SIXTH LECTURE

August 8, 1958

FALL AND REDEMPTION 
Now, at the end of this Course, we’ll give a brief resume of concepts expressed through prior lectures.
In our first lecture about existential anguish, we have emphasized the condition of present man as a being in anguish, claiming for the “only idea” in the midst of multiplicity of ideas, and rather claiming for salvation verities than for knowledge verities.
In our second lecture, we have tackled the problem about loneliness of man in social community, and we said the feeling of being alone can be filled not by any collective organization but by mystique, that is to say, by a higher love enabling man to establish an essential community with others.
In our third lecture, we have tackled the sex point at issue¸ and we emphasized, along with both reproductive and pleasant sex functions, a third evolutive function in which sex energy could be at the service of a conscious development in man.
Later we have tacked the theme of the “fall” and pointed out the critical existential alternative: gaining or losing our own condition of man, and in his ultimate case, falling over a sub-mankind plane.
In our fifth lecture, we tackled the theme of vital disorientation affecting many beings in contemporary society, and we said the present culture through its dehumanization crisis is not in the position of offering to man a North toward which he should lead his efforts.
Once we have examined these points as a whole, in this final lecture we wonder: “May this being disintegrated in anguish find that Ariadne’s string enabling him to get out the labyrinth of multiplicity ideas in which he stays?”; “May man separate from the body of mankind find the lost word enabling him to achieve true communication with other men?”; “And in the midst of a storm sweeping present culture values, can a man be saved and find that new stability point or that new compass by which he may reconstruct a new life?” In one word: “May the present man meet again himself?”
This question admits two categories we are able to qualify as immanence answers and transcendence answers.

Immanence answers (humanism).

In them, liberation is achieved by efforts of the man by his own means. Let us see some of these means posed as liberating:
a) Liberation by culture, by constant progress of man. We know well the progress has contributed to some happiness means but cannot free the man of his own bondage. During the last times, the idea about progress has lost prestige and does not have the magical value give in the past century. In this connection, Gurdjieff says:
“Problems posed to contemporary intelligence in multiple areas in which it is exerted – or sociology or nuclear physics, for example– are not problems about progress; some years ago, the idea about progress is dead in the West: problems deal with radical change, transmutation”.
b) Liberation by self-knowledge. Natural intelligence light, instead of leading outside in order to know the outer world, is leading within. But this does not impede to be natural light and therefore to have limited ranges. 
c) Liberation by psychoanalysis or other similar techniques. It can give release of energy retained in the subconscious, but it is very far to be a means for integral liberation of man and of real self-knowledge.
d) Liberation by anguish (existential thesis). It is a splendid conception by it remains just descriptive of what happens: that is to say, it deals with a rational understanding of a process whose determinism is affected by factors that cannot be reduced to terms of reason.

It assumes a jump from some sphere of existence to other under certain conditions preparing for such jump (which might take place or not). Such conditions produced on a lower sphere: nausea, failure or irony, determine a resonance at the higher correlative sphere in such a way that “a new beam from above” impacts the lower sphere a providing necessary energy for such jump.

This is a very interesting conception, an attempt of systematic rationalization, but one should be careful not to fall in an illusory mechanism working automatically. In his lessons about existentialism, Verneaux says as follows: 
“To lean against unrest and anguish in order to rise toward God is an “immanence method” in forerunners as Saint Augustine, Pascal, Blodell… but is it enough?: it assumes men of good will and really in quest”.

   As a rule, the anguished man stops in his anguish which per se lacks redeeming strength; or stops in nausea or in duty…
In short, immanence answers stumble against many troubles for explaining liberation of man by his own means though rationally they enjoy the favor of many people, particularly intellectual atheists. The following reasoning seems to be quite logical: “If man has fallen by weak will (sin), he is able to stand up by application of the same will toward good” (from a theological point of view, this assumes the elimination of the Christian Redemption). Linked to this thesis, Simone Weil says: “If I tried this liberation by my own energy, it would be like a cow that pulls from its hobble and falls kneeling”.
Transcendence answers
Self-transcendences. They recognize the existence of a transcendent divinity but assume any man, by himself, and not needing Church or any Master, is able to contact that divine transcendent source. It is the case of Huxley and mescaline, and generally speaking, of spiritualistic techniques that by holding a secret technique one may achieve the awakening of enlightenment. A technique, however perfect may be, is not sufficient as a means per se so as to achieve liberation and to this purpose one should remember the Chinese adage: “If right means are used by an improper man, right means work improperly”.
Answers based on human efforts and divine condescendence
Mystery of Redemption.  Any answer based on exclusive human efforts (doctrines about immanence and self-transcendence) as an exclusive right of man to contact God in a direct way, become insufficient for the achievement of the Divine and, at most, it prepares for a higher mystery. Though man may gather every condition, he is unable to determine by himself his union with God. Even Krishnamurti, a modern champion of the self-realization, usually concludes his talks as follows: “If you did all this, then perhaps you’ll do That”, leaving always a quantum or X to what theologically is called Redemption.
  As much in Christ as in Buddha, even admitting the value of human efforts, the Divine Grace ever remains intact and poured on the disciple at the timely moment and brings about the real transformation of human values into divine values.  
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