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PREFACE

N o t lo n g ag o , an artic le ap p eared in a p ro m in en t  

C atho lic w eek ly en titled , “O rig in al S in : T h at Is O u r  

T ro u b le .” A cco rd in g  to  its au th o r, W o rld  W ar II , an d  

a ll th e  s in s , crim es, in ju stice , u n ch arity , su ffe rin g , an d  

s tu p id ity  th e re in  in v o lv ed , w ere  cau sed  b y  o rig in a l s in . 

If o u r F irst P aren ts h ad n o t d iso b ey ed G o d in th e  

G ard en o f E d en , a ll th e ir d escen d an ts w o u ld h av e  

co m e in to , an d p assed th ro u g h , th is w o rld eq u ip p ed  

w ith a ll th e su p ern atu ra l an d p re te rn a tu ra l en d o w ­

m en ts w h ich  A d am  an d  E v e  p o ssessed  b efo re  th e F all. 

T h e  m en , w o m en , an d  ch ild ren  o f  th is  g en era tio n  w o u ld  

h av e  escap ed  W o rld  W ar II an d  a ll th e  m en tal, m o ra l, 

an d  p h y sica l m isery th a t h av e flo w ed th e refro m .

T h e C ath o lic C h u rch teaches th a t a ll th is is tru e  

h is to rica lly . If A d am  an d E v e h ad n o t fa llen , th e  

co n d itio n o f th e h u m an race w o u ld b e in fin ite ly , o r a t  

leas t in d efin ite ly , b e tte r th an  it is ac tu ally .

F ro m  th is h is to rica l fac t, in fe ren ces are  so m etim es  

d raw n w h ich are v ery d isc red itab le to  ex is ting h u m an  

n a tu re . A cco rd in g to th ese , th e h u m an n a tu re tha t  

m en n o w  p o ssess h as b eco m e v itia ted o r w eak ened ,  

e ith e r in trin sica lly  o r ex trin sica lly . W h eth er th is v iew  

is sh ared  b y  th e  au th or  o f th e  artic le  m en tio n ed  ab o v e , 

I d o  n o t k n o w . A t an y ra te , it is accep ted  b y  o th ers , 

b o th  C atho lic s an d n o n -C a th o lic s. T h ey  a ttrib u te  th e  

s in s an d  m iseries n o ted ab o v e to  h ered ita ry d efec ts in  

h u m an  n a tu re  itse lf , to  d iv ergen ce  fro m  th e  n o rm al ty p e  

o f  h u m an  n a tu re , as it ex is ts in  th e  m in d  o f G o d . E v er  

s in ce th e F all, m an k in d  —  to p arap h rase th e w o rd s  

s



6 O r i g in a l  S i n  a n d  H u m a n  M i s e r y

w h ich R ich ard  III ap p lies to  h im self— h as b een  “ sen t 

in to  th is b rea th in g  w o rld , sca rce h a lf m ad e  u p .”

U n d o u b ted ly  th is  assu m p tio n  o f a  rad ica l d ecad en ce  

in h u m an n a tu re p ro v id es a p lau sib le ex p lan a tio n o f  

th e w o rld ’s m o ra l, in te llec tu a l, an d p h y sica l m iseries, 

n o t o n ly  fo r th is ag e b u t fo r a ll th e ag es o f reco rd ed  

tim e . Is th e assu m p tio n su p p o rted b y p h ilo so p h y o r 

p sy ch o lo g y ? Is it in acco rd w ith C ath o lic teach in g ?  

H o w  can  th e  in flic tio n  o f d efec tiv e  h u m an  n a tu re  u p o n  

ra tio n a l crea tu res , b ecau se o f a  s in  th ey  h av e n o t co m ­

m itted b u t o n ly in h erited , b e reco n c iled w ith th e ju s ­

tice  an d  g o o d n ess  o f G o d ? If  th e  assu m p tio n  o f rad ica l  

d e te rio ra tio n  in  h u m an  n a tu re  is n o t ten ab le , h o w  sh a ll 

w e ex p la in  th e  ex is ten ce in  th e  w o rld  o f m an ifo ld  ev il?

In  th e fo llo w in g  p ag es th e a ttem p t is m ad e to  d is ­

cu ss th ese  q u estio n s b riefly  an d  to  an sw er th em , so fa r  

as I  am  ab le .

Jo h n  A. R y a n .

W ash in g to n ,

A u gu st 1 5 , 1 9 4 2 .



O rig ina l S in an d H u m an  M isery

b y

R i g h t  R e v e r e n d  M s g r . Jo h n  A . R y a n , D .D .

T H E  o ffic ia l, au tho rita tiv e , an d d e fid e p ro n o u nce ­

m en ts o f th e C h u rch  o n o rig in a l s in are p resen ted , 

fo r th e m o st p art, in th e d ecrees o f th e C o u n c il o f  

T ren t. T h e sessio n s o f th is E cu m en ica l C o u n cil w ere  

h e ld a t T ren t, n ear S alzbu rg , A u stria , an d B o lo g n a , 

Ita ly , a t v ario u s p erio d s b e tw een 1 5 4 5 an d 1 5 6 3 . T h e  

p rin c ip a l o ccasio n o f th e C o u n cil w as th e rev o lt o f  

L u th er, w h ich  h ad  o ccu rred  in  1 5 1 7 , an d  th e  rap id  an d  

d ev asta tin g d iffu sio n o f h is d o c trin es . “ Its m ain o b ­

jec t w as th e  d efin ite d e te rm in a tio n o f th e d o c trin es o f  

th e  C h u rch  in  an sw er to  th e  h eres ies  o f th e  P ro testan ts  ; 

a fu rth e r o b jec t w as th e ex ecu tio n o f a th o rou g h re ­

fo rm  o f th e in n er life o f th e C h u rch , b y rem o v in g th e  

n u m ero u s ab u ses d ev e lo p ed in it.”  1

T h e  d ecree  o n  o rig in a l s in  w as fo rm u la ted  m ain ly  in  

fiv e can o n s ag a in st th e co rresp o n d in g erro n eo u s d o c ­

tr in es. It w as  p ro m u lg a ted  w ith in  s ix  m o n th s  fro m  th e  

o p en in g o f th e C o u n c il. P rev io u s to th is ac tio n , th e  

o n ly  d o g m atic d ecrees p ro c la im ed b y  th e C o u n c il (in  

S essio n s III an d  IV ) w ere th o se  d ea lin g  w ith  th e sy m ­

b o l o f fa ith , th e can o n o f S crip tu re , an d th e ed itio n s  

an d  u se  o f th e  S acred  B o o k s.

O b v io u sly  th is w as th e ap p ro p ria te  o rd er to  fo llo w . 

T h e R efo rm ers h ad  d en ied  th e trad itio n a l teach in g o f  

th e C h u rch  o n  th e ru le o f fa ith an d  th e in te rp reta tio n

1  C a tho lic E n cyclo p ed ia , V o L X V , p . 3 0 , co l. 1 .

7  
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o f th e  B ib le . T h ese  w ere  th e  p rim ary  an d  m o st fu n d a ­

m en ta l d o c trin es . N ex t in im p o rtan ce cam e th e  q u es ­

tio n  o f ju s tifica tio n , w h eth er it is ach iev ed  b y  fa ith  an d  

g o o d w o rk s o r b y fa ith a lo n e . T h at to p ic co u ld b e  

lo g ica lly an d  effec tiv e ly d ea lt w ith o n ly  after th e d is ­

cu ssio n o f o rig in a l s in , in asm u ch as L u th er ’s d o c trine  

o n  ju stifica tio n  aro se d irec tly fro m  h is erro rs co n cern ­

in g th e F all. In  h is o p in io n , o rig in a l s in co n sists in  

th e  h ered ita ry co rru p tio n  o f m an ’s n a tu re an d  p articu ­

la rly  in  co n cu p iscen ce . A s a  co n seq u en ce o f th is b an e ­

fu l in h eritan ce fro m A d am , th e so u l o f m an , sa id " 

L u th er, is so im p a ired an d d ep rav ed th a t it h as lo s t 

th e  p o w er o f free w ill.

A g ain st th ese p ro p o sitio n s , an d v aria tio n s th e reof  

in th e  teach in g s o f th e  o th er R efo rm ers, w ere d irec ted  

th e fiv e can o n s o f co n d em n atio n n o ted ab o v e .2 T h e  

fo llo w in g fo u r p arag rap h s d esc rib e an d  su m m arize  th e  

p o sitiv e d o c trin e :

2  S essio V ., D e P ecca to O rig in a li.



C H A P T E R  I

THE CANONS OF THE COUNCIL OF TRENT

C a n o n 1 . B y th is s in , A d am  lo s t th e san c tity an d  

ju s tice in w h ich h e h ad b een estab lish ed , an d in curred  

G o d ’s an g er an d in d ig n a tio n an d th e re fo re d ea th ; an d  

w ith d ea th , cap tiv ity  u n d er th e p o w er o f h im  w h o  h o ld s  

d o m in io n o v er d ea th , th a t is , th e d ev il; an d th e w h o le  

A d am , b o th  as to  b o d y  an d  so u l, ch an g ed  fo r th e w o rse.

C a n o n  2 . B ecau se o f A d am ’s s in , n o t o n ly h e b u t a ll 

h is d escen d an ts lo st th e san c tity an d ju s tice received  

fro m  G o d ; an d  b ecam e  su b jec t to  d ea th  an d  b o d ily  p a in , 

an d  a lso to  s in  w h ich  is th e  d ea th  o f th e so u l.

C a no n 3 d ea ls w ith th e m an n er in w h ich o rig in al  

s in  is tran sm itted fro m  A d am  to h is p o ste rity , an d  re ­

m o v ed  th ro u g h  th e red eem in g  an d  san c tify in g w o rk  o f  

C h ris t. C a n o n 4 d ec la res th a t B ap tism  is n ecessa ry  

fo r th e rem o v a l o f o rig in a l s in an d en tran ce in to th e  

K in g d o m  o f G o d , ev en  in  th e  case  o f in fan ts.

C a n o n  5 . T h e g race co n fe rred in B ap tism  rem its th e  

g u ilt o f o rig in al s in  an d  tak es aw ay  th e  tru e  an d  p ecu lia r  

essen ce o f s in . T h o se w h o  are  b ap tized  p u t o n  th e n ew  

m an an d b eco m e in n o cen t, p u re , b e lo v ed o f G o d , h e irs  

o f G o d , co -h e irs w ith C h ris t, an d d eserv in g o f h eav en . 

T h ey re ta in , h o w ev er, co n cu p iscen ce , o r in c item en t to  

s in , w h ich to rm en ts, in d eed , th o se w h o d o n o t co n sen t, 

b u t is n o t effec tiv e ag a in st th o se w h o o p p o se it th ro u g h  

th e  g race  o f C h rist Jesu s . T h is co n cu p iscen ce  h as n ev er 

b een u n d ersto od  b y th e C ath o lic C h u rch  as a tru e an d  

p ro p er s in in th e b ap tized , b u t o n ly  as d eriv ed fro m  s in  

an d in c lin in g to  s in .

9
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In th e S ix th S essio n , o n Ju stifica tio n , th e C o u n c il 

m ad e  tw o  p ro n o u n cem en ts w h ich  h av e  a  d irec t b earin g  

u p o n  o rig in a l s in . B o th d ea l w ith free w ill. A cco rd ­

in g to th e  firs t, a ll m en h av e , in d eed , lo st th e ir in n o ­

cen ce  th ro u g h  th e  s in o f A d am , b u t th e ir free  w ill w as  

b y  n o  m ean s d estro y ed , ev en th o u g h it b ecam e a tten ­

u a ted  an d  b en t in  its p o w ers.3 T h e  seco n d  d ec la ratio n  

co n d em n s th o se  w h o  d ec lare  th a t afte r th e  s in  o f A d am , 

free  w ill w as e ith e r  lo st o r b ecam e  ex tinc t; o r th a t it is  

m ere ly  a  fic tio n , b ro u g h t in to  th e  C h u rch  b y  S atan .4

In  th e fo reg o in g  p arag rap h s  w ill b e  fo u n d , ab b rev i­

a ted b u t n o t m u tila ted  o r d im in ish ed , th e  su b stan ce o f  

a ll th e d o c trin e la id  d o w n  b y  th e C o u n c il o f T ren t o n  

o rig in a l s in . N o n e o f th ese d ec la ra tio n s p ro v id es a  

fo rm al d efin itio n . N o n e  o f  th em  te lls u s  p rec ise ly  w h at  

o rig in a l s in  is in  its essen ce . F o r th e m o st p art, th ey  

d esc rib e th e e ffec ts o f A d am ’s s in , w ith  im p o rtan t im ­

p lica tion s co n cern in g  its n a tu re . T h e m ain  co n cern  o f  

th e  C o u n c il w as to  re fu te th e  erro n eo u s n o tio n s o f th e  

R efo rm ers an d  in  th a t p ro cess to m ak e  c lear th e m ain  

e lem en ts o f th e trad itio n a l d o c trin e .

L et u s  n o w  ex am in e  an d  e lu c ida te  so m e  o f th e  m o re  

critica l an d  d ifficu lt p h rases  in  th e  C o u n c il’s p ro n o u n ce ­

m en ts .

8  C ap u t L 4  C an o n V .



C H A R IE R  1 1

THE SUPERNATURAL ORDER AND ITS 

FORFEITURE BY OUR FIRST PARENTS

C a n o n 1 . “A d am  lo s t th e san c tity an d ju stice in  

w h ich h e h ad b een estab lish ed .” “S an c tity ” m ean s  

“ san c tify in g g race .” “ Ju stice ” d en o tes th e su p ern a t­

u ra l o rd er to w h ich o u r F irst P aren ts h ad b een e le ­

v a ted . B y  th e  su p ern atu ra l o rd er is m ean t th a t co n d i­

tio n o f ex is ten ce  w h ich p laces th e h u m an b e in g ab o v e  

th e s ta tu s b e lo n g in g to h im  b y reaso n o f th e in trin s ic  

fo rces o f n a tu re . In  th e su p erna tu ra l o rd er, m an o b ­

ta in s a d ig n ity an d a d estin y w h ich are b ey o n d th e  

p o w ers o f a ra tio n a l an im al. G o d crea ted a g rea t  

v arie ty o f b e ing s: m in era ls, p lan ts, an im als , m en , 

an g e ls. E ach w as fo rm ed acco rd in g  to its o w n ty p e, 

its o w n p a tte rn , in th e m in d o f G o d . T h e ty p e , th e  

p a tte rn , th e  co n stitu tio n o f m an  w as th a t o f a  ra tio n a l 

an im al; th a t is , a b e in g  co m p o sed o f an an im al b o d y  

an d  a ra tio n a l so u l. T h e an g els w ere crea ted as p u re  

sp irits ; th e an im als, as crea tu res h av in g n o t o n ly life  

b u t a lso  th e facu lty  o f sen sa tio n . M an  is m id w ay  b e ­

tw een th ese tw o ty p es, a liv in g en tity  p o ssessin g n o t 

m ere ly  th e  p o w er to fee l, b u t a lso  th e ab ility  to  th in k .

T h is  is h is n a tu re . T h is is a ll th a t h e  is , accord in g  

to th e crea tiv e p a ttern w h ich h e ex em p lifie s. W h en  

h e w as e lev ated  to th e su p ern a tu ra l o rd er, h is co n d i­

tion an d d estin y b ecam e im m easu rab ly h ig h er th an  

w h at w as  d u e  h im  acco rd in g  to  h is n a tu ra l co n stitu tio n .  

H e  b ecam e a frien d  o f G o d , a  m em b er o f G o d 's h o u se ­

h o ld , an  ad o p ted  ch ild  o f G o d , a  p artak er o f th e  D iv in e

11



1 2 O r i g i n a l  S i n  a n d  H u m a n  M i s e r y

N atu re , an h e ir o f G o d , a co -h e ir w ith C h ris t, an d  

q u a lified fo r th e B eatific V isio n ; th a t is , d estin ed to  

“ see G o d face  to  face .” H is n a tu re as a h u m an b e in g  

d id  n o t en ab le  h im  to  asp ire  to  th is su p ern a tu ra l en d ; 

h e  co u ld  o n ly  h o p e  to  p o ssess G o d  th ro u gh  h is n a tu ra l  

facu ltie s ; th a t is , to  k n o w  H im  an d lo ve H im  d iscu r­

s iv e ly , n ot in tu itiv e ly . B y n a tu re , m an ’s k n o w led g e  

an d  lo v e  o f G o d  in  e te rn ity  w o u ld n o t d iffe r in  essen ce , 

h o w ev er m u ch th ey  m ig h t d iffe r in d eg ree , fro m  th a t  

k n o w led g e an d  lo v e  w h ich are w ith in th e reach o f u s  

a ll h ere  o n  earth .

In  co m p ariso n  w ith  th e  n a tu ra l o rd er, th e  su p erna t ­

u ra l m ay  h e lp fu lly  b e lik en ed to an e lev a ted ra ilro ad . 

T h e p asseng ers o n a su rface ra ilw ay m ay b e m o v ed  

in  th e sam e d irec tio n  as th e o ccu p an ts o f a  v eh ic le o n  

th e  e lev a ted , b u t so  lo n g  as th e  car w h ich  carries th em  

rem ain s o n  ra ils la id  u p o n  th e  g ro u n d , it w ill n o t b rin g  

th em  to  th e  e lev a ted  s ta tio n . N o r can th e p assen g ers  

o n  th e  e lev a ted  tra in  arriv e a t a  s ta tio n lo ca ted  o n  th e  

g ro u n d . T h ey m ay , in d eed , b e sh u n ted to a s ide ­

track , b u t th ey  d o  n o t d escen d  to th e ra ils o f th e su r­

face  lin e . W h en  p erso n s in  th e  su p ern a tu ral o rd er an d  

th e  s ta te  o f g race  co m m it m o rta l s in , th ey  are  d iv erted  

to th e s id e track an d tu rn ed aw ay fro m  G o d . T h ey  

can n o t co n tin u e to w ard th e ir e te rn a l d estin y , th e B e ­

a tific  V isio n , u n til th ro u g h  fo rg iv en ess  o f th e ir s in s th ey  

b eco m e o n ce m o re frien d s o f G o d . In th e co u rse o f 

th is tran sfo rm ation , th ey are carried b ack fro m  th e  

s id e track  to  th e  m ain  lin e an d  en ab led  to  resu m e  th e ir  

jo u rn ey  fo rw ard .

A ll th e g ifts an d  p re ro g a tiv es o f th e su p ern a tu ra l 

o rd er w ere fo rfe ited b y A d am  an d E v e w h en th ey  

s in n ed ; w ith  th e  ex cep tio n  o f th e  B lessed  V irg in  M ary , 
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a ll th e ir d escen d an ts are b o rn u n d er th e sam e d is ­

ab ility . N ev erth eless , th ey are n o t re tu rn ed to th e  

n a tu ra l o rd er. T h ey  are  s till d estin ed fo r a  su p ern a t­

u ra l en d , to  see G o d  face  to  face  in  e te rn ity , as so o n  as  

th ey  are em an c ip a ted fro m  o rig in a l s in b y th e sac ra ­

m en t o f B ap tism . L ate r o n , w e sh a ll ex am in e th e  

C ath o lic d o c trin e co n cern in g th e fa te o f in fan ts w h o  

d ie u n b ap tized .5

T h ro u g h  th e  In ca rn a tio n an d  R ed em p tio n  b y  Jesu s  

C h rist, th e  S o n  o f G o d , a ll th e  d escen d an ts  o f A d am  are  

e lig ib le fo r m em b ersh ip  in  th e su p ern atu ra l o rd er, fo r  

a  p lace  in  th e  e lev ated  tra in . If th ey  are b ap tized  an d  

live to th e ag e o f reaso n , th ey w ill reach th e ir p ro p er  

d estin a tio n a t th e e lev a tio n s ta tio n , i. e ., th e B eatific

5  Is th e re a  p lace o f n a tu ral h ap p in ess , o r n a tu ra l u n h ap p in ess , re ­

se rv ed fo r a d u lts w h o d ie w ith ou t fo rm al in s tru ctio n in th e tru th s  

o f C h ris tian  R ev ela tio n ? F o r ex am p le , C h in ese an d  Jap an ese p ag an s?  

In th e s ix teen th , sev en teen th , an d  e igh teen th cen tu ries , sev era l th eo ­

lo g ica l w rite rs , m o stly  F ren ch , an sw ered  th ese q u stio n s in  th e affirm a ­

tiv e . T h ey w ere im p ressed b y th e d ifficu lty o f con ce iv in g h o w  th e  

m u ltitu d e o f p agan s, in c lu d in g th e h o rd es o f recen tly d isco v ered  

A m erican In d ian s , co u ld m ak e a p ro fess io n o f su p ern atu ral fa ith , 

n ev er h av in g h eard o f C h ris tian ity o r th e su p ern a tu ra l. H en ce , 

th ese au th o rs con clu d ed  th a t th e n a tu ra l o rd er s till ex is ts an d th at  

n a tu ral rew ard s an d p u n ish m en ts in a fu tu re life are s till av a ilab le  

to u n in stru cted p ag an ad u lts . H o w ev er, th is v iew seem s to h ave  

w o n th e ad h eren ce o f few , if an y , th eo lo g ical w rite rs afte r th e en d  

o f th e e ig h teen th cen tu ry . T h e o v erw h e lm in g w eig h t o f th eo lo g ical  

o p in io n h as a lw ay s accep ted th e d o c trin e th at th e n a tu ra l o rd er  

an d n a tu ral u n io n w ith G o d in e te rn ity h ave n ev er ex is ted fo r  

ad u lts s ince A d am  an d E v e w ere p laced in th e su p ern a tu ral o rd er. 

S in ce th e F all an d th e p ro m ise o f a R edeem er, a ll m en are called  to  

su p erna tu ra l sa lv atio n an d w ill rece iv e it if th e ir liv es are m eri­

to riou s , ev en th o ug h th e k n o w led g e o f C h ris tian R ev ela tio n , re ­

q u ired fo r a p ro fessio n o f C h ris tian fa ith , can co m e to th em  o n ly  

th ro u g h ex trao rd in a ry illu m in a tio n .

A n ex ce llen t an d co m p rehen siv e treatm en t o f a ll th e asp ec ts o f  

th is q u estion is p resen ted in L e P ro b lèm e d u S a lu t d es In fid è les , b y  

L o u is C ap eran ; 2 V o ls .; P aris , 1 9 1 2 .
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V isio n , p ro v id ed th a t th e ir so u ls are in th e s ta te o f  

g race  w h en  th ey  are  o v ertak en b y  d ea th . If th ey  are  

sh u n ted  to  a  s id e track th ro u g h m o rta l s in an d d o n o t 

g e t b ack  to  th e  m ain  lin e th ro u g h  co n tritio n , th ey  w ill 

n ev er see G o d  face  to  face.

What Our First Parents Lost

A d am  lo s t th e  san c tity  an d  ju s tice in  w h ich  h e  h ad  

b een ‘ ‘estab lish ed .” T h e L atin  w o rd is “ co n s titu tu s,”  

an d  it seem s to  h av e b een d e lib e ra te ly ch o sen b y th e  

C o u n c il in  o rd er to  av o id  en d o rsin g  e ith e r o f tw o  co n ­

flic tin g v iew s p rev a len t am o n g co n tem p o ra ry th eo lo ­

g ian s. A cco rd in g to o n e o p in io n , A d am  w as crea ted  

in th e su p ern atu ra l o rd er; acco rd in g to th e o th er, h e  

w as  e lev a ted  to  th a t co n d itio n  su b seq u en tly . T h e  v erb  

u sed b y th e C o u n c il is co n sisten t w ith  e ith e r o p in io n . 

H o w ev er, th e  w eig h t o f th eo lo g ica l o p in io n , b o th  p ast  

an d  p resen t, affirm s th a t A d am  w as estab lish ed in th e  

su p erna tu ra l o rd er a t th e m o m en t o f crea tio n .® T h is  

acco rd s w ith th e g en era l th eo lo g ica l o p in io n th a t G o d  

d estin ed  a ll m an k ind fo r ex is ten ce in th e su p ern a tu ra l 

o rd er: th a t th e n a tu ra l o rd er w as a ty p e in th e m in d  

o f G o d , b u t n ev er to  b e  ac tu a lized .7

T h e C o u n c il ’s s ta tem en t th a t b y  h is s in , A d am  in ­

cu rred “ G o d ’s an g er an d in d ig n a tio n an d , th e re fo re ,  

d ea th .” is b ased u p o n th e acco u n t o f the p ro h ib itio n  

im po sed  b y  G o d  u p o n  A d am  an d th e la tte r ’s d iso b ed i­

en ce , p resen ted  in G en esis ii. an d iii. “D eath ” m ean s

e  S in ce th e fifteen th cen tu ry , th is o p in io n “h as o b ta in ed a ll b u t 

u n iv ersal cu rren cy .” P o h le -P reu ss . G o d : th e A u th o r o f N a tu re a n d  

th e S u p ern a tu ra l, S t. L o u is , 1 9 4 0 . p . 2 0 0 .

7 ‘ M an ’s w h o le n a tu ra l en do w m en t w as in ten ded m erely as th e  

b asis an d  g ro u n d w o rk  o f a h ig h er an d sp ec ifically d iffe ren t o n e ; v iz ., 

th a t o f su p ern a tu ral g race .” Id em , p . 1 7 9 . 
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p h y sica l d ea th , th e d isso lu tio n o f th e b o d y an d its  

sep ara tion  fro m  th e  so u l; it im p lies th a t b efo re  th e  F all, 

o u r F irst P aren ts p o ssessed th e p re te rn a tu ra l g ift o f  

im m o rta lity . T h eir o th er p re te rn a tu ra l g ifts w ere  

freed o m  fro m  ig n o ran ce , fro m  co n cu p iscen ce , an d  fro m  

su ffe rin g . T ak en to g e th e r, th ey co n stitu ted th e s ta te  

o f “o rig in a l ju s tice ,”  “o rig in a l in teg rity ,”  “ th e  in teg rity  

o f n a tu re .” T h ey are ca lled p re tern a tu ra l, b ecau se  

th ey w ere h ig h er th an th e p u re ly n a tu ra l p ro p ertie s  

o f m an  an d  lo w er th an  h is su p ern a tu ra l en d o w m en ts.8 

T h e g ifts o f im m u n ity fro m  co n cu p iscen ce an d fro m  

d ea th  are  e ith e r ex plic itly  o r im p lic itly  asse rted  in  th e  

d ecree o f th e C o u n c il o f T ren t o n o rig in a l s in . F ree ­

d o m  fro m  ig n o ran ce  an d  fro m  su ffe rin g h av e n o t b een  

ex p ressly affirm ed b y th e C h u rch ; b u t th ey are re ­

g ard ed as “ th eo lo g ica lly certa in ,” u p o n th e au th o rity  

o f G en esis ii. an d  iii.

8  “T h e S u p ern atu ral in v o lv es d iv in e p erfec tio n s , i.  e ., su ch as b y  

n a tu re b e lo n g so le ly to G o d . T h e P rete rn a tu ra l co m m u n icates  

o n ly su ch p erfec tio n s as, th o u g h b e lo n g in g to a h ig h er o rd er, d o  

n o t tran scen d th e creatu ral d o m ain . T h u s freed o m fro m co n cu ­

p iscen ce is n a tu ra l to an an g el, b ecau se h is n a tu re d em an d s it; 

b u t it is n o t n a tu ral to m an. If , th e refo re , G o d g ran ts freedo m  

fro m  co ncu p iscen ce  to  a m an , H e g iv es h im  a rea l g race , i. e ., so m e ­

th in g w h ich is n o t d u e to h is n a tu re, an d w h ich is co n seq u en tly  

S u p ern a tu ral. H o w ev er, s in ce su ch a S u pern a tu ra l p erfec tio n in g o f  

m an d o es n o t in p rin c ip le tran scen d th e crea tu ral o rd er, a g race o f  

th e k in d ju s t m en tio n ed is m erely p ra e tem a tu ra le .” Id em , p p . 1 8 7 -  

1 8 8 .

C o n cern in g th e p rec ise sco p e o f th e la tte r tw o  p re ­

te rn a tu ra l p o w ers, th e re h as b een n o t a little  sp ecu la ­

tio n  b y  th eo lo g ian s. S o m e  h av e  h e ld  th a t freed o m  fro m  

ig n o ran ce en ab led  A d am  an d  E v e  to  k n o w  G o d  in H is  

essen ce , to h av e a p erfec t k n o w led g e o f a ll crea ted  

n a tu re , an d to  p erce iv e w ith o u t reaso n in g  a ll th e co n -  
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e lu sio n s d eriv ab le  fro m  firs t p rin c ip les . H ad  o u r F irst  

P aren ts n o t s in n ed , th e ir d escen d an ts w o u ld h av e  

m ain ta in ed sy stem s o f p o litica l g o v ern m en t, w h o se  

reg u la tio n s th ey w o u ld h av e o b ey ed sp o n tan eo u sly .  

A ll p erso n s w o u ld  h av e  m arried , an d  th e re w o u ld  h av e  

b een  as m an y  m ales as fem ales . M en  an d  w o m en  w o u ld  

h av e n eed ed fo o d , b u t th ey  w o u ld  n o t h ave  u sed  m eat 

n o r  m ilk  n o r eg g s n o r co o k ed  v ic tu als , n o r in to x ica tin g  

liq u o r. T h ese  are  m ere ly  sam p les o f th e fan c ifu l sp ec ­

u la tio n s o f in d iv id u a l th eo lo g ian s. T h ere n ev er w as  

u n an im ity  n o r ev en a d o m inan t o p in io n am o n g th em  

co n cern in g th e en tire co n ten t an d im p lica tio n s o f th e  

p re te rn a tu ra l en d o w m en ts w h ich co n stitu ted th e s ta te  

o f o rig in a l ju s tice , o r in teg rity .9

® C /. P o h le-P reu ss , o p . c it., p p . 2 0 0 -21 6 .



C H A P T E R  III

CAPTIVITY UNDER THE DEVIL

“C ap tiv ity  u n d er th e  p o w er o f h im , w h o  h o ld s d o ­

m in io n o v er d ea th , th a t is , th e d ev il,”— rep ea ts th e  

w o rd s fo u n d  in  ii. 1 4 -15 , o f th e  E p istle  to  th e  H eb rew s. 

In asm u ch as a ll A d am ’s d escen d an ts in h erited  o rig in a l 

s in an d b ecam e su b jec t to  a ll its d isab ilitie s , th ey to o  

are b o rn u n d er th e p o w er o f th e d ev il. T h e w o rd s  

q u o ted ab o v e  m ay  b e  co m p ared  w ith th e fo llo w in g  ex ­

p ress io n s in th e R itu a l o f th e sac ram en t o f B ap tism . 

“ G o  o u t fro m  h im , u n c lean  sp irit, an d  g iv e  p lace  to  th e  

H o ly S p irit, th e P arac le te .” T h ese w o rd s are u sed b y  

th e  p ries t a lm ost a t th e b eg in n in g  o f th e  cerem o n y . A  

little la te r, h e p ray s G o d to “b reak a ll th e b o n d s o f  

S atan ” b y w h ich th e p erso n  ab o u t to  rece iv e B ap tism  

“h ad b een b o u n d .” P resen tly th e p riest ag a in ad ­

d resses S atan in th ese w o rd s: “ I ex o rc ise th ee , ev ery  

u n c lean sp irit, in th e n am e o f G o d , th e A lm ig h ty F a ­

th e r, an d in th e n am e o f Jesus C h ris t, H is S o n , o u r  

L o rd an d  Ju d g e , an d  in  th e p o w er o f th e  H o ly S p irit, 

th a t th o u  g o  o u t fro m  th is crea tu re o f G o d , w h o m  o u r  

L o rd  h as b ro u g h t to  th e  H o ly  T em p le in  o rd er th a t h e  

m ay  b eco m e  th e  tem p le o f th e liv in g  G o d  an d th a t th e  

H o ly  S p irit m ay  d w ell in  h im .” A n d  th e  p erso n  to  b e  

b ap tized  is req u ired , th ro u g h h is sp on sors if h e is an  

in fan t, to “ ren o u n ce S atan an d a ll h is w o rk s an d  

p o m p s.”

W h at d o es a ll th is m ean ? T h at th e u n b ap tized  

p erso n is ac tu a lly p o ssessed o f th e d ev il? T h at h is  

so u l is th e d ev il’s ch a tte l? N o t a t a ll. “U n d er th e

17
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p o w er o f th e d ev il/' ” d o es n o t m ean su b jec tio n to  th e  

d ev il’s w ill an d d isp o sa l, o r certa in p u n ish m en t w ith  

h im  o r u n d er h im . In th e u sag e o f th e C h u rch , th is  

p h rase h as a re la tiv e , p rec ise , res tric ted  s ig n ifica tio n . 

It d en o tes ex c lu sio n fro m  th e su p ern a tu ra l o rd er, in  

w h ich  o u r F irs t P aren ts w ere  estab lish ed  an d to  w h ich  

a ll th e ir d escen d an ts w ere  an d  are  ca lled . E n trance  to  

th is o rd er is th ro ug h  th e sac ram en t o f B ap tism , w h ich  

rem o v es th e  g u ilt an d  s ta in  o f o rig in a l s in . U n til th is  

h as tak en  p lace , th e so u l is w ith o u t san ctify in g  g race , 

av erted fro m  G o d , an d  d ep riv ed o f th e b en efits o f th e  

su p ern a tu ra l o rd er, in c lu d in g  its o w n fin a l d estin y , th e  

B eatific V isio n .1 0

1 0  A t leas t s ix p assages in th e  N ew  T estam en t m en tio n th e p o w er  

o r em p ire o f th e d ev il, an d se t it in o p p o sitio n to th e D iv in e d o ­

m in io n . H ere are th e tex ts , in th e o rd er o f th eir ap p earan ce:  

“ . . . n o w w ill th e p rin ce o f th e w o rld b e cast o u t” (Jo h n x ii. 

3 1 , 3 2 ); “ . . . fo r th e p rin ce o f th e w o rld is co m in g , an d  in m e h e  

h as n o th in g ” (J  o h n  x iv . 3 0 ) ; “  . . . th e  g o d o f th is w o rld h as b lin d ed  

th e ir u n b eliev in g  m in d s” (2  C o r. iv . 4 ) ; “ ...  A n d th ey  reco v er th em ­

se lv es fro m  th e sn are o f th e d ev il, a t w h o se p leasu re th ey are h e ld  

cap tive” (2 T im . ii. 2 6 ) ; “ . . . th a t th ro u g h  d ea th h e m ig h t d estro y  

h im  w h o h ad  th e em p ire o f d ea th , th at is , th e d ev il. ... ” (H eb rew s  

ii. 1 4 ) ; “F o r y o u r ad v ersa ry th e d ev il, as a ro a rin g lio n , g o es ab o u t 

seek in g  so m eo n e to  d ev o u r” (1 P ete r v . 8 , 9 ).

T h is  d iab o lical em p ire o v er th e  ch ild ren  o f A d am  w as d esc rib ed b y  

so m e o f th e F ath ers in te rm s w h ich ten d ed g rea tly to ex p an d its  

b o u n d aries. A s R ev . D r. J . R iv iè re rem ark s in h is ab le w o rk , T h e  

D o c tr in e o f th e A to n em en t (tran sla ted fro m  th e F ren ch , S t. L o u is, 

1 9 0 9 , v o l. Π , p p . 2 4 8  , 2 4 9 ): “A n o th er resu lt o f s in w as to p u t u s in  

th e b o n d ag e o f th e d ev il; h en ce S alv a tio n m u st co n sis t in a red em p ­

tio n . T h is id ea, w h ich h as b een  su g g ested  b y th e G o sp e l an d b y S t. 

P au l, w as to p ro v e o f ex trao rd in ary fe rtility and to u n d erg o so m e  

su rp ris in g  d ev ia tion s . H ere  fan cy  re ig n s, e ith e r in  th e p lace o f, o r s id e  

b y s id e w ith , th e  o ld  m y stica l sp ecu la tio n s . If w e co nsid er th e d ev il 

as G o d ’s riv a l, w h o k eep s in b o n d ag e s in fu l so u ls , th en th e S av io u r, 

to red eem  o s, w ill h av e to  p ay h im  a p rice , an d th is ran so m  can  b e  

n o th in g e lse sav e H is o w n se lf. T h is ch ild ish an d b ru tal id ea w as  

ad o p ted b y  sev era l o f th e F ath ers . B u t so o n  th e ab su rd ity  an d  b ias-
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P erh ap s th e b est p rac tica l in d ica tio n o f th e re ­

s tric ted an d lim ited sco p e o f th e p h rase d iscu ssed in  

th e  im m ed ia te ly  p reced in g  p arag rap h an d o f th e k in ­

d red p h rases em p lo y ed in th e R itu a l o f B ap tism , is  

p ro v id ed  in  th e  p red o m inan t o p in io n  o f th e  th eo lo g ian s  

co n cern in g  th e  co n d itio n  o f  in fan ts w h o  h av e  d ied  w ith ­

o u t b ap tism . A lth o u g h  th ey  are  tech n ica lly  “u n d er th e  

p o w er o f th e  d ev il,” th ey d o n o t su ffe r p a in  o f sen se ; 

n o r ev en  p a in o f lo ss o f th e B eatific V isio n , o f w h ich  

th ey  k n o w  n o th in g ; m o reov er, th ey  en jo y  so m e d eg ree  

o f n a tu ra l h ap p in ess, w h ich  im p lies th e  p o w er o f k n o w ­

in g  an d  lo v in g G o d . S u ch in fan ts rem ain  p rac tica lly , 

if n o t tech n ica lly , in th e  n a tu ra l o rd er. A lth o u g h  th ey  

are  ca lled to th e sup erna tu ra l s ta te , th ey  n ev er reach  

it effec tiv e ly . W h ile a liv e , th ey are in it o n ly p o ten ­

tia lly ; w h en th ey d ie , th is p o ten tia lity v an ish es . T o  

recu r to  th e s im ile o f th e ra ilro ad lines : a t b irth  th ey  

en ter th e  cars  o n  th e  e lev a ted , b u t th ey  n ev er m o v e fo r­

w ard b ecau se , w ith o u t th e  sac ram en t o f B ap tism , th e  

cars lack  th e m o tiv e p o w er o f san c tify in g  g race .1 1  

p h em y in v o lv ed in th e o p in io n cam e to b e fe lt, an d  th en it w as re ­

m em b ered th a t S atan , far fro m  b e in g G o d ’s p artn er, w as b u t a d e le ­

g a te , w h o se w h o le p o w er w as h e ld o n  su ffe ran ce.”

C o m p arab le w ith th e p h rases ab o ve q u o ted  is th a t em plo y ed b y  

S t. P au l in E p h esian s ii. 3 : “W e . . . w ere b y n a tu re ch ild ren o f  

w rath .” C j. C o lo ss ian s iii. 6 . T h ese ex p ress io n s d en o te s im p ly  av er­

s io n fro m  G o d, as m an ’s su p ern a tu ra l en d .

1 1  W h ile th e co nd itio n o f n a tu ra l h ap p in ess p o ssessed b y  d eceased  

u n b ap tized  in fan ts is g rea tly an d fu n d am en ta lly in fe rio r to th a t o f  

p erso ns en jo y in g th e B eatific V isio n , it is n o t in itse lf d ep lo rab le . 

It d o es n o t ca ll fo r b ew ailin g o r lam en ta tio n . It d o es n o t ju s tify  th e  

frien d s o f th ese in fan ts in b em o an in g th em  as v irtu ally  “ lo s t.” G o d  

co u ld h av e le ft a ll m an k in d in th e n a tu ral o rd er, th e fin a l en d o f  

w h ich , ev en fo r ad u lts , w o u ld b e to k n o w  an d lo v e H im  e te rn ally  

th rou g h ex ercise o f th e n a tu ral facu ltie s o f in te llec t an d w ill. T h is  

w o u ld b e n a tu ral h ap p in ess . S u re ly it w o u ld h av e b een g o o d an d  

w o rth w h ile . It is a lso g o o d an d w o rthw h ile fo r in fan ts .



C H A P T E R  IV

CORPORAL AND SPIRITUAL DETERIORATION

“T h rou g h h is s in o f d isob ed ien ce , A d am  w as, in  

b o d y an d so u l, ch an g ed  in to  so m eth ing  w o rse .” T h is  

is th e c lo sin g  sen ten ce o f C an on 1 o f S essio n V  o f th e  

C o u n c il o f T ren t. T o  w h ich  sh o u ld  b e ad d ed , as su p ­

p lem en ta ry , th e ex cerp ts c ited so m e p ag es b ack fro m  

S essio n V I: “T h ro u g h th e s in o f A d am , free w ill w as  

b y  n o  m ean s d estro y ed , a lth o u g h  it b ecam e a ttenu a ted  

an d b en t d o w n in its p o w ers;” an d “ free w ill h as  

n e ithe r b een  lo s t n o r ex tin g u ish ed .”

T h ese d ec la ra tio n s o f th e C o u n c il fo rm  th e b asis  

o f a ll th e  im p o rtan t d iffe ren ces am o n g  th eo lo g ian s  co n ­

cern ing the effec ts o f o rig in a l s in u p o n A d am ’s d e ­

scen d an ts. T h e  effec ts are  su cc in c tly ren d ered b y  th e  

ax io m  firs t em p lo yed b y P ete r L o m b ard , “M aste r o f 

th e  S en ten ces ,” (1 5 5 5 -1 6 2 5 )  : “ vu ln era tu s  q u id em  es t in  

n a tu ra lib u s b o n is , sp o lia tu s vero g ra tu itis ;” th a t is , 

“w o u n d ed  in  n a tu ra l g o o d s, b u t d espo iled  o f th e  g ra tu i­

to u s .” O n  th e m ean in g  o f th e  la tte r p h rase , th e re h as  

b een  su b stan tia l u n an im ity  am o n g th eo lo g ica l w rite rs : 

m an  h as b een  d ep riv ed  o f th o se g o o d s th a t d id  n o t b e ­

lo n g to h u m an n a tu re , n am ely , th e en d o w m en ts d e ­

sc rib ed  in  th e  fo reg o in g  p ag es as su p ern a tu ra l an d  p re ­

te rn a tu ra l. “W o u n d ed  in  h is n a tu ra l g oo ds,” h o w ev er, 

h as n ev er b een  accep ted  in  a  u n ifo rm  sen se b y  a ll th e  

th eo lo g ians . T h eir  m u tu a l  d isag reem en t tu rn s  u p o n  th e  

q u estio n , w h eth er th ese w o rd s sh o u ld b e tak en in th e  

p h ilo so p h ical o r  in  th e  h is to rica l sen se : ab so lu te ly  o r re ­

la tiv e ly . A cco rd in g  to  th e  fo rm er in te rp re ta tio n , m an ’s

20
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n a tu ra l p o w ers h av e b een w o u n d ed o r w eak en ed in  

th em se lv es, e ith e r in trin sica lly  o r ex trin sica lly ; in th e  

la tte r  v iew , th e  w o u n d  h as  b een  m ere ly  re la tiv e  to  m an ’s  

su p ern a tu ra l an d  p re te rn atu ra l en d o w m en ts . In  o th er  

w o rd s, m an ’s n a tu ra l p o w ers are  w eak er th an  th ey  w ere  

b efo re  th e F all, b u t n o t w eak er th an  th ey  w o u ld h av e  

b een  in  a  s ta te  o f p u re  n a tu re . T h e  w o u n d  is co m p ara ­

tiv e  an d  h is to rical, n o t in d epen d en t an d  in h eren t.

In  p assin g , it sh o u ld  b e  n o ted  th a t, acco rd in g  to  its  

h is to rian , P allav ic in i, th e C o u n c il o f T ren t re fu sed  to  

em p lo y  lan g u ag e  w h ich  w o u ld  ex p ress ly  su p p o rt e ith e r  

o f th ese th eo lo g ica l o p in io n s . D escrib in g  th e  effec ts o f  

th e  F all u p o n  th e  w ill, th e  C o u n c il su b stitu ted  fo r “ vu l­

n era tu m ” (“w o u n d ed ” ) th e w o rd s, “ a tten u a tu m  e t  

in c lin a tu m ” (“a tten u a ted an d b en t d o w n” )— te rm s, 

say s P allav ic in i, w h ich  “can  b e  fa irly  ad ap ted  to  a ll th e  

o p in io n s o f th e  S ch o las tics .”  1 2 U n d o u b ted ly  so ; o th er­

w ise , C ath o lic au th o ritie s co u ld n o t co n tin u e to  d efen d  

th e m u tu ally  o p p o sin g v iew s.

T h e  m ain  arg u m en t o ffe red  b y  th e  A u g u stin ians  fo r  

th e ir o p in io n  th a t th e  w o u n d  to  n a tu re  is in trin sic , m ay  

b e th u s su m m arized :.s in ce  th e p re te rn a tu ra l g o o d s o f  

A d am  w ere n o  le ss g ra tu ito u s th an th o se th a t w ere  su ­

p ern a tu ra l, th ey  are  in c lu d ed u n d er th e seco n d p art o f  

th e  ax io m , “ g ra tu itis sp o lia tu s” ; th e re fo re , “ vu ln era tu s  

in n a tu ra lib u s ” m u st d en o te d efin ite in ju ry to th o se  

p o w ers th a t are  p u re ly  n a tu ra l. T h is  w o u n d in g  is n o t, 

in d eed , ab so lu te , b u t re la tiv e to th a t k in d  o r g rad e o f  

p u re  n a tu re  w h ich G o d w o u ld  h av e crea ted  if H e  h ad  

n o t in ten d ed to ra ise m an to th e su p ern a tu ra l o rd er. 

In  th is h y p o th e tica l g rad e o f p u re n a tu re , th e an im al 

p art o f m an w o u ld h av e b een co n stan tly an d co m -

1 2  Q u o ted  in  T h eo lo g ia  D o g m a tica  b y  H . d e l V al. O 5 -A ., I , p . 6 2 1 . 
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p le te ly su b jec t to th e d ic ta tes o f reaso n . A s it n o w  

ex is ts , h o w ev er, h u m an n a tu re is o f an in fe rio r k in d ; 

it rep resen ts “ th e lo w est co n d itio n o f p u re n a tu re .”  

H en ce , th e w o u n d in g in m an ’s n a tu ral p ro p ertie s d e ­

sc rib es th e  d escen t fro m  th e  h ig h er h y p o th e tical g rad e  

(w h ich n ev er ex is ted  b u t w h ich w o u ld h av e ex isted if  

G o d  h ad  estab lish ed  o n ly  th e  p u re ly  n a tu ra l o rd er fo r  

m an k in d ) to  th is lo w est p o ssib le  lev e l, o n  w h ich  w e  n o w  

fin d o u rse lv es .1 3

T h is  arg u m en t is n o t co n v in c in g . It seem s  to  im p ly  

th a t n o  g rad e  o f  p u re  n a tu re  w o u ld  b e  w o rth y  o f G o d ’s  

crea tiv e ac t w h ich in c lu d ed p o ssib le reb e llio n o f th e  

lo w er n a tu re . N ev erthe less, th e co n stan t su b jec tio n  

o f m an ’s an im al n a tu re  to  h is sp iritu a l n a tu re  seem s to  

b e eq u iv alen t to  im m u n ity fro m  co n cu p iscen ce , a  co n ­

d itio n w h ich th e C h u rch h o ld s to b e p re te rn a tu ra l  ;  

th e re fo re , it is n o t w ith in th e reach o f an y g rad e o f  

p u re n a tu re . A g ain , le t u s n o t fo rg et th a t, ev en w h en  

m an w as o n th e su p ern a tu ra l p lan e , h e w as cap ab le  

o f s in : th e  s in s o f p rid e  an d  d iso b ed ien ce co m m itted in  

th e G ard en  o f E d en . W h y  th en  sh o u ld  h is an im al n a ­

tu re  h av e  to  b e m ad e in cap ab le  o f d iso b ey in g  h is rea ­

so n ? F in a lly , th e assu m p tio n th a t th e p resen t co n d i­

tio n o f h u m an n a tu re is th e lo w est g rad e o f “p u re  

n a tu re  crea tab le  b y  G o d ,”  is a  p re tty  la rg e  assu m p tio n . 

C an  w e  n o t co n ce iv e  o f m en p ro v ided  w ith an  av erag e  

In te llig en ce Q u o tien t so m e fifteen  o r tw en ty  p er cen t 

lo w er th an th e av erag e w h ich th ey h av e ex h ib ited  

th ro u g h o u t h is to ry , an d y e t h av in g su ffic ien t in te lli­

g en ce to  co m p ly w ith  th e req u irem en ts o f “ a n im a l ra ­

tio n a le"? H o w  is it p o ssib le  to  p ro v e  th a t su ch  a  g rad e  

o f  h u m an  n a tu re  w o u ld  b e  u n w o rth y  o f G o d ?

1 3  O p . c it., p p . 6 2 2 , 6 2 3 .
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T h e  q u estio n  o f th e in ju ry  to  m an ’s n a tu ra l p o w ers  

is trea ted u n d er an o th e r asp ect b y th e th eo lo g ian s , 

w h en th ey co n sid e r w h eth er G o d co u ld h av e crea ted  

m an  in  a  s ta te  o f  p u re  n a tu re , in  an y  co n d itio n  o r d eg ree  

o f p u re n a tu re . W h at is ca lled , “ th e o p in io n o f th e  

A u g u stin ian s,” d en ies th is p o ssib ility , b ecau se su ch a  

crea tio n w o u ld n o t b e in h arm o n y  w ith G o d ’s w isd o m  

an d g o o d n ess. T h e arg u m en ts fo r th is p o sitio n are  

feeb le an d  u n p ersu asiv e . L east u n p ersu asiv e o f th em  

is th e fo llo w in g : m en w ere crea ted to en jo y G o d an d  

res t in H im  as th e ir fin a l h ap p iness ; u n til th ey reach  

th a t en d , th e ir h earts are res tle ss ; o n th e o th er h an d ,  

th e en d  o f a ll crea tio n  is th e g lo rifica tio n o f G o d , b u t  

th is en d w o u ld b e  le ss p erfec tly a tta in ed th ro u g h th e  

life an d  ac tiv itie s o f m en in  th e n a tu ral o rd er th an in  

th e  su p ern a tu ra l o rd er. H en ce , th e  su p ern atu ra l o rd er  

is th e  o n ly  o n e  th a t is co n g ru o u s w ith  th e  g o o d ness an d  

w isd o m  o f G o d .1 4

A g ain st th is o p in io n , th e arg u m en t fro m  th e p ap a l  

co n d em n atio n  o f th e fifty -fifth  p ro p o sitio n  o f M ichae l 

B aiu s seem s to  b e  co n c lu siv e . T h is p ro p o sition read s  : 

“ G o d  co u ld n o t fro m  th e b eg in n in g  h av e crea ted  m an  

su ch as h e is n o w  b o rn .” T h e au th o rita tive  an d tru e  

d o c trin e  is ex p ressed  in  th e  co n trad ic to ry  o f th is p ro p o ­

s itio n , n am ely , G o d co u ld  h av e crea ted  m an fro m  th e  

b eg in n in g in h is p resen t co n d itio n . T h ere fo re , H e  

co u ld  h av e  crea ted  m an  in  a  s ta te  o f  p u re  n a tu re . T h is  

is n o t o n ly  th e  o v erw h elm in g ly  co m m o n  o p in io n  am o n g  

th e th eo lo g ian s b u t is reg ard ed b y  so m e o f th em  as  

“ th eo lo g ica lly  certa in .”

“L et u s fu rth e r b ear in m in d  th a t G o d . w ith o u t in ­

ju ry  to  H is ju s tice  o r H is  g o o d n ess , co u ld  h av e  crea ted

,1 4  O p . d i., p . 5 5 8 .
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m an as h e is to d ay , fo r h is s ta te m eets a ll th e n eed s  

o f h is n a tu re , h is co n d itio n  an d  ch aracte r, as a  reaso n ­

ab le  b e in g .”  1 5

R etu rn in g to th e q u estio n o f “ vu ln era tu s in b o n is  

n a tu ra lib u s,” w e n o te th a t a ll th e th eo lo g ica l w rite rs  

w h o  h o ld  th e  “w o u n d in g ”  to  b e  m ere ly  re la tiv e an d  h is ­

to rica l ag ree th a t m an ’s n a tu ra l p o w ers h av e n o t b een  

in ju red in trin sica lly . S o m e p ro m in en t au th o rs d o , in ­

d eed , b e liev e  th a t o u r  n a tu ral facu ltie s  h av e  b een  w eak ­

en ed ex trin s ic  a lly , th ro u g h ex te rn al o b stac les w h ich  

w o u ld  n o t h av e  ex is ted  in th e  s ta te  o f p u re  n a tu re . O n  

th e o th er h an d , m an y th eo lo g ica l au th o ritie s o f first  

ran k m ain ta in th a t th e n a tu ral p o w ers in  th e d escen d ­

an ts o f A d am  h av e  n o t b een  h arm ed , ev en  ex trin s ica lly ,  

an d  th a t th e w o u n d to  h is n a tu re co n sisted m erely in  

th e  d ep riv a tio n  o f h is  p re te rna tu ra l g ifts. In  th e  w o rd s  

o f C ard ina l B ella rm in e , fa llen  m an  d iffe rs fro m  m an  as  

h e w o u ld h av e b een in a s ta te o f p u re n a tu re o n ly as  

“ sp o lia tu s  d iffer t a  n u d o ”  as  a  d en u d ed  m an  d iffe rs fro m  

a n u d e m an , as o n e d ep riv ed o f h is c lo th es fro m  o n e  

w h o  n ev er w o re  c lo th es . T o  R ev eren d  D o cto r A . T an -  

q u erey , S .S ., th is o p in io n  seem s “b y  fa r m o re  p ro b ab le ”  

th an th e o th er? 6

In  a  v ery  w ell-kn o w n  an d  ab le  w o rk . R ev eren d  D o c ­

to r J . A . M o eh le r co n ten d s th a t th e  o p in io n o f B ella r-

1 5  D ev iv ie r-M essm er, C h ris tia n A p o lo g e tics , N ew  Y o rk . 1 9 0 3 , p . 

2 5 0 .

“W h en G o d crea ted m an in th e b eg in n in g . H e co u ld a lso h av e  

fo rm ed an o th er m an fro m  th e s lim e o f th e earth w h o m  H e w o u ld  

h av e  le ft in  th e  co n d ition  o f h is o w n  n a tu re , n am ely , so  th a t h e w o u ld  

b e m o rta l an d  p assib le an d  fee lin g th e co n flic t o f co n cu p iscen ce w ith  

reaso n ; in th is m an th e re w o u ld  b e d ero g a tio n fro m  reaso n ; b ecau se  

h is co nd itio n w o u ld b e a co n seq u en ce o f th e p rin c ip les o f n atu re ”  

(S t. T h o m as, in  S en t, ü , 3 0 , Q . I . A . I .) .

1 8  S yn o p s is T h eo lo g ia e D o g m a tica e , B altim o re, 1 8 9 6 , I , p . 3 9 7 . 
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m in e is “u n ab le  to  acco u n t fo r th e  w o u n d  o f th e  sp irit, 

esp ec ia lly fo r th e p erv ers ity o f th e w ill. W o u ld th e  

sp irit o f m an . . . , as v o id o f su p ern a tu ra l g race , an d  

as a  b are  fin ite  b e in g , b e  fo u n d  in  th a t a ttitu d e  o f o p p o ­

s ition  to  G o d  an d  a ll th in g s h o ly , w h ere in m an is n o w  

b o rn ?”  1 7 D o cto r M o eh le r ’s p o sitio n  is th a t in  a  s ta te  

o f  p u re  n a tu re , G o d  co u ld  n o t, o r w o u ld  n o t, h av e  m ad e  

th e  so u l o f m an  su ch  a  p o o r th in g  as it is n o w  ; th at th e  

so u l a t p resen t is affec ted  b y  a  “p erv ers ity o f th e  w ill”  

w h ich is n o t d u e to co n cu p iscen ce , b u t to so m eth in g  

d efec tiv e  in  th e  so u l itse lf , as co m p ared  w ith  its p o w ers  

in  a  s ta te  o f p u re n a tu re .

“P erv ersity  o f w ill”  is n e ithe r p rec ise  n o r sc ien tific . 

It is g en era l, p o p u la r, an d  rh e to rical. T o  b e su re , th e  

w ill d o es reb e l ag a in st th e reaso n in m an y s itu a tio n s  

w h ich in c lu d e n o co n cu p iscen ce ; fo r ex am p le , in s in s  

o f p rid e , h a tred , an d  d iso b ed ien ce . A cco rd in g  to  D o c ­

to r M o eh le r, th ese o ffen ses can b e ex p la in ed o nly as  

effec ts o f o rig in a l s in  an d  th e “w o u n d ” th a t it in flic ted  

u p o n th e sp irit. T o w h ich o n e m ig h t rep ly th a t th e  

reb e llio u s an g e ls co m m itted a s in o f th e  sp irit, w h ich  

im p lied  “p erv ers ity  o f th e  w ill”  b u t w h ich  w as n o t d u e  

to  th e  F all. M o reo v er, o u r F irst P aren ts p erp e tra ted  a  

s in  o f d iso b ed ien ce an d , p ro b ab ly , o f p rid e ; th ese s in s  

o f th e  sp irit w ere  n o t th e  effect o f th e  F all b u t its cau se . 

H en ce , A d am  an d  E v e ex h ib ited a certa in  “p erv ers ity  

o f the w ill” b efo re th ey h ad  su ffe red th a t “w o u n d o f  

th e sp irit,” w h ich D o cto r M o eh le r a ttrib u tes ex c lu ­

s iv e ly  to  o rig in a l s in . Is “m an  n o w  b o rn  in  an  a ttitud e  

o f o p p o sitio n to G o d  an d  a ll th in g s h o ly ? ” T h is lan ­

g u ag e  is ev en  m o re  in ex ac t an d  ex ag g era ted  th an  “p er­

v ers ity  o f th e  w ill.” D o cto r M o eh le r ’s arg u m en t rea lly

1 T  S ym b o lism , L o n d o n , 1 9 0 6 , p p . 5 3  , 5 4 .



2 6 O r i g i n a l  S i n  a n d  H u m a n  M i s e r y

assu m es th a t s in s o f th e sp irit, su ch as th o se n o ted  

ab o v e , w o u ld b e im p o ssib le in a  s ta te o f p u re n a tu re . 

W h at p ro o f h av e w e o f th is? It seem s c lea r th a t n o  

effec tiv e  a ttack  o n  th e  o p in io n  ad o p ted  b y D o cto r T an -  

q u erey can b e b ased u p o n an y th in g so in d efin ite as  

“p erv ers ity o f th e w ill” in A d am ’s d escen d an ts .

T h e co n c lu sio n o f th e m atte r is th a t th e p h rases  

w h ich w e h av e  b een co n sid e ring  in th e d ecrees o f th e  

C o u n c il o f T ren t are en tire ly co n son an t w ith th e  

o p in io n  th a t o rig in a l s in  h as n o t cau sed  th e p o w ers o f  

m an to  b e in ju red o r w eak en ed , e ith e r in trin s ica lly  o r  

ex trin sica lly . B ein g ch an ged in to “ so m eth in g w o rse  

as to  b o d y  an d  so u l,” an d  h av in g  a  w ill th a t is “a tten u ­

a ted an d b en t d o w n ,” d o n o t n ecessa rily en d o rse th e  

co n tra ry  o p in io n n o r im p o se it u p o n  th e co n scien ce o f  

an y  C ath o lic .

T h e  fo llo w ing  ex tracts , free ly  tran sla ted fro m  D ic ­

tio n n a ire  d e T h éo lo g ie  C a th o liq u e , p resen t th e essen ce  

o f th e  tw o  th eo log ica l v iew s co n cern in g  th e  re la tio n  b e ­

tw een h u m an n a tu re s in ce th e F all an d th e s ta te o f  

p u re  n a tu re . A  g o o d  C ath o lic  m ay  law fu lly  h o ld  e ith e r.

G iv en  th e  im m u tab le  ch aracte r  o f th e  co n stitu en t en erg ies  

o f h u m an  n a tu re , it is n ecessa ry to co n c lu d e lo g ica lly to  

th e id en tity , o n to lo g ica lly , o f th e  s ta te o f h u m an n a tu re  

an d th e ac tu a l s ta te  o f fa llen n a tu re . In th e o n e case , 

as in th e o th er, th e re is th e sam e essen tia l co n stitu tion  

o f b o d y  an d  so u l; in  th e  in te llig ence , th e  sam e  cap ac ities  

to reach th e tru th ; in th e w ill, th e ab ility to d o g o o d  

an d  in  a  certa in  m easu re  av o id  ev il. T h e  sam e  lim its an d  

th e sam e in firm itie s ex ist in th e o th er facu ltie s; th e in ­

te llig en ce  tu rn s fro m  ig n o ran ce  to  lift itse lf g en tly  to w ard  

th e tru th : th e w ill is frag ile in th e face o f th e assau lts  

o f co n cup iscen ce  an d  n eed s d iv in e co n cu rren ce an d  h e lp  



O r i g i n a l  S i n  a n d  H u m a n  M i s e r y 2 7

in d ifficu lt s itu a tio n s , in o rd er to b e v ic to rio u s m ora lly  

an d  to  a tta in  its rea l en d , u n io n  w ith G o d ; th e re is ev en  

a  v ag u e d esire to  a tta in  th e V isio n  o f G o d , ev en th o u g h  

th is is b ey o n d  th e p o w er o f th e fo rces o f n a tu re . In  th is  

m in im u m  w h ich is co m m o n to b o th co n d itio n s th e re is  

n o  in d ica tio n  o f fa llen  n a tu re ; m an  rem ain s  m an  w ith  th e  

p rin c ip les an d  q u a litie s d em an d ed  b y  h is n a tu re .

M o ra lly sp eak in g an d in fac t, h o w ev er, th e fa llen  s ta te  

can n o t b e id en tified  a t ev ery  p o in t w ith  th e  s ta te  o f p u re  

n a tu re . In  th e  la tte r th e re  is n o t a  d escen t fro m  a  h ig her  

co n d itio n in w h ich m an h ad b een co n stitu ted ; th e re is  

m ere ly  ab sen ce  o f G race , th e co n flic t b e tw een co n cu p is­

cen ce  an d  sp irit w h ich  is n a tu ra l to  m an ; th e re is n o  d is­

eq u ilib riu m , b u t a  n a tu ra l o rd er, w ith  an  en d  w h ich  can  b e  

a tta in ed  an d  th e  m ean s su itab le  to  th a t en d ; th e re is th e  

sp iritu a l in firm ity  o f p o o r h u m an n a tu re w ith th e essen ­

tia l n eed s o f a  sp irit u n ited  to m atte r, b u t th e re is n o t a  

n a tu re  w h ich  is in  d efau lt an d  cu lp ab le .

T h at s ta te  o f p u re  n a tu re is n o t lik e fa llen  n a tu re , a rea l 

s ta te , b u t a p u re ab strac tio n w h ich d o es n o t ex is t an d  

n ev er h as ex is ted in a  sep ara te co n d itio n ; th e m an w h o  

faces h isto ry , p sy cho lo gy  o r rev e la tio n , is n o t a m an  w h o  

fro m  th e b eg inn in g  w as in  a  s ta te o f p u re n a tu re; in th e  

b eg inn in g  A d am  w as  in  th e  s ta te  o f  e lev a ted  n a tu re; s in ce  

th e F all, in a s ta te o f fa llen n a tu re . H e h as n o t b een  

re tu rn ed to  th e  n a tu ra l o rd er in  w h ich  p u re  n a tu re w o u ld  

h av e b een  co n stitu ted . H e rem ain s d estin ed fo r th e  so le  

en d  to  w h ich G o d  d estin ed  h im , th e su p ern a tu ral: w ith ­

o u t th e R ed em p tio n  h e w o u ld n o t h av e th e  su pern a tu ra l  

m ean s an d fo rces w h ich fit h im  fo r th a t en d : h en ce h e  

rem ain s in  a  s ta te  o f d iseq u ilib riu m  an d  d iso rd er. (V o l. 

1 2 , 1 , C o ls. 5 9 8 , 5 99 .)

O n e o f th e m ild est ex p ress io n s o f th e o p in io n th a t  

so m e d e te rio ra tio n (ex trin sic ) affec ts h u m an  n a tu re  in  
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its p resen t co n d itio n m ay b e fo u n d in P o h le -P reuss, 

o p . c it., p . 2 2 9 :

T h ere  is reaso n to d o u b t, h o w ev er, w h eth er th e s ta te  o f  

p u re n a tu re , th u s co n ce iv ed , w o u ld  in  ev ery  d e ta il b e es­

sen tia lly  lik e th e p resen t s ta te  o f o rig in al s in . O rig in a l 

s in , w ith th e co n seq u en ces w h ich it en ta ils, im p a irs th e  

p u rity  o f  n a tu re  to  a  co n sid e rab le ex ten t. It is n o t lik e ly  

th a t in th e s ta te o f p u re n a tu re id o la try ' an d b estia lity  

w o u ld  h av e  w ro u g h t su ch  h av o c  as th ey  ac tu a lly  d id  an d  

d o in co n seq u ence o f th e F all, esp ecia lly if w e co n sid e r  

th a t o rig in a l s in  h as im m en se ly  in c reased th e rav ag es o f  

th ese  tw o  arch -en em ies o f h u m an k in d . A b strac tin g fro m  

th e  g u ilt o f  s in  an d  th e  p u n ish m en t d u e  to  it, th e  s ta te  o f  

p u re n a tu re  m ay  co n seq u en tly  b e  co n ce iv ed  as so m ew h at 

m o re p erfect th an  th e  s ta te  o f o rig in a l s in .

W h en  th ey  th in k  o f  th e  p o o re r co n d itio n  o f m an k ind  

resu ltin g fro m  o rig in a l s in , th e m ajo rity o f C ath o lic s  

p ro b ab ly  d o  n o t co m p are it w ith  th e  h y p o th e tica l s ta te  

o f  p u re  n a tu re; th ey  th in k  o f it o n ly  h isto rica lly  in  re la ­

tio n  to  th e  h ap p y  s ta te  o f o u r F irst P aren ts b efo re  th e  

F all an d  in  re la tio n  to  th e  co n d itio n  th a t w o u ld  b e o u rs  

if th ey h ad n o t s in n ed . O f th o se C ath o lic s w h o d o  

co m p are  the  p resen t s ta te  o f m an k in d  w ith  a co n d itio n  

o f p u re n a tu re , a co n sid e rab le p ro p o rtio n p ro b ab ly  

b e lieve  th a t b o th  th e  in te llec ts an d  th e  w ills o f A d am ’s  

p o ste rity  h ave  b een  e ith e r in trin sica lly o r ex trin s ica lly  

w eak ened . T h is co n c lu sio n th ey d eriv e fro m  o n e o r  

m o re  o f sev era l so u rces: co n tem p la tio n o f th e  m iseries,  

s in s , an d  fo llie s o f m en  th ro u g h o u t h is to ry ; p essim is tic  

an d  rh e to rica l ex p ress io n s so m etim es fo u n d in  p o p u la r  

b o o k s o f d ev o tio n ; 1 8 s im ila r lan g u ag e  em p lo y ed  in  se r­

1 8  F o r ex am p le , in b o o k  IV , ch . 5 5 o f T h e F o llo u in g  o f C h ris t.
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m o n s  an d  in s tru c tio n s; fin a lly , th e  d esc rip tio n s o f o rig i­

n a l s in  an d  its effec ts p resen ted  in  certa in  ca tech e tical  

tex ts .

O n e w id e ly u sed ca tech ism  d ec la res th a t “w e a ll 

co m e  in to  th e  w o rld  in fec ted  w ith  s in .” T o  so m e read ­

ers , th is ex p ress io n su g g ests su b stan tia l co rru p tio n o f  

th e  so u l, w h ich  is  h ere tica l d o c trin e . A m o n g  th e  effec ts  

o f o rig in a l s in , th e sam e tex t in c lu d es “co n cu p iscen ce  

an d in c lin a tio n to  ev il.” T h e ad d itio n o f “ in c lin a tio n  

to  ev il” as a  sep ara te  effect is easily co n d u c iv e to  ex ­

ag g era ted  n o tio n s. A n o th er  ca tech ism  sp eaks  o f  h u m an  

n a tu re  as “ ta in ted .” W h ile  th is te rm  is su scep tib le  o f a  

co rrec t in te rp re ta tio n , it can  read ily  lead  to  m isco n cep ­

tio n s . T h is tex t a lso d ec la res th a t o rig in a l s in h as  

“d ark en ed  th e  u n d ers tan d in g an d w eak en ed th e w ill.”  

W h ile th is s ta tem en t is co rrec t re la tiv e ly , th e w o rd s  

th em se lv es , u n less ex p la in ed b y th e  in s tru c to r, co n v ey  

o n  th e ir face  th e  id ea th a t th e  p o w ers o f th e so u l h av e  

b een  w eak en ed  as  co m p ared  w ith  w h at th ey  w o u ld  h av e  

b een  in  a  n o rm al s ta te  o f n a tu re . S till an o the r  tex t d e ­

c la res th a t w e  are  “a ll b o rn  en em ies o f G o d , b ecau se  w e  

are  d ep riv ed  o f th e  g ifts o f G o d  g ran ted  to  m an k ind .”  

“E n em ies o f G o d ” is , o f co u rse , S crip tu ra l, b u t it re ­

q u ires in te rp re ta tio n  b y  a  co m p eten t in struc to r  to  p ro ­

tec t th e  p u p il ag a in st m islead in g  in fe ren ces . A s a  m at­

te r o f fac t, th e au th o rita tiv e ex p lan a tio n is th a t th e  

p h rase  m ere ly m ean s th a t w e are  “ex c lu d ed fro m  th a t  

sp ec ia l frien d sh ip  o f G o d to w h ich n o crea tu re h as a  

n a tu ra l rig h t.”  1 9 B efore  B ap tism , th e  so u l is in  a  s ta te

1 9  R ev . A u g u stin e F . H ew it, C .S .P ., P ro b lem s o f ik e A g e, N ew  

Y o rk , 1 8 6 8 , p . 2 4 7 . A lm o st h a lf a cen tu ry h as g o n e b y s in ce th e  

w riter cam e u p o n  th is v o lu m e as a  s tu d en t in  th e S t. P au l S em in ary , 

b u t h is fee lin g o f in d eb ted n ess to its d iscu ss io n o f o rig in al s in s till 

en d u res .
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o f “en m ity”  w ith  G o d , b ecau se  it is w ith o u t san c tify in g  

g race ; w h en  th is  g race  is rece iv ed  in  B ap tism , th e so u l 

is in th e co n d itio n o f frien dsh ip w ith G o d . B u t th e  

av erag e  p u p il in  a  ca tech ism  c lass w h ich u ses th is p ar ­

ticu la r tex t w ill n o t d eriv e th is m eanin g fro m  th ese  

w o rd s w ith o u t sp ec ific in te rp re ta tio n  b y  th e  in s tru c to r.

F o rtu n a te ly , tw o  o f th e  m o st im p ortan t recen t tex ts  

are  free  fro m  th ese  am b ig u itie s . In  C ard in a l G asp arri ’s  

C a tech isn iu s C a th o licu s , th e in ju rie s d escen d in g fro m  

A d am  to h is p o ste rity are en u m era ted as “co n cu p is­

cen ce , d ea th , an d  th e  o th er p a in s o f s in , an d  th e  s in  it­

se lf, th a t is , th e p riv a tio n o f ju s tice an d san c tity .”  2 0  

N o th in g  is sa id  ab o u t “ in fec ted  n a tu re”  o r  “ ta in ted  n a ­

tu re ,”  o r “d ark en ed  u n d ers tan d in g ”  o r “w eak en ed  w ill”  

o r “ en em ies o f G o d .”

A C a tech ism  o f C h ris tia n  D o c tr in e , rev ised  ed itio n  

o f th e B altim o re C atech ism , co n ta in s th is q u estio n :  

“W h at are  th e  ch ie f p u n ish m en ts o f A d am  w h ich  w e  in ­

h erit th ro u g h  o rig in a l s in ?” H ere  is th e  an sw er: “T h e  

ch ie f p u n ish m en ts o f A d am  w h ich w e in h erit th ro u g h  

o rig in a l s in are : d ea th , su ffe rin g , ig n oran ce , an d a  

s tro n g  in c lin a tion  to  s in .”  2 1 O f co u rse , “ in c lin a tio n  to  

s in ” in c lu d es co n cu p iscen ce ; b u t “ in c lin a tio n  to  s in ” is  

n o t p u t d o w n  as an  in d efin ite  an d  ad d itio na l d isab ilty , 

a sep ara te  ca teg o ry  w h ch m ig h t co v er a g rea t n u m b er 

an d  v arie ty  o f o th er  ev il p ro p en sitie s. A s in  G asp arri ’s  

C atech ism , so h ere , th e re is n o m en tio n o f th e p o -  

ten ta lly  m islead in g te rm s o ccu rrin g  in th e tex ts n o ted  

ab o v e .

1 0  V atican P ress , 1 9 3 0 . p . 1 0 2 .

îl P aterso n . N . J ., 1 9 4 1 , N o . 2 , p . 1 1 .



C H A P T E R  V

NATURE OF ORIGINAL SIN

C an o n 2 teach es th a t n o t o n ly  A d am  b u t a ll h is d e ­

scen d an ts lo s t th e san ctity an d ju s tice w h ich h e h ad  

rece iv ed fro m  G o d , an d  th ey in h erited  n o t o n ly  d ea th  

an d  b o d ily  p a in  b u t a lso  s in , w h ich  is th e  d ea th  o f th e  

so u l. In su p p o rt o f th is p o sitio n , th is C an o n q u o tes  

th e  w o rd s o f S t. P au l  : “ ... b y  o n e  m an  s in en te red  in  

th e  w o rld  an d  th ro u g h  s in  d ea th , an d  th u s d ea th  p assed  

in to  a ll m en  b ecau se  a ll h av e  s in n ed  ...” (R o m . v . 1 2 ).

T h e cen tra l d o g m a o f th is C an o n is th a t a ll m an ­

k in d are b o rn  in o rig in a l s in . O n D ecem b er 8 , 1 8 5 4 , 

P o p e P iu s IX , in an in fa llib le p ro n o u n cem en t, co n ­

firm ed th e trad itio n a l d o c trin e o f th e  C h u rch  th a t th is  

b an efu l in h eritan ce  d id  n o t fa ll u p o n  th e  B lessed  V irg in  

M ary .

W h at is  th e  n a tu re  o r  essen ce  o f  o rig in a l s in ? W h ile  

th e  C hu rch  h as  n o t an sw ered  th is q u estio n  in  te rm s o f  a  

fo rm al d efin itio n , a ll th e  e lem en ts o f a  sa tis fac to ry  co n ­

cep t are p ro v id ed in th e fiv e C an o n s th a t w e are co n ­

s ide rin g . O n th is b asis , D o cto r T an q u erey o ffe rs th e  

fo llo w in g fo rm u la , w h o se te rm s are su b stan tia lly th e  

sam e as th o se em p lo y ed b y  a ll th e o th er th eo lo g ian s: 

“O rig ina l s in is th e p riv a tio n o f san c tify in g g race , b y  

w h ich  w e  are  av erted  fro m  G o d  as  o u r  su p ern a tu ra l en d , 

an d  w h ich  is in  so m e sen se  v o lu n ta ry  in  u s o n  acco u n t 

o f o u r co n n ec tio n  w ith  A d am .”  2 2

C an o n 5 d ec lares th a t o rig in a l s in  is “ th e d ea th  o f 

th e  so u l.” T h is is an o the r  w ay  o f say in g  th a t th ro ug h

2 2  O p . a t., p . 3 8 9 .

3 1
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th is s in  th e so u l is d ep riv ed o f san c tify in g g race . A s  

th e  la tte r  is  th e  life  o f th e  so u l, so  lack  o f it is th e  so u l’s  

d ea th . M o rta l s in  is so  ca lled , b ecau se it is th e d ea th  

o f th e  so u l; th a t is , th e  ex p u ls io n  o f san ctify in g  g race ,  

w h ich is th e p rin cip le  o f su p erna tu ra l life . A  p erso n  

w h o d o es n o t p o ssess san c tify in g g race is sa id to b e  

“av erted ” fro m  G o d . W h en th e av ersio n is b ro u g h t  

ab o u t b y  h im se lf, h is s in  is ca lled  ac tu a l; w h en  th e  av er­

s io n  is  in h erited , th e  s in  is ca lled  o rig in a l. In  co n trad is ­

tin c tio n  to  ac tu a l s in , o rig in a l s in  is so m etim es d en o m i­

n a ted  “h ab itu a l”  s in , th a t is , a  s in fu l s ta te  in  w h ich  th e  

u n b ap tized  p erson  is h ab itu ally  av erted  fro m  G o d  as  h is  

su p ern atu ra l en d . S in ce th is h ab itu a l av ersio n is n o t  

p ro d u ced  b y  th e  p erso n  w h o  is av erted , it d o es n o t d e ­

se rv e o r rece iv e p erso n a l p u n ish m en t. T h is is c lea r  

fro m  th e  th eo log ica l teach in g  co n cern ing  th e  fa te  o f in ­

fan ts w h o  d ie  u n b ap tized .2 3 A  p erso n  h ab itu a lly  av ert­

ed  fro m  G o d  lack s  san c tify in g  g race  an d , th e re fo re , can ­

n o t reach  th e  su p ern a tu ra l en d ; b u t b y  n a tu re , n o  p er­

so n h as a  m o ra l c la im  to e ith e r o f th ese b en efits . In ­

d eed , a  d is tin g u ish in g  ch arac te ris tic  o f th e  su p ern a tu ra l  

is  g ra tu ity  o r  n o n in d eb ted n ess. W h en  A d am ’s d escen d ­

an ts are  sa id  to b e “p u n ish ed  fo r h is s in ,” it is a lw ay s  

im p lied  th a t th e p u n ish m en t is res tric ted to  th e  lo ss o f  

su p ern a tu ra l an d  u n d u e  b en efits. T h e  p u n ish m en t d e ­

p riv es th e in d iv id u a l o f n o th in g  w h ich b e lo n g s to  h im .

N ev erth e less, o rig in a l s in is s in , an d th e re fo re im ­

p lies so m e  p artic ip a tio n ,  o r co n trib u tio n , b y  th e  w ill o f  

th e s in n er. O n e  o f th e  p ro p o sitio n s o f M ich ae l B aiu s  

(N o . 4 6 ) co n d em n ed b y th e C h u rch read s in p art: 

“V o lu n ta rin ess d o es n o t b e lo ng  to  th e  essen ce an d th e  

d efin itio n  o f s in .” H en ce , th e w o rd s in th e la s t c lau se

M  C f. P o h le -P reuss , o p . c it., p p . 3 0 0 -3 0 7 . 
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o f T an q u erey ’s d efin itio n , “ in  so m e sen se  v o lu n ta ry in  

u s.” H o w  v o lu n ta ry ? N o t b y  an y  ac t o f o u rs . N o t 

b y  an y  p artic ip a tio n  o f o u r w ills . T h e fin a l w o rd s o f  

T an q u erey ’s d efin itio n g iv e th e ex p lan a tio n : “ o n ac ­

co u n t o f o u r co n n ec tio n w ith A d am .” A s th e m o ra l 

h ead  o f th e  h u m an  race , A d am  in v o lv ed  h is d escen d an ts  

as w ell as h im se lf in  h is tran sg ressio n  an d  in  its p rin c i­

p a l co n seq u ence , n am ely , th e p riv a tio n o f san c tify ing  

g race . T h e  u n b ap tized  in fan t h as  w illed  th is co n d itio n , 

n o t b y  a  p erso n a l ac t, b u t th ro u g h  th e  s in fu l ac t o f th e  

h ead  o f th e  h u m an  race . A s S t. P au l ex p resses it, “b y  

th e  d iso b ed ien ce  o f o ne  m an , m an y  w ere  m ad e  s inn ers”  

(R o m . v . 1 9 ). T h eir  v o lu n ta rin ess is  co rp o rate , n o t in ­

d iv id u a l; n o r  d o es  it im p ly  p erso n a l resp o n sib ility .2 4

O rig ina l s in  is n o t “v o lu n ta ry in  th e s tric t sen se o f  

th e w o rd . C o n sid e red p rec ise ly as v o lu n ta ry , o rig in a l  

s in  is o n ly th e sh ad o w  o f s in p ro p erly  so  ca lled . A c ­

co rd in g  to  S t. T h o m as, it is n o t ca lled  ‘s in ’ in th e  sam e  

sen se , b u t o n ly  in  an  an a lo g o u s sen se .”  2 8

“O rig in a l s in is , th e re fo re , v o lu n ta ry in a w id e b u t  

tru e sen se , b ecau se  it in c lu d es a re la tio n  to  so m e w ill 

th a t m ad e a free an d s in fu l ch o ice; an d th a t is w h at 

th e C h u rch d esires ab o v e a ll to  s ig n ify  w h en it in s is ts  

u p o n  th e  w o rd  ‘s in .’ ” 2 6

2 4  O p . c it., p p . 2 7 1 -2 7 6 .

2 5  C a th o lic E n cyc lo p ed ia , v o l. II , p . 3 1 5 , co l. 1 .

2 8  T o ner, R ev . D r. P . J ., D isser ta tio  H is to r ico -T keo lo g ica  d e L a p su  

e t P ecca to  O rig in a li, D u b lin , 1 9 0 4 , p . 2 5 . D r. T o n er w ro te th is ex ­

ce llen t p ro d u c tio n w h ile h e w as a co lleag u e o f m in e in th e S t. P au l  

S em in ary , fo rty y ears ag o .



C H A P T E R  V I

THE QUESTION OF CONCUPISCENCE

C an o n  5 d ec la res:

T he g race co n fe rred in b ap tism  rem its th e g u ilt o f  

o rig in a l s in  an d  tak es  aw ay  th e  tru e  an d  p ro p er  essen ce  o f  

s in . T h o se w h o are  b ap tized p u t o n th e n ew  m an , b e ­

co m in g  in n o cen t, p u re , b e lo v ed  o f G o d , h e irs o f G o d , co ­

h e irs w ith  C h rist an d  d eserv in g  o f h eav en . T h ey  re ta in , 

h o w ev er, co n cu p iscen ce o r th e  s in fu l im p u lse . A lth o u g h  

th e A p o stle so m etim es ca lls th is co n cu p iscen ce s in , th e  

C h u rch h as n ev er u n d ers to o d it to  b e ca lled tru ly an d  

p ro p erly  a  s in  in  th o se  w h o  are  b ap tized , b u t o n ly  in so fa r  

as  it arises o u t o f s in  an d  in c lin es to  s in .

T h e  te rm s u sed  b y  th e C o u n cil to  d esc rib e th e effi­

cacy  o f b ap tism  in  th e  so u l, are  a ll tak en  fro m  th e  N ew  

T estam en t. T h ey  d en o te  th e  p rin c ip a l effec ts o f san cti­

fy in g  g race  an d  th e  essen tia l en d o w m en ts  o f th e  so u l in  

th e  su p ern a tu ra l o rd er.

F ro m  th e v iew p o in t o f th eo log ica l d iscu ss io n an d  

p o p u la r co n cep tio n , th e m o st im p o rtan t w o rd in th is  

can o n is “co n cu p iscen ce .” S t. A u g u stin e (d . 4 3 0 )  

seem s to  h av e  h e ld  th a t co n cu p iscen ce  w as a t least th e  

p rin c ip a l co n stitu en t o f o rig in a l s in .2 7

In m o re th an o n e p assag e o f h is w ritin gs , h o w ­

ev er, h e  ex p ressed  th e  v iew  th a t co n cu p iscen ce w as th e  

s in ’s cau se  ra th e r th an  its essen ce . F o r ex am p le : “T h e  

v ery  em b race  w h ich  is h o n o rab le an d  p erm itted  can n o t 

b e effected w ith ou t th e ard o r o f co n cu p iscen ce . . . . 

N o w  fro m  th is  co n cu p iscen ce  w h atev er  co m es  in to  b e in g

2 7  Ib id ., p . 7 8 . 

3 4
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b y  n a tu ra l b irth  is tied an d b o u n d  b y o rig in a l s in .”  2 8  

In  tech n ica l lan g u ag e , co n cu p iscen ce is re la ted  to  o rig i­

n a l s in as in s tru m en tal cau se. S im ila rly P ete r L o m ­

b ard , th e  “M aste r  o f  th e  S en ten ces” (d . 1 1 6 4 ) sa id  th a t  

in te rco urse an d co n cep tio n in v o lv e th e “ard o r o f co n ­

cu p iscen ce” in  th e  p aren ts; “ th e re fo re , th e b o d y  itse lf  

w h ich  is co n ce iv ed  is p o llu ted  an d  co rru p ted  b y  v ic io u s  

co n cu p iscen ce ; w h en  th e  so u l is in fused  in to  th is b o d y , 

it co n trac ts  a  s ta in  b y  w h ich  it is p o llu ted  an d  b eco m es  

g u ilty ; th is is th e  v ice o f co n cu p iscen ce w h ich  is o rig i­

n a l s in . . . . A fte r b ap tism , co n cu p iscen ce is n o  lo n ger  

im p u ted  as a  s in , b u t rem ain s  as th e  p en a lty  o f s in ; b e ­

fo re b ap tism , it is b o th a p en a lty an d a m o ra l fau lt.”  

T h is w as th e  p rev a ilin g  o p in io n  am o n g  th e th eo lo g ians  

o f th e  M idd le  A g es. B esid es P ete r L o m b ard , th e  m o st 

p ro m in en t n am es are : S t. B ern ard (d . 1 1 5 3 ), P etru s  

P ic tav ien sis (d . 1 2 0 5 ), H u g o  o f S t. V ic to r (d . 1 1 4 1 ), 

w ith q u a lifica tio n s, A lb ertu s M ag n us (d . 1 2 8 0 ) an d  

S t. B o n av en tu re (d . 1 2 7 4 ).

T h e  su m  o f th e  m atte r is th a t d u rin g  th e  e ig h t cen ­

tu rie s im m ed iate ly  fo llo w in g  th e  d ea th  o f  S t. A u g u stin e , 

a lm o st a ll th e im p o rtan t th eo lo g ica l w rite rs d efen d ed  

th e  th eo ry  th a t co n cu p iscen ce  w as e ith e r th e  essen ce o r  

th e in s tru m en ta l cau se o f o rig in a l s in , th e o n ly co n ­

sp icu o u s ex cep tio ns b e in g S t. A n se lm  (d . 1 1 0 9 ) an d  

P ete r A b ela rd .2 9 P assin g b y th e la tte r, w h o red u ced  

o rig in a l s in to a m ere p en a lty ra th e r th an  a rea l s in , 

w e  n o te  th a t A n se lm  to o k  a  d iam etrica lly  o p p o site v iew  

to  th a t o f  A u g u stin e . A cco rd in g  to  h im , co n cu p iscen ce  

is n o t a  s in  in  itse lf , n o r can  it co n stitu te o rig in al s in . 

T h e  m o v em en ts  o f th e  sen se ap p e tite w h ich are  ca lled

2 8  Q u o ted  b y  P o h le -P reu ss , o p . d i., p . 2 8 5 .

2 9  T o n er, o p . d t., p p . 8 5 -9 0 .
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co n cu p iscen ce are  in  th em se lv es n e ith e r g o o d  n o r b ad ;  

th ey b eco m e o n e o r th e o th er o n ly  th ro u g h co n sen t o f  

th e  w ill. T h e  essen ce  o f o rig in a l s in  h e  p laced  in  p riv a ­

tio n  o f o rig ina l ju stice , a lth o u g h  h e  d id  n o t id en tify  th e  

la tte r w ith  san c tify in g  g race .3 0

N o tw ith s tan d in g A n se lm ’s g rea t ab ility an d au ­

th o rity , h is  v iew s o n  th e  re la tio n  b e tw een  co n cu p iscen ce  

an d o rig in a l s in rem ained a lm o st u n k n o w n , certa in ly  

u n reco g n ized , u n til th e  m id d le  o f th e  th irteen th  cen tu ry . 

T h e reac tio n  fro m  th e  A u g u stin ian  d o c trin e to th a t o f  

A n se lm  w as b eg u n b y A lex an der o f H ales (d . 1 2 4 5 )  

an d carried w ell to w ard a v ic to riou s o u tco m e b y S t. 

T h o m as A q u inas (d . 1 2 7 4 ).3 1 T h e la tte r lo cated th e  

essen ce o f o rig in a l s in “ fo rm ally ” in th e p riv a tio n o f  

o rig in a l ju s tice , b u t “m ateria lly ”  in  co ncu p iscence . In  

A risto te lian lan g u ag e , th e firs t w as th e “su b stan tia l  

fo rm ,” th e  seco n d , th e “p rim ary m atte r.” S o m etim es  

h e d esc rib ed co n cu p iscen ce in su ch  te rm s as to m ak e  

it an  effec t o f o rig in a l s in  in  A d am  ra th e r th an  a co n ­

s titu en t e lem en t o f it in  h is d escen d an ts . In  th e  co u rse  

o f tim e , h is fo llo w ers (th e  D o m in icans) in te rp re ted  h im  

as u sin g th e w o rd “m atte r” in a w id e an d im p ro p er  

sen se , as m ean in g “ effec t.” D u n s S co tu s an d a ll th e  

F ran c iscan s re jec ted en tire ly th e th eo ry o f co n cu ­

p iscen ce as th e essen ce o f o rig in al s in . T h e Jesu its  

h av e a lw ay s tak en th e sam e p o sitio n . S u arez , fo r  

ex am ple , d ec la red : “P ro p erly sp eak in g , th is co n cu ­

p iscen ce in n o w ay  co n stitu tes o rig in a l s in , n o r is it a  

p art o f it, b u t an  effec t.”

P ro testan tism  an d Jan sen ism  asse rted th a t co n cu ­

p iscen ce is th e fo rm al, o r essen tia l, e lem en t in  o rig in a l

3 0  Ib id ., p p . 7 9 -8 2  ; 1 0 2 , 1 0 3 . Ib id ., p p . 8 8 -9 U
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s in . It w as ag a in st th e P ro testan t d o c trin e th a t th e  

fiv e  co n d em n ato ry  can o n s o f th e  C o u n c il o f T ren t w ere  

d irec ted .3 2 T h e  o p in io n s o f th e  v ario u s p ro tago n is ts  o f  

Jan sen ism (B a iu s, Jan sen iu s, Q u esn e l) w ere s tig m a ­

tized  as h ere tica l b y  P o p es P ius V , In n o cen t X , C lem ­

en t X I, an d P iu s V I (1 5 6 7 -1 7 9 4 ).3 3 S in ce th ese co n ­

d em n atio n s , n o  C ath o lic th eo log ian  h as h e ld th a t o rig i­

n a l s in  co n sists  o f, o r is cau sed  b y , co n cu p iscen ce .

R eferen ce h as b een m ad e ab o v e to p o p u la r co n ­

cep tio n s o f th e re la tio n b e tw een co n cu p iscen ce an d  

o rig in a l s in . F o r th e m o st p art, th ese n o tio n s are n o t  

co n scio u sly  b ased  u p o n  an y  co n cep tio n  o f id en tity . In  

th e m ain , th ey  assu m e th a t co n cu p iscen ce is an e ffe c t 

o f o rig in a l s in , b u t su ch an ab n o rm al an d ev il effec t, 

th a t o rig in a l s in m u st h av e in flic ted a g rav e w o u n d  

u p o n  th e n o rm al fo rces an d e lem en ts o f n a tu re itse lf . 

In o th er w o rd s, th is n o tio n h o ld s th a t o rig in al s in  

“ch an g ed m an  in to  so m eth in g w o rse ,” n o t m erely  h is ­

to rica lly , n o t m ere ly  as co m p ared  w ith h is o rig in a l en ­

d o w m en t o f su p ern a tu ra l an d p re te rn a tu ra l g ifts , b u t  

in  h is n a tu ra l p ro p erties an d  p o w ers as a  h u m an  b e ing .

A s w e h av e seen o n earlie r p ag es , th is is n o t th e  

p red o m in an t teach in g  o f C ath o lic th eo lo g ica l au th o ri­

tie s. W h at h as b een a lread y  sa id co n cern in g th e p o s-

3 2  “A s co m p ared w ith th e o ld er p ro n o u n cem en ts , th o se o f th e  

C o u n cil o f T ren t, fo r th e firs t tim e, d en o u n ced an d d isav o w ed as  

erro n eo u s th a t p ro fo u n d p essim ism  w h ich w as h en cefo rth to im p reg ­

n a te th e th eo lo g y an d p ie ty o f o rth o do x P ro tes tan tism , an d w h ich  

u n d er an o th er fo rm  w o u ld en deav o r to th ru st m anifo ld  in filtra tio n s  

in to  th e in te llig en ce an d  life o f C ath o lic c irc les” (D ictio n n a ire  d e T h é ­

o lo g ie C a th o liq u e , v o l. 1 2 , 1 , p . 5 2 7 , co l. 1 ). T h is artic le , b y A . 

G au d el, is  eq u iv a len t in  co m p ass to  tw o  la rg e v o lum es. It is th e m o st 

fu n d am en ta l an d sa tis fac to ry treatise o n o rig in al s in th a t h as co m e  

to  th e w rite r ’s a tten tio n .

3 3  P o h le -P reu ss, o p . d i., p p . 2 2 1 -2 2 5 .
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s ib ility  o f a  s ta te  o f p u re  n a tu re  is su ffic ien t p ro o f th a t 

if a p u re ly n a tu ra l m an h ad b een crea ted , h is s ta te  

w o u ld  h av e  b een  “ su b stan tia lly  id en tical w ith  th e s ta te  

in  w h ich  m an  ac tu a lly  ex is ts .”  3 4

S o m u ch fo r th e q u estio n o f m an ’s d e te rio ra tio n  

in  g en era l. T h e p o p u la r n o tio n th a t w e are co n sid er­

in g h ere d o es n o t tak e in  th e w h o le su b jec t. F o r ex ­

am p le , it d o es n o t p ay  m u ch  a tten tio n to  m an ’s a lleg ed  

“p erv ers ity o f w ill” o r h is p ro n en ess to th e s in s o f  

p rid e , h a tred , an d d iso b ed ien ce , as co m p ared w ith h is  

a ttitu d e an d co n d u c t in a h y p o th e tica l s ta te o f p u re  

n a tu re . T h is p o p u la r n o tio n p laces em p h asis a lm o st  

en tire ly u p o n th e fac t o f co n cu p iscen ce , co n ten d in g  

th a t th is fo rce , o r p assio n , o r p ro p en sity , is so ab n o r ­

m ally  p o w erfu l an d  tro u b leso m e th a t it co u ld  n o t h av e  

b een am o n g m an ’s q u a litie s as a n o rm al an d “u n ­

w o u n d ed ” h u m an b e in g . T o b e su re , th is o p in io n  

seem s to fa ll u n d er th e co n d em n atio n w h ich P o p e  

P iu s V  v is ited u p o n th e 7 9 P ro p o sitio n s o f M ich ae l  

B aiu s, in 1 5 6 7 . P ro p osition  2 6 read s: “T h e in teg rity  

o f o rig in a l crea tio n w as n o t an u n d u e ex a lta tio n o f  

h u m an  n a tu re , b u t its n a tu ra l co n d itio n .” T h e te rm ,  

“ in teg rity ,” in th e p ro p o sitio n m ean s sp ec ifically ab ­

sen ce o f co n cu p iscen ce . T h ere fo re , th e p o sitiv e d o c ­

tr in e  im p lied  in  th is P ap a l co n d em n atio n  is th a t co n cu ­

p iscen ce is a n o rm al co n stitu en t o f h um an n a tu re .

T o  b e su re , v ery few  o f th e C ath o lic s w h o accep t 

th e ex ag g era ted n o tio n o f co n cu p iscen ce , n o ted ab o v e , 

are  aw are  th a t th ey m ay b e ad h erin g  to h ere tica l d o c ­

tr in e . M an y , p o ssib ly  m o st, o f th em  d o  n o t in ten d  to  

d en y  u tte rly th a t co n cu p iscen ce is a n o rm al co n stitu -

* *  S ch e ll, D o g m a tik , II , p . 2 9 3 , q u o ted b y P o h le -P reu ss , o p . ç jt.,  

p . 2 2 9 .
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en t o f h u m an n a tu re ; th ey m ere ly assum e th a t th e  

fo rce o f co n cu p iscen ce ev id en t in th e av erage p erso n  

to d ay , an d th ro u g h o u t reco rd ed h isto ry , is co n sid e r ­

ab ly m o re p o w erfu l (an d m o re tro u b leso m e) th an it 

co u ld  h av e b een , th an  G o d co u ld h av e  p erm itted it to  

b e , in  a  n o rm al h u m an  b e in g , in  a  s ta te  o f p u re  n a tu re .

T h is m ild er fo rm  o f th e p o p u la r n o tio n d ese rv es  

o b jec tiv e ex am in a tio n . L et u s s ta rt w ith so m e d efin i­

tio n s . “D esire  o f th e lo w er ap p e tite co n tra ry to rea ­

so n .” “ In o rd in a te d esire .” “T h e in o rd in a te m o v e ­

m en ts o f th e sen se ap p e tite  to w ard sa tifac tio n .” “ In ­

c lin a tio n  o f th e  sen ses to w ard  sen se  g o o d s, ev en  ag a inst  

th e o rder o f reaso n .” “A n y ex cess iv e d esire , th e o b ­

jec t o f w h ich ap p ea ls to  th e  sen ses.”

A ll th ese d efin itio n s co m e to essen tia lly th e sam e  

th in g . “ In o rd in a te” an d “ex cess iv e” are eq u iva len t  

to  “ag a in st th e  o rd er  o f reaso n .” H en ce , co n cu p iscen ce  

in d ica tes n o t m erely  a  s tre tch in g  o r in c lin a tio n o f th e  

lo w er ap p e tite s to w ard sen se g o o d s, b u t d en o tes a  d e ­

g ree o f su ch ten d en cy  w h ich  is co n tra ry  to  reaso n , th e  

cap ac ity  o f th ese ap p e tite s to  g o b ey o n d th e lim it se t 

b y  reaso n . In  p assin g , it sh o u ld  b e n o ted  th a t co n cu ­

p iscen ce in h eres in a ll th e  sen se  ap p e tite s, n o t o n ly in  

th a t o f sex  : it im p e ls to  g lu tto n y  an d  in eb rie ty , as w ell 

as to v io la tio n s o f ch astity .

In  th em se lv es , th e  sen se  ap p e tite s , e . g ., sex  an d  ea t­

in g an d d rin k in g , are u n restra in ed an d u n reg u la ted .  

T h ey  seek th e ir ap p ro p ria te g ra tifica tio n s in d efin ite ly . 

A n im als w ill so m etim es g o rg e th em se lv es w ith fo o d ; 

m en  w ill so m etim es d rin k  in to x ica tin g  liq u o r to  ex cess  

an d  in d u lg e  th e ir sex  ap p e tite s to  th e  lim it o f sa tie ty .3 5

3 5  A ccord in g to S t. T h o m as, co ncu p iscence is in a sen se in fin ite . 

S u m m a  T h eo lo g ica  1 °“ , 2 ae. q . 3 0 , a . 4 .
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In  a  p h y sica l sen se , th ese ex cesses are  n o t ab n o rm al o r  

u n n a tu ra l, s ince th ey  arise o u t o f th e in trin s ic co n sti­

tu tio n o f an im al n a tu re . In m an , th e sen se facu ltie s  

n a tu ra lly ten d to w ard in d efin ite en jo y m en t o f sen se  

g o o d s, w h ile th e in te llec tu a l facu ltie s n a tu ra lly ten d  

to w ard in d efin ite p o ssessio n o f th e g o o d s o f th e m in d  

an d sp irit. H av in g n o  in te rn a l p rin c ip le o f res tra in t, 

th e sen se ap p e tite s are  so m etim es im p e lled  to  em b race  

g o o d s w h ich , in q u an tity o r q u a lity , are h arm fu l to  

h ea lth , in co m p atib le w ith th e p u rsu it o f h ig h er th in gs , 

an d  in ju riou s to  so c ia l o rd er. H en ce  arises th e  co n sti­

tu tio na l co n flic t b e tw een  th e  tw o  o rd ers o f g o o d s w h ich  

is ca lled co n cu p iscen ce . It is n o  m o re ab n o rm al th an  

th e facu lties th em se lv es.

O n e o f th e b est d esc rip tio n s o f th is n a tu ra l an d in ­

ev itab le co nflic t b e tw een th e tw o p arts o f th e a n im a l 

ra tio n a le is fo u n d in th e ex cerp ts h erew ith su b jo in ed  

fro m  “ A  M an u a l o f C ath o lic T h eo lo g y ” b y W ilh e lm  

an d  S cann e ll.3 ®

It is th u s ev id en t th a t, b y th e v ery  co n stitu tio n o f h is  

n a tu re , m an  is liab le to  sp o n tan eou s m o tio n s in  h is sen si­

tive ten d en c ies , o v er w h ich th e w ill h as , a t b est, b u t  

little co n tro l. In o th er w o rd s, co n cu p iscen ce is an a t­

tr ib u te o f h u m an n a tu re . In an im als w h ich h av e n o  

reaso n , co n cu p iscen ce is th e  m ain sp rin g  o f ac tiv ity ; it is  

in  h arm on y  w ith th e ir n a tu re , w h ereas in  m an  it is a  d is­

tu rb in g  e lem en t in  th e  h ig h er life  o f th e  so u l. T h e su b ­

jec tio n  to  co n cu p iscen ce  in  m an  b e lo n g s to  th e  sam e  o rd er  

as th e p o ssib ility  an d  n ecess ity  o f d ea th  an d  o f p h y sica l 

p a in , v iz ., to p assib ility an d co rru p tib ility in an im al 

life . . . .

”  L o n d o n , 1 8 9 0 , I , p p . 4 2 0 -4 23 .
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T h e u n io n w ith a p assib le an d co rru p tib le b o d y en tails  

u p o n  th e  sp iritu a l so u l a  certa in  im p erfec tio n an d  w eak ­

n ess, in  co n seq u en c e o f w h ich  th e so u l ’s o w n  life is su b ­

jec t to  g rad u a l in c rease , an d  is d ep en d en t o n  ex te rn a l in ­

flu en ces; an d , u n lik e th e life o f p u re sp irits , is in  m an y  

w ay s h in d ered  in its free  an d  fu ll d ev e lo p m en t. . . . T h e  

im p erfec tio n o f m an ’s sp iritu a l life , aris in g fro m  its d e ­

p en d en ce  o n  an im al life , m ay  fitly b e s ty led  an  ‘ 'an im al 

q u a lity ” o f th e  sp iritua l life . . .

In te llec tu a l k n o w led g e , th e n o b lest fu n c tio n  o f th e so u l, 

is d eriv ed  fro m  an d  su p p o rted  b y  th e  k n o w led g e  acq u ired  

th ro u g h th e sen ses . ... In case o f co n flic t, th e lo w er  

k n o w led g e  an d  th e  m o tio n s o f co n cu p iscen ce  acco m p an y ­

in g  it are  ap t to  o b scu re  an d  d is tu rb  th e in te llec t. . . .

. . . A g ain , th e  lo w er reaso n , p reced in g  th e ac tio n  o f th e  

h ig h er in te llec t an d su p p o rted b y th e im ag ina tio n , d i­

rec tly  ex c ite s  in  th e  w ill affec tio n s  an d  d esires  fo r sen sib le  

g o o d s, reg ard less o f th e ir m o ra l v a lu e . . . . T h u s th e  

p assib ility  o f th e  w ill, w h ich  resu lts fro m  th e  v ery  fac t o f  

its u n io n  w ith  a  co rru p tib le  b o d y , estab lish es b e tw een  th e  

h ig h er an d  lo w er reg io n s  o f  m en ta l life th e  sam e  an tag o n ­

ism  w h ich ex is ts b e tw een th e ra tio n a l an d th e sensitiv e  

ap p e titiv e facu lties . . . .

T h u s a ll th e  im p erfec tio n s an d  d efec ts to  b e  fo u n d  in  th e  

an im al p art o f m an  are n o t th e resu lt o f th e  d estru c tio n  

an d  p erv ers io n  o f m an ’s  o rig ina l s ta te , b u t th e n ecessa ry ', 

n a tu ra l resu lt o f th e co n stitu tio n  o f h u m an n a tu re .

A n y o n e w h o fee ls in c lin ed to q u estio n th e fo reg o ­

in g s ta tem en ts an d arg u m ent sh o u ld b e p rep ared to  

p resen t a co n tra ry co n cep tion o f th e n o rm al co n d i­

tio n  an d  co n seq u en ces  o f a  u n ion  o f tw o  su ch  d issim ila r  

en tities as an an im al b o d y an d a sp iritu a l so u l. It  
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can n o t b e assu m ed  th a t th e la tte r w o u ld au to m atica lly  

an d  n ecessa rily  k eep  th e  fo rm er  u n d er th e  co n stan t an d  

co n tin u o u s co n tro l o f rig h t reaso n , so  th a t, fo r ex am ­

p le , m en w o u ld b e u n ab le to co m m it fo rn ica tio n o r  

g lu tto n y  o r th e ft. P o ssib ly  a n o rm a l d eg ree o f co n tro l 

w o u ld  im p ly  red u c tio n o f th e s in s ju s t m en tio n ed  an d  

a ll th e  o th er ex cesses o f th e  sen ses to  a  g en era l av erag e  

o f o n e-ten th o f th e n u m b er th a t m en n o w  co m m it o r  

h av e co m m itted in th e cen tu ries s in ce th e F all. P o s ­

s ib ly so ; b u t th e assu m p tio n is in cap ab le o f p ro o f. 

G iv en th e u n ion  in  o n e n a tu re , o n e  p erson , o f th e tw o  

d iss im ila r an d co n tra ry e lem en ts , sp irit an d fle sh , it 

seem s in ev itab le th a t th e la tte r sh o u ld ten d to  ex ceed  

th e b o u n d s se t b y th e fo rm er, an d th a t th is ten d en cy  

sh o u ld p ass in to ac tu a lity , u n less res tra in ed b y th e  

ra tio n a l w ill. In o th er w o rd s, th e re is n o th in g in th e  

co n cep t o f a sp iritu a l so u l n o r in th e co n cep t o f an  

an im al b o d y  w h ich  in d ica tes th a t, in  a  u n io n  o f th e  tw o , 

th e fo rm er w ill n ecessa rily an d au to m atica lly  ex erc ise  

co m p le te  d o m in a tio n o v er th e la tte r. If th is p o in t b e  

co n ced ed , th e re is n o  g ro u n d le ft u p o n  w h ich to b u ild  

an arg u m en t fo r th e assu m p tio n th a t th e d eg ree o f  

co n tro l ex erc ised b y th e sp iritu a l e lem en t sh o u ld  n o r ­

m ally b e g rea ter th an it h as b een th ro u g h o u t h is to ry .



C H A P T E R  V U

GOD'S JUSTICE AND GOODNESS

O n e w h o accep ts th e co n c lu sio n s arriv ed a t in th e  

fo reg o in g  p ag es can n o t fin d  ev en  a  sh ad o w  o f an  arg u ­

m en t fo r th e  p ro p o sition  th a t th e  effec ts o f o rig in a l s in  

ra ise d o u b ts ab o u t e ith e r th e ju s tice o r th e g o o d n ess  

o f G o d . If w e  co m e  in to  th e  w o rld  w ith  a ll th e  p o w ers  

an d q u a litie s th a t b e lo n g to m an in a s ta te o f p u re  

n a tu re , if w e d iffe r fro m  w h at w e sh o u ld h av e b een  in  

th a t s ta te , o n ly  as a  m an d ep riv ed o f h is c lo th es (th e  

su p ern a tu ra l an d p re te rn a tu ra l g ifts) d iffe rs fro m  a  

m an  w h o  h as a lw ay s b een  n ak ed , th en  w e can n o t say  

th a t G o d h as d ep riv ed fa llen m an an y th in g th a t H e  

h as p ro m ised (d iv in e ju s tice ) o r w ith h e ld an y  d eg ree  

o f H is “g ra tu ito u s lo v e w h ich p ro m o tes th e h ap p in ess  

o f o th ers o f sh eer k in d lin ess” (d iv in e g o o d n ess o r  

b en ev o len ce). E v en if w e h o ld , w ith F ath er P o hle  

th a t, “ th e s ta te o f p ure n a tu re m ay co n seq u en tly b e  

co n ce iv ed as so m ew h at m o re p erfec t th an th e s ta te o f  

o rig in a l s in ,” w e m u st s till re jec t an y cen su re d raw n  

th e re fro m  u p o n  e ith e r o f th ese d iv in e  a ttrib u tes ; fo r a  

h u m an b e in g o n th is s lig h tly lo w er lev e l w o u ld s till 

b e w o rth y o f G o d ’s crea tiv e ac tion . H ad th e re b een  

n o  o rig in a l s in , su ch a creatu re  w o u ld  s till ex em p lify a  

g o o d  crea tio n  an d  co u ld  a tta in  a  g o o d  en d . N ay , m o re , 

if m en w ere b o rn  n o w  w ith th e lo w est p o ssib le d eg ree  

o f ra tio n a lity , if , in d eed , th ey w ere m ere ly h ig h g rad e  

m o ro n s, it is d ifficu lt to  see h o w  o n e co u ld p ro v e th a t  

life fo r th em  w o u ld n o t b e w o rth w hile . A t an y ra te , 

th e ir liv es w o u ld b e ju d g ed acco rd in g  to th e ir p o w ers

4 3
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an d  cap acitie s, an d th is is th e te s t, th e o n ly te st, o f  

G o d ’s ju stice  to w ard m en . H e  w o u ld n o t p u n ish th em  

fo r ac ts o r o m iss io ns w h ich w ere b ey o n d th e co n tro l 

o f th e ir free w ills. T h e lo g ic o f th e d o c trin e th a t in ­

fan ts w h o d ie w ith o u t B ap tism  are p u n ish ed n e ithe r  

b y  th e “p a in  o f sen se” n o r th e  “p a in o f lo ss ,” m ay  b e  

effec tiv e ly  ap p lied  to  an y  d eg ree o f th e  ra tio n a l an im al  

w h ich  G o d  sees fit to  crea te . E v ery  m an  w ill b e  ju d g ed  

acco rd in g to h fe p o w ers , cap ac ities , an d resp o n sib le  

ac tion s . H en ce , o rig in a l s in  an d  its effec ts d o  n o t co m ­

p ro m ise the  w isd om , o r g o o d n ess , o r ju stice o f G o d .

T h e  g oo dn ess o f G o d  is m in im ized  th ro u g h  an o the r  

n o tio n , en te rta in ed m o re o r le ss d efin ite ly b y m an y  

p erso n s. It is th a t a ll th e  d escen d an ts o f A d am  w o u ld  

h av e rem ain ed in an u tte rly d ep lo rab le an d h o p e less  

co n d itio n if th e S o n o f G o d h ad n o t d ied o n th e cro ss  

fo r th e ir R ed em p tio n . T h ey  w o u ld  h av e  lan g u ish ed  in  

a s ta te o f g rav e ly im p a ired an d d e terio rated n a tu re . 

Im p lic it in th is n o tio n is an o th e r assu m p tio n— fo r th e  

m o st p art u n ex p ressed — th a t if G o d w ish ed to m ak e  

an y th in g w o rth w h ile o u t o f th is m iserab le m ass o f  

fa llen m en an d w o m en , h e w o u ld h av e to im m o la te  

H im self. O b v io u sly , th is n o tio n  fo s ters an  ex ag g era ted  

co n cep tio n  o f o rig in a l s in  an d its effec ts.

A  few  o f th e G reek F ath ers o f th e  C h u rch d id , in ­

d eed , “so em p h asize th e fitn ess o f R ed em p tio n as a  

rem ed y fo r o rig in al s in  as a lm o st to  m ak e  it ap p ear th e  

so le an d n ecessary  m ean s o f reh ab ilita tio n . . . . T h at  

v iew  is n o w co m m o n ly re jec ted , as G o d w as b y n o  

m ean s b o u n d to  reh ab ilita te fa llen m an k in d . E v en in  

th e  ev en t o f G o d  d ecree in g , o u t o f h is o w n  free  v o litio n , 

th e reh ab ilita tio n o f m an . th eo lo g ian s p o in t o u t o th er  

m ean s b esid es R ed em p tio n , e . g ., d iv in e co n d o n a tio n  
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p u re an d  s im p le  o n  th e so le  co n d itio n  o f m an 's rep en t­

an ce , o r, if so m e m easu re o f sa tis fac tio n  w as req u ired ,  

th e m ed ia tio n  o f an ex a lfed y e t created  in te rag en t. 3 7

N o th eo ry ab o u t th e im p a ired co n d itio n o f fa llen  

h u m an n a tu re can  b e b ased u p o n th e assu m p tion th a t 

th e R ed em p tio n  w as n ecessa ry , fo r th e s im p le reaso n  

th a t th is assu m p tion  is u n p rov ed  an d  u n p ro v ab le . T h e  

n o tio n th a t fa llen m an is m u ch lo w er th an h e w o u ld  

h av e  b een  in  a  s ta te  o f  p u re  n a tu re  can n o t b e  su p p orted  

b y assu m p tio n s ab o u t th e R ed em p tio n .

In d eed , th e re is a w h o le sch o o l o f th eo lo g ian s , th e  

fo llo w ers o f D u n s S co tu s , th e F ran c iscan , to w h o m  

m u st b e ad d ed th e em in en t Jesu it, F ran c isco S u arez , 

w h o  m ain ta in th a t ev en  if A d am  h ad  n o t s in n ed , G o d  

w o u ld  h av e  b eco m e  m an  in  o rd er to  m ak e H is crea tio n  

co m p le te  an d  p erfec t. T h is  v iew  h as th e  m erit n o t o n ly  

o f d isco u rag in g ex ag g era ted n o tio n s o f th e effec ts o f  

o rig in a l s in , b u t o f en h an cin g  m en ’s co n cep tio n s o f th e  

g o o d n ess o f G o d .

A cco rd in g to  th e co m m o n o p in io n o f th e th eo lo g i­

an s , A d am  p o ssessed  san c tify in g  g race an d w as in th e  

su p ern a tu ra l o rd er fro m  th e first m o m en t o f h is ex is t­

en ce . T h is im p lies th a t in th e d esig n o f th e C rea to r, 

m an ’s su p ern a tu ra l an d g ra tu ito u s en d o w m en ts w ere  

to  b e a  “n o rm al” (n o t a  n ecessa ry ) co m p lem en t o f h is  

h u m an  n a tu re . T h is is an  o b v io u s an d  p o w erfu l m an i­

fes ta tio n  o f G o d ’s g o o d n ess . F in a lly , w e h av e th e  cer­

ta in  an d  p a lp ab le p ro o f o f d iv in e b en ev o len ce w h ich  is  

ex h ib ited  in  th e  R ed em p tio n  o f m en  an d  th e ir re -es tab ­

lish m en t in  th e  su p ern a tu ra l o rd er.

3 *  C a th o lic E n cyclo p ed ia , v o l. X II, p . 6 7 8 , co l. 1 .



C H A P T E R  V III

THE SAD CONDITION OF MANKIND—SUMMARY 

AND. CONCLUSION

N ev erth e less, th e p ro b lem  o f ev il an d su ffe rin g in  

th e  w o rld rem ains . If th ey  are  n o t d u e to  im p a irm en t 

o f m an ’s n a tu ra l p o w ers th ro u g h o rig in a l s in , h o w  can  

th ey  b e ra tio n a lly ex p la in ed ? Is th e p ro b lem  a m y s­

te ry  th a t is in so lu b le o n th is s ide o f th e g rav e? In a  

w ell k n o w n  an d  e lo q u en t sec tio n  o f h is A p o lo g ia , C ar ­

d in a l N ew m an  m ain ta in s th a t o rig in a l s in p ro v id es th e  

o n ly  ra tio na l ex p lan a tio n :

S ta rtin g  th en  w ith th e  b e in g  o f a G o d (w h ich , as I h av e  

sa id , is as certa in  to  m e  as th e  certa in ty  o f m y  o w n  ex is t­

en ce , th o u g h w h en I try  to  p u t th e  g ro u n d s o f th a t cer­

ta in ty  in to  lo g ica l sh ap e I fin d  a d ifficu lty  in  d o in g  so in  

m o o d an d fig u re to  m y  sa tis fac tio n ), I lo o k  o u t o f m y ­

se lf in to  th e  w o rld o f m en , an d  th e re I see a  s ig h t w h ich  

fills m e  w ith  u n speak ab le  d istress. T h e  w o rld  seem s s im ­

p ly  to  g iv e th e  lie to  th a t g rea t tru th , o f w h ich m y  w h o le  

b e in g  is  so  fu ll: an d  th e  effec t u p o n  m e  is , in  co n seq u en ce , 

as a  m atte r  o f n ecess ity , as co n fu sin g  as if it d en ied th a t 

I am  in  ex isten ce  m y se lf. If I lo o k ed in to  a  m irro r, an d  

d id n o t see m y face , I sh o u ld h av e th e so rt o f fee lin g  

w h ich  ac tu ally  co m es u p o n  m e. w h en  I lo o k in to  th is liv ­

in g  b u sy  w o rld , an d  see  n o  re flex io n  o f its C reato r. T h is  

is , to m e, o n e  o f th o se g rea t d ifficu ltie s o f th is ab so lu te  

p rim ary  tru th , to  w h ich  I re fe rred  ju st n ow . W ere  it n o t 

fo r th is v o ice , sp eak in g  so c learly  in m y  co n sc ien ce an d  

m y  h eart, I  sh o u ld  b e  an  a th e is t, o r  a  p an th e is t, o r a  p o ly ­

th e is t w h en  I lo o k ed in to  th e w o rld . I am  sp eak in g fo r  

m y se lf o n ly ; an d I am  fa r fro m  d en y in g th e rea l fo rce

4 6
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o f th e arg u m en ts in p ro o f o f a G o d , d raw n fro m  th e  

g en era l fac ts o f h u m an  so c ie ty  an d  th e  co u rse o f h is to ry , 

b u t th ese d o  n o t w arm  m e  o r en lig h ten  m e; th ey  d o  n o t 

tak e  aw ay  th e  w in te r o f m y  d eso la tio n , o r m ak e  th e b u d s  

u n fo ld an d th e leav es g ro w  w ith in m e, an d m y m o ra l 

b e in g  re jo ice . T h e  s ig h t o f th e  w o rld  is n o th in g  e lse th an  

th e p ro p h e t ’s sc ro ll, fu ll o f “ lam en ta tio n s, an d m o u rn ­

in g , an d  w o e.”

T o  co n sid e r th e  w o rld  in  its len g th  an d  b read th , its v ari­

o u s h is to ry , th e  m an y  races  o f m an , th e ir s ta rts , th e ir fo r­

tu n es, th e ir m u tu a l a lien a tio n , th e ir co n flic ts ; an d th en  

th e ir w ay s, h ab its, g o v ern m en ts , fo rm s o f w o rsh ip ; th e ir  

en te rp rises, th e ir a im less co u rses , th e ir ran d o m  ach iev e ­

m en ts an d  acq u irem en ts, th e  im p o ten t co n c lusio n  o f lon g ­

s tan d ing  fac ts, th e to k en s so fa in t an d b ro k en o f a su ­

p erin ten d in g  d esig n , th e  b lin d  ev o lu tio n  o f w h at tu rn  o u t 

to  b e  g rea t p o w ers o r tru th s, th e  p ro g ress o f th in g s , as if 

fro m  u n reaso n in g  e lem en ts, n o t to w ard s fin a l cau ses , th e  

g rea tn ess  an d  littlen ess o f m an . h is fa r-reach in g  a im s, h is  

sh o rt d u ra tio n , th e cu rta in h u n g o v er h is fu tu rity , th e  

d isap p o in tm en ts o f life , th e d efea t o f g o o d , th e su ccess  

o f  ev il, p h y sica l p a in , m en ta l an g u ish , th e  p rev a len ce  an d  

in ten sity  o f s in , th e  p erv ad in g  id o la trie s , th e  co rru p tion s , 

th e  d rea ry r h o p e less irré lig io n , th a t co n d itio n  o f th e  w h o le  

race , so fea rfu lly y e t ex ac tly d esc rib ed in th e A p o stle ’s  

w o rd s, “h av in g  n o  h o p e  an d  w ith o u t G o d in th e w o rld ,”  

— a ll th is is a  v is io n  to  d izzy  an d  ap p a l; an d  in flic ts u po n  

th e m in d  th e  sense  o f  a  p ro fo u n d  m y ste ry , w h ich  is ab so ­

lu te ly b ey o n d h u m an so lu tio n .

W h at sh a ll b e  sa id  to  th is  h eart-p ie rc in g , reaso n -b ew ild e r­

in g fac t? I can o n ly an sw er, th a t e ith e r th e re is n o  

C rea to r, o r th is liv in g  so c ie ty o f m en  is in a tru e sen se  

d isca rd ed fro m  H is p resen ce . D id I see a b o y o f g oo d  

m ak e an d  m in d , w ith  th e to k en s o n  h im  o f a re fin ed  n a ­

tu re , cast u p o n  th e  w o rld  w itho u t p ro v is io n , u n ab le  to  say  
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w h en ce  h e  cam e, h is  b irth -p lace  o r h is fam ily  co n n ectio ns ,  

I sh o u ld  co n c lu d e th a t th e re  w as so m e m y stery  co n n ected  

w ith  h is h isto ry , an d  th a t h e  w as o n e , o f w h o m , fro m  o n e  

cau se o r o th er, h is p aren ts w ere ash am ed . T h u s o n ly  

sh o u ld I b e  ab le to  acco u n t fo r th e  co n tras t b e tw een th e  

p ro m ise  an d  th e  co n d itio n  o f h is b e in g . A n d  so I arg u e  

ab o u t th e  w o rld— if th e re  b e  a  G o d , s in ce th e re is a  G o d , 

th e  h u m an  race is im p lica ted in  so m e te rrib le ab o rig in a l 

ca lam ity . It is o u t o f jo in t w ith th e p u rp o ses o f its  

C rea to r. T h is is a  fac t, a fac t as tru e  as th e fac t o f its  

ex is ten ce ; an d th u s th e d o c trin e o f w h at is th eo lo g ica lly  

ca lled  o rig in a l s in  b eco m es to  m e  a lm o st as certa in  as th a t 

th e w o rld ex is ts, an d as th e ex isten ce  o f G o d (p p . 2 4 1 -  

2 4 3 ).

If th e  g rea t E n g lish  C ard ina l w ere  a liv e  to d ay , w ith  

th e  aw fu l co n d itio n s an d  ev en ts o f th e  recen t an d  p res ­

en t d ay  w o rld  b efo re h is m em o ry an d  v is io n , h e w o u ld  

p ro b ab ly u se  ev en  s tro n g er an d  m o re e lo q u en t d esc rip ­

tiv e lan g u ag e , an d w o u ld b e ev en m o re firm ly co n ­

v in ced  th a t th e  o n ly  so lu tio n  o f th e  d is tressin g  m y ste ry  

is to b e fo u n d  in  ‘“th e d o c trin e o f w h at is th eo lo g ica lly  

ca lk 'd  o rig in a l s in .”

N ev erth e less, h e  w o u ld  b e  o u t o f h arm o n y  w ith  th e  

d o m in an t o p in io n o f th e th eo lo g ian s . In th e artic le , 

P éch é O rig in e l, in D ic tio n n a ire  d e T h éo lo g ie C a th o li ­

q u e , re fe rred to ab o v e , w e fin d th ese su m m ary sen ­

ten ces  :

T h e th eo lo g ian s are a lm o st u n an im o u s to d ay in reco g ­

n iz in g  th a t th e d o c trin e  o f o rig in a l s in  can n o t b e  co n c lu ­

s iv e ly d ed u ced fro m  th e fac ts o f ex p erien ce . . . . T h e  

C h u rch , in d ec la rin g th a t G o d co u ld h av e crea ted m an  

su ch  as h e  is b o m  to d ay , S t. T h o m as, in  m ain ta in in g  th a t 

m an ’s p hy sica l in firm itie s are n o t n ecessa rily  p en a l, b u t  
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are ex p la in ed b y  h is co n stitu tio n , th a t h is m o ra l feeb le ­

n ess an d h is in te rio r co n flic ts d eriv e fro m  th e s tru c tu re  

o f h is n a tu re , fle sh an d sp irit,— p rev en t co n tem p o ra ry ' 

th eo lo g y  fro m  see in g an ap o d ic tiv e p ro o f o f th e F all in  

th e  d a ta  o f h u m an  ex p erien ce (C o ls . 5 8 1 , 5 8 7 ).

O n  th e o th er h an d , th e co n d itio n  o f th e w o rld th a t  

N ew m an reg ard ed as “a v is io n to d izzy an d ap p a l,’ ’ 

s till co n fro n ts u s an d s till affec ts co u n tless th o u san d s  

o f m en an d w o m en su b stan tia lly as it affec ted th e  

au th o r o f th e A p o lo g ia . T h e fo llo w in g p arag rap h s  

w ere in ten d ed as a t least a p artia l ex p lan a tio n o f th e  

o v erw h elm ing p rev a len ce o f s in an d su ffe rin g . T h ey  

are tak en  fro m  th e w o rk  c ited  in th e im m ed ia te ly  p re ­

ced in g  p arag rap h  (C o ls. 5 8 3 , 5 8 4 )  :

G o d  in  h is lib e ra lity  h as  ca lled  m an  to  a  h ig her  p erfec tio n  

th an  th a t w h ich  h e  co u ld  a tta in  b y  h is in te llec tu a l n a tu re . 

T h ro ug h  san c tify in g  g race h e can  d ev e lo p  h is n a tu re  ac ­

co rd in g  to  a p lan  w h ich  su rp asses h u m an req u irem en ts ;  

h e  can  lif t h im se lf to  a  p artic ip a tio n  in th e  d iv in e  n a tu re ; 

h e can b eco m e fitted to co n tem p la te th e d iv in e n a tu re , 

n o t o n ly  in  th e  m irro r  o f creation , b u t face  to  face .

T o  th a t firs t fu n d am en ta l g ift G o d  h as ad d ed  an o th e r: to  

co m p le te th e p erfec tio n  o f th e  s ta te  o f in n o cen ce an d  to  

fac ilita te  th e rise o f m an to w ard b ea tific v is io n , h e h as  

co rrec ted th e d efec ts w h ich resu lt n ecessa rily fro m  th e  

n a tu ral co m p o sitio n o f m an . B y m ean s o f san c tify in g  

g race , o r o rig in a l san c tity , m an su b m itted h is so u l an d  

w ill to G o d ; b y  m ean s o f in teg rity o r o rig in a l ju s tice h e  

w as estab lish in g  h im se lf in a m arv e lo u s in te rio r u n ity . 

S u ch  is th e  su p ern a tu ral p erfec tio n  in w h ich G o d estab ­

lish ed  p rim itiv e  h u m an ity  b y  co n stitu tin g  it in  th e  co n d i­

tio n  o f san c tity  an d  o rig in al ju s tice .
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S in ce th a t p erfectio n ex ceed ed th e req u irem en ts o f n a ­

tu re , it co u ld  b e lo s t; it w as n o t au to m atica lly in co rp o ­

ra ted  in  h u m an  n a tu re  b u t req u ired , acco rd in g to  th e d i­

v in e  p lan , a  p ro b a tio n  in  o rd er to  b e  p erm an en tly  ass im i­

la ted .

B u t h o w  co u ld  a  n a tu re , en d o w ed  w ith  su ch  p re ro g a tiv es, 

estab lish ed  in  su ch  a  s ta te  o f g o o d n ess an d  rec titu d e, fa il 

an d  th u s  lo se  th e  p riv ileg es  w ’h ich  it co u ld  h av e  an d  o u g h t 

to  h av e co n se rv ed ? T h e reaso n is b ecau se it rem ain ed  

a crea tiv e n a tu re , a free n a tu re . T h e p o ssib ility  o f d e ­

fec t in  crea ted  in te llec tu a l n a tu re  is im b ed d ed  in  th e  v ery  

b o so m  o f th e m o st m ag n ificen t, b u t m o st d read fu l, g ift 

o f h is n a tu re : th e free h u m an  w ill.

T h at libe rty  in p rim itive  m an h ad im p lied n o t o n ly th e  

p o ssib ility , b u t th e  fac ility  o f  a tta in in g  e tern a l b ea titu d e ; 

it im p lied  a lso  th e  p o ssib ility  o f tu rn in g  aw ay  fro m  G o d , 

o f fa iling to rea lize h is d estin y . It le ft h im  w ith th e  

p o w er to  g o fo rw ard o r to  d efau lt.

T h e so lu tion o ffe red in th e tw o im m ed ia te ly  p re ­

ced in g p arag rap h s is so m ew h at le ss th an sa tis fac to ry .  

T o say th a t A d am  h ad th e p o w er to s in b ecau se h is  

n a tu re “ rem ain ed a crea tiv e n a tu re , a free n a tu re ,”  

an d th a t “ th e p o ssib ility  o f d efeat in crea ted in te llec ­

tu a l n a tu re is im b ed d ed  in  th e v ery  b o so m  ... o f th e  

free h u m an w ill,— ” is to m ak e s ta tem en ts th a t are  

tech n ica lly  co rrec t; b u t th ey  su g g est a m islead in g  im ­

p licatio n . T h e p o w er to s in is , in d eed , in v o lv ed in  

th e h u m an w ill as ac tu a lly crea ted b y G o d ; b u t it is  

n o t an  essen tia l e lem en t o f free w ill. G o d co u ld h av e  

crea ted m an free , w ith ou t g iv in g h im  th e p o w er to  

ab u se h is freed om . M an ’s free w ill m ig h t h av e b een  

lim ited  to  ch o ices b e tw een  th e  g o o d  an d  th e  b e tte r.
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C o n sid e r th e d o c trin e o f th e C o u n se ls . T h e m an  

w h o k eep s th e co m m an d m en ts b u t fa ils to  p u rsue th e  

w ay  o f p erfec tio n  d o es n o t co m m it s in . “ G o o d  m aste r, 

w h ich g o o d w o rk sh a ll I d o to h av e e te rn a l life? ” a  

certa in m an in q u ired o f Jesu s . T h e rep ly w as: “ If  

th o u w ilt en ter in to life , k eep th e co m m an d m en ts .”  

“A ll th ese I h av e k ep t; w h at is y e t w an tin g to  m e? ’ ’ 

ask ed the  y o u n g  m an . Jesus an sw ered : “ If th o u w ilt 

b e  p erfec t, g o , se ll w h at th o u  h ast, an d  g iv e to  th e  p o o r, 

an d  th o u  sh a lt h av e  treasu re  in  h eav en ; arid  co m e, fo l­

low M e ” (M att. x ix . 1 6 -2 2). H ad th e y o u n g m an  

accep ted  th is reco m m en d a tio n , h e  w o u ld  h av e  acq u ired  

g rea ter m erit, w o u ld  h av e  la id  u p  fo r h im self “ treasu re  

in h eav en .” In ch o o sin g “ th e m o re p erfect w ay ,” h e  

w o u ld h av e  ex ercised  h is free w ill q u ite  as d efin ite ly  as  

h e h ad ex erc ised it w h en h e ch o se m ere ly to k eep th e  

co m m an d m en ts an d  av o id  s in . In  o th er w o rd s, so  lo n g  

as th e  w ill is ab le  to  ch o o se b e tw een  th in g s co m m an d ed  

an d th in g s co u n se led , b e tw een th e  g o o d  an d  th e b e tte r,  

it is free . T h e p o w er to ch o o se b e tw een th e g o o d an d  

the s in fu l is n o t essen tia l to p sy ch o lo g ica l freed o m .3 "

3 8  Is it essen tial to  m an , as a ra tio n a l an im al? W o u ld  in ab ility  o f 

th e h u m an free w ill to  co m m it s in im p ly a p rete rn a tu ra l en d o w m en t?  

T h ere is n o q u estio n th a t G o d co u ld h av e m ad e m an w ith free w ill 

b u t w ith o u t th e p o w er to abu se it, ju s t as H e p laced th e an g els in  

th is p o sitio n afte r th e rev o lt o f L u cife r. T h e q u estio n is w h eth er  

th is “p erfec tio n o f freed om ” w o u ld b e in acco rd w ith th e co n stitu ­

tio n o f h u m an n a tu re, o r w h eth er free w ill in a b e in g co m p o sed o f 

b o d y an d sp irit n ecessarily in clu d es th e p o w er to m ak e ev il ch o ices. 

A s s ta ted  ab o v e (p p . 2 1 , 2 2 ), th e  A u g u stin ian  v iew  m ain ta in s th a t in a  

s ta te o f p u re n a tu re , “ th e an im al p art o f m an w o u ld h av e b een  co n ­

s tan tly an d co m p le tely su b ject to th e d ic ta tes o f reaso n .” T o b e  

su re , th is o p in io n d o es n o t im p ly ab so lu te in ab ility to s in , b u t it 

p o in ts in th a t d irectio n . A t an y ra te , th e s ta tem en t in th e tex t ab o v e  

rem ain s tru e : “G o d co u ld  h ave crea ted m an free w ith o u t g iv in g h im  

th e p o w er to  ab u se h is freed o m .”
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T h e p ro b lem o f m o ra l ev il in th e w o rld is n o t 

so lved  b y  re fe ren ce to  free  w ill, as su ch . It is , in d eed , 

e lu c id a ted b y re fe rence to th e k in d o f free w ill w ith  

w h ich m an  is en d o w ed . B u t G o d co u ld h av e so co n ­

s titu ted  h u m an  n a tu re  as to  w ith ho ld  fro m  free  w ill th e  

ab ility to s in . A s S t. T h o m as d ec lares , th is p o w er is  

a  d efec t ra th e r th an  a  p erfec tio n o f freed o m .3 8

W h y  d id G o d crea te th e h u m an  w ill w ith th is d e ­

fec t? T h is p o w er to ab u se its freed o m ? O n ly H e  

H im se lf h as th e an sw er. T o h u m an in te llig en ce th e  

p ro b lem  o f ev il in th e w o rld rem ains an im p en e trab le  

m y ste ry .

Summary and Conclusion

A s co m p ared  w ith  th e  co n d itio n  o f o u r F irs t P aren ts  

in  P arad ise , o u r h u m an n a tu re h as b een  “ in  b o d y  an d  

so u l ch an g ed fo r th e w o rse .” W h ile th e C o u n c il o f  

T ren t affirm s th is  d o c trin e  c lea rly  an d  d ec is iv e ly , it d o es  

n o t asse rt th a t m an ’s n a tu ra l p o w ers h av e b een w eak ­

en ed , e ith e r in trin s ica lly o r ex trin s ica lly . A cco rd in g  

to th e d o m in an t an d m o re au th o rita tive th eo log ica l 

v iew  to d ay , m en  are  b o rn  w ith  su b stan tia lly  th e sam e  

p o w ers an d cap ac itie s as th ey w o u ld h av e h ad in a  

s ta te  o f p u re n a tu re . C o n sequ en tly , th e m an ifo ld m is­

eries o f th e w o rld can n o t b e a ttrib u ted to  an im p a ir ­

m en t o f m an ’s n a tu ral p o w ers . A cco rd in g  to  th e o p ­

p o sin g , an d le ss “p ro b ab le ,” th eo lo g ica l o p in io n , so m e  

d eg ree  o f d e te rio ra tio n  h as o ccu rred in  th e q u a litie s o f

3 9  “T h e p o w er o f th e free w ill to  m ak e v ario u s cho ices , w h ile o b ­

se rv in g  th e rig h t o rd er, p erta in s to th e p erfec tio n o f its freed o m ; b u t  

its p o w er to ch o o se so m eth ing w h ich is co n trary to th e rig h t o rd er, 

th at is , to  s in , im p lies a  d efec t o f freed o m . H en ce free w ill is g rea ter  

in  th e an g els w h o  can n o t s in th an  in u s w h o can s in ” (S u m m a  T h eo ­

lo g ica , 1 ® * , q . 6 2 , a . 8 , ad  3 ). 
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fa llen n a tu re , p o ssib ly th ro u gh th e w ren ch w h ich it  

su ffe red w h en it w as d ep riv ed o f its su p erna tu ra l an d  

p re te rn a tu ra l en d o w m en ts, p o ssib ly th ro u g h ex te rn a l  

o b stac les w h ich h av e arisen in th e co u rse o f h is to ry ; 

b u t th is v iew  seem s to m ak e th e im p a irm en t re la tiv e ly  

s lig h t. T h erefo re , it h as b een fa r to o  m ild to acco u n t 

fo r th e en o rm o u s am o u n t o f s in an d su ffe rin g w h ich  

h as ex is ted , an d  s till ex is ts , in  th e  w o rld  o f m en . O n ly  

th e L u th eran  d o c trin e o f th e co m p le te co rru p tio n , o r  

to ta l d ep rav ity , o f h u m an n a tu re th ro u g h th e F all, 

w o u ld b e ad eq u a te to  ex p la in th is v ast v o lu m e o f ev il 

in te rm s o f d e te rio ra tio n .

W h en  w e co n sid e r th e  essen tia l co n stitu tio n  o f m an  

as a  ra tio n a l an im al an d  th e  k in d  o f w o rld  th a t h e  h as  

in h ab ited , w e rea lize th a t p a in an d su ffe rin g w ere in ­

ev itab le . W h en w e re flec t th a t h is free w ill in c lu d es  

th e  p o w er  to  d o  w ro n g , w e  rea lize  th a t th e  co n v ers io n  o f 

th is  p o ten cy  in to  ac tu a lity  sh o u ld  n o t h av e  b een  en tire ly  

u n ex p ected . T h o se  w h o  fa ll b ack  u p o n  th e  th eo ry  o f a  

d ecad en t h u m an  n a tu re to  ex p la in  m o ra l an d  p h y sica l 

ev il seem  to p ic tu re as th e n o rm al co n d itio n  o f m an ­

k in d , e ithe r th a t o f o u r F irs t P aren ts in P arad ise , o r  

th a t o f a  p erfec t m an  in  a  p erfec t w o rld . T h e fo rm er  

co n d itio n w as n o t n a tu ra l a t a ll, b u t su p ern a tu ra l an d  

p re te rn a tu ral  ; th e la tte r d o es n o t d escrib e th e k in d o f  

m an  o r th e k in d  o f w o rld th a t G o d  ac tu ally  m ad e . In  

e ith e r case , th o se  p erso n s  tak e  an  im p ro p er s tan d ard  b y  

w h ich to  m easu re  d e te rio ra tio n .

T h e asse rtiv e  title  o f th e  artic le c ited  a t th e  b eg in ­

n in g  o f th e  P reface is tru e  h is to rica lly , b u t fa lse in  its  

p o ssib le im p lica tio n s . O rig in a l s in  ex p la in s th e  fac t o f 

h u m an  m isery , b u t it d o es n o t ju s tify  in feren ces ab o u t 

th e  d e te rio ra tio n  o f h u m an  n a tu re .
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E v en  if th e s in  o f A d am  h ad co m p elled a ll h is d e ­

scen d an ts to  co m e in to  th e w o rld m aim ed , feeb le , an d  

in co m p eten t, n o  u n fav o rab le  re flec tio n co u ld lo g ica lly  

b e d ed u ced th e re fro m  u p o n e ith e r th e ju s tice o r th e  

g o o d n ess o f G o d . M an  is a  g o o d crea tiv e w o rk ; life  

o n earth is w o rth w h ile fo r a ll m en ; life b ey o n d th e  

g rav e w ill b e d e te rm in ed fo r each  m an  o n th e  b asis o f  

h is cap ac itie s, effo rts , an d  ach iev em en ts .

W h en  I b eg an th is little p ro d u c tio n , I w as h o p ing  

to  fin d an sw ers to th ree  q u estio n s: F irs t, h as o rig in al  

s in cau sed an im p a irm en t in th e n a tu ra l p o w ers o f  

A d am ’s d escen d an ts?; seco n d , h as th e im p a irm en t, if  

an y , b een  su ffic ien tly  g rav e  to  acco u n t fo r th e  p h y sica l 

an d  m o ra l ev ils o f th e  w o rld ? ; th ird , if th ese tw o  q u es ­

tio n s are an sw ered in th e n eg a tiv e , h o w  can  th e ex is t­

en ce  o f th ese ev ils b e ex p la in ed ?

N o  sp ec ific an sw er to  th e first o f th ese th ree q u es ­

tio ns can b e fo u n d in th e d efin ed d o c trine o f th e  

C h u rch . A  g o o d C ath o lic m ay  h o ld th a t th e F all h as  

im p a ired m en ’s p o w ers, as co m p ared w ith w h at th ey  

w o u ld  h av e  b een  in  a  s ta te  o f p u re n a tu re ; o r h e m ay  

asse rt th a t th e re  h as b een  n o  d e te rio ra tio n  w h atsoev er  ; 

o r  h e  m ay  co n ced e th a t th e re  h as o ccu rred a  s lig h t ex ­

tr in s ic im p a irm en t. H o w ev er, th e m ajo rity  o f th e u n ­

o ffic ia l teach ers o f th e C h u rch , th a t is , th e th eo lo g ian s , 

n o w  m ain ta in  e ith e r th a t th e re  h as b een  n o  in ju ry  d o n e  

to  n a tu re  o r th a t it h as b een  re la tiv e ly  s lig h t. A cco rd ­

in g  to th e d o m in an t th eo lo g ica l o p in io n th e re fo re , th e  

p h y sica l an d m o ra l ev il in th e w o rld can n o t b e ad e ­

q u a te ly  ex p la in ed  b y  an  assu m ed  d e te rio ra tio n  o f m an ’s  

n a tu ra l p o w ers . T h ese  p ro p o sitio n s h av e , I th in k , b een  

p laced u p o n  a  so u n d b asis in th e  p reced in g  p ag es .

W ith reg ard to th e th ird o f th e q u estio n s s ta ted  
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ab o v e , a ll th a t I  h av e  d o n e  is to  su g g est th a t th e  p h ys i­

ca l ev il an d  su ffe rin g  o f th e  w o rld  are  ex p lain ed  b y  th e  

co n stitu tio n  o f h u m an n a tu re an d  th e co n d itio n s o f its  

p h y sica l en v iro n m en t, an d  th a t th e m o ra l ev ils d eriv e  

fro m  m an ’s p o w rer to ab u se h is free w ill, ev en to th e  

co m m issio n  o f  s in .4 0 W h y  d id  G o d  m ak e  h u m an  n a tu re  

su b jec t to  th ese p h y sica l an d  m o ra l lim ita tio n s? I d o  

n o t k n o w . W h y  d id  n o t G o d  crea te  a rich e r an d  m o re  

p leasan t earth? I d o n o t k n o w . W h y d id G o d g iv e  

m en th e p o w er to s in ? I d o  n o t k n o w . W h at I d o  

k n o w  is th a t G o d  is in fin ite ly  ju s t an d  in fin ite ly  m erc i­

fu l, th a t H e  g iv es to  ev ery on e su ffic ien t g race , th a t H e  

is fu lly aw are o f o u r lim ita tio n s, w eak n esses, an d  

tem p ta tio ns , an d  th a t H e  n ev er d em an d s fro m  u s an y ­

th ing  th a t is u n reaso n ab le . L et n o  o n e b e  m isled , th en , 

in to  th e a ttem p t to  fin d ex cu ses fo r h is w ro n g  ac tio n s  

in fa lse  assu m p tio n s ab o u t th e  d e te rio ra tio n  o f h u m an  

n a tu re .

M C f. A rticle , “E v il,” in  C a th o lic E n cyclo p ed ia ; a lso artic le , “E v il 

an d  N ecessity ,”  b y  R ev . Jo sep h  R ick aby , S .J .. in T h e M o n th , N o v em ­

b er, 1 8 9 8 , an d p am p h le t b y  R ev . A . B . S h arp e , M A ., en titled “E v il: 

Its  N atu re an d  C au se .” L o n d o n : S an d s & C o ., 1 9 0 6 .



DISCUSSION CLUB OUTLINE

Chapter I

The Canons of the Council of Trent

1 . W h at is an  E cu m en ica l C o u n c il?

2 . W h at is th e d iffe ren ce b e tw een “ ju s tifica tio n ”  

an d “sa lv a tio n” ?

3 . H o w  d id  L u th er ’s d o c trin e  o f  ju s tifica tio n  fo llo w  

fro m  h is n o tio n o f o rig in al s in?

4 . D escrib e  th e  lo sses su ffe red  b y  A d am  an d  h is d e ­

scen d an ts o n acco u n t o f A d am ’s s in .

5 . D escrib e th e effec ts o f th e g race co n fe rred in  

B ap tism .

6 . S h o w  th e  im p o rtan ce  o f  th e  C o u n c il ’s  p ro n o u n ce ­

m en t o n  free w ill.

7 . D o es th e C o u n c il g iv e a fo rm al d efin itio n o f  

O rig in a l S in ?

Chapter II

The Supernatural Order and Its Forfeiture by Our 

First Parents

1 . D escrib e  th e  d iffe ren ces  b e tw een  th e n a tu ral an d  

th e  su p ern a tu ra l o rd er.

2 . W h at is th e co n stitu tio n o f m an as a ra tio n a l  

an im al?

3 . In  w h at w ay s is m an  e lev a ted  b y  m em b ersh ip  in  

th e  su p ern a tu ra l o rd er?

4 . W h at d o  y o u  th in k  o f th e  “ ra ilro ad ” illu s tra tio n  

o f th e  d iffe ren ce b e tw een  th e  tw o  o rd ers?

5 6
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5 . E x p lain  th e Im m acu la te C o n cep tio n .

6 . H av e th e  d escen d an ts  o f A d am  b eco m e m em b ers  

o f th e n a tu ra l o rd er?

7 . Is th e re  a n a tu ra l en d fo r p erso n s w h o d ie w ith ­

o u t fo rm al in s tru ctio n  in  th e  tru th s o f C h ris tian  

R ev e la tio n ?

8 . W as A d am  a t an y  tim e  in  th e  n a tu ra l o rd er?

9 . E n u m era te an d ex p la in th e p re te rn a tu ra l g ifts  

p o ssessed b y  o u r F irst P aren ts b efo re th e F all.

1 0 . W h y  are th ey so ca lled ?

1 1 . D o w e k n o w  m u ch ab o u t “ freed o m  fro m  ig n o ­

ran ce an d fro m  su fferin g ” ?

Chapter III

Captivity Under the Devil

1 . H o w  is th is ex p ressed in  th e R itu a l o f B ap tism ?  

A n d  in  certa in  tex ts o f S crip tu re?

2 . D iscu ss each  o f th ese tex ts in  its co n tex t.

3 . W h at d o es it rea lly  m ean ?

4 . C ite  so m e  ex ag g era tio n s  o f  th e  cap tiv ity  d o c trin e  

in  th e  w ritin g s  o f  so m e o f th e F ath ers.

5 . W h at b eco m es o f in fan ts w h o d ie  w ith o u t B ap ­

tism ?

Chapter IV

Corporal and Spiritual Deterioration

1 . H o w  d o es th e C o u n c il d esc rib e th is d e te rio ra ­

tio n ?
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2 . C ite  th e  th eo lo g ica l  ax io m  w h ich  su m m arizes th is  

d o c trin e .

3 . H o w  d o  th e th eo lo g ian s d iffe r in th e ir in te rp re ­

ta tio n o f th e  ax io m ?

4 . D o es th e  lan g u ag e o f th e  C o u n c il su p p o rt e ith e r  

o f th ese  v iew s to  th e ex c lu sio n  o f th e o th er?

5 . D iscu ss th e m ain arg u m en t fo r th e A u g u stin ian  

o p in io n .

6 . D iscuss th e q u estio n , w h eth er G o d co u ld h av e  

crea ted  m an in  a s ta te  o f “p u re  n a tu re .”

7 . D o  y o u  th in k  th a t, s ince  th e F all, m an ’s n a tu ral  

p o w ers h av e b een  w eak en ed ?

8 . S ta te th e  v iew  o f B ella rm in e  an d  o f T an q u erey .

9 . D iscu ss th e o p in io n  o f M o eh le r.

1 0 . S u m m arize th e s ta tem en ts q u o ted fro m D ic ­

tio n n a ire an d fro m  P o h le -P reu ss .

1 1 . E n u m era te  th e  v ario u s reaso n s w h y  m an y  C ath o ­

lic s  b e liev e  th a t o u r in te llec ts  an d  w ills h av e  b een  

g rea tly  w eak en ed  th ro u g h  o rig in a l s in .

1 2 . Q u o te th e am b ig u o u s ex p ress io n s u sed in so m e  

ca tech ism s; an d  th e  m o re  accep tab le ex p ress io ns  

in o th ers.

Chapter V

Nature of Original Sin

1 . G iv e  an d  d iscu ss D r. T an q u erey ’s d efin itio n .

2 . W h at is m ean t b y  th e  “d ea th  o f th e  so u l” ?

3 . Is o rig in a l s in v o lu n ta ry in th e d escen d an ts o f  

A d am ?
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Chapter VI

The Question of Concupiscence

1 . D o es  th e  C o u n c il id en tify  O rig in a l S in  w ith  co n ­

cu p iscen ce?

2 . W h at is th e re la tio n  b e tw een  th em , acco rd in g  to  

th e fo llo w in g  au th o ritie s: S t. A u g u stin e? P ete r  

L om b ard ? S t. A n se lm ? S t. T h o m as A q u in as?  

T he  D o m in ican s? T h e  F ran c iscan s?  T h e  Jesu its?

3 . W h at is , o r w as, th e P ro tes tan t v iew ?

4 . C o m p are so m e p o p u la r co n cep tio n s o n th is su b ­

jec t w ith th e p red o m in an t teach in g o f C ath o lic  

th eo lo g ian s.

5 . Is co n cu p iscen ce  a  n o rm al co n stitu en t o f h u m an  

n a tu re?

6 . W h at is th e  m ean in g  o f co n cu p iscen ce?

7 . Is it an ab n o rm al th in g in h u m an n a tu re?

7 . S u m m arize th e ex p lan a tio n q u o ted fro m “A  

M an u a l o f C ath o lic  T h eo log y .”

9 . Is it p o ssib le  to  p ro v e th a t th e p o ten tia l co ncu ­

p iscen ce ex is tin g in h u m an b e in g s is ex cess iv e  

fo r a ra tio n a l an im al?

Chapter VII

God's Justice and Goodness

1 . D o th e effec ts o f O rig in a l S in ra ise a ra tio n a l  

d o u b t co n cern in g  th e  ju s tice  o r  g o o d n ess  o f G o d ?

2 . W h at is  th e  su p rem e  te s t o f G o d ’s  ju s tice  to w ard  

m en ?
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3 . W as th e  R ed em p tio n  n ecessa ry  to  res to re  m an  to  

frien d sh ip  w ith G o d ?

4 . In  w h at sen se  is th e  su p ern a tu ra l o rd er “n o rm al”  

to  h u m an  n a tu re?

Chapter VIII

The Sad Condition of Mankind—Summary 

and Conclusion

1 . H o w  w as th e p resen ce o f ev il in th e w o rld ex ­

p la in ed  b y  C ard in a l N ew m an ?

2 . Is h is ex p lan a tio n su p p o rted  b y  d o m in an t th eo ­

lo g ica l o p in io n ?

3 . S u m m arize  th e so lu tio n  o ffe red in D ic tio n n a ire .

4 . Is  th e  p o w er to  s in  essen tia l to free w ill?

5 . W h at is th e d o c trin e o f th e C o u n se ls?

6 . Is it essen tia l to  m an as a ra tio n al an im al?

7 . S u m m arize th e d o c trin e o n th e d e te rio ra tio n  

cau sed  b y  O rig in al S in .

8 . C an th is d e te rio ra tio n acco u n t fo r th e v ast  

am o u n t o f s in  an d  su fferin g in th e w o rld ?

9 . D id  G o d  m ak e a p erfec t w o rld ?

1 0 . D escrib e th e freed o m  o f o p in io n a llo w ed to  

C ath o lic s  co n cern in g  th e  effec ts o f O rig in a l S in .

1 1 . H av e  w e  an y  ad eq u a te so lu tion  to  th e  p ro b lem  o f  

p h y sica l an d  m o ra l ev il?

1 2 . C an  w e  ex cu se  o u r  w ro n g  ac tio n s o n  th e  assu m p ­

tio n  o f  a  g rav e  im p a irm en t o f  h u m an  n a tu re?



BIBLIOGRAPHY

C ap eran , L o u is: L e  P ro b lèm e  d u  S a lu t d es In fid è le s, 2 V o l., 

P aris , 1 9 1 2 .

d e l V al, R ev . H ., O .S .A .: T h eo lo g ia  D o g m a tica , I .

D ev iv ie r-M essm er: C h ris tia n  A p o lo g e tic s , N ew  Y o rk , 1 9 0 3 .

G asp arri, P ete r C ard in a l: C a tech ism u s C a th o licu s , V atican  

P ress, 1 9 3 0 .

H ew it, R ev . A u g u stin e  F ., C .S .P .: P ro b lem s o f th e  A g e , N ew  

Y o rk , 1 8 6 8 .

à  K em p is, T h o m as: T h e  F o llo w in g  o f C h ris t, B o o k  IV .

M o eh le r, R ev . D r. J . A .: S ym b o lism : o r E xp o s itio n  o f th e  

D o c trin a l D iffe ren ces B e tw een th e C a th o lic s a n d P ro t­

es ta n ts , L o n do n , 1 9 0 6 .

N ew m an , Jo h n  C ard in a l: A p o lo g ia  P ro V ita  S u a .

P o h le -P reu ss : G o d : T h e A u th o r o f N a tu re a n d th e S u p er ­

n a tu ra l, S t. L o u is , 1 9 4 0 .

R ick ab y , R ev . Jo sep h , S .J.: ‘ ‘E v il an d N ecessity ,” T h e  

M o n th , N o v em b er, 1 8 9 8 .

S h arp e , R ev . A . B ., M .A .: E v il: I ts N a tu re a n d C a u se , 

S an d s, L o n d o n , 1 9 0 6 .

T an q u erey , R ev . D r. A ., S .S .: S yn o p sis T h eo lo g ia e D o g ­

m a tica e , I , B altim o re , 1 8 9 6 .

T h o m as A q u in as , S ain t: S en ten tia e , ii.

S u m m a T h eo lo g ica , 1 "“ , 2 ae .

T o n er, R ev . D r. P . J .: D isse r ta tio  H is to r ico -T h eo lo g ica  d e  

L a p su  e t P ecca to  O rig in a li, D u b lin , 1 9 0 4 .

W ilh e lm -S can n e ll : A  M a n u a l o f C a th o lic T h eo lo g y , I , L o n ­

d o n , 1 8 9 0 .

C a tech ism  o f C h ristia n  D o c tr in e , A : P aterso n , N ew  Je rsey , 

1 9 4 1 .

C a th o lic E n cyc lo p ed ia : A rtic les o n “E v il,” “O rig in a l S in ,”  

“ R ed em p tio n .”

C o u nc il o f T ren t: S essio V , D e  P ecca to O rig in a li.

S essio V I, D e  Ju s tifica tio n e .

D ic tio n n a ire  d e T h éo lo g ie C a th o liq u e: “P éch é O rig in e l.”

6 1



POSTSCRIPT

S in ce th e fo rego in g w as p u t in to ty p e , so m e co m ­

m en ts h av e b een rece ived fro m  R ev . D r. Jam es W . 

O ’B rien , R ecto r o f M o u nt S t. M ary S em in ary , N o r ­

w o o d , O h io . F o llo w in g  are  h is  im p o rtan t  p arag rap h s  :

I h av e  g o n e  o v er y o u r m an u scrip t care fu lly  an d  w h ile  

I d o  n o t ag ree  w ith  y o u r m ain  co n c lu sio n , I m u st co n fess  

th a t b o th p o sitio n s are fa irly an d accu ra te ly s ta ted  an d  

so fa r as I k n o w  th e re is n o th ing ag a in st C ath o lic d o c ­

tr in e .

It s trik es m e th a t th e  o th er v iew  is m o re in  co n fo rm ity  

w ith th e d ecrees o f th e C o u n c ils, an d th e re are m an y  

th eo lo g ian s w h o  h o ld it, a t leas t w ith reg ard to ex te rio r 

v itia tio n . It seem s th a t y o u m ak e to o  m u ch o f th e co n ­

d em n atio n  o f B aiu s . G o d  m ig h t in d eed  h av e  crea ted  m an  

in th e s ta te o f in teg ra l n a tu re , i. e ., n e ithe r in th e s ta te  

o f g race  n o r in  th e  s ta te  o f p u re  n a tu re , b u t w ith th e  sen ­

s itiv e  ap p e tite  co m p le te ly  u n d er th e  co n tro l o f reaso n  an d  

n o t so in d ep en d en t as it is to d ay . In th is case , th e in ­

teg rity  o f h u m an  n a tu re  w o u ld  b e  n a tu ra l, a t least q u o a d  

su b sta n tia m . O f co u rse , th is m ay b e b esid e th e p o in t 

s in ce th e w h o le q u estio n is w ith reg ard to th e n a tu ra  

p u ra . In  an y  case , it seem s to m e th a t p ro p . 2 6 h as to  

d o  w ith  a fac t an d  n o t w ith  co n ce iv ab le co n d itio n s .

N o n e  o f th ese  s ta tes w o u ld  ex c lu d e  n ecessa rily  th e  ca ­

p ac ity  to  co m m it s in en tire ly , b u t I sh o u ld th in k  th a t in  

th e  s ta tu s n a tu ra e in teg ra e  th ey  w o u ld  a ll b e s in s o f m a ­

lice ; in p u re n a tu re th e re w o u ld b e  so m e  s in s o f p assio n  

an d ig n oran ce , an d  in fa llen n a tu re a  g rea t m an y m o re .

T h e  am o u n t o f ev il in  th e w o rld to d ay  seem s to  m e to  

co n firm  th e  v iew  th a t h u m an  , n a tu re  h as u n d erg o n e so m e  

early eru p tio n th a t m ak es m an a g o o d d ea l w o rse th an  

w e  m ig h t ex p ec t h im  to  b e .

6 2
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T h e o p in io n  w h ich  D r. O ’B rien  d efen ds in  th e sec ­

o n d o f th ese  p arag rap h s is su b stan tia lly  id en tica l w ith  

th e  p o sitio n  o f th e  A u g u stin ian s  w h ich  is s ta ted  an d  d is ­

cu ssed  o n  p ag es 2 1 , 2 2 . W h en  D r. O ’B rien say s th a t  

“ th e  o th er v iew  is m o re  in  co n fo rm ity  w ith  th e  d ecrees  

o f th e  C o u n c ils ... ” h e  m ean s o b v io usly  th o se  d ecrees  

acco rd ing to  a  certa in  in te rp re ta tio n . A s p o in ted o u t 

o n p ag e 5 2 o f th e tex t, th is in te rp re ta tio n is co n tra ry  

“ to th e d o m in an t an d m o re au th o rita tiv e th eo lo g ica l 

v iew  to d ay .”

D r. O ’B rien ’s “ in teg ra l n a tu re” is en tire ly h y p o ­

th e tica l an d , as h e h im se lf ad m its , it is n o t id en tica l 

w ith “p u re n a tu re .” It d o es n o t seem  to b e a v ery  

se rv iceab le co n cep t, s ince it is m ere ly  a th eo ry ab o u t  

w h at G o d  w o u ld  h av e  o r m ig h t h av e  d o n e . E v en  th o se  

w h o . h o ld th a t fa llen n a tu re h as b een im p a ired o r  

w o u n d ed m o re o r le ss, as co m p ared  w ith  p u re n a tu re , 

are th in k in g  o f m an  as a  ra tio n a l an im al, in c lu d in g  th e  

p o w er o f th e  fle sh  to  reb e l ag a in st th e  sp irit. T h ey  are  

n o t d raw in g  th e co n tras t b e tw een n a tu re as it n o w  is  

an d th e  “ in teg ra l n a tu re” as  d esc rib ed  b y  D r. O ’B rien . 

T h e la tte r co n cep t an d its im p lica tio n s are ch aracte r ­

ized  b y  a  b afflin g  am o u n t o f u n rea lity .

In th e la s t p arag rap h q u o ted ab o v e , D r. O ’B rien  

say s th a t th e  am o u n t o f ev il in  th e  w o rld  seem s to  h im  

“ to  co n firm ” th e o p in io n th a t o u r fa llen n a tu re rep re ­

sen ts a v ery  g rea t d e te rio ra tio n fro m  w h at w e sh o u ld  

ex p ec t to  b e  th e n o rm al ty p e . It w ill b e  o b serv ed th a t 

h e  u ses th e  w o rd  “co n firm ,”  n o t “p ro v e .” T h eo lo g ian s  

to day are p rac tically  u n an im o u s in re jectin g  th e v iew  

th a t th e d o c trine o f o rig in a l s in can b e p ro v ed o n th e  

b asis o f ex p erience . T o  b e  su re , D r. O ’B rien ’s g en era l 

v iew  w o u ld  g o  a  lo n g  w ay  to w ard  ex p la in in g  th e  am o u n t



6 4 O r i g i n a l  S i n  a n d  H u m a n  M i s e r y

o f ev il in  th e  w o rld , b u t w e m u st k eep  in m in d  th a t h is  

“ in teg ra l n a tu re”  is o n ly  h y p o th e tica l; it is n o t n o rm al 

h u m an  n a tu re . S o fa r as I k n o w , th e th eo lo g ian s (ex ­

cep t th o se o f th e A u g u stin ian S ch o o l) w h o h o ld th a t  

th e re  h as b een  so m e im p a irm en t in  m an ’s in te llec t an d  

w ill d o  n o t th in k  o f it as g rea t en o u g h  “ to  acco u n t fo r  

th e en o rm o u s am o u n t o f s in an d su ffe rin g w h ich h as  

ex is ted , an d s till ex is ts, in th e w o rld o f m en” (su p ra ,  

p . 5 3 ).
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