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Mr. Luna R eplies To Two O bjectors,

Question XXXI. Are you not open to  c r i t i ­
cism i f  you us© the  same word, 11 m ir a c le /1 
fo r  the  m irac les  which you a t t r i b u t e  to  
Christ and the S a in ts , and for the mira-
c le s  which you a t t r i b u t e  to  e v i l  s p i r i t s ?

Answer. Yes, I  have been c r i t i c i z e d  by 
irA Senior” w r it in g  in  th e  Notre Dame 
B u lle t in  f o r  my d e f in i t io n  of "m iracle/*
I an no “theo lo g ian  and in  arguing w ith  
non~€atho lics , who are  u n in te re s te d  in  
th e  n ic e t i e s  of th e o lo g ic a l  d e f in i t io n ,
I t ry  to  fo llow  the  e x c e lle n t  advice of 
S t ,  Thomas Aquinas. 11 No argum ent/5 says
S t .  Thomas, 55is  p o ss ib le  u n t i l  you have 
d iscovered some common premise which 
your adversary  a c c e p ts ,55 Our f i r s t  ta sk  
i s  to  persuade the  sk ep tic  to  accept the 
common premise th a t  e f fe c ts  o u ts id e  the  
ord inary  course of n a tu re  are  produced 
by d ise a rn a te  p e r s o n a l i t i e s ,  Though 
n in e teen th -cen tu ry  m ateria lism  i s  dead 
or dying, most of our contem poraries are 
s t i l l  in fluenced  by o ld-fash ioned  p re ­
ju d ices  a g a in s t  the  su p e rn a tu ra l,  and 
are  s t i l l  in fe c te d  by th e  qua in t super­
s t i t i o n  t h a t  th e re  i s  something unscien ­
t i f i c  in  b e liev in g  in  s p i r i t s .

We l iv e  in  a th o u g h t-shy age and i t  i s  
u se le ss  to  begin our d iscu ss io n  w ith  the  
Aquinate p roofs  of th e  ex is tence  of God, 
We must begin  by t ry in g  to  convince our 
n o n -C h ris tian  f r ie n d s  th a t  th e re  e x is ts  
an immense array  of f a c t s  which t e s t i f y  
to  the ex is ten ce  of s p i r i t u a l  beings who 
can produce e f fe c ts  in  the world around 
u s. The evidence fo r  the supernormal 
phenomena of Psych ica l Research i s  more 
e f fe c t iv e  in  convincing our uneasy moderns 
t h a t  s p i r i t s  e x is t  than  a l l  the  arguments 
of Natural Theology, And one© you havo 
convinced a man that s p i r i t s ,  good or 
e v i l ,  e x is t ,  you w i l l  fin d  i t  much easier  
to  persuade him to  consider the evidence 
fo r  the Supreme G pirit whom wo c a l l  God,

I do n ot, as my c r i t i c  supposes, make no
d is t in c t io n  between tho miracles worked
by e v i l  s p ir it s  and the miracles worked

belong to  th o  gonus, homo sapiens , God is  
a s p i r i t  and the- D evil i s  a s p i r i t ,  and I 
am not b lunting the d is t in c t io n  between 
tho  m ira c le s  wrought by God and o ther good 
s p ir i t s ,  and the m iracles wrought by the 
D ovil and other e v i l  s p ir i t s ,  i f  I use tho 
word "m iracle55 for a l l  55 of fo o ts  outside  
tho ordinary course of nature produced by 
discarnato p e r s o n a l i t ie s /5

Nor are tho m iracles wrought by e v i l  sp ir -  
i t s  e n t ir e ly  v a lu e le ss . They havo a cer­
ta in  ap o logetic  value as te s t ify in g  to  an
a r t i c l e  of th e  C atholic  F a i th ,  tho e x is ­
t e n c e  of 55e v i l  s p ir it s  t h a t  wander through 
the  world f o r  the ruin  of s o u l s / 5

Tho Pocket Oxford D ic tionary  defines  a 
m irac le  as an irovent duo to  su p ern a tu ra l 
ag en cy /1 This d e f in i t io n  covers ovory 
type of m irac le  from those wrought by God 
to  those  which arc due to  the agency of 
e v i l  s p i r i t s .  Now in  arguing with a d i s ­
in te g ra te d  modern, i t  i s  sound t a c t i c s  to  
apply th e  Aquinate p r in c ip le  of the  common 
premise t o  d e f in i t io n s ,  and to  use words, 
no t in  tho  r e s t r i c t e d  sonso current among 
th e o lo g ia n s , but in  tho genera l sense in  
which th e  man in  tho s t r e e t  understands 
thorn. And f o r  t h i s  reason u n t i l  somebody 
supp lies  mo w ith  a word which covers a l l  
e f f e c ts  produced by a l l  s p i r i t s ,  good or 
e v i l ,  I propose to  uso th e  word, "m irac le ,"  
in  the  sense  given to  i t  by tho  Oxford 
D ic tio n a ry .

As I am not a theologian  1 would prefer not 
to  cross swords w ith "N,D/Ian" who c r i t i ­
c iz e s  my reference to  our lord as a " d is-  
carnak© p erson a lity ,"  I do not wish to  
"smell of tho fagot55 and I tru st to  tho 
Editor of tho B u lle tin  to censor phrases 
which are th e o lo g ic a lly  rush. But perhaps 
som tho ©logic an w i l l  answer, in  tho 
B u lle tin , tho follow ing question: "What
d is t in c t io n  do theologians draw between 
tho Incarnation of our Lord on earth and 
His incarnation in  tho Eucharist? And do 
theologians use tho term, (in ca rn a tio n ,* 
in  connection with the Eucharist? And i f

by C hrist. One can d istin gu ish  between not, why i s  i t  incorrect to  refer to  our
Our Holy Father and S ta lin  though both Lord as a (discwrnrto person*?
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