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FOHW§RD

1) Seek to manifest éubject and principles of science of nature.

.

Subject? Tpat gbout which we seek (reasoned) knowledge. 'Must determine
scope of investigation. Must characterize the subject, dlstinguish it
from others, determine aspect or formality under which subject is con-
sidered. '

-
-

. o of subject /
Principles of sclence? That from which (reasoned) knowledge 1is
derived, on which it is based, on which it depends. .

*Science'!? Word used but can't assume meaning known. Certainly is
knowledge; and reasoned knowedges knowledge of why this or that 1s
true of subject. . ‘

Passage from Meta I - art and experience.

But even this not whotly adsocuate. Much presupposed in this passage.
For clarity, must analyze an instance of t'sclence! lm strictest sense,
by comparison with which other kinds of khowledge are called 'sclentific'.

-~

Example of demonstration in geometry.

Example analyzed. Characteristic features determined: understanding of
nature of subject grasped; manifested in 1ts definition. From this
definition we see that it has the given attribute; the definitlion pro-
vides the regson for the inherence of the attribute, and the necessitating
reason Or cause.




- Eq‘;‘%‘hﬁﬁ'w' it

Because the procedures followed in the investigation of other subjects
are gkin to that employed in geometry, we extend the word ‘'sclentific!
to such procedures— and the word 'science! to cover the results, the
reasoned knowledge, of such investigation.

Examples of tsclence! is this different but related sense. (Contrast
them briefly to that found in geomstry.

- ~
. .

Mathematics provides science par excellence. However are other disciplines
which truly share in the character of that science found in math. One
of them found in what is called by Aris. the sclence of nature..

Example taken from Physics, Compared to demonstration in geometry.

FRL
RURN

Such examples of sclentific knowledge infrequent. But they are goal
of phil of nature. Thus if they could be had, would be from definitions
of this cause of thing or that that we would reason to- demonstrate-—
this or that ebout the natural thing.:

PR

2) Mathematical éhysics.

Not yet mentioned, even though now taken as equivalent to !'science!,
Separate conglderation of this’called for. Magnificent.gchievements.
Is extenslon of phil of nature.

But does it have nature of sciénce in gtrict sense?

Question answered in analysls of its procedure and comparison of it
to that found in math and phil of naturs.

From what does it proceed in its reasoned knowledge of things?

Symbollic construction. Not define things at all, unlike Aristotelian
mode of procedure. < -




Math physics proceeds by way of operational definition. Example of this
in opposition t0: " kind of definition in phil of nature.

Math émployed in this discipline radically different from math of
ancients.

- AR |

Calculation, Character of. COntrasted with its role in ancient math,

Numbers do not represent any unity on part of things

Still, math physics will terminate in, as it began with, knowledge of
things of nature. Quote from Einstein. ~

Provisiongl character of knowledge gained in math physics.

Thls feature perh.ps most evidently reveals fact that math phys falls
far short of science in strict sense, or if this not acceptable, of the
kind of reasoned knowledge we would like to have of nature. It is perhaps
less clear E%Z this is the case, but the reason is nuveunsiess definite.
Found in kind of definition employed. '

All thls summary and unsatisfaétory. The themes we have dealt with

80 briefly here will mgke up large part of what follows. What we have
simply laid down here we shall establish in the body of this work. Forward
will have served purpose if some clarification of words used has been
gained, 1f the limited character of contemporary 'science! has been
appreciated, and if the possibllity of a strict science of nature has

been recognized,
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Sujets de communications

1. .Mathematical abstraction, as understood by contenm-
porary authors on the hature of mathematics (e.g. A. N.
Whitehead, B. Russeil, J. Hadamérd), is what we call
'"&bstractio'totius"l and‘negative. It has nothing in com-
mon with the "abstractio formae” that is proper to mathe-
matical science.

2. To equate the subject of mathematical science with
- the subject'éf'thé”aft"bf éaléﬁlétibn (AoyipTint) s
to postulate intelligible mattesr ( $An  vomtd ) as es-
sential to all things and notions.

3. The difference'betweeﬁ names, symbols, and infini-
te names; between the gymbols'of formal logic (termini

transcendentes), of nathematics, algebra, and mathematical

physics. De Morgan'’'s fiews on logical symbols, infinite
names, and the universq of discourse, exanmined in the light
of these distinctions. . | ‘

4, Quonodo intelliéendum sit illud dictum "natura de-
terminatur ad unum®. Qﬁa ratione llegel et Engels ipsis
conferunt rebus quoddam esse quod habent in intellectu
tantum; et in quo conveniant cum platonicis.

5. Agens a natura nullomodo potest esse causa per se
ejus quod est a casu; qua ratione hoc proprie convenit

agenti a proposito.




G.. Potentia simul contradictionis, vel rationalis
vel naturalis, egf QQ ratione cujuslibet possibilis quod
necessario opponitur;wet sémper dicit respectum ad ac-
tlonem propter finem, unde ad bonum et ad appetitum.

" 7. Comme question de fait et de fagon assez générale,

la “nécessité qui vient de la matidre” (Physicque II, 9,
199 b 34-200 a 15) est aujourd’hui considéiée comme le"
postulat fondamental de toute science experimentale, y
7compris 1’économique. |

8. Le terme ’‘hasard’, commun, selon l’usage, aux ex-
pressions ’hasard dans la nature’ et 'lois du hasard’,
est strictement écuivoque. |

9. Quodlibet opus naturae est opus alicujus substan-

tige intelliqgentis quae est causa universalis in causando;

quod tamen ovus a natura dicitur, ratione principii pas-

sivi. Et hoc valet ad'quaestionem;deApossibilitate evolu-

tionis.

Nuila datur generatio naturalis et univoca sine causa
universall seu aequivoca actualiter et'per se, generatum
producente secundum rationem speciei. V. g.,quanvis
Socrates sit per se causa £ilii ejus secundum quod iste
est hic homo, non tamen per se causa est ejus quod iste

filius sit homo, quia nullum particulare agens univocum




potest esse simpliciter causa speciei; generando enim,
Socrates esset causa speciei humanae, ideoque omnis
hominis,et per consequens suimetipsius, cum ipse homo

quidam git - ut patet ex III Contra Gentiles, c¢. 65, et

.letis aliis locis. Causis enim debent proportionaliter

respondere effectus, ut ostenditur in II Physicorum

(D. Thomas; lect. 6). Eé ideo, ejus quod tam Socratesi
quam filius unius speciei sint in re, ita ut eadem omnino
ratio vere derutroque p;aedigétur ﬁnivpce et per se, hoc
ipsum habet causam per se et non per accidené!h Qubéﬁii -
generabilium non darentur causae naturaliter agentes nisi
quae effectibus eaedem: sint in specie, omnia, quantum ad
naturam attinet, a caéu in speéiem'prodierent.

[Videtur autem hic 2sse quoddam dubium, utrum scilicet
- consideratio de causis:aequivocis solum pertineat ad meta-
physicum, vel etiam ad naturalem. Sciendum eét autem quod
ad metaphysicum pertin;t considerare de ipsa causae univer-
salis ratione, ut patet ex Divo Thoma in VI Metaph., lect..
3.. Jed ad naturalem pértinet ostendere saltem an est om-
nium causarum quarum proprii effectus sensu constant, et
ecorum quaec cum materia sensibili definiuntur, ut patet de
individuis ejusden speciel; et ex ipsa motus ratione, se-

cundum quod motus est propria passio mobilis,seu actus ex-

istentis in potentia in quantum hujusmodi; naturalis philo-

sophus ostendit cujuslibet motus qualiscumque speciel esse




- 4 -

ununm primum rmovens immobile, supra omnem speciem motus

. existens, et extra omnium mobilium genera; cujus tamen

naturam considerare ad metaphysicum pertinet. - Sed
quia multi circa probationéﬁ naturalem moventis omnino
iﬂﬂobllls dOC1nluntur, notfandum est quod in hoc naturalis
non procedit cx motu in eo quod motus partlcipat alicquid
de natura cquantitatis, secundum quod divisio motus sumi=
tur vel ex divisione spatii vel ex divisione mobilis; .

ista consideratio motus pertinat ad scientias medias in-

ter mathematicam et naturalem, .in quibus tractatur de men-

suris motuum {ut habet D. Thowas, In Boeth. de Trinit.,
g. 5, a. 3, ad 5). Hujusmodi autenm scientiae non demons-

trant nisi per causam formalem, quam & mathematiéis acci-

piunt; non autem per agentem..
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338 LAVAL THEOLOGIQUE ET PHILOSOPHIQUE

precepts which correspond to the relativities of the feudal social system
are not held to be natural law: they are viewed as judicial precepts esta-
blished by men. But such laws are variable, as St. Thomas points out
in the following passage: ‘ The judicial precepts established by men
retain their binding force forever, so long as the state of government
remains the same. But if the state or nation pass to another form of
government, the laws must needs be changed. For democracy, which is
government by the people, demands different laws from those of oligarchy,
which is government by the rich, as the Philosopher shows. Conse-
quently, when the state of that people changed, the judicial precepts had
to be changed also.” !

In the sentence immediately féllowing the one we have just quoted,
Reinhold Niebuhr says: * The confusion between ultimate religious
perspectives and relative historical ones in Catholic thought accounts for
the fury and self-righteousness into which Catholicism is Betrayed when
it defends feudal types of civilization in contemporary history as in
Spain for instance.””* e are not concerned here with the truth or error
of this statement. It is relevant to our discussion only insofar as it
reflects a judgment on doctrine. Supposing that the attitude of the
Church toward a particular form of government, at a given place and
time, is really such as the author describes, could it not be preecisely by
virtue of its solicitude to take into aceount, even in the face of widespread
criticism, the contingent circumstances which our sometimes over-
simplified generalities about *‘ contemporary history >’ tend to overlook
and which we are apt to convert into general standards for every situation
regardless of its péculiarity ? : -

CitarLes DE KoNinck.

ce

1. Ia Ilae, q.104, .3, ad 2.
2. Op. cil., p.221.

5
|
|
1
H
|

—=

General Standards and Particular Situations
in Relation to the Natural Law”

Speaking of Orthodox Catholicism’s concept of the natural law,
Reinhold Niebuhr, in his Gifford Lectures, makes the following reserva-
tion: ““ The difficulty with this impressive structure of Catholic ethics,
finally elaborated into a detailed casuistic application of general moral
standards to_every conceivable particular situalion, is that it constantly
insinuates religious absolutes into highly contingent and -historical moral
judgments.” And so he speaks of ** The mistake of Catholic moral
casuistry to derive relative moral judgments too simply from the pre-
suppositions of its natural law ... Derhaps we should add that the
MBBQ author considers * Thomistic cthics” as an instance of this rationa-
ism.?

Yet I believe every disciple of St. Thomas would, no less than Rein-
hold Nicbuhr, condemn any moral doclrine which would have that note.
No practical judgment could be true if it were simply the result of an
* application of general moral standards ™ to a particular situation. Moral
standards are not universal in represeutation, and in the field of action
there is no such thing as “every concecivable particular situation.”
No amount of easuistic ““if’s ** could mect and be adequate to the contin-
gent circumstances of conduct. There can be no universal file of
proximate norms for behaviour. The proper precepts of individual
actions are to be found in the particular precepts of prudence — not
in the law, which, natural or human, retains a cortain degree of generality.
No law can be the particular premise of an operative syllogism in which
one infers what is to be done here and now. The oulcome of reasoning
from law alone could be no more than a gencral conclusion pertaining to
practical science. If, on the other hand, the particular premise of a
syllogism were no more than the stalement of a fact that is speculatively
true, the syllogism would not be what we call operative; and if it alone
M«_MS taken as a sufficient basis for aclion, this action would be praclically
alse. '

An instance of such a type of reasoning was pointed out recently by
Gabriel Marcel in his Preface to Gheorghiu’s novel entitled La vingt-cin-
quié¢me heure. Although the general premise is taken from positive law,
the result would be the same if the lnw were a natural one:

. . : - .
*The writer Traian Koruga and his wife Nora, though they were
always sympathelic to the cause of the Allies, the more so as she was a

at the tweaty-fonrth
losophical Assoeintion, held at St
sion, from the Proceedings, Vi .
1. The Nature and Desting of Man, New York, 1040, pp.220-221.
2. Up. cit, p221, i

* A paper

April 1950. Reprodueed here
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prison. It is most remarkable, let it be noted in passing, how casily
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recent date, so many short-sighted:thinkers imagined to hold the very 0
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Marcel in condemhing the kind of syllogistic reasoning he illustrates by | ,«m‘P@A\ au %\\?\ \.\E /99274 E\ w\\\\n\ e

the example we have seen.  No amount of such reasoning could ever reach

a practical truth.  And this is the same as to say that practical reasoning, g \\F n\.‘\ . Rucd \\\h\n&,‘\e - Mﬁm%@v\m&,\.\wng&n&r\w&&&ﬁt

in matters of conduct, cannot consist in the simple application of a gencral

7 - i
rule to a particular so-called objective case. With Reinhold Niebuhr we | ; A i IRZ ‘\ .MQ\? N\, i

must admit that a doetrine which propounds such a method as a gua- . / e R
rantee of practical truth in action is wholly inacceptable. We share | \\W)\A\&. NN\N&& b\\.&u \\%,m\\\&.u. . O, .
Nichuhr’s view for reasons we may quote from St. Thomas, with whom / &e\g.\ 2iho \S\\\?LJ s

the Church has found no fault on this score. \ﬁa&\&ﬂm\ua\s\ \xx&s , §&§\\$ _\\F&m \vt.\&vurﬁe\nus

¢’
Bonum practici intellectus non est veritas absoluta, sed veritas ¢ confesse se :

concorditer ad appetitumn rectum.” St. Tuosas, In VI Ethicor., lect.2 (ed. ’ - e
i o achons tlus conoict.

Pirotta), n1.1130-1.— Ia Ilac, q.57, a.5, ad 3.
. ;7 . . M
| \&\.&wf% _\H\ﬁ\ s .mw\mh&kr Sud &F\:S\h SVO.

! 2. St. Tuomas, In VI Ethicor., lect.7. n.1200.— Caseran, .Comm. in Iam 1lae,
qq.57-58.
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THEOLOGY

For Students of Theology or for the General Public.

28.

o9

THE KWOWLEDGE OF GOOD AND EVIL.

'Knowledge of.good and evil' can be understood in many ways.
What is meant by this expression in Genesis iii ? Why should Eve
have been first to desire-such knowledge ? How can this desire be
sinful, since the.knowledge of 2vil is not evil and God possesses
it as no one else ? Moreover, the end Eve had in mind was es-

‘sentially good — in fact the highest good. The interpretation

of this passage by St. Augustine and St. Thomas. How this in-
ordinate desire is still with us — though aiming at a lower good
such as security at any cost. ("And you all know security //

Is mortals! chiefest enemy' ). Illustrations from modern philoso-
phies and social theories. :

‘ORIGINAL SIN AND THE SENSE OF TOUCH.

Why is it that Original Sin, a purely spiritual one of
revolt against God, should have affected man primarily in his lower
faculties : in those which share most in the charactoer of nature,
viz. the appetites associated with the conservation of the individual
and the propagation of .the species ? If. on the other hand, the
higher powers of man had been affected in the same way, he would
be incapable of human action, and could not be held to account for
what he does. The inordinate pursuit of thc pleasures of touch —
of food and drink, of comfort and the ardours of the flesh — is
admittedly the most common of human frailties; to the point where
unruly concupiscence is called a law : lex fomitis, which provides
the economic life with a basic constant. Yet each individual
remains free and resportsible for his actions — though not in tha
above-the-cloud way of existentialist 'options.:'

To moderate the pleasures of touch is the proper object of
the virtue of temperanct (not to be confused with teetotalism).
However, subservience to the law in the many remains an obvious
fact that is the root of social instability and the foot-hold of
the ambitious few. From earliest times, systems have been propounded
to outwit the general law, most of them beginning in pride and
ending in self-indulgence (Manichaeists, Cathares, Jansenists,
Quietists, etec.).

The only efficient, human method of freeing the individual
from subservience to the law of concupiscence was recognized by
the pagan philosopher, Aristotle (whom St. Thomas repeats on this
score) : to develope the right habits in the very young, by
sducation and discipline : For "it makes no small difference
whether we form habits of one kind or anothor from our very youth:
it makes a very great difference, or rather all the differcnce —
quin potius totum ex hoc dependeat. A modern philosopher, Irving
Babbitt, puts it in the following terms : "If the discipline is
to be effective, so that a man will like and dislike the right
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things, it is as a rule necessary that it should become a matter of
habit, and that almost from infancy, One camnot wait until the
child has reached the so-called age of reason, until, in short, he
is in a position to do his own selecting, for in the meanwhile he
may have become the victim of bad habits. This is the true prison
house that is in danger of closing on the growing boy. Habit must,
as Aristotle says, precede reason." Yet, in virtue of the law of
concupiscence, it is certain that this Wlll not be done — at least
not by the many. .

THE SOCTIAL IMPLICATIONS Ol?' THE LAW OF CONCUPISCENCE. (For students
in Pélitical Sciehce and Economics. )

St. Thomas observes that since most men follow their passions
and few are wise enough to resist them, human behaviour is predict -
able in a general way — though not in particular cases, for no-
thing prevents the individual resisting his sensual impulses by
his freewill./ Most socisl evils have their root in what the
theologian calls lex fomitis.!-— Social reformers of modern times

‘have been fascinated by the 'sc1ent3flc' aspect of this law,

E.g. Karl Marx obselved how it keeps both the wealthy and the
needy in its grip ; as Aristotle said : "It is a matter of fact
that all getters of wealth increase their hoard of coin without
limit," whereas for the most part they refuse to share the use of
their private property with those who are in need:.on the other
hand, the majority of the necdy, too, believo that happiness consists
in the free satisfaction of "external needs" — as Marx himself
calls them — and they would behave as the wealthy do if circumstance
alloved it.# Marx considered this idea of happiness a 'vulgar" one.
(His own diabolical conception of happiness is, in its peculiar
way, so Jofty that most of his social critics as well as the mass
of his followers refuse even to consider it as relevant to his non-
political 'classless sociebty!.)? It was his conviction that the law
of concupiscence can bg broken in its wery generality, for he
believed that its root lay in private property : if this could be
abolished, the "external necessity" of the general law would be
destroyed. iore particularly he held that the law could be made
to destroy itself., in g 'scientific way' by leading the social
conflicts it arouses, to a state of such exasperation that the
'contrary' in which resides the greatest pover of revolt — the
dispossessed — would destroy its opposite.® How this abstract
process is supposed to materialize and give birth to the ideal 1 ot
society is nowhere described in orthodox marxist literature.} f Ao

The Encyclical Divini Redemptoris calls marxist commnism a
specious ‘imitation of redemption. It is a purely human and violent
attempt to free mankind, from enslavement to the lex fomitis, by
a new act of prlde § This is what the Marxist meaﬁg_5§~7%ransformlng
human nature. Ve must remember that his ideal is a society
characterized by the fulfilment of an "inner need," viz. ‘work itself
becoms the first need of life," in which man is asserted to be the
cause of himself; which means, to Marx, the negation of God by
selfsufficient, gratuitous, sensuous activity. To the author of
Das Kapital, any other form of atheism is but words and empty sounds.
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The ﬁoetry of our day has become so esoteric that
only poets can read or understand oneanother. The same is
true about music, music of the serial kind, for example.
There is on the other hand a poetic still avidly read or
‘seen by the non-poetic public, but its medium is usually

prose not verse, thé& rovel and nbt:the‘drama; just as there

LY

-

1s a contemporary music which the public obviously engoy, such
aé.ﬁ?ck and roll,. . - |
"It is not my busines§ to judge the merits of a poetry
that can be engpyed by poets only; yet I will‘indulge for'
a.moment some observations which mighp provide at least
the antecedents of a judgment.j—i The poets themselVeé'tell
us nowadays that they write for Qﬁd eipect to be understoogd
by poets only. iallarme was such a man. His poem is strikingly
arty, but it does not move me as & rational animal. It is so
arty that it avpeals to coid detached reason only; it has nothing
to do with me as an anlmal which is what I most certainly
am. If [ want to indulge pure reason, I prefer mathematics.
O0f course I am not a poet ?or & musician. But this is neither
here nor there. The point is that one méy be allowed to
enjoy Homer or Sophocles, Shakespeare or Keats and yet be a total
outsider to the highest noetlc achievements of this day.
nis obgervation should not be interpreted as a protest
in disguise. I believe what I sald to be not only true; it is
also quite natural. I mean that the development is a normal one
and, in a sense, inevitable--as predictable as flamboyant Gothic.
Zllow me to express my observation in g simple phrase:
the voetry I referred to is specializing itself away from
the animality of man, becoming formal to the extreme. It does

not anreal, nor does it intend to apreal, to the passions of




@
pity,

love, sadness, fear,/amger, or joy. It is a triumph of words
whose meanings are veiled XrzkxkkEy as too pedestrian. "Do
not try to find out what the poet means", we are tolé,"but just
lobk at what he does!" You can see why it would take another
poet to apbreciate that.

There is a law™of nhtural evolution which we might couch
in the following words; natgral oréénism tend to become so

-

specialized that they can no longer progress nor survive
. They reach a dead-end. ‘
the adversities of nature./Man differs from other animals

by his lack of specialization. Attend to our hands and-to.
5uf mouths and to our nakedness. It is thanks to reason that
we -ean manage'and'compensatewfor&;his'1ack of*sﬁecialiiation;
in Ffact, without this lack, our véason would be inoperative
nor would there be a reason to have reason at all.

“y point at this juncture is that on the strictly human
pim= plane, we may be refining and spectializing ourselves out
of existence, to prm paraphrase james Joyce. We are withdrawing
into the unnatural recessés of mind, 'all passion spent.’

Yet there 1s at this same time another form of pmEREx

poetic which does not appeal to a‘reasoh ever more refined;

it has not forgotten the ahimal, but does turn its back on the
"human' . Perhaps 1 should @ualify this. It appeals to the animality
of man inasmuch as this animality can be distinctively much
lower than thet of the beast. This we find in the novel that
exnlores human concupiscence and lust with physical, unpoetic
impact; or in the kind of popular music that agitates the mumm=
chemistry of the human and drives him to contortions that are

visually sordid and which this same human would not dare look

ubpon in the most lustful of the beasts. Returning to our novel,

I mean that it deals mainly with man's life of unruly concupliscince;




and even the irascibility of man is seen as relevant only
inasmuch as he struggles to maintain or achieve a 1life of
lust.

"But that is the way things are" we are told. And of course
it 1s, and was alwayﬁ_kn9yn to be so. Mind you, I do not refer
to the cheap pornographic novel. I.have in mind AXPREXIRXNRREK
works, which do .not aim to titillate our easily aroused concupisckence
but which in fact éénnot'achieve their ends without doing so;
much as 1f we had reached a stage where the sordidness of man
had beccome the middle to the end, an end without hope. Exmx
Even the heroes of classic tragedv vere spared such an.exit,

’ otihe

ThLS is nof unrelated to the. contentlon of sone that /artist,
to describe our repulsive selves in an appealing wayg, must have
personal experience of khExxWimgx whatever he deals with; and
that even the evil dfvcomission is redeemed by poetic transpositien.
We are left to understand, and some in fact so do understand it,
th t no one could write intelligently about evil without the
perszonal experience of comitting evil.

This is a very interebting noveltf,from the viewpoint
of literary.criticism. First it is no doubt a novel thesis.

As a general statement it is utterly absurd. It displ lays all
too tellingly a lack of poetic imagination. The true poet can
understand énd con#ey in a pleasing way how a murderer feels
without having the exverience of comlttlng murder. The same for
all human vices--except those that are utterly against nature.

The question is: must one have the experience of conm:iitting
evil to know what evil is? How do we know evil?

--Speculatively: as we define it.

--:lorally:--in a formal way/. The moral theologian aﬁd

the voet have an amazing knowledge of evil of




evil which does not in the 1east pPresuppose

commission on their part. In lact, their knowledge

ol

will be profound in the measﬂre that they are detached.
Intus existence prohibet extraneum. You cannot sae

: y

with your fimger stuck in your eye.ﬂﬁhuwéﬂ&w(&¢/&u4 L.

No one knows' évil as thoroughly as God does. How%%kd%

rapk oo
can this be. Ifnown in knower according to the
- _}__ moofa

-

mode of. bthe knower. In this" sense it is good to
N S as
know evil. Essential 1ngredlfnt of a good unlverue.
-an
There 1s, finally, another way of knowing evil: the knowledge

-2

one has in the experience of commlssion. But the interesting

ia
'A_Clc

~aspect of this knowledge is that it is 1ncomdunlcab1e,

zle:
2le

as incommunicable as one's own individual action.
S U

Although this knowledge is incommunibzle, there can

be communication about it among those who share the

same action. (Compare to sensation: gomo incomm., gomo

Ji.c’

communication about it,) In short if there is to

W uf“

be communication about evlil in this order, they who
I

commlunicate must share the same kind of knowl°dge. ~better it
But the poet hag hls vengeance w1thout that knowledge, and the
(some vears ago f'ranz Werfel wrote .a book of essays entitled

)

”heologoumena........Thls just another varliant of the
rt

same idea.)
of

hat was our first point, a general one. ‘The seond i; more
specific, We 21l know that the experieiee of evif‘appealed
to as an indispensible ingredient of thé voetic person; has
little to do with justice of injustice,"fortitude or cowardice,
but very specifically with incontinencéd or intemperance. (I

distinguish these two.) The object of témperance is...Tactual

nleasure, even when utterly sane and modérate, are of the

D




_ them cute. I'm afraid that many pEmpXE would condemn my

5’
lowest kind. We have them in common with the beasts who

live for none other. When they man they dominate his ’

whole life, he becomes lower than the beast. (When xm
in this predicament, he is too dull to know it. He has, so
to sﬁeak, to be forced under the shower.)
ARAEX
The other” day I saw on telev151on a group of RIwmxy=zs

children in klnderrarten doing the twist. The spectators thought

taste as I judge such spectatcles both degrading and
ridiculous. )
Do not misunderstand. Ilam not at all a péssimist, not
even a mild grouch. The Chfistiaﬁ conception of depravity -
perversity 1s at bottom
and/nxxxikxxixxhxxxxaiix an optim&stic one, If God lets
the world somber in what appears to be hoppless confusion,
this must be interpreted as a sign of his high designs, for...e
Meantime we must heed St. Paul: let us not understand
that because God fufns evil to the good, we ought to say:
faciamus malum ut eveniat bonum. Our Lord Himself told

us the last word on the subject: Scandal there must be, but

woe to him through whom it comes about;




f:/‘ /Zm:e/: %L@‘CW;: |
%M L"h”’w/{/vm"* M‘/n'/%“d WWW{/%
jmwhiwﬂmfwumz%%q: z

(22 &)
21 Pl tlssy ot taor sbff - |
Thpsefréc 2essgn, bty Cliincd ttonKelon, . pperetsy,

‘%Z‘iw ek /Kem 2D Petrilost oo




lﬂo{ s M&KQ ﬁ/,,?w—, Luman Ernl? ; Hoed
Inppaihi, of He Qs . Nt g btad ve Sups fis foa.
ya/nw M &y H,D

zu(
&/’Lw )
o W '{ s,
vécwudo Hi %7,,/;, 5 Ca o Ledly fi FeLoait. ﬁtﬂo
/m ity e tuntyseiss, 7/%
%M émé( batnal. z@% Mﬁw%
/4’2//\4: & i /éyb /fo’hf/ iy MM- A"g Mtq,/
M//wpc ;Z/é/ Has ﬁ{i,af&m 72?//7 ‘“7
""" o 7LL&ULLL7& U“&{ li‘tlé(7 H& ok {
e 4 M’é e‘/nMZL,
/ //04 Wa e Z&J‘« irn. |

syl pisonat “’“Z? M’“ﬁ;:@ £
J z% a M -

. »

QI Hibats

Ve Suud /w/am /m,\g /M@ pos Wy;r%
. @/74/&“74‘0/’«‘7 67’&‘6 ey /7/05/ @d":’)( o%u (,é
57&1 WM? /’ms/’ lear Jiv plt3hon fI/z/mu,/
’ v‘é"ﬂu/ Wy 2o -
/4//*»/&%‘ lye £ 7 L/‘Tzl«l 0&7&;&&4 v Heal,
*'glhq Astc; //’L g’ /?%Zao s S % ., Lyllas &y Bunk
Hsid, /u,wv ascnd. Li3ectel Lot
Wi tie by Wl K e&faMﬂ s Lo &5 ctodddd,
lip it S Al ﬁwﬁm &l Ay Sl ff&é 7/ s
/ﬁ (/}7/'1«—/4 J?{Luj mt pr& d@/zﬂ /144,/6 Qﬁ»&M 24, /LM’-ML,[
zw@ /%J\ Il 100 /‘Lw%lv HNanw /Mmu Ak
¢ //LL L}ﬁ—v é wdhinm

My Getlrtor Foill, /M.Lé,a, /&M/m Hall b & fhelian
/éa//ﬂ\,/u-e/u § ){

2lgiLt Lu.‘/)/n\, .




ﬂ[x 7 xhu el én /m saunele £1 E (p&;(,

Kaee Qi sf wenff - mAa&m/a - ptut Hawy awlle dtsbroaih,
,, e rp’f)\ﬁl/l’uwbta Ity A /’fum ;’/fu/ ¢ty /ﬁ

éyl / £

e bt iz la Al et A2 ?
WM/& 73 A/é{ Y ,,g /{&EM Fon ‘,g/::_m“g,g ol "ZZ"//U”/‘{’-(IJ.
- ﬁ& 5 .'szvu /;éfttziw:, Q”V(’} /Jm rng }’w /ﬂe
| . gﬁ ’?”“ b, /')MAA?Q-{& ’ ;ﬁ&k ’}i@ﬁm bt deend)
ZZ %) Z/’ mftw Ml deos | @LW 7 /{ém Z’;}t{?:’l
f/é( /& el prn & //;’A-u}—— a Rendts”
ﬁ(é/fawf /,A wtmfj f/@ad et 74/{:@% ’r/% FEN
e’ C('Ld« e Ll 44:?’/“’% Zf PD&‘ zﬁa’eﬁf&e(&w&
e cnla? f Jma wrma b enatndd de ,

t{{ ,’w,;'z/ [ /:,w/ e,z’/z« ‘457;“
7~

,/2;'1 4 /7@, ‘ol [t" ﬂﬁlt u‘?ééu/ A¥S ,t,ﬁ—i,&«x
/}.HK )ﬂ;(fng (’” ‘f' ’“ﬁd‘ 4’—4 I'Lcémthd‘/« «.,_\/\

/M uc«m / /z”lf Wﬂé’% olee /Lﬂ*z{c, /?Lwdl«w_
/ﬁfu‘a%f‘
{ Lt i £¥ (‘,(g /?éf /L 4 7&(/7/}/1456“ ﬁ//ﬂzﬂzuw
/ZdM/J //"2 7~¢M g"&f M*’fﬁéﬁ%pc&‘“@ Elayq ”/ﬂt-bm
/!eea ?zmm/zsf———w"?«u fulrg ¢ zc, Cthral Lclw“»»[!\&o
hont, du Gnnn gm //zzwwﬁ & ¢ ér;/,¢ ew etk

iof 5 L ,48/4 o Gl der oo i £M/4w{)
{/‘.ﬁ /éu ‘ ‘@P la?/luf[ V4 cht/e‘.« n @/5//'\ &0&1/.{4,,(

rOZU?MAg\ ‘W Lbafs, i’Ld rgid KL z/i&u_/&' /ﬂ/&/tfl .tr“/
Ondhd é( e dle Frua ety : plu At g ey
"g,% Cohmns ,/(\9 Ji‘ft/f}gg,o’,a; MJ*;MMW/ mé_
é}; 5"2&%{ pliret ey ( éflu 04, O /éfén 8 Ah ot 'Z’L f"‘,.




of %[% 2 lo +ud claws
X4 g
2{)34/%11:,;[;4? m/izﬂ Aro Lo ‘Q“/ﬁ’“i ﬂ?h

%“ Cetlipe *V’Ofrwa /69 pd ety %JM;’ c/z
ﬂvz o /xm “de /n - WA Mmfa,/,{, o
Z’&éu Ao aripl,,

Z *’W;Mf/ &y /ﬂmtdm e ﬁmm /wu/w;
A JALE idfa ‘ﬁ,g,gMé' fn:,f/ vww&, = (£ /t,,,( e byl
/ﬁt,z . %)!'ﬁf /fﬁ’léf 4 e LAy Zg/ﬂf‘-‘a -
/ fﬂf?* dzzafa U Criafrnn ! f?,ﬁmffu(?
} /Zﬁ/tw&;@zﬁ r(f 47 NA Jé(@/; 8 %‘f G,
6('7 r s ﬁtﬁa ﬁu—f’p\a ' - :

/m At Meatt C/wz/e/iw. é‘»a/adc etu hal
ér dr f’eﬁmwu MMWM MAZ? b
02/(,.2 7‘@# v, ¢ Af\/%/{m/mw//ma e At

M @ﬁ;,//uim Ay éuﬁqm/z}’ 14 artindy

OQ, /;li( "“/M/(c,“ p[{/z; ?Léglwlﬂ v.ﬂlf’-LM L. Jae a)&u . )
£ ﬁ;ﬂ g - deag ﬁc‘“ﬁ#w*«ma L éﬂ\e’%ﬁ cle | M( it

&1 M?g'? 4 A, Eul 3(: ) we by

Nt oo R P J 22N @ff ' an /mw;n

021 /fq\ v &;{f ;MQ,L e, £~

éf/;( A M e da m-ﬂfﬁ"w&m @54 fdﬁt'{}ryhﬁuﬁ-
— X‘ZW/ 227 f?mm«f/m

Aoun, Lo dermmag PR AT
o DA, f”'fw-y—ww/\
f’m & & gl VT ﬂ/fﬂ A 7 YN

f 2 [l /?/m oy ! Fpoan, P roedh A
L, el 1\ ¢l 4pf/‘(/\¢70g/ Zm fe%( PN, Cuen,
9/1 c/ a’f‘lm_ &ZMAMQ e Mw”w’g /Lq "L




4 oa il hons e cslile, pu'S fapn,
(ssy | ph ‘anpd /ij J vty "in's /éu?fi’i

< ﬁtﬁdéwi taut & //a/«»; olo leodiln
fun ) canaclin M "¢ L4, /24.4;:&«4@ :

/

| 7&&?;&( C‘JL&M Ay D /ﬁmmdrfm v L

/ Wit A @l Fn' Pacas aneli, Mwm‘%
“th irtnde ele ﬁ&/z‘m & bl e dn ELLT o




/{,Z,Lﬁ'nr hit, z/; /LQ i m am«,, ﬂtmuue(um@t
. Lo Abrin 2 et Jllilonputii

G Deardi s Pt peal- * defiten

S U /ﬁéx /:,wns{i% of Lon e{gsgﬁn«z‘rﬁ )




T e e e e s L . SRR _,A._._._A._—‘——-_“__-_.__&_._____ ———

lii le connuissence de la loi heturelle, ou synds-
rese ni méme les conclusions de 1a Sclence morale,
ne sauraient jamcis constituer & elles seulés lg
.regle brochuine et efficace de notre conduite; elles
servent tout au plus de regle comrune et éloignée,
encore gue nécessauire absolument, Ig raison en est
leur caractere ebstrait et universel, aslors que l'agir
humain est fait d'actions singuliéres contingenfes,
I1 est swns doute vrai que les Préceptes Premiers et

. par exemple,
tres comnuns de la loi naturelle/sont ubsolument cer=

teins et connus de tous muls Seulement in universali;
et a cause preolsement de leur tres grande mkzx
universalité et abstraction du singulier ils sont
par contre tout ce qu'il - Y a de plus indéterming et 4’

incertain conmme regle de l'agere hiec et nunc, et

bertent de rnioins apte & le diriger comme il convient

. . N . ’C['Ia (.-.‘( /1 fb‘/\
dens ce qu'il a de singulier et de contingent., Rem /o

eitieursy les préceptes secondaires de la loi naturelle,
Perce que moins abstraits et universels que les

>

Premiers, sont Roins certains in universali (verum

haebent solum ut in pluribus),ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁzﬁ%[EE%?EpnstituenEJ

une régle d'sction blus déterminée et plus efficace

de la science morele, C'est ce qui feit dire & Arig=-
tote.;l.(Eth.II, ¢.7; s.Th,, lect.viii, nn.,333-34,-
I-1I, q.77, a.2, aa ilm),

Raison de tout cela: les sactions. humaines sont 51ngu-

liéres, et seule une comnuissance singuliére peut

Etre immédietenent p*oportionnée, et partant sepvir
N, lLJ:-JQﬂ Y n




> la connaissance ge 1a loi'haturelle, d'une part, et de la
sciénée_morale, d'autfe part, ne pourrait Jamais constituer 1a.

regle prochaine de notre conduite. Le fait de savoir sans erreur
possible que dans toutes les circonstances de la vie nous devons
faire le bien et éviter 1ermglrn'impligﬁe.pasvla vérité du jugement.
sur ce quiréé£.bieﬁ éu mal hic e} nunc. -~ Cette indétermination ou
nous laisse la connaissance de la loi naturelle ne provient pas
uniquement de 1'incertitude ol nous bouvons nous tmuver touchant
certaines déterminations particulisres de cette loi, ou les propo-
sitions quton en peut obtenir par ﬁaniére de conclusions. Quand
méme,en plus des principes généraux de la loi naturells, saisis avec
grande certitude, nous avions une connaissance'suffisante de ses
principes plus particuliers, tei~le précepte 'I1 faut rendre le
dépdt, ' nous n'aurions pas encore ce qu'il faut pour savoir quoi
faire hic et nunc. La pratique de 1a Justice demande que l'agent
tienne compte des circonstances de 1'action,lesquelles sont variables;
dans un cas particulier, la remise du dépot pourrait étre une injus-
tice — si, par exemple, le créancier le réclame pour financer une

1)
attaque contre la patrie,

(1) IalTae, gq. oh, a. b, c.




I1 en est encore de méme pour les sciences morales, telles
1'éthique et la politique. Ces sciences pratiqﬁes s'appliquent 3
déterminer les moyens qui sont le plus souvent valables pour 1l'acqui-
sition de la vertu,.en. quoi s'accomplit la loi naturelle. Ce genre
de science, en effet, ine vise pas &' déterminer la nature de la vertu,
_ mais le moyen a employer pouf devenir vertueux, faute de quoi son
u%ilité serait nnlle.él)-Cependant, méme la seule connaissance d§ ces
moyens ne fait pas 1'homme de‘bien; elle ne permet pas de savoir, &
elle seule, comment agir hic et nune. Elle rectifie sans doute 1'in-
tellizence dansriarligpeidu”savoirﬂbratiqﬁe, mais ne rectifie pas
poﬁr autanﬁrllappétit. La science mirale, en effet, réside dans la
seule raison (in sola ratione ), tandis que la prudence, vertu architec-

(2)
tonique de 1'action, a quelgue chose dans 1'appétit. Or, celui-ci

peut &tre plus ou moins droit. .

Et nous voici en face de 1la plus grande difficulté de 1l'action
droite : la vérité au jugement prudentiel, de la décision de faire ce
qui est & faire hic et nunc, ne consiste pas dans la conformité de

»

1'intelligence avec ce qui est; ells dépend essentiellement de la con-

(1) - Ethique & Nicomaque, IT, 2, 1103b25,

(2) - s. Thomas, In VI Ethicor., lect. 7, n. 1200 : "...Prudentia non
est in ratione solum, sed habet aliquid in appetitu. Omnia ergo
de quibus hiec fit mentio, intantum sunt species prudentiae, in-
quantum non in ratione sola consistunt, sed habent aliquid in
appetitu. Inquantum enim sunt in sola ratione, dicuntur quaedam
scientiae practicae, scilicet sthica oeconomica et politica."




formité de 1l'intelligence avec 1'appétit rectifié. Du reste, la
vérité spédulative concernant toutes les circonstances de 1'action
est impossiﬁle; elle ne peut porter que sur ce qui arrive le plus
souvent. Cette connaissance spéculative des circonstances est suffi-
sante pour 1'action, mais ne suffit pas pour garantir la vérité pru-
:dantielle.‘ Celle-ci dépené.de la disposition de 1'appétit : veut-on
faire le bien, hic et nﬁnc, tel qu'il doit 8tre voulu ? Un homme peut
savoir que l'on doit boire ;NBC mesure, qu'il a coutume de boiép a
1l'excés, que le moyen d'acquérir la vertu de sobriété est de s'abstenir;
que pour Stre raisomnable il devrait, lui, s'abstemir hic et nunc;
tout cela ne 1l'emp&che pas de décider & commettre encore un excés.
Malzré toute sa connaissance, son jugement prudentiel est faux, et
d'est 1'appétit concupiscible immodéré qui 1'incline & porter ce juge-
ment.

Plus encore dans les temps modernes que dans l'antiquité, des
philosophes ont tenté de;contourner surtout cette dernieére difficulté
‘de 1'action droite, soit au moyen de la seuls science, soit au moyen
de 1l'art : moyens dont 1; connaissance et 1'application devraient,
d'une maniére automatiqué, nous faire agir tel que la raison le de-
mande. Aristote était d'un tout autre avis. Pour lui, comme pour
saint Thomas, la science morale seule est peu utile a& la vertu, tandis
que le cas des arts est tout autre que celui des vertus.

...le cas des arts n'est pas semblable a celui des vertus, car les
oeuvres de 1'art ont lewr bonté en elles-mémes, en sorte qu'il leur
suffit d'étre en elles-mémes telles qu'elles doivent étre. Mais dans
le cas des vertus il ne suffit pas que les choses que l'on fait soient

Justes ou tempérées. Encore faut-il que 1'agent agisse de la manidre
dont il doit agir.




- k-

I1 faut, en premier lieu, qu'il agisse avec connaissance;
ensuite que son acte proviennse d'un choix fait en vue de cet acte
lui-méme; en troisiéme lieu que son action procéde d'une disposition
ferme et immuable. Ces conditions n'entrent pas en ligne de compte
dans le cas des arts, sauf la connaissance. Mais dans le cas des
vertus, la connaissance n'a que peu d‘importance ou méme n'en a pas
du tout, tandis que les autres conditions ne sont nullement négligea-
bles. Que dis-je ? Elles comptent pour tout, puisqu'elles ne s'ob-
tiennent que par la pratique continue de ce qui est juste et de ce
qui est tempérant. Or, on qualifie les actions de justes et de

“tempérées, quand elles sont telles que les accomplirait un homms
juste et tempérant. En revanche, est juste et tempérant non pas celgi
qui fait ces choses, mais celui qui les fait de la maniére dont les
justes et les tempérants éxécutent ces actions. [Car on pourrait faire
comme les personnes tempérantes quand il n'y a pas assez 4 boire ou &
manger.] On a donc raison de dire que c'est en posant des actes de
justice que lthomme devient juste, et en posant des actes de tempé-
rance que ] ‘'homme devient tempérant.

Faute de cette pratique, nul ne deviendra homme ds bien.

"Mais la plupart des genis ne se donnent pas cette peine et, se réfu-
giant dans 1'argumentation, croient pouvoir devenir d'honnétes gens
en faisant de la philosophie [des vertus], semblables en quelque sorte
3 ces malades qui, prétant avec soin l'oreille aux prescriptions des
médecins, ne se conforment pas & l'ordonnance. Ebt de méme que ces
derniers, ne retrouveront pas la santé en scignant leur corps de la
sorte, de méme les autres ne guériront pas non plus leur ame en philo-
sophant de cette maniere. (1)

(1) - Ethique & Nicomaque, II, L, 1105b25-b20. — S. Thomas se fait
sien cet enseignement, dans la Q. D. de Virtutibus in Commni, a. 6,
ad 1 : "...Prudentia plus importat quam scientia practica : nam ad
scientiam practicam pertinet universale - judicium de agendis; sicut for-
nicationem esse malam, furtum non esse faciendum, et hujusmodi. Qua
quidem scientia existente, in particulari actu contingit judicium ra-
tionis intercipi, ut non recte dijudicet; et propter hoc diwitur
parum valere ad virtutem, quia ea existente contingit hominem contra
virtutem peccare. oed ad prudentiam pertinet recte judicare de singu-
lis agibilibus, prout sunt nunc agenda : quod gquidem judicium corrum-
pitur per quodlibet peccatum. Et ideo prudentia manente, homo non
peccat : unde ipsa non parum sed multum confert ad virtttem; immo
ipsam virtutem causat...! :
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