From Enlightenment to
Endarkenment
The New Age Movement represents a widespread and influential worldview and spirituality in
the West as well as beyond. May we be challenged to reach the numerous men and women who embrace
this “endarkenment.” May we reach them with the glorious light of the Good News
of Jesus Christ and usher them into true spirituality.
by Vishal Mangalwadi
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Specifically, the Renaissance view
of man developed out of an intense
theological debate at the end of the
Middle Ages. The issue was–who is
greater, man or angels? The Greek
and Roman influence on Christendom
had ensured that the worship of gods
and goddesses continued in the form
of angelology. After fierce debate some
theologians decided that the angels
should not be worshipped because
man was greater than the angels.
Man was greater because God had
become man. God could become man,
because man was made in God’s
image. In his creativity and dominion
over nature, man was to mirror God.
Political orders had to acknowledge,
respect and protect man’s evident and
God-given dignity. The logic of Darwinism would have destroyed the
foundations of Western humanism, as
it did under Nazism and Marxism, but
thanks to various revivals, the high
view of man birthed by the Bible has
by and large so far withstood the
onslaught of reductionism.
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of whether man was God or beast.
Man could be both an animal as well
as God. After Vivekananda inseminated the West with the idea of man’s
divinity, it took sixty-years’ gestation
period before reappearing as a fullblown worldview.
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Modern man was able to trust
his reason because he
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“No, thank you!” The spirit of the
modern age was that I am going to
believe only that which is true. But,
can you know the truth? Yes, said the
early modern age. We can know truth
because our Creator is able to speak
to us. The possibility did not occur to
them that it could be that while they
were able to speak, perhaps their
Creator was incapable of speaking.
Or, while they were able to write
books, their Creator couldn’t possibly
do so. The Modern man was able to
trust his reason because he assumed
that his creative mind resembled the
Creator’s mind. This assumption gave
birth to modern science and the success of science began to reinforce the
assumption that our minds could
know the truth. Once the assumption
became a conviction it created a new
problem.
If the human mind was capable of
knowing truth, why do we need revelation? Could it be that human reason
is

itself

replaced

sufficient?
revelation

Rationalism
as

Descartes

began to suggest that reason is sufficient.

The

Modern

Age

gradually

turned into Modernism. It retained
the earlier commitment to truth alone,
but insisted that man’s reason and
empirical experience, not God’s revelation, was the means of knowledge.
Man was capable of knowing everything, including God.
The Age of Reason should have
repented of its hubris when David
Hume demonstrated that our reason
was not capable of proving God.
Human reason may be incapable of
proving God, but can it prove that
God does not exist? If reason cannot
prove God, does it necessarily follow
that God does not exist? Could it be
that reason is a limited faculty and
needs some a priori assumptions to
work

with?

The

Enlightenment

refused to see the limits of reason and
stepped toward a conclusion: if reason could not prove God we must stop
believing in Him.

Other
consequences
followed
quickly. Philosophers soon discovered
that without pre-supposing God, reason could not prove that a real moral
law existed either. Should faith in
morality then be discarded? Intellectual integrity demanded an abandonment of moral absolutes, how ever difficult that may be socially.
Okay, so we cannot know God
and we cannot know morality, but
can we know ourselves? Freud indicated that our conscious, rational
mind was only the tip of the iceberg. A
much larger part of our mind was the
subconscious mind and it was anything but rational. Rationality, Freud
suggested, was often only rationalization of our instincts, lusts and fears.
None of us really knows himself.
Should we adhere to Rationalism as a
source of knowledge when it cannot
enable us to know even ourselves?
People persisted nonetheless in their
faith in reason because it seemed to
be a fit tool for unraveling the mysteries of the physical universe. Then
came Heisenberg. He demonstrated
that when you enter the subatomic
world of quantum mechanics, rationality hits a dead end at some points.
His Uncertainty Principle implied that
either the fundamental nature of reality is non-determinate, or its rationality differs from the structure accessible to human rationality. Modernism’s
faith in reason died when it became
clear that human reason, by itself, is
not sufficient to lead us to a knowledge of God, morals, ourselves, or
even of the external world. Modernism
gave way to post-modernism.
Mainstream post-modernism in
the academic world has, after a fashion, remained loyally wedded to
rationalism. The main difference
between the modernists and the postmodernists is that the latter species
knows that her husband is impotent.
Post-modernist professors are proud
that they know that they do not know
and that they cannot know truth.
They are comforted by their knowl-
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edge that every one of them is blind,
leading
equally
blind
students
throughout the abyss of darkness.
The only fact they are sure of is that
anyone who claims that he knows is
not one of them, is epistemologically
incorrect and suspicious beyond toleration. Rationality’s sole privileged use
is to destroy all truth claims. Many,
however, have found the impotent
rationalism of post-modernism utterly
dissatisfying. They, therefore, began
flirting with mysticism. If you know
that you are never going to know via
Rationalism, why not try killing your
mind through drugs, sex, yoga, or
other psycho-technologies? Perhaps
your mind is your problem, “the chief
villain” (Osho Rajneesh). Who knows
if the enlightenment would not dawn
upon you if you got rid of your
rational consciousness?
However, after discarding rationality, how could it be known whether
one is experiencing enlightenment or
endarkenment?

Stars, Spirits,
Saucers and Sex
Tom is eating a mango. What is a
mango? We know the mango because
we can relate it to a class of objects
called “fruit”. What is Tom? Tom is a
boy. What is a boy? A boy is a young
male human being. In philosophy,
Tom and the mango are “Particulars”,
‘boy’ and ‘fruit’ are “Universals”. We
know particulars only if we can relate
them to universals. If a universal is
finite, it, in turn, becomes a particular
and needs a universal to be understood. So, ‘boy’ is a universal in relation to Tom, but it is a universal only
relatively. To be understood, it itself
needs a universal, ‘human being’. But
a human being is also finite, therefore, only relatively a universal. What
is a human being?
The Renaissance and the Reformation said that the human being is
the image of God–the ultimate, infinite
universal. John Calvin wrote that it is
certain that man cannot know himself
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unless he has first looked upon the

philosopher. Had he listened to his

view was that we knew ourselves bet-

face

Enlightenment

Greek predecessors, they would have

ter than its reductionistic explanation

accepted Hume’s argument that on

told him that his attempt to know a

of who we were. If a person seriously

the basis of our reason we cannot

particular (mankind) with reference to

believed himself to be a machine we

know God and had no option but to

itself (man), without a universal (God)

would send him to a psychiatric asy-

revolt against the Reformation’s ulti-

was plain futility. The question ‘what

lum. If he treated us as machines he

mate universal. Alexander Pope, the

is man?’ simply cannot be answered

would be sent to jail.

great humanist poet, summed up

without supplying or accepting a uni-

It was natural that those who did

their creed in his famous couplet:

versal. It was not a “scientific” neces-

not want to be treated as cogs in the

sity,” but a simple philosophic com-

machine would revolt against this

pulsion

secular

dehumanizing worldview of an old

humanists to substitute “animal” in

age. A new age was inevitable. It was

place of “Image of God” to explain

humiliating enough to see ourselves

themselves. “We are animals” they

as monkeys (a human being is an ani-

proclaimed.

mal) but at least we were defining our-

of

God.

The

Know then thyself,
Presume not God to scan.
The proper study of mankind is man.
A practical consequence of this
creed was that Humanities replaced

that

drove

the

What is an animal? An animal

selves. If we went back to the idea

Theology,

then had to be explained as a biologi-

that we were God’s image it will

which had been the queen of all sci-

cal machine. A machine? Everything

require a greater humility, because

ences, became, at first, a marginal

from an atom, to a solar system, to

then we would have to surrender to

department. Gradually, as theologians

the universe is a machine—an orga-

Him the right to define us. It was not

admitted that they did not know God,

nized system. Machine is the ultimate

possible for the humanistic pride to

they changed their divinity schools

universal.

the

tolerate this. So, the New Age began

into departments of study of religions.

mechanistic worldview of modernism.

to invent new universals to explain

Pope was a great poet but a poor

The simple problem with this world-

the human being.

Theology as the central department of
European

universities.

Thus

was

born
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You are made, the New Age said,
in the image, not of monkeys, but of
your stars. Your horoscope tells you
who you are. When you are angry, it
is because of your Mars, and when
you are frustrated, it is because of
your Saturn.
Unfortunately, the astrologers err
far too often when they become as
specific as we want them to be. So,
many in the New Age began to look
beyond the stars to flying saucers to
help supply the needed universal. You
are made not in the image of your
stars, they said, but in the image and
likeness
of
the
ETs
(ExtraTerrestrials). Your ancestors came
here ages ago, in a UFO (Unidentified
Flying Object). We will find them, if we
seek them with all our heart and
purse. So SETI (Search for ExtraTerrestrial Intelligence) became a
religious experience for the serious
and resourceful, while others had to
be content with being abducted and
raped by the ETs in the UFOs. The
study of Humanities was rapidly
replaced by UFOlogy as the central
pre-occupation of those who wanted
to know what man really was.
Many sincere New Agers were
unwilling to keep waiting indefinitely
for the ETs to appear and define who
we are. How do we really know that
they are going to come in our lifetime,
if ever? These found an easier solution to the problem of the missing
universal via spirit channelers. They
said, you are not a monkey, but a
spirit. You can know what a spirit is
by talking with them through a channeler, or by being possessed by them
yourself. The spirit entities dwell in a
superior multi-dimensional realm,
where they can see our past, present
and future and answer our deepest
questions. It is also cheaper to connect with the spirits than with saucers. The New Age spirits have indeed
been generous in the abundance of
revelation they have given. Whether
these revelations have made our generation any wiser is an altogether dif-

ferent question. No channeler has yet
been awarded a Nobel Prize for adding
anything significant to our knowledge
concerning the mysteries of reality.
Those who think that all reality is
basically one naturally find sexual
dualism of male and female embarrassing. Many of them, therefore, seek
to transcend this dualism by becoming one with the opposite sex. Others,
who take seriously the view that both
maleness-femaleness is already within
each of us, prefer to have homosexual
encounters. These encounters are better suited for bringing out the male in
women and female in men. Those who
pursue this variation of the sexual
path to salvation seriously tend to
reject marriage, as it necessarily reinforces dualism: the wife, as marriage
assumes, is a woman while the husband is a male.
None of the above options solve
the problem of finding the ultimate
universal. Stars, saucers, spirits, and
sex remain finite. A person lost in the
maze of the New Age, therefore, keeps
going back to the assertion, “I am
God”–even if I have demonstrably
made a mess of my life. The New Age
movement represents a widespread
and influential worldview and spirituality in the West and beyond. May we
be challenged to reach the numerous
men and women who embrace this
“endarkenment” with the true enlightenment of the Good News of Jesus
Christ.
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