd intergroup con-
flicts among peaple necessarily living at very close
quarters with each other.” #Ironically,” he con-
tinues, “the collapse of that sense of community
g0 highly esteemed by nostalgic saciologiats seems
to have created a new atmosphere of liberty and
procedural due process for the nonconformist, who
no longer finds himself perpetually in face-to-face
relationships with his neighbors or subjugated to
the coercive power of the ‘group'—whether it he
the rural parish or the/ ethnic ghetto of. fifty yeats
ago." (P. 232)

The last quotation from Professor Rache’s ex-
cellent volume provides a good starting point for
discussion of Professor Newman’s briefer study of
liberalism’s “‘retréat from politics.” While gen-
erally heimpresses his own organization and anal-
ysis on the material, Newman devates himaelf
extensively to an interpretive account of theideas
of such writers—~most of them sociologigts*—as
Hannah Arendt, David Riesman, C. Wright
Mills, Robert Heilbroner, and Paul Goodman.
While Roche is concerned primarily with those
apecific liberties we know as ‘“civil,”” Newman
almost completely ignores this important aspect
of liberalism. If Roche can he chided for inter-
larding /his factual recital with too little theoriz-
ing, Newman’s speculation (and that of the
authors he treats) far too often loses touch with
the facts. Half-truths and unsupported generaliza-
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tions abound; and all too frequently contrary prop-
ositions seem equally plausible.

Twa features of Liberalism and the Retreat from
Politics frustrate this reviewer. One is that almost
every page invites dispute. The other is that it is
difficult to know when the author is adopting or
approving the ideas of those whom he discusses.
One gets"\{;he impression throughout most of the
volume that Newman agrees that freedom is de-';
clining (¢f. Roche ta the contrary); that we havg
lost the sende that we can control our lives (k-
cept as we can withdraw into an inner world of
privacy), but that our frustrations come ngt go
much from any \identifiable individuals, groups,
or organizations a3 from a nebulous “system,” or
“power structure.'’\ Liberals are caught hetween
the “upper world \of bureaucratic insalence,”
and ‘““the lower world of anarchic/ freedom”
peapled by the direcb\-%(ctionists. “Thé tragedy of
the loss of society,” and here Newman clearly
seems to be speaking for himself, fes precisely in
the gulf between the official libe}ZI in the White
Hoause, trapped into isola.ii\‘n by/the system' and
the vital energies and aspira. ‘ozé of the real heroes
of America, the Marchers, with which he is out of
touch. (P. 114.) Moreover, Newman himself feels
frustrated by our politics of aceommodation. One
gets the picture of an “an(;% young man’

frustrated because his anger is “dccommoadated.”

Perhaps these reactigna are unfair. The author
concludes on a note/of modest optimiam that
seems to helie much/of what has gé e before. In
the concluding chapter, where it apggars, rather
to the reader’s au;Zriae, that his académic heroes
are men like Key/and Schattschneider, it appears
that the liberal has a role to play in pyblic life
after all. Herg, under the name of "ﬂexi\bilit,y,”
the author p}"a,ises a feature of our political ystem
that sounds remarkably like the “accommada-
tion'' eatlier decried. Here, too, his eatlier ‘con-
cerns about the power structure and the “‘aystem”
inexplicably fade from view. More hard thought
and/éareful expreasion would have made this baok
much sounder—but also less provocative.—J.'
RorLaND PENNocE, Swarthmare Callege.

Nichalas of Cusa and Medieval Palitical Thought.
By PaurL E. Siemunp, (Cambridge, Mass.,
Harvard University Press, 1963. Pp. xii, 335.
$6.95.)

The Political Ideas of Nicholas of Cusa with Speciol
Reference ta His De Concordantia Cotholica. By
MoRriMicHI WATANABE. (Genéve, Suisse, Lib-
raire Droz. Traveaux d’Humanisme et Renais-
sance, Vol. LVIIL. 1963. Pp. 215.)

We have here two volumes which continue the
distinguished maodern inquiry into political
theory in the middle ages. Here especially is the
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impact of Renaissance thought on Nicholas of
Cusa (1401-1464), & notable Catholic leader of
the XV century. While the two volumes cover
much the same ground, there are significant dif-
ferences. Sigmund is concerned with the philo-
sophical background of ideas in Cusa's work,
while Watanahe presents with effectiveness the
historical background of each of the problems he
digcusses. In this sense, these two books are sup-
plementary. In addition, it would seem that in
astyle Watanabe has the edge over Sigmund,
though clearly it must be difficult to write en-
gagingly about the German Cardinsal, Nicholas of
Cuga. I would argue that Watanabe shows more
sensitivity than S8igmund to the niceties of Cath-
olic philosophy and doctrine, but in both works
one misses the explication for the time of some
notable coneepts in the apparstus of Catholic
apology. Such ideas as natural law, indirect power,
designation theory, divine right, and the exact
nature of the higher dignity of apiritusl power are
not discussed with lucidity in either of these
warks, though there seema to be more sense of the
meaning of medieval law in Watanabe than in
Sigmund.

Another difference is of significance. Sigmund
relies almost entirely on German scholarship,
with little reference to the work done in, for ex-
ample, the Latin countries. Watanabe uses much
of the same material, but the influence of Anglo-
American writing in the field of medieval and
Renaissance political thinking is more clearly per-
ceptible. On p. 85, for instance, Sigmund makes
reference in a footnote to the work of Father
John Courtney Murray on John of Paris, but he
does not explain what is there argued. If he had
he might, indeed, have been forced to alter the
treatraent of John of Paris, including his emphasis
on indirect power and jurisdiction per accidens.
Considering the various interpretations of Jahn of
Paris it might have been well, at lesst in foot-
nates, to have explained something of the dynam-
ism of John of Paris acholarship.

De Concordaniia Catholica is often considered
the mast important work in political theory be-
tween Marailius of Padua and Machiavelli. It
would rank sbove Cusa's philosophical worlk, espe-
cially De Docta Ignorentia, The first work is dis-
tinguished for its defense of the General Council
of the Church, and particularly the Council of
of Basel, to which he presented his De Concor-
dantie, probably in 1433. The Council of Con-
stance had cured schism in the Church, but the
Council of Basel degenerated into an attempt to
create another schism. Such a degeneration led
Cusa to become a supporter of the Pope against
the Council, and it explains why there have been
so few Councils in the succeeding centuries.
Cusa’s general position is argued in philosophical
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terma in his later work. Political thinkers have
stressed Cusa’s use of the ideas of consent and
representation, and the principle of the organic
analogy (quite common, of course, in medieval
thought). Latterly, the eraphasis on Cusa’s work
has been on neo-Platonic thinking, that is, hier-
archical and analogical ideas in making compari-
sans between the divine economy, the govern-
ment of the Church, and the government of the
Empire. But while this exploration, in Sigmund
in detail, is impressive, neither writer discusses
the extensive modern scholarship which has heen
bringing Plato and Aristatle together and which
would argue that as much of Plato remained in
Aristotle, the resurgence of Platonism in the
Renaissgnce was more a matter of emphasis than
of cantradiction. Of course, it can well be argued
that the Pseudo-Dicnysius, or Dionysius the
Areopagite, was neither Plato nor Arigtotle.

The discussion of consent and representation in
these two volumes ia of especial importance. Any
student of madern theory and practice of repre-
sentation might well start with the problem of
virtual or figured representation in the conciliar
movement, of the XV century, Idess auch as
customaary law, tacit consent, guod omnes langit,
all become involved. It is ¢lear that medieval ideas
of consent and representation, even in advanced
conciliar theory, do not equate with a purely be-
havigristic and modern interpretation of repre-
sentation. Our modern practice of imputing a rep-
resentative quality, say to the Constitution ar to
the judges of the Supreme Court, has the qualita-
tive aspect of mauch conciliar theory. Or, even the
Pope as representative of the Church, or the
Cardinals or Patriarchs, or the Council, may be
viewed as St. Augustine suggested the “figure!’ of
the Church, But the analogy might go further,
since the Council descended into disorder, in
which no guidance of the Holy Spirit could be
claimed. So in wmodern representation, parlia-
mentary life has receded hefore the neceasity of
the virtual or figured representation of the “head
aof state,”” or even of the President of the United
States.

[n medieval study, more than in maat, it is essy
to say too little or tao much., Ta argue that the
gpiritual power is superior to the temporal does
not argue in any senae that the Church should
exercise temporal authority (except perhaps in
papal territory and in other quite apecial circum-
stances). To argue that the emperor has his power
directly from God does not suggest that he is
exempt from ecclesiastical cenaure because of sin.
To argue for theapiritual plenitudo potestatis dees
not argue in itself that temporal jurisdiction is a
subdivision of the papal curia. The relation of the
spiritual and the temporal is at all times a compli-
cated issue, and at no time was it more com-
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plicated than in the divergent currents of thought
of XV century Canon Law and philosophy, Fur-
thermare, each of these various ideas haa 2 long
history; these authors might well have discussed
the vote in favor of collegiality in the present
Vatican Council as a continuation of some con-
ciliar notjons, ag well as more ancient arguments
about the nature of the power of the Bishop of
Rome.

But whatever qualification one may make in the
controversies over medieval thought, we have
here two able boaks, both of which represent an
enormous amount of atudy and patience. We are
indebted to both Sigmund and Watanabe and to
their publishers. Sigmund gives us lessons in
philosopby which, no doubt, the contemporary
political theorist always needs, and Watanabe
gives us higtorical information condensed from
extensive sources. But hoth authors would say
clearly that their studies were not possible with-
out the immense amount, of modern scholarship
which hag been devoted to medieval thought and
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to Nicholas of Cusa—Francis G. WiLgon,
University of Tllinois,

An Indroduction ta the Socinl Sciences. By MauRicE
DuverGER, TRANSLATED BY Marncorm AN-
persoN. (New York: Frederick A. Praeger,
1964. Pp. 342. Cloth, $7.50; paper, $2.95.)

M. Duverger's highly compressed description
of someleading techniques used in the contempo-
rary social sciences is intended mainly as a text-
boolk.

Saurces of Information in the Social Sciences, By
Carrt M. WHiTE anD Assoctates. (Totawa,
N. J.: The Bedminster Press, 1964. Pp. x. 498.
$10.50.)

Brief reviews of the principal saub-fields of his-
tory, economics, sociology, anthrepology, psy-
chology, education, and political secience, with a
listing of the reviewer's choice of the leading
works in each. Heinz Eulau wrate the section on
politicial science.

SELECTED ARTICLES AND DOCUMENTS ON
POLITICAL THEORY

Juprte N. SURLAR

Harvard

Aiken, H, D, The Revolt Againat Ideology.
Commentary. April, 1964,

Andreski, Stanislav. Method and Substantive
Theory in Max Weber. British Journal of Soci-
ology. March, 1964,

Baran, P. A. Economie politique et politiques
économiquea. Les Temps Modernes. January,
1964,

Barthélemy-Madaule, Madeleine, et al. Teil-
hard de Chardin et le Personnalisme., Espril.
March, 1964,

Bagh, H. H. Determinism and Avoidability in
Sociohistorical Analysis. Ethies. April, 1964,

Bauer, Fritz. Oster und Widerstandarecht,
Politische Studien. March-April, 1964,

Becker, J. F. Utilitarian Logic and Claasical
Social Science. Science qnd Sociely. Spring, 1964,

Beckmann, Joachim. Die politische Verant-
wortung der Kirche. Politische Studien. March-
April, 1964,

Buel, Richard. Demaocracy and the American
Revolution: A Frame of Reference, William and
Mary Quarterly, April, 1964,

Caraley, Demetrios. The Political Behavior
Approach: Methodological Advance or New
Formalism? Political Science Quarterly., March,
1964,

Universily

Cranston, Maurice, 8t. Thomas Aquinas as a
Political Philosopher, History Today. May, 1964.

Cumming, R, D. Mill's History of His Ideas.
Journal of the History of Ideas. April-June, 1964,

Davis, Lane. The Cost of Realism: Contem-
porary Restatements of Democracy. The Western
Political Quarierly, March, 1964,

Drescher, Seymour, Tocqueville’s Two “Déma-
craties.” Journal of the History of Ideas. April-
June, 1964,

Dupuy, Robert. La reaponaabilité contractuelle.
Les Temps Modernes. March, 1964,

Eisenstadt, S. N. Institutionalization and
Change. American Sociolagical Review. April,
1964.

Ellwein, Theodor. Grundfragen politischer
Existenz, Politische Studien. March-April, 1064.

Fgul, Erwin. Verfemung, Duldung und Aner-
kennung des Parteiwesens in der Geschichte des
politischen Denkens. Poalitische Vierteljohres-
achrift. March, 1964,

Fried, Charles. Moral Causation. Harverd Law
Review. May, 1964.

Glick, Wendell. The Best Possible World of
John Quiney Adams. The New England Quarlerly,
March, 1964.

Goldachmids, V. Rtat de nature et pacte de




