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1. Summary of K.A, Thesis submitted to the history
| department of A.U.B, 1951

The Reformation and the Crisis of Western Civilization: Three
Historico-Fhiloscphical Interiretations: Hegel, Marx, Tovnbee

by David C. Gordon

superviser: Dr., Charles
Miller

The purpose of this paper is to study the contributions that these
three historical philosophers have made to an understanding of the dynamic
relationship between the Reformation and the contemporary world. The
author does not claim that the sins or triumphs of the modern world are
all to be attributed to the Reformatioh, but he does believe that without
an understanding of the Reformation, the crisis of modern civilization can
neither be understood nor adequately faced. The author, similarly, does
not claim that Hegel, Marx, and Toynbee have said the last words of inter-
pretation on the Reformation; he does, however, believe that their inter-
pretations implicitly and explicitly together combine the esséntial’ﬁ&pects
of the Reformation, and that the interpretations of other historians can
be correlated with one or another of these three interpretations.

The crisis of the West may be divided into three aspects, the political,
which involves the crisis of the nation-state; the econcmic, which involves
the disintegration of capitalism; and the spiritual, which invelves the
collapse of a system of values and the sense of alienation and atomization
of conterporary man., This triple division is one basis for the selection
of Hegel, Varx, and Toynbee as the historical philosophers to be treated,

ich of these three thinkers emphasizes one of the three aspects as being
f fundamental importance. Hegel considered the nation-state as the cul-
fination of the historical process and struggles between nations to be the
Principle of historical change; Marx regarded the classless society as the
Culmination of history, and class-war as the prineciple of historical change;

and, Toynbee regards the responses of the individual, in the last analysis,
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as the most important key to social breakdown or salvation.

Hegel interpreted the Reformation as the dawn of the modern conception
of the State with its claims to absclute sovereignty, a conception which
was to find its embodiment in the Prussian state. This conception is,
from a logical point of view, a pernicious anachronism today, but it is
still a powerful force in world affairs. The Reformation, as any other
moverment, from the Hegelian point of view, could only be conceived as
progressive in the tight deterministic scheme that regarded history as
the march of God. The nineteenth century belief in progress, from the
perspective of the middle of the twentieth century, is considered to bs
untenable if not naive, by the new school of historical philosophers like
Speungler, Sorokin, and Toynbee. “hat Hegel heralded as the dawn of the
realization of the Kingdom of Heaven on earth, a number of contemporaries
see as the beginning of the disintegration of the West because of the
diverce of the kingdoms of the earth from the Kingdom of Heaven, as a
result of the Reflformation.

Marx interpreted the Reformation as a superstructural product of a
new mode of production that, acting upon its sturcture, gave an "enormous
impulse™ to this mode of production. The most important result of the
Reformation, from this point of view, was the transformation of Christian
values to make them more compatible with ca italism and, also, to make
them serve as psychological stimulants to capitalistic enterprise. The
dawn of the natiocn-state, as well as the Reformation, was, from the Marxist
point of view, an effect in fha last analysis of the economic revolution
that prédUced capitalism. According to Marx, capi$dlism was both more
ereative than anything that preceded it, and at the same time, because
of its contradictisns and inadequacies, bound to collapse. Much of Marx's

apocalyptie prognosis has been fulfilled in contemporary society, but too

muech has occurred that contradiets Marxist predictions to make his scheme,
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in its pure form, any longer tenable,

Toynbee would agree with Hegel that a major effect of the Reformation
was to contribute to the splitting up of Europe into a number of sovereign
states, but Toynbee would not agree that this was beneficial. Toynbee,
again, wculd'agree with Varx that the new mode of production that the
rermation did so much to release and encourage, created a restive urban
proletariat. 1In short, Toynbee regards Western civilization as split
horizontally intc states and vertically into social classes; the insights
of Farx and Hegel are, therefore, subsumed in Toynbee's interpretation of
the feformation. In Toynbee's scheme, however, the economic and poltical
fruifis are seen as consequences, not of dialictical necessity, but of the
spiritual and cultural failure of the creative mindrity of Western eivil-
ization to meet the challenges of parochialism, and, later, of industrialism
and demcecracy. As keys to salvation, from the Toynbeean point of view (the
peint of view the author of this paper supports), the monistic insights of
Hegel and Marx are inadequate. Toynbee rejects any deterministic sbheme of
history, and so, according to him, neither the Reformation, nor the emerg-
ence of unbridled capitalism or unbridled nationalism were inevitable, and
Yhe crisis of western civilization, deep-rooted though it be, can be over-
come if Western man has the wisdom and humility to submit to God and to
rediscover the only source of the values upon which his civilization has

been built. This source is Christianity.

Addendum: This paper includes thrse chapters that deal critically with

legel , rx, and Toynbee as historical philosophers, one chapter on the
¢risis of Western civilizgtion, three chapters dealing with the respective
interpretations of the Héformation of these three writers, and a concluding
Chapter which treats the dynamic relationship between the Reformation and
the erisis., A selective and eritieal bibliohtaphy i3 included.



INTRODUCTION

A rough parallel may be drawn between psychoanalysis and the study of
nisterye As the forser study seeks to liberate the individual psyche, so histery
seaks to liberate peoples and their siviligationsfrom the diffieculties and torments
of the present., Both see man as organically related %o o past whiech largely ocon-
ditlens his present, and sdlvetion for either lies in the organic understending and
transcendance of this past., History is, as E. Cassirer has said, "a form of self-
wnowledze®;l 1t is the Emowledgze of the self inmextriesbly involved in the time-
process, and the enricheent of the self through the wnderstanding of past experience.
"It does not guarantee the sorrectness of our response,” J. Strayer has written,

bat it should improve the quality of our julg-—t."

This coneeption of history implies human freedom, the pessibility of trans-
sendance over the past., Frem the alternative, deterministic peint of view, the
gtudy of history has me real point sines man's understanding can promise no sal-
vatione, This study of the Reformation -I its rek tion te the erisis of “estern
Civilisation, is written in the spirit of the former coneception of history, though
teo of the historieal philosophers with whom 1t will deal were determiniete. The
reagson for this paradox is that both Hegel and ¥arx offered elassic interpretatione
which must be mssimllated into any ereative solution of the erisis of the contempe-

rary fes ern world as well as into any understending ef the Reformation.

There is snother reason why Hegel and Narx have been included. FE. Cassirer
has written thet a "new understanding of the past gives us... a new prospect of the
future, which in turn becomes an impulse to intellestual end secial 1ife." Ia
other words, the charscter of the understanding of the past is important in de=-
termining the responses of the present., HNeedless to say, the historicsl insights
of both Hegel and Narx play vital roles in eontemporary soelety.

Conversely, it is also trus that the challenges of the present limit the
wderstanding of the paet. Thus Hegel's interpretation of the Reformation was to
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sonsiderable extent influenced by the challenge of Napoleonie imperialisy, Farx's,
by the evils of ridenineteenth century capitalism, and, one might add, Toymbee's,

by the contemporary orisis of Nestern Clvilization.

If this is true, the historical philosopher can only preeesd in his investi-
gations with the greatest caution and humility; he must always bear in mind that the
challenge he faces may be an historieal snd not an eternal challenge, He must, also,
ruard against a response that may be imrediately effective bub disastyrous in the
long run, The present writer should state at this point that of the three historiecal
phi losophers he will deal with, he is tempermentally and intellesctually most symm=
thetic to Toynbee; he belisves, furthermore, that the interpretations of histery
of Hegel and barx, thoush rich in insights, have, in the long rum, proved aimhfrou

bacause of the temporal provineiality and lack of humility in their authors.

The orisis of the West may be divided into three main aspects, the politieal
which involves the orisis of the nation=state; the economie, which involves the
disintegration of eapitalism; and the spiritual, which involves the collapse of a
sveten of values and the sense of alienation and atomigation of contemporary man,
This triple division, which will be elaborated in Chapter IV, is another basis for
the gelmction of Hegel, ¥arx, and Toynbee as the historieal philossphers te be
treated. Emch of these three thinkers emphasizes one of the three aspeots as being

of fundemental importance. Hegel ecnsidered the natico-state as the culnination

of the histerieal process and strugzles between mations to be the principle of
historicsl changs; ¥arx regarded the olassless society as the culmination of histery,
ard clase~war as the prineiple of historical changej; and, Toynbee regaris the mmm
of the individusl , in the last analysis, as the most important key to soelal
breakdown or salvation.

It follows, that each thinker would interpret the orisis of the West from a
definite point of viewy for Hegel the erisis would be political, for Narx, sconomie ,
and for Toynbee, spikitual. Correspondingly, for Hegel salvation lles through the
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erergence of the ideal natiom-state; for Larx through the emergence of a class-
Jose, international uooiein and for Toynbee, through a religious revival,

Each of these thinkers belongs to one of the three great schools of the
philosophical interpretation of universal history. Hegel and ¥arx, at least, were
the greatest exponents of their particular schools. The three school are the
idealist, the materialist, snd the regeant school that may be called nu;lmultml.‘
These three achools can perhaps best be distinguished by the use of F. Sorekin's
terminolosys Hegel's was an "idealistio” point of view that smw God and nature as
equally real, and history as the nfolding of Reason in the flux of natures larx,
was a "sensate” point of view that saw history as determined by material forces
and man as essentially the product of his material eavironment; and Toynbes 1is an
"ideational” point of view which regards history as related to an sternal supre-
sensory God and man as essentially a spiritual beinz, The charactersstic that distine
guishes these three schoola frorm earlier and different schools of history (those of
the Enlightenment, for example) is their coneeption of histery as a dynamic process
in which man, partially or completely, is conditioned by his partioulsr nation,

class, or uoitty..

In the schemes of thess philosovhers, the sixteenth eentury is the period
that oreated the modern era of Wectern Glvilization. For Hegel thie century saw
the dawn of the natlon=state; for Larx, the erigin of ompitalism; and for Toynbee,
the breakdown of Western Civilization. FRach of these ocoursnces,as will be shown,

was intimately lnvolved with the Frotestent Reformation.

Preserved 3uith, a distinguished historian of the period, has tten of the
feformation that "... Ghe rost important fact in modern history is mdouiﬁodly the
great sithise of wi.ioch Yartin Lather was the author, the eonsequences of which are
8111l uwnfelding and will centinue to wunfold for many a centwry to mo.’s Whether

tiis is true or not, the Reformation plays a most importent part in the schemes of
history eof Hegel, Farx, and Toinbee. The  urpose of this paper is to study the
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contributions that these three historical philosophers have mede %o an understanding
of the dynaxic relaticnship between the Neformation sad the conterporary world,
The author, of eccurse, does mot claim that the sins or triumphs of the modern
world are all to be attributed to the Reformation, but he dooe bHelleve that without
an understanding of the Reformation, the eriels of modern eivilization ecan nelther
be understood nor sdequately faced. The autior, similarly, dees mot elain that
Herel, ¥arx, sad Toymbee have sald the last words of intempretation on the leformstiem ;
he does, however, belisve that their interpretations implicitly snd explieitly
together ocombine the essential aspects of the Feformation, and that the interpre=
tations of other historians can b correlated with ome or another of these threoe

intercretations.

i1t 1s with this conviction that the author will subsure a nuber of related
interpretations of the HKeformation under the three interpretations at hand, Under
Hezel's interpretation, for example, will be examined the demoeratic liberal point
of view, from which the Reformation is regarded, ss Hecel regarded 1t, as a revelt
for political freedow. Under Marx's laterpretatior will be mentiomed s nmber of
non=communists who have accepted the econoric interpretation of the Peformetion,
or whe, like Fax Seber have studied the psychological relstionship between Prote
estantisn and capitalism, And, finally, under Toynbee, he will subsume other
interpretations fros the Christian point of view, the Catholie end the neo=Orthodex
for exempls, which differ fro= Toynbee's interpretation only in detalls. Similarly,
the author will draw on s variety of sources for the study of the erisis of Western

Civilisation.

It should be made slear that this paper is adout the Frotestant Reformatiecn
of the sixSeenth century and about' the orisis of Western Civiligzetion, a oultural
area whioch includes the United States and contenporanecusly, st least in a super=
“lelal sense, the whole globe. The paper wil] deml with the theological disputes
of Catholice and Reformers only in so far as they have relevance for the fdest in itg

present predicamefit. The seotion heads are all taken from "Choruses from 'Te Rook'”,



The present auther shares T.5. Eliot's despair if not his faith,
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PART

TIVE PEESE'Ts

THE CRISIS

"Ine world turna snd the world changes,
But one thing doea not change.
However you disguise 1t, this thing does not change:
The perpetusl struggle of Good and Bvil.
Forgetful, you neglect your shrines and churchess
The men you are in these times deride
#hat has been done of goed, you find explanations
To satisfy the rationsl and enlightened men.
Second, you neglest and belittle the desert.
The desert is nmot remote in southern troples,
The desert is not omly around the corner,
The desert is squeeszed in the tube=train next %o you,
The desert is in the hesrt of your brother.”
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CHAPTER 1
The March of God :

Hezel's Philosophy of History

Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel was born of an upper middle elass Lutheran
family in Suttgart, im 1770, His life, alrost wholly an acaderic ome, though not
unaffected by the Napoleonic political maelstrom, consisted of a cereer of scholar-
ship that sew him threugh the University of ‘!;b.‘.ngcn, where he studled theoloxy,
a private tutership in Switgerland and Frankfort, a pericd as Privat-Docent at Jena,
editorship of the Journal f:r Phi losophie with Schelling, where he made his reputatien,
and professorships at a nw ber of universities. In 18618 he was offered the chalr
of philosophy at the University of Berlin, and one year before his desth in 1831,
when he was the recognised intellsetual dietator of Uermany, he was made recter of
the wniversity.. fHis historical importance derives mot from any set of his life, but
from his lectures and books whieh had a prefound effect in shaping German phi losophieal
and political thought. The legacy of his abselutist philosophy and his ldentifi-
cation of this absolute with the modern state, as will be shown, still lives today
to a considersble extent in the Germany of Hitler, snd less direetly, forms part
of the idealogical backgrownd of Mussolinl's Italy and Stalin's Russia. The suggestion
that the recent Russo=-German wa® was one hetween the left and right wings of the

fleyelian school is mot wholly rmlrul.'

Ho part of Hezel's philosophy can be considered in isclation for te him no
aspect of 1life is whelly intelligible except as known to the Absolute Hind, the
¥ind that is everything and all-knowing st one and the same time. In other words,
anything absolutely imown reveals all truth, the whole universe, and, conversely
the whole truth tells everything about anmy partiocular thing. His Waltansche »
though it is usually deseribed as idealist, can be equally well seen as mws terislistie
or reslistie, for to Hegel the material is nocessary to Spirit and, at the save

time, 1s Spirits; and conversely, the Spirit must, to be amything more than abstract
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nothingness,becors Matter.® “Spirit", Hegel wrote, "is alome keality. It is the
inner being of the world, that which essentially 1s, and is per se; 1%t assumes
objective, determinate form, and enters into relstions with itselfe it is externally
(otherness), and exists for self} yet, in the determination, and in its otherness,
1t is still one with itself- it is nu‘-;wnhlnod and se ) ~cormplete, in itself
and for itself at onu."s The material ie Spirit implieitly end Spirit is the
material explieltlys® they both are ideatical and differert in the Absolute ¥ind. T
Hesel is, therefore, me mystie although he would admit that the mystic realliszes a

very important, though mlone insufficlent, truth about the Absolute.

Sinee Spirit and ¥atter imply one another, and because Spirit projects
itself into its otherness and then strives to realize itself in its otherness, the
universe ls a proeess lozieally and ontologieally. Hegel's whole phi losephy seeks
to explain this process by which Spirit (iimd), ineluding the whole of reality,
ontologically in the world, historically in time, and logically in pure thought,
through a series of interreleated stages, seeks to comprehend this truth in its
completeness. “"The Hegelian world is a process,” J.5. Baillie, has written, "that
is self sontained, and so a8 a whole 1s at rest with itself: 1t is a process sub
specie terporis, but s unified whole sub e seternitatis. Ite unity is alle

pervading, and is maintained in and through the process of its finite pnrt..‘a

Segel elaimed to offer not just another philosophy but the philosephy which
eriticlged the defectiveness of all previous systems of thought and at the sare
tise corrested these defects by subsuring these systems in his own philosop'y.’
This synthetiec philosophy he claimed to bde the expression of Absolute Enowled e,
the absolute comprehension of the Absolute Spirit by itself and of itself. 1r his
logie, Hegel showed how this oceours in the realm of pure thought, Nind(Spirit)
sseks to deseribe the Absolute by a series of categories, each one of whieh, though
partly true, is found wanting snd is transcended by a more eccrplete ecategory, until

t's Absolute is finally discovered to be pure iind, The process is eireular, “o-
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for to understand what pure mind ia, one has to retrace the stages of the loglo,
for pure =ind is all the other categories in various stages of implication, and they
ell are made explicit in Absolute ¥1nd.!? In other works, Hegel 412 exactly the save
thing. He showed how Spirit seeks to imow iteelf wholly through matural, psycholociesl ,
religious, and philosophical selfedevelopment,

Sinee reality is YMind seeking self=inowledge in all realme of experience,
Reascn (the set of zaining this swarenmess) is firstly the prineiple by which truth
ie grasped, and, since reality is ratiocnal mind snd the universe ig Pind, Reason
is, mondﬁ'irlmiph of the universe.}l 1§ sho:14 be sdded that Negel dirstinguished
betweon expirical Undergtanding which studles Matter and dees not see the unity
tetween the materisl snd the mental, snd Eeason which sesks to comprehend the umity
of ¥ind and Fatter (the Notion.). Sivee, however, the universe ls the process of
self-corprehension each stage of development is limited Iz its retionality and neels
to be transeended by a higher gtages A%Y each staje, nevertheless, the process ls
as rational ae it caz possibly be until oree azaln transceanded., "iWhat is ratiomal
is sotuasl and what 1s sctual is nﬂml‘.‘n Hepel’s famous dletus, expresses this
truthe T.'. Enox explains that fegzel mesat not that everything that exists is
rational, but that existence that realizes its sssemcs (its true nature) is rational.?
It is here, as will be shown, thet Hegel's absolute system reveals a serious weak=
ness of itself, for 1t does not assimilate the eontingent which is the factor pre-
venting the invariable identification of every existent with its essence.

The process is the dlalectie, the trisdic movement by which a thesis (a
category of the logle, for exanple, like Belng) gives birth %o its negation (Sothing)
the oategory into whloh pure being dissolves, tve antithesls, whieh, in tumnm,
produses s synthesis (Beceming) the higher categery whioch imoludes the first two
that gublates the first two "moments” %o a Bigher truth. No oategory (s comeept
deseribing the Absolute) and ne wiverssl (& concept applying ‘o some Shings im
nature), disappearsy each is an insdequate yet partial eaproselon of the truth shieh
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is the Absolute ¥ind. He,el wrotes "The concept's moving prineiple, which alike
engenders and dissolves the particulerisations of the universal, 1 esll "die-

o 10 The dislectic, thus, reveals the unity of all partieularigations in

lectio,
the Abdsolute and at the same tirme mpaintains their otherness. An example of the
dialectic In the setual universe is Bpifit-Nature Absolute Find; in histery,
Ireck spontansous freedom=Fomen abstract legelity=German diseiplined liderty; in
ethics, Abstraot Hight=lorality-Sthical Lifes in religion, Oriental ¥ysticlsme
Greek nw-—cmnsmu. in Art, SymbolismeC lassicisv=Romanticieng
a42d In the realm of Abselute Kind, ArteEeligion-philoscphy. Each "moment™ of each
trisd 1e truth, but the only complete truth, to reiterats, somes in the symthesis
of the last triad, and all the triads are nﬁw seen to be interdependent, The

Absolute philosepher ie the only man to know all of truth explielitly.

¥hile Hesson is the prireciple of the process that is the universe, and the
dialectie the operation of this process, the emergisin; foree is ¥ill, The ¥ill's
asctivity is to destroy the false distinetion bdetween subjectivity and objectivity
eod finally to comprehend their differemce by ereating identity. ¥ In the realw
of law and ethioe (the two for Tegel are ultimateiy ome) this can be 1llustrated
by the trisd Formal Right (where abetract prineiples are irposed on the Will from
cutside and so are mot felt Y ¥ill to belonz to iteelf)= Norality (where ¥ill
bocomes conseolisntiocusness but has mo gtendard for ocorrect sctiom)= fthical Life
(where the twe synthesized are reco:nized by ¥11l to be one, when caprice and
impulse give way %o rational and free obedience on the part of Will to what it

Mhhltom).”

is the universe is ¥ind(Spirit) ia the process of return into itself, end
as ¥ind is freedm, this end of this process is freedom, ¥ind develops through
three stages, Vind Subjeetive, Niad Objective, and Find Absolute when full freedos
fe realised, “Ia the full truth of that lideration,” Hegel wrote, "is given the

identifieation of the three stages~ flnding a world presupposed before us, pen=
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erating a world as our own oreation, and gzaining freedom in £% and from it.""
In the first stage nature "... in its omn self realiges its untruth snd
sots itself aside... it is not yet mind, but soul... the sleep of the nlnd.'u
¥ind rises throuch eonseclousness (where it views the world as substantial ex-
ternality), self-conseicusness (where ego sees itself as an object and se in this
externality), and the union of the two in the motion (the ego sundered into cat-
egories identioal with it) of the Kind (which now sees externality and subjectivity
%o be ldenticsl and different at the saze time). '° ¥ind, then, realizes itself

fully as the union of theoretical will (abstract knowledre) and practical will

(whiech alone is caprice and wnfree) .20

¥ind now in the stnge of abstraet liberty, sesks actuml self-embodiment in
external inetitutions which are its omm, The stace of Ubjective ¥ind (the world
of institutions) nhs now been reached, The union of the rational will snd the
single will "... constitutes the simple actuality of liberty," " #i1ll now free,
enmbodies itself in Law. The moral impulse of #ill and the abetrset universalism
of lLaw are realized to be identical and, in the modern State, as Wallace observes, 23
occurs the completes union of mature and mind, Find ie still enly implieltly
absclute and mot yet free. "Liberty, shaped into the actuality of a world, receives
the form of Necessity, the deeper substantial nexus of which is the system of
organigzat on of the prineiples of liberty, whilst ite phenomenal nexus is power

or authority, and the sentiment of obedience awakened in econseiousness .'“

it is only in "self-conscious thought" “ﬂat eomplete freedom is realized,
for only here is there iAfinite self-reflection, absclute non-dependenee on any-
thing else but itself; Mind thinks the Absolute and the Absolute is Mindp MNind

thinks its own self.

The freed: m whigh is the self-fulfilment of the process is the eccneept
of Will 20und the completion of the dlalectic. In the realisation of freedom,

duty is seen to be identical with freedem, mnd this Iidentification, in social
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life, the realm of the Ethieal Life, is the Good.2! The individual ege, the partieu -~
lar agent of the ldea (the Absolute inm movement), now realizes thet the Bught
is the 13 and the actual is its own otherness snd so ite own self, In other
worde, 711l comes to realize that 1%t cammot impose subjeective desires on the ex~
ternal world and se returns to eegnition, to the realisation that the Cood, its
Good, is that which lg the external world, 28 it i» no longer a slave %o eaprice,
ard 1t no lonzer regaris Eight (Norality, Ethical Life, and dorldefistory) ¥ ae
externally imposing itselfy the ego imows that Hight is its own universal self
and so obeys it freely., Thus, the ego can say: "In dolng my duty, | am by mye
gelf and nm'.’“ man therefore sequires "... liberation from dependence on -;ro

netural impulse... and liberation from indeterminate subjectivity,.” 5

A number of important implications follow from this eonception of ‘the
universe and man. First, freedom is coneeived as a willed negation of individual
sutonomys tierefore, the Lockear eonception of individualism is incompatible with
Hogellanism. Second, morality is ultimately wniversal, though only realized as
universal in the State which is the institutional embodiment of the Ethieal life.
$vil exists when the motion and the will are unreconeciled, goodness when they are. 32

Herel is, therafore, an essentialist rather than an existentialist philm’hcr.“

Third, Jod is pure ind and so he is the process of World ¥istory, of the Logle,

and of every other particular process; and man, evolved to the level of Absolute
inowledge, it God: == ultisalely man, God, and the universe, therefore, are inter-
changeabls terms. And, fourth, the process is determined and teleclogical. The

Idea must develop in the logical say 1t does in all realme of reality; the telos

must be freedom and Absolute ¥ind, and 1% must, in tims, embody itself in the

State. Herel in short was s logloal determinist.>® An important serollary ie

that the role of the philosopher is flot a‘ ereative but a contemplative onej he
comprehends the stage at which the Idea has arrived in his own time; he can exert

ao real influence but only meke explieit the principle (the form of Spirit)the sectors #f

history (ultimately the Idea working through ¥ill) have realiszed wnconseiously.



“an Wakss history but only as the agent of the unfolding Idea.

History, for fegel, is the progressive self-deve lopment of the Idea in
time, in the realm of contingenay. 35 e Spirit, to seek determination negates

itself in epace (mature), so does 1t empty or externalize ttaelf in time.%8

fistery is the story of eonstant dlalectionl change which finally culminates in
the State snd in Absolute Spirit, and in this process, Spirit assumes a numbsr of
progressively higher selfeexpressions of 1ts freedoms Spirit seeks its own lib=
eration fror dependency. In the Phenowenolocy of !ind Hegel studied the logical
development of human comseclousness, and in his Philosephy of HBistory he attempted
to show how these forms of counsclousness -nlfblhd therselves in human history.
The forms of Spirit appesr in history in the form of eontingency, snd in the
Phenomenclogy as seience. Eoth studied together are histery "intellectually
comprehended... they form at once the recollection and the Jolgotha of Absclute
Spirit, the reality, the truth, the certainty of 1ts throne without which it were

ilifeless, solitary, and olm.'ﬂ This is the philosophy of history.

fegel's position as to the finality of hie system is notoriously ambigucus.
#¥hile he seers to say that history culzinates in the Prussian State, at lewst in
ite conoept, and that historieal development is end must be logieally necessary,
vet he admits both that the eorrespondence between lozie and histery is rong,h“
and uncertaln, and that a people like the Slave, for example, "... revalns ex-
eluded frem our consideration, begause hitherto it has not aypeared as an indepen—=
dent olement in the series of phases that Reason has assured in the ﬁ»rld- Whetrner
it will do so hereafter, is a gquestion that does mot conoera us horeg for in

Higtory we have to do with the Past." »

As will be shown, it is umelear how Spirit
to nistory can advancs beyond the Prussian State where abso lute freedom is ap-

parently reallged.

The religious temn for the Idea or the Absolute Spirit is Ged, and, for

Hogel, esch people (nation) defines its comeeption of the Alsolute in ite comeeption
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of God, %0 Sellzion is the base of the p litieal, soclal and moral life of a psople)
it is the hirhest expression of e leltzeist, an’ %o 1% all institutions %o find
actuality must eonform. 41 Fut in another way, 1t is throurh religion that the
individual transcends his partieularity and seeks %o merre himself with his own
universsle 2 This hstory of religlon is, therefore, identical with the history
of peoples. #hile reiiricn is prior to pelitioal institutions, philosophy 1ie
gsubsequent, but on a freer and so higher plane. The definition of the Absolute
a people feels religio wly, its philosophers know rationslly. Ihe history of
philosophy,it mi ht be added, is identieal both with the Mistory of relizion and
with the philosophy of history, exeept that yh_iloceplty deals with the pure stages
of Spirit Intellectually conceiyed, while the latter two deal with the esbodiment
of these stages in the texture of oulture. Fhilosephy, itself. 1t follows is
elso identical with the history ef philesephy, since philosophy is selfegritical
Spirit progresein: to 1ts complete self-realization. The idea (the Absolute

seen ls groeess) is one, 'hough self-differentiated,

The philosophy of histery does not deal with particularities (the contingent
fectors, the aceldents) but with the underlying spiritual forms of peoples; where
the spiritual forsm manifeste iteelf in a culture sotually, this is rational reality.
flegel admits the value of history as an empirieal seience but enly ms a necessary
supplemert to the philosophy of history. 43 jio inslsts that as Heasen 1s the
gulding prineiple of the universe, histery is fundamentally rational and so subject
te philosophical study. "It must be observed at the outset,” he wrote, "that the
phenomenon we investigate- Universal History= belon:s to the realm of Spirit. The
term "Norld} inoludes both physical and psychical nature. FPhysiocal nature ( the
realr of the eontingent and irrational) also plays 1ts part in the World's History,
and attention will have %o be pald to the fundamental natural relations thus
involved. But Spirit, and the ocourse of 1ts development, is our substantial
objeet." * Hegel, theg,by no means underestimates (me larx would have him do)

the role of envirenment in histery. VFen's evelution is partly deterrined by
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nttm.“ but nature itself, of course, belnz the selfenegation of Spirit, has no

histery sinee it 13 dependent upon Spirit and so knows no fresdom.

The philosophy of history does mot deml with individuals exoept in so far oD
as heroes [Great "istorical Individuals™) they symbolise the prineiple of their
time and are fellowed by the masses who recognize their own truth in these men, .
The proper study of the philosophy of history is pecples, the forms of religlion
in which they express their stage of the Idea~in-feeling, and the states in whieh

they institutionalisze their forms of lyirlt."

In the Hegelian coneeption of History, Wallace has writtem "The mind of
the werld moves, as it were, in oyeles, but -ﬁh eash new eyele a difference
supervenes, a new tone ls pereeptible.” ® Hothing is lost, but all that has been
negated is dialsotically sublated inte s higher synthesis. 49 The protagonists
in this He:elian scheme are nations mouh one of which embodies one and only one
stage of the process of Epirite This stage is objectified in the state through
whieh the nation's freedor is realized; where there is no state there is me nation

and alsc no historye 81 Individuals, sven the greatest, are agents of the Idea which

works through their passioms 52(that form of 711l which secks private interests),
snd only when passions sre recomeiled with the Idea In the State is liberty won

and a new gtage of history reached. 53 1» other words, the "eumming of reasen®

works through human passions. 54 Another important point comceraing the process

of Spirit is that eaoh nation exbodies both the form of Spirit domifsnt in itselfl
and the negation of this form, this negation being the fundemental faetor accoumting
for the decline of a mation. " Logieally the Germen mation has to form an exceptiom
sinee as the fulfilment of freedow 1t can generate mo negetion. Warfars between
nations, 1t follows, is the practiecal manner by which superior forms of Spirit

rain historioal aseendancy over inferior omes.

As W2 o Govern has p-inted out, Hegel, by distinguishing creative reason

(7111 unaware of iteelf) as the active foree in history from reflective (ecnseious)
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reason ag that whieh eorpreherds what ls, conceived of history as undeterrinable
by any consoiously applied human program. Yan osn only comprehend history ex
post fasto and he is therefors the mere tool of necessity. 56 prosrese, therefore,
to Hepel, iz inevitabls, but its direction is unpredictadble. The goal of progress --
freedome= was only known to Hegel because he lived at a time when freedom had

beern attained im the form of the Prussian state.

*Since the Btate is mind objectified,” Hecel wrote, "it is only as one of
its members that tln. individun.l himgelf has objeetivity, genuine individuslity,
and an othicsl 11fe," In the State necsesity and freedos and duties end rights
become lddntiealS® The State 1s divided into 1ts moments (family, community)
which 1t sublates but nmever obliterates; the sovereimaty of the State fie the unity
of the differentiated ngndu.“ The State has absolute freedom and so absolute
sovereightys 1t is "The mareh of Jod in the world...” % Although it is sn hered-
i tary monarehy, tlu monareh has mo real powerj he simply 1s the personal expression
of the sovereignty of the State who glves o subjective confirmation to what is
dooided by law.6] T.i. Enox maiwe the polnt that Hegel's State does not have
absolute power SZbut that 1t 1s subject to the oritielsm of philosophy whieh
clone 'as Absolute Kmowledge., "1t cannot be too often e-phasized,” he writes,
"Shat Herel's philosophy culminates not with the state but with art, religion,
and philososhy, wich lie beyond the state snd above it...” 63 thig polnt is at
most of little songsequence, sinee, ss has been pointed out above, philosophy
comprehends whst is and ean only quixotieally proffer what it thinks should be.
At most, philosophy, in the Hegelian schere, can propose sinor slterstions, ®4
kellovern's fivefold deseription of the Hegellan state ie, 1t seems to the writer
of the pres:nt M. therefore, correct. The five points ¥olovern makes ares
1) the State is @ivifies,2) the indivifival ie only free to willingly susordinate
nimselr %o 1%, 3) 1ts dlctates sre higher than those of matural lew or subjective
morality, ¢) the State 1o supreme over voolely as society is suprers over the
fanily, and §) the State is superior to husanity as & whole %
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Above ever ths Btate, however, is the dWorld Spirit, the moving universal

Spirit whieh is behind all historr and states. To quote Yegel, "e.. whatever
in the world possesses olai s as noble ard gloricus, has neverthe less a higher
existence ab-ve 1ts The claim eof the Sior l1d=Spirit riges above all special

elsins,” - *he State still has absolute soversignty, but the worthiress (re=
tionality) of its underiying priveliple mu-t mest the teat of the World Spirit
which 18 "ese 8 court of jud au-cnt'." "the mind whieh cives itself actuality
iz the worldehistory and is the absolute juige of states.” “ This eorception
establishes no basis for any form of world governmert trarseending the sover-
eigoty of individual states, for & stete requires stherstates to fulfil itself,

The Sorld Spirit is slmply a type of relontlessly rational newesis.

Past history, %o repeat, the only histery phi losophy can treat is the story
of the rise and fall of nations erbodylng different forrs of humee eornseicusness
end of Spirits A nunber of peoples have o hiztory (at leas® in the
early nimetesnth century) because they are either, llks the Slavs and the
smericans, undeveloped,® or like the Segroes, who have not yet transeended
nature snd so have not atta!ned any level of selfe-consclous Spirit,. 7 1a Asia
(Indis and China) the germ of frecdor was planted, but, sisee the Aslatic knew
ne subjective freedom, excspt for the despot whose fresdom was littls more than
esprice, Tlthey have had no genuime history, although: they did realize the dasie
prineiple (the Absclite as allesmbracing Being) of humen dislecticsl development.
ieligiously, the Oriental sought gelf=enrihilstion in substance, the only reallity
underlying all ephereral phencwenas and politically, the Orlental passively
acospted arbitrarily imposed laws end custons he had mo hend in oreatinge ¢

Persie represents a higher stage, for here, in the worshiy of light, the
implicit equality of all men before Sod was recognised and the ruler himeelf
becane in principle subject So the l-n.“m'u freed fror nature, snd tole

era=ce was practised., The defest in the Persian system, however, was that ne
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prineiple of organic unity was dlagovered; Persia was defeated by the Ureeks
who discoversd the higher prineiple of the umity of subject and nature in the
forr of individuality.,74 The Jews recognized the higher prineiple that God 1s
person instead of substanee, but by eonceliving G5od snd nature as irrevoeably

41 fferent, their Ged, transcendant and wrathful, was not approachable by man

and no prineiple of imrortality was recosnised. The Lgyptians eorprehended ,
though eonfusedly, the unity of man and nature. They saw soul as other than
nature (in their view of immortality), yet they saw the soul as capable of being

housed (in furnished pyramids), 78

History begine in Asia but is fulfilled in Burope. In Asie, where all
gtates were despotisms, the subjeective spirit never freed itsell from the Ab=
solute Sprit (embodied inm the ruler who alone was fres). "ine History of the
forld"”, Hegel wrote, "travels from Fast % ieat, for Europe is absolutely the
end of History, Asia the beginning." '° Persia, ¥gypt, and the Jews were the

brid-es betwean East and West,

Subjec:ive fresdor, in the form of immediste (un=selfeconseious) individuale
first appeared in Greege,. Kan was recemiged as free from the dictates of any
abstract law and was seen as moving freely in lum." Bature, instead of
escaped from, was transformed by man, into an expression of himself; Nature was
spiritualized in soulpture and in Hellenie polytheism, for example. The Greek
reeognized spontaneously that whatever was patural and beautiful wa: merals he
did not, however, realise that morall ty must depend, %o be lasting, upon rational
mowledge. #hen individuslism beomre self= gomselous and selfish, with the
Sophists, snd when the Delphie oracle, the voloee of spiritualised Bature, was no
longer believed, Oreece collapsed, and a symptom of this collapse was the Pelo~-
ponnesian wars. 79 In the Greek demoeratic, individualist state there was o
fatal lack of eny understanding of the wniversal nature of the State; the Greek
realized, in short, subjective freedom but not the universal prineiple of wmni-

versal lew without whieh freedom becomes anarchy. Greek harmonious and natural
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unity wes atomised into unrelated tndividuals over whom, Phillp of iscedon,

finally inposed order in the form of dletatorship.

#ith Home, Spirit resched manhoody 1% cane to reslise that ouly through
diseppline, through Stete tuforced les, can the individual find freedom from
snarchy. “/ree individusles,” wrote Hegel, "are sacrificed to the eevere dezands
of latiml objects, to which they must surrender thergelves in the service of
abstract generalisation,” " "he Romans had diseipline whioh guaranteed sbheiraet
human equalitys their fajlure was saorifising subisotive fresdem in the grocess.
Spirit, unable to bear this legallistie ;tnl;hhjuhttag. redelled and turned
to Epieureanism,Stolelsr end Su’thluqu of whioh rendered the soul indifferemt
to the sotusi worli., But the Spirit yearssd for the recenellistion of {tself

wlth the real world 1t eould enly find in Christimnity.

Christiantty tausht the ideotity of man and od both umited in ‘pirit,
the new and hirher truth sysbeliszed by Chriat); man s potentielly identical with
304 was now totally free gua men; his ratiounal decisicns and their objsotification
fc the ©iste were now divime, Nar was now potentially prepsred to subsit freely
to the dletates of jod, for iod'es rationslity was not recognised ss man's owa
rationalitys 3 But the Christien State eould only be realized in a people
subjestively prepared for ite The Eyszentines illustrate the eorruption eof
~hristlanity when it is superimposed on s people unprepsred to assimilate it. ez
Christianity beosse supersitiom; 1ts epirit Leoawe fanstical end bdarbaric o3and
the "eorrupt and irbdeclle” Bysentine empire fell to the lcslers because of this
disparity. o4

The first Festers politioal objectifieation of Christianity cave with

harlemegne's empire, but the time was mot ripe, snd the empire collapsed. to
give way to the “chacs” of the ¥iddle Ages. # he elements wers m. however,
present in Purope for the final synthesis~~ the free, rational modern Stete.

‘hese elements whose merging will be treated in s later part of thic paper.are
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the Jermanie tribes, as yeot barbarie; Christianity, the religion ef freedow; and

the Roman prineiple of abstract universal equality under law,.

The importance of Hegel's Philosophy of Histoy lies mot in its originality
but in its smthesis of a nuber of important jdeas into a coherent whole,
For exarple, R.5. Collingwood has observed, basic elements of his Phi losoply
of History were advocated by Herder (the view that philosophieal history must
be universal history), Kant (the view of history as the development of freedom),
Sehiller (the view that history culminates in the present), Fichte (the view
that man's freedom is the same ss his eonsclousnese of his freedor ), and Schel-
ling(the view that universal history 1s a coemlc process culminsting in the self-

conseiocusness of Spirit). .

Herel has had an enormous influende on many fields of study; 8This great
eontribution was to have conceived of all realms of life snd experience histor=
ically, as preduets of evolution and as involved in the process of eveclution.

His seeond euntribution, less lasting in soaderic cireles, at least outside
Germany, was to have revived the conception of history as telological. This
influence was sspecially strong in stimulating Higher Cri tiotem, %% n laying the
foundations of the Prussian sehool of history (Sybel, Droysen, Dahlmamn, Dunker,
and Troitschim),®® and, as will be indicated, in ferming the historieal basis

of Harxism, According to Benedetto Croce, Hegel wae one of the leading founders
of modern philosophy and so, from the Crocean revisionist Hegelian point of view,
historye Hegel, with Vieo as a possible exception, was the first phi losopher

of history to conceive wniversal history and philesophy mccording to a pattern
of development. "0 Whatever one might think of his political influence, a subject
which will be treated balow, both modern philosophy and history are deeply in-

debted to him.

'he eritieisms that will be made of Hegelianism in the following pages

must touch upon Hegel's general philosophy in spite of the fmct that the major
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interest st hand is his lzterpretation of hlstorye As should be evident Yy now,

philosophy and history mre insepsrable in the Hegelian schem=,

The most serious flaw in the Hegellan system is its inadility to ae=
simllate the contingent. According to A. Seth, Herel's oategories are abstraction
fron nature one of whose chief characteristics is the cchtingent, the irrationmal,
and unpredictable fuctor of partisularity, of chance. Peeoring, for example,
Seth points out, does not follow logically from Being and Nothing, but is a
caterorr "e el derived from experience in order to synthesige the first two
moments of the first trisd. 91 hen Hegel sought to derive sll of reality from
his categories, he attsmpted the Impossidle; Hegel's individual thing beeawe
e bug of uiversals without sny particularity= and a universe zade of sueh
thivgs 1+ nelther possible nor, by Segel's own adrission (he calls nature the
reals of the eontingent), a fast, C.2.0. “ure, s rore synpathetic expositor of
Hecelianism, shares this eriticisng his mein point is that He;el never fully
sublated the nz*inl world into the rational, and, ewing to t‘!lsl fagter of
particularity (for exasple, in any 1deal state ‘he i=dividusl will eontinue %o
have partioular wigshes and desires), Yesel's world is dualistle ant so lncomplete ."
This sare duslism, that o oes when fesel passes from his losle %o Nature, la
pointed out by Ztage. He chzerves that flecel’s inadM lity %o derive ary partioular
from his losie posits a second absolute reality that is irrational (the Fantian
thing=ineitself amin). 9% 1y is, for the sams res-om, that Sertrand Russell

believes that the lerelian system cannct stand serutinity,. e

"he eonseguencasfor the rhilosophy of history of thie fallure are emormous; °°
Une may agree with Vure that historr although it revsals sm wmfolding of Spirlg, 9€
nevertiedess because of the factor of ehanece, of brate matter, or irrationality,
the process of this wnfolding is nelther reguler, predictadle, nor necessary.
History, onee asain, cannot be deducfed ratiomally, but rust be stodied empirieally.
(degel, of courss, argued that his own objective stuiy of history supported ks
h;;lully derived pattern.)
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Another flaw that undermires the corpleteness of the He elian system,
i that Hegel's dialectical method proves to be sn inadequate key te history
ginos it is unable o sublate particularity, s has been shown, in its synthests. ?7
A seeond weakness of the dialectic is that there is ne reascn why the antagonists
of the dislectical system should be political nations and not econombe classes
as Yarx would have hed it; 98¢hat Hoprel ehose nations as the objective embod-
iment of dialectical stazes was to a certain extent due to the subjectiwe
factor of Hezel's sensitivity to the need for the Germans to ereate a strong
state in the nineteenth century. A third eriticism of the dialectic, made by
Croce is that legel falled to distingulsh between "dialeectical opposition” and

"distinetion,” 7° As a oherseter in Arthur Koestler's The Are of Yearning some=

where remarks, there was Protestantiem in the sixteeath century, and Catholioism,
both: bitterly opposed to one another, Where was the synthesis? ind,a fourth
eriticism of the dialeetic, is that Hegel's claim %o ths finality of the di=
alectioal process culminating, in political life, in the Prussian state is a

denial of his method unless history is to have a utop.mo‘l'ho alternative as J.

Loewenberg has written, is that "Hegel's own method decorees that his own system be

ultizately jettisoned.” 201

Hegel's determinism, which Croce has ealled a modern form of transcend-
entalict theology, 103ads to unfortunate moral consequences. The identifieation
of the ought with the is both eliminates the possibility of ecnseicusly applied
weforms and safftifise the power relstionships and clase divisicns that c:lit.m‘
In this eonnection, Santayana has bitterly eobesrved that Hegelimnism "... is
simply contempt for ideals, and a hearty adoration of things as they sre.” m’hio
gtates the eriticism in an exagrereated wayjy it i= more applicable to the con-

ssquences of Hegelisnism than to the spirit of lisgel.

Collingwood, defending Hecel on this soore, olaimed that Hegel's conser-

vatise was a personal trait snd not a retionally necessary conwequenoe of his
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phil[uophy. m!hou;h has been said already to indlcate that tha author ef this
paper finds such a defense of He elianism virtually meaningless. The converse

of Collingweed's oriticism appears to him to be more sccurate,

Re Klebuhr, for example, writes that, "“egelianiem is... a rationalized
version and corruption of the Christian view of the umity of human 1life and the
dynamic quality ef hi-terlu;hht-nu:’mas.th points out that Hegelianism
renounces Jod ap o separate being and identifies him with the absolute phi lo-
sopher; 17 Foster observes that Hogel twisted the Christisn dootrine of divine
ecreation ard made of God a Demiurge instead of a Creator, and msn a tool instead
of a free moral beinge msueording to ceth, the Young derelians were gquite
justified in interpreting Hegel materialistically and in identifying the Absolute
with the purely hmn.m Han aocording to these eritics, is free to choose
good or evily he is free %o be sinful, while according %o Hegel wan is only

free, and ought only te be permitted, to choose good, and the good is the ectunl,

Other pernieciocus moral econsequences follow frov the fegelian conception
the
of the State, J. Dewey points out that,Begelian sacred dogma of state sovereignty

is one of the greatest barriers to the evolution of the "international mind," 110
and Hobhouse, who shares all of Dewey's objections to Bog-linntlu;, points out

that the Hegelian State must oe_uli.lt of automatons instead of free citizens,

and that thers is nothing to Meep Hegel's monarch, who appoints the ruling
bureaueraey, from being a dietator. ulloth &f these men, of course, share the
libersl democratic view that the State is an agent of the comrunlty rather than
its supréme ruler. 112

Even assuninz that Hegel interpreted Christianity, the State, and history

1141:-“ both

ecorreetly, there is still the problem of the future, Mnlmund Se th
observed that Hegel's hiztory has mo future sinee the Absolute was attained in
fegel's time, Furthermore, the history of the Prussian State posterior te ite

resligation of the Absclute has not besn a happy ome. G.5, Trevelyan has writtem
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that what freedom Prussia had in 1830 she certainly d1d mot have under Hitler. 115
According to Hegel, Christianity fulfilled itself in Germany. fow ean this elaim
be reconeiled with Ludendorff's statement on his seventieth birthday that: "At

the moment we Cermans are the people which freed itself furthest from the teachimgs
of Christianity®? u‘lo'- ecan Hegel's ek im for the Prussian state, again, be
reconciled with Germany's defeat in 19187 As Northrop has pointed out, the

Hegelian philosophy was smashed at Versal lles. 117

Mure attempts to salvege Hegel from the wreck with the argument that Hegel
did state that history eould not be predicted and that his philosphy of history
was necessarily providional. }1%He admits the smbiguity in Hegel between the
nationelist who mistakenly saw his own nation as the ewbodiment of the Absolute
and the seholar who prowided a historical basis for understanding human czpriono‘y"
This would be difficult to deny. As Foster has written, "Hegel's fallure consists,
not in his recognition of the superiority of historiecal understanding, but in
his notriaﬂ-n:ﬂitl lphoro!‘ao Fror history, Hegel exempted his Absolute, his

State, and himself,

A mumber of students have denied any commeetion between Hazism and Hegel-
fanism. J. Barszun 1‘“\-.um. that Hegel was opposed to both reasetion and
rewolution, dictatorship and unbridled individualism. He observes that Hegel
was considered a dengerous radical in his time (for advocating religious im=-
tolerance and geareers open to talent on the basis of ratiomality, ) and that
a year after Hegel's death an article he hal written in favor of the English

122

Reform Bill was suppressed. As for his “worship" of the State, Barsun argues,

Hegel was merely advocating the only possible German answer to Napoleonie imperi-

.n-i“ He observes furthermore, that the Fremchman Bossuet and the English-

a
man Hobbes were both "state-worshipers®’ for similer rou-in‘ Barzun might
have also pointed out that Karl Farx, before becoming a comrunict, eritioclszed

the Prussian state in the Rheinisshe Zeltung for not meeting Hegel's ideal. Z®
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Frangz Neumann's opinion is eimilar to Barzun's. He believes that Hegel's rational,
free State is incompatible with the dynamic, reeialiet German state of Mazien, 126
Royee also would agree, for he saw twentieth century Oerman militarism as a be-
trayal of the spirit of nineteenth century German 1dealism.127 One right quote
Hezel himself, in this connectlon, to show the disparity between the Tazl and
the idealist spirit: "Nany Protestants have recently gone over to the Eoman
Cathelie Church, and they have done so because they found their inner life worth-
less and grasped at some thing fixed, at a support, an authority..." u‘ﬂll.
sugcests that Hegel would have disapproved of the totmlitariam regimentation

o ideologies like facsism and communisr.

Before presentigg the opposite side, it mizht be well to toueh om eertain
weakmessos in the treatment of Hegel as a liberals First, Sarsun's argument that
Hierel d1id no more for the state than Hobbes or Bossuet 18 not particularly relevent
gince Hobbes had no lasting influence on British politics, snd Bossuet's France
was undermined by the Emlightenment and overthrown by the French Revolution.
Seeond, though Farx may have interpreted ﬂozolt liberally, at this point, many
other Germans used lierel as an argument for the maintenance of the status gm-m
Third, Neumenn notwithsbanding, there are gerx:s of racism, as will be shown,
in fezel's philosphys Aud fourth, though the fegelian spirit may not have been
111iberal, this need mot affect the argument that the conseppnces of Hogelianism

were.

fgrel's philosophy had much more than merely an academic impact on Jerman
soclety. As the intellsetual leader of Prussia, the state that unified Germany
by eonquering her, Hegel's philosophy for a period was the state philésophy, and
this is a state where higher schools snd universities were governrentally econ-
trolled, and where the universities were both the ehief organs of "publie opinien®”
and the training centers of the ruling Serman h-'unrm.lso A number of aMon'u

share, either fully of substantially, ¥edovernbs thesis that Hegel, both because
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of his intellectusl in”luenne snd beosuse of his adeclutiet phi losophy, wsas the
"morning star” of the ’hutot theory of Ehh.ux,?!omnr. many would sot go e
far ag ioppsr who sweepingly states: "Nearly all the more important ideas of

podern totalitarianise are directly inherited from ferel,,.." s

John Dewey's more sober polnt of view is thet the eventual infleence of
German nineteenth century idealisr was totalltarian notwithstanding the eos=
mopolitarism of a man like Kant, or, presumably, the "liberallsn™ of a man like
Herele “Heapons forged in the emithy of the Absglute become brutal and eruel
wher eonfronted by merely humar resistance,” he has writhn.m Fis point which
is ghared by Pertrand Huulll"t. that the demperatic tradition is allied with
philosophical empiriclsm, as any absolutist philosophy neturally ellies 1tself
with totalitlr!.nln.m knother valuable obzervation Cewey makes 1s that there
is recisn ir fe el's philosophy, a logleal consequence of which is mtl-m!tin.m
Hege), he cbeerves, ldentified the free, raticoal State, wiose bearers the Jermans
®ere, with Gernman Culture and Hsce. Alsc, Hege] attributed the instadbility of
Horance pecples to the faot that they were mixtures of the Latin end Geruenie
rrees while the modern Servans were pure, B, Crooe places “s;el among those
who corntributed to the"invention of Gormln'iszn attitude of "national pride
and tomsting... which care to take in Germsny the forz of a sclentifie doetrime.”
Ascerding to Croeoe, thie idea is essentially a secular adeptation of the Niblieal
ides of m chosen peorle given & "philosophical garment™ in fecel's Philosophy
of History and a recislist formulation in uun.‘”

For all these faulBa that have made the influence of his philoscphy often
pernielicus, Hegel's coneeption of history continuss to be very suggsstive. There
are many today who would agree with .5, Foster that: "To philosorhise is to study
the history of philosophy phlhu,unny.'mor with Croce that philosophy end

history are one subjeet, or with Collingweood that histery must deal with undere

lying rotives reather than mers partiocular sets,” or =ith Dewey's pmagmtic yiewe
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point that phi losophlieal systens shange as new probleme srise in man's dnohmi:‘l
or with Toyphes's view of the relativily of historiogrephy, or, floally with the
tenets of the “lalectical Eaverialista. To all of these men, in varying degrees,
flezel bas mede a profound sentribution both as e historicel philosopher and as

a phllosophie hlsteriens
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Chapter 11

The Spevker of Commmisms The Farxian Philosophy of History

The fabulous 1ife of Xarl Narx began in 1818 in Trier (Treves), a city of
the German Rhinek nd, Marx's father, who had renounced his Jewish faith one year
before Karl's birth, was an “enlightensd" man in the tradition of Condoreet. His
Jewish backgrowmd, according %o several students, in part explains the sense of
prophetic mission of the son, and his retionalism the fact that, as I. Berlin
has written, Karl ¥arm "...remained both a rationalist and a perfectibilian to

the end of his d-yt.'l

Farx's personality and carger were Surbulently multi-dimensional. As a
student at .tlu universities of Bonn and then Berlin, he mixed with the Youmg
Hezelians, the radical elite of the time; as a erudading propagandist he edited
the Rheinische Zeitung, the Neus Rheinische Zeitung, and the Deutsh-Fransosische
Jahrh;oh-n as an ideclogical whip he ruthlessly derolished, as far as communist
eiroles were concerned, imtellectual opponents in books like The Poverty of Phile-
sophy (Proudhon), and The Holy Fawily (the Youmg Hegelians)j as a cosmopolite and
polyglot he wrote tracts im Freneh, English, and German; as an ackivist he helped

organisze the Commumist league in Brussels for which he, with Engels, wrote The
Cmmlst ianifesto, and he played a major role in the founding of the First Inter-
nstional which he dominated from its birth in 1864 to its demise in 1872; as an
indefatigable soholar, Marx spent long hours in the British Nuseum composing
Cspital, his most serious contribution to political economy; as a dangerous redical
he suffer-d politiecal expulsion from Prussias, m. and Belgium; and, finally,
as a devoted though impoverished pater familias, he, snd his ever faithful Jenny
von Westphalen, raised a large family that was rich in the kmowledge of both
human sorrow and happiness. Terms such as "fanatic" and "prophet of hatred” have
been arplied to Marx, but, as I. Berlin has pointed out, Narx's oase was never
pathologioal in the sense that he ever suffered alternating moods of exaltation

and persecution mania; he remained prolifically oreative wntil his death in uu.'
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Karx, as the father of communism, canmot be discussed without reference to his
intimste friend, eollaborateor, and lsf{t-hand man, Frederiok Engels. The two
formed a team, and the term "Narxism,” will be used in the follewing pages, %o

designate their joint produut.,

Larxiem, like Hegelianism, was a conselously synthetic produe’ of a wvariety
of ideas and ideologies, the most important of which was Herelianism itself . Ao~
eording to Lenin, the most important sources were Jerman philosophy (Hegzel especlal-
ly), tEnglish pelitieal economy(Elcardo efpeclally), snd French sooialism(men like
Proudhon and Blane whom Larx oalled "Utopian Soohn-tl').‘ These Harx combined
dislectically into a "complete and symmetriocal whole®, the only form in whieh,
scoording to ¥arx, the partial truth of eash souree oould contribute to the eorplete
truth. Hegel's spiritualiss wa: correctsd by the empirieal reallsm of British
political egonomys the harmful individualiem of British eeonory was corrsoted by
the insizhts of the Utopian Socialists; and the utoplanisz of the French by
Herelidn historicism. Ludwiz Peuerback should adse be mentioned as a source
because his Essence of Christianity wa: instrumental in helping Xarx %o break with

the idealism of hip student days. 6

Before any attempt to describe Eerxiem more fully can be made, 1t should
be pointed out that the writings of Fngel and larx are full of ambiguities and
apparent contradictions. Ae a result, Farxism has been interpreted in a variety
of irreccneilabls ways. The writer of this paper will cutline the mest important
interpretations of moot points and suggest whieh ones appear to him %o be the
rost eonvineing. Jarx was both a scholr and a propagandist, an absolutistic snd
a relativistie moralist and systematiger; his theory can be read both %o mean that
man is determined snd that man is only cchditioned, both that commumism is inevitable
and that it can omly sucosed by being worked for. It ie in considerable measure
¥arx's fault that today there ls such disparity between "orthodex" Marxists who,

in Sidney Hook's words have ereated a "monistic worldeview" only to be compared
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to"the great traditional religions® .de modern demoeratiec Narxists like G.D.H.

Cols, §, Hook, and A.D. Lindesay, who reozard Narxism as a method, %o be applied

to changing eireumstances rather then as an abso lutist -yctn.'

The attempt to explain the human historical process and the elaim %o have
dome so, on the part of Marx and Engels, were grandiose to say the least. The
following excenpt from Engel's speech at Marx's grave shows this. It will also
serve, perhaps, as a thumbenail introduetion %o the ¥arxist philosophy which will
be treated belowsg 'f\l Darwin diseovered the law of evelution in organic mature,
so Yarx diseovered the law of evelution in human historys the simple fact, pre-
viously hidden under ideologieal growths, that humen beings must first of all eat,
drink, shelter and clothe themselves before they can turn their attentiom %o pol=
ities, science, art and religion; that therefore the produotion of the immediate
material nnm of 1ife and conseguently the given stage of economic deve lopment of
a people or of a peried forms the basis on which the State inmstitutions, the legal
principles, the art and even the religious ideas of the people in question have
deve loped and out of which they must be explained instead of exsectly the contrary,

as was previously attempted."” .

The Karxist sonception of truth is a combination of a Jamesian type of
{nstrumentalism, Lockean empiricism, end inverted Hegelianism. Mucts, for the
Narxist, are sense-data whose validity are Sested in practice. ® they are not
simply passively impressed upon man, as the pre-¥arxis materialist argued, but
they are the products of the interaction between mun and nature. "The gquestion
whether objeetive truth is an attribute of human thought=is not a theorstiocal
but a practieal question," Farx wrote: "Ihought is "sensuous human activity"” rather
than mere contemplation as the earlier materialists claimed; " eeein opposition to
materialism the sctive side of thought was developed abstractly by ideallism~which
of sourse does mot know resl sensuous sctividy as such.” mhurulg to Narx whe

sonsidered himself a seientiet rather than a metaphysician "...philosophers have



only interpreted the world differently, the point is, % change 1%." "

While barx's epistemology was instrentalist, hls ontolozy was, in his
own terrinelo:sy, materialistie, but not in the sightesnth century mechanistie
sense of Bolbach and Helvetius. Eind, though posterior to matter, is not matter
alone; reality is a result of theilr dimlectical interpenetration. Aceording %to
Yarx, men "...ho*‘ %> distinguish b:\-rulno from animals as scon as they begin
to produce their means of subsistence, a step whioh is eonditioned by their physical
erganigation,” ullnrx in this statement implicitly mekes a gqualitative distinetion
betwsen human beings snd their eavircament. This dualism in darxism has been
pointed out by both Po,parf’m G.D.H. Cohu'ho both prefer to des!iznate larx's
philosophy as "realistic” rather than "naterialistic”. “m hizher the stage of
humen @volution, the less is man motivated by material considerations begause the
grester 1s his contrel over his material environment. In the firal Marxist stage

of evolution, thersfore, mind will be completely free to explhit nature at its will,

hile Farz may have rejected msterialistic monism, it 1s not at all certaia
that he rejected determinism. In this concection the confusion im Harxist writinze
between scholarship and propagands results in eonsiderable amblzulty. Passages
esn be clted whioh indicate that karx believed inm an ineluctable determinism and
others that suz-est he believed man, understanding the eonditioning faotor of
his historical and material environment, is free to chocss Lhe most logical scelal
iolntlcn to his predicament, For example, karx wrote in cgu.;.u'n is a question
of these laws themselves, of free tendeneies working with iron necessity towards
inevitable results,” and yet Narxz, in the Communist enifesto exhorts the working
elasses to take revelutionary action, snd in a letter %o I-unllo“lu sxpressed
gratitude to Darwin for having dealt "the death-blow...%o "weleology” in the
nstural selences.” 8.: treats Marx as having been a determimist although he
adnits that there is s certain samount of evidemes to the mmry.n Sabine considers

the question a puszle; he considers Marx to have sald, im effect: “"luman ecal-
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culation and human interests are a factor in producing the necessity, yet the neces~

sity predstermines the caleulation and the direction that the interests must take.”

The liberal Marxists interpret Narx as mot having been a determinist. Lindsay observes

that man i3 eontrolled by necessity only sc long as he is ignorant and ”ol'.n

determinism is thus sowmething men finally overcomes. Cole interpretes Farx to have
meant that alfhough man cemnot act wholly independently of his conditions of life,
yet he can fall to take sdvantage of those possibilitites for improvment that

moponhnl.’l

On one point, the students are in almost universal agreement, and that is
that the Varxian key to the haman condition is the dialectic, the historieal pro-
cess that conditions men 1f 1t doss mot determine him. “*The dialestic has al-
ready been discussed in this paper; it remains simply to point out that Farx
belieoved, in contrast to Hegel, that the dialectienl process was humsn and natural
rether than spiritual and logicml, that is, it evolves through the stougz le between
man and his human and material environment rather than batween logical eategories.
As will be shown in a later discussion of the dialectie, the essential difference
between the Hegelian and the Marxian comception of the dialectie has nothing,
¥arz notwlithstanding, to do with the opposition between ideslism and materialismp
the essential difference is that the prineiple of the dialsotic was ecomerie for
Varx snd ideclogieal sand political for Hegel, and that, as a result, for Farx
ersative progress would have to be fundamentally sconomie whils for Hegel it would

be lm‘.ﬂ.‘lo

The dialestie for Narxz,ss well as being the pattern of human progress,
was & method of ascertaining the eorreet sourse to be followed in order to realise
cuhnu.u As the lstter, as a method, of social amalysis, man should be able
to prediet the main lines of human development and sct sccordingly; he will know
what is possible and what impossible, and he will know how to correlate his pol=

itionl sctivity with economic sctuality. To give an examples in a speech on the
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question of free-trade, Verx argusd that free trade should be supported beecause
its empirically cbserved effect was %o dissclve nationaliswm and to heighten the
olass strugils betweenm the proletariat and the bourgeoisie. Knowing that the
proletariat eould never win its international vietory until this oceured, Farx
advooate? that the mtqonrrtiff econory (thesfis) be pushed to its logieal
conolusion so that it might generste its own d estruction (sntithesis) which alcone

could pave the way for a superior econonie soclety (synthesies). %

The determining laws of dislectical change, sccording %o Egrx, are not te
be found in politics, psychodogy, opfhilosophy, but in "...the material conditions
of 1ife,” the realm where men grapples with nature and with his fellow san, con=
seiously or unconseiously, for s higher standard of livings this realm is what the
eighteenth eentury E_l_l_nm and scomorists, as well me Hegel, called "eivil
society”. The snatomy of this sced®ty, aecording tc “arx "is to be sought in pol=
itical .meq.?-ul the laws this study involves are the lews that ultimately

deternine the woelal, intellectual, snd political life of the community.

The final determinant, in Farxism, of the political economy of sry soeclety
is ite "mode of produetion®, sn omnibus ters whieh ingludes the way laver is
or-anized, (the most important factor), the geographical enviromment (of greatest
{mportance at the begirmning of human dovelopment), and the level of technological
and solentific development, (which is often, as in the case of the rise of the

26 -
first stage of capitalism, of no major impertance).

The egononie laws of any ome soolety, the Darxist glaims, are deternined
by the mode of production of that soolety, and es every mode of production is in
dialectieal movement, soonordic laws change. Thua, by conceiving of politicoal
soonomy in Hegelian relativistie terss, Farx rejected the view of the classiecal
econonics that thers are certain eternslbsenonic laws which 1t 1s the job of the

soono- st to digeover. As Pngels put it, economicg, with iarx, becaze = historieal

.w 0"
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The most important prineiple of econonie: analysis for Earx was the Labor
Theory of Value. m-'m. which iv .M'. time had a reputable standing among
the most orthodex economists, states that the wvalue of eapy oommodity is determined
by the amount of humsn "socially necessary labor time” put into the produstion of
that commodity. Today, as an explanation of value, this theory is in d!rnpm,“
but sceording to a number of contemporary students, it has validity as a moral
elaim on the part of the working-classes exploited in a society which treats each
worker as a commodity inatead of as & humen being deserving of a just charge for
his mk.’ The reason the worker is exploited, sccording to Varx, is that the
copltalist pays him only encugh money %o subsidt on, while the worker is foreed
to work more hours than is necessary to ereate this much value. The walue, ulhlm’:f:/m
by lkarx, ereated above the worker's wages is taken by the cwmer of the factery. ’
By the relative standards of eapitalism, this may be a legitimate situation, but
from the point of view of the worker sonseious of the possibility of a nlh&lv&ct
sostety which will insure ssonowic equality, 1t is note?? individualistic, capitalist
soelety must, according to Narx, be based on inmeguality, bdut since production under
capitalisn 1s becowing progressively more soclal (the role of say individusl in
the total productive process is becoming impossible to determine), there is no
reason why this inequality should persist. The writer of this paper is incompetent
to judge the validiy of Yarx's sconomic theories; he oan, however, gite an expert
who confirms his view that the hho.r Theory -l; Value, as an evonomie explanatiom,
is not n.pnrﬁn__n:hrly important elsment in Farxism. Joan Robinson writes: "Vol~-
taire remarked that it is possible to kill a flock of sheep by witeheraft 1f you
give ther plimty of ursesio at “he sanse time. The sheep, in this figure, may
well stend for the somplacent apologiets of eapitalism; ¥arx's pemetrating insight
and bitter hatred of oppression supply the arsenic, while the labour theory of wvalue

provide the inesntations " s

The most lup-rt-tuputartln‘-hotp“uuu' is the manner in which

labor is organised, 1.0., the class oi;-hn of & .ﬂ'.” The basie eritefia of
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the oharsater of a particular socliety are omership of the means of production
and the degree of freedon the working olasses qu.u The structure of the soelety
is not nwcessarily a conselously recognigzed fact; the class status of an individual,
sccording to Nerx, is an objective rather than a subjsetive faet whieh determines
his sonsciocusness, in most eases, momlouly.“ The average man may explain
his politieal seticns jideclogioally, snd he may be quite sincere in this. BHever-
theless, the ideclozy he believes in the final snalysis is determined by his
econorioc status in seoclety. Classes, in short, the yarxist claime, are objectively
hostlile to one another whether this fact is #ubjeotively recognized or not, or
whether a soelety is tranguil or in nwlutioﬁry upheaval. WNo soolal revolution
ean be snything more than superficial uhless it results in a change in the class
structure of soclety, and mo real revolutienm, eonversely, can be anything less them
“ chlmtruggh.“ Any real historical change 1z thers’ore the result of oless

strugeghe .

Marx distinguished between the economic structure of a society and the
superstructure whieh includes all non-econorie realws of humen onq'pur. "What
else dees the history of ldeas prove, "the authors of The Communist Eanifes
asted, "than that intelleetual produetion shanges in cherscter as material prodvetion
18 changed? The fuling idess of each age have been the ideas of the ruling class.” 5
And to quote Emgels: "If...technigue depends on the stage of science, science depends
far more still on the state end the requirements of techmique. If sceiety has
e technical need, that helps sclence forward mere than ten nzvcnltiu.p 1t was,
to give one more example, the fact that the philosophes were unable to transcend
the limits of their time, that their “etermal Justice”™ was simply the justioce of

the middle clasees struggling for wnr.“

It is of essectial importence to note, however, that the superstrueture of
a soclety is more than just s passive reflection of the eeonomie structure —- the

omm.“wﬂ.uuw&owmﬂhwwsmmlt
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Nevertheless, in the mutual interssticon between structuwre and superstructure,
the Marxist argues, the former is the strongest and ultimately is bound to prevail,
The economio facter, Fngelswrote "...1s far and away the strongest, most primary
or doduin.'. Flekhamov has outlined in five peints the relationship between
structure and superstructure: (1) the productive system is crested, (@) it eon-
ditions the economic relations of a society, (3) s sccio-political ragime is
erected upon the foundations of these relations, (&) human psycholegy is de termined

by the second and third factors, and (6} ideclogies are formulated reflecting

this plyuholon.w

A vumber of #mportant corollaries follow. MNorality is e¢lass morality and
is relativistionlly conceived; art is the product of a particug/ir sceiety in time
and as there are po eternal moral values so there are no eternal aesthetic stand-
ards;*lthe prevailing lecal syste: of sny sselety 1z boumd to be ome that protects
the property and other vested interests of the ruling elasses.- snd 1t follows
that political power is "..amerely the orgenized power of one ciuu for oppres-
sing c'm-.n:l'mn-."‘8 Of ecourse, when the oppressed cless rises to démend its rights,
i§ gains in politicsl power wmtil it conquers the state. Political power is,
aceorfing to Kngels, fundamentally econcmic power ? that is, only that class which
rules the egonomie sthmeture of a sceiety hee real power. The qualifying remark
ts wade by Lirdssys’ that slfheugh polities have been determined by eeomomica

in the meiz wmtil today, in the ocommunist society, polities will control economies.

The institutional custodisn of economic power, secording to kerx, is the
state, and until the state is overthrown soeiaslis= is impossible. !Yarx made this
elear in his attack on the Lassallean Goth Program which provided for eco-operation

between stabe and workers. When the proletariat finally gains power and a

"olass less” sceliety is realised, the state will 'ﬁhor bscause 1t will no louger

have any fumetion .“

But, sc long es there is a state, there will be expleitation, and sinece
co-operation with the state ia precluded by ¥arx, the alternative, revolution, is
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sanctioned. As 5. Hook has expressed 1%, "...revolution is the political mode

® Thus the effect of the (lorious

by whieh a social revelution takes place.”
Revolution was to bring "... the landlord and ecapitalist expropriators of surplus-
value® into power,®Pand the Freneh Revolution brought the Fremsh bourgeoisie

into power. A preceful and legal social revolution is concleved of as possitle
in hghnd?o but this eoncession om Engel's part, as 8. Hook has pointed out,
oontradicts the Marxien thuhgl The mareh of history depends upon wiolence,

and violence is only successful when it results in fundamental economic changes;
this is a M'mdamentally important lesson of history. #“hen remctiomary viclence
is practised against an eseonomic system, as in the care of foreign conquest by a
backward people, the mode of production will resssert itself and eonquer its
mquorou.“ ind where violencs 1s not practised, poelitieal power, in one form

or another, must remain in the hands of the exploiters.

Strachey has aptly desoribed ¥arxism as "...a highly unified and integrated
outlook upon the world. It is a seamles: mt...‘b"tho philosophieal, economie,
and soclological ideas that have already been dlscussed in thls paper do not, there-
fore, stand independently; they are links in the Harxian chain, snd the chain is
Metory. Hars has written, "What I did that wes néw was to proves (1) that the
existence of elasses is only boumnd up with partiouldr, historic phases im the
deve lopment of produstion; (2) that the class struggle necessarily leads to the
dietatorship of the proletariats (3) that the dietatorship itsslf only combl tutes

the transition o the gbolition of all classes and o a olsssless mh!.‘“

The amu.-nt‘fg.turu of history is the dislectical stuggle between
ghuu; strugzles and changes that do not affect the class strueture of scelety
osour, of sourse, but they are relatively omrl’hhl.“ That the superstructure
affects the strusture has already been stated, but, to reiterate, "...the production
and reproduction of real life eonstitute: in the last instance the determining
faotors of hhhry.“ The mode of produwection camnot, therefore, be shanged by

political action unless 1%, the mode of preduetion, develops its megation ®



s sufficient degree.5” -

Engel's confession that "Nerx nﬁ I are partly responsibls for the faet
that at times our diseiples have laid more weight upon the economic factor than
belongs %o u.‘“ ia"in the final instance” a spurious remark unless one agrees,
whioh the present whiter does not, with the liberal Harxists thet Engels snd Narx
were not determinists. 57

The role of man, in the Narxian historioal scheme, is affain similarly
insigaificant unlesas one l,nwmh ¥arxism non-deterninistioally; "...what in-
dividusls are,” Harxz has whitten,"depends wpon the material conditione of pro-
lu-tin.'.o Engels admits that ser "...make thelr history themselves,” but "...
only im given surroundince whieh dondition it and on the basis of actual relations
already sxisting..."®! Op the ohher hand, Farx suggested thet men influemce the
tempo and charscter of an ecomomic transitiom but not the basie pattern. OGermany,
for exazple sould have sopled the inglish experience with capltalism to "shortes
and lessen the birthepangs™ of the industrial revolution in 'Jcmny.“ And else=
whers he wrote that the "individual" he was writing about ia Capital was sn
sbetract man embodying the economic categories of his time.5% Nevertheless, this
abstract man remalns "in the last inatance™ the "real"men as far as historiesl

deve lopment 1is eoncerned.

In the Earxian historical scheme, two premises are seccepted, by impli-
eation, without question., Ome is that umiverssal history is the history of eme
eivilization culminating in = classless soclety, and the second is that there
Ls progress in historyS' The steges of the uafolding of "civilization® have
been fours (1) "Asiatie” primitive communism, (2) sncient slavery, (3) medieval
foudnlism and (4) bourgeols ompitalism®® Each stage lasted until 1ts mode of
production produced all it could and, concomltant with its unfolding, the mode
of production of each stage generated its negation, am exploited olass, which

inevitably realized the succeeding and higher mode of produstion. WNarx wrotes
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"No soeial order ever disappears before all the produetive forees, for which there
is room in 1t, have been developed; and new higher relations of ppodustion never
appear before the material eonditions of their existence have matured in the

66
womd of the old soolety.®

In ¥arx's timm, as it is of eourse today in the greater part of the mom-
Hussian dominated world;, the preveiling mode of produstion was capitslism. Farx
defined capitalism as a systes of production whioch begins when each individual
capital onplqu‘ a cor paratively large number of wage-saraing workers simulta=

necusly workingz in the same place to produce the same mdlir.”

larx distinguished two important stages in the unfolding of the capitalist
mode of production, the "manufecturing™ aad the "industrial®. The first stage,
whioh lasted from the sixteenth to the eightesnth edtury, emerced from enterprises
that oonsisted either of a concentration of workers eash doing a specialized
Job, or of the co-operation of artificers of one handieraft. Both types of pro-
duetion, as they grew, merged, after a dialptiocal leap from the quantitative to
the qualitative in "...a productive meghanism whose parts are human h!ngs."“
The "guantitative” lesp cecurred when the acoumulation of co-operating workers
produced the new “eollective power of the mm-.". In the process individual
differences between worimen tended to disappesr. The debasement of the workers
was completed in the industrial stage of capltaligm when, in the automatie faetery,
the "hierarchy of specialized workers™ was levelled into one wundifferentiated
mass. The workman was trenéfirued into s part of a detall-mashine”}° he became
s “erippled -nm-liy'zl Thie proletariat clase was the soures of profit for
the bourgeoisie; it was also the slass whiech nuu‘mzy destroy capitalimm
and establish tie fifth great historical stage, communism,

"fhat the borugeoisie...produ-es, above all, are its omn grave-diggers. Its
7
fall and the vietory of the proletariat are equally inevitable." ’ Capitalime,
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Varx believed, waz nearing the stage when it would be unable to produce any - more,
and it would, therefore, be furced to give way to socialiam, a mode of produetion
whigh can produce both more ecomvodities and yrovide for a more equitable distrie-

bution of the commodities preduced.

There are three main reascns -hy capitalisr must disappear according te
Bmhts.n First, wnder espitalism production is for profit rather than for the
benefit of scelety as a whole; as s result the forees of production are curtaiied.
Seecnd, productior is social while wealth is appropristed privately. The pro-
letariat, conscious of this contradietion, must eventually realize that 1t need
not tolerate it. And third, oo . ctition among capitalists is wmplanned and
anarchio;’® arises result and oapitalism eventually wndermines itaslf. In the
process, large umm-f:mm srall onu!‘ the proletarian "industrial reserve
arry” e mhrg.d.“ and the ground is paved for revelution. The proletariat, as
ita suffering is lntoullﬂod)upruau fts lot in the lmﬂthll ideclogienl
form of moral protests; they come o regard oapitalisa with Farx, as "... a

4]
pestiferous souree of gorruption and slavery,” and they derand its abolitionm.

The last stace of capite.iom i» imperialisn; this view was suggested by

ern Send olaborated by lemin.”?

The reasoning behing this prediectiom is that
as the contradicetions within a national capitalist economy begin to eliminmbte
an internal market (as rates of profit and as the cspacity of the working elasses
to congure Aseclive), external markets are soucht, mations clash, and the c“q
wars uwdermine capitalism %o such an sxtent that the -roletariat is given the

oppertuni by to seigze power,

The last stave of historical development will be the communistie, and
the goal thet will be reelized is freedonr. "In proportion as avarchy im soelal
produstion vasishes,” dngels wrote, "the political suthority of the State dies
out. Fan, at last master of his owm fore of social organigation, begomes at the
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same time the lord over Nature, his mmﬂn.‘.llmﬁmum
Boonomic ¥an as the fundamental men, man freed from econonie necessity will become
fres. Another characteristie of the final stage will be the eraneipation of the
human personality; ecapitalise makes highly traised freaks of the mass of humen
beings, trained in partioular manual operations at the expense of all other hymen
potentialities, while under sommunism, in 5. Hook's words, "... man csases to
suffer as an saimal and suffers as a human. He therewith moves fro= the plane
of the pitiful to the plane of the hdc."l The karxian vision of the future
has been expressed by Narxists in terms that are %oo vague for any clear and

eoherent picture to emerze.

SRS NSRENAISSTSNRSsARESSR RSN

The apologetics sad the denumeclations of Kerxzism have been %o prolifie
and furlous over too loaz s psriod of time for mere them the pain points of lsswe

to be dealt with ian this paper,

The fmdemental guestion of detersinism has already been discoussed. The
writer of this paper nesd only state SBal he agrees with un#’m-n.".n l-hlu“
that the writings of Yarxz in the main do suggest determinism rather than not.
If Warx and Engels esn be judged by the historical fruits of thelr work, the
religioms geal of their contemperary digeiples would confirm the view that .

belief in imevitabl ity was more than implieit in Narx and Smgels.

The smbivalence between s selentific and a crussding approash %o history
permestes all thelr works. In his most scholarly book, Capital, for example,
Marz deseribes with rightecus indignation a soclety his owm theory shows %o have
boen inevitable and, in its own period of ereativity, more productive than any

system prior to it im history. This would be an wmimportant though amusing

eontrediotion if it were not a symptom of a deeper falling im Narx, namely the

profoundly subjective mature of his "selentifie” workS®

The result is that
garxiem, though fundamentally a seculer religiom in a seientifically minded age,

has gained a spurious authority because of ite solengific supersirueturs, It is
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diffieult to disagres with Federn's judgement thet Narxism is 1little mere, from

a sclentific point of view, than a pripri, deductive philosophy of hlltery."

This eriticisr is amply {llustrated by the superficiality of Farx's
treatment of the “"superstrueture.” He assumes the eeonowlc mode of predustion
is the determining faector, and then, without any inductive study, simply states
that any given non-sconomiec realnm of soeisty is determined by it. There is too
much that cannot poessibly be explained this way. For example, as See afgues,
how oan “arxism explain why a poor and disunited Sermaay in the eighteenth and
ninetsenth centuries produced the art of the great Homantiocs while Germanr sinee
1871, uni%ed and prosperous, has boen relatively barren srtistieally? Or, how
oan Yarxism explain the lack of any American amd cormensurate with Amerioca's
industrial dght!sa M-n?h the same vein, askd why the chanze of Europe
$5 a money economy prodused suech different effects in the different ecuntries
of Kurope. And, why, Dober asks, did Oreeks produce speculative geomstry instesd
of arithretic 1f selence reflescts esomomic needs??Oind, how can Yarxism secount
for the genius of a man like Leonardo da Vinet1®? 1n short, the disginction Marx
makes between structure and superstructure is untenable at loast in ites classieal

form.

Ancther pitfall resulting frum the coneeption of the economie factor
as exolusively primary is the untehable division of sdelety into economic classes.
Con'ewporary experience with the passions of recism and natiocrealiom is evidence
emough to the entrary. Class-cousciousness, ia the Narxist omo!’u Seo
oheerves, was probably a sentiment created by modern socialist literature more
than anything oln.“ 1t is significant that this oomsciousness arose first in
France where socisiist literature was most widely spread rather than in England
whieh first experienced the Industrial Eevolution, In ealier times, in Eome or

in the period of the Freneh Rewolution for example, struggles were never exclusively
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between eoonomic classes; Roman plebiens were led by ambitious end idealistie
nriatomh:‘ and in the French revolution there were never say elear-out class
divisiongi® As Sorel has pointed out, soelety has been divided into eeonoriec
classes only when economic groupings have sccepted the “myth" that this was the
correct division to make.’S Furthermore, none of the elass strur-gles snumerated
by M. brought about any change in the mode of prodmﬂcn!' In the cases of the
Frenoh Revolution the mode of production had changed before the rmluthl:.ﬁ
give one classic emample. Ome right also poiat out, (ms Bober does somewhere),
that the great struggles between the popes and the emperors in the Middle Afes
were between members of the same class. Once again Marx's a priori hiztorisism

fails to explain the faots.

¥arx's acsount of the state is vulnerable for the sane reascns. As AJ.
Sehlesinger Jr. observes American experience shows that the state, rather than
being the agent of the wealthlest econor le classes can be "an obfect of genuine
competition™ among olasses.”® Recent British experience, furthermore, shows that
Harx exaggerated the intractibility of the eapitalists in the face of & scecial
revolution.’®® It has already been showm that Marx's prediotion that this might

happen in England eontradicts his theory of the s tate , 101

Perhaps the most harmful fruit of Farsism has been its view that politieal
power is determined by economic power. In the first place, as Federn observes,
and as Jarx himgelf points out, economic power was historically detsrmined by
physical rower rather than the ronrn.m Popper, similarly, observes that an
individual can only enjoy egonomic power after the state has arisen to protect

his proporty!oz

Narx's theory leads to the conelusion that economio solutions will cure
the problems of power politiecs and so he falled %o consider any provisions for

checking the abuses of politieal pnr.m The most searching samlysis of power
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is probably Bertrand Russell's study Power: A New Social Analysis. "To suppose
that irresponsible power," Russellwrote, "just because it is called Sobhalist
or Communiet, will be freed miraculeusly from the bad qualities of all arbitrary

power in the past, is mere ohildis: nursery psyphology.”

Marxism as history is no less vulnerable to eriticlsm then 1t is as so-
olology. Periods of history, as Federn afgmes, are symbolically helpful but never
elear-cut, Marx, divided the stream of history into economic divisions to prove
his theory of economic dialectiocal contradiction; this is no more legitimate than

Hegel's division of history into national cultural diﬂiionc.wﬁ

Another case of
arbitrariness is that Yarx and Engels feiled to trest themselves as historieally

condi tioned by their own middle-class bnokgroundl.m7

U ther weaknesses of the diclectic sre its failure to explain the ocenturies
of Asiatic economiec "hacklnrdnou'.mﬂu feet that seientists like Coparnious
and Yewion were able to discover wniversal physical lews withsouk emploring the

dialectical method,

and the fact that modern sclentists do not belleve that
the process of the 'miverse id dhleotionlfmr.c +8, Northrop argues that any
thesis can be ne:nted in a variety of wags; that communism in Russia negated a
peasant economy by leaping over an industrisl stage is & case in point}n Chanee

and lenin determined the negation as wuch me did any economic necessity.

Yarxigm, because of those inadequacies, has failed as historieal methe
odolo.y in three main respects: (1) to acecoimt adequately for mom-eoccnomic fastors
in history, (2) as a result, to explain sstisfactorily past historicel oceurences,

and (3) to predlet the future correctly.

Among the factoms that may at times be primary, there are eight important
ones Marx underestimated. First, there iz the factor of "imitation"™ (what Toynbee
ealls "mimesie™), the disposition of the mass of men to follow & course of action

initiated hy:-wnﬂn individual., There is mo reason why this individual eannot,
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in this way, ereate a unigue and unpredietable -ﬂtnrtnz Second, there ig the
factor of a jeneral scheme of maral val wes (what A. Huxley ecalls the Péremnial
Fhilosophy) lhat saints and mystics have discovered in vestly diesimilar epochs
and societlies. So; states that Fnjsls admitted that some men have transcended
class morals, but he eamnot aceount for this by Larvist pﬁnolphl.na ‘hird,
there is the fsctor of psychological forces as primary in determinirg behaviour;
Freud, for example, has shown the Importanee of sex as sueh a factor. Fourth,
there is the factor of gradual change; many fundamental changes have occurred
withouk a violent revelutionl? Tifth, there is the factor of decadence and
de eneration in the lives of oiviliutﬂ.ontlm The Dark Azes and not feudalism
followsd the decay of the Roman Fmpire. There is no reason, as laskl points out,
why a new Dark Ages rather then communism might not follow the decline of Hestern
eivilizationll® Seventh, there is the faetor of war which Karx never oxplalm

can "*M
.doqunt.lyn' (1f was is a result of capitalism how explain earlier wars). And

eighth, Yarx underestimated the factor of sccident, Cleopatra's beesuty or Napcleen's

genius, for exampls.

darx and Engels, as a result of underestimetin g the ocoasioral primeey
of these factors, misinterpreted past historical ogeurences. A number of exavples
will {llustrate this. First, the ierxist explanstion of the faet that women
and not men in primitive societlies do the heavy work is thet women eare more dex-
terous at agrieultural work. MNedern anthropology €indings show this t- be non-
sense, 'odera points out;n"o-n do the heavy work because they are phrsiecally
weaker and sre dominated by mern. | atriarchal exceptions can only be explained
as a combination of religious with sexual fsetors. BSecond, feudalism is best
explained not as a nmatural result of the negation of a alave economy, as the
Farxists would have it, but as a product of military necessity and the need for

19

sscurity in the armrohy of the Derk A.gul Third, if there was only one "Aslatie”

mode of production, as Marx elaimed, why was it that Asia experienced so many
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different soelieties and oultures? ind fourth, capitalism, as Marx himself ad-
mitted, was in part the product of the discoveries of the explorers, end Bhie

was an "accldent” rather than a necessity.”

Earxism as a technique for the prodieotion of the future is equally in-
sdequste snd again beomuse of its unwarrented emphasis of the economle faclor.
This ie revealed by the course of eveants since larx's day. 7o give conly three
gutstanding exarples, soeialism, whioh Marx predicted would eome first in Germany,
came first in Russiaj the proletariat, instead of beoeoming progressively more
impoverished is enjoying a progressively higher standard of living in eapitalist
comtries; and, nationslism, instead of having disappeared among the proletariat
as ¥arx mald it would, has, sinece the deginning éf the First World far bscome

intensified.

‘he Yarx who has been criticized in the preceding pages is, for the most
part, FYarx the crusader and propagandiet. Though his sunalyses and prophecies
were not alwaye happy ones, the succese of communiem today is preof erough that
behind the utoplen gprophet of the classless society, there was alwgys iarx the
scholar, keen and realistie in his observations. L. Schwargehl ld'lln‘vin that
but for ¥arx the contemporary world would have besn radically different ie ex-
agzerated in its simplicitys one mi_ht sugrest, however, that Marx wasa prophet
in the sense that his vision corressponded closely emough with reality and hopes

to attract the allegiance of men who may yet substantiate ths vision,

As a socholer Yarx eontributed to several flelds of scholership. Schurpeter
has eredited ¥arx with having made e resl and lasting contribution to sociolegy,
s contribution whibh corpared to pre-iarxian theorles, was a revolutionary advance,122
Echlesinzer gees even further and ststes that m scolologist today can no more
reject Yarxiar insights and methods than a physicist cen ignors Newtonian laws123

Harx hae made an egqually lasting eontribution to the field of economics. Ae~
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ecording to Joan Robinson, modern ecenomists are closer today to Farxian views
than to classical views. "Narx," she has written, "however imperfectly he worked
out the detalls, set himself the task of discovering the law of motion of eap=-
italism, and if there is any hope of progress in economies at all, it must be in
using academic me thode to solve the problems posged by Eﬂ'x.'u‘ Schumpeter's
estimation of ktarx as an economist 1s practically the same as Joan Kobinson's,
iarx's great contribution mecording to him was to have bledded economis theory
and history chemically and %o have brought within the purview of economics factors

(strikes, for example ) whibh elassical esonomists had dismissed as mers ascidentsiZd

THompeon is extremely critical of Larx the historian, but he ls forced to
adrit the srest influence warx has had in turning hlatorians from political and
diplomatic nistories to the =tudy of the underlying sceiologleal foreo#2® see alse
admites this contribution, and Seligh -. who rejects "sclensific scoialiam™, treats
“arx as the futher of the ecomomic interpretation of history which he (3digman)
acoepta. The economis interpretation of history, In one form or anmother, is,

needless to esay, widely acoepted amonz historians today.

That darxism e both a living political and intsllectual foree needs no
discussion; L. Schwargenild, who bitterly laments the fact, goes so far as to
describe the modern era as "the L.miu"}za laski was indubitably right whea he
wrote that Yarx "...found comrunism a cheos and left it & rovement.” > as an ine
tellectual foree Farxism has teken many forms ranging from Charles Beard's indi-
vidualistie sconomic interpretation of history, through Bernsteinian revisionism,
to Stalinist Bygantinism, sud even those who deplore communism as a religious

movement and as en intellectual Weltanschsuung sgres that the fundamental Larxism

insights must be assimlilated into any philosophy of recomstruction, bertrand
Russell, for example, has written: "Both ¢cld-fashioned demooracy and new=-{ashioned
Farxism aimed at the taming of power. The former failed because it was only pole-

itios] the latter because it was only ecomomic. #ithout a dembination of both,
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nothing approsching to the solution of the problem is mllbh.'m hl:"'?.c.s.
Horthrop has written: "Marx has made 1% forever impessible hereafter for anyove
to pretend to have an adeguate sconomie or politiecal theory er moral phiieserhy
which does not pay attention to man's bodily as well as his jdeational rature,

ard to the phrsieal universe =8 well as te purely cultural iuﬁtution.."u‘

Both as sceial smalyeis and as spocalyptie prophecy, the specter of larxism

will haunt the world for a lonz time to come.
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Chapter 11l

Of Churohes and Civiliszet!oms
Toynbee's Philosophy of History

irmold J. Toyudbee, cne of the several soholars huhthow.tm_l
magagine in recent years, has already become something of a populsr instd tution,
It is al=cst a legend, for exesple, that Toynbee was first seriously challenged
by history while studying at the British Archeologiosl School im Athems in 1912,
There, in the coffee houses of Gresce, he first heard of lord Grey's foreign poliey,
ﬂmtommth!:gnmauuummndtbmorlm
hietorye. A yoar or so leter, whils teaching Thusydides at Balliol, he sudden ly
saw the parallel, snd so the strugtural similarity, between hie own times and those

of the Feloponnesian Wars. The interpreter of umiversal history was in the -Hn;!

The most imcortent reason for his contemporsry fame, ia, of ocourse, that
he 1= the author of A Study of History. The reeeption of the firet six volumes
of this work 1s %0 well known to need any discussion. Arong the leglion of schole
ars who have recegnized his brillisnt schiovement and who have been at least moe
mentarily overvhelsed by its magnituds, is Professor R . Tawney. "It is of the
nature of a book so maseive and 8o dynanic”, he writes, "to sweep the reager off
hie fest. But it would be poor a compliment to the suthor if == to use his omm
language == the initial "rout® were not followed by a "rally”. Comfrosted by s
highly Intelligent el phant, moving at the rate of a hundred yards in ten seoconds,
the Judieious traveller takes to the nearsst troe, whore he presumably meditates
et lelsure, after :.uﬂring his breath on such vulnerable pointe es elephents
nay m."’ ind even by those inimical to his religiousness, Toymbee enjoys
the reputation of deln; one of the besteequipped historians of his time.

Toynbee's edueation ms an hi:torian began at his moSher's kmee. ¥her he was
a boy, his mother, a historian herself and one of the first English wowen to hold
& wmiversity degree, read English history to him at might, His eduostion, mestly
in the classlbe, aontinued at Winehester, at Balliol College and, at the British
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Archeological School in Athens. Besides this rich academic background, Toynbee
has had experience, fruitful for an historian, in several areas of practioal life.
He served as a fellow and tutor of ancient history at Balliol and as a Professor
of Modern Greek and Bysantine Studies at King's College in the University of Londen.
From 1921-22 he worked &m Greece as a foreign correspondent for the Manchester
Guardisn and during both World Wars, he served in the English government, To=-
day he 1s co-editor of the wontinuous seties, A Survey of Internatiomal Affairs,
and since 1926 he has beenDirector of Studies of the Royal Institute of Internatiomal
Affairs. ¢ The firet six volumes of A Study of History, his major work, were pub-

lished betwsen 1934 and 1939,

Neither the mmgnitude nor brilliance of A Study of History oan slone ae-

count for Toymbee's contemporary fame. Porhnpa. the best explanation is that the
profoundest dimensior in khis work is the spiritual. Emery Neff in The Poetry
of History has suggested that modernm thought, eonscious of the erisis Western
Society is facing, is "in search of a historien™ who can show the way to salva-

tions. This erisis is, of course, essentimlly spiritual., A Study of History, whether

regarded as a symptom of a fallure of merve, as the atheistic rationalist would

have it, or as a sign of spiritual revival, is a book of and for the tim!

Though his Protestant faith permeates A Study of History, Toynbee gives the

impression of being iromicalliy ealm, objective, and sometimes o:yu whimsioal. At

ene point in his work, while analyzing the origins of modern race feeling in Prot-
estantism, he makes such a favorable case for Catholieism, that he feels obliged

to state in a foot-note, that "...it may be pertinent for him (the author) to mentiom
that he was brought up as a Protestant and that he has not become a Catholie? 4
Toynbee's Christian theism is always explicit, but it is mever foreed upon his
material. On the contrary, his frequent use of the conditional should be anathema

%o those Christians who are ocertain of a divine working in history. Toynbee, to

use Professor Harbinson's phrase, "is "first of all a Christian and a historien.” .
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Toynbee's method of historieal stuly s empiricel. Put simply, this means
that tentative observations which he makes sre trisd by s numbsr of tegtecases.
The original hypothests are then sither modified or discaried, or else they begome
daws .Toynbes never presumes to olaim selentifio velldity for his lews; they are
simply histerioal patterns he has observed im operation in the varicus elvilise=
tions he ha: studieds Their velus for the understanding of the present ead future
is sugrestive and not fimal. Profeesor Trevelyan rightly poists out that the va-
riety or absscoe of responses to various challenges in Toynbee's schess of history
is either explicabls by chance or by a faith is divine intervention, "How ars you,"
he asks, “to make a '‘hilosophy of History’ out of such a cesmal affatr?”®roynbes,
then, is not a detersicist, The future of s elivilizstion cemnct be predicted;
"eecour future”, he writes, "largely depends upon ourselves. "e are met Just at
the marey of an inexcorable hh."utmho suggests how “od might work in Msterys
he never insists that He doss so work amd certainly he mever elaims that Sod's

plans for the futupe can be fully known to man,}l®

Toynbes does insiet, however, that now is the time when the weolusinous
data of the fact=finders and writers of momographs rust be integrated in an intere
protative and seaningful wholed® The collseting of facte and their synthesis he
desoribes as "...tws antitheticsl yet complementary metivities.” 3y tuty of Hise
Sory 1s such an attesmpt %o fulfill the seccond beat of what he terms thie “rytm”
of historical scholarship,

Sined history has interpretative fmotions, he rejects the Aristotelisn
view that history is a mere technique for zatherings "particulars” in contrast to
postry which deals with “"wniversals.” History end flietion, which both originated
in aythology, were later 4ifferentisted not on the basis of "truth” involved in
oach, but according to the quantity of date each seeks to interpret. Fhere fletion
denls with the inowmerable data of gorsonsl relationships, and so muat use the
intultive method, Nistory deals with institutional relations (the highest instie
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tutions belng elvilizetions), en ares where the dats are "...t0o numerous to tabe

ulate but mot too mulercus to survey,” and so use the selentific method, n

Thus both flotion and history seek to discover "umiversals™; the 41fference

is that their flelds of Inveetigatior are quanti tatively different.

Howewer, though he uses the technigue of seience in his study of Ilnetie
tutional relation, Toynbee does not comceive of history as a selense, Toymbee
adnits that "...dt remaine true that the faets of the highest order, the 'intele
ligible fields of atudy', the gorparable units of history (l.e. eiviiigations)
remain lnconveniently few for the appliecation of the solentific technique, the
elucidation arnd formulation of laws. Nome the less, at our owa peril, we intend
to hagard the .Mpl..."n Toynbee makes no claims to bein: able to predict the
future; he provides no patent sclution to the erisis of the twentieth century,
hl-.m“h-bntdamtpﬂrtorhia li'e to the study of humen historieal
experience. fe says, in effects "‘his is what I have observed in my study of elve
1lisations, Here are the paths that ha-e led to destruction in past experience,
and here are the paths that have led %o growth and creativity, ie are in a state
of peril today; we can save ourselves by benefitting fros the e xperisnces of othergs

we can save owrselves from destruction by svolding the errofs others have made,”

Althouch Toynbee approsshes history from an cecumenical point of view, he
doss not comosive, history se ome in the sense of revealing the development of o
single elvilizationd® Wictory @0 be coped with must bs, and can be, divided iste
e number of "nulligibh fields of study.” These umits he calls civilizations.i?
He means by this that no nation can be studied alone, while each eiviligation can
be stulled, at least during its peric! of growth, without referesce to any other
eivilization. Iiu other warda, each eivilization is "self-deterrined”, that is,
it finde the sources of ite growth within 1teelf and 1t, itself, creates its own
destruetion. 8

Civiligations, Toynbes writes, "...are not statle eonditions of scoietisg
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but dymamis movements of an mlm:m tl-l.'” "hile esch possesses a wmigue
character, the patierns of their birtl, growth, breakiown, snd disintegrationare
the sare. For this reason Toynbee eonsiders oivilisations to be phi losophioally
oontemporary and squal in velue.2C He 1dentifies twenty-siz oivilisations im
history, of shich ten are extant todays. Of these ten all, exdept porhape iigetm
ern Soclety, sre either "arrested” (that is they heve stopped growing at a certain
point) or they s how signs of disintegration. Although Wester: Soclety may be inm
& state of disintegration, 1% iz still vital encugh to threaten all the other elve
fligsations with nh.om!.on.n

A eivilization, though & migue phenomenon, may be related to another cive
!nutlm' in time, when the death of one gives birth %o another. Theé relationship
Toynbee oalls "Apperentatiom=and Affillation"; it is & relationship analogous to
that between parents and ohildren.23 in example of Apparentationeand Affiliation
is the relstionship between the Hellenic Soelety, which by its disintegreation,
gave birth to the Christian Church, and Festern Soelety whian energed fron this

Christian Church,

A Civiligation 1s born, mccordin: to Tovabee, not Por environmental or reaecidl
n.m-.’ﬁut because a grouwp of people meet a ziven "ohallenge® with a sucoessful
“ressonse”; and the elvilization continues t grow because fresh chellences are
met with equally suscessful respcnses. The mass of people in sny sosiety, howe
éver, does not answer the shallenzes foroed u-om soclety. This is always the work
of elther a creative individual or a creative mimerity. ais long as the minority
is oreative 1t will inspire the masses to meet the ehallenge, by setting an example.
The messes are persuaded and follow the einority in ite response. Civiligations
ars bore in this manoer, and so do they grow,

Growt' 1s essentially a progress toward “"gelfedeterrination” {or self=
artioulation), which mesns that the field of challenge iz shifted from the external
world to the inwardj..." a growing persomslity or eivilisation,” in Toynbee's words ',
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"tends to become ite own fleld of sction ."“ This process of self-determination,
thol most important sign of growth, is called "oth.riunntion.'” It is a simpli-
fication of social and human teohniques which releases foroes in man and soociety
previously repressed by too close an attachment to the material and the external,
This process of etherialization works in all fields of 1ife. Fpr example, in art
it has resulted in the purer form of musie, in communication it has produced tele
ephones and less rigidly inflected languages. But etherialization does not only
involve simplification; it also mms.-, writes Toymbee, %... a transfer of emergy,
a shift of emphasis, from some lower sphere 8f being or sphere of action to a
'h:lghnr nphore.'za In other words, in a growing oivilization not only do the proe=
esses and techniques of life become progressively more simplified, but the spiritual

elerent in man is reddeased and finds progruaglv- ly greater freedom,

Another sign of the growth of a society is a "differentiation" of ite in-
dividual members who are at the same time bound by an underlying unity.” Civi-
lizations grow, Toynbes writes, "...through an ¢lan that oarries them through
response to further challenge and from differentiation through integration to dif-
ferentiation nguin,'w A eivilization is growing when it is in a state of spiritual
development, when its differentiated members, smd so the society, are beeoming

constantly more free and less dependent onm external stimuli,

While in growth the differentiated parts of a civiligation are integrated
and the directing minority holds the allegiance of the masses through persua$ion,
when a breakdown ocours this pProcess is reversed. The integration of the soclety
is disrupted and the ruling minority, umable to meet the challenge, and so no longer
oreative, is obliged to employ foroe to control the now recaloitrant mgjority.n
The creative ménority thus beeomes the dominant minority. The penalization fer
this loss of harmony between the parts of a soclety is a "loss of self-determi-

ntipn."“ The society is now split (social schism),and at war with itself.

The various oivilizations that have appecied in history have revealed a
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common rythm of disintegration. Pirst there i1s a "rout™ which is followed by a
"rally". Then oceurs a more severe rout which this time is coped with by the im-
position of a "universal state™ upon the discordant elements of the soecial body.
The civiligation is now ready for dissclution into an "interregnum™ (state of

anarchy) or for destruction at the hands of an external enemy. 34

As the soclety disintegrates it creates within itsell a elass of men who
are in the sooclety but not of it. This is the internal prohtaﬂnt.’s At the game
time 1t loses the loyalty of a class of men outshde the civillzation proper whe
instead of being absorlied as before now are incited to rebellion because of op-
pression, This is the external prohturl-t.“'i‘hio sign of soelal sehism (which ean
be either horizontal, that is ;.ographieil; or vertical, a matter of?:z; divigion)
is the cutward si:n of an internal, spiritual disintegration (schism in the “ul)o”
Civilizations, as stated above, do not collapse hecause of an external pressure;

they destroy themselves.

Trom among the oppressed and miserable proletariat of the disintegrating
eivilization, a new ereative minority appears because of the "need to be reborn”
(palingenesia); this minority creates a "wniversal chureh®™ which may form, in turn,
the chrysalis out of whieh a new civilization will grcr?s 1t is only this new
creative minority that ean now offer salvation, and this only on a "supra=mundane"

spiritual phnc.'

As far as oivilizations zo, Toynbee's wonception is eyclicals olvilizations
are born, they grow, they suffer a breakdomn, snd they disintegrate. Howsver,
Toynbee suggests, this might possibly be only part of the sébry. Toynbee is a
thelist; h,“ ultimate conoeption of history is s Christian one. "While civilizations
rise and fall,” he writes, "and, in fallkng give rise to others, some purposeful
enterprise; , Migher than theirs, may all the time be making headway, and, in
divine plan, the learning that comes through suffering cmused by the failure of

40
eivilizations may be the sovereizn means of progress.” This "purposeful enter-
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prise” is God'e, and the end He geeim to realise through 1%, according %o Toynbee,
i8 "...a cumalative increasze in the means of Grace at the disposal of each soul
in the world," ‘lln other words, there may be anwunilinear progress, rot on a »a=
terial plane (though the indérect frults mey be social progress), but on a religious
plane., Toynbee conceives of the possibility that Western Soclety, as 1t dieintegrates,
may provide a "worldewide repetition of the Roman Empird™ for Christianity to
gpread over.'? Christienity, as the helr to all the religlons that have preceded 1%,

will then reisn supreme on earth.

Churches in Toynbee's scheme, therefore, play a very important role. Het
only do they serve as the haven for the members of a civilization in decline and
the possible chrysalises of olivilizathom to core, but they are alsec "ends" repre-
senting s higher stage than eiviligations.®3 "It seers alvost as 1f civiligations
have to fall in erder that higher religions may ari-...‘“ Toynbee coneludes,
This is, of course, the theme of De Civitate Deij;it iz not strange that Toynbee

should mnurj his work with s+, An;wtlu'c-“

In evalmating Toynbee's work, a question that immediately arices s whe ther
his theism doee not diqnulﬂ'y him as & historian., Professor E.i. Harbieson deals
with this question in a small pamphlet entitled Pelizious P-rté tives of Collsge
Ieaghing in History. He argues that not only need one's Christian faith not pre-
judice one'e historical scholarship, but that the Christian faith oan give the
higtorian an invaluable depth of vision into the historical process. Frofessor

Harbison bases his arguménd on two maln points. First, every historlas is bowmd
to give coherence to the multiplielty of historical data in terms of some outlook
whe ther conselously or uneconsclously; "...the knower,"™ he writes, "is intimately
involved in the proeess of hmlug.‘“ Second, Christianity, by ite very nature,
should ghr. the historian both an osoumenical point of view, thus freeing him frem
the halters of national or rawialist prefudice, snd a sense of the multiplielty

and unpredictabdbility of human rnmf’ Professor Harblson, of course, hel ther
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claimg that Christian gua Christian is better qualified thern a non=Christian %o
be a historian, nor thet all Christianes are qualified to be historians. He simply
makes the polint that a Christian can be a good historian, and conversely a historian

ean be a good Chriatian,

This point of view, whiech is alse Toynbee's,naturally denies the possibility
that history ean be reduced to a secience. For the Christian theist, the "...church
stands first; and at the ocutset we must assume, Henry Adama has written, "that the
church will not and eannot mecept any secienee of hisztory, beeause science, by its

definitions, must exculde the idea of a personal and actiwve pnﬂdmu.'“

If history
oearn be reduced to a seience, thep,Toynbee's theistio coneeption, which must allow
for free will and for divine _lnhrmtiou;. is ineorrect, and must go the way of
other ungelentific systems. In the final analysis, Toynbee, as a Christian hie=
torian, is conditioned and perhaps, in rejecting the possibility of selentifie

necescity, limited by his religiousness.

Toynbee's approach te history, for ¥his reason, must be rejected by xarxists
and all others who bdelieve that history ean be reduged to a ulm.‘” Yet, strangely

enocuzh, Toynbee hes been attacked for preaching a type of historical deterniniem,

Frofessor L.5E. Fopper, for example, in his The Open Soelety and Its M‘z o8 orite

ielzes Toynbee on this gount. 0

Frofessor Popper is hostile to many atbtempt to reduce history to a system
(an sberration which he calls “historieism™), becsuse it is dangerous to human
freedon and respensibility as well as being intellectually invelid., ™Historieclsm,”
he wiites, "is not only raticnally wtensble, it 12 alsc in conflict with any re-
ligion that teaches the importance of mulonoo."n There is something hysterieal
in his ntﬂbxh. His viewpoint, as far as the writer of thie paper can see, 1o
quite covrpatible with Toynbee's, yet Frofessor Popper goes on to accuse Toyanbes
of "eontempcrary lmﬂmll-".“ He moans by thia, that Toynbee's work is ane
other symptom of a peesimistic loss of falth in the possibility of a retional

solution of contemporary probless.
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HBe gives as an exanple Toynbee's treatment of Karl Narx. Tombee, according
to Professor Fopper, by explaining Marx solely as a prophet motivated by a twhised
reliziocus drive, does not take his proposals for social reform urlomly.“‘thh
is not a just eriticlsm. Toynbee's point is that Narxism, whatever its program
might be, is essentially a form of reliigion, and that it will fail beonuse it ie
an incomplete nligim.“ ralthoug;h it derives ite spiritual drive from Christienity,
it has left ocut the essential conception of the City of TJod as the reason for the
brutherhood of man, #ithout this spiritwel dimension, soclalism cannot sueceed,
Toynbee argues. But far from dehying the valld polints in Farxist phllesophy,
Toynbee econceives karxism as both a product of a failure in Christianity and as
a challenge that might stimulste Christiemlty to recognise 1t%s proper duties im

the twentieth unturys.‘ In an article which appeared in The New York Herald Tribume

in 1948, "How %o turn the tables on Fussia " Toynbee dealt with the Russisn chal-
lenge to Jestern eivilizationY® "What is the main objsetive of cur wostern soclety
in our times?™ he wrote,"! should say that it is %o go on extending toc the whole

of society the material and spiritual benefits already enjoyed by the middle class."
Toy-bee, fqr from advocating a thelstic determinisem, thus recognized the need and
the possibility of consclously epplied reforms. It is difficult to see any validity

in Frofessor Fopper's erlticlsm.

Professor L.i. Tewney's mlmtlm‘:sil both more urbane ard less sweepin§.

Although he expresses deep admiretion for A Study of History, he rmakes several

peinted eriticisme of Toynbee's mﬂmd.- This msthod, he writes, "...is %o Tormulate
explanations, end then to illustrate, test, and occnfirm them by passazes Al the
history of different elﬂuntlm,'(" The last step, the confirmation of the ex-
ph'ntlonr. Tawney considers to be precabious. "It involves", he writes, "detaching
particular devslopments or episodes from thelr econtext in the life of the soclety
to whibh iih.y delong, and then using them as evidence of the gemeral econclusion
which &t is desired to illutﬂh..". One of the examples Tawney uses is, again,

Toynbee's treatment of Marxism. He accuses Toynbee of lifting Narx out of his



“ .
histerieal context in order to prove that he is a prophet in the Christisn tra-
dition. In doimz this, Toynbee ignores the fact that Yarx's ethical premises came
froz the French Eevolution and his economic ideas from the industrial capitalism
of En;hn:!.“ Tawney's eriticism is well=taken; where Toynbee extracts examples

from their context, he iz, of ecourse, subject to the eriticism of the specialiat,

Another eriticism Tawney makes, a less valld one, is that Toynbee minimises
The importance of national culturss in emphasiszing the importance of oiviliszations.™®
Toynbee's point is that where particular national members of a civilisation are
too highly articulated, that civilization is possibly in a state of disintegration.
This happened In the Hellenie socisty and resulted in the Peloponnesian warsj; this
wizht be what began to happen teo ’ﬂosum’ncicty before the sixteenth century with

the ~eli lous Fars of that century as the tragie consequence.

Reie Collingwood, in his ldea of n.m?‘uu expressed a sceptical view
ef Toynbee's method. His eriticism, although 1t is baced or a reading of only the

firat three volumes of A Study of History, is fundamental enough to be mentioned.

Collingweod, a philosopher of history himself, regards history as a contiruous
prooess rather than a series of discrete phenomena. The enly adequate spproach

to the wndemtanding of this prooo;- is the fmaginative and intuitive, and not the
poaltiﬂ.tﬂo? Toynbee, by using the selentific technique, falsifiss the historical
process by artificially dividing it into discrete and unrelated urlts (eivilisations).
Pér exanpls, Collingwood points out, Toynbee seerms to regard the Hellenic Soclety

and the destern as two separate phenomens irstead of as two manifestations of one

eontinuous stream, G2a

Toynbee snticipates this oﬂtioin.“ Ho aduits that there is a "eontinuity
of hlltori" in an abstract sense, but he insisgts that the individual unite called
eivilizations possess unigue and individual personalities, as, for example, do
pecple. iestern society is related to Hellenieo seciety, as has been pointed out,
by Apperentation-and Affiliation. This does not mesn, howsver, that fesiera soclety

does not possess a unique personallity which is different from the Hellenie, any-

‘/\



zore than that a child does not grow up to be a different person from his parents.

Te the mind of the writer of this paper at least, Collingwood's point is

answered in the metual writing of A Study of History. Toynbee, as Collingwood

himgelf admite, is tooc good an historian elther to ignore the element of continuity
in history or to sacrifice the living reality of history to any prosruatean system,

As the reador soon finds out, A “tudy of History is Sssentially an imaginative

coneep*ion of universal history fror the peint of view of a mature and seholarly
Christian historian, However vulnerable its philoscphical stmuoture may be, this
attpt of an historian to interpret man's experience in light of the ctisis of the

modern world is both sourageous and worthwhils,
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(Z.ma A more extensive eriticlen &f Toynbes along these lines appears im Fiirim Zorckin's

Soelal Fhilosophies of an ire of Crisis (foston I$50)3 Sorokin shares with Toymbew and
other modern social philosophers like 7.C .2, Northrop, Ogswald Spengler and Aldert
Sehwelitger, the views that the n mber of sultural mits that heve appeasred in history
are few(p. 277), that the linear view of historr as a progressive march towsrds am
ideal 1s untemadle (p. 279), that Jesterc ecivilization ls tolday in a state cof erisis,
{pp297-8E6) and *hat this erisis ie llkmly to breed a new set of supra-saterialistie
valueg of sows sort (Idid). Se criticiges Toyubee's econception of m "elvilizetien®

as belng & single walty instead of "a eultural fleld where a multi of vast and

:ﬁ

amall eultursl eystems and eongeriesp partly svtually harmowlous, iy neutral,
pertly coutiradlotory= so=exist.,” (p. 213). Toynbee is aleo sccording
%o orokin, for tresting s "eivilizetion™ as the smallest unit of Lichﬁnl studye.
(spe 2)14=15)¢ o "olvilization® san be understood slone, sizew imr 1te body, ideals
ard technigues of other “eivilisations¥oontinue to exist. JSinée, “orokin argues,
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a"eiviligation” has mo unlty, it oan neither be "born® mor dlsintegrate”, (pp. 217=31

aszim )o Sorokin cbserves, as does Collingwood, tha® Tovnbee eontradiots the artifielal

rigidity of his stihhewe in the actual writing of hie h!:tory. Thue, Scrokin points out,
‘nbee deseribes chan:es in ‘he teshniques and soonomie life of = clviligation wit'out

a'y corregponding changes in other aress of that olvilization®e life, (p. 213). This

v otradista Toymbee's view of e civilization as "a caussl or causalemeaninzful system.,”

L% & -?t'd‘d'ra-.' I:143%=-44,
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Chapter IV
Bellux Cenium Contra Omnes

Hege l=liarx=Toynbee: The Crieis of Western Civilization

The plethora of scholarly studied snd works of literature, today, that
deal with scelel disintegration and moral despair is evidemece enouch that the West
is in a atate of orisis. Cne need only elte ssvaral titles of recent werks %o

irdicate thls: Anden's The Age of Anxiety, Foestler's The Ape of louging, Serokin's

e Crisls of Our i-e, Cousin's Vodern ¥an in Obsolete, Spengler's The Decline

the fest, and Eliot Faul's The Anhlhilation of Yan. Thie state of orisis iz a

refutation of the optimistic retionslism of Hegelianier, a predictad, fertile
field for comruniem, and perhaps the Armageddon of the Chriastian phlloooflur.

4n attempt will be made in this chapter to draw tie rain lines of this orisie from
the pecints of view of each of the three historioal philesochers at hand, and them

te fopmulate a synthesis of thelr respective analyses.,

Before discussir; the erisis, howéver, it will be fruitful first to compare

a=d eontrast thelr respective sbhemes of historieal interpretation,

There are obvious similarities betmes: the schemes of Fegel and Varx. Both
belisved in dialectical necessity, both were optimistioc as to the possibility eof
realizing salvation on earth, and both saw freedom as the goal of history. Earx
never denied his creat intellectual dedt to his predecessor in dialectical histo=
rieism, but many acholars agree that ¥arx's claim to have surpassed Hemsl by turniag
him richt gide up was based on a miscosception of Heselian, as distinet from esrlier,
dealisn.} #here thatr philosophies differ iz first, in the analysis of the state
of th.lm—;-ruuhmponry to themselves; sescnd, in the possibility of revolut!ionary
sotion, and third, in the key to pest histerieal oscurrences which could be sime
1larly used to _bl:t,\*. future, Coneerning the first, iarx reacted ageinst

O Buais”

Heogel's optimisr over the virtus of the Prussisn stete; where Megel saw organie
——
unity, Sarx saw clase exploitaticn, snd where Hogel saw the rule of the raticzal
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state over civil svelety, iarx saw the state as the agent of the dominating elass
in elvil sonisty! In the sedond case, it has already been shown that Hegel 4id
not bellove that history eculd be predicted, while Varx believed beth that it eould
be and that it ghould be predieted. If one were to lesve the issue here, the third
ecase, the gquestibn of unloeklag the fubure, would have no ﬁaniug. flowever, Herel's
diseiples, ‘he Young legelians, realized that history could not stbp with Hazal's
death. Instead of remalning satisfied with a retional reallity, they scuzht to
make reality ntiml,s and the kdy Lo suecessful -~hange, they believed, was ideol-

glwsl, Yarx, in his sorid treatize on the Youny Hegelians, The soly Fsmily, at-

tacked ‘:!ee# on this point, snud {f the Young Megelians wers right in believing that
_Ho #l can be interpreted %o have advocated a technigue for chanre, “arx's oritieisme
are real if nnt nomoﬁ. Varx's rajor point of coriticisr was that the Youmn: Herele
lans were guilty of naive and chauvinistio pipe~dreaming in imagining that any
Absolute ecould be realized by the mental exercises of :ff}oman elite and that it
eould then eongquer the worldf Ercugh has been said about the Yo.ng le ellans to
indicate that if Hegeol's !.dnn;\iogl,iul privelples of historical change ars employed
in dealing with the future, Marx and Hegel are obviously a% opposite poll.l. Ac=
eordin- to larx, Ue el would be seeking change abertively on the superstructural
level, while aecording to He-el, 'arx's class-warfare would only occur ss m rasult
of defects in the raticnelity of an !.doo.‘l.oqﬁ In other words, the &iffersnce,
betweer the Yarxlan and the Legelian monistic conceptions of past history are verbal,
and it i¢ only in the application of their concepts to the future, ucchartered s
far as the non~determinist is oconcerned, that the differences batween ther bnacome

of prime importerece.

Toynbea's scheme of history differs Mndamentally from the “arxiar and the
Begellian shhenes. Where they rest on the ppineiple of inevitabllity, his rests
on the principle of probabllities; where they asauns the progressive unfolding of
one clvilization, he oonceives of a humber of elvilizatlion rising and falling, and

in thelr declines intoracting; where they treat man as an agent of Neesssity, he
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state over civil svelety, iarz saw the state ns the agent of the dominating class
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be and that 1t ghould be predicted. If one were to leave the issue here, the third
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diseiples, the Young legelians, realized that history could not stbp with Hezel's
death. Instesd of remaining satisfied with a rational reality, they souzht to
make reallity ntlml,’ and the kéy Yo suecessful change, they believed, was ideol-
giwsl, ¥arx, in his acrid treatise on the Young Hegelians, The uoly Family, at-
ﬁob'd ?:bc.vr' on this point, snd i the Young Hegelians wers right in believing that
~Heel can be interpreted %o have advocated a teohnigue for chanre, “arx's oriticisms
are real if not sorrset. WKarx's ma jor point of eriticisr was that the Youmng Herele
ians were guilty of naive and ochauvinistie plpe-dreaming in imagining that any
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eonld then conguer the wr].df Encugh has been said about the Young Hegellians to
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of defects in the rationelity of an ldeologys In other words, the &ifference,
betweer the Yarxianm and the Hsgelian monistic conceptions of past history ere verbal,
and it is only in the application of thelir concepts to the future, unchartered s
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HBegelian sbhemes, Where they rest on the ppineiple of inevitability, his rests
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in thelr declines intorasting; whare they treat man as an agent of Neeesalty, he
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treats man as resvonsibls for his actions; and where they !deatify an absolute with
history, he conseives of Ood as eternal and transcendant. "Salvation®, according
to Toynhea, “canmot, of eourse, be sought anywhereexeept in the working of the

conseionces of individual hyman boing..."

Toymbee, therefore, offers men the hope and anxieties of freedom while

Heel and ¥arx offer man the certainty or despair of Necessity,

Toynbee's scheme s different fron Hegel's sbheme, in partioulsr, on three
major peints. Pirst, Begel believed war to be ereative, while Toynbes belisves
that war is probably the "key bo the breakdown of oivilizstions?’ Second, Hegel
believed that a nation state has a self-contained 1life, Toymbee would agree with
Croce's critiolsm of Hegeliam history that Sermany canrot be treated as a closed
system because Into 1ts making have zome sontributions belonging to Buropean history
ac a whole.? ant third, while Hezel belleved that the rise of fully sovereirn states

wae welally rrogressive, Toynbee believes that 1t was sceianlly disruptive,

Toynbee's schere, similarly, differs from Yarx's schere on a number of
erucial points. First, it A:ffers es to the uhtlvy importance of the ecomonie
factor in history. While larx considered this the Tundamental factor, Toynbee
writes that "...shat we have oalled the cultural slement in a elivilisation is ite
soul and life~blood and marrow and phth and essence and eritome, whlle the pelitical
and,a fortiori, the economie elements are, br comparison, superficlal and non=
essential and trivial man!festations of a olvilization's nature and vehioles of
Lts netivity," Toynbee never denles the reality or importance of political changes
like the rise of natioralism or of econcrie changes like the Industrial Revolutiong
he does insist that the character each took war the result of a moral failute %o
lﬂidhh- ther into Western Christendom. Second, while lerx saw a need ",..te
liberate the consclence from the witchery of religion" na while he sav. the scoial
principle of Christisnity as principles of class uphihﬂcﬂ Toynbee belleves
that souinl rriveiples diverced from Christienity are bound to lnajbuqutq
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and subsequently to marsal -gnonitiu. Toynbee wo.ld agree with R. Fostsple that
Yarxist morallty was originally the liberal merelity it repudiated (lénin) and that
the comrunists by denying this morality, ended up with no morality at sll (smm-).n
But while Postoate belleves the soclalist should sesinrllate the political morality
of the French Hevelution into hie scheme, Toynbee would add that the morality of
thé French Eevolution was Christier in origin and that unless fruetifled contine
uously by the Christisn faith it too will run dry. Toynbee eould also use the

testinonies of the ex-fellow-traveller or ex-communist writers in The God That

'alled to make his peint,

It is from these 417fwrent pointe of vilew that Hepgel, ¥arx, and Toynbee

shed 11 ht on the erisis of today.

A fundamental aspeet of the crisis of the Fest is what ¥. Priedman heg
ealled "The Crisie of the Nation-State."® In a world inter-related through eomrerce
and industrr as never before, and with the rise of multienational states (Soviet
Union, Commonwealth), and in em age fife with international ideclogies that regerd
nationalism as resctionary and recressive, Hepel's absolute is now meen 6o he =
relstive institution. Friedman cautions, however, that it still 1s poseible for
the nation-state to survive by u polier of strict autarky because of modern teche
nigues of productioni® However, he argues that 1% was the doetrine of sbsolute
sovereignty, promulgated by Hegel, that is largely responsible for the shacs of

the world today.>

Thet Eurepe's fallure to transcend this concept is responsible for her pres-
ent wealness and bankruptey in face of the giant-gtates of Russia and the United
States, is the opinion of many students. "Europé®, Paul Valery wrote as early as
1926, 'oh!;iou-ly sarires to be pgoverned Yy an Ameriecan n-litl.."" Crtesm y
Gamget han written: "The real 41fficulty...has ita reots, mot in this or that seo=
nomie probler which may present itcelf, but in the faot that the form of publie

1ife in which the econorie eapadilities should develop themselves is altorsther
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inadequate %o tie masnitude of the latter. To my rind, the feeling of shrinkage,
of impoteray, whieh undoubtedly lies heavy on the vitality of Europe in these times
is nourished on that disproportion bo'hnn the great potentialities of Europe and
the form of politioal organisation within whiech they have teo ui.‘“ Europe ac~
eording to the same author, can emerge from her state of demorallization only through
"ecethe detoPmination to conatruct a great nation from the group of pecples of the

n 18

Continent... Denis de Rougmment, writing aloug elmost the same lines, argues

that Europe ean only be saved if she transeends her "snachronistio rivairies”™ and

becomes a federation. 19

One acpect of the erisis of the dest today, Shen, is the political anarehy
of Europe which is a souree of her political and sconcmic hiblplessness. The eongept
of sovereignty that Hegel regarded as the highest attainment in Furopesn civilige-
tion, and the institution of war, whioh Hezel advocated ms a method cof inspiring
patriotism and wmity within a state, are today prime sourees of the anarchy and
chaos of Europe snd, in like menner, of the worli. Hegel, in short, was a false

prophet.

A Becond aspect, one that s intimately related to the first, ls the eco-
nomie one inat invelves the disintegration of the eapltalistio systen of produetion
hooause of its fallure %o automatiocally euwre uwnemployment, contrel crises, or
produce eecnomic M-.a” This disintegration is a two=fold onej it iavelves
the disappearance of areae of competiflon duwe to womopoly, and it involves a lose
of faith ir u cowpetitive systen because of its inegqualitios and because of its
tendencies to sink periodically into slumps. Ilhis §s the erisis that was wnevenly
predicted by Larl Marx., According to Farx's iatber-day diseiple, lanim, the dige
asterocus wars of contemporary society are a result of the attempts of the ruling
upltulht,ihﬁ of each nation to seek emcape from over-production and oclsss-
war in l-rri-lln-" The national governments, which are the agente of the capitalisty,
sompete for solonies until they inevitably olash in war.?? From the Marxist polat
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of view, then, national rivalries are a necesssry eonsequance of a system of
production whose contradicticns have deepened and which, in theory at leass,
has intensified class-strugzle. The wars of imperialism produce so ~uch disloeation

and suffering that they set the scene for the proletarian revelutions.

Toynbee agrees with a great dsal of what the Yarxist has to say and with
what those who regard the political erisis as fundamental have to say. He re-
cognises the pernicious effects of the Industrisl Nevolutien, the existence of
a restive eity proletariat, the “"specter of wmemployment™ that persistently haunte
the ~cdern world, and the destructiveness of modern natlonalism?® The remsen for
this erisis, he balleves, war the fallure of Zurops as a whole to respond sue=-
eessfully to the new challenges of industrislies and domoernoﬂ a fallure that
accounts for the echannellization of somaq of the West's great Sechaological tech=
nigues into the produstion of atom bdembs, and of the apirit of equalitarieniam
into forms of tribalist militarisw., I% also avoounts for the existence of a
proletariat hostile %o Western values and ripe for ermversion $o faiths lik.
$azism and Commmism which sesk the deatruetion of the West. TFurthermore, Toynbee,
az has already been indicated, “elieves that Western Civilization has besome
global, first because of the moribund stete of all cother elvilizations, = stats
which provides a vacuum for expansion, and second, because in her state of dis=-
integration, the Nest has turmed to Imperialism, The fruits of thés expemsion
form a vital part of the erisis, for Western Civilisation is now threatened not
only by her internal proletariat, but alse by the extermal proletariat of her
imperial domains, In a recent radlo hlt“é- "The Impect of the West on Asia"
he outlined the seious danger of an Asiatie population with its newly acguired
Fegtern 1dess, techniques, and problere, turning to Russia for leaderahip rather

than to a .ronll:r bankrupt Europe.

it the heart of the conterporary erisis, according to Toynbee, is helither
nstional rivalry, nor ssonomic competitivenese, but the spiritual desroralliszation
of man and the bankruptey of the modern seculer faiths he lives bhy.
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Fecently a growing bedy of literature has appeared which sccepts as
fundamental such an interpretation of the crisis of the Hest. Six such works
worthy of mention are Reinhold Niebuhr's The Nature and Destiny of Van, Leslie

P Drvclorarly. of Etonenut
Pedl's 'he Annihilation of hm,"?ltrlae Sorokin's The Crisie of Our Age, Joseph

Erutch's The Modern lemper, and Christopher Dawson's The Judmt of the Kations.

Niebuhr, writing from a nbo=Orthodox point of view, brilliently analyszes the ine
adequacies of secular faithas which have all proved fallures because ther have une
derestimated the power of evil and because their effect has been to reduce human
individuality to an unimportant element in either a mechanistie, an idealistie,
or & tribalist uhu.!‘ Leslie FPaul argues that Weestern €iviligzation is Christian
in essence and that when Christianity eeases to "ncurish and gustain®™ liberal
ideas, these will finally run dry; religion alone, he argues, demands holiness

as well as intellectual rightness, and it alone "implicates man's will.,"Z’ The
sigkness of sooclety today, FPaul belleves with Niebuhr, is a result of the "ané-
nihilation of man™ as a result of the extraordinary prutigg the secular falth

of science has pinod!a The cumulative effect of lhﬂinln.-t'arxiln, Pgoudiniu.
Behavicurism, and the like, has been to destroy man’'s confidence in his free will
and to make him feel a "robot" ruled by blind forees. It has also led to the
desitcation of man's poetie and intuitive faculties because his non-selentifie
insizhts are oonsidered to be little more than dqy-dn-u? Thies demoralisation,
Paul belleves, is the deepest cause of faseism which he Interprets ms an internal

revolt agalnst the ‘lgct.”

Dl'.‘ll.hl"l analysis, upon which Paul drew heavily, is that sccialism as
well as eapitaliem have proven to be false god-%l He wrote: "The preof that the
economic freedom of the individual does mot automatically or dialeotically lead
%o oquallﬁy. has destroyed the very conecept of the nature of man on whiech both
capitalish and sceialism were basedjy Eoonomie lan.'szﬂth the ccllapse of faith in
a world working according to rational laws and evolving towards an ideal a oconsid-

earble segment of the masses hae sought eslvation in the mystique of frseise
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which Drucker desoribes as "...a sorcerer able to work powerful miracles that the
masses in Europe demand and meed to allay thelr intolerable tarror of a world

whioh demong have mmm."u

Sorokin's sceiclogleal analysls, whioh, cne might say, is no more secien~
tifie than Toynbee's, is that the "seneate" values of Western €ivilization have
enabled a great materialistie eivilization to arise, hut that the stimulus has,
today, run out, % leave man with "a terporalistie, relketivistic, and nihilistie
mt.llty."“ln a world of anarchy, eclecticism, and -torinty!' The reason for
thie bankruptoy is that no etermal vidues exist %o bind mem together, and this
is because modern culture is based on raterislistic values, whiech are selfere=
futing since values oan have no o-plrinl' basis. Toynbee would sceept most of
Sorokin's eonclusions exepet for Sorokin's fundamental conclusion that a sensate
culture can ever be as genulnely crestive as an "ideaticnal®™ ene. If the ersative
minority eof #@stern Christendom has not "eomnmitted sulclide™, seience and technolegy

would have bheen aseiri lated inteo Hge tarn culture as servants rather thar as masters.

Joreph Hruteh's Aurelien confeseion is a perfect testimonial to Sorokin's
deseription of the modern temper. Krutch wrote of the "spiritual iconoclasm of
ulusu"ﬂnt has undermined men's faith in love, in pootry, in religion, and
in himself, Frofessor Stace, in an srtiole entitled "Han againet Dnrhou""
analyzes the moral erisis of man in a similar way. “Mankind®, he wrote, "has
managed to live only by means of lies, and the truth mey very well destroy us,”
Stace, of course, means by "truth", seleatific troth whioh alone he believes in.
Toynbee does not share the pessimiam of these two men bdecause he belleves in the

"lies" of falth and Sod,

Toéohu is olosest perhaps to Christopher Dawson in his anmlysis of the
orisis of the West. The only important differsnce batwsen ther 1s that Dassom ,
who is a Catholic, is less eritical of the mistakes of the Yoly See than is
Toygbes. Toynbes might sasily have written: "This 1s the greatness and misery
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of rodern civiligation= that 1t has congquered the world by losing its ewn soul,
and that when its soul is lost 1t nust lose the world as ullo'“ Toynbee might
also have writtens "Varx was perfectly right when he olaimed that the capitalist
bourgeois was ocutting ground from under its feet and producing its own grave-
diggere. iWhere he went wrong was in his prophecy of the inevitable vietory eof
the proletariat. The sare grave was destined to reeeive them both, and the
victorious power was not the lwotherhood of free workers, but the Impersonal
tyranny of the machine order, which is an order of destruetion no less than of
production= an order of production for destruction which finds its supreme ex-

pression in mechanised warfare and in total world war .* >

A synthesis of these various ineights and anglyses micht pleturs Festern
Civilization as culturally atomiged and as a result spiritually barren or desperate,
as split vertically into hostile groupings (mostly economie), and as split ho=
rizentally i te competitive if not entagonistio nations. These three divisioras
are aspects of one erisis; they are intimately and organieally inter-related and
interactive. The oritical and determining poing of the orisis for the Hegelbdkn
would presumably be the horiszontal sehismj for Farx it would be the vertical

schism; and for Toynbee it would be the spiritual and eultural erisis.

This is the orisis of the West today. its intensity, of ccurse, is wme
equally evident in the differert areas of the West; in Cermany it ls probably
at its worst, while in the United States 1t is In its early stages. The World
#ars, the sconomic depressions, the .memployment, the fanatie ideclogies, the vast
body of literature of despair, the collapse of Burcpean democracles and the fane~
tastic phenomenon of the most powerful industrial mation in the world on the de=
fensive ldeologically, the deciine sand fall of the British Empfre, and the ex=
terrination of nillidns of Jews, all these are symptoms of this underlying three-
fold erisie. The anewer as to why and how 1t cccurred can perhaps best be sought
in a study of the Reformation, a nd through such an understanding of the historieal
suboonscious some sollution may suggest itself,
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PART 11

TILE PASTe TEL REPORKATION

"You, have you built well, have you forgotten the
eornerstone?

Talking of right relations of men, but not of
relations of men %o Geod.

'Our eitigenship 1s in Hesaven'py yes, but that is
the model and type for vour eitizenmship uron earth.

" When ycur fathers fixed the place of God,
And esettled all the ineonvenlent salnts,
Apostles, wartyrs, in a kind of ¥hipsnade,
Then they could set about imperial expansion
Accompanied by Industriel development,
Exporting iron, eoal and cotton goods

And intellectusl] enlightenment

And everything, including eapital

And several versions of the FHord of Jods

The British race assured of a rission
Performed 1t, but left much at home unsure,"
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Chapter V
The Simple !gak:
The Heformation im the Hegelian Scheme of Tstory
fiagel oonsidered Christianity, the religion that recognises Go4 as Spirit
and so man as God, "o be the religlon of freedow. Urecoe taught man teo Imow hime
self as free Spirit, Eome taught him, in an abatract form, hies retional miver-
sality, and Christianity appeared as the synthesis, Jod as man~Uod as abs tract
universal truthe=Cod as Noly Spirit through whieh man is both ome with and aleo

a1 fferent from Him, 3

But, as was suggested in the lact chapter on Heyel, a Christier impire eonld
only be realigzed on eart: when a psople would appear psycholoriecally brought up ase-
cording %o the Christian prineiple. The Romane had relapsed inte the "unhappy
songeiousness” of allenation from the exterral world, the Eastern ireeks, brought
up on the principle of despotism, could mever know Christiamity subjectively, and
barbarians, as yet umfemiliar with Homan rationsl legalism knew Christias truth

only subjectively sad so their Eurcpe, in the ¥iddle Ages, was snsrchicals

Among these barbariara, howe“er, the Germacs, uncorrupted by too close
e contwet with latiniem, were to realige eventually their retionmal universallty

as identlcal with their sudjeetire fresdes iz the fors of the modern [tats,

The ¥iddle Azes was a period of "individual and grous perticulerity”f e
oondition designated as Feudalism. leudsaliex was g system based not om ratiomal
universality, but omn the need for protection on the part of peoples living in
the anarchy that followed the eollapse of the Pax Somana S Adl secular polities
wore based on ecaprice and power; there was mo secular auvthority recognised as
e-hodied miversality, and this was because Christianity, in its Cathclie form,
wasz out off fro= rolities. Gregery VII wonfirmed this divorece of the secular
and the spiritual when he Insisted on eelibagy for the priests, so differentiating

priestz an? laymen, and on the appolntment of bishops by the Holy Seed The Catholie
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Chureh thus stood for a corrupted ferm of Christisnity, a Christianity made external
for the laity; the mass (orizimally the symbol of the unity of wan and God) became
a matter of form, snd priests an! saints came to mediate between man and God. ¥an
becare wholly dependent upon the Chmeeh. "Thus through &he perversion of the prine

clple of Preedom, " Hegel wrots, "Absolute Skhvery became the ewtablished law." &

Gradually the Churoh was changed w apiritual into snecclesiastioal
power that becare a pclitioal force. As e ront;lt. Begel wrote,” ... what the popes
acquired in point of land and wealth and difect sovereligrty they lost in influence
and oonlldcntluh.'7 The lie was ziven to the Chkholicas when, in the Crusades,
Europs, trained to regard God in sensible objects (icons ete.) souzht to recover
Christ in his grave? Ther found an erpty grave, and disillusioned, they reaslised

that Jod eould be found in "...the Subjective Consciousness alone."® This was one

stage further in the explication of the religion Europe ksew only implieitly in

the ¥iddle Agzes.

As the Catiolie Church lost the allegiance of the masses, free individual
sctivity bezan, particularly in the form of free inguiry. felence arcse, the
shaskles of s perstition were torn off Christlanity one by ome, and the libersted
spirit of man turned cutwards inte nploretlomp ¥an now wes beglening % realisge
that he was free, and, hence, the Fenaissence occurredas the rebirth of the Greek

principle of subjective freedor, 11

But the dimleetic ®o works, that only a s'ngle and a fresh people eould
bsoome the besrers of this mew principle. This predestined people was the German.
Still nalve and stupid, while at the same time warm, I.mmdont,; ard loyal, the
derran temperament was capable, though as yo§ only erudely, of loyalty to the

group and at the same time it was deeply semsltive to individuml fr.cdut.n

The
mission of the Germans, as ¥orris deseribes the Hegelian view, was "...no0t only
to receive the notion of true freedor as a central religious prineiple, but alse

to make 1t the organiszing foreoe of secular institutions.” ”m Gerzans never
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adapted tiemselves %o the priveiple of Roman (latin) legality which they felt
to be external until they discoyered it as théir own in their own State. The tried
expressing this transition ie Identity of the Spiritusl and Secular (Crarleragne )=
Split betwsen Theceoraey and State (secularization of the Catholie ehurch )= the
retional modern State (seen to embody freedom snd to be as divine as the chmh).u
Another expression of this trisd is Kingdowm of God~Christ on Eartheunion of Yod

and Christ im Spirit (Holy Yhest). =

¥an eould only find hs freedor pclitieally in the strong secular state
free from the external authority of the Catholio "theoeracy” which he now knew
to be external and eorrupt, Put ian other terms, Spirit which had fled the un=
happiness of sceptieism engendersd by the decay of Reme, droweed i1tself in the
"ministring ageney” of the Catholie Chureh, by surrendering ite freedor into wnie
versality, and next care to regard wniversality as its own, and so, with the Re=
nalssance and later the Emlightenment 1t returned %o fres reason and dispensed

with the Church that had mede universality an extermally imposed thingl®

The Reformation, the birtk of inward spiritual freedom, Hegel likens to
the rising Sun 27 Caly in Gervemy d14 the reays of this sun shine elearly and fully.
Ehile the rest of Burcpe devoted 1te ener ies %o o:phrntlm}' Luther, "a simple
Nonk,” amnounced to the world that Christ wes irward aad subjective instead of ex-
ternal, sn asctual presence through faith (in contrast to the Calvinist dootrine
of "commemoration"P= that the Kingdom of God was within man and so man was free
and the external world was his own, “Thus Christian Freedom is uhlhod}! wote
Hegel. Luther by preaching the dootrinme that every man was his own priest snd that
g$hrough falth man and Jod were one, replaced papal authority by the prineiple of
Christianz freedom and the Catholic conception of the corruption of seeular life
by the prineiple of the divinity of secular institutions. The Objective #ill end
the Subjective Hill were impliecitly reconciled mnd seoular institutions based oa

rationality sessed to be regarded as evil since they embodied man's wniversallty;
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rational laws became ssered, work beoawe sanetified (for Shrough it man rises from
dependence by his own ..uﬂtx).”m marrisge becawe holy. The principles of the
Catholie Cliureh were thus challenged and in parts of Germany overthrown, The
Chureh Qn-umud 1ts principles at the comllt‘h'cat and so rencunced any
willingness it had to sdapt ftesell to this new and higher truth, Hecessarily, it
opposed seientific investigation and the rise of free national lhtu!l The Cathoe

lie world sank "...behind the Spirit of the Aio."u

Only emong the pure Germans eould Christianity, as freedom, be fully re-
aliged., The Slavs, agricultural and immersed in feudal slavery, wers unprepared,
and the Latins and those Germans whoe hed been partly latinized, rermained Catholles.
This was m::l,v due to the faect that they never realized "pure inwardness™ of Spiris,
The lLatine, in other words, never freed themselves from a willingness to permit
guastions of eonsedence to be decided by the external authority of the Ch-eh.“
Howsver, they recognise the externality of the Church's dictates and so are in-
different to them.2® The latiu, scvording to Hegel, is an unstable creature whe,
umable to appreciate the identity of true morality and inward rrooaozr, suffers
from a sort of meral sohizophrenia. Like Voltaire, he is capable of regarding

religion as little more then a means for keeping the masses in their place,

The Erglish, of ecovree, experienced & Rgformation, but mccording te Hemsl,
it was sn incomplete one. The Fnglishmar pleces liberty above any prineiple ne
matter how rationals he iz umable to reconcile liberty and authority completely.
(Hegel neverthelss had respeet for English gradualism.) Only in Germany was the
reconei liation between rights and dutles, authority and freedom, individuality
and universallity, reconc!led completely, and this, of course, only in the Prussian
state. fhis was possible because only the Germans were tesmpermentally prepared

to comprehend Christianity in its truest form, Lutheranisr.

flegel oconsidered Christianity %o be the culmination of religious evolution,
and Protestantism (in its Lutheran form) to be the fulfilment of Christisnity as

the religion of freedom. In Christianity God is seen as Spirit instead of sub-
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etaceé, and the whole universe, as Spirit, ie Uod in various forms of Spirit,
Evil is, therefore, considered uso~platonically as a defeet of spiritual undere
standing.?® kvil, however, in the Hegelian wiverse, 1t shou:ld be noted, plays

the wdditioral role of the arntagonlwt and so the stimulus %o any incomplete state
of spirituel being. God, o aequire sontent seeis selfealienution, but being

Lhe infinite Absolute he is the alienated being whioh strives dialectically te
know itself as pure Jpirit againe Lan, ae the highest form of life, being ca=
pable of knowing himself as Splrit, ls potentiaiiy u'u!l‘and s0, through divine
revelation (the evclution of Spirit to corplete self-imowledge) man cag,by knowing

himgelf az free, infinite Spirit, imow God who is free, infinite Spirit,

In primitive religlons, Jod is & fearvd and wminowabie objects in isiatie
religlons he is substance that demands the suppressio: of all individualityy ia
Christisnity God is person, revealed and not to be feared2’ Oaly 1: Christimaity
is man, gus individual, seen to have infinite valus and so to be incapadle of

being used ms a moans, 29

Catholieiem never realised this truth explieitly; it treated seouler life
as corrupt, snd by making God an extornsl cbjeet %o the lay ran, it denied man's
freedon and infinite spirituality.>® Dsesuse of this, secular life wes based on
eapries and suspielon. Frotestantism, on the other hedd, recogniszed every man as
his own priest, as of infinite value, and so tmmght men to repcet and trust one

moﬁsr.m

Feligion, as the allegorical expressiofifof the Absolute, is, relative to
rhilesorhy, »t1ll not ccmpletely free, It insists on the submission (albeit vole
wntery) of the individual to the suthority of solleetive wxperience (devotion and
oonnany).” Eelizion is the conseiousness of the Absolute Being whlle philosophy,
the realm of pure freedoer, is the self-sonseicusness of the Amlm? In religion
God e s8ill cm in syubols, while in philosophy he is pure $housht which

alone is lnﬂnlto.' The reason the Christian religion is superior to any other
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is that the Christien symbolise eorresconds with the tr.uth philosophy Imows ra-
tlunally.“ God symbolises infinite personality, Christ symbolizes the self-ex-
ternaligation of Spirit, and the licly Choest symbolizes the identity of infinite
personality and externality, an identity that, contrary to any pantheistio dootrine,
proserves difference in unity.. "ihat Luther initiated as faith in feeling snd in
the wifnaes of the spirit] Hezel wrote, "is precisely what spirit, since 1% has
become more mature, has striven te aprrehend in the econeept in order to free and

so to find 1tself in the world as it exists today."3® In shors, Hecelian philosephy

Inows explieitly what Lutheranism knows lnplioltly."

feligion ie of prime importance in any eivilization, aeccording to Hegel,
because it determines the forms of scelial and politieal life of a veopls, "It is
no use,” Hegel wrote, "to crganisze laws and arrsngements on »rinciple of aquity
and reason, so lon~” as in relizion the rrineirle of unfreedom is not abandoned,
A free state and a slavish religion are inoonpqtihl-...'” Only a Protestant
state ean bhe free hecanse only Protsstants are free; only through the knowledge
that the Ethieal Life is the objectification and guarantes of man's frsedom will
man abide by ite prineiple. In Hegel's terms "...ultimately, in the f’rotoctni
conseience the prineiple of religion and of the ethieal consclence come to one
and the sare..." The moral life of the State and the religious spirituality of
the State are thus reeiprocdl guarantees of l"*:“ Religion, the base of any
State, is inferior meverthsless to the freer (because more rational) State.
feligion 1s Spirit in a subjective form which given free reign would lead to
fanaticism; only as subordinate to the State can religion be prevented from man=-
ifesting its less fortunste charscteristiosi® Ideally, Ohuroh and State stand in
different forms for the same principle. "It is philosophical &nsight which sees
that whils chureh and state differ in form, they de not stand opposed in econtent,

for truth and rationality are the contents of both."n'

The only way for the Protestant states to establish themselvesy was through
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the Thirty Years War (which guaranteed the independenc® of the Frotestant states
fror papal dowination) and the Seven Years far (by whioh Frederiok the Great cone
solidated the Protestant State of Prussia.)$? PFrederiek the dreat, "a philosophicdd
king®™ who has slways been the dariing of German nationallists, “teekook up the
Frotestant principle la 1ts secular aspect; and though he was by ro means favoure
able to religilous controversies, and did mot side with one party or the other, he
hed the ecnsciousness of Universality, whioh ie the profoundest depth to whieh
Spirlt can attain and is Thought conseicus of its own inherent pomr.'“ Fredorieck
the Great, in other words ruled according to rational law instead of aecording

%o arvitrary wilfulness. To this universality, indivhduslism was foreed to subiit,

The raticnal modern State needs more than "laws of rationality” and a
tralned government to admimister theee lawe, however. [t needs the right "dige
position™ on the part of the citigenship and this is that they be willing to submit
their particular desires to the rational eenstitution of the State." * This diee
position” those Cermans eduented in Lutheranism had, in contrast to the Fremeh
whoee revolution for the "laws of reticnality™ failed because France tever had
e Feforration. The Freneh turned sgainst their religiom and in the process suf-
fered spiritusl and social echism that finally led to the Terros$® fecel's point
is that the promulgation of abstract rights is bound %o lead to anarchy and them
dietatership unleas the people are trained through religion to know the diselpline
necessary to make the enjoyment of these rights possible. In legel's words, "...
it is a falee principle that the fetters which bdind Right and Freedom can be broken
without evancipatlon of the conselence== that there can be a Hevelution without

a Reformation,” e

I'he Lutheran Germans never had %o break with relizion because their ree
ligion recognized the authority and rationality of seoular institutions; furthere
more the Gerrans m had to indulge in regleide becmwse their rulers already
ruled secording to rational law and reslised that they sarned popular allegiance

only in so far as they ruled uﬂmlh.“
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The Frene: Revolution swept over Jermany and the last relics of the kiddle
Azes were cleared away. The abstract prineiples of the French were assimilated
by the Cermen peopls who already had the “"disposition” mecessary to realize the
fruite of these principles. Prussia matured to becorme the raticnal modern Etate

wherein Will realized freedow by willl:g iml!‘“s

Herel viewed the Feformation, then, as a great spiritusl revolution for
freedom, and the Lutheran leformation, in partieular,as the most corplete triumph
of fresdom. ¥HSlthout the ‘eformation ne merely political or intellectual chanse
eo:1d have hoped to have produced any lasting soeial change. Ean can only be free,
according to legel, if B recognizes hls own laward freedom and respects the laoward
freedom of all other men; this ie only possible if the reliyg' us conseiousness
is based on the expllieit Christian prineiple that Sod is free, rational Spirit
irdwelling in man and the universe., .an could only reailze this freedom objecthves
ly, socording to Hegzel, by rebslling szainst the sxterual authority of the Cataolie
Church and by ridding himsel of the contingeat perticularities of the legaey of

the ¥lddle Azes,

For these ressvns the deformallion was a regessar: and a good thing frem
Hezel's po'nt of viewg 1t enabled the Ceruans to fulfil la 1ts wost comclete form
the erineirle of the age, namely, the teefld towards the ewolution of the absclutely
severeign State, This was the major product of the Ro.torntinn. sccoriing %o fegel.
He admitted that it involved the disruption of any unit: Lurcpe might have had,
but this mity, from hie point of view, had besr in its irrstionallt; repressive

to freedon.

It 12 not only from the Hegellan point of viow, of course, tha% the Ee-
formation 18 ecrsldered to have eontributed to humarn rolitical freeder. From the
liberal-deroccratie point of viex, in its Lockean ard Jeffersonlen forrulation,
ore frult of the Feformation was also freeder, but freedor in a nonelierelian sense,

Freedor for Fe:el meant the identity in differerce of the Ilndividual and the Itatej
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The Preneh Revolution swept over Germany and the last relics of the ¥iddle
Azes were slesred away. The abstract prineiples of the French were assimilated
by the Cerman pecple who already had the "disposition™ necessary to realize the
fruits of theee principles. Prussis matured to becoms the rational modern State
wherein Will realized freedom by willirg iteslry’®

Hegel viewed the Feformation, then, as a great spiritual revolution for
fresdom, and the lLutheran Reformation, in partieular, as the most complete triumph
of freodom. &ithout the leformation ne merely politiecal or intellectual change
eould have hoped to have produced any lasting soelal change. ¥an can only be free,
according to NHegel, 1if Me recognizes his own laward freedom and respects the inward
fresdom of all other men; this le only possible if the religi-us conselouveness
is based on the explieit Christian principle that Sod is free, rational Spirit
indwelling io man and the universe, an could enly reallze this freedom objecthve~
ly, socording to Hegel, by rebslling sgainst the external authority of the Cathelie
Church and by ridding himsell of the contingeat particularities of the legaey of
the ¥iddle Ages.

For these reasons the Reformaiion was a reesssary and s good thing from
Hegel's point of view; 1t enabled the Jermans to fulfil in 1ts mest complete form
the prineirle of the age, namely, the ftvefld towards the ewolution of the absclutely
seversign State. This was the major product of the Keformation, sccording to Hegel.
He admitted that it involved the disruption of sny wmity Eurcpe might have had,
but this mity, from his point of view, had been in its irretionallty repressive

to freedon,

It 12 not only from the Hegellan polat of view, of course, that the Re-
formation 1s eorsidered to have contributed to human political freedor. From the
liberal-denceratioc polnt of viex, in its Lockean and Jeffersonlan formulation,
one frult of the Feformation was alsc freedor, dbut freedom in a noneHeselian sense,

Freedor for Fegel meant the identity in difference of the individual and the State;

.
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for the liberal-demserat, freedom means the recognition of the individual as the
possessor of inaliemable rights that the State serves only % protect or to help
fulfil, The Hegelian free individual 1s wholly subsumed in the State, while the
fres individual fron the liberale-democratic poiat of view is an autonomous subjeet
as well us & citigen, The Hegelian Htate is ar end, while the libersl-demcerstie

Jtate iz a mezns,

In contrast te' fegel, therefore, the liberal-democrst regards Cslvinism,
whose implicit individualiem became explioit in Americar and Sritish demceracy %e
a eomsidera-le sxtent, as havins sortributed more &0 "freedsm® than 4id Lutheranisw.$9
Calviniem, partly becoause i¢ was usually resresented by minority commun!ties, cone
triduted to demceratic individualism, while Lutheraniam, partly dve %o luther's
having thromn his whole wiight behind the princes in their stougidles azeinst

peagsants and Amabaptists, contributed to the strengthening of the monarchieal state.

Hogol would aszfee with C, Board that "...the keformation undeniably made
for liberty. It broke the overwhelming foree of a Church that would allew no
difference with 1tself."50 4nd Herel would also agree that Spirit in §te Frotestant
expresslon was freer than in 1ts Catholie expression. Put, he would deny that the
lockean individualism that had ite roots in Pur!tanism ¥nows resl freesdom sinee 1t
does not provide for a complete subsumption of the Individual in the State. The
liberal-dsscerat woull agree with Randall's statement that ".,.Luther's refusal
to carry his religious democeracy int: politics ended in promoting pelitieal tyramny,
while Celvin's supreme enphasis on the power of God and sulmission to his will
resulted in enhancing the humen power of the individual against all®earthly eu=
a‘-‘ﬂ'“‘f's} Hegel's answer would be that since "earthly suthority™ correctly wnder-
stood is divine, the Loeckean individumlist is separated from God and so, in Hezeliam
terms, he does »ot wili his wwn universality, his own ratioral self. In short,

the lockean individualist 18 nrt free.

It is no moecident, then, that Hegel pleked the author of the Addresses



to the Christian xomug of the German Nation on the Igprovement of the Christian

Letate as not only the hero of the ieformation but as also its profoindest prophe t,
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Chapter VI
The Emormous Impulse

The ¥arxzist Interpretation of the Feformmtion

Yarz believed that capltalis: originated in the sixteenth ecentury and that
it was intimetely conrected with the Heformation. 7The relationship betwgan the
strugtural economle revolution and the supsretructural religicus revolution was
dialectical, that is, the two movements interacted upron ore ancther and each was
both cause and effech of the other. Of ecurse, im the final snalysis, the eecnouie

was the primsry factor.

That the Zeformation was a produet of the individualistiec spirit of the
age, a clasgle Interpretation, Verx would agree, but with the imcortant qualie
fioation that "the individualistio spirit of the ase” wae the product of economioc

factors antedating the rise of capitalise,

flpee the time of 'arx and Engels, other students, ¥arxist or otherwise,
have made important eontributions to the econmoric interpretation of the Rgfore
mation. Thelr findings, whers the hely to elaborate Marxist insights, will be
ineorporated into the following discussion of the Reformation fros the Larxist

peint of view,

Aceording to Farxz, the two mo-t important eccmomio factors sntedating
the sixteenth contury were first the rise of a burgher trading class of the
mbdieval towrs and second the disecvery of silver and zold abroad which effected
the transition of Kurcpe from a barter to a monetary economy. The twe fectors
wore inter-related; a money economy enabled serfs to esespe into the bommgeolsle,
and the Lourgeoisie beomme a revolutiomary foree which further undermined huﬁ.un."
The conflict between the towns and the feudal comiryside tursed the bourgeoisie
into & unlted class hostile te feudal values end restrictions. "The burghers

hed oreated the oinditions of e new class in so far as they hed tora the selves



o7
free from feudal ties, and were created by thex in so far as they were deterrined

by their aatagoniem %o the feudal system which they foumd in ullm-o." The
individualistic spirit of the bourgecis was. in ofher words, sublimated into a
s.mge of olass sclidarity because of the common foe. AftAs the disintegreatiom

of feudallism the hourgeclisie was %o Japee intc amarehiec competitivensss.

The trading sctivities of the bdourgecisie umited the cowmtryside and
slowly put an end to the isolatedness of manors and towns. is they grew in power
the: demanded equality of opportunity (a prinelple the proletariat was later
tc derand for itself), the abolition of feudal and corporate hindrances (river
tolls and the "Just price, for exanple) to fres enterprise. This iuvelved both
the abolition of medieval istitutions within the towns (the guilds) and in the
countryside (serfiom), Concoritently with the rise of the bourgeoisie, the prole-
tariat, the prerequisite rew material of upﬂniln. developend. 4As Engels put
1t, the bourgecisis was "...seddled with its antithesis” froz the startyfamy
bourgeois wprising produced e corresponding preletariat outbreak({in the Hgfor-
mation, the Anabaptistg,and in the English Cromsellian Fewolution, the levellers,
for exarple). Oraduslly eondisicns were prepared for the “"dlalectical leap” into
eapitalisn, “Although we care scross the rirst beginnings of capltalist pro-
dustion as esarly as the l4th or 15th centuries, sporadically in certain towms
of the ¥editerransan™ Larx wrote, "the capitalist ora dates fros the 14th century,
#herever 1t appears, the abolition of serfdom has besn long effected, and the
highest development of the middle ages, the existence of sovereign tcwns, has long
been on the ﬂ.."’

These economie developments, 1.0., the rise of a money ceomomy, .th- growth
of a bourgeols merchant class, and the emergence of a prolestariat, reflected theme
selves in new superstructural ideas and beliefs. Folitieally, the bourgecistie
aligned themselves with those princes and kings who were seeking to create ine
dependent states; it was the king or prince who eould grant proteetion end ereate
stadllity in ll'..l ruled with arbiteery whﬂv by a multiplieity of feudal



o8
noblesy it was the king or prines also, who could free the boungeols fro= papal
exactions and ecclesiastionl interference with trade.’ The superstructioral ide-
ology expression of these sconomle interests on the part of the middle olase was
some fore of nationalism and sowme form of the doctrine of the Divine Right of

Eingse The superstructural emotion was national patriotiss,

The gecond superstructural reflscticn were the rationalistis 1deas of the
fenaissance, the new science in particular., The superstructural peyohologieal
factor thet evanated from sclemce was seoularisme’ Hezel's deseription of the
seoularization and the consequent loss of prestige of the Catholie Chureh during
fhe Renalssancs, as well as the rise of the sovereign states, is sorpatible with
¥arxisr, and so, also, is Cumninghan's suggestion that the perversion of Catholle
valuss served as a stimulus %o nnlnll-.. Tawney has pointed out that the
Catholic Chureh in several waye submitted to the asw secular sririt and was not
always averss to goopersting with 1th The Scholastiel for examsle, liberslised
eanon laws to give allowance to the new economic values, and the Church, while
demouncing pawn=brokers, cultivated great financiers llke the ann.n or
course, the Chureh continued, officlally, %o dempunce the values of the new
secular, individualistiec spiris of nplhlll-.n "1t only resalns for us to ree
poat™, %o quote A, Manfani, "that the Catholic sthos is mati-cepitalistie, evem if

if cortain ways 1t has favoured L ts capltalism’s progress in this or that dlmﬂu.'“

The third major superstructural reflecticon, was the hurenisw of the le=
naissance which put great esphasis on individual expression and self-gultivation,
The psyshologioal attitule that this gave rlse to was individuslism.’? In Letts
contries this expressed itself im agnostio forme (Honteiime, Eachiavelll), while
in Borthesm countries individusliss expressed itself in religious forss. (Ereassus,
Reuohlin),

These three psychologieal factors, patriotisn individualiss, snd secus
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larism, esch reflecting the rize of the new bpurgecls merchant class, combined
to produce the Reformation, sccording to Harx, Patriotism militated against the
ideal of a uanited (feudsal, Catholie) Christeadon; iniividualisn militated azainst
the corporate, authoritarianien of the Chureh; snd secularism served both to de=
moralize the Church (Cesar Bor:ia), snd %o undernine the preswptions of the
papacy %o i-ecorruptibility and infalliMlity (Valla). In the religiously-sminded
Sokth, these factors operated in favor of new relizious expressions which would
be national, individualistio, and fres from the demoralisation and presumption

of the Catholie Churche. The stage was set for :artin Luther.

The neatest Farxist eco~analysis of Luther is perhaps A. Ladridla. He
writes: "Nartin Luther, comee les autres grands réformsteurs, ses sontemporains,
ne sut jemals, comme nmous le savons awjourd®hul, que le movement de la Reforme
etalt un moment du développment du Tidrs Ftat et wne redellion scomomique de la
nationalite allemande sontre 1'exploitation de la cour pepale. il fut oe gu'il
fut, comme agitateur, ot coome politigque, parce qu'll me fut gu'un aveo la eroyane
oo qul Jul falealt volr dans le mouvement dog clesses, g4 dommalt 1'impulsion

\

° 1'agi tation, wm uﬂhbh retour au vral Christisnions et comme une necessite

divine dans le oom‘;:nlmn des ohun.'u

The Marxzist, therefore, does not deny thet Luther ereated a asw religious
nmnt.u However,and this is crucial, the Varxist insiste he 414 go only
becnuse the times especielly in their economle aspect were ripe. Roy Paseal
has written a ¥arxist essay ou the "Class~Basis of Luther's Neformation™ which is
helpfal in this cosrectiond® He arguss thet Luther's "freedom of the Christien
zan” meant, in effect, that men were free to sceept his (Luther's) orthodexys
when some didn'S, Luther used the princes to suppress them, In the process he
subordinated the chureh %o priscely rule. For Luther ",..the sbsolutist system
was the right -l sacred one, for 1t made poseible that religious and moral sretem
which was Luther*s.”3” This moral systes, in tur, was simply part of the supere
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ideal of a ualted (feudal, Catholie) Christendons individualise militated acalnst
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papacy %o 1-eorruptibility end infallitlity (Valla). In the religiously--inded
Fokth, these factors operated in favor of rew religlious expressions which would
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strueture reflecting the unconseious olass outlook of Luther's "pe tty=bourgeois”
class, It wes this group which had suf'fered most fros pepal exactions, and from
the exploitation of great finenciers whom Luther gonsistentlr denounced, end 1t
was this olase whioh was threatened by Anabaptiste and peasants who hed giver a
radical twist (froe the bourgesis point of view) to Luther's idess. ‘he natural
ally of the petity~bourgeois was the class of princes whose inberests were the
sare as tiwirs. i'asoal coneludes that ",...only from this roint of view csn

his (Luther's) thoughts and sctions be seen as a harmonious, conseguent whnh.'“

ulpo O

‘rich Fromm, the disting:ished soclal pehyetologlst Aofbn'\umnh
interpretatios, but cne which makes more of the pshyohologleal festors imvolved,l?
Frome believes a new idea only becomes a powerful forse in history iFf §% ",
enswors poverful pehyehologioal nesds of certain scelal rroups...”20 The payshie
anxietiss Luther suffered from and whieh led him, smbivalently %o seek both freedom
and absolute authority, wa: the same anxiety the average menber of the mbddle
classes folt.?! The Bourgeciste suffered from the dilemms of wasting freed-m o
pireue econcric enterpreise and at the same time nesding s payehic escape from
the inseourity and herdships of the conpetitive system, luther, as well as Calvin
provided sueh a psvehic bulwark with thelr doectrines of total submission in falth

and the sanctily of secular sctivity.

Frotestantise according to the larxist interpretation, therefors, wa: a
religlous movement whigh resulted indireetly fro= the rise of a new mode of pro-
duetlon, the oapitalistie, However, it in turn, reacted dlalectically uron the
mode of produetion whose superstructure it wes. This 1t 1llustrated noet clear-
Iy in England when the Feformstion, ascording to Verx, gave "a mew and fright=
ful impulse®™ %o eapitellsm by plecing expropriated ehureh property ia the more
emergetic hands, and Yy swelling the body of the proletariat by the suppression
of nmhﬂu.ﬂ Thess two effects were inter-related, for, ss Sarx wrates "She

estates of the ohurck were to a large extent given away % rapsolious reysl favorites,
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or sold at & nominal price %o speculating farvers and citizens, who drove out,

en masse, the hereditary substensnts and threw thelr holdings inte m."” Henry

VIII pontriduted %o the ersation of such a large pauper class that Cusen Elizeabeth
was forded to recognize vagsbondemge as a major soelal problen .24 ihese paupers,
1t should be added, flowed into the racka of the psasants who had already been
expropriated of thelr land during the emclosure movementZ® "The expropriation

of the azriculturel producer, of the peasant”, Farx wrote, "is the basie of the

]
whele process of the rise of capitalien.” .

Another emmtridution made by the Reformation, ®as the release of capital-
istic enterprise danmed up by the Catholie Chureh; this the Yelormers did by
abolishing the practical agencies (scelesimstical eourts) through whieh the Chureh

had mans ed wlt: varying degrees of success, o regulate business morality. 27

hooording to Erieh Fromm ome of the most importent impecte of the Feforma=
tion on oapitalisn, was the ersation of a new attitude "...toewarde effort and
work as en alm in 1teslfecenr attitude which may be assumed to be the mosh
important psyeoticlozical otianye which has happemed Since the end .f the Middle
«28

Apege

¥en mocording to Fromm, now worked fros internal eompulsion rather thaa
froo sxternal sressure, sand the mew charsater tralts engsndered becers new
PPoductire m."? Fromm's theory is based on lax Weber's thesis that the
Calvinist doctrine of the "ealling™ gave the ",..modern entmeprener a fabulously
elear consoisnce™ Snd,by leading him to regard an increase in caplital &8 an end
in 1teslf inereased productivity enormouslyd Narx, of course, would rake the
major qualification that the “spirit of capitalism™ was the effect rather than
the cause of eapitalism as Wedber claimed, BNut that the Yarxists would agree with
deber's main argment 1s implielt in Yarx's stetewent that Frotestntiss wa: the
capltalistio sxpression of Chrigtlanitys: Emgels, in thls sonrection, steted
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that while Lutheranism committed suicide by sulmitting to princely desihtiem,
Calvialsr which "republicanized” the iingdem of God, becane the real ldeclogy
of the "revolutionary” middle elasses 3 e alsc made the intererting sugzestion
that the alvinist doctrine of predestination was soc widely accepted among the
bour solsle bacamee 1t so correetly reflected the econonie reaiity of the ecapitale
istie s ster of produstiom, 1.8., fact that success deopends upon factors uncontrols
lable by the intividual®® it 1s imp rtent to remark that sohol-rs like E. Trosltach®
r-—-” and H, m!!'un- that Feber, though essentially correct, committed an
sneohornism by regardigg the Cslvinistie doetrine of the "ealling” ss having
peant In the sixtesnth eentury what is only carme to meen in the seventeenth, and
thie was due malnly So the influence of capitallem. In the seventeenth century,
these ctudents agres, the dostrine of the "oalling® 414 come to mean thet suscess

wign of-
in business was a’divine grace.

Perhaps the most importsnt effect of the Reformation, espeoially In ite
Cemlvinistic form, upon its structursl progenlitor was 15 replace the values of
Cathollelsm with others more compatible, at lesst implieitly, with the individe
walistic, mmdane impulses of the bourgeols eapitalist. The Reformstion, ae=
cording te fngels destroyed the "ssiritual dictatorship® of the Catholic Chureh,3®

and capltalism, according te The Comeunist Emnifesty "seshns put an end %o all

feudal, patriarchal, 1dyllic relstions. It has pitilessly torn asunder the motely
feudal tiss that bound man to his "matural superiors,” and has left no other nexus
betwsen man and man Shes neked self-isterest, thée callous “sash paymest.”> As

a result of the destruction of the Catholic ideal, and az a result of the new
walues of oapitalism all institutions that in the Widdle Ages had softened the
antagonism between rich and poor were done away withi® In other words, the lower

classes becane a proletariat that was within a scolety but not of lt.“

Tewney has desorided how the valuwes of eanpitailstie soelety, st its most
robust phase, militated against the mhhﬂnﬁ.“ The only full members of the
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body politie, he polnts out, were free holders. These men, the "eleot", had the
right to use their property in any mamner they wishedy thelir private advantage
was equated with publio mdvantaze. The poor, om the other hand, were punished
m'wm-w in thelr misery on the grounds thet poverty made them
more productive while relief would emervate their energy. The emphasis, in this
individualistie, aoquisitive sceiety, in short, was placed upon individual repon-
sibility rather than on social obligation. In effect, the proletariat were the
viotims of a system of values that employed a double standard; eapitalistie soelety
by its very mature was soelally schismatle. The superstrusture of demooratie
egualitarian values which were realiged according to the Narxists Iu the second
half of the eighteenth eentury in Franee, Enzland, and the United States, iv effect
if not in intent, meintained this moral double standard, though under the cover
of miversal human valuss, During the l.hﬂuﬁu the bourgeciale expressed its
esoonoris interests in the religious form of Frotestantism, and during the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuriss 1t 414 so in the form of secular liberalism. The super-
structure chenged as the structure evolved, Fundsmentally, however, the indi-
vidualistic, stomistic temets of both Protestantidm and libersilsm wers the saxe
because they reflected capitalism, and, according to Narxz, only a dialectioal
(revolutiomary) leap from the empitalistic mods of production to s communistie
mode of production can change the system of value of moders mem. Jarx would
agree with the condemporary philosophers of crisis that the sensate, atomistie
values of the West heve beeoms bankrupl and ne longer ereative, and that modern
ieaters soelety has becowe & "Sasteland”. He expressed himself in indignent
terms on the permiclousness of these values in the middle om the rineteenth cembu~
rye The new mode of preduction, the soclallstie, whose incvitadls triwmph he
prophesisd, will aceording %o the “arxist philosophy, generate a new and higher
syster of values which will evbrace all men.
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Annex to Chapter ¥I
Critigque of Farx's Interpretation of the Heformation

Thers are a number of impertant oriticiess of l‘l'l'l'l interpretation of
the Reformation that should be discussed. First, the Farxist notlon that frote
sstantisn was the religion of Capitalisr ean hardly explain the fact fhat fole
lowing the atheistic Enlighterment, France ultimately reverted to feudal Catho=
licism rather than to either athelsm or Protestantiss®d ilso, 1t cermot explain
why Frotestantism first emerged in Germany, which wes capitalisticelly backeard,
reather thas in a key urban area like Veniee, or that it took root in Seotland
rather thaa in Venlee. Zecond, as D, Fussellobserves, opposition to papal fie
nancial sxections had existed for esnturies before the Heformation; the Refore
mation, Rugsel)argwes, only ceme when papal abuses mads possible a mweral mult!‘
ind third, the ineresse in capitsl, a prerequisite for the chamge of the mode
of prodvotion frow a feudalistie %o a eapitalistic one, was the resalt mot of
eoonomic necessity but an secldent, 1. ¢. the peograrhicanl discoveries. 3-’-'
srgues, in this conneotion, thet the influx of precicus metel imte Eurnpe was the
fomdarental feotor in riving rise Se caritellend® fe thus ujnﬁ tax Feber's
thesis that the funderental fector was the "Protestent Ethie.” Narx it shoull be
edded, agreed with this point of view when he wrote that the "great transformations®
of the sizteenth and seventeenth centuries in trade (the res:lt of eographiecal
discoveries) were "decisive” in effecting the transition from the feudal to the
dapitalist mode of production.*® This explanation, 1t hes already been pointed
out, is incompatible with Parx's theory that sseh mode of produstion engenders

its owo negation and sucoessor. Feudalise never implied Averics of Afriea.

A 4iffienlty the present writer had in composing this paper, res:lted
from Yarx's view that capitalism had i1ts “origin" is the sixteenth century, If
this ts mc, how asn the Narxist explain the Henalssance with 1ts revolutlomary
solentiflie interest, its individualistie proelivities, and its seculsarist tendenslies?
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Either he must say that all this was a superstructural reflection of the economie
interests of the merchant clase, or else he must say that the Henalssance was
a reflection of feudalism. 'he latter, of course, he would deny, and, in mmine
talning the former, he would have to sdmit that & new class had cowe imto power
in a auwber of cities (Flanders, for example) without any corresposding change
in the mode of produstion. The present writer solved the problem by treating
t'e bourgecisie of the twelfth century and ou as eapitalists in umeomscicus search
of & new mode of produstion. This may be perfectly illegitimate, but the altsre
native, as far =s the present writer can ses, is %o leave the ¥arxist Interpre-

tat'on even less coherent than it already is,

Another 4!1ffieuvlty was to try to deternine why the kings and princes, whe
wore members of the feudal strueture, should have had identical Interests (in
promoticg the sovereign state) with the bourgeeisie, and, also, why members of
clasess other than the bourgecisie, the petty Jerman nobllity, for exa=ple, should
have supported the kings. Cole attempts to solve this probles in & farxist way
with the snewer hat the monsrchs could break sway from the feudal structure end
rule independently becauss of the wealth that sccured to them as = result of the
great dlscoveries. ihat, one wight ther ask, inspired rulers like Neary the
Savigafor and Isadella to defy the corventiong snd prejudices of Chrlstendoem
and to sudbsidise sclonial ventures? If the Farxist snswars that 1%t wis the Fee
naiysance, the question that imsediately suggests 1tzelf 15, was the spirit of
t+e Henaissanes structure ofl superstructure? If it was the second, snd the Narxist
would have to meintain that 1t was, the eirels has been completed, and one then
will ask, superetructure of what new mode of production? Ome right also ask the
eorollary guesticn, if Shere was a new mode of produstion, how were kings and
prizces related % 1t 17

Thils attempting to elaborate the Narxiat interpretation 6f the HReformation

echerently, 1t kept cecurring to the present writer,thad hizterical svents are
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eb much more intelligibly explained as the outeome of a wvariety of interscting
fuhrl’ one of whic: fis at various times wore fundamental than the others (but
ﬁvor exelusively so), than by the Varxist structureesuperstructurs pattern. In
any hictorical smplysis along such lines the econormic factor, teedless %o say,
will almost always be considered to be of major importance.

Presorved Smith in The ige of the Beformation interprets the igformation
as the rwsult of a number of factors the most imjortant of which was the econcede
(new wealth and the egtablisheent of a money m}? fiis interpretation, to the
mind of the present writer, is an exeellent exumple of a sober and scherent ape

plication of Sarxiam ineights to the understanding of history.
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Chapter VII
The Prorethean Sevolt
The Reformatior ia Toynbee's Scheme of Hlestory

For Toynbee, so part of the experience of a civilizetien i3 intelligidle
by 1tself, and “horefore the leformation 1s perfored treated in the econtext of
Testern €ivilizetion as a wholes Thls new oiviligation arose fror the ruins of
the Mellenle olvilizaticn whieh ha’ kuown i1ts highest phase of growth in Athems,
lt.y firet rout in the Peloperissian ware, and ils "wnlversal ecpire” wder Eore.
Then the Homan espire, the last phase of the Hellenie elvilization, was in i%ts
procees of dlsintegration, the "un!versal chureh” of Christianity wa: born emeng
ite internal proletsriat, and th!s chureh grew concomitantly with the smpire's
deony, to serve as the ohrysalie of Aestern civiligation. Thus, Westera clvi-
Hzation, le in essence and scul Christien, a fact of eruclal importance in
Toynbee's schems of historieal lm.llrpnw-tudlﬂma.x "If we were to regard the Christe
lan sloment ln our Vestern culture as being the essence of 1%," Toynbee mrites,
"then our reversion to Hellenlem might be taken...% be, not a fulfilment of the
potentialities of Western Christendom, but an aberration fron the proper path of
Festers growthe in fact, a false step which 1t may or may -t be possible now to

o2

retriove.

This aberration mey be dsseribed as an adhererce to the values of Christ=
lanity while at the game time the Christian feith is denied, ODsmoersey is an
exanple of this aderration., [t assumes, according to Toynbee, Christian bsheavicur,
yot 1t rejects the spiritual foundations that alone vitalisge snd remew such
behavioury "e..practioe”, writes Toyabee, “"unsupported by belief 1 a wasting
asset, a2 we have suddenly disecversd, %o our dismay, in this ;mr.tlon." The
gocularization of the bas!ic walues of the Weat has resulted, todey, in moral banke-
ruptoy and sceisl disintegration, and the spiritual veid left is being filled
with the new destructive worldly faithe @f ultra-netionslisn® and Farxism.’ This

is the W'or Toyabee's view of the present stete of Ugetern Civilization.
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Chapter VI1
The Promethean Mevolt
The Beformation in Toynbee's Schems of History

For Toymbes, 2o part of the experience of a clivilizetion IS intelligible
by iteelf, and thwrefore the Reformation is perfored treated in the eontext of
Hesters €iviliszetion as a whole, This wew oiviligation arose from the ruins of
the fellenle olviligzation which ha’ kuown 1ts highest phuse of growth im Athens,
its firet rout in the Pelopsrpesian wars, and ils “universal ecpire” uder Rome.
Then the Homan eapire, the last phase of the Hellenie elivilismtion, was in its
provess of disintegration, the "universal church” of Christisnity we: born smeng
its internal preletsriat, and this chureh grew concomitantly with the smpire’s
deocay, to serve as the ehrysalis of Nestern sivilization. Thus, Westera civi-
Mzation, 1 in essence and scul Christien, s fact of eruwclal importance ia
Toynbee's scheme of historieal interpretatios.’ "If we were to regerd the Christe
fan element in our Western culture as being the essenes of 18," Toynbee writes,
"then our reversicn to Helleniem might be taksn...to be, mot a fulfilment of the
potentialities of ¥estern Christendom, but an aberration from the proper path of
festern growthe in fact, a false step which 1t may or may a.til possible now %o
nﬂm."

This aberration mey be dsseribed as an adherence to the wvaluss of Chrlsb
fenity while at the same time the Christien falth is denied., Demcersey is an
example of this aberration. It assumes, secording to Toynbee, Chriatian bshaviour,
yet 1t rejects the spiritual foundations that salone vitalise snd renew such
behavioury e...practige”, writes Toyndee, "unsupported by belief 1ls & wasting
asset, sz we have suidenly disecversd, o our dismay, In this geserstion.”> The
secularigation of the basic walues of the West has resulted, todey, in morsl bank-
ruptey and scoial disintegration, and the spiritusl veid left is being filled
with the new destructive worldly feithe @f ultra-netionsliss® and Farsiem.’ This

1s the burden of Tuyabes's view of the present state of Ugstern Civilisation.
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Although pessinistie, Toynbee is mo determinist. In spite of her re-
pudiation of the Christian scurces of her valuss, Sestern elvilisation may still
be saved by what she has sought %o reject. Christianity is protean; ite spirid
appears even in so s~religious a movement as the Yarxist® and 1t has proven efe
feotive enough to be scoepied by the most oppressed prolstariat body in Sestern
elviligation, the uﬁ., from the hands of thelr white masters. It 18 alse
significant that the internal proletariat of the West has as yet ghows mo signe
of having given hirth to a Usiversal Church of &8s ownl Bus, Toymbes imsists,
sslvation fof the West lies omly through Vhristianity, He writes, "...an apostate
Westera Christendom mey be given greoe %o be bors azein as the Bespublios Christe

i1ana whiok ia 1ts own eaRlisr and detter ideal of what 1f should strive to be.” s

The evidonce that Testerr eivilisaticn wmay De $00 far gons %o b saved
is ounslderable. In most of the oivilisations that have disintegrated, She ochief
signs of suleide have been inter-state wers.” The West has Jjust emerged fro its
#ird series of sueh wara, the first two being the Wars of Heligion of the 2ix=
peenth comtury snd what Toynbes oalls “sur great Westers elvil war of AD. 15M-
ll-'mlurtbr“. exsxples of & doninant ninerity and of s disaffected prole-
tariat are only too easy %o find 1n the West. Thers sre thrse srohytypes of the
dominsat misor!ty, the hmagmen who pains alisglence Yy oppression, the wastrel
who enjoys hiw power while 1t lasts, wnd the eonqueror who seeks glofy abroad
when he ocan no lomger find 1% at heme, OF the may exanples of esch in the West,
one neod only mestion Hesry VIII as hengman, lewis IIV as wastrel, and Cortes
a8 mmm? dany Ypes of preletariat besides the urben bave hesn produced
Yy the “sst. Amomg them are the religicus proletariat grodused by the Fwrs of
zeligiontand the Intellsctual proletarist in Carvany which turned to faziss.’d

Another sign of disintegration ia imperialism, a phenomencn Toyubes dee
soribes as "a material peaformance on an excessive scale™, on the part of the
eivilization, "to give the lle %o 1ts ows unacknowledged but agomisbng eonseious-
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pese of !mm and fal lure and dm.’u Hestern imperialism 1s & sipgn of the
d'gintegration of "entearn Civilizetion mnalogous So the expansion of a deolining

Bellenie Soolety wmder the lesdershir of Alexander the r}mt.n

The fegtern individual, in turn, as his seelety disintegrates, finde 1%
progressively mors difficuit %o attalin soelal harmony or %o find an outlet for
his full ereative powsrs. He tends, as a reguls, % react to the growing arisis
in one of a ausbor alternstive pairs of contradictory modes of behaviour and
mu-g}‘ It would be superflons %o paraphrase Toymbee's tightly-woven diseuva-

slon lnro?

An exawple of such s palr is Shat of "irummey and martyrdon.” Themes
Wolsey 1s representative of the individual who behaves liks a truant, By serving
Ma Kinz batter than his God, he betrayed the valuee of his eulturd] the vietim
of this truaney was Thomas Fore who ehose, m alternate mode of Yehaviour, wartyre
dom,rather than abandon these values. The most frultful peir is thet of “dotateh~
ment ssd transfiguratios.”s Detalehmont is the attitnde of thy was who is fully
econselous of ths state of dlsintegration his scolety is in, but Yelleves he ean

" do sothing sbout 1%, He remaine a trusnt, but a passive and non=des iructhve one,
Trassfiguration 1z the experience of seiritusl saivation; 1t leads %o a rebirth
that onee azain relesses the ereetive emergies in the individual, This iz another
way of expressing the ides that when a oivilisation has proceeded’ Soo far in its

decline, salvation 1s enly poseidle on a supre-mundece, syiritual, plwme,

Although mo sertals progncsticatisn will be possidle wntil all is over,™
Toynbeo doew surgest that Gesters Givilisation le st presest is its Time of Troubbds,
the period that usually precedss the smtablishment of s Usiversal Frpired’ The
firet rout, in the fyths of disintegration, was the Wars of Eeligion of the sixe
teenth century, and the second, the more intense wars of Nationality of the late
elghtesnth to the twentieth century. If the West 1s te follow the ST
then, either Hussis or the Ngetern demooracies should Mow be on the polnt of
providing & wniversdl order through the impositivi ©i sn enpire, IF this happens,
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Western aiviliszation will suffer its "knockeout blow"” and will becone spiritually
chﬂh?

Sinee the first rout of Western Civilization Sook place in the giteenth
eentury, the Keformation assumes a role of fundamental importance in Toynbee's
schere.

This revolt aga'nast the Catholie Chureh at first glanee would appenr %o
have been the original wmistveks sines 1t “T the wmity of Chrlstias Burope 39
However, the Feformation, though = -hh-u,:tf n sarlier fallure,that preceded

ﬂutomﬂu b at least four centuries.

The major reason for the breakdows of destern €ivilization, Toynbee suggests
was the sulelide of the Cathalis Chureh im Hildebrandine timee, end the ascaseguent
reastions Shis set of . This sulolde was the result of the pride (hybris) ene
gondered by the successful vietory of the Chumeh ower Hohemstaufen mmuJ
The Chureh, lntex leated with har vietor¥s fell into the piffall of replasing the
doheuns taufen despotisn with ene of her own, snd so abused her »lsslon %o resresent

the highest ideal of the lnt!.

The bister fralt of this fallure was the ourse

of parochialism (yrovineial selfe-coneicusness) of whish the Chureh herself becase
viotim. The seeds of %his sberration, Toyzboe believes were plented eriginrally

by Rildebrand when he orpanized an armed foree %o comdat Wrigandensbles whe were
robuing papal m!’ This error of meeting foree with foree led in twn to

" muoh strugcles as those detwesn Fenry IV and the papacy of which only ‘he pergehial
Jersae princes received eny hﬂﬂt" and eventually to the humilistions of the
Babylonish Captivity (fourSeenth century), the Creat Sehise (Tourteenth and fifteenth

oenturies), the Saok of Rome in 1527, snd flmmlly %o the Reformation,

This tragie fate of the Catholie Church Toynbee comparss to that of Ferielean
Athens. AS Athens turned fros beins the protestor of lur sister-atates to their
oppressor, so 414 the Roman See becoms the oppressor “...of her sister churches
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whom she had Mberated fror the opprossion of the Zeoular Power in Testors Christe
om!ou.". Elsewhers, Toyabes writes: "Mhile the Hellenle Scolety Yroke down snd
want into disintegratiou through e fallure teo transoond = traditional percetialism,
ouf Western Sceiety has falled...to maintain a scelal scliderity which was perhaps
the must precicus part of $%s origimal mla—ut."n The trustee of this endowment
was the Catholle Churetl and feor this reasom, Teynbes suggests, the filisplaced
soiion of Lhe Catholic Church may well be the oause of the disintegration of the

Wes t.l!

The mew parochlalier unleashed Yy the wnfortunate bshaviouwr of the Chureh,
expregsed iteelf in the rise of sovereigs states, of vernmoular ilterstures, and
of new rellgicus expreesiouse>® The Cathoile Chursh might have saved herself
‘fros the destructive effscts that ensued 1f 1t had rot 'W the conellisr
movement Ln the fourteenth and f1fteerth centuriesdt By ¥hrowing swey this chanes
of effecting & modus wivend) with purcchialism she finally lost her elein
to erbedy the integrasiag ldeal of Westera Clviligation, and she condermed "Sesbe
ern Christendom to be rent ly a vicleat internal discord botwsen 1%t mneient
cecumenical horitage mnd its mew parcchial muuv!thn." ‘!'h; first -:!hu@'o.
consequencd for the West as a whols was the Reformatica and the subsequent wars

of Feliglion.

Toynbee novhere doals at longth with the Reformation, at lecast not in the
first six volwmes of his lW!. Towsver, in a swber of passares the maln aspects
of the Reformation are discussed in the gourse of hir argument, and thece paseages,
£1vted together, do form a coherent interpretative whole. The most general state-
ment be makes s tha® 18 was “ee.s great movemeut in the Prometheas North of Heste
#rn Europe (vhere the Saltle, the North Sem, and the Atalatlc all beckoned towards
new worlds) for emsneipation from the Epimethlan South (where the Hostera Vedsters
mhﬁiﬁomﬂﬂ*wlﬁ”m“.ﬂc—).’u-m
that the Peformation wes the revolt of a areatlve part of the Jeet from the
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donioation 6F a eulture that hed forfelted i1ts oreative leadership by cowst iting
suicide. The epithets "Epimethenn” and Promethesn” sugrest that the “ferwarde
looking" Borth wes vital, and that the South had by 1ts suiolde relsased the evil
forees that have plagued the ¥est ever si.no.“ Extanded to modera times, the
parallel still holds good, for Frowetheus was flmslly destroyed for placing men
before Gode. :

i another passage, Toynbee deseribes the Reformation, more specifleally,
as a "dras tlo'“ul'.::.,.. -7 *a gonfliot betwsan Parcohlalism and the gseumenieal

churohto

Thus the Reformation, forming part of the prosess by which secular goverse
meuts had lneresesingly assuwed papal prerogatives, léd to the final eraaeipation

of the Northera purochial states from the Churche As spiritual authority passed
from the pspacy to the 15&!719.:1.19’ 20 sceleslastical auther! %y passe? fros the
pepe to the parochial sovereigms. This, in turn, “"helped &0 oreste the meodera

Hgstern institullon of parcehial sovereignty,”

hile Hegel celobrated this development im the body of Wertern Clvilization,
Toynbee considers 1¢ @leastgrous both because 1t wae destructive to Mgetern unity
and becsuse 1% contributed %o a wideespread repudiation of Christianity iz the
Waste These two consequeress were inter-related, for the marriage ef religlom
end parochial soveroignty, led %o a series of wers whioh produced, because of their

futile destructiveness, the anti-religlous resetion of the Zutlighteament,

This ourse of parcohialis: fell upen Catholielss and Protestentiss alike.
In the csre of the former, the pope ascused the role of & parochial soversign
whon, for the ecolesiactical prinsipelitios, (Yainz, Cologne and Salsburg, for
exanple) and In more modern times for Vatiocas City (by the Laterma Treaty of
1929) ko olaimed the prerogetive of the moders sovereign state. Ny thus izuoring
the prineipal of “Nemder unto Cacsar...” the Churoh lost its ceoimenioal status
and beecare just ancther competing parcehlal nll.“ The Frotestant Churches, a &
least the n;no- aud She Lutheran, suffered far wore seriously frowm rerochialism
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by sulmlsting %o the patronage of sesular prisees. This nisalliance of religlion
and politice resulted in a number of unfortunate consequences. Yor owe, It pro-
duced the doetrine of the Divine Right of Kings which in more medern days has
taken the forr of the "pagan worship of severeign netional uhm.'“ Iin foreigs
a’fairs this mispleced allegiance reaultsd in what Toynbee salle "the momstrously
eyvieal formuls of 'Cujus Heglo Ejus Religio®™ which gave primecy to the pulitieal
ambi tion of princes over the religicus falth of the people. The Protestent “hurches
a8 a result of this lﬁ-mdcr to the princes became, like the Byssntine Chureh, mere

deparimants of shho“

Ronconformist Frotestant seots, who fought state-comirol, were equally ume
fortunate, for in their resistance they fell vietim to what Toynbes ecalls "the
fissiparious tendeney”, Ge0. they troke up into & sumber of unintegrated proe
vinelal 'mits and so served further to dlsrupt the misy of Wostern dﬂliuﬁ-.‘
They flsmlly found posee within the state whem the epiritually wnersative primeiple

of live and let=live toloration was establighed, &

The moat grievous conseguence of the sontrol of nlig!‘on by the political
Tornbeo writas, wae "...the readiness of all the competing fmetions of the %estern
Christise Chureh in the Age of the Western Wars of Religien to seek a shors eut
te vietory by condoning and éven demanding, the imposition of thelr own dootrine
upon the adherents of rival falths by the applieation of politionl fo '00eee"
Thie aberration "... .. iisetnpped the foundation of all belief in the souls for
whose allogianee the warring churches were muqu.‘“ﬂa resction was one
of goopticism end eyniclsn. "he Gnlizhtesment, commonly accepted as the peried
when the Yesters spiris was smmncipated from prejudies and obsurnstism, is, %o
Toynbes, morely as unlerstandsble dut unfortunall esnsequence of the corruption
of Christianity, The attitude of the “enlightened™ mind he Aesoribes as one
"which sterilised Fanatiofism at the cozt of extisguishing Falth, ind this state

of mind has lastad froe the seveatosnth sentury into the hntht.‘“
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Toynbee touches Aum:-al luportec$ aspects of the Reformation, in various
parts of hia study, Uy way of 1llustrating his gomeral laws of historical develw
opment, especially, in % is partioular osss, the laws of the disintegratior of
elvilizationa. Hemry VIIi, whose case has boen ecited before smd the Gervan Frinces
who perseouted the pewsanits and the Anabaptists, sorve az exemples of the hangmas
fype of the dominant nhcrlw.' Their victims were, correspondingly, members of
an iaternsl proletariat, Following thu usual pattern of a- exploited proleteriat,
the Anabaptiets rescted both violently and gestly %o their ordeall’ These whe
gelzed Ulnster in open redellion in 153438 were of couree of the violent variety,
and those in ¥oravia and Hollesd mho adopted a pacifist polifoy were of the mikf"
Both responses proved abortive; the Xunster Aabaptiste were crushed ‘w foree,
while the others lost thelr moral fibre as they woane sccuomically succegssiul and
were re-sbsorbed into the main body of the oulture from whieh they had sought %o
@xtricate thesselves.’? Anothor Protestant gropp that adopted a geatle poliey,
following a violent one, were the Quakers. They, like the Duteh «nd Foravias
Anabaptists ales rose from the ranks of the proletariat, ironically, by falling

vietin to thelr omn teaching that honesty is the best polhy.”

calvinisr 1s discussed under two seation heads, "The Semse of Orift" end
"Fatalion as o Spiritual Tonic™j; both of these seetions are ineiuded in the larger
gection, “Sehign in the Soul." #hen a civilization is declining, Toynbee argues,
the memders of that eivilization lose falth ia their power %o direct affairs, and
therefore they suffer from a semse of drift. As a consequence, the ldols of Chance

and Yecessity, bdoth &ifferent expressions of the sane Shing, ecome to de -onﬂpl.“

Two exarples from modern Mastory of this worship are the dectrines of the laissep~
faire of the classioal sconceists and Varxist econonio-deterzinisn. > These two
doojrines commenly believed to be ideslogleal platforms of orestive classes seeking
power, in Toynbee's scheme are thus glven a radically new lnterpretation, The

advooators of these ideas, %o his, were motivated Y = loss of falth in human
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control and not by a genuinely creative urge. As will be shown below, Calvinimm
was a gsinilar type of dootrine.

The sotive and more creative atiitude of responding to an ordeal is the
"sonse of sin® which leads the individual to blame himself imstead of fatality for
his troubles. Hecognizing that the trouble is within himself, he seeks a spiritual
transformation as the only way out of his prdhaut.“ True Christianity, sccord-
ing to Toynbee, provides the means for this transformation, and deverrinistic per-
versions of Christiaaity, as Calvinistlie predestinarisnism, by denying human

freedom, merely provide temporary but fimally abortive eseapes.

Calvinisw, with 1%s extreme emphasis off Jod's transcendsnce snd on the in=
sdequacy of the human will, is deterministic. 1% is a form of determiniem, Toynbee
writes, "..ovhioh is perhaps the most hh-rﬁ and perverse of all, sinee ia this
thelatic Determiniaten 1dol is wershipped in the likemess of the Trus God." °7
The 1dol is, of course, Necessity. The aggreesiveness of the early Calvinists,
like that of the early Noslems and the contemporary Commumists, is explained by
the fact that a deterministic falth often aete as a "spiritual tomie”, a stinmuluwe
which inspires wen to action that they are certain has the foree of destiny behind

lio“

This tomlc, however, is am artificial cne, for it is based on a faith which
sdversity is bound to undermine. Toynbes writes that the "...dynanler of yesterday
has to be pald for with the “defeatisn® of today."  FPresumsbly, the fate of those
Calvinists still faithful to thelr deterninism, may be fimally to give way %o the

fatalism so apparent in the Moslem Oriemt today.

Toymbee further considers the claims of the early Calvinists So have re-
turned to the true teachings of the early Christian Chureh and of St. Augustine
%o be untrue.” St. Augustine’s®trus spiritual legeey,” writes Toynbes, "was mot
the doetrine of Fredestimation.,” lsther did the Calvinists, and the Lutherans
as well, return,for inspiration, to the "~allow phase" of the Syrise religious

genius, that is %o the 014 Testament Prophets instead of %o the New Tegtament. -
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Toynbse presumably means that the Frotestant re-digcovered a Jod of transcéudant
might instead of Christ's laward God of love and werey,®Zand so samc{tioned a

fanantical and bellicose militarism.

In eomelusion, Toynbee concelved of the Reformation as both an expression
of the parochialism whose challenge the Cathollie Chureh failed to meet, and a8 & -
further stimmlant o this movemsnt. The failure of the Catiolie Church created
a olimate of spiritual instability in the sixtee~th century whibh, together with
the foree of Jarochialisz, to a considerable extent conditioned Frotestantism along
unhappy lines. Thus, leaders of the Protestant movement were led o use the pa~
rochial power %o strengthen their causes, and in most cases to preach perverse
forms of Christianity. The result of these two unfortunate sholees, s has been
mentioned sbove, was o finally discredit religion and produsce the amti-religious

reaction known as the Enlightemment.

Toynbee's mccount of the Reformation appeared so pessimistie to the writer
of the present paper that he wondered at the faoct that Toymbee could remain
Protestant and could still maintain the possibility of a Christian revivael. fe
wrote Toynbee a letter expressing his perplexity and received the following answer:
“[ do, a8 you point out, plok out certain aspectiof the Frotestant Heformation as
oxamples of something that seers to have gome wrong with our Westera Soclety, but
in doing this I was mot meaning to suggest anything like a general comdemnation
of Protestantism, and 1 believe that, whatever may bo the future of Christiasity
in the Western World, Protestantism will be one of the maim gtrands in 1%, My
own personal expectation is that, this %ime, we are mere likely %o see a re=birth

of Christianity thak the birth of a mew Chureh produced by the proletmriat.” -

The writer of this paper frankly finds 1% 4ifficult %o reconoile the
optimism of this letter with Toymbee's treatment of the Heformation and of Wstern
Civilization in his_A Study of Eistory. The tescher in this case hms reasons the
student knows not. Perhaps these ressons will be made explicit in the last volume.
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of his work whieh has yet o appear. However, the prinmcipal thesis oculled from
the pages of Toynbee's study stands, and this is that during the sixteenth century
the "somothing wrong" that cccurmed was elearly a disruption of the unity of Heste

era Civilization. The umhappy consequences of this misfortune plague the world
Soday and account for the erisis of this age.
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/ize In & brief passage, Toynbee sugzests a footmote %o this analysis by remarking that

Luther tranglated the Books of Savuel and Kings into German together with the rest

of the Bible. This was unfortunate sinee these books, as Ulfilas, the first translator
of the Bible into a Teutonic language realized, are heavy with bloodshed and whar:(1:212).
By this eliptical remark, Toynbee seems to mean that Luther was guilty of the aggressive
tribal spirit of the 01d Testament Prophets. This return of Protestantism %o the
oxtined Syrisc oivilization for inspiration Toymbee calls a "Contset in the Timee
dimension”. C'vilizetions in decline tend %o make contacts, as has boen mentioned im
Chapter III, with eontemporary ecivilizations ws well as with oiviligations in the past.
Toynbee differentiates between “"arebhisn" which is an uncreative return to a dead
worship (Anglo=Catholieism is an exasple of this), and this contact with another elvie
lization which, presumabdly, cen be ereative. (VIsfu., 86.).
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coNCLUSION
Before the relationship between the orisis of the West and the Eeformation
is eladorated, the waic conelusions of the preceding three chapters will be brief-

ly re-stated.

flogel interpreted t'e Reformation as the dawn of the modern conception of
the State with its claims to absolute soversignty, a conception which was %o find
its enbodiment in the Prussian state., Thisz conception is, from s loglcal point
of view, a pernicious snachronism todsy, but it is still a powerful foree in world
affairs. The Reformation, as any other movement, from the Hsgelian point of view,
eould only be concelived as progressive in the tight deterministic sohens that re-
garded history az the march of God. This nineteenth ecentury belief in progress,
fror the perspective of the middle of the twentleth ecentury, is considered %o be
un tefable if not maive, by the new gbheol of histeorieal philosoplers like Spengler,
Sorokin, and Tombee, What Hegel heralded as the dewn of the realization of the
Kingdom of Heaven on earth, a number of eontemporaries see as the begimming of the
disintegrati n of the Wget because of the divorce of the kingdoms cf the sarth from

the Lngdom of Heaven, a# a result of the Reformation.

Marxz interpreted the Reformation as a superstmmetural ppoduct of a new mode
of production that, acting upen its structure, gave "en evormous impulse” %o this
mode of produstion. The most important result of the Reformation, from this point
of view, was the trensformation of Christian velues %o make them more compatible
with capitalism and, also, to make them serve as psychologieal stimulants %o capitale
letlo euterprise. The dawn of the netion-state, se well as the Reformation itself,
were, from the Farxist point of view, effects in the last analysis,of the ceocnomie
revolution that produced capitalism. According %o Farx, capitalism was both more
mﬂn“wﬂ.gthlll_lmtt.ﬂniﬂmﬁn. because of 1ite
contradiotions and inadequacies, bound to collapse. Huch of ¥arx's apoecalyptie
prognosis has been fulfilled in contemporary socisty, but too mueh has ocourred
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that contradicts Yarxist predietions %o make his scheme, in i%s pure form, any

longer tenable.

Toynbee would agree with Hegel that a =ajor effect of the Refarmation was
to contribute $c the splitbing ur of Burope inte a rurber of sovereign states, but
Toynbee would not agree that %:'s wes beneficial. Toynbee, sraln, wuld agree with
Marx that the new mode of production thet the Reforraticr did so mueh to reslease
and enccurage, areated a restive urban proletariet, In shorf,Toynbes regards Heste
ern civilizatior as split heorigontally into states and vertically into soeial classes;
the ineights of harx snd Hegel are therefore subsumed in Toynbee's interpretation
of the Heformation, In Toynbee's scheme, however, the econoric and political fruite
' are seen as the consequences, not of dialeetiocsl necessity, but of the spiritual
and eultursl fallure of the creative minority of Weatern elvilization to meet Whe
ohallenzes of paroehialism, and, later, of indudtrialism and demceracy. As keys
to salvation, from the Toynbeean point of view, the monistic insight of Hegel and
Marx are inadequate. Toynbee rejects many deterministic schems of history, and so,
secording to him, neither the Reformation, mor the emergence of unbridled capltal-
fsm of unbridled nationalism were lnevitable, and the erisis of Western civilization,
deep-rooted though 1t be, ean be overcome if Western man has the wisdom and humile
ity &o submit %o God and to redigoover the only source of the values upon which

his civilization has been buillt.

in the q-rly nineteenth century, a great humanist in the best tradision
of Eurcpean cosmopolitan liberalism wrote:

e soarcely kmow what we owe %o Luther, and the Reformaticn in ;enersl.

fis nre freed from the fetters of spiritual narrow-mindedness; we have, in
consequence of our ‘'nereasing eulture, beecme eapable of turning to the
fountain head, and of corprehending Christianity in its purity., We have,
azain, the sourage to stand with firm feet upon Cod's earth, and to feel
ouwrselves in our divinely-endowed human asture, Let mental o ulture go

on advaneings let the natural seiences go on gaining in depth and breadth,
and the humen mind expand as it may~ 1t will never go beyond the slevation
and -;;-1 oulture of Christianity as it glistens and shines forth in the
GospalsSt
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But the better we Frotestants sdvance in ocur noble development, so much

the more rapidly will the Cathelios follew us., As soon ae ther fesl theme
s selves guaght up by the ever-extending enlightenment of the time, they must

go on, do what they will, t11] at last the polint is reached where all ie

but one,

The mischlevous sectarisnism of the Protestants will also cesse, and with

1t the hatred and hostlle feeling betweer father and son, sizter and brother)

for as soom as the pure doctrine and love of Christ are ecmprehended in
their true nature, apd have beeccre a vital prineiple, we shall feel oure
selves ms human beings, zreat and free, and not attach special importance

to a degree more or less in the outward forrs of religien, Besides, we

shall all gradually advance froo a cllilﬂiuity of words and falth, %o

s Christlacity of feellng end actien,

The clowis of imternecine warfare and of soclal turmoil were already on the
horiszen when Goethe, Werel's con‘emporary, with his fervent optimism, spoke these
words. Todev thege elouds have so overwhelmsd Hegtern man that 1% is only with a
sardonic nostalgia that he oan look back %o the pretty ecurtelife of Neilmar. The
vislon of the Neformaticn both as a revols for fresdon and as a return $o the une
adultersted Wmeachings cf Christ was finelly blowm %o suitheresns, slong with mueh
else, at Hiroshima. The Leformation, from the perspective of %oday, released,
alonz with the sovereign nation and the bourgecis class, the evil eririts that

have poisoned the soul of Ewocpe mnd, that todey, threater man with extinetion.

Ironically, it is the Catholie Church rather than any Protestant church
whioh as a diseiplined body is makin. the most effective stand acainst the forces
of morel destruction. “The history of Protestantiswm would sees %o indieate,"
Toynbee hez writtem, "that the Froteatant st of cssting off the armcur fowr
hundred yoars agzo was pr.tm..." The Catholis Chureh is slone "tough®™ in ite
reslstance, arcues Toynbee, be-ause 1% has preserved "...the spear of the Mass,

the ahield of Hlerarchy, and the helmet of the Pnpoq..-"

A growing dody of contemporar; scholars share Toynbee's pessimistie ocon=~

elusions coneerning the Eeformation, Leslie Paul considers the two most hermful
results of the Reformation %o have been the atonimmtion of Christianity, and the

pacgive aligmhent of leading Protsstant ohurches with oaritalism and with secular
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government.} Christopher Dawson bsileves that the worst offect was the digruption
of Christiar heserony, an cccurrence which “prepared the way for the seoularization
of eulture.” Thie dlsruption created s neliiral torritory where secularism oould
crow.B 2. Nlebuhr belleves that Frotestantism; "Despife the religious profundity
of 1'e conception of human spirit, which transcends all eiroumstances and norme
80 much s %o be responsible to mo one but Godge.ohas fregucntly contributed to
the anarchy of modern 1life by its inabdbllity %o suggest and to support relative
standards and = tructure of social virtue and political justice. It has tius lo-
directly contributed So the romantie defisnce of all rational end traditional
norms in the sphere of polities and morals. In thet sense the profoundest expres=
slon of Christian Individuality i 1tself partly respensibls for the smarehy of
modern 1176."® and roGovern 1s of the opinion that the seeds of nazisr were plnted
by Luther. HRe argues thet the Eeformation d.utre:nd the soncept of the pope as
the supreme spiritual arbiter of Eurcpe and so destroyed the idea of Furope as
‘a single emlty;i the stateswhich had been mﬁim of the Chureh, st least
‘gheoretieally, now virtuslly made churches handmaidens of the state, The ned
effect of the Reformatiocn, Nelovern argues, was the interoational snarchy which
produced the ocneept of the balance of power snd the plitifully inefleetive theories
of Grotius.! His unilinear analysis is too simple, though it is, breoadly, mush the
save as Toynbee's. Y¥eJovern's weaimess 1s in minimizing the blame that the Catholie

Church rust aseuwme for the dlsruption cf Europe.

Flebuhr and Peul,sz well as Toynbee,hold the Catholies larsely responsibles
Paul argues that the Catholice abused thelr power and so asked for shat they got,
snd Yiebuhr, more profoundly, blemes the Catholics for oquating the Chureh with
the Kingdom of CGod, ¥iedbuhr's point is that a humen hﬁﬁhﬂm is bound %o fell
into sin, and the sins of an institution claiming identification with Yicaven, is
correspondipgly bound So desoredit lts heaven In the eyes of i%s Jevotees or else

to give rise %o a redbelliom,

The Christian interpretation of the Reformation can be swmerized as follows:
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o Churoh divided againet itself canrct stends the Reformation disrupted the wnity
of the Church and redsased foroes of individualiss, statism, end ospitalisn, whioh,in §
turn, mede any unified European oulture impossible, and ne eulture Aivided sgainst
fteelf cen stand, "When a society dispenses with God, and with the Absc lute] Sorokin
has written "and rejects all the binding moral imperatives, the only Mnding power
Ahat remains is sheer physical force 1tself."’ From *he Christian point of view,

this is the stage that the West is rapidly approsching.

Today Western society may be divided roughly imto four jdeologieal groupings,
the capitslisteie demoeratic states living off the legacy of eightesnth and nine-
toenth sentury seoulsr liberalism, She countries that have gone comrunist under
the militery and ideologieal inspiration of Staliniet Russia, the fasclists who now
control only Spain and who are elsewhere in the underground, and the democratie
sooialists who todsy govern Emgland, OF these groupings, we, the communiet and
the fascist, would deatroy Western Civilisatior if they souli, and the other *wo
groupings are perilously disunited internally as well es vis=a=-vis one anoiber.

But the threat %o the Feet does nmot lie here alone. Today s newly awakened Asiatie
population (the term "Asia” is here used as Toynbes uses it %o Include all sress
of the world that are predominantly "backward" end primitively agrleultnﬂl)nll
demanding both national and sscnonie eatisfactions; ite attitude towards the West
is antegonistic because of the mesories and the sctualities of imperialiss, and

the fest, tragloally appears to be unable to formulate a erestive ideology that
might replace her exploltative imperialiss. Needless to say, if the Test does

not help Asia with her problexs ereatively, the West will forfelt this groater

part of the globe %o Russia. »

There are two major challenges, thep,that the West must face, the ohallenge
of her internsl sehisms, and the challemge of an awskensd Asis. These two challenges
are closely inhr-nhhd and neither ean be met alone. These challenges may not
be insepsrable, but it is ecertainly safe $o say that they predude any possidility
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of maintalining the status quo.

The internal problem, as has been suggested, ls a threefold one, politieal,
éoonomie, and sriritual., Esch of the three historieal philosophers thet have been
dealt with are represented in the Western world Soday, in one form or another, with
peesible solutions that are more dymamic and morally more potent then the liberale

demooratic universalism o7 the United Nations.

Begel might have repudiated nagism if he hed been alive during the regime
of Hitler, but, as has been concluded, funiamental Hegelian prineiple found ex=
pression In the myths of faselewm. FasciSwas sn answer needs little discussiong
as Leslle Paul has argusd it was both a “revolution of destruction”iiand "a revelt
against the 'l.t."u I s a symptom of the diseases that afflict the West rether
then any solution, and becausre of its rni-; it can only have a negative apreal,
ac an anti-festern movememt, to the masses of Asia. The resistence of China %
Japan in the last war, which stands im marked ecomtrast %o Chima's surrender %o
ecommunism, shows that fasclem in Asis can only have a limited success wnd one

based solely on brute foroe.

But the mair erguwent against faseisw is that, as an anti-destern movement,
1t seeks the totalautordinstion of the individual to the rmoial group and to the

Fuhrer. This is a repudiation of the concept recogniged in all Western ideclogles,

whe ther seeular or religious, of the fignity of the individual,

Compumism, on the other hand, is a wore vital movement, bdoth because of
its wniversalist appeal, and because, albelt in a perverted form, 1% accapts the

Western sonce;tion of the insate dlgnily of man.

The insighte of Earx, mn&nr. have %o be met by any nonecommumist ersative
response. As farl ¥Yaonheim has eoncluded, one clear lesson of the collapse of the
Feimar Republie, is the eccnomic and political vulnerability of the liberal fem=
ocratio ladsder-faire uatow.u The cholce bofrre the Wast "...ls only betwsen
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good and bad planning,” he argues.’® The determining criterion here is the pres-
ervation of the fresdom of the individual. Trotsky omoe argued in faver of come
munism as the only path %o salvation because it "leads humanity from sul the derk
night of the cirouseribed 1.”'C But ia it one thing, s Trotsky himself came %o
realize, to oreate s society in which the individual may fulfill him=elf through
eooperation #ith other men, and g ive another thing %o organise the individual out

of sxistence.

One of the most eloguent proponents of Larxism, of the liberal variety, ina
recent years, has been Harold lLaski. In wﬂ_ﬁmnb painted
s pleture of the West in crisis which is similar to Toynbee's exospt that laski's
ﬂb ngire, of course, waz the capitalist mode of produstion with its perverse
individuslistic values of the sequisitive scelety. The solusion, he argued, was
the falth which anipates Hussia todsy, the identification of human productividy
with the soecisl good., He admitted the evils of Russien communism, but, snd here
hig argment seers to fall apart, he argved that Stalinisr was a mere rowm on
the great wave of the futupe. It seems, %o the rresent wriver, mors intelligible
%o regard Stalinism, espeeially in 1958, ae the wave itself rather thso as an

sccldentul soume

As for the Christisn ergument, Leaki attacked it as is is represented in
Dewson's The Judgement of Nationss He had no trouble in showing that the Chureh
deserved the Feformation, that 1t stood in the way of the progress of sclence,
and that 1%t hes, in modern times, often mligned itself with reactionary soceclial
forces (witcess the excommunlostion of Lazennals in 1834). The Christian solutiea,
Laski argued, was to retuwrn to sn anachronistic synthesis that could not possibly
be revied in the hearts of the measses of men. 1t is important to note,first, that
laekl is 3thacking the Catholie Church, and, seeond, that im his attack on Dewson,
a Catholioe, !ll ass'mes that Dawson believes that the only answsr is & return %o

the medieval papmoy, s lthough Nawson nowhere states this explieitly. Laski may
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have been right, but if he was, his attack canrot be applied %o non~Cattolie
Christisans like Toynbes or Niebulr who cordainly do mot believe that auy return

%0 medieval Catholieism is elther pracsicabls or desirable,

Soth Flebuhr and Toynbee are men who are scelelly conseious and well eware
of the imcortance both of preservinz volitiecal liberty and striving for eeononmie
equality, They would differ with Laski over the feasabdility of a purely sscularist
solution %o soelal problems, and they would argue “hat Staliniam, far from belng

an accident, is a logical conseguence of the Marxian religionm,

In this connection, Wiebuhr has written: "It is not aitogether strange that
¥arxist polities should in Fussia result in political realities not too distine
guishable from the fruits of fascism. For in both cases the paradexical relation
of the creative and the dsstruotive foroes in human Rife is not fully understood;

nor i3 the relstion of forr %o vitality in humen creativity fully eomprehended.* -

If feaseclom is an hopelesaly aborsive sclution %o the Western orisis, commumisn
iz destruective, $he liberal-larxzist notwithstanding, of the liberal tradition of
the West. As A.M. Schlesinges Jr. argues, s MNndamental problem for the West ig
%o steer olear of the Seylla and Charybdis of fasolsm and eu-mlnniu order %o
enhance the political and scomomie freedom of the individual w!thout dee troying
his digrity ae @ human being. Toynbee, as the .pnmt writer interprets him,
wculd preserve the erumbling liberal treditions of the West, but inject into them
the life-giving fluld of faith and spirituslity.

However successfully the West might cure her internsl schisms, wmless she
relates her self-exancipation to the challenges the world se a whole fsces she is
doomed. The Heet eannoct eure i%s erises today,for exsnpld, unless the islatie
world is iscluded, and the new-bors nations of Asld, weak snd self-comselous of
their naticnal llberations as they sre, camrot be expested to take the lead in

the erestlon of & new world sociely. The West iz faced with two slternstives,
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o it ean losa Asia %o Russia, in which emse her eventual

as Toynbee has pointed outy
defeat will be practically certain, or 1% can teke the lead in helpling Asia %o

solve her enormous problers,

There ie no oasy sclution to the impasse man has reached. He is bound wp
in a series of interelinking vicious cireleg. Une of these circles iz that of war.
Aas Jawaharlal Behru implied in his recent taik with Korman Couln.”hr is a produst
of moral degradationy yeot a systen of values must, the time celling for it, be
defended in war., Another vicious ocirele is the fear that prevents national governe
monts froz sacrifising m’ national Sovereignty %o create a genulne world governe
ment; and a third vicious eirele is the fear, as welles the greed and short-sightode
ness, vhish prevents individesls or classes, or nations, from making sacrifices
for a cause or an jdeal they have no confidence in., Tet these viclous cireles must
be breoken or the world is doomed to elther dastrustion or %o a brutal reign of

terror and moral dagradation in which the irdividual will be irrevocably "annihilated®,

Thie latber order is what Toynbee calls a lax Ussumenlca by u world-conguesew
or & Universal Zwpire. 1t has already been snow: that Tuyabee ecusiders sueh an
order %o be the nemesis of creativity, Inasbead, "ihat the situation manifestly
demands 1s a voluatary association of the peace=loving peoples of the Jorld In
sufficient force and eohesion to be uamasalladle by aay who reject thelr pact of
eollective gecurity or who break i%; and this pesge-keeping world-pomer...nust also
be sufficlently just and wise in the use of 1% pover to avold the prowoestion of
any gerisus wish to challenge its nuthwtv.‘u Of man's ecapaclly %o fifill sueh
a logionl and necessary vislon, Toynbee ls deeply sceptical. He has written T e
iocagmuch as it cannot be supposed that God's nature iz lees constant thas Han's,
we may and rmst pray that a reprieve whioh God hes granted to our scolety ocnoe
will rot bs refused If we ask for it again in a contrite apirit and with a broken

hnrt.'"

If these words mean anything, they mesm that the vigion of a harmonious



131
free world order will reraln a pipe~direar unless scre man or some group responds
with sufficlent greatneses to ocut the Cordian knots of the vieicus eircles. This
ealls for s spiritual transformation of the will, ms Leslie ‘aul has put i, -
and thiz ecan only begin with the wille of individuals. Andre Oide has written
that "The worli w11l be saved by a m’? and the few will be the "ereative mi-

nority” of the future,

This minorlty will have to do far wore than propose eclectic synthes@e
of worl! outlooks like Yortherp, or elaborate fool-proofl schemes for world governe
ment like Culbertsca. Thels's must be & falth that reaches more desply into the
hesrts and souls of men thes felths like fasvisn and communismy as Jswson hes pointed
out, the secular lleallsm of li%eral irterastionalism ls insdequate for the jodbe. "
The new falth rmued be vigcerally or divisely mullvaswed aud preached; any cerebsml
ocneoction, Nhowever wall-moamt, s o3 dry leaves before the eoid winds of hatred,

fear, and fancticism,

Yo sineere and respousible wesbtern sombsamen, outside the Russian world,
would propably dispute the wisdom of world federation, snd at least one great
Asiatlie statesran, Fehru, Las senctloned it, EHowever, Sehru's guarded anwwers
to Cousims evidenced % he hesitancy mozt etatesmen, with the interests of thédr
naticens and the opinicons ef their publicsvpper-mcst in their minds, must fesl.
Sehru agreed with Ceusing thet the "nited Natlons should bLeeore more of m world
bedy than 1% 45 today, but, he sald, "...me can't have it snddenly or by decrea.
One hezs to grow up 80 1%...1t will come when in e large meas'pe the orpenization
fte21f begina %o raprese=t what might be ecalled the will of the world cﬂ\nlw-'u

Relru 1a, of oourse, right; frat there =ust be the will and the heart-felt visicm.
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4 Seletive and Critieal Biblieography

1, Histoflcalethl losophy:

A. Hegel

A helpful introdustion % the study of Hogel la G.W.F, Hegel, J. Loewenherg ed.,
BereliSelections (H.Y./Chieago, etep, 1920) which includes Rey seetions from Hegel's
Taln works. Loewenberg's introduction provides a brief comprehensive survey of
Hegel's philosophy; 1t includes bibliographical end biogrephical material. A
relatively easy introdustion %o He el's thought 1s his "Phi losophy of ¥ind" whieh is
ineluded in W. #allace, Hegel's “Fhilosophy of Find® from The Knmr)g&ia of the
#hilosophical aolngl (Oxford, 1894), About ff of the book eonsists o ve
Introductory Eesays® by Hallaecs who 1s an erthusiastie exposi tor of Herelianisn,
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preface is informative on the way the book, a pesthumous work, was ccllected sad
revised. The substance of the book is Hegel's lectures given at the Univeralty of
Berlin. A number of sSudents believe that Bhis is the hest Intreduction to the
gtudy of Hezel's phileosophy beeause of its easinses. However, a reader who relles
en this book alone will be unable %o elaim any real understanding of Hegzelianisrm,
Te o Enoxta edltion of the Phihlofg of Right which is well translatad and rich in
notes, and which inoludes Additions™ %o sSudy gathered from Hegel's lecture
notes by ', Gane, is invaluable. It is entitled Hegel's Fhilosopjy of Eizht (Oxford,
fele)e These last twe books deal with Hegel's view of history and with the modern
State which Uezel held to be history's politiesl culmination, As for ths Logle,
the present writer relied om Loewenberg's Selsetions and on a amber of commentaries.

i thout real insizht into Hegel's comeception of 1o 16, none of his philosophy mnkes
sSensa .

There are many good studlbe of Hegel's philosophye. Among the best are: G0,
Sure, An lntroduction to Hecel (Uxford, 1940), and, by the same author, 4 Study of
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£ Hegels A Lystematic Exposition (london, 1924). Eoth Stece's book, and Yure's
book on Hegel's logle lude valuable charss of the werld of Hegellan categeries.

For eriticlsm of Hegel's philosophy Ae Seth, Herelianism and Persomall (Gecond

Rdi slon, Bdinborough/icndon, 1883) is stimulating. &cme of Seth's eriticisme are
angwersd 18 D.2: Eltehie's Darwin and Hesely¥ith Gther Fhilosophical Essays (Londom,
1883). The relevant essay here 1s the onéd entit Parwin and Hezel". sresent
writer does met find Ritschle's defenge very convineing. T™e most Shorcugh-going
erisiclem of Hegel's ~hiloscphy le L.T, Hobhouse's The le sieal Theory of the
%n A Cﬂticl? {London, first published in 1918), Tuvis work written i\tfng

ret sr by the father of a British airepilot, is meinly an atbeck on
the thecry of the state Hegel had advocated and which Hosangquet argued for in Bng land .

The auther holis this theory largely reponshble for the evile of moflern Europesn
soclety whish culminated inm the wer. in equally brilliamteritique is H... Foster,

The Folitical Fhi hies of Plato and He (Uxford, 1935 whioh 12 a comparative:
17 of The He o and hi of Bighte. A stimulating eritictsr frem a
nml,"ﬂhﬂe point of view is J. Dewey, nd fgll (NaY oy

Garman Phllgg% n %sg
1815) which, though 1t deals mainly with Zant, has mueh %o say & ™ forsuna te
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A Seletive and Critieal Bibliegraphy

1, HistoPleal-I'hd losophys

Ae Hegel

A helpful introdustion %o the study of Hogel le G.W.F. Hegel, J. Loswenerg ed.,
B'Fl%m (H.Y,/chiengo, otos, 1929) which includes Rey sections from Hegel's
Pein works. Loewenberg's imtroduction provides a trief comprehsmsive survey of
Hegel's philosophy; it includes bibliographical and biographieal material., A
relatively sasy intredustion $o Hegel's thought is I:u "Phi losophy of ¥ind” whieh s

The

inoluded in ¥, Wallaee, Hegel's "Fhi ¥ f
w&# ford, o About ® s ve
. Intwwroduetory by Sallace who 1a an enthusimstie expositor of Hegelianiam.

The greatest work is poebably The Nind whioch has been translated
by J.B. Baillie {Second Edition, revised sand eorrected, London, 1931)« Loewenberg
believes that Bhis Work, a comprehensive statement of the Hegelien Vel

is Begel's work of genius. The prineipal work for the phi losophy o story is,
of course, Hegel's L‘._.I'_I—: oo _the m% of Historys J. Sibree’s transdation
(from the Third Gersan Edition » udes prefaces bty Edward CGens,
Hogel's most fervent eontemporary expositoer, J. Biires, and Charles Hegel., The lash
prefase is informative on the way the book, @ pesthumous work, was collected snd
revised. The substance of the book is Hegel's lectures given at the University of
Berlin. A number of students believe that Bhis is the best introduction to the
study of Hozel's philosophy besause of its easiness. However, a readsr who relles
on this book alone will be unable %o elaim any resl wderstanding of Hogelienian,

T, Enox's edition of the M%a of n_et which is well translated and rieh in
notes, and which includes ons study gathered from Segel's lesture
notes by ¥, Gens, is invaluable. It is entitled Fl'- Philosoply of Right (oxford,
fede)e These last two booke deal with Hegel's view of histery and with the modern
State which Hegel held to be history's political culmination, As for the

the present writer relied om Loswenberg's Sels and on & number of commentaries.
#ithout real insight into Hegel's coneception o sis, nome of his philosophy makes
SONED o

There are many good studde of Hegel's philosophy. Ameng the best aré: G.R.G.
Sure, Ao Introduction to Se; 1 (Oxford, 1940), and, by the same author, A Study of

Phi losophy snd bspecially of Nis logie (%e and augmented, Oxford

on,
[664), J« Hoyoe, | on Mpders ldealism (New Haven, 1923); ¥.T, Harris, Hegel's
logles A Book on &i 3118 & ' the C ories of the Winds A Critical Exp Lon
(Second Rdition, GChioago, 1095)) G.0. vorris, Begsl's Fhilosophy of the Sta's and o
His tion (Second Edition, Chleage, 1892). The very study, :

of the present writer, ls ¥.T, Stace's luold and mhuu'in 'The Fhi

A tion (london, 1924). Both BStace's book, ure’s
on Hegel's ude valuable charts of the werld of Hegelian eategories.

For eriticism of Hegel's philosophy A. Seth, Heg s and ( Second
%ditlon, Bdinborcughfiondon, 1093) is stimulating. Some of Seth's eriticisms are
answered i D.2: Kitohie's n and Hegely¥ith Gther Fhi i (Londom,
1683). The relevant essay s oné entit n and Hegel". gresent

writer does mot find Ritchis's defenme very convineing. The most Shoroughegeing
eriticism of Hegel's hilosophy le L.T. Hobhouse's W
th. first published in 1818). » work wr wring
rest by the father of a British air-pilet, is melnly an atbeck on
the theory of the -uumlmmwmmtnmusnrmmhmm.
The auther holds this theory largely reponsible for the evils of mofern European
soolety which culminated in the wer. An equally brillismtoritique is H... Postar,
e Folition : . : » 1935) whioh is a sonparative:
A stimulating eritictss Irom a
: ‘ v and & bl ce (.CT..

e



offeots of Hegelian ldeas on Jerman eulture. The most oomple be ¥Yarxigt eritioiem

of Hepelianise is %o be found in . Farx's work om Hegel's F iht, A
fronch translation by J. Wellter appears in g phi ' ® & part
of a set of the coaplete works of Farx end fnge Wy &. Landshut and Jel.

Hayer. This volume is entitled "Critique de la Fhilosophie de 1'Btat, de Hegel"
‘mi.. n“)l

B. Narx end ingels

The twe meah helpful end readily available primary sources are K. barx, 5. loon

and E, Awsling, trans., Capitelsi cﬂu’u of Folitical %l The %o of
W(Mﬂmm ed aecording %o % on
™ tormann, 5.

4 ey ..‘.). .ﬁd ‘. m III w. .d.. e. i-.l' m c ‘
faz tos drl (‘o‘o. Beds)e Both thess books were pznid E
e« T rs k inoludes sll of the first volwme, the only one

completed for publication by the author himes lf, of Larx's great work. The second
book includes S.L. Trask's translation of J. Borehhard’s synthesis of the main paris
of the firsts three volumes of ¢ "The Commumist kanifesto®™ and other seloetions.
Also lneluded is am essay om Voi. lenin, A helpful iatroduction to the
study of € tal is K. Marx, E.i. Stone, trans., i i ofn the 4ri ug
r.un..ﬁ"—' (Chiengo, neds)e Eapsially w'“JrWu or mz"a"—;"o
Harx's m%n of history ie the Introduction shieh ineludes the best sueeinet
sumary of the Narxist point of visw in all Harxlst literat ve knowm %o the present
writer, Other primery sources used for the present paper arer K. ¥arx, "la Sainte
farille; ou eritiguwe de la éritique” in Qeuvres ph (see abeve) vels.il
‘P..l'il. mT)' K. Hﬂf S NP -

s d

-
R

: rdition, op 4936 X « Engels,

Fdition, N.¥., ”“)' K. Yurx and F, Bngels, H. Fasesl, ed,,
1 & 111 (NF., neds)s K, Eaix and F. Nogols, Sel d @

ibuo-. 1945), the sseond volume of whioh consists maf

Engels, Bracke (A.~i. Desrouswesux), trad., 13 Bouleverse Seience
!ﬁ%—ﬂ*ﬁs)‘ in On__':v?- %hh’ de Fr. Engels, vels. s (Paris,
was gons over by be publication and which ineludes parts written by

arx himeslf, t

Secondary works dealing with Herxies are imnwmerable; smong the main groupings
outside of the works of the engaged Stalinist, are those that deal sympethetiocally
with farx and seek to reconcile him with the liberal faith, those that take the middde
road snd, while recognizing Narx's conWwibutiocns, are eritical of any attempt So
reconol le Barxisr and liberalism, and those who, for one reason or snother, reject
the teachings of Warxisw, Books by liberal Narkists are: 6. Hook, W
stending of 1 s A lutd In etation (London, 1938 ne

8 are t for an insight inte the
Marxist interpretation of history; A.D. Lindeay, 1 ‘s in
% (London, first published in 1525) which is & care wor out

. but one which, like GsD:H: Cole, Shat Narx w ?Ft (8.Y." 1937), should
be complemented by works ®hat are oriti of ¢t ral in etation of Sarxiam.
J o Gtrachey, L {london, 1937), the first part of
which deals wi iss b be trea with eimiler caution. Two
valuable works by sugsged Marxiste are G. Pleihmnov, L. eand C. Paul, tsmns., Fune

{Seeond Bditien, N.Y., n.d.), snd ¥, Nehring, ¥.

. Srans., 8 His (Lendon, B.de)s Kehring's
bography is gemerally conside mos t &t souree for Narx's life.
forks that are more eritiesl of Varxism than the above ineludes R, Sehlesinger,

: i nd Ours {Londen, 1960); I, Berlin's brillisat little intellectual
i fe ane (Second Bdition, london, H.V., eta.

4V A& UL
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offeats of Hezelisn ldeas on Jerman eulture., The most eomple be Varxigt eritiociom
of Becelianise is %o be found in K. Farz's work on Horel®e Fhi of Rirkts A

French translation by J. Xolitor appears in Qeuvres philesophiques ieh 18 & part
of a set of the o-mplote works of Varx and ingels pud fehed Yy 5. Landshut and JeR.

¥ayer. This velums is entitled "GCritique de la Fhilosophie de 1'Etat, 40 Hepel"

B. ¥arx and ingels

The two moah helpful end readily available primary sources are Ee Larx, %, Voora
and %, Awsling, Wrans., Capitalsh Critigue of Foli tical Eeo 3 The Process of
 (Revised and Amp ed mccording %o % ourth Jermsan edition
by “. termann, Nels, Nefs), and K, imrx, Hax Eastman, ed., Capials The Commumist
¥ani festos and Other iritincs (K.Y., neds)s Both these books were sublls
Wodern Librarye. ihe first book insludesa mll of the first volume, the only one
ecomplebed for publieation by %he author bimes 1f, of turx's great work, The second
book ineludes S.L. Trask's transiation of J. Borchhard's synthesis of the main parss
of the firat three volumes of Capital, "The Communist® Fanifeste™ and other seoleotions.
Also ineluded ls av essay on ¥arxism ;y Vei. lenin, A helpful introduetion to the '
study of Capital is X. Marx, H.l. Stome, trans., A Contribution to the tritique of
Politieal 'conomy (Chieago, nede)s Fmpecially important for the understanding of
Barx's econception of hiztory is the Introduction whieh inoludes the best suecinet
surmary of the Narxist point of view in all Harxlst 1iterat ve known %o the present
writer, Cther primary scurces used for the gresent paper are: K. ¥arxz, “"la Sainte
farille; ou eritigue de la eritique” in Qeuvres philosophl (see above) vels.ll
(Parin, 1947); K, ¥arx, Nisere de es o
misare de !, lroudhon (Paris,
Barl larz and frie@rich Inzéls Corres
Edition, ap ] -
fdition, N.'., 1936); K. Yarx and F, lngels, H. Fasesl, ed,, The Serman 1%0%5;:
Parte 1 & 111 (N ,F., nede)s K. Harx and F, Engels, Selected ‘orks: In olmes

Nosoow, 194G), the seeond volume of whioch oonalats m of essays by I‘hgol;; Ve
#ncels, Bracke (A.~M. Desrousmesux), trad., K. Dvhring Bouleverse ls Science
pnn-bum:_z‘)‘ in Oeuvres cormpletes de Fr. Engels, vols. .
whieh was gone over by before publication and which inecludes parts wri tten by
¥arx himself. '

Segondary works dealing with Narxismare innumerable; amongz the main grouplnge
outside of the works of the engsged Stalinlas, are those that deal sympathetically
with Yarx and seek to reeconcils him with the liberal faith, those that take the middde
road and, while recognizing Marx's conftributions, ere oritical of any attempt to
reconolle ¥arxisr and liberalism, and those who, for ome resson or snother, reject
the teachin:e of Marxiss, Bocks by liberal karkists are: 8. Hook, Towards the Under-~

1 Earxs A Reveluti Interpretation (London, 1933 ah ine
ap are important for am insight into the

M¥arxist interpretation of history; A.D. Lindsay, 1 Narx's Cepital: Intred
Es (London, Tirss published in 1926) which is e earefully nrhs out lutroductery

> but one whieh, like Ssi:fls Cole, ihat Farx Really Neant (8.Y." 1937), should
be complemented by works that are critical of the libera iaterpretetion of sarxism.
J. Strachey, The Theory and Fractice if Sceialism (London, 1937), the first part of
which deals with ist theory, shoull be treated with similer caution. Twe
valoable works by ongaged karxists are U. Pleihanov, U, énd C. Faul, tmmns., Fuoe

1l Problems iarx (Second Edition, N.Y., n.d.), and ¥F. Mehring, *.

sgerald, trens., Kar s+ The s$ of Eis %fh (London, nede)es Hehring's
blegrepghy is gemerally conside moe t important souree for larx's life,
Works that are more critieal of Varxise than the above ineludes R. Sehlesinger,

g His T purs (Londen, 1960); I, Berlin's brilliant little intellectual
ao;rqhy E“i E“Ei El Life and Envirenment (Second Editien, londen, W.Y,, ete.
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1948)s J. Robinson, An Esesy on }arzian Hoonemics (Second Revised Editiom, iondon,
1047) whieh treats the r-ﬁ%i onehlp of Uarxian ldeas on sgoncmics o ecntemporary
theories (feynes expecially). B.R.A. Seligmen, The Feonomic lnbe tation of
History (Seeond Edition, X.Y., 1907) is a defense of the Larxian Enurpn‘n“on of
hie frasd frorm the utoplenisw or Scolalise in Farxiam. The result is & sug-
zestive book that tells almost moW¥hing about the religion of larxism that is suech

a disturbing and dymanic foree in eontumporsry life, Wlorc relevant and more come
prehensive ageounts of Farxiem as a dymanic; 1declogioal force in histery, ere L.

%1lson, To the Finland Stmtion (K.)., 1940) and 8.J. laski, Communism (Lomdon, 1928).
Both these Wworks are writtem from sympathetio points of view, but they are by ne
means meriticals.

imomg the best eritical sccounte of Marxlsm by men who rejeect the fundamental
premiges of Farxian thought ares K. Federn, The katerialist Conception of Histery:
A Critical Analkysis (lLondonm, 1935 ); M. See, Nateriall historicue et interpretation
soonomicue de 1'histoire (Paris, 1237); #.F. Bober, ilarx'l interpretation of
#istory (Sepond Fdition Heviged, Cambridge, 1848); Jo Barsun, Darwin, ‘arx, ln:%:
tritigue of a Heritaze (Heston, 1948); R0 .C. Hunt, The Theery ard Practice of (ome
muniami An Introduetion (lLondon, 1950) whieh inecludes a Yaluable oritical biblioge
raphy of iarxist llterature; and ¥. Fosvgalg  "Reflections on Fay Pay 1248" in
Horison (iay, 1948) which is an arsiculste eseay by & Varxiet sympsthiser who has
bocome conscious of the moral inadequacies of Farxism. L. Sehwarszsehild, The Red
Prussiacs The Life and legend of karl Yarx (Lenden, ned.) is tod vitriolieaslly
hostile %o be baken very sericusly. 1t is a study based primarily on the conplete

correspondence of iarx and Engels which has recently been published in Yoseow,.

e Tombee

The best introductions to the study of Toynbee are his Civilization en Trial
(R.Y., 1848), a colleetion of essays; A.J. Toynbee, A.7. Fowler, ed,, fiar and

Civiligation: From a Study of His (¥.Y., 1850) which includes a short preface
oynbee; and A.J. Toynbee, 2.C. Somervell, sbridger, &4 Stud- of tih:t_}rl!&bﬂg:

pent of Volumes 1-V1 (I.Y./lmdon, 1947)., This last work le rerhaps compach

%o be relied upon alome for any real understanding of Toynbee's work, but as a quiek

reference book 1% iz invalusble. An helpful essay by Toynbee is "Churghes and

civilizations” in The Yale Beview (Sept. '47), pp. -8+ The main scurce is eof

course his monumental A SEE of history, volso B (London, 1234-88) which consti=-

tutes two-thirde of what is tc be a nine volume work.

Among the artisles dealing with eontemporary problecs that Toynbee has written sres

"The Impact of the fest on AbRa; Arnold Toymbee opens a series of talks entitled

'The Reawakening of Asla'" in The Listoner (¥ey 24, 1951) pp. 627=26, and 840
and *How o turn the Tables on Hussisns® io [he Hemaid Tribune (July 26, 1948).

Two imrortant oritical treatments of Toynbes are R.. Tewmey, "Or, Toynbee's
Study of History” in Internationsl Affuirs (Nev., 1938), pp. 798-80€, and the rol=
evant parts of F.A., Sorokin, Soeial Fhilosophies of an of Crigls (Poston, 1950).
Other eritigues appear in works which will be elted below,

De Oepneral Works

Thers are s mmbsr of valuable general studies which deal with Hepel, Varx, and
Toynbse's interpretations of history elther directly or by way of exprimding an al-
ternative interpretation. K.i. Popper, The Society and its Enemiss, vols. Il
{london, 19456) is a bolsterdus mnd sweoping %ui‘lh srainst the ".'.::R’-- of the
liberal "open soclety' ranging from Flate to foynbee. 1% is wery good on Ferx, ire
pesponsible on Hegel, and medicore on Toynbee, Emery Neff, The FoetiX of Hisbtery
(8.Y., 1547) iz & stylistic, populur acecunt of the eontributions of various his-
toriens to man's inowledge of his historionl beinz. 1% includes a very general,
symp= thetic mccount of Toynbee's study. Paul Foulquid, la dialectique (raris, 1948)

insludes the main oritiecisms that have been made hy various # te of barx's and
Begel's conceptions of dimlectienl development, J.R. Strayer, ed., The Interpre-
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1948)s J. Robinson, An Eseay on Farxien Eoonomics {Second Bovised Hdition, Londom,
1947) whieh treats the nﬁlﬁﬁp of Jarxian ldeas on egoncmios $o centemparary
theories (Neynes expeeially). E.R.A. Seligeen, The e In tation of
Hietory (Second Zdition, N.Y., 1907) is a defense ofl %‘ 5-.:1!-!1 E%Eﬂu of

® freed from the utopienism or Socialism in Farxism. The result is & sug-
gestive book that tells almost potliing about the religion of Farxissm that is sueh
a disturbing and dymanie foree in eonSumporary life. lior:s releovant and more gobe
prehensive agoounts of Verxism as a dymanicy ideclogionl fores in histery, sre Le
#llson, To the Finland Shﬂ% (WY ey 1940) and BoJ. Leski, Comm (London, 1926).
Both thess works are written from sympathetie points of view, but they are by no
means wmoritical.

smomg the best eritical accounts of Narxism by men who rejeet the fundemental
premiges of Farxian thought are: K. Federp, The Materialiat C £ Hi 3
A Critical mﬁln (London, 1939); H, See, lqﬁi 11 hlstorigue et %n ' Eﬂn
™ stoire (Paris, 1927); ¥.¥. Bober, Rarl b s inbe tation
3 Second Fdition Hevieed, Cambridge, 1948)3 J, B J ] dazner:
muniams An hﬁa ;

(London, 1960) which ineludes a valuable o

r of & 8% ture; snd B, Postgadt, "Reflections on Nay Bay 1048" ia

(vay, 1948) which is an artioulste essay by a Varxist sympsthizer who has
vonscious of the moral inadequacies of Farxism. L. Sehwarssehild, The R

3 e of Karl (London, n.d.) iz %od ﬂtuoun‘i'FA'

%o be Saken very sericusly. 1% s a study besed primarily on the cumplete
correspondence of iarx and Engels whioh has recently been published in Foseow,

e Toynbee

The best introductions to the study of Toynbes are his Civilization em Trial
(N.¥., 1948), a vollection of essays; A.'. Toynbes, A.V. Fowler, ed., dar E
Civiligations Study of His (¥.Y., 1950) which includes o preMaoe

5 A » Deo Samervell, sbridger, A St of H Abr
ment of Voluses I-V1 (.Y of/London, 1947)., This last Ior!_'i—‘u %n Em.m_ﬁt g
reiied wpon a for any real understanding of Toynbee's work, but as a quick

reforence book 1% is invalusble. An helpful essay by Toynbes is "Churches and
Civilizations” in ¥ Beview (Sept. '47), pp. 1~8. The main source is of
oourse his mm%mm vols. B} (lLondon, 1934-8%) which consti-
tutes teo-thirde of what is % be a nine volume work.

Among the articles deasling with contemporary probless that Toynbee has written ares
"The Impasct of the West on Abla: Arnold Toynbes opens a series of Salks entitled
*The Reawskening of Asia'” in The Listoner (May 24, 1951) pp. 627=26, and

and "How to turn the Tables on Kussians® in fhe Hemaid Tribwne (July 26, 1949).

Two important eritioal treatments of Toynbse are R.. Tewney, "ir. Toynbes's
ftudy of History” in International Affair: (Nove, 1939), pp. 798-806, and the rel-
evant parts of F.A. Sorokin, Sosial Fhilosophi - f Crisis (Bosten, 1950).
Other eritiques appear in works whioh will b» el

D, General Works

There are a number of valuable general studies which deal with Hepel, Farx, snd
Toynbes's interpretations of histery either directly or ty way of expoimding an al-
ternative interpretation. K.K. Popper, 8 vels, 11
{london, 1945) is & bolsterbus and sweep be myains " of the
1ibersl "open mociety' renging from Plate to Toynbee. It is wery goed om Ferz, ire
pesponsible on Hegel, and medicere oo Teynbee. hqhﬂ.l?_m’z_ugﬁ
(B.Y., 1947) is & styplistie, populur acoount of the eontributions of various
torians to man's imowledge of hie historienl deinge 1% ineludes a very gemersl,
sympnShetic scoount of Toynbee's study. Paul Poulquié, we (Faris, 1948)
ineludes the main eoritielsms that hmve been made by various s of Y¥arx's and
Hegel's ooneepticns of dimlectionl development. J.K. Strayer, ed., The Interpre-
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gion of His (Prineeton, 1943) is e stimulating collecthon of sssays by &
num of oontemporary students on the problems and values of modern historiography.
fle Nieobhuhr, The Hature tiny of & & € ber i Yolas. 11,
{London, firs shed in eon % eritigues of alvost all ln~
portant modern ideologies and philosophies. It is eritiesl of Hegel and fmrx and
sympathetio te Toynbee. This book is, to the mind of the present writer, one of the
greatest snd most Auggestive works by any modern thinker.
8, Russel] %! A Rew hﬂgl %m-il {Lendon, ned.) containe valuable oriticlsm
of karx from tJde wou the "Nachimvellisn® peint of view, F.8.C.
Sorthrop, [he lee of East fost (H.Y., 1946) contains important oritieism
of both Hepel and Farx. Wi Collingwood, The ldea of lHis (Oxford, the first
edition (1946) reprinted photographieally ( Th sheets of the first editieon)
alse oontains importsnt eritiecism of He el and Verx as well as an enlightening
‘oritigue of the firet three wolumes of Toymbes's work. Collingwood's point of view
hes deen obwiously deeply influenced by B, Croee whose Historys Its _ne_orx and
siee (N.Y., 1921), translated by D, Alnslie, is especially valuable for
Tlolen of Hezel from s revisionist Hegelian polnt of view, Other works that have
beea used by the present writer are: J.W. Thompson, with the gollaberatiom of B.H.
Holm, & His of Historisal #ri Volse, 11, (N.Y., 1942); 0. Sabine, i_;_g
ol ap Nallie whioh ceontains excellent eritical eXpos ong
of ought g1, Yerx, and lening F.J. Teggart, and Frocess in Hise
ﬁ(brhhy/hu Anzeles, 1941)3 4.2, Cohen, The Meani .
11

, 1847); EM, Barvieon, ous Fer ives
(New Maven, The Edward %, Ha s Bede)s Be Russel, ob
osophy (London/M.Y., eto., first published in 1912)3 8. Croce, V. Sheean, Sranss,
AS twal DI ('c'n: Il‘o)' and V.F. q.l“m, ad.

ag of Scclaty (N.l., ned. is an sntholeogy of selections from oute
@ianiing past and present men who have made important eentributions to soclolegy.
I1. The Crisie of Western Civilligstion

. Hegel, of sourse, has nothing that bears on the contemporary erisis of the 8.
¥arx, on the other hand, had & great deal to say about 1% apoenlyptionily. Toynbes's
views on the erisis appear throughout his workss; in feet, it is safe % say that
Toyabee, conseious of belonging %o & civiliza¥lion in disintegration, is mainly con= .
eerned in his work with $he neture and the meening of dislntegratiom,

The works that east light wpon the orisis of the Wost are lezion. Among the most
rowarding ares N, Angell, The § F {londen, 1948); J.9, Kruteh, Ibe Nodern
ri A 5% and a Confess ey I929)s "Amorica and the Nind of Buwrope:
Eld=Contury®, e Jan. 13, 1961 lssue of The Evening Post, whieh inaludes
sssays Ly prominent lurcpean intellectuals and A. Kosatlers
¥. Priedmsnn, The Crisis of the Nasionsl State(london, 1943) which is valuvable as e
study of the ool o celian ooncept of the soversign Btate; W.T. Stace,
“Nen Against * in The AP%- {Septe "48),ppe 53-58, which ie a briefl but
lugid accom$ the frulits rreligion in Hestern eivilisationg F.A. Serokin,
he Crisic of Our Azes The Soeial and Cultural Qutlook (¥.¥., 1946); F. Newsann
hemoth: The USructure snd Irsstice of Nstional Socialism: 15331844 (Torento
«log 8%, L G H i Hlebuhr, ope clteg Lo Fav R N tlon of Nans A Stud
sis ¥oF s Drueker, nd of Heonomie ¥an: A -tudy of
o «» 1938); C Dewsen, The Judzement of the hations (loadon,
43)s « lanin, Impe: jomi The Hishest 5tau Copitalionmg A Fopular Out
(Revised Bdition, N.T., nd. eh 18, of course, a ure of & -
 eommumnist point of views B.J. lLaski, W
W#.. 1944) presents a ow o i
erisis of the . Both thess last worke proffer sclutions along Narxist lines.
Among the works that seek o meet the orisis eontruetively without abandoning the
n‘t‘l W- .-_”. ‘- Wll. ‘. mh. ‘m.’ ke e X . . 2 X
f Secons truekior (Enlarged and Revised Bditiom, 7.T., X
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tation of Histery (Princeton, 1943) is e stinulating eollecthon of essays by e
Dumber of oontemporary stulents on the groblems and valuee of medern histeriography.
5, Blehuhr, The Hature acd Destiny of iang & C igtian Intergretaticn, Vols. 1I,
(London, first published in 1941 contalns brilliant eritigues of almost all in-
portant modern ideologles and philosophies. it is orisieal of Hegel and farx and
sympathetio to Teynbee. This book is, %o the mind of the present writer, one of the
greatest snd most Augzestive works by any modern Shinker,
8, Russel] Fowers A New Soeial Aralysis (Llendom, Nede) containg valuable eritielem
of karx from what J. Durnham would ocall the "Machlavellian” point of view, F.E.L.
Northrop, he lee of East and Hest (E.Y,, 1946) contains important eritielem
of both ilezel and Varxz, ingwood, The ldes of History (Oxford, the firet
edition (1946) regrinted photograghically (T945) with sheets of the first edltion)
alse oontains im:orSant criticism of He el and jarx as well as an enlighbtening
‘eritigue of the first three wolumes of Toynbes's work. Collingwood's point of view
has been obtwiously deeply influenced by B, Croee whose Historys Its Theory and
Fracties (N.Y., 1921), sranslated by D, Alnslie, is especially valuable for its
eritiolse of Herel from a revisioniet Hegelian polnt of view. Other works that have
bess used by the present writer wrei J.i. Thompson, with the collaborasion of B.E.
folm, A History of Historieal /ritin Yolse, 1I, (M.Y., 1942); O.i. Sabine, A Hise

tory of Politl .., Nede) which conteins exeellent sritical excositions
of the thought of !epi, Yarx, and lening F.J. Tezgars, 1‘@ and Progess in Hise
o (hrhhy/l.os inreles, 1941)s #.3. Cohen, The .ui% ) an Hlstory

EEL. 1247)3 £.8, Harblason, "dliglous Ferspectives of Co Teaching in His%o
(¥ew Haven, The Edwnrd ¥, Ha Foun'ation, nede)s B. Rusgel, T rob of Fhi
csophy (London/H.Y., ese., first published in 1912)3 8. Croce, V. Theean, Erans.,
Bercan: snd EnropesA Seirltusl Dissension (H.Y.; m.de)y and VoF. Calverton, ed.

e “aking of Scelaty ielos Neda) whiech is an anthnlogy of seleetlons from oub=
gtaniing past and present men who have made important contribusions to scelolozy.

i1, The Crisle of Hestern Civliligetion

Hezel, of course, has nothing that bears on ths contemporary erisis of the seste
¥arx, on the other hand, had s great deal to say about i% apoealyptically. Toynbeeo's
views on the erisls apeear throughout his workej in faect, it is gafe %o say that
Toyanbee, conscious of belonging to & civilization in disintegraticon, is malnly con= .
gernsd in his work with the neture ani the meaning of disintegratiom,

The works that cas$ light upon the crisis of the West are legion, IMmong the most
rowarding: are: N, ingell, The Sh? P%l {Londen, 1948); J.9., Erutoh, Ihe ¥ecdeprn
Temper: A Stuly and a “onfeseion (K.Y., 20)3 "Arerica and the :ind of Burope:
¥ld=Century”, the Jar. 13, 1961 1ssue of The Saturds tvening ost, whieh inoludes
essays by prominent furopesn intsllectuals like Denl cugement and A, Koestlers
¥. Priedmsnn, The Crisis of ihe Nasional State(london, 1943) which is valuable as s
study of the collapse of the lis ellan oonespt of the soversicn Btatey T.T. Stace,
"Map Azainst u‘rm-' in The ABldntic (fepte '48),ppe 53=58, which ies a brief but
luzeid accowmt of the fruits of lrrongnm in dZesntern eiviligationy F.A. Sorokin,
The Crieis of CGur A cultural 0 *look (8.Y., 1946); F, Newmann,

: Soelalism: 1933-1844 (Toronto/
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the Crizsis Wienty PeFe Drusker, The End o
% Totalltarl snism I'l'j'.". 1838 ); C lawsen,

43)s Volo loanin, 1 riallsms The H1
(Revised Edition, N.Y., n ,
_sommunist point of viewy H.J. Laski, Falth, Rearon, snd Clvilizabion: am
hietorical analysis (N.7., 1944) presents a ESH! Tarzist view o

s erisis of the iedS. Both these last worke proffer sclutions mleng Narxist linee.
Among the wurks that seek to meet the orisis sontruesively without abendeoning the
1lideral tradifion are: K. lannhelm, 5. Shils, trans., Joele an

of Ssconstruction (Enlarged and Revised Editlen, ".Y., 3 4. Dowey, %&;
t'fun of !Emm {.o!o. ‘o‘o)l Ke Counimnm, m& dan 1! Obscle te {l.!’.. )8
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J. Sehru and ¥, Copsins, "Conversations with Behru" in £

( 1 14 and April 21, 1961); and AN, Sohlesinger, Jr., val
§n‘hr| ﬁ mﬁli!ﬂ of Freedom (loliou: 1949 ).

Iii,. The Reformation

Primary sourees on the interpretation of the Reformation must include almoss
all the works by Hogel, Marg, and Toynbes that have been clited beéause relevamt
material is interspersed Shrough their respective works. The works that is most

relevant for the Hegeliun poiut of ﬂuh”l‘lw
%ﬁ, Other works that have been mede use of arer ¥, Cumn eval and

Times™ which is the second volume of lnhrn cxﬂu tiom in

1ts Leonomie et and was puinlh-d in

or %o Hitlers The History of : azi Politie lﬂd o (luinﬂ!
ou.. 1941)3 5. Troealtse .Hontgn-l‘y ne e, u.-'-c‘
Historieal Study of the Relation of Protestantism bo_She Vodern World. . .. ‘ 1)
o el e Umlberg=Aote izels and H.V. mno.. .y
%%’ G do !mlm .aao e.mw trans., The Histc ‘i ; . !.__JJ__ 1§

n.nn),c.m. e formation of the Six 1 1ts Reddt
to Zoders Thousht ar ""-_-_ he! otures April, Nay, Jume 138 sndon/

dinborought, 1883); 5.5 Ch y 'rum.r-mmo-uu'mw. Langer,

burops (5 . ./Leadon) g, Fanfant, .e#&s&a,.mm
r A 039)3 R. Pascal, "The Class Basis o ther's ke formation

(Jnly. 1981) whieh iz & Imui interpretation; Rei. Tewmey,
| 2 nd lism: J { Ssudy (Holland Memorial lLeetures

. . P . h . e o] s Fo . h“htp trans.,
%?r_nl_g% His (Lmh. neds.) tnl Pe a-un, The Age of the B-MFE

ol o, Nede s ter of which l"ﬂn Reformation Interpre an in=

valuable swmary of the leading interprsbations of the Reformation that have been
made by past and present students; this chapter is alse waluable for biblieogrephy.
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J. Hehru and N. Copsina, "Conversations with Nehru" in The &twgg Review of
Literature (April 14 and April 21, 18613 and A.M. Sohlesinger, Jr., ital
Center: Ihe Folisios of Freedom (Bozton, 1948).
I1I, The Reformation

Frimary sources on ths interpretation of the Refermation muet incinde almost
all the works by Hogel, Marg, snd Toynbee that have been cited beéause relevant
material is interspersed through their respective works. The works: that is moet

relevant for the Hegellun polut of view is Hemel's lsrtures on the Fhilosophy of
Uther works that have been made use of aret ¥, Cumpingham, diewval and

Histo e
Vodern Times"™ which 1s the seeond volume of An Essay on Weectern Civiligatiom in
I1+*s Leornomie Alraot and was published in Cllmﬁ. in W' W . Nelovern, From

(Bglmﬂa ep

ete,, 1941);

Historleal 5%
siie.e IR “‘Aﬂm' £ oV

Hist 3. de Rugglerc, R.0. Collingwood, trans,, { Eurgpean Liberalism
(Er':.duu. 1927)3 C+ Beard, The Reformation of the Sixteen

$o Fosers Thoupht and Know :
. TAbnboroucht, ?&83,; EF. G#y. "The Dawn of a New=BEra=1250-1454" in W, Langer,

ed., Tre iise of H%grn §9£2F (5.1./London)gA. Fanfani, Cstholiclsm, Protu!:_aw
an c::it;.%g on, 1039)3 K. Pascal, "The Class Basie of Luther's ke formation
in Hibbert dcurnal (July, 1931) w.ich iz s ¥arxzist interpretation; R, Tawney,
Bellzion and the Hise of Capltalism: A His (Holland ¥emorial Lectures
oley Tirsg pu iished in 26 in Amerioa)) K, Neber, F, H. lnlght. trans.,
General tconemic Mistery (Londem, ned.)j and P. Smith, The Age of the Reformatiosn
TF.T., nod.) the last chapter of which ("The Neformation Interpreted') is an in=
valuable smmary of the leading interprafations of the Reformasion that have been
snde by pugt and present students; this chapter is alsc valmable for bibliegrephy.
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