
Chapter 35 - “Progressive” or “Conservative”? 

Is this vision of life progressive or conservative? Both and neither. 

John Beevers, the translator of Abandonment, says about its teaching that it “has 

nothing new about it. How could it? Caussade was a Christian” (pp. 14–15). 

A Christian is not an innovator. Christ is the innovator. A Christian is a disciple. 

Yet, on the other hand, Christ was not an innovator. He summarized his whole life 

in these two sayings: (1) “My teaching is not mine, but his who sent me” (Jn 7:16) 

and (2) “I seek not my own will but the will of him who sent me” (Jn 5:30). 

The apparent contradiction is easily explained. In relation to all other men, Christ 

was the supreme innovator. In relation to his Father, he was the supreme 

conformist. And the second fact is the whole reason for the first one. 

All the truly Christian spiritual masters, all the saints, all the faithful, orthodox 

theologians, say the same thing about how to be holy. (This book is not at all 

original.) For that thing is simply Christ’s thing. That is enough. That is more than 

enough. That is infinitely more than enough. 

The objection then arises that this way of life is “conservative”, “oldfashioned”, 

“hide-bound”, “traditionalistic”, and “outdated”. 

On the contrary, there is nothing more radically new, creative, and unpredictable 

than what comes from this “conservatism” of abandonment to God’s will. Look 

what came of it in the case of Christ! 

Here is how de Caussade answers the objection that this way of life is pinned to 

one age alone, an age of religion that has now passed into the past. (This 

“modernist” objection, this “chronological snobbery”, as C. S. Lewis calls it [in 

Surprised by Joy], was already in the air in de Caussade’s “progressive”, 

“enlightened” age.) “In every age, including this one, God’s will works through 

every moment. . . . Can we imagine that in the days of old there was a secret 

method of abandoning oneself to the divine will that is now out of date?” (p. 48). 

This refutes both traditionalism and progressivism. Traditionalism holds that it is 

now out of date because the present is worse than the past, which we have lost 

and left behind, like a beautiful town through which our train has passed and to 



which it cannot turn back, alas! Progressivism holds that it is now out of date 

because the present is better than the past, which we have lost and left behind 

like an ugly slum through which our train has passed and to which it cannot turn 

back, hurrah! “The sacrament of the present moment” refutes both the 

traditionalist’s obsession with the past and the progressivist’s obsession with the 

future. 

For the present moment is neither the past nor the future. Conservatives must 

learn to stop looking to the past, and progressives must learn to stop looking to 

the future. These are two of mankind’s hardest temptations to resist. Satan 

always wants us to live in unreality rather than reality, and these are two effective 

ways of doing it; for only the present is real. Remember how impossible it was to 

try to twist and turn yourself out of the present? You literally can’t live in the past 

or the future; all you can do is forget that you are living in the present and think 

you are living in the past or the future or wish you were living in the past or the 

future. But when you do that, you can only do that in the present. 

So let’s begin. There isn’t much time left. We have to rehearse, to practice here 

what we will be doing there forever. It is like a dance, and we are clumsy and 

tempted to give up. But God will never let us go until we do it perfectly, for He 

will never let us go until we have the joy for which we were created, and we will 

never have that joy until we do the dance. 


