
shared, external contract that governs 
public behavior. With the advent of 
civility, says Cuddihy. “everything be- 
comes surface. As in decorum, as in art, 
the appearance is the reality.” The 
seeming consensus is not consensus at 
all but, in  Parson’s terms, merely the 
result of crisscross. The conflict comes 
within the individual when he must 
somehow rcconcile traditional religious 
truth claims (such as the “one biblical 
salvation” of Protestantism, the “one 
true church” of Catholicism, and the 
“one chosen people” of Judaism) with 
the modernist etiquette of civility. 

The two muddled parts of Cuddihy’s 
thesis have to do with the historical time 
scale of civility and the desirability of 
civility. Cuddihy’s central characters 
are all twentieth-century men (I  must 
defer here the very interesting question 
whether women fit most models, includ- 
ing Parsons’s, of the modernization of 
consciousness). The relative contempo- 
raneity of Cuddihy’s case studies begs 
the question of the historical origins of 
the Protestant etiquette. There is noth- 
ing in No Ofense to contradict the 
impression from The Ordeal of Civility 
that the rise of civility is linked to the 
forces of eighteenth and nineteenth- 
century modernization-namely, capi- 
talism, science, and secularization. But 
exactly how are these great forces, some 
societal and others psychological, con- 
nected? If the infrastructure of plural- 
ism breeds civility, as Cuddihy insists, 
then he owes his readers a clearer expo- 
sition of the origins of that infrastruc- 
ture. Was Tocqueville observing “civili- 
ty,” without calling it that, or was the 
American pluralism of the 1830’s fun- 
damentally different from that of the 
I950’s? 

It is instructive to compare No Of- 
Jense with a recent book by another 
sociologist, Richard Sennett. kennett’s 
The Fall of Public Man (1976) is also 
about the effects of modernity upon the 
relationship between public behavior 
and private experience. But, as the sub- 
title, “On the Social Psychology of Cap- 
italism,” implies, Sennett works hard at 
connecting the social-psychological 
phenomenon to the sociological. And 
Sennett actually values civility, defining 
it as “the activity which protects people 
from each other and yet allows them to 
enjoy each other’s company.” Sennett, 
however, is talking about an eighteenth- 
century civility that is largely lost in the 
twentieth century! Whatever else its 

faults, The Fall of Public Man makes 
clear value judgments about the desir- 
ability of civility. One wishes that Cud- 
dihy would speak as plainly to this ques- 
tion: Which is preferable from the view- 
point of a humanistic sociology, the 

Quale Papa? 
by Giancarlo Zizzola 
(Borla casa editrice; 339 pp.) 

The Final Conclave 
bv Malachi Martin 
- J  

(Stein and Day; 354 pp.; $1 1.95) 

F. X. Murphy 
Now that the pontificate of Pope Paul 
VI is ended, we witness attempts to take 
the measure of the institution’s current 
significance and its portent for tomor- 
row. In total contrast are two recent 
books dealing with these questions. Gi- 
ancarlo Zizzola’s Quale Papa?-What 
kind of pope?-is a serious, ideological- 
ly oriented, journalistic analysis of the 
institution from both an historico-politi- 
cal and a religious viewpoint. Malachi 
Martin’s The Final Conclave has all the 
hallmarks of a tour de force thrown 
together with considerable insight and 
imagination, but obviously aimed at tak- 
ing advantage of communism as a dio- 
bolus ex machina now troubling a large 
number of Catholics. 

The contrast between the origins and 
careers of the two authors is consider- 
able. Both men’ surfaced during the 
opening months of Vatican Council 11. 
Zizzola, as a young Catholic journalist 
in the Italian tradition, was involved 
with the lay-edited daily L’Awenire. 
and he covered.the day-to-day concilliar 
debates as well as the Church’s local and 
international involvements, Moving into 
the secular press, he reported religious 
and cultural affairs for I1 Giorno of, 
Milan and wrote a well-re’searched 
study of Pope John’s pontificate, L’Uto- 
pia di Papa Giovanni. 

Malachi Martin, on the other hand, 
was a young Irish Jesuit educated.af the 
University of Louvain and brought to 
Rome as an instructor in Semitic lan- 
guages. His familiarity with the Old 

Interimssolidaritat of bourgeois civility 
or the Gemeinschaft-type community 
of premodern religions? Cuddihy be- 
trays his ambivalence on this question to 
the end, but perhaps that ambiva3ence is 
what makes him, and us, modern. 

Testament scene recommended him to 
the late Cardinal Bea, and he was used 
as a liaison officer with the American 
Jewish lobby at the Council. His pub- 
lisher’s intimation that he was on famil- 
iar terms with Pope John, Bea, and the 
future Pope Paul is highly exaggerated. 
In any case, his Roman sojourn was 
suddenly terminated, and he wrote, un- 
der the pen name Serafian, a passably 
competent study of Paul VI as The 
Pilgrim Pope. 

Leaving the Jesuits and the priest- 
hood, Martin settled in New York and 

. turned out a series of books on religious 
culture and politics that is a strange 
admixture of historical and archeologi- 
cal fact, pseudo-ideological- fancy, and 
just plain theological ‘nonsense. His life 
of Jesus and his delineation of Cardinal 
Bea in his Three Popes and a Cardinal 
betray the wild, possibly celtic, imagin- 
ings with which he apparently contem- 
plates the beginnings and the current 
vicissitudes of ‘,the Christian experi- 
ence. 

Martin’s recent book Hostage to the 
Devil, purporting to be the actual re- 
cord of a series of. exorcisms that he 
himself witnessed, is an outright though 
cleverly constructed hoax. It is reliably 
reported that the publisher’s lawyer was 
shown a letter on Vatican stationery 
that purported to t& Pope Paul’s person- 
al approval of the.manuscript. The letter 
allegedly was in the pope’s own hand- 
writing and opened with the salutation, 
Caro Malachi! It is absurdly implausi- 
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ble that the pontif would have involved 
himself with a former priest and Jesuit 
exploiting in  such an obvious fashi6n 
the avarice of novelistic diablerie. 

Within this biographic perspective, 
Martin's current delineation of Pope 
Paul's pontificate and the prospects for 
the conclave following Paul's death take 
on their proper significance. Taking ad- 
vantage of the current concern of con- 
servative Catholic churchmen and well- 
to-do laity, Martin depicts the long- 
winded discussions that he sees as the 
principal activity of the cardinals in 
conclave. To put the conclave in per- 
spective, Martin supplies a series of 
vignettes that have a tic-tac-toe effect 
on the reader, but which contain much 
authentic information, including a 
roundup of the then current papabili- 
cardinals in the running-from Baggio 
and Pignedoli to Hume and Benelli. He 
describes the inner workings of the Vat- 
ican, employing the names of actual 
prelates, clerics, and lay officials, many 
of whom he had encountered in the 
early days of the Council and most of 
whose attitudes he misrepresents. 

The fundamental failure of the Mar- 
tin book is twofold. As a novel it lacks 
both consistency and the skill of authen- 
tic character portrayal. His spokesmen 
for the contrasting ideologies do not 
come into clear focus as individuals, and 
they blather at great length, inducing 
somnolence. Also a critique of the 
Marxist influence creeping into the 
Church's confidence, it is a wholly inad- 
equate analysis of the true dangers and 
the actual situation. He cites, for exam- 
ple, the testimony of the archbishop of 
Ho Chi Minh City (Saigon), Paul 
Nguyen'Van Binh, at the recent (1977) 
Roman Synod of Bishops regarding the 
Marxist conscientization of the Vietna- 
mese people. In the prelate's view the 
only way. the Church will be able to 
reach its faithful is by adapting its 
language to the Communist ideology 
while safeguarding doctrinal content. 
This is a strategem not dissimilar to the 
Christianization of the Greco-Roman 
world in which the Church got its start, 
and whose language it had to utilize in  
preaching its message. What the bishop 
is saying, and Martin seems to miss, is 
that the Christian religion adjusted it- 
self to a repressive imperial society in 
the beginning, that it is now living in an 
exploitative, irreligious capitalistic sys- 
tem, and that there is no reason why it 
cannot accommodate itself to the Com- 

munist social and economic ethic in 
keeping with Pope John's dictate in 
Pacem in Terris. Persecution is a large 
part of the Church's experience in all 
three cultures. 

I n  contrast to Martin's imaginings, 
Zizzola's study presents the reader with 
a serious, though highly volatile, analy- 
sis of the papacy in historical retrospect 
and current actuality. Typical of the 
difference between the two approaches 
is Martin's claim in a prefatory note 
that he has based his scenario on the 

most authentic information available. 
Zizzola admits from the start that his 
information is frequently the result of 
hard-pursued investigative intuition. 

A good indication .of the contrast in 
method and veracity is the manner in 
which each author handles the Vatican's 
financial situation and introduces the 
unfortunate' involvement of the Sicilian 
financier, Michele Sindona. Martin 
credits Sindona with disposing of a 
large portion of the Vatican's portfolio 
after describing an impossible and ridic- 
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ulous midnight meeting between the 
pope and Sindona, with the pontiff put- 
ting his name to a financial agreement. 
Zizzola offers a more sober and gradu- 
ated guess about the diversity and inad- 
equacy ofVatican finances in relation to 
the immense involvement of the papacy 
in the development and spread of the 
Church’s message and concern for peo- 
ple everywhere. 

Malachi Martin supplies the English- 
speaking reader with a series of interest- 
ing details on the actual day-to-day 
running of the Vatican and its political 
outreach. But he overplays the secrecy 
syndrome as if he were the first to crack 
the wall of well-guarded Vatican activi- 
ties, and he exaggerates the possibly 

Russian Thinkers 
by Isaiah Berlin 
(Viking: 312 pp.: $14.95) 

Maitin Green 

This is the first of four volumes of the 
essays of Sir Isaiah Berlin, edited by 
Henry Hardy and introduced by Aileen 
Kelly. Sir Isaiah has one of those envi- 
able and mysterious reputations; with- 
out any full-length books to his credit, 
he is treated as intellectual royalty by 
his colleagues in Russian history. He 
seems to have led a charmed life; a 
fellow and then president of an Oxford 
college, and now fellow of All Souls, 
president of the British Academy, hon- 
orary fellow of the American Academy 
of Arts and Sciences, and loaded with 
honorary degrecs. This volume comes 
cmblazoned. as with Orders of the Gar- 
tcr. w i t h  recommendations from 
Gcorge Stciner, Richard Pipes. Joseph 
Frank. and Arthur Schlesinger Jr. 

Such a hush of awe is overblown and 
calls for deflation. So when A. Schlesin- 
ger says “possibly the most brilliant and 
engaging intellect of our time,” I add 
“compared with A. Schlesingcr and 
other cold warriors”; for a good deal of 
Berlin’s work has been academic anti- 
communism in effect, and that explains 
some of the gilding on the laurels. 
When R. Pipes says that Pushkin, Her- 
Zen, and Belinsky, were they alive to- 
day, would embrace Berlin as one of 
their own, I think that at l a s t  Bclinsky 

sinister character of cardinalatial in- 
trigue involved in a conclave. 

Both books indicate the current im- 
portance of the papacy as an enigmatic, 
frequently contested, but unavoidable 
factor in the contemporary world. 
Without military divisions-pace Sta- 
l i n - o r  direct political clout, but gradu- 
ally reassuming the specifically spiritual 
and charismatic nature presupposed in 
the tradition connecting the papal office 
with the Matthean pericope-“On this 
Rock  [ p e l r a ]  I will  bu i ld  my 
Church”-this bimillennial institution 
is very much alert as it experiences a 
change of guard at  the top and, one 
hopes, a new impetus in its politico-spir- 
itual destiny. 

would probably refuse to shake hands 
with so befurred and bemedalled a pun- 
dit. Modern England’s equivalent to 
Belinsky was F.R. Leavis, and he was 
not one to hobnob with Sir Isaiah. 

Berlin does of course know the histo- 
ry of Russian thought in the nineteenth 
century. and the twentieth-century 
scholarship about it, in several lan- 
guages. He is, moreover, a humanist in 
the old-fashioned Oxford style, who 
treats the men of whom he writes like 
people he knows and cares about. There 
is none of that antiseptic would-be 
objectivity that makes so much academ- 
ic writing so dreary. He  writes elo- 
quently and with conviction, and is 
nearly always enthusiastically for the 
person he is discussing. And he has 
convictions, he has a point of view. He is 
a pluralist who distrusts the “great des- 
potic visions” of monism, whether the 
monist be Hegel or Dostoevski. At the 
same time, he appreciates the greatness 
of such visions, for his pluralism is, as 
Aileen Kelly says, more than modera- 
tion. Berlin sees men as inspired by 
several values, ekch of which deserves 
complete and devoted faith, but which 
are tragically incompatible one with an- 
other. 

I n  this volume his philosophical views 

do not find any systematic exposition. 
These are essays on Tolstoi, Turgenev, 
Bakunin, Herzen, and other members of 
the nineteenth-century intelligentsia. 
However, they are not systematically 
about those subjects either; Berlin is 
really commenting on those men, for 
some point of view of his own, and he 
expounds his idea of each one. We don’t 
come into naked contact with, say, 
Belinsky’s words or the facts of his 
career; rather, we hear that his essays 
were “an u’nbroken, agonizing, un- 
swerving attempt to find the truth about 
the ends of life”-and Berlin’s sen- 
tences are built up to considerable 
length by many such phrases. 

At times he slips into inaccuracies. as 
is natural when one is always using the 
facts of a career to illustrate one’s feel- 
ings about it. Thus he tells us that in 
1860 Tolstoi was thinking about educa- 
tion, while recently married and behav- 
ing temporarily like a model husband. 
In fact Tolstoi was a bachelor, in despair 
of getting married, and that had some- 
thing to do with his educational experi- 
ments. When he did marry, his school 
was soon closed. Several things Berlin 
says about Tolstoi “building schools.” 
and about his faith in “the free self- 
development of all human faculties,” as 
a faith which in some sense survived his 
conversion-all this is misleading; it 
may be factually wrong, but the rhetoric 
is too abstract for me to say that; it is at  
least confusing. In other words, the 
essays seem to fall between two stools; 
they are not systematically devoted to 
Berlin’s own ideas, but neither are they 
completely devoted to the Russian 
thinkers to whom he applies those 
ideas. 

Probably the essay for which Berlin is 
best known is “The Hedgehog and the 
Fox,” about Tolstoi. (A fox sees many 
truths about him, a hedgehog sees only 
one large one.) Berlin says of Tolstoi 
that his was “a passionate desire for a 
monistic vision of life on the part of a 
fox bitterly intent upon seeing in the 
manner of a hedgehog.” After reading 
the other essays and seeing how impor- 
tant the pluralist-monist antithesis is to 
Berlin, 1 understand much better why 
he applies it to Tolstoi. But I still find it 
on the whole misleading. 

The truth is that Berlin means two 
things by “monist vision”; one is the 
sywptic and systematic philosophy of a 
Hegel, a Comte. a Marx. a Spengler, or 
a Toynbee; these are men “who find 


