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When Are Bad Thoughts Sinful?

Is pleasure derived from a bad thought always a sure sign of sin? No, it is not,

v way of example, suppose you had resolved never to enjoy wine, and sunpose someone
orced a bit of rare wine into your mouth. While wine was present in your mouth you
would experience a pleasant sensation of taste. But since you didn't want to enjoy

the wine, since you refused to swallow it and, at the first opportunity, spat it out,

the pleasure would be involuntary.
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Zimilarly, in the matter of bad thoughts: inveluntary pleasure on the part of the
sanses or of the imazination or memory, is often umavoidable and shontaneous when a
certain imaze is present in consciousness. If the image comes to consciousness,
through no fault of your own, if you refuse to engoy it, and try, on the contrary, to
zet rid of it, the pleasure that accompanies it is not vnluntary ani therefore is not

zinful,

ire frequency and violence of temptations a sure sign of sin? No, because frequency
and violence of temptations often depend upon temperament and character, sometimes
voon education and baut and present environment, sometimes even upon the providential
iszsigns of Gode There is culpability if we couse the tempbations--if we go to sug-
szstive shows, or *take part in evil conversations, or read bad books. But frequency

8
*d violence of temptations are by no means always sure signs of sin.
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Zgop this in mind: mortal sin happens only when the intellect fully recognizes the
cresence of the evil image and when, after recognition by the intellect, there is full
sznsent of the will, Vénlal sin oceurs when, in a semi~-consclous state let us say,
svere is only partial recognition by the intellect and only partial consent of the will
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iz the matter cf bad thoughts, here are some peoints to remember:

1. There is no consent, hence no sin, if a feeling of disrust with the tempta-

tion has Deen ﬁresent or if you turn to nrayer or to auny other legitimate
and attractive thought (such as a football geme)} to distract the intellect

and will.

2. There is some consent, hence venlial sin:

as If, before repelling the temptation, you momenbarily hesi-
tate not wanting to offsnd God, yet wishing to relish the
forbmdden pleasure;

b. If resistance is real but fe:ble, indolent. Half resis-
tance is half consent and venial sin.

3. Concent is full and gravely sinful when, despite the protests of conseience,
wh ch recognizes the gravity of the evil, the will acquiesces in the
pleasure presented to it in the tvmpwutlon.

of this knowledpe of the distinction bebween sin and btemptation, you

+111 have Jiffieulty in a particular case, co-onlt your confossor, If your conscicrice

L5 lax the sresumption i araingt you; 1f yvou asave a delizate conselencs, not in the

1ahﬁt of_ylﬂlﬁlng consent, you arc most vrobatly Croc, at least from serious sin.
"RRECTICKH in yob +crday $ Bullutln. last serntence in fourth paraprs h sho-ld road,

T convorsation with feosmic mctivity! far different?"
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TTTATRG: (decensed) friend of Rokert Voolker (“resh.); friend of Jim Burke (Walsh).

111, Frederick Snite, '33, scrioncly 111 with infantile yaralysis; cousin of Hugh
“iley (brownsen); father of liells Albata (Carr,); mothor of Miller .ullett (Walsh);
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fri.nd of koh Bunavides (Alum.); uncle of Charlic Morrison (Lyons). Four spsc. ints.




