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The New Statesman and Nation, June 10, 1950

Ouspenski inherited another tradition of teaching,
and if only for that reason, their work should
serve to remind us that more is involved in the
acquiring of wisdom than Carlyle’s university of
book-learning can ever give.

How great, of their kind, either of these men
may have been, cannot be judged by someone
like myself who was never taught by them.
Ouspenski’s speculations on eternal recurrence
are far from being nonsense, so I am told, in the
light of modern physics and mathematics ; but
from his writings one would judge him to have
been an arrogant and cold man, though an

GOLDEN THIGH OR FEET OF CLAY?

In Search of the Miraculous. By P. D.
OuspeNsk1. Routledge. 30s. ;

All and Everything. By G. GURDJIEFF. Rout-
ledge. 30s.

There has been nothing else in our time quite.

like the school of what may perhaps be called
esoteric Christianity founded by Gurdjieff.
In Search of the Miraculous is an account of
Ouspenski’s early relations with Gurdjieff, and
on the dust jacket this book is compared to Plato’s
presentation of the teaching of Socrates. In fact,
the relationship between “O* and “ G ” was
rather more like that of Trotski to Lenin, or Jung to
Freud (the spiritual stature, or spiritual pride,
of these two men invites ambitious comparisons).
Ouspenski, at first a pupil, later broke away from
the Master, and founded his own school in England,
in rivalry with Gurdjieff’s more famous centre of
- teaching at Fontainebleau—the house where
Katherine Mansfield died.
Neither Gurdjieff nor Quspenski would wish to
-be judged by their written works ; for the essence
of their spiritual training was a discipline and
development of the whole man, and not of the
single faculty of reason upon which Europeans
have come to rely so exclusively, with so many
disastrous consequences in other directions. Like
all religious and magical disciplines, Eastern and

Western, old and new, and like the various schools -

of modern psychotherapy, the aim of the rigorous
discipline of the will and the emotions, of the
dance-movements and the voluntary suffering »
practised in their schools, is neither an increase of
knowledge, nor morality, but an expansion of
consciousness, the essential pre-requisite for any
new philosophy or better morality. The general
run of mankind lives in a state of semi-conscious-

~ness. Natural man is 2 machine andewra—n. =
become a little more human by a painful process
of awakening and developing of latent faculties.
This simultaneous discipline of intellect, emotion,
and will is on the Pythagorean pattern. Gurdjieff,
like Pythagoras, travelled in his youth all over the
East to learn what he could of old traditions of
spiritual wisdom ; like Pythagoras also, he trained
himself to learn, not systems of ideas, but how to
hear the octaves of the spheres, in an attempt to
discover some lost cosmic law to which human
life ought to conform. Had he too a golden thigh,
or only feet of clay ? Ouspenski suggests the latter,
but the impression remains that Gurdjieff was
the greatér man,

The need for some such school of wisdom in the
modern world cannot be doubted. The religious
Orders of the Roman Catholic Church are too much
bound up with many things besides the search
for truth and wisdom to be tolerable to our parti-
cular kind of honesty. Carlyle thought it a fine
thing that books had virtually replaced univer-
sities ; but since his day the transmission of ideas
by words alone, written or broadcast, has revealed
its full power, and also its limitations. The teach-
ing of Pythagoras, Jesus, or even Socrates, was
something more than dictating lecture notes, and
whether human wisdom in the full sense can be
transmitted without a complete human relation-
ship may be doubted. Teaching in any real sense
must depend upon a communication of something
more than facts ; perhaps it depends on love—
a_possibility certainly not envisaged by the
planners of the so-called education practised in
our schools and universities.

t intellectually courageous one.

Gurdjieff’s long,
leisurely ““ cosmological epic,” in the form of tales
told by a tolerant and wise old Beelzebub to his
grandson, is something between Gulliver’s T ravels,
somebody’s Outline of Knowledge, and a paranoiac
fantasy; but a highly individual atmosphere of
compassionate humour makes this a strangely
readable book, considering how much of it
is incomprehensible, or ~deliberate nonsense.
There are also passages of ‘real wisdom, although
both Gurdjieff and Ouspenski lack the gift
possessed by many of the great teachers whom they
emulated of formulating those aphorisms addressed
to the whole man, and not to his reason alone,
that we find in the Gospels, the fragments
of Empedokles and Pythagoras, or the writings
of Blake.

One suspects that love of power was strong in
both ‘these men—a vice that simulates greatness,
The wholesale and scornful dismissal of other
thinkers, past and contemporary, suggests envy
rather than superior wisdom. Ouspenski no doubt
had a remarkable intellect, and < G » something
more, but there remains at the back of my mind a
lurking doubt. Perhaps it is only that innate
English or Scottish protestantism that will not
bow the knee to any magus or priest claiming
authority in spiritual matters; or it may be a
poet’s natural suspicion of any symbolic structure
whose greatness is not marked by the formal
beauty that is inherent in all true art or science,

KATHLEEN RAINE

Gurdjieff and
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rather than superior wisdom. Ouspenski no doubt
had a remarkable intellect, and “ G >’ something
more, but there remains at the back of my mind a
lurking doubt. Perhaps it is only that innate
English or Scottish protestantism that will not
bow the knee to any magus or priest claiming
authority in spiritual matters ; or it may be a
poet’s natural suspicion of any symbolic structure
whose greatness is not marked by the formal
beauty that is inherent in all true art or science.
KATHLEEN RAINE
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