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CHAPTER I

. INTRODUCTION

I. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM AND COMMON ANSWERE TO IT.

The fundamental problem with which this thesis ie
concerned is the question: Can Men Know God?. This
involves, as & matter of fmau; two guestions, namely: Can
we know that God exieta? uaﬁ if so: Can we know His
nature?. There are three chief answers which men give to
this question. There are persons who bellieve th#ﬁ God
exista and that He ocan be known. Becondly, there are those
who believe that God does not axia%*’anﬁ ﬁﬁarmf&ra cannot ba’
known. Thirdly, there are those who believe that God
probably exists, and, if so, that Kafwan probably be known,
but there ies no abgolute certainty about this probles.

In the first two positions 1% is held that compelling
argm&an@s ean be given which lead to absolute m@nalualuﬂs.
The third position does not involve certainty, but only
probability, The degree of probsbility mey be high or low.
There may be s degree of probability which is so high that
it closely approximates @Q&%&iﬁty; but it never attalns it.

A thoroughgoing thelst may find himeelf at home in this

group. Aleo, an sgnostic may be &t home here. Bo long as a
person holds that there 1s even a sligh$ probability that
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Page Number 2

God exists, he fits into this third group. It is only when
he meintains absolutely %&a% there is no God, that he belongs
in the second group. | |

In thie thesis, the position of Et. Thomas Aquinas is
taken as representative of the first group; ths position of
F.R. Tennant se representative of the third group.
Conslderation of the second group will be omitted. Our
qumatian;'@harat@ra, will De essontially ﬁh&a:;‘ﬁhatkara the
arguments employed by’ﬁﬁ. Thomeas %na Tennant respectively?

And what are the relevant merits of these arguments?
II. THE CONCEPT OF GOD AB USED IN THIS THESIS

~ The concept of God whlch 8%, Thomas and Tennant both
accept is egsentially this:
| God is personal, although the adjective “personal® is
hara~uaaé gﬁaiagiﬁally.’ God 1s not merely personal, and no
more #han personal., Although He le not necessarily a super-
Person, it is possible that there is more tu'ﬁia nature than
pergonality. But whatever else He may be, He iea mt'lausa
personal. This implies that He is &nka&i&g@ﬁ%; that He hasg
the ability to form ymryagsa; that He yaasasaaa the pﬁvﬂr‘
of moral will. |
God is understood by both 8t¢. Thomaé and Tennant as
being apart from the aanméa -= fhat is; He 1s trenscendent.
He 1s not to be ldentified with the cosmos. He is not
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| ~ Page Humber 3
dependent upon it for His existence. He ie separate and j
distinet from i1t. This does not mean that He has mayaaﬁtaat
with or influsnce 1n\%ha‘ansmmw; the idea of (od's lmmanence
i not hereby precluded -- but 1t does mean that He is not
Just & part of the cosmos, and limited by 1%,
In view of this confessed conception of God, our
initial question now becomes this: Do the arguments advanced .
by 8%, Thomas and Tennant prove that God exlsts and that Hies

Nature is &g here defined?
II1. THREE WAYS OF KNOWIHCG GOD.

There have been, and are, in the zain three methods
which have been employed as ways of Knowing God.

(1) ZIhe method of logigal inference. One of these
methods 1s that of logloal inference. The poeitlon involved

is that the human resson, umaided by any divine help, esn
demonstrate that God exists. The arguments @mﬁlaya& are
logleal inferences. This method assumes the trustworthiness
of the human reason when 1t ressons loglcally. Certainty ise
elaimed for the conclusiene thue resched. It is the method
used by mathematiciane in proving mathematical %ha@ramé, and
it produces the kind of certainty which is produced by
mathematics., This kind of reasoning, however, assumes
certain postulates from which the theoreme are derived; and

although the arguments are loglcally cogent, the theorenms
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Page Number 4
are not proved true unlegs the postulates from whiech they are
derived are true,

The method of logloal inferences Just described 1is
employed in the dimeipline of Hatural Theology. In this
thesis Natural Theology is understood in the sense in which
it 1z described in the raliaw&ng'qumuaﬁiﬁn:'

datural Theology 1s that brench of philesophy which
invas%igmzaa what human reason unaided by revelation

ean tell us concerning God. %The end at which it aims

is to demonatrate the existence of God, %o establish the
principle divine attridutes, %o vinﬂiaata Bod's relation
to the world as that of the Creator to ths ereature, and,
finally %o throw what light it ocan on the action of
divine providence in regerd to man snd on the problem of
evil, In the dlscuesion of these cuestlons the Natural
Theologlan bases his conclusions purely and solely on
the data afforded by natural reason. He elalms that
these are gpufficlent for hie purpose: that in this
manner the mind may risge from the contemplation of the
visible universe to a knowledgs of the Plret Cause from
whom 1t proceeds: from the exverience of fini ;hainga
to & knowledge of the Infinlite Being, whose perfec
are ra§nt&y'ah&&ww¢& forth by the things of the ar&mtwﬂ
world.

B%. Thomas Aquinas and N ;@ 1 Tk

is the grest medleval exponent of ﬁm%a&al‘?haalﬁgy. However,

eclogy. 8t. Thomas

1t is lmportant to note that St. Thomes also believes in
revelation., He belleves that thar& is knowledge beyond
human reason, which Uod reveals. This is required by the
exigenclies of man's religlous need. Bt. Thomas writes:

It was negessary for man's salvation that there should

1ﬁu&. Joyee, Pril ogy (London:

Longmnans, @resn & Uo.,
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Page Humber 5

be a knowledge revealed by God, besides the philo-
pophical sciences investigated by human reason. First,
because man is dirscted to God as to an end thaﬁ
surpasses the graaﬁ nf h&a r&auaa% »

- 7_,6‘

! must Lirss , ; aan,wha arm to

airuaﬁ th@&r thaugh@m &n&*ﬂﬁ@&&ﬂﬂx@$ the end, Hence 1%
wag necessary for the salvation of man that certain
truthe which exceed human reason should be made known to
him by divine revelation. Even ss regards those truths
about God whiech human reason can investigate, it was
necessary that man be taught by & divine revelation.
For the truth about God, such as reason can know 1%,
would be known only by a few, and that after & lang time,
and with the sdmixture of many errors; whereas man

- vhole salvation, which is in God, depends upon the
knowledge of this truth. Therefore, in order that the
salvation of men migh% De brought about more fitly and
more gurely, it was necessary that they be taught divine
truthe by divine revelation. It wae thersfore necesssry
that, besides the philospphical sclences investigated by
reason, %&ag& uhauld be a sacred scisnce by way of
revelation,®

In the present thesls the concern iz not with
revelation as St. Thomas conceives if, but rather with the
Tindings of the unaided human reason. That 18 %o say, the
concern is with the é@ﬂteﬁti@ﬁ that 1t is possible %o prove
logieally that God exiats and that He must have at least
such and such attributes.

8t. Thomae demonstrates God's exlstence by live
clagsio proofs which will be expounded and evaluated later,
It is with the results obtained by using these technlques of
Hatural Thaa&agy that this thesls 1s concerned.

7 i
f@une, %%%%) Qnaat&an

, Aatan C. Pegls, Bas ‘
guinas, Volume 1 (New York: ﬁanﬁan
] ﬁ»ﬂ @3&& 1* pl 6!
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Page Humber 6
Heo-Boholastlicien with such exponsnts as Mercier,
Maritain, and Zheen furniehesz a modern development of the
method employed by 8%, %h@ma@,'
(2) The Metho 214 atigal
segond method of knowing Ood 1e @mﬁgntimIXy & matter of
faith, According %o this point of view, it 1s possible for

erience. The

a @éraan to have direct assurance of God's existence thrwagh
avenues other than thinking, Some exemplara of this method
are Thomas & KQM$ia;&nﬁ ﬁexat$r Eekhart. Since thies method
is not that of 8%. Thomas nor of Tennant, we are not |
soncerned with it hera,  | “

~{3) The Boientific Hethod.  The third method of
knowing God or of agmaﬁﬁ@rxﬁiﬂg His aﬁ&uﬂ«neukia the
sclentific method, It 1a aaawati&i&y & hypothetico-
deductive procedure which takes into amaﬁunt 8ll of the
empirical evidence avallabls. &haavﬁat&aﬂ,vhyp@@hauiu,
verification, and conclusions all figure in this method.

The theory of evolution illustrates this wmﬁhﬂﬁ. An
hyya%h@aia is adopted wh&ah'ap@amrmxt@ give an sccount of
the facts whioh are abserved. The implications of the
theory appesr to be in harmeony with t&é faote, and to the
extent to whieh this 1s aa,ytha,hyya#a@ﬁi& ie sald to be
vaf&ri@ﬁ. |

Absolute certainty is not claimed for hypotheses.
Hence the only kind éf«kaawia&gﬁ afforded by the use éf'thiﬁ
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‘ Page ﬂugbar 7
| mﬂﬁh@ﬁ is probable knowledge. This le due both to the fact
that a@&g&a%a empirical evidence is never aw&il&bl&,:anﬁ'nlaa
ta~ﬁha contention that a rival hypothesie may scoount aqua&ly 
well for all feote in question. ,

*Probsble knowledge® émé@-na% mesn here knowledge of
?raﬁgﬁili%&g&. Rather 1t refers to hyvotheges which are only
| partially verified, i.e,, for which gome favorable evidence

existe. Ho hypothesie can be completely verified xr‘by‘
“verification* is meant logleal proof, but hypotheses may
&ﬁﬁ&&a'ﬁargina degrees of certainty.

F.R. Tennant is ons of the chief exponsnte of the
mﬁ%&mﬁ Just deporibed, ﬁg~hﬂﬁ,@rﬁsauﬁmﬁ_ﬁia viawgﬁiat in

tb@ two volume work entitled Philosophicsa

“J¥ennant, F.R., Philosopk Theol
valumaa, {@ambriﬁgaz At %na inxv@ra;ty ¥

?-@m , 1939)
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CHAPTER II

} POSITION OF ST. THOMAS AQUINAS
ON HOW MEN KNOW GOD

1. Life and Work of Bt, Thomas Aquinas. B8t. @hamus'
Aquinas was born iﬁaiﬁaﬁfn@ar Aguino in Italy. 1In 1244 he

made his decision to become & Dominican. He was licensed to
teach in 1256. He died in 1274, Xnyljaz he wasp amnnal&a&,
by Pope John XXII. Yy

8t. Thomas wae & Volumlnous snd erudite writer. His

works include & mmmtwy on the m m_a g; M&m&&. g&

3@mthiua, on Dlonysiue kha‘fgauﬁﬂ*&raﬂggﬂg&QQ’ on & ﬁnmbaw ¢: |

vorks of Aristotls. He also wrote some short tracts among

which are On Being and Essence, On

and On the Unity of $he Intelleos. |
2. Ihe Summa Theologioa. The Sumss Theologica is his

really monumental work., It is a vast, comprehensive aumm@ry
of Ghriﬁ%xaa doetrine. It is this %rnaaurtw%rava which will
tara&sh the relevant aaat&anu for the ar&mmam% in rafur&nag
to the views of 8%, Thomas. |
3. The Btyle of S8t. Thomas. The style of 5t. Thomas
is formal and spt to be terse, He @utl&h&a carefully his

presentation. He gtates yasgzbla*ﬂhaaﬂtxana to a given
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Page Number 9
prapax&?&an»aaﬁ then proceeds to snewer the objections. He
frequently uses proof-texts from Holy Seripture in anawﬁr to
objeetions. He also quotes the Church Fathers in rebuttal.
He makes eapecial and frequent use of awiéﬁaﬁle whom he calle

- “The Fhilosopher,” R |
There is a Tine originalliy which charsoterizes 8t.
Thomas' work. After quoting aarigkaﬁﬁ or some other
authority, he procesds to write “I answer that' and with such
& confident introduction he then states his own argument. |
It 1s true, of courge, that St. Thomas held an
attitude towards Holy Scripture which had not the advantage
of higher oritical studies, nor of the modern scientific
world-view. Yet deapite these limitations his attitude wa#
not literally slavieh, and he was quick and agile in |
Anterpreting Boriptural passages in ways that to him seemed
proper. '
 8%. Thomas is meticulous ih his phrassology and his
srguments are closely knit. He is careful in his exegesis
of the text of snother writer. He is also eager to deal
with poseible objections. The objections are not "straw-
men” but pointas of view that really have to be consldered.
‘%‘ The Two ﬁﬂyn_gfyxn@wxng God. In the Introduction

the faot has been p@iﬂﬁe&,eut that Bt. Thomas Aquinas
recognizes two weys of knowing God. The one 1 through
divine revelation; the other is through the use of man's
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Page Humber 10
natural reason, It ls with this latter method that this
thesle 1s mainly concerned.

5. Some Genersl Comments on ﬁ&?ﬁlﬁtiﬁﬁ in 8%, ?haana‘

Thought. Neverthelege while this thesis is not goncernsd

chiefly with St, Thomas' views of revelation, but rsther with
hie view of %ha~knﬁwluﬁgﬁ'af God which can be asquired by th@
use of natural reasgon, 1t is appropriate to point out s fawi
of hia’kﬁli@f# about the Enowledge available through |
revelation, This will help to see the dlstinction he makes
between tha two methods of gaining knowledge, and &iﬁﬁvh§QWQQn
,tha~kinﬁﬁkaf‘kﬂawlmégé thus gained,
| {a) %ha~&raataﬁ Inﬁaik&at Can Bee God's Eﬁgunaa. ﬁt.v

?haﬁmg haii&vas ‘that %hy arwat@ﬁ 1&%@11&9@ ean see the
awﬁ@mﬁa a! God, whatever %ha%~t&rm_ma§ mean. 8t. Thonse
ansﬁura sn objegtion to the poeition that o created intékle@t‘
can see the essence of God, He writes:

;‘?haratarw, some who coneldered this held that no area&aa
intellect ¢an ses the sssence of Cod. Thie opinion, ;
however, ies not tenable. For the ultimate beatitude of
- man consists in the use of his highest function, which
is the opsration of the intellect. Hence, if we suppose
that a oreated intellaot could never see God, 1t would
either never atialn to beatitude, or 1%s besatitude would
. consist in something else b&siﬁﬁ flod, whish is opposed
- %o faith., For the ultimate perfection of ths ratlional
 ereature iz to be found in that which is the source of
i1te belng; ain aa & thing is yaxggaﬁ so far as it uttaxna
to its source,

5@. &hamma holde thus %nna the created intellect can
; ﬁ

%__. Q- 12, Art, 1, p, 92
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