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of the imaginal world which mediates between us and the One (see Henry Corbin,
Alone with the Alone (Princeton University Press, 1998) ).

Another of Plantinga’s arguments is addressed by Crisp (ERB, pp. 114-131), and
put to novel use. Atheistical naturalism, if true, would make it very unlikely that we
have the rational powers we need to deal with ‘recondite philosophical [or
scientific] issues’. Whatever sensory or intellectual gifts we have were selected, by
Neo-Darwinian hypothesis, because they gave a reproductive edge. This makes it
likely enough that we can discriminate between potential prey and predator; we
may even have sufficient foresight and self-control sometimes to defer gratifica-
tion, and sufficient empathic skill to cope with social relations. What reason have
we to suppose that ‘Reason’ has any more powers than that, in science or in
philosophy? As Crisp (ERB, pp. 116) puts it: ‘[the probability of] the proposition
that our cognitive faculties are reliable with respect to recondite philosophical
issues [in particular, ‘the problem of evil’] ... is low or inscrutable’! This need
not - or at least will not - deter philosophers too long. Even if we cannot know the
truth, the pursuit (as the sceptics say) is worth the trouble.
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This book is a systematic exposition and critique of the writings of the first
and second Professors of Philosophy at Reading University (De Burgh and
Hodges), a Professor of the Philosophy of Religion at King's College, London and
later Dean of St Paul’s (Matthews), and a Regius Professor of Divinity at Oxford
(Quick). All four were conscious that the culture in which they were situated had
long slipped its moorings from the Christian faith. Using their philosophical
expertise they were concerned to bring that faith into a new, more positive
intellectual relationship to that culture. United in rejecting both the old idealism
(though traces of it remained in Matthews) and scientific positivism they argued
for a broadly based understanding of the role of reason and its relation to the self-
manifestation of God in Christ, who elicits from us the response of faith. All argued
for an orthodox Christianity as a reasonable world-view, but Hodges was firmest in
his view that in the end a decisive personal choice has to be made.
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Sell is sympathetic and balanced in his elucidation of these four Anglicans, and
his own judgements are judicious. He is able to draw on his deep knowledge of
non-Anglican traditions to correct some of their views of these traditions and to
show, in the case of Quick, that they are based on inadequate historical
knowledge.

The culture of these four thinkers still liked to think of itself as displaying a
‘Christian Ethic’. But T.S. Eliot, who expressed the despair of so many in The
Waste Land, came to the Christian faith and was baptized in 1927, not so much
because of the kind of metaphysical inquiry with which these thinkers were
concerned, but out of a desperate need to ground his highest ideals, in his case
heroism and sanctity, in something that would hold. What he saw so clearly then,
now presses on the mind of many more.

RICHARD HARRIES (LORD HARRIES OF PENTREGARTH)
King’s College, London
richard.d.harries@googlemail.com

https://doi.org/10.1017/5003441251200039X Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S003441251200039X

