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1. Analytic Concepts.

a) Concepts of apprehension and concerts of understanding.
b) Anaslytic and synthetlc zcts of understanding.

¢) Logical and real analysls

d) Progress of understanding

e) Analytic concert of history.

B) Concepts of apprehension and concepts of understanding.

By the concept of apprehension we know the ohject, what it is, what
it 18 not; we do not understand it, know why it 1is what it is. The
botanical definitions of florz would seem of this type.

By the concert of the understanding, in additior to knowing whuat
the object 1ls&what 1t 1is not, we also know what mekes 1t what 1t 1is;
and 1In this knowledge we have a premise to further krnowledge. From tie
definition of a flower you can deduce nothing, save by what WRThompson
calds "descending dmduction" which is either petitio principil or a guess.
From the delflnition of the circle you deduce the propsrties of the circle.

b) Analytic and synthetic acts of understanding.

Any act of understanding is the apperceprtive unity of a many: rather
any human act, for God's 1is One of the One.

Now 1if the many be abstract terms, we have analytic understanding.

If the many be concrete, we have synthetlc understanding.

Examples of the latter are, say, Christopher Dawson's historlcal
essays, Newman's l1llatlve sense. Examples of former, infra.

¢) Logical end resl analysis.

When the sact of understanding 1s the unlfication of abstract terns,
these terms may be a loglical or & real multiplicity.
. The essential definition of men, "rational animal", is a loglcal
multiplicity, genus and difference.

The following analytic concepts are buased upon real anslysis.

The metaphysicul concept of materiasl reallity as a comround of exist-
ence end essence, accident and substance, matter and form.

The chemlst's concept of material things as compoinds of elements.

The Newtonlian analysis of planetary wotlon as a streight line
modified by accelerations towards the sun and the other planets.

d) Progress of the understanding.
Intellectus procedit a maius generall ad maius particulare, procedit
per actus incompletos ad actum perfectum. ,
First we understand things diagrammatically, in ontline; we get the
main point, the basic point of view; then we fill in the details.

e) The analytiec concept of history.

It is an act of understanding: kmowing why history 1is what 1t is.

It is based upon x»=xX analysis not synthesis: it does not rroceed
from historical fact to theory, but from abstrect terms to the categories
of any historical event.

Its analysis is real not logical: nature sin and grace are not a
loglcal but a resal mulriplicity.

Its real analysis 1is not of the static (being) but of the dynamic
(action), and so 1its conclusions are not merely metuphysical categories
as essence and existence but a causally and chrontloglcally inter-related
view, as the Newtonlian astronomy.

Finally, the analytic concept of history is of maximum generallty:
we aim only at the fundamental and primordial understanding of history.




2. History.

a) History and historiogzraphy.
b) Material and formal objects of history.
c) The formal object of the analytlc concept of history.

a) Distinguish
history that i1s written, history books; c«ll it hilstoriggraphy
history that is written about

b) The material object of history 1is the aggsrepute of human thoughts,
words and deeds.

The formal object of history is this agpgregate placed in a persjectiwe
by the mmimetingnmpnimeatphemofbhanndshoantan }¢slorlan's principle of
selection. Now this principle of selection is that "an event is historic
in the meszsure it iInfluences human action." Hence we muy simply say
that history 1s the agrregate of human actlons in thelr causes. As such
1t is a science.

But it 1s to be noted that the historien considers the agguregsate
only by considering the parts, that he finds his causes principally not'
without but within the aggregete, and finully thaet effect 1s only a
different aspect of cause s0 that esking what are the effects of glven
actions 1s tentemount to asking the cause of subsequent ones.

c) The formal object of the analytic concept of history is to be obtailned
by removing from the formal object of history all that 1s not subject
to a priori determination, guoad nos.

The formal object of history 1s the agrregate of human actions in
their cuuses (or effects). From this we remove the following elements:

First, because there 1s no science of the particular, we shall not
be concerned with, Who d4id it? with persons or peoples, but solely
with, What is done*

Second, because the action of the First Cause thaugh more excellent
in Ttself 1is less known to us, we shall confine ourselves to secondary
causes. NB Thils will not exclude a hypothetical consideration of the
supernatursl virtues and the conditions of thelr emersence in history.

Trhird, among seco dury causes we must dlstinguish essentlal and
acc33€ﬁ%a1 to omit the latter.

Among accidental causes are actus hominis and "acts of God" such as
plagues, femines, earthquakes, floods. We do not pretend to deny that
such events may have the greatest historical importance (eg the Black
Death); our position is that history 1s not essentially a succession
of such events.

The essentlal causes of history are humen wills, not in theilr
immanent merits or demerits, but In thelr effective transience by
which they influence others both directly and indirectly.

By direct influence we mean the iInfluence exerted by one man upon
others, whether 1t 1s convirecing of what 18 true, persuading to what is
right, indoctrinating with falsehood, consplring to evll, or adding
to all these the necessary use of force.

By indirect influence we mean the influence of the man-made environ-
ment, for instance, that of being born and brought up in Mayfair or in
the Jungle' also, the influence of the historical sltuation zm which past
action created and ;resent action has to face.

Fourth, in the essentlial causes of history we dlstinsulsh between
those of formal and those of material import, that is, between vectors
which give the magnitude and direction of forces snd mere friction.

The former is will exerted upon the manner of 1ife; the latter 1is the
wil



2. History (con'd) 5
will to live and to propagate.

Briefly, the formal object of the analytic concept of history is
the MAKING AND UNMAKING OF MAN BY MAN.

To the objection that the human will is free, that it is not sub ject
to a priori determination, that therefore 1t casnnot enter into our own
view of the formal object of kixkm the analytle concept (cf above c)),
we answer that we have & method of outflanking this difficulty whadch

will appear in due course.



3. The Dialsectic.

a) The nature of the dialectic.

b) The existence of the dialectic.
¢c) The subject of the dialectic.
& Th—ﬁ¥muqu’ dialsodle

a) The nature of the dialectic.

By the dialectic we do not mean Plato's orderly conversation, nor
Hegel'!s expansion of concepts, nor Marx's fiction of an ulternutive
to mechénical materialism.

We do mean something like a serles of experiments, a process of
trisl and error; yet not the formal experiment of the laboratory,
for man is not so master of his fate; rather an Inverted experiment,
in which objectlive reslity moulds the mind 4 man_ into conformity
with 1tself by imposing upon him the penslty of isnorance, error, sin,
and _at the same time offering the rewards of knowledge, truth, righteous.
ness.
TBuffice to note that objective reality does not mean merely material
reality: 1t means all reality and esrecially Reality 1tself.

The illustration of the process 1s to be had from the microcosm:
As the individual learns and develops so does mankind.

b) The existence of the dialectiec.

The materisl object of history is an aggregate: 1f it 1s simply
a many without any Intelligible unity, there 1s no possibility of
there being & dialectic. If there 1s some unity, then at leust the
dialectic &s possible.

That the dilalectic 1s possibkle follows from the solidarity of man.

What 1s this solldarity? Apart from the obvious blological fact,
1t may be summed up in the phrase: We make ourselves not out of our-
selves but out of our environment (where environment has the univer-
sality of the Ignatian "reliqua.")

We make oubselves, for the will 1s free.

We do not make ourselves out of ourselves: quidquilid movetur ab
alio movetur. The motion of action comes from outside us; the speci-
fication of actlion comes from outside us, thourh we may choose this
specification in preference to that, or refuse any.

We make ourselves out of our environment: the physical environment
that makes the geographical differentistions of men and manners snd
cultures; the social environment of the family and education the
race and tradlition, the stete and law.

Solidarity makes the dialectic possible. Is 1t actual?

The question is already answered. Man's freedom is limited. The
will follows the intellect in truth, or dazsxkx obscures 1t to error,
or deserts 1t to leave man an animal, The last 1s either sporadic
end accidental and so of no concern to essential history, or it is
based upon the second, the obscuratlion of the intellect. Now whether
men think rightly or wrongly, they think in a herd. The apparent
exception 1s genius, who Lowever is not the fine flower of Individuality
but the product of the age and the instrument of the race in its
progress. The 1llusory exception is acceptance by the herd of the
liberal dogma of, Think for yourself, along with all its implicatiocns.

([‘
1
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3. The Dialectic (con'd)

¢) The subject of the dialectic.

Strictly the subject of the dialectic 1s any group united in time
and place that think alike.

Practically, we may consider as the subject of the diulectic the
mocial unit of tribe or state. The tribe or state creates a channel
of mutual influence and within 1t men both tend to agree &and,xrs
when not so inclined, forced to agree, at least to the extent of
acting as though they did. Thus, in all public affairs and variously
in private matters, the members of a social unlt are ruled by a
common way of thought. This is the dominant and the soclally effective
thought; it governs action; and all other, whatever be 1ts future,
is for the moment little more than mere thought.

But ideas have no frontiers. Thus above the dlalectics of iwhe
single social units we may discern a "multiple dialectie" whose
subject is humsnity. It 1s constituted by the many dialectics of
the different social units, in t'eir interactions and thelr trans-
ferences from one unit to another.

d) The form of the dialectic.

We have already defined the dlalectic as an inverted experiment
in which objective reuality moulds the mind of man into conformity
with itseaf.

The following observation will meke this more precise.

Because the unity of the dialectic is the unity of thought that
goes into action, it follows that this thought produces the soclal
situation with its problems. If the thought is good, the problems
will be small and few; thus the situation will require but slight
modifications of previous thought and leave man opportunity to
advance and develop. If, on the other hand, the thought 1is poor,
then 1its concrete results will be manifestly evil and call for
s new attitude of mind. :

Taking the matter more largely, we may say thaet the dominant
thought at any time arose from preceding situations; that its
tendency 1s to transform the actusl situation either by correction
of by development; that the transformed situstion will give rise
to new thought and this not merely to sugeest it but to impose 1t
by the threat of suffering or the promise of well-being.

e) Rates of the dialectic.

Roughly we may distinguish three rates of the dialectlic: normal,
sluggish &nd feverish. Normal defines 1tself. Sluggish would be the
lack of response to the evils in the objective sltuatlon, whether
this be from lack of intelligence or from fatsllstic resignation
or from the inprisonment of the individual inkm a straight- jacket
soclal scheme. Feverish would be excessive activity and this from
the intoleruble pressure of objective evil or from unbhalanced
optimism or from the break-up of soclety.

From this difference of rate, 1t will be seen that when the
dislectic 1s slugpish essential history 1s at a stend-stlll; when
it is feverish, then essential history moves at a dlzzy psace. Thus
the dormant East will not exemply our theory as does the history
of the last four hundred years in Europe.



4. The Three Catepories. _8

g) Human sctions fall into three categories.
b) This division is metaphysically ultimate.
¢) Higher synthesis is impossible.

a) Humsn actions fall into three categories.

Men acts according to nature, eontrary to nabure, above nature.
The three categories are nature, sin, grace.

b) Action according to human nature 1s intelligible to man.

Action contrary to nature is unintelligible.

Action above nature 1s too-intelligible for man.

But the intelligible, unintelligible and too-Ahbelligible are
metaphysically ultimate categories: they stand on the confines of
our intellipgence itself.

NB By stating thet actlon contrary to nature is unintellipible,
we do not mean that 1t is unknowable. Sin 1s a possible object of
the judgement; 1t 1s not a possible objiect of the understanding.
For the understanding 1s the po'er by which we know why a thing 1s
what 1t 1s: but sin of 1ts very nature hzs no "why it 1s whet it is."
Sin admits no explansztion: it is a desertion of reason u«nd so has
no reason that is more than a pretence. Why did the angels sin?
Why did Adam sin? There is no "why." We do not say there is a why
which we cannot know: we say there 1s no why to be known. We do
not say that God had not excellent reasons for permitting sin: so
we do not evacuate the mysterium iniquitatis; indeed, we add another
mystery which however 1is not a mystery from excess of intelligibllity
but from lack of it. Hence, "Nemo ex me scire diseamk quaerat, guod me
nescire scio; nisi forte ut scire discat, quod sciri non posse sclendum
est." De Civ Del 12 7

o) Higher synthesls 1s impossible.

To posit a higher synthesis there must be the possibility of setting
an antithesis against the thesis. But our thesls includes the intelligihle
to man, the unintelligible simpliciter, and the too-intelligible for man.
Outside these categoriss there 1s nothing, and so &an antithesls 1s
impossible.
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{qu 3veras - 3 )
4. The Three Categories.

Hitherto we have been sétting the stage, ssking what 1s an analytic
concept, what is history, what is the unity of history. We have now
to attack the problem, which 1s the analysis of the dlalectic.
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5, The Ideal Line.

a) What 1is meant by an 1deal line.

b) Whet is the 1dewl line of history.

¢) What 1is the earthly task of man.

d) That there 1s progress.

e) That the progress of man may be determined from the nature of mind,
f£) The nature of the mind of man, Insofar as concerns us. '

g) The three periods of history and their characte lstics.

a) Whut is meant by an 1ldeal line.

In mechanics the ideasl line 1s drawn by Newton's flrst law: That
a body continues to move in a struight line with uniform speed as long
as no extrinsic force intervenes. It 1is the first approximation in the
determination of every mechanical motion. And its value 1s undiminished
by the fact that in this world of ours, the first law 1s absolutely
impossible of actual verification.

Hence by ad i1deal line of history we wishxkam mean the determination
of the course of events that supplies the first approximation to any
possible course of human hilstory. '

b) What 1s the 1deal line of history.

The 1deal line of history 1s the history that would arise did all
men under all conditions in all thoughts words and deeds obey the
naturel law, and this without the alid of grace.

It envisages, then, a state of pure nature, in which men as a matter
of fact do not sin, though they &are not destined to a supernatural
end and do not need the "gratia sanans" that counteracts the wounds of
orlginal sin.

c¢) What 1s the earthly task of man.

The proximite end of man 1s the muking of man: giving him his body,
the conditlons of his 1life, the pre-motions to which he will respond
in the faushioning of his soul.

Essentially history is the making and unmuking and remaking of man:
in the 1deal line we consider only the meking of man by man.

d) That there 1s progress.

The earthly task of man is not a routine but a progress.

Homo est in genere intelligibilium ut potentiaj intellectus pro-
cedit per actus incompletos ad actum perfectum.

But this gradual actuation of men's intellectual potency 1s the
achlevement not of the indiv:dual, nor of a few generations, but of
muankind in all places and through all time. What the angel, a specles
to himself, attains instantaneously in aevum - an indefinitely dis-
tended point: thet man achleves in time, the whole time of hils earthly
existence.

e) That the course of human progress may be determined from the nature
of the human mind.

The instrument of human progress is the mind of men. If then the
mird of man is such that some things must be known first and others
later, an analysis of mind will reveal the outlines of progress.

f) The nature of the mind of man.
The human intellect is a consclous potency conditioned by sense.
In so far as it 1s a consclous potency, there are two types of



5 The Ideal Line (con'd)

intellectual operation: spontaneous and reflex.

Since the rellex use of intellect presupposes the discovery of the
canons of thought and the methods of investipution, it follows that
there 18 flrst a spontaneous period of thought and second a period
of reflex thought. ‘

Next, inasmush as the human intellect is conditiocned by experience
we may roughly distinsuish two fields of knowledge.

First there 1is the philosophic fleld in which thought depends upon
the mere fact of ex;erience (general metephysic) or upon its broad and
menifest characters (cosmology, rational psychology, ethics).

Second there 1is the scientific field in which thought depends not
upon exerience in general nor upon 1its generalities but upon details
of ex;erlence observed with the greatest care and accursacy.

Finally, roughly corresponding to these two flields of knowledge
are two manners oP methods of thought: deductive from the general to
the particulur; Inductive from the particular to the general.

Now on the one hand deductive thought proceeds in a straight line
of development, while on the other inductive thought proceeds inm a
series of revolutions from theses through antitheses to higher syntheses.

Deductive thought proceeds in a stralght line, for 1ts 1 rogress 1is
simply a matter of greater refinement and accuracy. There is an exceptian
to this rule, for deductive thought does suffer revolutlonary progmeess
until it finds its fundamental terms and principles of maximum generality:
there were phlloso: hers before Aristotle, and, more Iinteresting, modern
mathematics has been undergoing revolutions not because mathemutlics
18 not a deductive science but because the mathemsticlans have been
generallging thelr concepts of number and space.

Inductive thsught proceeds by thesis, antithesis and higher synthesis.
This follows from the nature of the understanding, the Intellectusal
light that reveals the one in the muany. For per se Intellectus est
infallibllis; but de facto understanding 1ls of things not as they are
in themselves but as they are apprehended by us. The inltial under-
standing of the thesis is true of the facts as they are known, but not
all are known; further knowledge will give the antithesis and further
understanding the higher synthesis.

Thus, there are two ways of being certain of one's understanding:
the first 1s philosophic and excludes the possibllity of higher synthesis;
the second is full knuwledge of the facts, Newman's real apprehension.
Granted a reual apprehension and an understanding of what 1s apprehended,
we may be certain: for per se intellectus est infallibilis, while the
real apprehensionx excludes the posslbility of antithetical fact arising.

g) The three periods of history and their characteristics.

First, from the distinctlon of spontaneous and reflex thought, we
have three periods of history: spambmmenmannhstanpponafiiannthemnghnbmbn
1) spontaneous history and spontaneous thought
2) spontaneous history and reflex thought
3) reflex history and reflex thought

The first perlod 1is from the beginning to the discoveries of philesophy
and sclence.

The second period is from these dliscoverlies to the soclal application
of philosophy and science to humasn life in its essentlal task: the meaeking
of man.

The third is society dominated by the consciousness of its historic
mission: the making or unmaking of man.

We would note that the second period does not end with the writing
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of Plato's Republic, nor even with the mediaseval applicastion of phillosophy
to society, but rather with the social passion for an ideal republic

thet merked the French Revolution, the nineteenth century Libersals,

the modern communists, and the promised Kingship of Xt through Cathollie
Action and missiology. The "class consciousness” advocated by the com-
munists is perhaps the clearest expression of the transition from

reflex thought to reflex history.

Second from the distinction of philosophic and sclentificm, deductilve
and Inductive thought, we may dis tingulsh two levels of thought in
each of the three perlods. Thus: &M.c
Wele Homas” ot I N T atian Sallaita| T g 4
1) Spontaneous thought and history. Soet e
Deductive field: popular relipgion and morality.
) Inductive field: agriculture, mechanical arts
economic end political structures
fine arts, humanism
discovery of philosophy and scilence

2) Reflex thought but spontaneous history
Deductive fleld: religion and morality on philosophic basis
Inductive fileld: applied sclence, international law (ius gentium)
enlightenment
theories of history

3) Reflex thought and history. /mined
Deductive field: the"general line" of history philosorhically deter-
' (cf Stalin's general line)
Inductive field: edificatlon of world state

Third, to this table we may add certadn general norms.
1) TProgress is from the spontaneous social unit of tribe or race to
the reflex social unit of the state.

' 2) The development of humanistic culture presupposes large-scale
agriculture, its universslisation presup:;0ses applied science: priority
of the economic as a condition. '

3) The tendency of progress 1is to remove man from his deFendence upon
nature to derendence upon the social structure, 7l FTRIS Tl [ Ko bigo
w 'i) The greater the progress, the greater the differentiation of occupa-
PW;JJLr ion, the more complex the soclal structire and the wider 1ts extent:
o for man progresses by intellect's domination over ma ter; H?p this
domination is that of the universal over the many, k& spialelon e
5) Man must not permit himself to be led by the nose by this progress:
.. the result would be wonderfully intelliglble but not human. Man heas
b an intellect, but he is not an intellect. Virtue is 1n the mean, even
the virtue of projiress.
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6. Decline.

a) The nature of decline.

b) The goal of decline.

¢c) The three forms of decline
d) Minor decline

e) Major decline

f£) Bompound decline

a) We defined the ddeal line as the constant and complete observance
of the natural law. Decline 1s the devistion from the ideal line that
is consequent to non-observance.,
It is to be noted that we deal not with a new line but with a
deviation from the line alreudy estsblished. Though In this outline
we merely indicate the abstrsct form of decline, it is not to be inferred
that we have left over a problem of relating decline wlth the ideal
line but only of making the theory of decline more full and detalled.

b) The gozl of decline 1s contained in its prireiple, sin. Sin is the
repudistion of reason in a particul:r act, Decline 1s the social rule
of sin, its gradual domination of the diamlectic and the minds of men
dependent upon this dialectic because of theilr solidarity. Thus tle
goel of decline 1s the unchaining of the animal with intellect, so
far from being master, that it is the slave of Instinct and passion.

Plainly this trlumph of the beast differs in the three periods:
the degenerate savage, Nero, and the New Paganism of Germany differ
vastly; but they wonld seem triumphs of the beast on different levels
of history.

¢) The three forms of decline, minor and ma jor and compound are
distinguished as follows.

Minor is the effect of sin in the inductive field of thought.

Ma jor is the effect of sin in the deductive field of thought.

Compound is the combinstion and Interaction of both together.

d) Practical progress or social Improvement proceeds by the laws of
indctive thought: its theses indeed are not simply false, else they
could hardly begin to function; but they are incomplete, as classlcal
education 1s incomplete and so finds an antithesis in the modern side.

Now the new syntheses of progressive understanding have three
disadvantages:

) it is not clear that they offer the better, for conrncrete lssues

are complex '

p) 1t is certain they thresten the liusuldatlon of what 1s tried and
established, and so they meet with the inevitable bias and opposition
of the vested Interests

8) in most cases they contain an element of risk and demand the splrit
that contemms the sheltered life - insured from tip to toe - and so
meet wilth the condemmation of all whose wisdom is more lack of courage
than penetration of intellect.

Thus the mere fact of progress produces sociul tension, and every
l1ittle boy or glrl is born liberal or conservitive. But minor decline
begins with sin.

Radix omnium malorum cupiditas.

Self-interest 1s never enlightened because 1t 1s never objective:
1t sees the universe with the "ego" at the centre, but the "ego" of
the individual or the class or the nstion 1s not the centre.

This bias of practical thought transforms the distinction of those
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who govern and those who are governed Inbb a distinction between the
privdleged and the depressed. The latter distinction in tinme becomes

anx abyss: 1ts mechanism would seem as follows. Insernsibly the privédlepgdd
find the solution to the antitheses of thelr own well-being &and pro-
gress. Too easlily they pronounce non-existent or insocluble the anti-
theses thuet militite against the well-belng of the depressed.

Thus it is that with the course of time, the privdleged enjoy a
rapld but narrowly extended expinsion of rrogress, and meanwhile the
depressed are not merely left behind but more or less depraded by the
set of pallilatives invented and applied to prevent thelr envy bursting
into the flame of anger and revolution. The total result 1s an objective
disorder: both the progress of the few and the hackwardness of the
many are dlstorted; the former by its unnatural exclusiveness, the latler
by the senseless pelliatives. And this distortion is not merely some
abstrezct grievance waiting on mere good willl and polite words to he
set right: 1t is the concrete and elmost irradic: ble form of achievenmnts
institutions, hablts, customs, mentalities, characters.

So much for minor decline. :

e) Major decline.

The essence of ma jor decline 1s sin on principle. When men sin
azainst their consciences, their sins are exceptions to a rule that
is recognised and real. When they deform their consciences, sin from
being the exception to the law becomes the law itself. This erection
of sin into a law of actlon 1s the essence of major decline.

There sare three elements in the deformation of the conscience.

First, there 1s the tendency to self-justification. The consclous-
ness of man seeks the harmony of unity and consistency: by hls s&actlions
man is sinful; therefore he will either reform his actlons by dolng
penance or he will reform his conscience by denying sin to be sin.
cf Isalas 5 20ff.

Second there 1s the objectlive foundatlon that gives this lie in
the soul its colour of truth. Men sin, and the effscts of their sins
are concrete and real and objective, They set a dilemma to the Just
man: for if acknowledge the falt accompli he,cooperates with injustice;
end 1f, refuses to acknowledge it, then he liles in an imaginary world
and cdnnot cope with the real one. But to the unjust such situatlons
are but proof fhat justice is injustice, that good is evil und evil
good, t:at right is wrong and wrong right.

Third as a combination and generalisation of the preceding two:
there 1s the discrediting of deductive knowledge. Socrates can demon-
strate to his heart's content: it is obvious he is wrong and that's
all aboutx it (cf Gorgias). Or in the reriod of reflex thought, philo-
ﬂEth turns from the contemplestion of truth to the problem, Why are
all the philosophers wrong?

Thus the major decline is the gradual procession from sins to sins
on princirle and from sins on principle to the dethronement of reason
and the emancipaticn of the beast. c¢f Nabuchodonosor, Apocalypse.

But Major decline may be viewed from another stand-point: that of
the understsnding. The ylelding of deductive thought 1s marked by an
invasion of understending into the deductive field., The inertla of
& culture mzkes for the preservation of all the good that can be saved
at each stage of the wrecking process. Thus we have a serles of lower
syntheses. In the spontaneous period this 1s expressed by the gradual
corruvtion of the gods. In the reflex period we have: Christ.ndom,
protestentism, ratlionalism, liberslism, natiralism, communism, natioralisn
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The ms jor accelerates the minor. It depréves scilence and practical
thoupht of the guidance of the first principles of religion and morality.
0f itself the minor tends to disorder; coupled with the ms jor 1lts goal
is an unintellipible chaos. For sin 1s unintelligible: action guided by
sin results in the unintelligible - no mere antithesls to be essily
swallowed by some higher synthesis but an indigestible morsel refractory
to all intellect that can be solved only by llguidation. _

On the other hand the minor accelerates the ma jor, inasmuch as it
supplies the real mechanism for the imposition of the successive lower
syntheses. The tension between liberal and conservatiom, the opposition
between privileged and depressed, take on a philosophic significance
when the disputes engendered by the major decline are made the sponsors of
Raxr slogans for rival cupidities and hutreds. The goddess, Reason, 1s
enthroned amidst blasphemy and bloodshed. Liberalism gains the fascination
of a snake by its polite contempt for rellgion. The proletariat attains
consciousness by militant atheism.

Nor are we to overlook, in the combinstion of major and minor
decline, a third element that is prior to both: progress. The French
revolution rid the world of feudalXsm survivals. The zm llberal revolution
was founded upon an amazing Industrial advance. Communism not only
exadttes rabid nationalism but does so because 1t would transcend the
tribes. :

'S
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7. Renaissance.

a) The essentiml character of renalssance.
b) Characteristics of rensissance.
¢) Conseguences of renaissance.

a) The essential character of renalssance.

Progress 1s the thesis of nature; decline the antithesis of =sin;
the higher synthesis of these two necessarily lies bayond the conflines
of this world and the intellect of man. It is not the mind of man that
can mske issue with the unintelligibility of sin and the distortion
and dethronement of the mind itself.

Hence the esaentisl character of renalssance 1s that it presupposes
a transcendence of humenity, the emergence of a "new" order.

¢f truth and error in Trotskyist "continuel revolution."

b) Characteristics of renaissance.

What trenscends man 1s to man, &as man 1ls to the beast, the beasi to
the plant, the plant to the non-adaptive element.

From this follow the four XRaxf charascteristics of renaissance, the
basic principles of a "higher criticism" to repluce tle Hegellan.

First, the new order transcends man: therefore it would be to man
mystery; it would be to his understandi ing as his understanding is to
the brute; ta epekelna.

Second, the new order would be knowable: men krows being and outside
being there is nothing. But becaunse of the lack of understandih g, this
knowledge would be as the scientist's of empirical law. wd oreplle, &6 —

Third, man could not reise hims~1f into the new order: nothing can
transcend itself.

Fourth, in the new order, man's nature would not be negated but
included in & higher synthesis. Thils, on analogy: man transcends but
does not necste the orders beneath him; as & mass of matter, he 1is
subject to the laws of mechandcs; as living, he 18 subject to the laws
of cellular development and decay; a&s sentient, he -has the perceptions
and spretites of the brute.

Hence, in the new order we would st1ll have life under soclal
conditions to an individualist end; the acceptance of the new order
and life 1h it would be rational, and so be rationally acceptable
(mirecles) and humanly livable (authority)

¢) Conseqguences of renalssance.

We have envissged the new order as the hlrher synthesis of progress
and decline. Hence 1t will restore progress and offset decline.

To offset decline, the new order must attack ma jor decline at its
boot: ageinst self-justification it will set renance, against the
objective unintelligibility and chaes it will set Jjustice-transcending
charity, against the discrediting of reason 1t will set faith. Again,
against minor decline the new order must introduce what wlll compensate
for the unbalance and blias of egoism: agalinst cupidity, poverty of spirit;
agalnst revolution, obedience; against the beast, chastity.

To restore progress the new order must restore ordered freedom:
the order which holds the balance between the fields of reason und
understanding, philosophy and science; the freedom that is the auto-
liberauzione of the self-renouncing will; the ordered freedom in which
all individuals find their own place of thems.:lves, und all conspire
for that infinitely nuanced "better" that is the goal of grogress, but
can be known only by the work of all intellivences each ts own
field, that can be attained only by individuals bearing the risks that
each advance involves. etc ete
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8. The Multiple Dialectic

8) Single und multiple dlalectic

b) Single dialectic without grace

¢) Single diaslectic with grace

d) Multiple dialectic wikk:gruas without srace
e) Multiple dislectic with grace

f) Meaning of History

a) Single &«nd multiple dislectic
The single dilulectic is, as we have seen, the succession of situation,
thought, action, new hhamghtjrnewnmetion situation, new thought, ete.,
within the social unit. : '
The multinrle dialectic is the synthetic unity of the agrregate of
single dialectics: it 1s this agpgregate in their solidarity and differ-
ences, thelr transferences and resactions.

b) Single diulectic without grace.

Progress mExmxkwr&a 1s of nature. Decline is the cumulétive effect of
sin. Hence it follows that the course of the history of the social unit,
uninfluenced by grace, 1s an initial progress that gradually is sub-
merged in the mounting flood of sin. Further, this curve - first ascend-
ing, then descending - 1s accentuated by the priority of the economic
over the cultural: to labour for economic improvement is easy; to
sacrifice for the ilmpalpable benefits of culture is difficult. Thus
the course of the history of the soclal unit in the case we ure consider-
ing is: first, ecpnomic development; second, a certuin measure of
cultural advence; third, the animulisation of men on the higher level
of his achlevement. c¢f. Spengler's theory

¢) Single dislectic with grace.

The "new order" eliminates the possibility of major decline within
its own frontiers.

In the meisure in which the evangelical counsels are embraced by
an elite and thelir spirit observed by all, the "new order" excludes
the possibility of minor decline.

But adherence to the new order is a matter of free individual cholce:
hence the insertion of grace into the dislectic tends in the long run
to disrupt the soclal unit. I have come on earth to bring not peace but
the sword. In a word, the "vessels of wrath" will find in the constraints
of the new order not the guarantee of the stability of their initisl
progress but a hindrance to 1ts expansion; they ®% will find in the
disproportion between the profession and the prectice of the counsels
an occasion Bor rebelllon and so open the door to major decline; and
in ma jor decline, the successive lower syntheses will be all the more
violently asserted and vigorously brousht into execution because of the
presence of opposition.

The disruption that follows from grace must be distinguished from
the atbmization, the Zersplitterung, that follows from decline. Grace
divides soclety into two opposing camps in vital conflict: it 1s the
Socratic gad-fly. Decline reduces man to the snimal level, the stug-
nation of tie slugsish dislectic. All the anti-Cathollic syntheses and
"mysticisms" of the modern world have m¥l their sigmificance and =%
their force 1n their anti-Catholicism ultimuately.

cf Donoso Cortes: Blood must flow: the only question 1s whether it
flow in love of hatred.
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d) Multiple dialectic without grace.

The transition from the single dialectics to the multiple may best
be made by condidering transference and reaction. '

Transference 1s the Importation by a soclal unit of the achievaments
or the miseries of another. LY K“x Qg le T )

It i1s snatlal when the units are contemporary; it is temporal
when one unit ® Inherits from enother now in decay.

Reaction commonly denotes opposition to progress or decline within
the soclzl unit: here we use it to denote opposition to importation.
We distinguish healthy and unhealthy reaction: healthy is opposition
to the importation of forelgn decadence; unhealthy 1s oprosition to
the importation of foreign progress.

The synthetlc unity of the multiple dialectic without grace is:

Transference with healthy revctlion results In the continulty of
human progress despite the faet that esch prorressive social unit
in turn succumbs to decline.

Transference xithxmmhaalrhyxxsxeckism without healthy reaction
universalises decline: it makes the backwurd reople "bruler l'eta;e"
in the downward curse of decline. Russia under the Soviets ex;lates
the sins of the West. Native tribes learn the sins without emulating
the achlevements of the modern world. [Wars, concuest, white man's burde

e) Multiple dialectic with grace.

First consider the single diulectics with grace. These will be
either in the initial stage of progress or the later stage of dis-
rucztion. In the former case, the different social units will be
united in a super-state, Christendom, and will act as one, more or
less, against whut 1s alien to them, Cruscdes. Again, us long as -
ma jor decline 1s avoided, then no matter what the minor decline in
any unit, there will remaln the seeds of renaissance, of a second
spring: the vitulity of the West, rising out of the ruins of the
Roman Emplire and desplte continual lapses Into minor decline stezdily
advancing to achievement hitherto unattelred.

If on the other hand, the social units are tending to disruption
we would seem threatened with the persecutions and wurs of the
Apoculypse. :

Finally, the relations between the dielectics with grace and those
without form the subject-matter of missiology.

f) Meaning of History. '

he meaning of history is the relation of its three elements,
rrogress, sin and grace, to the First Cause and Last End.

Progress expre:ses the goodness of God, to whom all glory from
'all the zmkdam multitudinous golden heerts in the world.

Sin 1s the wickedness of man, and decline "that no flesh should
glory in his sight." '

Grace 1s the higher synthesis of both in God's transcendence: on
earth it is the cross, for Xt lived only till he was blg enough to
be erucified, and the rest of history is but a dilution of that
expression of the velue of man; but in heaven it is an exceeding
wdight of glory, when amazed and awed by the Infinite we excdaim
in the one instant of eternity the one word, Holy, Holy, Holy!
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