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N f c o - T n o ~ ~ s ~  [he r e i i c ~ a l  i ~ t  ilic ~ ~ ~ 1 i l o s o ~ ) 1 1 1  oJ 
Saint Thoiiia-. 4quina-i ( 1225-1 27 1 ) . the famous iriedi- 
eta1 Italian thinker. whosc .!.teni was <leclarecl to lie 
ttie ollieial philo;-opli'v of the Roman Catholic Church. 
Leo-Thomisrn i k  a \er! powerful riiovetnent in  r o ~ i -  
knipurar! philo-ophv. ,hive in all  Catholic iiistitution. 
that teach Saint Thoma-" -\stem has to 
he taught a-i the only right Ã§nn This has lieen a rule 
.ince ihe eric'vdical &term I'atriii of 1879 1)) Pope 
Leo XI I I .  In 1910 a me.>age of Pope Pill\ ?i M o t u  

proprio I emphasized agaiti the duty of a m  Catholic 
philo;-opher JH(I -Â¥cienti> to accept Thomas 'Xquina.' 
l)hilosopli! as  the on11 title oiw and to interpiel a l l  
discoterie. of niorlerri science and all phenomena o[ 

ronternporar? -ocial life in terms of the ptiilo-ioph\ ot 

that Saint. 
This  is a rather ililhcult ta-ik, since Saint Thonia- 

huill )ti;- skitem -icven hiii~ciied Yc'ars ago. To lie precise. 
, , 

e ni i r t  e \en  -a! that I h o n i a s  philosopliv is  twenl!- 
three hundred \ear ,  old. fu r  a- he admitted himself 

it is mairilv the p h i l o s o p h ~  of 'Vriitotle, adapted to 
(;hristiaiiitv. TIiorrias Aquinas considered the pagan 
Arisioile as  the precursor of Christ in  thc scientific 
sphere tirid required that philo-'ophv lie dl1 uncilllii 
4risf0teli.s ( a servant of '\ristotle ) .  

Tili~s, the Gicek pagan Aristotle. ~ l i o .  toward the cud 
of his life. was accused of at11ei.m drift compelled tu rc- 
tire to  a remote island, ha. acquired among Latholio 
philosopher*- and theologian. almost iht> ctutl~ority of 

one of the (.hureh fathers. To c r i t i c i ~ e  Ari.toilf- h'i. voiiic 
to be thouglit almost inipious. Mhen Lord Bniraixf 
Riissell. the British pliilo-opliei who recently \ion llir 
Yohe1 prize. 0 i ~ i c i z e d  Ari>totif in a Lroadcast. i i i a t i~  
protest'i f rom ( atholies resulted. 

Now, there i s  no doubt that Aristo~le's q ' i tem. which 
was not only a philosophl but an eii<~vclop?<lia of  tin" 
v hole scientific knowledge of aricii~it tÃˆrecce is orits of 

the m o ~ t  grandiose aclie\eiiierith of tin' human mind. I t  
enlightened the way o i  human intelligencp fo r  inaiij 
centuries. In om day, however. almost a l l  o f  Aristotle's 
s js tem has been superseded by the rapid evolution o f  
modern .eieiirt- a n d  there 'ti it people who doui)t whet iivr 

1 



proclaimed. u a -  again iienierl. 
Acrording lo the idea of philosophy a? outlined 11) 

Serrate-, and e;~ipliasized h! Kant. he  who philosophize? 
wts  out to follow wherever the iri\estigation rnay lead. 
r 7 I he philo-iophe~ is engaged in an inquiry the res~ i l t  of 
which is impos<ihle l o  he kiiown in advance. Ho\\e\er .  
liefore the\ l q i n  to philosoplii~e. the Thomist. alreach 
kiiott the re-iilt of their inve-tipatiori: that which i -  (it,- 

l ; w d  in the (.atholic f d i ~ h .  Vt tb see thi- e l ra i l \  in read- 
itiy Saint Thomas" work-' and those of his inoderi~ 
disciples. the \tw-'l'liomi-ts. 

'Die leadinfl igure in c8oiitempoi ary \eo-Tho~t'iisrn 
i Jacques Mcir itain. a philosopher of grei t  eiiiclition 
i l l  acumen. He was horn in 1"liiiice in 1882. the so11 
I i Protestant family. In hi- autohiogrdptiical -ketrh. 
Confession rfc Fin.  Maritain de-icrihed hot\ (lis.-.ati-'fied 
he had been 1, hen he \\n' still a -cieiice -tudeiit. 'MI 
the benefit lie got fro111 hi- -cience tXoi.ir-e'- at the Sor- 
1)oniie. lie \a\ .. was that he met his futuie  w ife. Raisqa. 
there. The\  then took philo-oph! course- together undei 
'rofes-or BeipÂ¥'on who. Vlaiitain writes. "via? the 
first ~ h o  met our  t l t ~ ~ ~  desire fo r  iiietaphysirtil truth. 
He a \ \akene~i  it. u- the -enst, of tlie ah-olute.~. 

Later. the Prute-tani Jac'iltie- Maritain and hi'- bride. 
\ \ha  \\a- Jev.i-h. became Catholics. Fioin that monient 
I Mdrit'iiri found in the philosophy of Saint Thomas 
al l  the -piritual securitv lie litid heen looking, f o r  ill 
vain while studving the science". He certainl! belongs 
uiiiung thoye peisonb who prefci spiritual -erurit\ to 
Â¥-piritua freedom. Vlaritain would not agree \ \ i ~ h  Bert- 
l and  Hiissell's aflirrnation that tlie chief t h i n g h a t  phil- 
osophy ran i t i l l  do for  us in our  age i.s "to teach us 
how to li+e without certaint!. aiid !et vjithout lieing 
i a r a l y z t d  1)) hesitation .*- 

With the zeal of the neophyte Maritain no\+ declare-. 
in a recent hook. that instead of being called a \eo- 
r ,  1 hornist he 'would prefei to lie railed a "Paleo-Thoniist". 
dii old-time Thomist. of the mobt orthodox t jpe.  

Teaching dt tin" Institut Catholique in l'diih. Vlaritain 
(led from France when the 'Nazis overian the coiintrv 
and became Fie-ident of tlie Kcole Lihre des Haute-- 
Ktudes. the French nniversitj in \ev+ York. In 1915. 
a l ~ i  France's iilieiation. he was appointed French Am- 
l)tissi.idor tn the H o h  See. 'No\\ he is a professor of 
philosophy at Princeton I iii\ersit!. 

Principles of Neo-Thomism 

In o r ~ l e i  to iiii(lerstan<l Maritaiii\ neo-Tlior~iistic atti- 
tude towards niodern scieiice. we have. at fir-it. to recall 
home of the p~i i i r ip les  on which 'Neo-Thornism re-ts; 
those of Ax i~tot le 's  and Saint Thomas' p l i i l o s o p ~ .  

Aristotle's pnilowpli\  is basically teleological. as-iuin- 
i n g t h t  mallei ( i n  (;leek / I ? / ( > )  is , t m i n p  for  a *dl. 
~t l i ic l i  lie call, foriii ( H H H ~ / I & ) .  'I'lie lattei repre,eiit- 
I i n n .  TIi i is  evei l thi i ig  c a r ~ i e s  its goal 01 puipuie 
within itself. That  is vvhat Ari-iiotle chilli rutelvfh) 
( h e m  t h ,  liiii1)11it,, and 4cfitVri. to have) .  

\\bile tlie purpose is still unrealized i t  is said to lie 
i i i  p~~~r t i t i a l i t ! .  \\lien iealized. in a c ~ .  Motinit is 
tlie ~ran'-.forniation of potentiality into actuality. 

r ,  lhtis. according to Aristotle. movement is a lready in 
the movalile ljcd), but in the state 01 poteiitialit?. and 
the fire i- potential in tlie coniliu-tible object. Tlwse 
primitive conception\ of Aristotles plivsic- h a l e  l~een  



l'homiit 1)hilosol)lieis of om cia\ ha \"  to maintain tliem 
~ i i t h o u t  question o r  expose themsehtls to tlie sin of 
lie r e 9  . 

lint host do ihcv do this? I t  i- ver! similar to the 
\\a1 thr  t ailiolii ( .hi i t14 tictetl i n  the case of (-opernirns 
and (Ãˆiililpo A t  tlip t i~inous trial of Calileu. wlien he 
\+its -Â¥~iniiim~ic to rccunt his doctrine. it \vas not a 
qut~'-.tioii ol liis - \ \ ea t ing  that IIP 110 longer believed 
in the motion ol tlit, cart11 arourid the inn.  Wliat the 
( hurch a d i i d l h  wanted of (Talileo was onlk that he 
routes-' that tlir ('opernii-at1 the01 \ \ as  correct r n e i e l ~  

a astronori~ical hvpothecis and f a l w  a. a philo- 
wphicd! ( lo r t r iw.  'I 'heirli~ the ( l u n c h  could i r t e r  to 
Saint T11orna'- Ã ˆ  r i i inp .  \\ l iere i t  i-. iiiid: 

And lie t'xpktin- thCit the leaitiinate truth is that of 
askertion- Ioyi( J I I \  (lei i \cd lrorn fust principles 
v,hirli. ol niin-ic. iiie tho-.e ol 4ristotle's p h i l o q i l i y .  
1 h i 3  is uliiit the (liur(*11 calleil. and .till calls. philo- 
-Â¥opliica t t  nlh 

, I  thi-. \ \ a \  tln Hoinan Hal> Office never denied that 
the Copemicati Iit~lioct~iitric systeni was in agreenient 
u it11 oIi-.ened l uc~. and (lid not even ultet J I I  otricial 
judgii~ent on i t  dm in" ( ; o p o r i i c ~ i i ~  life iiiiit,. Only in 
1016 (lid the ( lniicli condemn his lielioceiit~ic theory 

not as  scieiitiin iil l y  false. hiit a i  "phi lusuphically 
a l i ~ i n  d iind htvctk ... 

l i i  ii -imilai 14 JI. the l e i u l i n o e o - T h o m i s t .  Jacques 
%larikain. novi iecogiiizes in ful l  the scientific merit. 
of ii ~ s t c r i i  I i k ~  I{msteir~\ theory of relativity lint he 
denies its 1il1ilo~ol)hic;tl validit!. O n  tlie one hand Mari- 
tain u rites: 

The in;nk )f eenius in I i~ i s te in  is that he ha<  
hcnt . . . +ronieii 1 itself to the needs of physics. and 
conceived of J. ipacc whose geometric piopeities 
can ticcount foi all  the phenomena of gravitation 
. . . Tine 'wmet r ica l  piopei t ie i  of so (onceived 
ip'ice-tirile .'re themselves modified L l  the nu t te r  
\ \hirh occupies i t  (i.e.. In what is a l ~ l e  to disturb 
the mra-iiring in- ' t ruir~.~nt i  of out cxploiation: 
docks.  y i a ~ i e d  r~i leis .  I igf i t  rays. conipasse-'. electro- 
-cope\. > ' t f .  1 .- 

\Thc D t ~ g r e . ~  o j  f \ i iou~l (~dgr  J 

l311t on  the otlwi hand. 'Vlaritain denies that these con- 
pie-it-i of modem sr icr~ce can in dnv \+a\  inlliience or  
niodiiy the philosophical conceptions of the universe. 
bhicli are  still those of Atistotle and Saint Thomas. 

T o  iniapine." Vlaritdin M I  ites in Tt i r  Deqrees of 

Knonl(dgf>. '  that philo-ophical docttines need to lie 
iadirully t r a n ~ f o i m e d  io f i t  in with scitwtific r e ~ o l u t i o n s  
i i  4. absurd to ;it~ggrsl thdt oui soul i  a r e  vitally 
.ifiected . . . 11: a vaiLtion in the tllenient- of our  
dielar\.+* l 'mth t imore :  " I t  is an illusion to lielie\e 
that any appeal to scientific lar ts  . . . can ever nullify 
d p h i l o i o p h i ( ~ l  a-eltion. -inch as. fo r  example. I n l o -  

inorphism" - t h a t  ir. the Aristotelian theory that matter 
strives fo r  a goal, ~ \ h i c h  is its form 01 es-erice or soul. 
the actuality of it1 potentialities. 

And Maritdin asks: "'If philosophy is in itself inde- 
peiulent of  lie science-i. cannot the latter. neverthe1es-i. 
indirertly e x h i b i ~  the falsity of some philosophical doc- 
trine?"'  H e  ansvvtrs this liy saying: "This is not the 
cane when the philosophy of Aristotle is l)rougl~t hack 
to its authentic principles . . . '' 

Since Aribttnk has heen declared sacrosanct t i \  tlie 
Oiurch. a \e~-?'hon~ist philosopher catmot and dare 
not see any  contradiction between the Stagirite'y teleo- 
logical conception and the matliematical conceptions 
of motlerii science. 

"The ^hole  tdifice of the experimental science of 
the aticients." Maritain writes. "could fal l  in  ruins. 
and thi-. iinmetisi wreck ha'-. seemed to hurried minds 
a s  if it vieie iht ruin of all the ancients hml tlionght; 
in reality. their inetaphv'irs and their philoioph) of 
natitie. in their essential principles. a& v\e di'e a l ~ l e  to 
disengage thew in the Thciinist syiitheci-,. h a i r  been 
n o  more affecteti thaii the sp i r i t~ ta l  soul is alteieil b! 
the dissolutiiin oi the hod\ .'* 

Einstein and Maritain 

Thus. after ha t ing  recogni~ed  in full  all  the scientific 
implications of Einstein's theor) of reliiliv i t ? .  Maritain 
philosophize< just as  if this tlieory did not exist. 11) 
affirming literail) : "The philosopher h n i w s  tliat bodies 
have absolute airnensioii'-, that there is a world of ahso- 
lute motions, an absolute time. simultaneities which a re  
absolute fo r  events divided as  fat as  may IIP in space.'' 
although all  the-c thing-, have been refuted 19 14:instein"s 
theory. Hut. philosophically. these scientific refutations 
a r e  not valid because they d i s q r e e  ~ i t h  Aristot1e"s 
and Saint Thoinas" teachings. 

Maritain continues by saying : "The know ledge of 
uha/  these are. the discernnients of these .ihsolute di- 
mensions. n~obenients, simultaneities I at a distance ) . 
absolute time. etc.. by the aid ot our  means of o b s e r ~ a -  
tion and meas~irenient. the philosopfier renounces. 1 olun- 
tartly ronceding t l i a t  it is not possible. It is sufficient 
fo r  him that they can be (tisceined 1 ) ~  pure niinds. i+I~irh 
know without oh-'ervint; f rom a g h e n  point of space 
and tiirie.'" 

These pure minds. which know without observing 
from a given point of space and time are  the (mgels, 
which, as  iminatcrial. do not occupy a definite place 
in space or  time. The  angels play a veiy important part 
in the philosoph) of Saint Thomas as  bel l  as  in h e o -  
r ,  Ihoinisrn. "He who has never meditated on  (lie angels.'. 
Maritain writes. "+till never he a perfect metaphysician.'" 

If Einstein eliminated as  meaning'lebs the concept. of 
aliaolute spare. iih-<)lute time dtid ahsolute simultaneity. 
it \ \as  heraiise he recognized that no definite opetations 
exist hy which such absolute entities could l)e verified. 
The  Thorni%t Varitaiu aprees with this result. as  t a r  as 
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CONTINUED 

science is concerned. Philosophically . however. he uffirm'i 

the existence of absolute space. ahsolute time and all-o- 
lute siniultaiieity. independe~it l~ of din ohsei vei t 01 

theie a i r  tlie angels "wliich knou without olisvivi~ig 
tioiii a give11 point ol \pace iind t i i i ~ r . ~ ~  \nil t l i v  Neo 
r 7 lhomists know exactly l i o ~  tlie ctiigel~ think. -inctA %anit 
r ,  llionias revedleit it in his treatises. 

The knowledge of the angels 

i i i  its modus. innate as fat '1- its origiin I \  coiiceineii. 
and independent oi thingn. in i t -  natnie . . . 'a 

Furthermore: "The 4 n p I   doe^ not inivi. In* orit\ 

~ecogiiitiori of the conectiiess of i i io~le~ t i  q i d i i t i i i i i  nie- 
chaiiic-i and hi- aflinnatioii that the 'trigtfls cctii p l ~ \  wit11 
the atonis as i f  the) \\en' toy-. is supposed to lie recoil- 
ciled Ly his hierarchic order of -o-callt~d '"(iegrett~ ol 
knowledge." In I act. Mai itain >listitipii-lie- t i \  t b  iuch 
tlegreeh, but he a l v \ q s  speaks ol thiee degieei. 111 onlt'i 
to avoid the lieres) of a deviation Iiotii '\(istollt* d i i d  

Saint Thomas. 
r 7  1 he !\ristotelian tiailit ion iecogtii/ed tliiee pi ~iicipill 

type5 of sc ienc~.  which coi rcspurni lo Ã hat tlie 'l'hoiriist- 
call t h e e  degrees- of abstraction. Hit> h s t  ( i e p ~ t -  0 1  
abstraction is represented I)! p / ~ y i / ~ ~  as the account ol 
principles dud labs goveiiiiiig tlie perceptilile mobile 
world called natuie. The serond depev of <.il)~tiavtio~i 

Recognition of modern science 

' o r  mati) (eiiliiriei the (.atliolic Chinch ~ t rugg l td  
against icience. Thi- period has ended. siiice as heo- 
r 7 I hoiiiitiri shou - t tie C h c h  novs recogiiizes modern 
vierice ~ i n l  its re-ults: but onlj ah tlu= lo\+e-t degree ot' 

knou leilge. wi!hout a n j  pliilo~o~diical hearing. Abo\r 
iiioderii srieiicc \eo-Thoiiiisin places thtb liigliei ail- 
thoiitk of medieval si*hola-tic scieiice. under the naiiie 
of "pliilo-'ophp of nature."" And  sirice the dead of the 
Nee-Thoniiit v~lmol. Jacques Maritaiii. declares "that 
i t  is an illn->iori to lielieve that an! appeal to scientific 
facts can ever iiiillif) a philosophical assertion. such 

t or e\a:ii~~lt\ h\ lomoiphisiii." the heo-Tltoniist 
inedie\al philosophy ot nature ha- become a foitiesi. 
itias-ictildble In scieiii*e. Of coui-e -onl\ as long as 
* ierigte ies[iects VIdi itdin'i -'tiategic I ul*! 

\\liile pIn-'ie- and iitctthe~iiatic-' iepieient the ti\o 
ov\est (legire- of know ledge. arid philosopl~> of natuie 
the t l i i ~  ( I  degret-. rnetaph\ si(*-i liecorne-. tlie fourth tiegret,. 
'tliove ~ihicli  vte firni. as tlie fifth and highest degree. the 
so-caIle11 iiijsticdl k n o ~  ledge or t~~yit ival  expei ie~ice, 
\+I~icli cliarac!*ii/es the saints. h t .  since a-' Vldritain 
affiinr "thi-' liiglie-t depict' of knowledge piesuppo5e-i 
llie ieiiu~ukitioii oi kiiovt ledge..' i t  lies out-ide oui 
t iunpettwct2 ct- wieiitist-. and philosophei-. 




