Aiffers froa its jarticular individustions, men. Hot indeed Lhwt it is a

.80 mueh then for the parallel, whicli lies iIn the method of treutuent. W.ere

illustrate occasionally the exposition of the form of hisf@l{ by anticiyatin‘

“podnts from the exposition of the content, and sugrest thet to t

. +Tirst part both before and after. the second thOth painfully tedieus,‘
minht be helpful.

A
\

4. Definmition, liate 1al and lorual Objiects.

A fheory of Histowvy.

#

! A theory of history is sn explansbory account of those geluﬁal forus
of the wovzsent of hwwn history witiiin oldeh wertloular events tuke pl&qe. '
It is concesmed tien not withh the acturs of the stavse of tlme or how
Ltiwy play bhir parts bot with thwt larger would of time tiwt sets the stage
and ¢r1ls the tine. wore speclfically 1s it concerned with the shifting
of tiie sture and the chance of tune, with the luws tlwt povern the Rmem
dirsction and content of hiuLinc aovement tiwonol the past, in the prescnt,
and into tue T turve. .
Thus, theory of history differs Ffrow history as the un.versal, wman,

)

study of "tiie universel ass sueh, tie pore abstruction: its interest im, so
to ¢ eak, the historic ur.versal, huwmwsn nature considered nelther abstractly
nor concretely, not « art from its individuations nor yet in ils individuatioe §
bt in the laws of its explunaion through X successive ronerabions of new
individualions.
fhere 1is another differince hetween thcory of history and history.

History is an empirical sclence end yrocneas to theory, if ot all, only from
tiw focts. Theory »f history, on th: other hand, is an & yriori construction-
it deduces the forns of historical movement from the inh.rent lsws of

hunen noture; and it is an explsna ory accownt of thsse luws in Lheir
origin, their 0lflciacy LhOLr combirations, their ellects.

§2. Procedure. _

A theory of h'sitory 1is necessarily & structure of many nieces: to
orientate the reader from the sgtart we offer an analogy of the procedure
we shall follow in selecting our pleces and working them into an unity. Tk

To understand the firing of a long-range gun, one would first distin- -
giilsh the explanation of the inlbiu] and final exylosions from the trajectory
that joins themn.

To understand the tra jectory, Luere would first be called into consLder
atimn Hewton's first law of wotion, to the effect that a kmidy muss continues
to move in & st;aihut line with a constant velocity as long as other forces
do n»t come into pl ay

'he next step in the QHQPESLIFULN' of tle tragectory would be to
tale into mccount t'e law of gravity; this glves the first aplloximation
of the trajectory and hends lewton's SLI&ith line into a rarabhola.

The tliird step would be ihe wmore difficult caleculation in wiich
air resistence, wind, the m ve-ent of the earth are talen into account.

Of juite different character, on the otler hand, is the explanstion of
the ezplosions, a mebhbar of undersianding the expe hsive nabare of wgas and
its wtilis-uion to ,rOPel the projectile and ultiw Loly disintegrete it.

Up to a ce tain polnt, this enslo vy holds with repard to the theory of
history. For we distinenisih: the form from the cont~nt of historical move:ienb.
de arrive &t an urdorst: ndirg of the form by laying down a ysnerel lew und
thwen corsucting it in successive - 1r0411utions. llavi g Jdetermined form, .
we t.rn to contunt wliieh is derived from other us :ects of huuen nature.

the parallel brsaks down is thut, while ex losion and tra jectory are two
diffarent thiﬁgsx with the understuend ing of one in no way dependent upon the’
unde,bnav;;;g of tle obtler, the form and the content 8f history are in
sality one same thing, &mmmnde endmmis and have s it vere to be underatood‘
siulltaneouslv to be und rstood at all. To revert to the example of the gun,
we would have w morc dcculnte nalogy of our problem if the gun wers loaded

ith & blank and the juoe. tion were to determine the jath of tlie exploding - %
fas. : ~ . ' -k

~ To offset th.s dilfficulty of the com;lexity of the wabter, all that can ,§
dore is to suprly the roader iuwedlately with a synopsis of LLh argument, g

read




§3. Scheme of Expnsition.

L et ot e

A, The Foram of Historical lMovement. : ' o - :ﬂ
a) The Genersal Law, Le Hatuwral Diulectic. E
b) The ¥irst Correetfion, t'e Dlalectic of Sin. = :

c) The Second Correction, the Supeinolbural Diulectic.

B. The Content of Historicul HHoveient.

a) The Sirmificance of Hu.an History.
b) Ancient History,
1) Hatoral bislectic, Achlevenent of Near Bust.
2) Dislectic of Sin, Paganisnm.
3) Supernatural Diulectic, Israal.
c) Modern History. :
1) Hutural Diclectic, Achleverent of Science.
2) Diuslectic of Sin, Protestantism, Libnrallsm, Communisme
3) Supernutural Diunlectic, Catholiec Action.

§4. [4, a)] The Natural Dialectic.

The general luw of tlie form of historical m.veument, the first and L
most reuote aporoxlivition, 1s that thls form mmnnaspnmdamhn 1s determined
by the lzws :jovern .ng the development of hunan thought.

To estublish t° is law ve huve to show, first that huuan uction is
governad by thought, second th:at this thonght tends to be uniform among
conte?ioraries, third whut i1s the luw of the hlstorlcal development of
thought.

First, then, action is governed by thought. This is manifest in so far H
as it m cns that & man cannot do what as a matter Bf foct he cannot think. %
of doing; thus, an Eskimo cannot think of watering his camel because he
lius not one, nor of living on dates because date-palms do not‘grow in his -
part of tie vorld.and he is unaware of their exlstence in otiwer parts.
However, 1t 1s our intention in assertinhg thet action is 5overned by ;
thought to lay dovm a prineiple not of absolute but of apploxiuate truth
It 1s absolutely true thwut w man cannolt do whot he cannot think of doing;’
1t 1s only anproxim.tely true tivt tiwre 1s always something a man lmows .
" he ought to be doing ard tht man slways does whet he ouskt to doj yet -
that approxire te troth is the xamxi Cirst general law of history. It draws
tir-ough tilse an ldeusl Xama line, like Fewton's constant velocity in a
strel gqb line; it has Lo e co:rected by a law of sravitution, but the -
necessity of stch cosr echtion doas not invelidute the utl lity e8 a first
a;proexiantion., On tha other hand, the Tirst part of our assertion, tuere
1s alwuys someti:ing a man lmows hw oaght to be doing, i1s aliwost uce :rately.
true. There aro ;e 110{Lf1 s of tie consclience bit hhe general oblijutions
of 1life are'pluin ard tley talie up all our tiuke. A man lms to earn his
living and the way e onght to do that is the best way he can; he has
Gosestic and clviec ard notio- al and- religious obligations, and these 1mpose‘
tivusselves; wiid suclhi on the wlhole is the "hole of human 1life.

Our secozd point wes the tendency of human thought to be uniform among
cont-mporaries. The proof of this is as follows. Men necessarily think in, .
tl:e same way if they have the same data before them in the same setting: .
for the act of understending 1s determined by the phuntasm; and the phantasm” P
is determined by external ex:erience. This is an abselute truth and it 3
"yields an uniformity of thonnht not among all contampordries bat only among i
tiose iliose exporience CUi”CidGS, among peop:le of tre same calling &nd
tie seme district. fhus, the tendency to uniformity has to come from another
factor, and ti:ls 1g the nata,al spread of ideas. An idea 1is never personal
property: it will spoutuneously ‘roparate if its economic wdvantage ls
manifest; 1t will Le deliber: tely propageted if it 1s to the aQVantu.e of .
rarents or the state or reli;: ion, and if it is not propabated then the ;;T ]
theovrist © histo-y cun dlsregsrd it. ’

Our Lhird point was. tlie 1aw of tiwe develop;ent of humnn Lhoubht ar
. here we huve azaln Lo luy down a nneral law aﬂd theﬂ Ltve a correct on.
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)] Neiowval Liclectic. , : &
The generul law is thub the intelloct proceeds Trom Lhe more general to the -
ore paciicolar, Undecstanily g 25 at Pivut of S nessl princeiples and

reneral applications, Lthen of less general principles and wore detalled .
applic-~ticns, till firally the discrivinutions and Giscrimaont of Inlellect
e.ua Xy iz complexlity ci' » nmss of concrete detell. A younyg man wishing | .5
to be an engineer hus to be;in with reonetry and alyebra wind Lle calculus;
lius to polbter in lalworulories and hear lectinres E¥ar on atoms and droaw
pictures o' Lilted tebrohedrons as seen from different plunes; only when .
he has been sr anded in endless geraral prirecicles, will he Dbe pronounced |3
fit to erect LimxmaxzhntmixzxZ an hobel or lay a drain. Richtly, because to "o
understand the revticolar,men must Lirst understand the cenerul, :
How 1t 1s cusy to see the corvection noeded to mgke this general law :
of the fnderstunding an Listoricel lew of the understanding. When the .
prospective young en ineer is leseniy: fuclors =nd cuadratic eguutions und
tint tiere Is a losaritiva to the 8guui-e root of wminusg one, lhwe 1s inclined .
to ask niw-elf whet £lus Las to ¢o with holels and drains and xraapiazz
the Jesiyn of a faster ueporlune. Let us trensrose thils Inclination frum oL
tie tedlius of study to tie difficulty of discove-y; think of a Greek who
no myth; could =

heurd of Itakus and wishwed to bn.ld on weroplane t. at wes
he have thousht of tiie necessity of first xEndyixg dlscovering higher
mather.tics and advanced physics?

It 1s true then Llmt the understend ing proceeds from the general to
the yerticulir; but it is zlso true that the wderstesndicg does not arrive”’
&t once at tie 1igit wmost genural concertlons from which amamdenshending
a8 complete wnderstunding of . the jurticular is posslble. Whut liagpens is
first the discov ry of a gareral idea of little geverality whicl: works
itself out in & plications as fur as it will go. e limitutlons of tiils
first ides beco.we .iav ifes!t in.practice and load to the discovery of a Loy
comp lem:nbury op;rosed privelple, an ertithesls, which in turn is applied
and extended; [finally from tls simultsneous limitations of both idees R S
tie Irtellect is led to discover a high-r synthesis. Hence, some deflinitions.i;

A rilical is in fuvour of tle antilt etical idesa, S I

A conservative is afraild of the new higher synthesis. - ' .. '+ © "7,

A liberal wislhes the new hizier synthesis, P Sl e e

A compromise is an sgrsement to lat tliesis and entitl:iesis both stand;’
it 1s imposed by the Imck-of the Lisier synthesils. o e

o
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Wg turn to outlinirg tlie netiral dialectic. . ' »

The dezlta of expeiignce deteormine thonght; thouglt, in this first PR
approxin tion, detainlnes action; action creutes the custous and institutionsﬁ
and o'.jecbive social formms that constit.te the deta of experlience, the : ' il
routine of life. , e

If no new thoaght eueries in this cirele, there is no history; for
history is the history »f chansze, ' '

If new thought ewmsrpes, then it is some genzrul idea thint gradually
ddscovers and a:plies its laplicutions. This is the simple movement from _
this generul idea to tive surticular ascts of mderstending dependent upon it.
We term it an expinsion. S Lo

The expunsion wirksg some trunsforautisn of the data tlroagh huwan action,
rakes more or less evident the insuflicienty of its basic idea, sugpests i
a comylementury untitiiaticul idea. "his antithesis has its expansion, B
reveals 1iis Insurfic.ency, snd so to synthesis. But synthesis will not 0
liasediately be of sufficlont perncrality, and so we have the process rajeated,
till the rlshb wost ceneral idecs are discovered and their expansion = -
crzates anoblier "wonder of the world."

Naturally enouch it is in th: rield of mzierial developuent thut
inslunces aie to be found of the workinss of the natwal dialectic. NExkxx

e
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In building pyremids uand raleces, men do wlhwt they ought to; and so the . oA
- Lfirst luw of history 1a not an approxim:tion but alumost absadlutely true, i
The first law gives usg  the achievement of modrrn science; but we have now 'f
to consider & second law that exyluins why this schievement tixeatens to ,
be a grester pscil then a boon, . : S g
il
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§5. [A, b)] The Diulectic of Sin.

Sin 1s not doing what you know you owght to do.!ﬂunvu?aictates to
action a couese of life. Sin is action outside thils ideul course.

This actlion, just as much as sction dictuted by thouplit, hus its :

corcrpte cifects in tiw external world und cmkes 1ts contrihution to that
Eransfbr.ution of the d: tae of ex;esrience whicl: are the determinents of
gubscque -t thought.

Wt the diskaéctic of sin is, 1s at once u psrent. For as sin is wrong - °
actlimn, so it is a wvrong trunsfor.ution of tle duta of exrerience., And wuen i
tie duta are wrong, the act of understandi- g that will a:iae from tlLe
data will ulso necessarily be wrong.

Sin is a4 surd in the historical process. The riglt course of action
is the wnierstandlng of tle hwuanly unadulterated data. Sin, tliough it adaits |
sorme explunation in hwaun passion and fruilty, is strilctly an unintelllgible.‘ﬁ
for it is coing aguinst the understunding, contradicting the intelligible; N
uré wiet cont.adicts tie intellizivle is the unintellisible. Hence sin '

and its comseguents linve to be treuted as surds in the data of experience;
to tuke them into account is to atteawpt tihe imyossible, it is to attempt
to understund the unintelligidble. '

But though it is to attempt tlie 1w, ossible, it does not follow that LT
tile atteapt ¢ill not be mude or thet 1t will 1ack all colour &nd pluusibilityu
On the contrary, it is the truth tiwt lacks pluusibility in the face of
thie uccuwnmlated conse vents of sin., It is the 4ins of men Llat create
tiie divorce between tis ory and practice. What ought to be done is evident. .
Bat 1=t us cuall it thaorv. Men act so differently. They lie and rob and °
even murder, They are hau*ltily indignant if accused., Bubt sust one not
adopt thelir habits, i one is to sicceed oneself? Be honest, but he realistic
Be careful, but do not pass up the wain chiance. Socrates tnach;ng justice ?
to hthens was an idle taller who lad to be pnut sut of the way; his insistence *
that pain was con atible with hmpmimesm human happiness was but an arbitrary ;E
paradox to Arlstotle. The fuct of sin by itself crcates moral indifference -
in private life;mndxRzaipmiikik it imposes Realpolitik in international
rel: tions; imnav1dum ferient ruinase was not said of the stute.

e s.ontancons and immedicte effect of nccwml- ted sin in the data of
ex-ernlience 1s a distrust of tle pure reason and abstrect rinciples of
conduct. This distrust is st once ressonable and unreasonabbe: gecundwn guid

it 1s rea-onable, f:» theke iy an objective foundation for ity simpliciter .
it 1s unr:uasorable for thrt ohlectlive foundation 1is i1llusory, the consequent
of 8in, & surd to intellect, and so not to be taken into acoount in the o
proi:er cperations of intellect. But the diulectic of sin consists not merely,f
in this spontuaneous und imiediste effect; it 1s also tle systematic corruption;
of tihie whole natural dialectic. For as the conse-uents of sin mingle 1nextr1’?
cably witi: the corseguents of right action in the data of experlence, so:
-Lhese duta sapgrmest to und-acriﬂinsfdnb intellects principles which are
false -t accerted. Such rereral iieas have thelr expassions and eall forth'. :
s0va violent pntltubses; coaprouises succeed and then syntheses in whicli the !
whole of huwan 1ife is placed upon a loer level. In modernism for the
refined and communism for the downripht our age seems to Lave arrived at
the lo.est of conceivable levels: the modernist makes of his intellect & .
toy to live according to his sentimental convictions; the communist denies'
all excc:t the body unu by comhining violence with astuteness seeks to
«ake the world conform to hau A Leriul stic corcention of h;story. '
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" To contrast the nutirral dialectic with its corruption in the d;alectic
of sin, we muy say that tiwe nolural dinlectlc is a series of ascending
gen:ral principles each followed by expansion, anfiithesis, and a soluble
problem, while tl:e corru;ted diulectic is & serios of descending general
rrin:irles each followed by an evil expansion, a violent antitiesis, a
roully insoluble problem which none the less will. eppear to bé solved by :

the no;jution of some trath and the conse;nent i‘troduction of a still lower
synthesis., Co




§6. [4, ¢)] The Supernibta-ul Dialeciic.

Tiie swiern: Lural is eltlier tuotd modum or fuoud substintiam: the super-
nat-1-al is ”"uly guoud wodua 1 it - xnlf Lrorscends the actual poteutialitie:
of nubure; it l1s ngxd “substantiom if it invelves the introduction into the - L
historic ilux of God jrecigely. as He 1s In limself, transcendent and absoluteﬁ
mystery to tiwe huwan intellect not bhecu se of hniutalliwibility but because
of excess of intelliribility,

_ Thus, the superns tursl dialectic 1s the contrary to the diulectie of .
sin, finenbatbesrsah Both introdce what man cunvot understund: but sin intro-
duces whul cannot be unider .Jl,z-md from lack of Intelliginhility; tlhe supsrnatu-~
ral introduces what canmaet Le understood from excess of Intelligibility.

The law of the sop-rnuat ral diaslectlie follows from its very nature:
it trenscends the hu;un intecllect and so must he siuply conserved and not
submltted to tle play of thesis, untithesis and highwr synthesis wiilch huaan
intellect exerts upon 1lts proger obdect. :

But do g what onsht not he done is A huwan wealmess, so Lliat the
law of imautability thcn choracterises the susernaturusal is met by an
antithuosis in the dluWQcLic of sin., This antithesis 1g rationulism: the i
attempt of man to understind wimt transcends the huwan intellect, an atbeupt
which agoruvates t e evil and accelsates tle downward course of the dickéotic :
of sin. witliont revealed religion to exnlain, modernism would be evident
nonsense; witho.t it to ubtack, comsmunism wonld be stripped of 1lts most
virulent doctr:nee.

On ¢ie: otlier hand, though the supernatural dlulectlic 1s exclusiveix
6f all evolution of ikmxrxi doc trine, the very presence of its rationslist -
antithesis 1s the occasion for u development that lles in the express
ro jection of rationellst attucks and a consasgrent increuse in the precision
as well as an extension of the applications of the orisincl deposit. '

DU P S

To enter Into tiie ,ositive ag.ects of the snpﬂrnuturhl life lies outside
ti:e sco;e ¢f this in uiry; we hsve only to point ot a nspgative uspect,
nanely, that the sup . rnetural is the resbbration of naeture in face of the.
dlalactic of sin.

The dialectic of sin bepins in rationalisetion of sin, in the view
thwt sin is a fucet wl:ich has to he tulen into sccount, with 1ts corollary
that a sinsul e urse of action in this world of sin is tie only practical
e: urse of action. This tlhe sup=rnzbtural meets with a doctrire of tlie
confession of sin: it obli~es the sinner to admit he has done wrong, to
admlit thet sin 1s sin, 6 be rerented in the w8t and avoided in the futureL
this 1s to shiit tte 0;poslition from the objective to the subjective fleld, :
to eliminute the ob1ect ive untithosis of theory and pructice, and. substitute
for it the recognition of a contradicitéon within the sinner, the contra- e
diction between his co~qcipnce and his acts. It attacks the dialectic of :
sin at the root.

But tiie dialectic of sin is also thooretical error. And this the saper
ratiral meets with the dvetrice of Tsith., Sin leads to theoretical error -
bhecense uan would ancerst.nd what is un ntelligible. The doctrine of faith
sabstitutes resson Pmriundarxk und will for understanding. You cannot i
understund how an infinitely zood God conld have created ti:ls world of o
pain: rouson proves it and tie will quashes your sentilmental difflculties.
You canuot understend low Chr.st &ould be God snd crucified:; reason demon- o
strutes the historicul and philesorhic praeambulsa; the will orders & super=- .,
n.tasul act of falth bused wupon the ungnestlionable uutlhwrity of God. There :.:i
is no opposition bhebtwween rowson and failth: they wre temi-mntes. The whole e
op;osition lies between tie huw.un understunding and fuith: and tlmt T
opposition irreducibly must re.awin bescause the d;ia of ex..crience ure:
corru; ted witl: the unintullinibility of sin while thé ohjlect of falth 1s
God in iiis trunscen’ “ence, in the excess of Jw1ellu.ibility that is kem o
heyond the Irusp of hunsn understunding. wo

But men 1s not only reason; he 1s also possion and tihwut passion is .
inflomed beyond tlie restraint of reason in the vast cruelties of injustice
and opprorassion when a man, & class, & nrtion rises in Acliillean wrath to -
be revenzed. The 01d Testawent tempered passion to justice; the Hew t«aches* ’
charity. “Love your enesnses. Do food Lo them thut hut you. Y .

.
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Gilzlectic re rmsertlnn the nut oul “rogress of wan; a dialectic of sin

“gubord.nated.

. attaineent of individusl finnlities beca 'se nabuvrel laws follow the intel-

of un.v rsal laws.

a:

{¢8. [B, a)l Tz 51 nificwrce i fwwwn Hisbtory.

Ve heve estabilisiaxd Lireo alecents for u foram of history; they are .. .
not yet tiwe form ;or !uny Iwive to cowbhine in the content to reveal their
rotore. e “uVC _nov to sbudy ths content of history and at orice agproach
Lthe ite domin:dbing ,10' nt, th- simmilflicence of nlstory.

‘the thition is, then, the o -oning of these thiree elemwnts: & natural:

mreeding corruption; & suw e bural dialectic working sulvetion. vWe inguire
first the end of ..en, geccond the rubionale of tlie ddmlestdom exlstence of .
the dlalectics, third the reason why they are what they are. - - f.‘n'

IPirst, the end of man. Husan nature 1s an unlversal the intelligibility1
of all men is onae Intelligibility.

But tlie universal 1s Individaated by matter, and the one intelligibllit
ceases to be one thi-g to becomws the intellicibllity of mmny peartlculars.
Now wiren we say thet thie Irdividuatlon is by matter, we mean that the
iﬂ&lvinqu*»r does not tuke place hy thie additisn of an intellijgible
diffsrentia, & specirie difference; were thiat the case, the universal woul
ceaue and we should have & nusher of particulebs each to be. understood in ;
its own way. .aterial individuation 1s factual, empirical difference. | . |
Tha reas n why this aon is not thet =en is the svwe s thie'rsuson uvhy tlhiis’
solnt of spuce is not thwat polnt: not &n. intslliyible or s; »ciflic dif ference
but a mcve satber of fset that is kn-wm as the fact of mutter. :

Now when an universul is indleid wded by matter, the ficallty may and "
ror.ally does remain in the wnivorsal., any s.ecies [ aniwal is an universald®

Indlv.dwted by wetler: hot t-° firelity of any unimel 1is the finality = .05
of the specles &8s a wiole, hLiw 7ud of the soecies wii eli determines the.
n. turel laws of the s.acles, ard Rt Tood of men to whor the svecies is

Further tie fis llity mist remain in the universal, in the Syecxes as
a whole, uniéss tiere urises the polentlclity of inbelli ;ible dirference
in the =uterially individuated particulasrs. For finality “is an aspect of’
the intell nioilitr of & thing; and i1f the intelligibility is universal,,
so the fiiulity m-st be universul, . ;

Now in man there does arise this potpntiulity of intelligible difference.
Homo est in genere intellicibilium ut potentia. He has intelleéct and wills . =
the power of conceivﬂ and of realising intelligibilities. And because of -
tlits rotential Intelligible difrerence, the finality of wan-is not in ‘the
universal bul in the p.ltlculur with the potentirlity. R

et the finality ils imwodictely follows. It 'Is the realisation of o
the potzntial intslliczible difference. Man is individuated Dby matter that . -
e may trunscend mat ber by attaining intellipi le differentiation. He !
succeeds by thz intelliuyibil ty of his choices; lie falls by the unintel=-
1ipgibility of his choices. His goal in elther case lles beysnd our vision:
wef we may describe it as eltlir the transcendence of the linitations. of :
metter or & deeper intrusion into mutter and its constraipts."_ g

Secorid, why shiovld the diclectics exist? For it seems that. tlej should:‘
not. For the finality of .man is tiie finality of tie pzrifcular. Yet the
existence u; tis cinlectics is a greve lmpedlment to LttAin'hb tiie finality.
For .an attuing by tlhe ints 11¢-ih11¢tv of his clhwices; the intelligibllitles’
he jhas to cnooae are éeucrqined for him by the natural dilalectlc, wiille .
th:e dilmlactic of sin tends to malks the wilntellicible appear intrlli ;ible.
and vice versa; even tie siare maibnial dialectic only mitlgates ‘and does '
not elimix ‘te Lhis evil.

‘e answer is not diflicult.,ﬁl@:“ 1s this solidarity of ‘men in the 4

lizible unit. The actual intelligzible unit 1s the universul, sctual lews’
of nature ure tle:eforem un- voi-sal, The potential unit is the inﬁividual'“ i
in view of this potentiullity the individual enjoys rigi:ts as én individudl 7}
though e must opcrale under urjversal conditi 8 and wlthhn the limitationsf
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This may aprear un unsubisfuclory solubion. The end of the individual

in everytiving to him. .y then shold h~ be impeded in the attein-ent of :
his end uy othors who cliono not in bellisibly bot unincellipivly? why should
every nuan sin accwiulate in the obi:ctive fleld as un uuxutclliﬂible daturl,
to puzzle and mislead mmn, to tenmpt hlm and makm zlve him the excuseé that
doing wrong g some justiricotion? So put the difficulty reveals that it
is petitio brincipii, For were the individual man unlimited by matter &nd
under no ubllgutinns of' solidarity with all other men with regard to his.”
flrality, then he would not be a materiel particul:sr but would already be’
enJOJing the stutus of an intellisitle purticular. Matter is not perfect il .4

ndividrution: i1t reuliscs the fact of individuality without conferring thehﬁ
r-bL1s of intzlliizibla individuality. S

R Vi At

Third, thore 1s a forther question. For the very natare of the miEMEmh e~
nuva-al tlalqctic is &n eprurent Injustice. It 1s an anteczdent law of sin -
before wen actuully comnit sin., First bzcause the n: t .ral dlalectic itk
rosrezses from prlrel,l of 1o generality to jrinciples of higher Py
cernerulity, it is incvit¢ble that tue men of the progress are mostly O
Linocant. To lnow the lewer princiile without lzrouins the h¢5ucr is to lkave. : !
$0im2 d¢reciian, but an 1ﬂuda;u ta di: :cction; it is in @ way to be nisdirected
by persacsive hulf-truths. Second, this i»ﬂ\raﬂce heg its rcnercussions
u‘on Llie sowl »f men; it irnvolves & low ectivity of the hl nhmr faculties
with a conseynent over-actlvity of the lower faculties, with inte:est and-
degire’ centred in the £1-1d of sensea and becaise centred there necessarily
end a-toucticully eramzerated into coreu; iscence.

55111 tlis antecédent luw rather of occasicns of sin tran of sin 1tselr
is only an gpsarent Irjustice, It 1s scell becunse tlis ocensicus of sin,
it wi it seem, siio 1é n.t coie firom nabire. But it is only an apparent
injustice, for the one tiin: tlal wutiers to the indlvidual is lhils personal
acls; if Licse wra u,'°C'J'H17 ginful, he 1s darmed, but not otlerwise. -
Yer se occusitrs of sin nre no wore 1‘an a brmnasian for vietue,

lione the less, t ero is u rerl luw of '8in, of :hich thds lew of the
ccecasiors of sin 1Is ar luteqgral pert.

For tie rub 1l schewe of ' wnity fits into & sn ernctural scheme.
Accordivg Lo the sugcrnrboral schese, us we kiow by revelatlon, humenity:
was crested in tle stote of Scﬂctlivlp& sruce, beloved by God with en- 1nfini €
love thzt wo o ld o jroduce wen to the infinite poal of the Beatific Vision. ' iy
ihis mretoltous love to hileh corres onded the howablensms supernstural
lovablensss of grauce In thw soul of man, hrought with it praeternatural ! . -
i;iits of inlused oo ledie and freedowm Trom concufiscence, snd, as is  lain,
tiese praeto:ulbaral sgirfts vwoor d lave invsrted the order of uba netural .
dlulectic, muking 1t & direct ex,srsion with dedictiva sec irity Instead : '
of tim sntit etical exva sion by incuctive trisl end error. Farther,- both,
grace and its gilts terwirated in the unliversal, so that all noture was
superne bueally elevated a..d the viectorwy of hdam in his trisl would have .-
been tiie victory of 2ll men. But Adam, snd solidary with Adsm humanity,

8inned. Gruce was lost, love forfeited, and by & natu al consequence the -
rraeternuturul gifts »f inf -sed un:-erstunding and freedom from concuriscence
disayreared Now sin is ilwe abserce of what could and should he present'"“‘
actucl sin is the absence in the sinner of the contrary wct of good;will; . "',
origzinal sin is the abucnce in huwen neture of tle surernatusal grace BREEERONE S

thet huswn nat e In its solidaerity dmskh had gratuitously recsived and '
maliciously loat; finally the isnorance and rdoral difficulty that flow
from the nat ul diclectie, tihwt are vastly augmented by the sins of
individri ls in the co:rse of hictopy, constLtute a law of sin in tle sense
thet they proceed from sin bobh oriiginal and actual and 1ead to sin as !
dircet occaslons., )
The firut bostowal ol «r.ce upon humanity was an act of bounty;.its
second bestownl throoih Chksst 1s besides an act ol mercy. Cuirst the
belovsd Son, "in whom I am well pleas.-d," has grace in his own ri nht he
is loved by CGod with an Infinite love bfcause he is himself God coeternal
with the PFathier. The jrineijple of the redemption is that those ioved by o
Clarist are for Christ's suke loved by God with the
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of sanctilying ;race and tie Incw elling of the lioly oglr L. Thuougn the love i
born us by the Hu anity of Clurist we are rulsed to the saving love born us
by tie Divinity.

e econony of tie redeaptlon 1s Llw syosbes tlsation of the principle
of tho redew Limm In hvatory. In t-1ls econowmy we nuy distingnlsh dbmincensth
tle consititiution of btlwe rodewm tion snd its u;ylication.

e corstitation of Ll rodewrtion is the life snd teschiing end sacri- |
ficlal deutin of Chrdst: thils sscr:f'iclel death 1s ot once tlie one act df the .
universe that can be of itself pleasing to God in that order of infinite |
pleasure and love in wihiileh the supern:sturel moves; but hesices being an act”
witose finality is iIn God Himself as Infinite and Tr&hscencent the sacrificia
devth of Clhirist is also satisfuaction for the sins of men and mzxitmximux Conh
merits for the Sacred Huwsnity tle right to un’te to itself in its grace.
bef.re God otlhier men, children of wrath and soliflary with the sin of Adam..

The application of the redemptlion 1s the economy of the ilystical Body g
of Christ. bhoth . ‘and -

ran is horn solidury with adem, & sharer in Adam's sin, a victim of .
Ll lisitabions of the neot.aral dialrctic and the :erversisns of the dielectic
of sin. Yhe first po'nt In the economyxiizm of the Lirsticul Body is its
constitution; wan is solidury with Adam by carnal generation from Adam; L
he becoines solidurj with Cherlst by incluslon in the lystgcal Body through
the sucrament of Baptism, Thus Chiist is & new Adam, the first-born of many .
in & new sarles of tle unlversal, hunanlty; baptism 1s this regeneration, .
beins born acein of water and tLe Holy Ghost, into the new humenity which
1s Christ's and out of the old humanity vh;ch is tue solidurity of the . .
dexcendents of Adam.

The second point in tlie econowy of the lystiec:l Body is its ch:iracter.
This churacter is puttlng off the old man and putting on the new, not merely:
in the radical sct of werwration from Adsm and union with Clalist, but in 4
every act of life. It is conforming oneself to Christ, imitating "ehrist. &
It ig the transmaission theongh time of the figure of Christ to realise
the virtues of Christ in all the varieties of humun life and clrcuunstance.
It is passing the flaming toreh of divine lovebleness rosplendent in Chx*
as in its source into those nearer receptacles, the lives of holy men, -
that everywhere the world may he luminous with tle Light of the world .
and evervuhcle sinful man nmey experience the drawing powsr of Christ on
his cross throusgh the crucifiied lives f those who would soocner huave to
suffer thsn be ahle to Muve pleasure hecanse in suffering they come nearer
lovirg Christ as he ou;l:t to he loved.

Tke tidi#d point in the econonmy of tle Mystical Body is its orgunisat :
Ti.a uy;t-cdl Body of Chr.at is not an amorphous growth nor does it share thePw
blind sron. neJty tiwt narks bhe wnorernic, It is & btroe thoogh a spiritual i
socliety, ;¢Lh its hisruiehy of a3 sinbers ond functions, with its tecacliers an
sxetistrutes, ibs doetr ‘1es, its laws, ils sanctions, It is a reflex soclety
t e corscinus pieservatisn of the su arn. tursl de;osit of rfaulth against th
usurrstions of the nebo-al dielectic, logically and delibarutely seoking
consis1éncy in all thi-rs with its basic principles and supcrnatural founda
tion. And as a reflex society, tiie Mystical Body is the sttuinment in hunan
of whet the notural dinlectic should attein but fuils to attain.

The fourtlhh ..oint in the economy of the liysticel Body 1s 1its force. . To
prod ice a series of new Clrists, clildren of idam conformed to the Son of |

God, 1i: not the worlt of nuture bub of a supernstural power called actual*

grace. In the illwainctlons and inspira tions of the Holy Ghost lies the; "':

wisdom of te 8:ints and the bhalanced wudence of confessors, the strength;
of martyrs and th- p rity of virmins, Thus, the Holy Ghost who formed the:.”.
body of Cinist in the _omb of tlLe Blessed Vir;in, who attracts men into ths
Told of tie Church, who saides them along the “.avs of lholiness within the:' &
Chiarch, is by a just analoﬂy called the. snfomuhﬁn soul of the Mystical Body,
“notvcr &8 PCL of this atiributil n to the Holy bpirit lies iIn the ivfgllﬂbﬁ?

gusranteed the supreie doctrinal and moral dipection of the Church. .
The fifth point in the economy of the Ilystical Body is its finalityjh &
the ploxv of God, pleasing God in the infinite order of the supernatur_;"
and by giv ng God such pleasure meriting eternsl 1life’ where in. lcnowledgé s
&nd uni n W11b the Infinite the supernntaral reap e ‘4 :
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.o pleuse Hod inFinitely 1s n»t Llie work of mun, to please Hod sufernatuf#iim'
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is not in the power of nulure. 3ueli pleasu-e cowes from Christ &lone. But.
in =siving it wen ey perticlpste, ab ve ull, in tho smcrifice of tlie mass'
«iiich 8 the ropétition of tlhe saerifice of calvery, but c«lso in every act &
that 1s Jone in Chirist Jesus, in the aysticul Body of Clu-ist, hy an orgen. .
or wimber off that Doly. lence the innistence of St Paul in 1 Cor 13 upon

the vselessgnzgs of wlu.t is without cherity; hence nlso the nuture of merit
which is attuelhed not to an any humen cct but to acts with.n the lystical
Body. . : : : -

In conclusion, th» simificunce of humen history lirs in ull three
elem~snts ol its form, in the sujernsturel element rrinci; &lly wnd per se,
but £1so in-the n: turel elemsnt as giving the msaterial hesis and conditions
of the supermei.ril olomesnt, an in the cleuent of sin as in whut calls
forth from the mercy of (od tlie restorstion and salvetion of what had ¢
been elevuted end sone astray., , '

A more precigse formulntion of the simmilicance of hintory would
irvolve ¢ nsiisraticns of thie content of history. This we would defer
t1ll w: come to tr:ut of Cuatholic isction whi.ch is the 1ole of the super-
natural dlvlectic in the nstnral rroblems of huuan 1life. .




