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:7f1t W¢U1d be a great satmsfamtion if these questions of peace and war wers so simple
that a brief and positive answer could be given to them. Unfortunately, this is met =~
 the case. Too many decisions as to facts and laws and human relationships have to be .
‘made to allow of that., Principles of morality taken in the abstract are 1ntelllgiblefg;ﬁ

enough, dut the situations to which they are applied are frequently, and none more so

than in the present instance, so c¢rigs—crossed with circumstances rising out of life

~ in the concrete that 11ttle more than a high degree of probability can be had 1ﬁfiﬁxr ’.

application.

The late prohlbltlon issue offers a case in peint, JWas the prohlbltxan E@W'a‘dust or
an unjust law? In the abstract one can say that if the law was morally necessary
for the common welfare, it was certainly just and binding in conscience; and if not

sO necessary, it was unjust and could be conscientiously cobjected to. Right order of

course requires that a law promulgated by public autherity be presumed mnecessary for
‘the common good. If objection is taken to it, the burden of prcof is on the objector.

Everyone kiuows how contradictery were the views of even the ablest investigators.
Had the law been manifestly unjust, i.e. evidently injurious to social welfare, no =

‘one could conscientiously have observed it. But it was neither manxfes*lv Just ner
- unjust. At best, it could be called probably just, and so also prmbably wmjust. Mean~

time, i.e. until the doubt was resolved by the weight of ypublic opinion against it  5f”

 ,1na1v1aff> consclencee were perplexed and much had to be left to the individual s
declszon on,the ba51s of What facts he ccul&,muvtar, T g :

| The questhn ccncerninb the morallty of the aanwcientxous obgaﬁter to war is not dls~    5

similar. An ebjection that is "conscientious" is one that is based on sound evidence
~of an action's 1ncempatlbi1ity with the moral law, <Aﬁx0bgeﬁtlﬁﬁ which springs from

,emetion alone-—as many pac1flstlc objections do--is not’ consclentious, for ccnsc 13nce,§ ¢f
in ethical terminology, means judgment, that is, an act of reason affirming or demy-
“ing‘someth1ng on evidence. Moreover, emotions are gubgectlve and varxable, and 5@ f”

not capable Gf being norms of actlon.'

f;at then is the eV1dence, what are the cﬁrtalntles, available for the fermatlcn of

- conscience on the question of the lawfulness of participating in a war? In the l:ght; : 
of what was said in previous Bulletins, they would seem to be as follows: 1) War is -~

not intrinsically wrong. 2) Apart from a manifestly unjust war, the individuel actual

goldier, whether serving as a pre-war conscript or vclunteer, erdlnarlly may assume,q'f?

iee. is morally justified in assuming, that a war declared by his government is a
just war. 3) Those who enlist after the war has begun, must examine the justice of
the cause of the war being fought. 4) If this is a world-war, it is only probable
(because the judgment of equally weighty authorities differ) that it is umjust, since
it is only probably that the evil effects of such a war oubweigh any good that can
come from it, On this point consciences may be temporarily perplexed. Escape to that
certainty sufficient for moral uprightness to act, i.e. either to enlist or 1o
object to enlistment or conscription on conscientious grounds lies in belng able
either through one's own study (e.g. of points 4,5,6 and 9 mentioned in the last
Bulletin of this series) to reach the required certainty for prudent judgment, or
in being able tco cite at least one genuinely weighty authority in his favor. Here
there is no question of the validity of an act, but only of its lawfulness, and
therefore, ayrplying the princiyle of probaballsm, one is frec either %o enlist or to

object to emlistment or conscription. 5) In wars,that are localized, unless clearly
unjust, it is not clear that a Catholic can offer cansciemtisuu ﬂbjections to it
(See D'Arcy, Christian Morals, Ch. v) Civil laws that are just, bind in conscience.

Conscientious objections then are in crder when a wor is Qertalnly unjust and, as
stated under 4, if it is not certainly just. Otherwise, if conscription comes, hefd
better go quietly.---~ I will appreciate receiving and, in labter Bulletinsg, try tc
answer, criticism of the views stated in the three Bulleting of this series on  war

and peace. PRAYERS: (Deceased) Father of Jim Murphy—~9 Masses, arranged by Howard
hallmates, to be sald in Howard; father of Mr. Donald E&sley af‘wm;&mm@

tggllar?svaffine‘ Justin Cronin. (Winﬁhrap Massé); cousin of Fete Sheehan; 1
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