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MBN2E3S0RXISM ? BMmUQlaBU AHD CRITICISM

s i r  ,
The saying attibufced. to  the m ythical Irishman -  th at 

everyone has a r ig h t to  h is  own opinion , e sp e c ia lly  to 

the opinion th a t no one e ls e  has a r ig h t to h is  ” ce rta in ty  

does not apply In the sphere o f l i te r a r y  c r it lc im  . As Qole- 

r i% e  pointed out , years ago » the c r i t i c  i s  p e rfe c tly  f r e e  to 

express any opinion he l i l ie s  4 i t  ison ly  then the expression 

of th a t ©Pinion may give r is e  to a wrong impression as to 

fa c ts  th a t a reply to  I t  i s  ju s t i f ie d  , In the 

issu e  of your magazine you printed  a review of ay book Maria 

.Mgaitesaort ~ .Her l i f e  and. Work to  which I  beg the favour of 

being allowed to  reply » though I  sh a ll do so -  i f  I  m y  -  

Xaregely In the words o f o ther reviewers .

Martha Vldnr , ymir reviewer , o b je c ts  th at the book 

* t s  w ritten  in  su p erlatives , eulogising to  a degree th a t no 

amount o f devotion and sin cere  admiration on the part o f the 

author can ju s t i fy  ” ,  on th is  paint K.V.C. Je ffre y s  5

Professor of Education in  the Birmingham U niversity , w rites 

{ In  the Birralhham Post ) 1

I f  Mr S ta n d i^  * 0 study has not the cold  o b je c t
iv ity  o f tbe uncommitted { f o r  he was an en th u siastic  
d lscip i©  o r over th ir ty  years } h is  in terp re ta tio n  
has the g rea ter  virtu© of deep understanding from 
w ithin r and h is  c r i t i c a l  judement i s  always lu c id  , 

»© i s  esp ecia lly  In terestin g  -  and scrupul
ously f a i r  — in  h ie  comparison of Hontessorl and 
ire o b e l

We read ily  concede th a t llon tessorl’ s f o ' lowers do not 

belong to  the n i l  admlrari brigade , and never did * On the



Ühe White Rouse , Woodland Way 
Xingsford , 

Surrey 
England 

A ll Saints *

.Uear Reverend ? athor Sheerlh < ?

Your le t te r  arrived the very day a f te r  I  sent ffilnf 
o ff i many thanks fo r the same -*

I am not surprised th at you found the a r t lc tp  I  
sent too long * I am not quite sure what you mean bjf the 
scope of your oollcy . I f  you can spare an exemplar j 
your journal ( not necessarily  a current one ) I  should be 
very pleased to see I t  -  and the nature of your a r t le p s *

¿Vs to the manuscript I  should be g ra te fu l/if  you 
would return I t  to me a t  the above address *

. : ' - > . _ - / I /
I -V,- .... ■ : . - : ic ' v_. ■ v ‘ V . *“ "/ . . . l i  &  •

'/'••i; A A -1  :A J -  A  A  - A  ‘
With best wlih.es - /  ■/./-

Yours sincerely

.# M -

>4



contrary they a rc  Ip  fur 11 agreement with Emerson when he 

said  " Nothlug car be achieved without enthusiasm : the way of 

l i f e  i s  wonderful , I t  i© by abandonment w »

Another reviewer -  in  your contemporary Hie Hew Em. 

gives the reason fo r  th is  s ta te  o f thlngs . in  h is  opening 

paragraphs he { Mr Claude Claremont ) w rites :

he d if f ic u lty  of w riting  soberly about Io n tesso ri 
and h er work i s  th a t i t  i s  only p ossib le  to a person who 
has not understood i t  » D irectly  the b arest gleams 
of truth  begin to penetrate a l l  the world looks d if fe r 
ent . students and lec tu re rs  a lik e  pass in to  a s ta te  
o f tysnce fo r  which enthusiasm i s  hardly the word and 
re lig io u s  fervour would be more appropriate * f t  
becomes »In short ,a  dream of sa lv ation  s t i l l s  time throu 
a transformed mankind ra th er than through a transform
ed system of laws o r a fresh  re lig io u s message *

Perpexing though th is  be to  non-sharers of th is  
v is io n  , one most admit th a t so lid  progress in  any new 
f i l e d  a trays depends upon something of the kind happen
ing to  some people i ana in  toe case of th is  book 
l i t t l e  of I t  would have been w ritten , perhans none , 
without -the fervour of to i s  v isio n  * n or would i t  be 
so readable , no f u l l  o f enchantment as i t  is  , luring 
th e  redder on as a sparkling. r i l l  o f water may lure the 
rambler »

Pn th is  same point toe P rin cip al of a la rg e  C atholic Training 
College'' -  h e r s e lf  formerly a b r i l l a in t  - on tessori D iree tress- 
w rites  as fo  1 loirs ( in  73Iackfrlara )

A ll Kontessoriane are  accused of exaggerated 
erthp slaas fo r  toe method and !%? Standing i s  no ex
ception to  the ru le  .  But what those who look upon the 
Kont sosorl iiethod from the outalde cannot understand 
i s  the fe e lin g s  o f teachers who liv e  and work fu lly  
according to Dr, i o n te sso r i’ a p rin cip les , when they 
see the amazing re s u lts  that toe system g ives -  re -  
»X ts which Up, B a llard  , IL 'ftI«  , years ago ca lled  
” toe . i r a c le  of Montsssq&ri

13iq word " enthusiasm tends to have a somewhat d if fe r 

ent overtone amongst C ath olics ( w itness toe t i t l e  of t%r 

Knox’ s great work )Y©t caitoueiaris I t s e l f  i s  not n ece ssa rily  

o b jectio n ab le  : i t  becomes nauseating when i t  wallows In



sen tim en tality  divorced from c le a r  thinking * This i s  the 

s ta te  of things your review er suggests because she says 

the book " gives no coherent p ictu re  of the development of 

h er ( Montessoir* s 5 work " -  whereas qfre Times says :

( the chapters o f the book ) are  a coherent study 
or Mont assort doctrine in  the simple English of f i r e -
slde conversation ................ He ( the author } has sorted
out a mass of unpublished m aterials and given a 
massive au th o rita tiv e  exposition  .

Further Kiss Vidor complains that ” the author makes no 

seriou s attempt to  define h er ( Montessori’ s ) p lace In ed

ucation , or even In the more lim ited  f ie ld  of in fa n t educat

ion » This is  a surp risin g  statement in  view of the fa c t  

th a t th ree  whole chapters -  some 50 pages -  are  devoted to  a 

comparison between the ideas and methods of Memtessort and 

Froeibel ,her g re a test predecessor in the sphere of Infant 

education , In  addition to th is  t in  other p arts o f the book , 

considerable space is  devoted to the way In which the devel

opment of M ontessorl*s Ideas was Influenced by th a t other 

equally Important -  though le s s  known -  stream of educational 

research in to  which flowed , as tributaries * the great 

labours of P ereira  * I ta rd  and Sequin .

Towards the end o f h er review Miss Vidor re fe rs  to 

recent developments in in fan t education and in  the psych

ology of early  childhood Q which * cannot but make us c r t l c a l  

o f some aspects of h er methods M .As however she does not make 

even the b r ie fe s t  re feren ce  in passing to what they are I t  i s  

not p ossib le  to assess the Ju s tic e  of h er remark



- 4 -

Meanwhile t in  conclusion , w$ should l ik e  to  ask your re 

viewer i f  she could di r s e t  ns to  any school —• where the under— 

f iv e s  are more happily engaged In exploring the sen so ria l q u a lit

ie s  of the world around them | where ,  a t  the same time th e ir  

many and various a c t iv i t ie s  render them more p recise  and d is

cip lin ed  in  th e ir  spontaneous movements { so th a t even the t in e s t  

I s  ab le  , as a s e t te r  o f course* to  help  him self to  h is  own 

lunch from the various dishes on the -  very low -  canteen ta b le )I  

®  I where , daringthls same epoch , 3  3 *  5yrS » these children

a lso  spontaneously acquire the elements o f wri tin g  , reading and 

number , without any formal or c o lle c t iv e  lessens , because 

these s k i l l s  and th is  knowledge a re  acquired fo r  th e ir  own sake 

and not as ** to o l ** su b jec ts  ; a school where these same ch ild 

ren then they pass on to  the nex group -  s ix  and onwards -  w ill 

work continuously and spontaneously and individually  C except 

when they p re fe r  working with a frien d  ) a l l  th e  morning a t such 

su b jec ts  as arithm etic * geometry * reading » h isto ry  , eomposlt- 

^  Ion ,  re lig io n  , n atu re- study f a school where so much t t  f r e e 

dom i s  combined with so much d isc ip lin e  and the so c ia l behaviour 

of the ch ild ren  among themselves and towards adults i s  more 

n atu ral and harmonious j a school in  which even h a l f  as much 

Care, time , and research has been lavished in  the creatio n  of 

a  sp e c ia lly  P rep ared  Environment " -  an environment in  which 

in  each su b ject each ch ild  fin d s w aiting fo r  him a long and 

ca re fu lly  graded se r ie s  of individual occupations which w ill  

enable him to  progress along i t  individually  a t  h is  own pace s



a school In which *  pace the Froebelians -  i t  i s  work not 

play s r e a lity  not make-believe , which absorbs the a tten tio n  

of the ch ild ren  j  and- f in a l ly  -*» a school where over every 

thing broods th a t atmosphere of deep seren ity  and Joy which 

id  the Go&-given sign th a t fa c u lt ie s  are being used in  the 

way God meant them to  be and the unmistakable index th a t the 

process o f s e lf -c re a t io n  I s  gplng on smoothly in  acerdance 

with the inner ihysio—psychological laws of development 

ifi Miss Vidor can show us a school where a l l  th ese  things 

are going on together without the ap p lication  o f  those 

Mantes so rt p rin c ip le s  described a t  length in  th e  book under 

discussion -  then t  * f o r  one f would he as pleased as 1 

would be surprised and would make every e f fo r t  to  v i s i t  i t  

a t  the e a r l ie s t  opportunity *

» « » * * »# f  f  t  f t  * $ * • * * f f  f t  • i  * * # * - » * *  1 * * #' •* p: » * i  •* i  * • *  » *■ ♦  * #
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a sentim entality  divorced from c le a r  thinking .T h is I s  the s ta te

of things your reviewer suggests because she says th e  book *  gives 

no coherent p ictu re  o f th e  development o f h er { Fontessorl* a ) 

work * whereas The Times says t

massive a u th o rita tiv e  exposition  *

Miss Vidor fu rth e r  complains th a t ” the author makes no serious

in  the more lim ited  f i e ld  of In fan t education " .  This i s  a su r- 

prsing statement In view o f  t i e  f a c t  th at th ree  Chapters o f the 

book -  some 50 pages -  a re  devoted to  a comparison between the 

ideas and methods of Mbnfcessori and Proebel — h er g re a te s t pre

decessor in the sphere o f in fa n t education * In addition to  th is  

on other p arts  o f th e  book considerable space i s  devoted to the 

way In which the development of M ontessorl* s ideas were influenced 

by th a t other equally important — though 1 ess known -strem  of 

educational research and p ra c tice  in to  whlbh flowed , as t r ib u t

a r ie s  » the researches o f P ereira  * I ta rd  and Seguin ♦

Towards the end of h er review Miss Vidor re fe rs  " reent 

developments in  in fan t education and in  the psychology of 

early  childhood " which " cannot but make us c r i t i c a l  o f seme 

aspects o f h er methods " . B ub as she does not vouchsafe in  

passing to  make even the b r ie fe s t  referen ce to  what they are i t  

i s  not p ossib le  to  assessth e  Ju s tic e  of h er remark •

the chapters o f  th e  book ) a re  a coherent study 
o f  Montessori doctrine w ritten  in  the simple Englls of
f ir e s id e  conversation ......... %  ( % * Sttand’ng ) has
sorted  out a mass of unpublished m aterial and given a

, o r even



Meanwhile » In conclusion , we should l ik e  to  ask yoi

reviewer I f  she could d ire c t us to  any school -  where the

under-fives are  more ahpplly engaged In exploring the sensor

l a l  q u a lit ie s  of the world around them ; where , a t  the same

time th e ir  many and various a c t lv le s  render them more p recise

and s ic ip lln e d ln  th e ir  spontaneous movements and behaviour -

so thdt oven the t in ie s t  I s  ab le  ,  as a master fo  course » to

help himself to his own lunch from sdoe the various dishes
fea the ( very low } canteen ta b le  | where , duing th is  same

epoch * •** 3 y rs , these ch ild ren  soontaneoualy a c h i r e

the elements of reading and w riting and number » without

any * formal or c o lle c t iv e  lessons because these s k i l l s  and

knowledge are  acquired fo r  th e ir  own sakes and not as *  to o l”

su b je c ts ; -  ch ild ren  who , when they pass on to  the next group»
I ? J|

s ix  and onwards , w ill  work contiuously and spontaneously

and Individually  ( except when they p re fe r  to  work with a frien d )

at sudd subjects as arithmetic » geometry » history , grammar,
composition , re lig io n  » nature-study j In a school where so

much freedom i s  accompanied by so naieh d isc ip lin e  s where the

s o c ia l  behaviour of the ch ild ren  amongst themselves and towards
h elp fu l

a & tlts  I s  as natural and spsossctBsoax harmonious s a school In 

which even h a lf  as much c a re , time and thought has been lavished 

on the creatio n  of a sp e c ia lly  Prepared Ehvlroraasnt « an envom- 

ment in  which each ch ild  fin d s w aiting fo r  him In each su b ject a 

long and ca re fu lly  graded se r ie s  of Individual occupations 

which enable him to  progress along I t  indlvdually a t  h is  own pace



a school in  which -  pace the Froebelians -  i t  i s  work ,not 

play * r e a l i ty  not make b e l ie f  which absorbs the a t t r i t io n  

of the ch ild ren  i j  and f in a lly  a school wher sever everyhing 

reigns th at atmosphere of deep seren ity  and joy which i s  

the God^givsn sign th a t our f a c u lt ie s  are  being used in  

the way th at they were meant to  be and the immis taxable 

index th a t the mysterious process o f s e l f -  crea tio n  i s  going 

on smoothly according to  the inner laws o f  development 

i f  Moss Vidor -  or in  f a c t  anyone e ls e  -  ean show us a 

school where a l l  these things are  going on together without 

the ap p lication  o f those Montessorl p rin c ip les  described & length 

in  the nook under discussion — them I  ,  fo r  one » would be 

as pleased as  I  would be surprised and would make every e f fo r t  

to  v i s i t  i t  a t  the e a r l ie s t  opportunity *



MARIA MONTESSORI—AN APPRECIATION

T
he century in which we live has some
times been called ‘The Century of the 
Child’ ; and certain it is there has never 

been another epoch in which there have arisen 
so many movements centred in the child and 
its welfare. No one has better represented this 
movement than the great Italian educationalist 
— Dr Maria Montessori— whose death was an
nounced last month.

Many others have loved children, worked 
for them, and with them; but no one— since 
Our Lord spoke those startling words of appre
ciation of children to His generation— no one 
has so completely understood the soul of the 
child in its depth and greatness, in its im
mense potentialities, and in the mysterious 
laws of its development.

W hat Wordsworth said of the child— ‘Oh 
thou whose exterior semblance does belie thy 
soul’s immensity’— was the foundation of her 
work. It  was the child himself, his soul, his 
person, which she cared about, not just ‘Edu
cation’ in the narrow sense of the word. B e
cause children are living, immortal souls they 
are entitled to as much reverence and respect 
— as persons— as adults; even more since they 
are nearer to the streaming waters of Bap
tism. In fact, Montessori’s whole life’s work 
might be summed up as a defence of him 
whom she used to call II cittadino dim enticato 
(‘The Forgotten Citizen’) and for the establish
ment of his rights.

Alone amongst the long line of great Euro
pean educators— Rousseau, Pestalozzi, Froe- 
bel, Herbart, etc.— she maintained that the 
one really essential preparation for a would-be 
teacher is a moral and spiritual one. No one, 
she said, is fit to direct the child’s development 
who has not striven to purge herself of those 
two sins, to which teachers are most prone,—  
Pride and Anger.

Most people think of Dr Montessori as the

founder of the educational method which bears 
bears her name, but her real significance lies 
deeper. She will go down in history as one 
who discovered and revealed to the world 
qualities in childhood different from and 
higher than those usually attributed to child
ren. B y giving freedom (in a biological sense) 
to children in a specially prepared environ
ment, rich in motives of activities, she was 
able to show to an astonished world children 
of 4|-5|  years who learned to read and write 
spontaneously; who chose to work rather than 
play or eat sweets; who loved order and 
silence; who displayed long-sustained and quite 
spontaneous intellectual concentration; who 
developed a real social life in which mutual 
helpfulness took the place of competition; who, 
though able to carry on their life with aston
ishing independence of adult help, were never
theless extraordinarily docile and obedient, 
and finally children in whom liberty, far from 
producing chaos, resulted in a hitherto un
known collective discipline.

Only amongst Christians can Dr Montes
sori’s system be appreciated to the full, and 
only amongst Catholics to the fullest, and 
this— not only because she herself was a 
Catholic and wrote books on the teaching of 
the Catholic Faith— but because there exists 
a striking natural affinity between the psy
chology underlying her method and what one 
might call the psychological method of the 
Catholic Church.

Dr Montessori was par excellence the great 
interpreter of the child: and though she her
self has passed on from the scene of her 
labours her work will still go on. Indeed, it 
will last as long as children are born into 
this world to grow up in it with loving hearts, 
eager searching minds, and eyes wide open 
with wonder.

E . Mortimer Standing

Reprinted from the Westminster Cathedral Chronicle, June, 1952
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