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the voithdrawal of the saints from the compaay of the 'e;n'-x....
to be the means cf sprcﬂ.nw abroad ideals of tolezation. 1 pamptt
and in the debates of the Westminster Assembly (which D.. Jer d fas
sunmarized admirably) they pleaded the cause not orly of their cwn sect
Sut of others.” Yet their charity was not extended outside Protestantism.
The most valuable par: of this section is the discussion of John Goodwin,
whose spiritea!_pilorimage from Caivinism te Arminianism is traced with
sympathy and skill.

The Presbyterian group, like the Independents, as Dr. Jordan points
out, also included men of widely diversified attitudes. Nowhere is thic

difaculty of putting the thinkers of this individualistic age into pnrumhoks
more clearly scen than in Dr. Jordan's classification of the P"st)tcrnns
into “Irresoncilables” and “Moderares™. The frst group Dr. Jordan blames
for the failure to achicve a national chuich on a broad basis, with toleration
‘or those who could not be included in 1t Evea the Moderates, however,
never straved fac from the diliberal implications of Calvinism. Dr. Jordan,
rctognizing the failure of the Presbyterians to add to the develupment of
toleration, finds their chief contribution in their “revclt against Arminian-
sm™. Yet it must be questioned whether in the first place they did check
Anminianism, and whether in the second pl:‘.cc, if they had, it would have
aided treedem of thought. Calvinism and Arminianism lived side by side
iz the Church of the Restoration, but quictly {except for the Bull-Tully con-
treversy) now that such rigid Calvinists as Lazarus Scaman and Edmund
Calamy had left its ranks. A review is ro place for a theological controversy,
but it is certainly a disputable point whether the theology of Laud and Cosin
hnd a “corrodim: influence”.

. Jordan has skilifully proudcc. bricf biographical sketches of the
advocates and critics of toleration, so that men significant in their own day
but pow overlooked receive. their propcr recognition. The contributions of
ministers, like Thomas Manton, and of laymen, such as John Cook and
Samuel Richardson, are appraised, with the result that Roger Williams be-
comes rarcly an iacident, although aa important one, in the history of
toleration. Yet Witlimns's contribution must aot be underestimated, for he
succeeded 1n punting teleration into practice. Our age, which sces Protes-
tantisin vainly dreaining of reurioa, may fAind comfort in the thought that
paiitical liberty, which Dr. Jordan regards as the great contribution of
sectariantsa, 15 sull intact in a few countries, at least. The auvthor, very
corrzetly, has deduced from his study the resporsibiiity of this age to hold
fast o this heritage.

me'dc-nre: Rhede T :l.:::.?. Erity~y Wicrtaaes Kiey.

Tie Anazomy of Revolution. By CraNe Braxoy , Associate Professar of
History, Harvard University. (New York: W. W. Norton and Ce:w-
pany. 193S. Pp. 326. $3.00.)
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Six Conzeraporcrnsois shidlusivza By kd& ER BicElow MERRiMAM. ( New
Yerx: Oxiord University Pross. 1450, Po. vl 2300 $2.500) o
Bn'm books would te norinal academic praduats if their wopic, “revola-
ton”, were nct ailergic 1o their methed. They sum up facts, bc‘icrinv in
them as fzcts; revolutions, however, preclaim what shall be called a fact in
the universs, from now on. Mr. Brinta compares four revoiutions: the
French, Russian, English, and American, as though they were separate
entities; and Mr. Merriman calis his vook Six Conterm porcnsous Revelu-
tioss. In concentrating on the latter volume first, this common belief and
its efficiency as well as its limitations will become clear. From 1630 to 1660
political unrest mace itself felt all over Europe from the Ukraine to Spain,
from Naples to Denmark. Everywhere, the lower estates, as John Knox
had called them, tried to challenge the higher. This is one universai micve-
mert. In this ore revolution Mr. Merriman has singled out six evenui—in

‘.Qal
Camloma Naples, England, France, Holiand, and Portugal—and, after
e

bxvxnw their particular histories in brief, with the exception of the Engiish

Civil War, he goes on 0 draw the lines of interplay between them. This
chapter is the real cousribution of the book. The political equation of the
two decades has never been reduced so neady to binomial retations as here.
All the diplomatic regctiations Letween the six areas of uarest are Iisted.
The student of political history wiil not even miss the narrative of the
English revolution because it has been told so often. Aad since the over-
complex particulars  between .Dutch and Portuguese, ;\papo.xmn ‘and
Catalonian, French and English, etc., etc., are put before us in a straight-
forward Tashion, we may forget that the number “six™ conceals from us
the common pattern of all and the problem of totality of this movement.
Mr. Brinicn has swritten on the four revoluticas which are feremos: in
n American’s memory. He is not unaware of the quandary in which ke
finds himself as a historian, devoted to paricutars, and as an adept of
science, operating with abstractions like a “fever curve”. He restates several
rules. Revolutions are not made by destitute people. The inteilactuals
desert the old order of things before the revolution occers. The sequence
of moderates and extremists seems unalterable (with the exceptien of the
American Revolution which Mr. Brinton excuses as a peceliar case). Terror
and abstract virtue are found everywhere before a2 Thermidorian reacuon.
Because these generalities have long been known, beginning in fact with
Hobbes and Gocethe, the significance of the book is rot in ary of its
positive statements. It lics in the fact that Brirtor, who, by the way, docs
not gi\'c credit to the discoverers of these uniformities, asserts that his is the
only “sciertific” method. This is a relapse to the more geomerrico super-
stition of Spinoza. Limitirg his “facts” by the “case” method, Brinten fails

. to s=e why wars are essentizl elements in the pattera of 17%9 2nd 1517, pre-

ceding the Russian, foliowing the French revoiution. Atomizing forther,
Brinton sugges.> thaz the rest of the world got hold of the decimal system
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“without benefit of revolution™. This' is the loygical conclusion when the
French Revolution is treated as lasting only from 1589 to 1814. In this case
the ixter adoption of the decimal system by other couniries does not appear
to be the fruit of French suffering. :

To mec the meaning of revolutions does not disclese itself to the man
who thirks that he himself moves outside their orbit. It is not to be found
in anything happening immediately after and during the fever but in habits,
immwnitics, and powers developed generations and centuries later. Strangely
enough Brirton recognizes this for the Spartans of nnuqunty (p- 229). From
this point of view, the same revolutionary processes that are failures to
Merriman aad Brinton arc to me highly rational and effective. To me
revolutions call their particular generation back into the phylogenctic his-
tory cf Man. Do not the authors owe their own chairs of history to the
English, the French, the American revolution? Yet, responsibility for the
future of social evolution is excluded from their patterns of scientific think-
ing. Heace the new barbarians reciprocate and exclude scientific thinking
and_teaching from their future world. The books testify to J. Benda’s
Trghison des Cleres. The academic scientists have imperiled our intellectual
freedor. They have watched socicty instead of watching out for it.

Darrmouth College. . Evaex Rosenstock-Huessy.
The Lord Gencral: A Life of Sir Thomas Fuairfux. By M. A. Giss. (Lon-

don: Lindsay Drummond. 193S. Pp. xv, 304. 12+ 64.)

Waey Sir Clements Markham wrote The Great Lord Fairfax (1870),
Gardiner’s History of the Civil IWar had not yet appeared. Miss Gibb, on the
other hand, had 2ccess to Gardiner’s monumental work and to such facts
as more .recent historians of the Puritan Revolution have uncarthed. To
anyone who expzcts a new biography of Fairfax to throw light on recesses
of his life that were dark when &farkham wrote, seventy years ago, Miss
Giob’s book will be disappointing. True, her account of the campaigns
in which Fairfax took part is somewhat more informative than Markham's.
ft gives us a clearer and more distinct idea of exactly what portion of the
ficld Sir Thomas Fairfax occupicd at any given time in ary given batde.
Truz also, Miss Gibb publishes some interesting examples of Sir Thomas's
excursions into poctry, which seem to prove conclusively that in the scope
of his talents Fairfax the bard had Iittle in common with Fairfax the
soldier and much in common with Fairfax the statesman. It is Fairfax the
statesmin, however, who piques the cusiosity of the historian, and on this

“phase of his career Miss Gibb’s biography, despite the informative raorsels

in it, is not entirely satisfactory.

Of the critical three years in Fairfax’s p@lmcnl life, trom 1643 0 \x 6,8,
Miss Gibb's account is pccuharl) conventional, pecutiarly lacking irn the
inquisitivenass that makes for great biography. It may be that there ars o
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ams © the guestions ene wants to ask sbort Fairian’s perizical course
1 the time he became lord genmersl: Did ke condone of take part in the
activities of the army to mﬂucr.u: the election of new members o parliament?
How much did he actuaily have to do with the promotion of racical oficers
like Barkstead, Hewson, Scroop, and Harrison® How scon did he become
aware of the eforts of the Levellers to undermine the officers’ control of
the army? How closely did he associate himself with the activities of the
predominant officer group led by Cromwe!l and Ircton? When such gues-
tions and a dozen more dealing with the relations between Fairfax and the
factions in the army are answered, it may be possible to write a life of the
lord general that is more than a rehash of the military history of the civil
war. The job is still to do. Miss Gibb does not answer the essential ques-
tions. Ske does not even ask them.
Oueens College. ) : - J. H. HextEa.

War ut Sca under Qucern .Anne, 1702-1708. By }. H. Owex, Commander,
Royal Navy. (Cambridge: University Press; New York: Macmillan
Company. 1938. Pp. xii, 316. $7.50.) '

Excrisi historians have long neglected their navy. Our own Captain
Mahan, indeed, may be said to have taught his English cousins to appre-
ciate its true significance. Corbetr, it is true, thirty-five years ago dealt
with the royal navy in the Mediterranean in the scventeenth century, but
¢or its other manifold activities one must, for the greater part, depend upon
the co-operative History of the Royal Navy, now forty years from the press.
Commander Owen has made the first scricus attempt to describe English
naval achievements in. European waters during the War of the Spanish
Succession. His failore to include the West Indies might have occasioned
greater disappointment had not Professor Ruth Bourne’s Queern Anac’s
Nary in the West Indies appeared a few months ago. His brief treatment

- of the navy’s eflorts at Cadiz, Vigo, Gibraltar, and Minorca would have

.been disappointing also had these topics not been recently treated in some

" detail elsewhere. Even here the reuder would welcome 2 summary, show-
ing how the author differs from others in his interpreation of these events.

The clementary account of the funciioning of the navy is well done,
but the descriptions of convoy work and of the attack on Toulon zie
especially good. Marshal Vauban receives much less auwention than bis
work as supenuor of privateering would sugzest. The author thinas
more highly of Prince George and of George Churchill, Mnr‘oo'oz_'rhs
brether, than kave most historians. He also feels that Sir John Norris has

 pever received his fair ineed of praise. In discussing the Cadiz fasco h=

refrains from Blaming anyone in particular. He seems of two minds as o

the Earl of Petesburough’s explcits at Barcciona. ard he ascries the {aiiure
befcre Touloa parm‘ 16 the nal.n:art«.ﬂcss of Prince Fugene.
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