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I t  would be a g rea t  s a t i s f a c t i o n  i f  th e se  questions of peace and war were so simple 
t h a t  a  b r i e f  and p o s i t iv e  answer could be given to them. Unfortunately* t h i s  i s  not 
the  ca se . Too many d e c is io n s  as to  f a c t s  and laws and human re la t io n s h ip s  have to  be 
made to  allow of t h a t , P r in c ip le s  of m o ra l i ty  taken in  the a b s t ra c t  are i n t e l l i g i b l e  
enough, but the s i tu a t io n s  to  which they  are applied are  f re q u e n t ly ,  and none more so 
than  in  the  p resen t in s ta n c e ,  so c r i s s - c r o s s e d  with circumstances r i s in g  out of l i f e  
in  the concrete tha t  l i t t l e  mere than  a h igh  degree of p ro b a b i l i ty  can be had in  their 
a p p l ic a t io n .

The l a t e  p ro h ib i t io n  is su e  o f fe r s  a  case in  p o in t . Was the p ro h ib i t io n  law a Ju s t  or 
an u n ju s t  law? In the a b s t r a c t  one can say th a t  i f  the  law was morally necessary  
fo r  the common w elfa re ,  i t  was c e r t a in ly  ju s t  and binding in  conscience; and i f  not 
so necessary , i t  was unjust, and could be consc ien tiously  objected to .  Right order of 
course re q u ire s  th a t  a law promulgated by p u b lic  a u th o r i ty  be presumed necessary  fo r  
the  common good. I f  o b jec t io n  i s  taken  to  i t ,  the burden of proof i s  on the o b je c to r ,  
Everyone knows how c o n tra d ic to ry  were th e  views of even the  a b le s t  in v e s t ig a to r s ,  
Had the law been m an ife s t ly  u n ju s t ,  i . e .  ev iden tly  in ju r io u s  to  soc ia l  w e lfa re ,  no 
one could c o n sc ien t io u s ly  have observed i t .  But i t  was n e i th e r  m anifestly  ju s t  n t r  
u n j u s t . At b e s t ,  i t  could be c a l le d  probably  ju s t ,  and so a lso  probably un jus t  $ Mean
time, i . e .  u n t i l  the  doubt was reso lved  by the weight of pub lic  opinion ag a in s t  i t ,  
in d iv id u a l  consciences were perp lexed , and much had to be l e f t  to the in d iv id u a l  
d e c is io n  on the b a s is  of what f a c t s  he could muster*

The q u es tio n  concerning th e  m o ra l i ty  of the  conscien tious o b jec to r  to war i s  not d i s 
s im ilar#  An ob jec tion  th a t  i s  ^conscien tious^  i s  one th a t  i s  based on sound evidence 
of an a c t io n 1 s in c o m p a t ib i l i ty  with the  moral law# An ob jec tion  which sp rings  from 
emotion alone—aa many p a c i f i s t i c  o b je c t io n s  do— i s  not' consc ien tious ,  fo r  conscience, 
in  e th ical, terminology, means judgment, t h a t  i s ,  an ac t  of reason affirm ing  or deny
ing  something on evidence. Moreover, emotions are su b jec tive  and v a r ia b le ,  and so 
not capable o f  being norms of ac t io n .

What then i s  the evidence, what a re  th e  c e r t a i n t i e s ,  a v a i la b le  fo r  the form ation of 
conscience on the ques tion  o f  the law fu lness  of p a r t i c ip a t in g  in  a  war? In the  l i g h t  
of what was sa id  in  p rev ious  B u l l e t i n s , they  would seem to  be a s  follows: l )  War i s  
not i n t r i n s i c a l l y  wrong. 2) Apart from a m an ifestly  un jus t  war* the ind iv idua l  a c tu a l  
s o ld i e r ,  whether serv ing  as a pre-war c o n sc r ip t  or v o lun tee r ,  o rd in a r i ly  may assume, 
i . e .  i s  morally j u s t i f i e d  i n  assuming, th a t  a war dec la red  by h i s  government i s  a
j u s t  war. 3) Those who e n l i s t  a f t e r  th e  war has begun, must examine the j u s t i c e  of
th e  cause of the  war being fo ugh t» 4) I f  th i s  i s  a world-war, i t  i s  only probable  
(because the judgment of equally  weighty a u th o r i t i e s  d i f f e r )  th a t  i t  i s  u n ju s t ,  s ince  
i t  i s  only probably  th a t  the e v i l  e f f e c t s  of such a war outweigh any good th a t  can 
come from i t  $ On t h i s  po in t consciences may be tem porarily  perplexed. Escape to  t h a t
c e r t a in ty  s u f f l c i e n t  fo r  moral uprightnesis; to  a c t , i  *e . e i th e r  to  e n l i  s t  or to
o b jec t  to  en lis tm en t or co n sc r ip t io n  on conscien tious  grounds l i e s  i n  be ing  ab le  
e i t h e r  through ono * s own study ( e*g„ of p o in ts  4 ,5 ,6  and 9 mentioned in  the  l a s t  
B u l l e t in  of tit:!s s e r i e s ) to  reach the re q u ire d  c e r ta in ty  fo r  prudent judgment, o r 
i n  be ing able  to  c i t e  a t  l e a s t  one genui ne ly  weighty a u th o r i ty  in  h is  fav or * Here 
th e re  i  s no que s t  i  on of the  v a l id !  t y  of an a c t , Tout only of i t  ei lawfulne s s , and, 
th e re  f o r e , applying the p r in c lp l  e of p r  obabali sm, one i s  f re e  e i th e r  t  o e n l i  s t  or to  
ob j  e c t  lb o e n l i  stment or c ( in sc r ip t io n . 5) In w ars , th a t  are 1 coali zed, unle ss  c l  e a r ly  
un ju s  t , i t  i s  not c l  ear th a t  21 Oathol i c  can o f fe r  (3 o n sc ien tl  ous object! ons t  in i  t «
((3ee ID' Arcy, C h r is t la n  Morals * Ch$ v) C iv i l  1 aws tha t  are  j u s t , b ind in  conso lence , 
Oonscient 1 ous ob jec tions  then  are in  o rde r  when a war i s  c e r ta in ly  un just  and, a s  
s t a t e d  under 4 ,  i f  i t  i s  not c e r t a i n ly  j u s t , Otherwise, 1 j? consc rip tion  comes * he * d 
b u t t e r  go q u i e t l y .—  I w i l l  ap p rec ia te  rece iv ing  and, in  l a t e r  B u lle t in s  + t r y  to  
answer, c r i t i c i s m  of the  views s ta te d  in  the three  B u l le t in s of t h i s  s e r ie s  on war
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