
T E E  LIFE O F  THE SPIRIT 3 
PHILOSOPHY AND THE CATHOLIC STUDENT 

“ L e t  us t h e n ,  in tlie f i r s t  place,  be careful of admi t t i ng  into 
our  souls t h e  notion. t l iat  tliere i s  no triitlL or IlealtIL or  sonndrLess 
! I L  a t iy  a r g u m e n t s  a t  a l l ;  b u t  le t  US ratlier say t h a t  t here  is as  y e t  
tio hea l th  i i i  u s ,  (itad t h u t  w e  must quit ourselves  l ikr  rnrti nrill 
do our  best  t o  gaiti 1LeaJtli-yoii and all o ther  t r i e i i  icitli ( I  v i e w  t o  
t h e  whole of your  f u t u r e  l i fe ,  and  I myse l f  with a v i ew  t o  rlent(lr 
For  a t  t h i s  momer i t  1 am seiisible t l i t r t  I liave riot t l ie t e m p e r  o f  
a pliilosopliei.: l ike t h e  vulgar I a m  otily n part isan.  For t h e  
jmrtlsari ,  Lolieti ILe is  eiigugeil iri n d i s p u t e ,  rares iiotliiug about  
t h e  rrglits o f  t1ie questio’n,  b u t  i s  tirrxioiis o t i l y  t o  roiiviiice his 
hearers of  his own assertions.” 

“T l i e  soul o f  a pliilosopher . . . . &ilU wltrlie h e r s e l f  a cnlrrr o f  
p,.y.sio)&, and fo l low  reasori, arid dwell  i t1  I i e r ,  belioliliug t l i e  t r u e  
arid t h e  &vine (which is riot matter  of opi t i~oi i ) ,  arid tlierire t le- 
Tive nourlslament.  T h u s  she  seeks  t o  l ive wliile she  l ives ,  nut1 
u f t e r  d e a t h  she  liopes t o  go t o  her  ow11 Lintlretl arid to b r ’  f r eed  
fikm human ills. ’’ 

Plato, in the dialogue known as Tlie PIiaerlo, puts these words 
iiito the iriouth of Socrates, who has been seiitenced to death be- 
cause h e  will not renounce philosophy and his owii iiiissioii of en- 
couraging interest in i t  among the jouiig inen of .Itheiis. The 
Phaedo is a challenge to :ill who read it to devote themselves to 
philosophy, Catholic students iiot excepted. 

PHILOSOPHY? 

It is quite true that the Faith is the hegiiiniiig :iiid end of dl 
things for a man in this life. It is equdly true that it is ii mail 
that has the Faith. When a man-by definition :I rational be- 
ing-becomes a student, he enters ex profess0 on a way of life 
which is doniinated by the scientific outlook. B- the \’e~.y f:lct 
of becoming a student he pledges hiillself to  the f u l l  use of his 
“rationality” in the service of :t judicial oblectivity. ?io matter 
how particiilarised the field of study may be which he tttkes for 
his own, he will always find that he is asking “wh? ”, tl11d seek- 
ing the reason for things; in some sense he hus begnll to look for 
the cause or causes of things. If the student thinks-in other 
words, if he fulfils himself as a rational being  id does not mere- 
ly act as a counting machine or a gramophoiie-he has, tit least 
implicitly, become a philosopher. 

PITFALLS : i. PARTICULARISM 

The point could well be elaborated considerably, for it is tit 
this stage that many people become b d  philosophers. They 
have learnt the method of sciencel” in their particular field, and 
1”By science we here mean not only the pragmatic and experlinental S L I ~ ~ C ~ S ,  

but all ordered thinking which attempts to discover the reabon for arld the 
intclligibility of things. 

BUT WHY SHOULD A CATHOLIC STtlDENT H 4 V E  4 x 1  INTEREST IX 
Is IT XOT ENOUGH THAT HE “ H A S  THE F A I T H ? ”  
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4 BLACKFRIARS 

without stopping to consider whether further and iiiore profound 
analysis IS not necessary before formulating i~ world view, they 
elevate a particular truth or principle to the traiiscendeiital level, 
with fatal results. The whole es- 
perience of mankind asserts that man is rational; that he is some- 
one who of his very nature dermiids a metnphjsical explan. d t. 1011 
of the world, an explanation which, traiisceridiiig the limits of 
sensible experieiice and those of the experimental sciences, will 
discuss the nature of the r e d  in teriiis of the uiii\ersal and the 
necessary. Whether soiiie consider that such knowledge ii 17- 
lusory is beside the point; the fact remains that i t  is the "ideal" 
standpoint to which the student of reality, of that which is, of 
what philosophers term Being, coiistaiitly returns. 

The student has a particular 
sphere of work. He conies to know the liiiiits and the depths of 
that sphere. IT'ithin it,  if he is a good student, he does not niis- 
take what is gireii for what is nierel) hjpothetical, and he will 
be able to point to  the probleiiis of his particular science which 
are ?et  unsolved. The danger is that he m a y  
mistake his pa r t i cu l :~  science, and the inethod most productive 
of restilts in i t ,  for philosophy and tor the philosophic method. 
Because a rhechtiii!stic explariatioii has been successful in his 
p:irticular subject matter he will be teiiipted, without further es-  
:miniition, to explain reidity, the Being of things, in terms of 
it. If he does so, he is guilty of assiiming that  the particular is 
the geiieral, and inste:id of proceeding to :iiiitlyse and discuss the 
principles of the pmticu1:ir sciences in ;I wider context', he will 
find himself attenipting to  solke traiisceitdeiit:il questions hy the 
methods of a particular science which, b? reason of its part;cu- 
laritj , canirot even recognise the probleiii 011 : I  transcendental 
level. 

That is to say. the first danger of the iiicipieiit philosopher is 
that of thinking thiit an> priiiciple which uiiifies ill a particular 
sphere is also the principle of iiiii\ersiil uriity, of niistakiiig the 
part for the whole. 

PITFALLS : ii. R.iTIoiv.aIsnr 
A student as  it 

were attacks realitj,  attempts to donilllate i t  b j  his inind in 
order to  render it intelligible. He has, let us say, some success. 
H e  is able to  understand reality in terms of a conceptu:Jl sJstem. 
There are difficulties-properly probleiiis-about his forrndation 
of this s js tem,  but it :ippears to hiin to be a qiiestion of formu- 
latior1 only. I t  is one of the lessons titught repeated]? by the 
history of philosophy that reality-Being-is SO proforind, con- 
tairis such depths, that  any premature systemisation leads to an 
inevitable reaction. 111 the first flush of enthusiasm real pro- 

It is important to grasp this. 

We can clarify by restatellielit. 

So far so good. 

The second pitfall is that  of "r i~t~oi i~i l i~i i i ."  
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g e s s  is iiiitde, but t , l ie pilii0sopht.r itssiixiies too qiiic.ki>- tliitt he 
hits exhilusted the depths of the real and has conliiietl Being 111 
;t simple and lucid formula. His successors discover, what 
should have been redised a t  the start, that  reality IS in ti. SeliStt 
iiiesh;iustible ; that philosophy, :IS hl . hLiritiiiii hiis poiitted out, 
hits it,s "mysteries. They ibre niysteriks iiito wlilclr we w t . i  

pl mige ever deeper. l)iit which eliitle nitr griisp owiiig eitliei. t,o 
t h e  fact that  some objects have i i n  iiitelligibility too subtle for 
( J I I ~  niiiiils ever wholly to compretieiid, or, i t t  t h e  opposite pole, 
to the fact that  ot,her objects :\re indefiIi;il)le owing to the elr~rieiit 
o f  poteiitiiility intrinsic to their Iwing. 

:\ sripertic.i;tl "riitiotialisni" b i x d  oil  i i  hlitidiiess, i i i i  i i i i h i l i t j -  
to ;ippre,hentl the tlept,lis i ~ l i t l  spletirloitr oi' reitlity, ancl 011 at-  
t.eiripts to e1iiiiiii:ite the eleriielit of ny stet-?, ciiii ;tiic! does leiid 
to th:it, sophistic ignorance iigniiist whic3h Socrates wiigetl wiiia. 
24 sti;illow c:l:irity, iiiclricetl by t8he liiiiitt:itioiis of our coiicepts : t i i t 1  

esperience, letids some s t i d  tjo coiist8ruct sgstematised ideal 
n.orltls, onlg t,o hnve their c iwetiotis broken t i p  by the uiire- 
lrntiiig presswe of the re:11. 

THE: PHII ,OSOPHEB'H GIOAI ,  
Tllr pliilosopher is ill se:iix.h of  the tirst, C~J.UW 01' principle of 

rrniit,?--iiltiiiiate Beiiig. N o t  fw the priiicip!e of tliis or th:tt 
i,e.;ility, Ijiit. of the iwli tg  wliic.li i s  [iltiiiiiite. His viewpoilit is 
not,. theii. piirticular. bnt cwsiiiic. ;iud tiiiivers:tl. Tliis beitig SO,  

lie is iihle, t,o recogiiisr reality. tvhethei* it coiiies t,o hini iii the 
foriii of st,:tt-ic. truth 01' :IS sigiiitic~iiut8 dyiiiiiiiin event,, its reqiiiring 
i t  deep in\,estigiltioii i i i  ternis of  i i i i i v e i x i l  principles. If he is 
able to set' t.liis he is well equipiietl for starting oft the true tMsk 
of philnsophy, the iit,t,t.l>lI>t to disc*n\,er whitt  is tlie unifying prin- 
ciple to wliitrli all other pi+tc+rs iiiust iiltimately be referred. 
The learning of this tiwtli eitrly ris ciweer will prevent him a t  
the outset fro111 confusiiig his p ptioiis iiml coirceptualisatioiij 
of Beiiig wit,h tlie ultiniate iiitelligibilit,y of Beiiig as  such. 

THE (XTHOLIC STLIDEWF'S A P P R O A C H  TO PHILOSOPHY 
The disc*ussion caii iiow be t:ikeii 1 1  stage fitl*thei*. \Ye ;irr 

t,alkilig not  itbout siiiiply ;illy stutleiit, hii t  about the ( 'at,holtc. 
studelit, oiie who belongs to the iiniversnl C'hiirch, to LI religious 
body whose outlook on d l  problenis p r t a k e s  of thr imiversality 
we have beeii considerilig. His religion mill tifive helped him 
froiii childlioocl to recogiiise his owii indivic1u:tl igiioriliice in the 
face of ti*iith, i l l i d  will hitve iiifliieiicwl hIiii tigainst all k i d s  of 
sectioniilisiii. I t  is ditfictllt t.o ini:igiiw i t  rrirlly fervent Catholic. 
student who so conipletelj loses sight of the universal vision a.ild 
ultimate triit.11 of which h e  is given :L glimpse in his faith, as to 
c,onstruct ii pwtic&wist ~vnrlcl view in opposition to it. 

Our questioii, however, is not completely resolved in these 
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terms. Even if the indiv;dual student hiis learned the lessoii 
of ignorance, yet if he is in any sense a student that  ignorance 
will be t i .  "learned ignorance." 111 other words, by using his 
retison lie has discovered the limits of his own knowledge, he can 
tlistingiiish between it deiiionstr:ttion. :I hypothesis, :ind ii pre- 
judice, anid iihove ;il l  he ciin iiccount for his knowledge in terms 
of ciiiise and effect. His knowledge iiiay be limited, but it is 
knowledge; not ii iiiere rniitter of prejudice hiised 011 iiiithorita- 
tive dicta, hut ii science rising from prlncipies cleiirlp seen as de- 
iii;iti(led by the t l i i t i \  iiiid verified in :;pplic:ition. -1s w scientist 
lie is ch;irg of triistiiig to ;iiithority-the ipse dixit of i i  tii~ister- 
hr  rightly wiitrts to see. Ru t  he is iilso i i  Ciitholic., ii meiiiber 
o f  iiii iiiit3horit:itive religimt. l \ 'e  must, go on to attempt to uit- 

ravel, iii some measiire, the difficulty icpp:ireiitly presented by 
the possihlity of tension risitig between the fact that, ;IS a Cat8ho- 
lic, the studeiit :ic+cepts what the ('hurch teaches, while as a phil- 
osopher lie deni:inds to see. 

l'HII,OSOPHY ;\XI) KEVE:.4I,EI) TKlITH 
The. st,iitleiit, working iis :t philosopher. hiis c~iscorererl tlhe 

riiystery of reiility and of Being, itnd iis :L philosopher he has dis- 
oo\wecl that  his subject iii:itter is not this or that  particular 
truth, biit truth :IS siich. He is concerned with "that truth 
which is the origin of all truth. to wit that  which pertains to the 
first principle of the being of things. ' '  He has discovered that 
tliere is mystery a t  the heart of reality, and not onlS myster-  
which for the iilonie~it-owiiig to iniideqiiate experittielit and es-  
perietice-esc.:ipes o w  comprehension, but thnt the very being 01' 
t,he iiiiiverse is :I iiiystery which 11iin3 finite as he is, c:innot re- 
solve. He ci i i i  prove that, it, hits n First C'iiiise. t,hat (:or1 is; hut 
\in;iitletl lie ciii i  s;I?- nothing in proper teniis of the inner nature 
of tliiit 1iifiiiit.e Beiiig. He ciin give no iiitriiisic description of 
(:otl's lwiiig. i i o r  c:in he detiiie the divine essence. The infinite 
iiiiist, :ilw;iys eswerl the finit,e. 

-\s : I  ( ' i i t h o l i c ! .  however. he believes hy faith that the one triir 
(iotl  h:is reveiiletl to ;11;1n triiths tiboiit, Hiniself which totally es-  
ceetl the c:ipiicity of Miiii's reiison-or that  of any other fiiiit2e 
iiitelligeiice-to discover; iinrl he believes t,hat these trutjlis. :IS 

espitssed i )y the ('hiirch in rlogmiitic form, :ire true. I t  is quite 
(4e;ti. t,li;it. mlieii the reveiilecl truth is of siich ii mitiire that  its 
mnteiit, is iniiitt:iiniible by un:iided reiison, ;iuthorit8y is supreme. 
since the, t8nit'li is only known :IS reveilled b.y iiutliority. This 
ixises iin tlifticwlt? for the philosopher whose only iiiithority is 
t,he triie, since the dogmatic trutjh in question is revetiled bp the 
:iiit,hority of Truth. \i7e accept a riitioiidly att;iin:ibIe truth be- 
(~ti ise i t  is seen by the renson to be objectlively true. II'e accept 
a supernatural truth because it is reyealed to u s  as true by the 
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C h d  IVho is Truth itself; such truths as the centrwl rn)-steries of 
t,he C,hrist.ian rerel;ltioii-the Triiiity ;iiitl t.he 1iic:iriiatioii. It’ 
follows from wliiit has heen said that these truths are iiot irra- 
tioiial but- s\il”.:ir;it,iorial, aiid as such caii be accept’ed b)- reasoil 
fortified by faith. Sgtiin, as self-rerelatiori ooiiceriiing the Gocl- 
head :tiid Its  creative purpose, they ctiiiiiot iii xiiy wa>- colIt,ra- 
dict those mtiirally knowable truths which iire coiicernetl with 
the natur;iI crextioii of the selfsauie (;otl. Oiir :mIlpis of ‘ c i w i -  
ted rea.lit5- does llot 1e;d to the disoo17ery of truth which is coil- 
tradictor>- to a slipernatural truth-hoth t ~ r e  the work of, anti R S  

it were mirror, t.lie oiie God. Appireiit aoiit, ...~itlictioiis ciiii be 
sliowii to result from ? loose use of teriiis or it iliisuiiclerst~iiic1:11e 
of theological laiigiiage. The truths o f  Faith ;iiicl li>~tlii~iill> 
kiiowii truths can, then, be considered as euistiiig oil two levels. 
not the niie superiinpased on the other. but i,:it8hei~ :is (lirersifietl 
i i i  depth aiid in visioii. By revelatioii we iwe gii,eii :I. glimpse of 
t.he depths which lie b e p n d  ;my finite iiiiclerstiiiitliii#. Bg phil- 
osophy we see, but only the outer fringes of iiltliiiiite Re;tlity. 

Some truths which are cont:iiiied in  diriiie i.evel;rtion ai’e o f  
their nature discoverable by reason. \Ve shitll retririi Iiiter to the 
pxrtioultir difficulty which this raises. first tllscrissiiig two gve;it, 

i ~ e s ‘ ’  which philosophy can liilre fol. i i  (’;itliolir stslitlrilt. 

F’irst.. 111 God’s providence, not dl iiieii h: ive iw:eived the 
gift of fttith. It is therefore iiecessarJ- for i i  C‘atholic t’n be ;ible 
to express his faith in clear uiieyuivocal hiigutige, ant1 th is  mill 
iiivol\7e the use of philosophic terms. He will also he iwltiiiwl 
to defend his faith against mis~~iiderst:iiidiiig, ~ 1 1 ~ ~ 1  ;ig:iiiist the ;it.- 
tacks of those whose phi1osoph)- or world view rejects (hd,  01‘ 

who hare iiot get seen that the “ptirt:cular” priiiciple they pos- 
t,iilate is an iiisuffkieiit explaiiasion of reality without refereircr 
t.0 the First Principle-the Suprenie Beiiig we c;dl God. 

The attack will frequently be oii the ratioiial level. b;isetl OII 

philosophic reasons. It is possible for i i  m t c i i  to prostitute his 
seiise of awe in the face of mystery, in the service of it ‘ ‘ d i ~ . i l ~ -  
ised“ culture, or some other maii-iil;tde god. The (’iitholic s t i i -  
deiit should be able to attempt to show hirri the particularity of 
his khoiight,, then leaving hin) to see the mystery of redity ;md 
life as u whole deniaiiding expl;~iiation. He rririst, be lllade to 
see that  it  is not just oiie pm-t of life which deiiitinrls expl:uiti- 
tion, but all life and all reality. He Illlist not be left to take re- 
fuge iii :{ man-made god, or a f:itiilism hwsed 011 i1Citw;tl forces. 
Usiidly, however, the attack will come from soiiie~lie who h:is 
an  iiiadequate conception of a universal principle or cause, and 
who often has a t  the same time a radical misconception regardillg 
the nature of GO?. Tt is then vitally necessary for :ipologetic 

‘ I  

PHILOSOPHY ASL) A l ’ 0 l A ~ ~ i ~ T l ~ ’ S  
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the natural leve,I, as well as oii the siipeiwictural, 11-e require 
"cat8holic" oritlook. It is true that o i i i '  fil ial hope i s  iiot iii pL1- 
osophy, hiit that. does ,lot I I I ~ ~ I I I  that  philosophs h;is i i o l  its part, 
t.o play in the life of the (.'atholic sttitleiit.. There tire m:~i iy  RS- 

pects of reality iiborlt, which revel:ct,ioi! gives i i s  iio iuforrii;itioti ~ 

Biit God so leads each of iis that  the mixi i i i i i i i i  is reqiiired, wit11 
reg;il.d to o i ~ r  circliiilst:!iices a i d  opportiiiiities; ti  f u l l  service is 
t,Iie O I I I ~  service that love recognises. The C'ittholk stitdeilt, 
tliei.efore, who is give11 bhe opportiiiiity 01 developiiig his reiisoii. 
has t,he oblipitioii of iisiiig i t  ill s ~ c h  ii  \v:iy that  his iititurtil visioii 
sh:tll oort.esp(~)n(l to his siiperniitiir;cl oiie. He ciiiiiiot ;illow his 
reas011 to become seciilarised or sectariati. Pliilosopliy aloiie 
mill develop his fullest powers, itnd i t  doiie cai i  s:ive h:m from a 
pa~~t~icril:rrisni in his thought which, carried t,o its coiiclusioii, will 
uIt~iiii:it8eIy come itlto conflict wit'h his fait,h. Bea~oi1 niiist be 
iisecl in bhe coniplete service of  God. 't'h;it iiieuiis that t8he stlri- 
dent. will use it to discover how ; i l l  thiiigs p h t  to God as t'heir 
priiiciple. .4nd by reason of the iiiiiversalit,? of view which phil- 
osoph?- gives to R mail, his iiiiiid will be.coriie iiiore open to t8he 
;ict.ioii o f  cfocl's grace. .As he peiietriites iiiore t l e e p l ~  iiit'o th,: 
tii>-st,er,v of the real and of Beiiig as reveale(1, itt pliilosophg, he 
will discover that the last great "things" of the philosnplie~~-the 
\ \ . ~ I J  of evil, of suffering,  rid eveii of  cre;itioii-poiiit beyond 
t'lieinselves. In this sense philosopliy will show tliat his soul iil 
it's love at id  desire for the  true is "n:itiir:tll,v C'hristim''; ;iiicl iii  

liis tliscoveri; of the iiiystery o f  re;tlit8y and Reii~g. t i i d  his re- 
cog~iit~ioii of the tiny area of light which his ti1iit.e powers give at  
t,heir best, he will have discovered o i i c  of the v o i d s  w l i i ~ l t  I w t l .  
wit'h God's help, to the foot of the Cross, where God iiiisivers all 
Alan's quesbions a,nd fears. 
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was clue largely to restrictions on reatliiig, irriposetl by liis tloctor. 
H e  n x s  foiwxl, instead of reidiiig ;iboiit thiligs, t,o t,hink ahoitt, 
theni. It is thinkiiig, iiot rwdiiig, which rii;llces :I philosopher; 
tvhich is probahly why St .  'l'horrias .iqiiiiias t\clvisetl ; I  sttitleiit to 
have o1il~- oiie book a t  :i time, tiii(1 to give til l ILis tittelltioll t.0 
uriderstancliiig that. 'rhe followillg bi1)liogr;iphy 111:iy see111 : i t8 
first. sight siiia11, but  if all t'he books ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ r ~ r e i i c l e d  :\re to h t ~  
thought itborit they will occupy atteiitioii, in the fii.st re;bditlg of 
t'hern, for several sears;  arid will give a coiisitleritble ;~aqiiaiiit~;inc~ 
with the iii:iiii yriestiohs of philosophy iin(1 the tloctritles wit~i  
which bhese questions are met  by Schohstic philosophy. A t  the 
same time they will give not only ample kiiowledge of scT1olastic 
teriiiiiiologg but also a n  adequate acquai11t:iiice with t,h:lt geiler- 
ally current, iii other philosonhical circles 

It, hi ls bee11 said that  tshe clept'li of BaI.uii \ - o i l  H u g e l ~ s  t~hoiiglit 
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