REVIEWS

tighteousness in the sacrifice of Christ, whereby we are delivered from the
) 0ndage Df sin and the new age is inaugurated. In this single mighty act of God
?;rii:ls;:l thh'iC%l the. whole divine purpose in history is consummated, there
judgeme the divine righteousness as mc’luc%mg both w?at.h and love, grace and
Tsra 'tesnt' The prostle traces the continuity of the divine purpose from. the
Messil, anGod s elect, through t‘he remnant con(fentrate.d in the crucified
ing to b ‘211 finally to the community of the faithful in the risen Lord. Accord-
bein aul, tl.us continuity is provided by the justified falthful in the Church
. hg the heirs of the promise to Abraham, whose faith was accounted
nimteol:;(llless. The law, morcover, prcpz}reé men for the gospel of .Christ.
sin Er : ﬁd to the promise without rescmdn.lg it, the lavY gave occasion for
Co;lscio:g t awareness of it and condemr.le.d 1t,'thereby snmulau.ng in man a
s sneis; of his ne‘ed for grace. The divine righteousness that is revealed in
C°Venanta gift of salva'txon, but not such as c,an be c'lem:.mded as of right b}f God’s
not 3 aof partners. IF is now cle.ar that Gosl s clcctllon isa .challenge to fzutht anf:l
righteousstltute for it. If'sa.lvatlon as God’s free gxft to his chose.n faithful is his
o nhess from its d1v1'ne aspect, there remains, the othFr side of tl:le same
331t were, that same righteousness as the new life of holiness of the justified
;::231; B}(:th of these aspects find cxprcss.ién in the sairafnen? of b%ptism.
its ¢ a’ the hew life of faith embraces ethical conkduct; itisa life which has
conc ﬂiatiomcm-mtlc qu:.lhues anc’l virtues present at the precisc moment of re-
. Centrenf“;mh God in Christ . Th.e revelan9n of the divine righteousness at
is the divi_z human hlStOl’Y, which is the subject of the !ettcr to the Romans,
needs of ¢ response, available umvers.ally and p;remually, to the spiritual
the whole race frustrated and divided by sin.

ROBERT SHARP, O.P.

Mag; . .
o :G THE BUILDING SERVE THE LITURGY, edited by Gilbert Cope;
Worays, 15,

Itneeds Ve

church, Ty sound reasons to justify the pain caused to so many when a beloved

freate. is rearrang'ed s0 as ‘better to suit the liturgy’. No wonder, then, tha? the

. AfI’;att of this book is concerned more with theology than with architec-
ilbers Cel' a preface by the Bishop of Woolwich, and an introduction .by
of the H;P‘f» J. G. Davis gives us an excellent essay on the nature and meaning
een mad fslcal_ movement, its close connection with the advances that ha\'/e
releVance e In biblical f:heology and the history of Christian institutions, and its
from 1,; to the_ Anglican liturgy. The editor discusses the division of clergy
churche, - Whlc!’l has so strongly marked the architectural layout of our
Ction gy lnhirelatlon to the ancient conception of the liturgy as a community
to hig 5 Which each member of the Christian assembly participates according
the oyt ol role, The Dean of Gloucester writes on the problems peculiar to

C
hurch of England. George Pace gives guidance to the difficult task of
41

https://doi.org/10.1017/50269359300000513 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0269359300000513

LIFE OF THE SPIRIT

distinguishing between mere ‘historical conscience’ and a proper respect for .
existing architecture. A short essay on space and substance by T. H. B. Burrough s
followed by reportson five churches withrecommendations for their re-ordering.
The fundamental principles of liturgical reform which guide the authors of
this book are the same as those that figure in the first chapter of the schema on
the liturgy recently accepted by the Vatican council and soon to be promul-
gated: first, that because the liturgy is of the order of a sign, what it signifies
should be completely comprehensible by all; second, that the liturgy is the
activity of a hierarchic community in which all the participants have a role to
play. It is a great joy to know that these principles are so widely accepted by
our non-Catholic brethren. In due time they will entrain many changes for us
all, and not least in the layout of our churches. Many will find this book useful

in resolving the problems there involved.
PAULINUS MILNER, O

KARL BARTH’S TABLE TALK, edited by John D. Godsey; Oliver and Boyd,
os. 6d.

KARL BARTH: AN INTRODUCTION TO HIS EARLY THEOLOGY, by T. F-
Torrance; S.C.M., 25s.

It has been said that Freud himself provides the best introduction to Freud-
janisn. This pamphlet is the proof, for those who need it, that the same is trué
of Barth and his theology. The editor’s own summary of the salient features ©
the Church Dogmatics is terse and business-like, but far more interesting and
important is the main section of the pamphlet, which consists of questions
addressed by English-speaking students to Barth on points raised in the Dog-
matics, and Barth’s answers to them. Barth, like Wittgenstein, is often at his
most profound when at his funniest. Unlike many academic teachers, he do¢
not have to be instructive and witty strictly by turns. We are told that th
further north you go in Germany, the more obsessed the theologians are with
evil; and that the Scandinavians can think of almost nothing else. We are tol
why it is that Barth reverses in his christology the procedure of his great pré”
decessors in Protestant theology, and of his fundamental objection to Catholi¢
theology as effectively confining God’s free word in an ecclesiastical prisott
Barth'’s aside that, if he were a Catholic theologian, he would build up a theo”
logy on mariology as he has actually done on christology, is naughty; it is 2
pity that none of the students took him up on it. A few passages, particulasly
those which make use of the distinctions between ‘myth’ and ‘saga’ and betwee®
Historie and Geschichte, will be obscure to those who have not read the relevant
parts of their Dogmatics. Perhaps this is all to the good as far as English (3
opposed to Scottish) theologians are concerned, as it may persuade them actut v
to read, rather than merely to talk about, a work of theology which competet®
critics have called the greatest since Aquinas.

42

https://doi.org/10.1017/50269359300000513 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0269359300000513

