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Francis Bacon and Socialized Science. By Antoinette Mann Paterson.
(Charles C. Thomas, Springfield, Illinois, 1973, pp. 190).

There is a polemic in this book whose purpose and point are hard to follow.
The author wants to correct two main trends in the exisling scholarship on Fran-
cis Bacon, the eulogistic type and the damning variety. There are writers who
praisc Bacon as the father of modern thought who «expressed the truest thoughts
in the grandest language» and then there are those who hold him in complete
contempt. Neither side is fair to Bacon, Paterson insists and, surely if these
indeed are the sides, the author has a point. One wonders, however, what sort of
books she has been reading. The writers whom she quotes as typical are non-
philosophers as far as this reviewer can determine. There is no mention of the
brief, insightful essays on Bacon written by John Dewey, Whitehead and Stuart
Hampshire for instance, all of whom are philosophers who neither praise nor
damn Bacon but treat him as the transitional figure that he was., It seems a bit
far-fetched to lament, as Paterson does, that all writers on Bacon have had an
axe to grind. Some have tried to be fair.

The author declares at the outset that Bacon must be read and judged from
the point of view of the era in which he lived and wrote. The philosopher, the
essayist, the lawyer, the enigmatic, Machiavellian courtier to Elizabeth, Queen of
England, constitute a unity which was the man. Bacon’s philosophical work can-
not be understood apart from this unity. Paterson promisses a «severly analytical
study» of Bacon in the Introduction. As an instance of «severe analysis» I quote
the followinq passage in which the author views Bacou’s so-called empiricism
in his statecraft :

It is a mistake to call Bacon an empiricist. For him, the actual signifi-
cance of the particular case was in its dormant configuration and the way in
which this latent configuration was lawfully locked into the rest of the
latent configurations. The pattern of these latent configurations was the law
of nature These latent configurations were the subsidiary laws of nature
and the middle latent ground between the manifest particular case and the
ultimate unchanging law of nature. In his statecraft, Bacon used this same
model. Actual events and particular actions were the most valuable when
understood as mere clies to an underlying process and configuration of
motives and aims and latent power plays.
(p- 86. italics in text)

This passage is a fair example of the contorted style of writing and the type
of «analysis» that is advanced in this book. As far as I know no analvtic stu-
dies of figures in the history of philosophy are couched in sentences of this cloudy
sort. But perhaps the author has something else in mind by «analytical study».

What she has in mind may be gathered from the main thesis of the book which
is that Bacon was not really the father of modern philosophy (who has called him
that ? Descartes is the usual candidate for the title) nor a social reformer nor
the founder of industrial science. He was an encyclopedist who gathered the views
of other men- notably Cusanus and Giordano Bruno- without mentioning their
names., The reason he did not mention their names is because he could not for
fear of offending the powerful forces of government and the church. What cri-
tics have failed to realize is that Bacon led a dangerous life. His importance lies
in the use to which he put the ideas of other men.
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Critics have missed the real Bacon according to Paterson because they have
insisted on dealing with science and philosophy «internally». They have ignored
the external side which is the documents that bear the internal dialogue. These
documents are «hidden, stolen, passed around. They are copied and modified.
They are changed to suit the times or the bias at hand. In short their history is
external.» (p. 151) We caunot study the history of ideas apart from the «physi-
cal books in which these ideas are made existential objects» (p. 152). The thrust
of Paterson’s effort is summarized in the following passage :

The history of science and philosophy must be completely rewritten be-
cause the patching needed is too extensive. It must be re-written from the
bottom up. This time the purist or the internal historian must face the fact
that his data are not disembodied entities that can be observed in the
act of theoretical copulation. (p. 152)

I confessto finding all this rather obscure. Have historians of philosophy ignored
the books? Surely not. What have they ignored ? The social habits and pressu-
res impinging on the books, But this is not true as many excellent accounts of
figures in the history of philosophy show, e.g. Peters on Hobbes, Hampshire on
Spinoza, Gallie on Pierce, etc. What, after all, is Paterson’s quarrel all about?

The purpose of this book is to argue that Francis Bacon was the vehicle for
the ideas of Giordano Bruno. Fine. Why call this detective work a «severely ana-
lytical study» ? Jt is at best a mode of scholarship. But I am not sure that the
author has convincingly argued that historians of philosophy must adopt the pro-
cedures employed in this book.
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