I. Aquinas (1225-1274 CE) Became the official Catholic philosophy in 1879 declared by Pope Leo XIII.

A. If Augustine based his philosophy on the shoulders of Plato and Plotinus, Aquinas signified a turn to Aristotle.

1. Blended Christianity and Aristotle -  He had a complete Christian philosophy when he got done:  Metaphysics, ethics, political, and a philosophy of law.

2. Aquinas distinguished philosophy from theology in that philosophy was based on the precepts of reason, while theology was based on the truths or revelations of faith.

B. METAPHYSICS:  

1. Change is understood along the lines of Aristotle’s 4 causes.

a) Efficient cause - produces the change

b) Material cause - the stuff that changes

c) Formal cause - the form the stuff takes on

d) Final cause - the purpose of the change.

2. Matter and Form: composes all physical things

a) Matter, that out of which the thing is made,  stays constant through change

b) Form determines what kind of thing it is.

c) Thus, like Aristotle, Aquinas thought that the form of a thing does not exist apart from its matter.

3. Other compositions of things based on matter and form:

a) Essence:  Matter plus form 

b) Existence

c) Essence was not the same as existence:  Essence, being matter and form, was what the thing was, but existence could not be the same as essence, or else the thing would always exist - and things do not always exist.

d) Existence is therefore most important for actuality (remember potency and act in Aristotle) because without existence, nothing could be actual.

4. Cause and existence:  nothing can cause its own existence, because it would have to already exist to do so.

a) Existing things must be caused by something that already exists - Aristotle’s unmoved mover becomes the Uncaused Cause of existence in Aquinas = God.

b) God becomes the pure act of existence:  
· Compare creatures - here essence and existence are distinct because creatures might not have ever existed, but for God essence and existence were one and the same, since for God, existence is necessary.  God’s essence is to exist.

· God causes essences to exist.

5. Soul:  all living things have soul - this is the very life of the living thing.

a) Human soul can exist apart from the body.  It is the direct creation of God, not of the human parents. (Thus it would seem that God creates that which is immaterial in us, while humans create that which is matter.)

b) Thus, the soul is indivisible and immortal.

c) As humans we are a unity of body and soul.  Soul gives form to the body, and without the body, the soul would not have access to sensory knowledge.

C. Science vs. Faith in Aquinas:

1. FOR THOMAS, Faith or revelation and Science are two distinct kinds of knowledge.

2. One cannot fulfill the proper function of the other. 

a) FAITH= to believe and assent because of a divine revelation

b) SCIENCE= to assent to something we see as true in the natural light of reason.

3. I know by REASON that something is true because I see that it is true, BUT I know by FAITH that something is true because GOD SAID IT.

4. AN ACT OF FAITH CANNOT BE CAUSED BY RATIONAL EVIDENCE BECAUSE IT MEANS ASSENT OF THE INTELLECT TO THAT WHICH THE INTELLECT DOES NOT SEE TO BE TRUE.  AN ACT OF FAITH REQUIRES THE INTERVENTION OF THE WILL.

a) It is easy for us to intellectually assent to the kind of knowledge based on reason that the intellect sees and understands.

b) It is not as easy for the intellect to assent to something it does not understand based on a belief-- this is a leap of faith, literally on the part of the intellect.  It needs the will to make this leap.

5. The reasons used by “holy men” to prove things of faith are not demonstrations because they cannot be demonstrations.  

a) You must demonstrate to the intellect that which it CANNOT understand.

b) The intellect will never passively accept this because it can’t.  We must therefore WILL to have faith.
c) In other words, if we could demonstrate it to the intellect, we would no longer be dealing with faith.

6. HOWEVER, FOR THOMAS THERE WERE SOME KINDS OF REVELATIONS THAT WERE ATTAINABLE BY REASON, AND GOD GAVE US THESE BECAUSE FEW MEN ARE METAPHYSICIANS, BUT ALL MEN NEED TO BE SAVED.

a) By giving these few to us, we would be able to use them to see truth and use them as a presuppositions to matters of faith.  

b) Those who could not see this truth in the light of reason had to accept it by faith alone.

c) REMEMBER THAT AQUINAS WAS HEAVILY INFLUENCED BY ARISTOTLE:

(1) Aquinas will turn to the natural world to try to prove God’s existence. 

(2) He will deny the Ontological proofs.  You can’t get to God’s existence from the mere concept.

II. Anselm’s arguments for the existence of God:  Anselm had a purely philosophical perspective from which he tried to evaluate a belief in God:  he tried not to make religious assumptions; however he always operated within the framework of a faith in God. 

· He believed in God so that he might understand, not vice versa - he thought you could not reason about God without already believing in him.

· Anselm’s proofs of God’s existence are known as ontological proofs:  That is, they claim that it follows from the very concept of God, that God exists.
1. Ontological proof version #1

· God is the greatest being conceivable.  “a being than which nothing greater can be conceived.”

· The person who denies that God exists must at least understand what he is denying.

· So God at least exists in this person’s understanding.

· A being that exists both in the understanding and also outside the understanding is surely greater than a being that just exists in the understanding.

· Therefore the person’s position is absurd, since he claims that God only exists in the understanding and not in reality.

·  because if this is so, then the very being that which nothing greater can be conceived, is one, than which a greater can be conceived - that is, as existing in reality. 

· This is absurd.

2. Ontological proof version #2 

· God is that than which nothing greater can be conceived.

· Therefore, his non-existence is not conceivable

· Why?  Because anything whose non-existence is conceivable is not as great as one whose nonexistence is not conceivable.

· That which its existence is not conceivable, therefore, cannot be God, therefore, God’s non-existence is inconceivable.

B. Anselm believed so that he could understand,  Aquinas tried to harmonize reason and faith.  Aquinas’ arguments for the existence of God are 1) Cosmological, 2) moral, and 3) by design. 

1. Aquinas had 5 arguments for the existence of God:

· The first 3 are cosmological proofs because they are based on the kind of argument that argues that the existence of contingent or dependent things could not  be possible without a non-contingent or independent being like God as their ultimate cause or creator or source.

· The 4th is obviously a moral argument, since it is based on goodness and perfection.

· The 5th is called an argument from design or a teleological argument.

· Note: pg 57 discusses teleological explanations: basically it is an explanation that is based on the purpose that is served.  Teleological meaning “study of ends.”  

· A causal explanation looks backward in time to try to see what the original cause of the phenomenon is, while a teleological explanation looks forward in time to find the supposed purpose served by the phenomenon.

2. First argument:

· All natural things are in motion, they did not put themselves in motion.

· They couldn’t have just been moved by another moving thing, for what would have put that first moving thing in motion to begin with?

· There must be a first mover that put all other moving things in motion, or else there would be no motion.

·   This is an unmoved mover, or God.

(1) Note:  When he talks about motion it is on the level of bringing itself into existence.

3. Argument #2

· In sensible world, nothing causes itself, and if everything were caused by something else, there would be no first cause.  (or second, third, etc.) 

· If there were no first cause, there would be no effects at all.

· But there are effects, so there must be a first cause.

4. Argument #3

· In nature, some things need not exist.  In fact, everything in reality need not exist.

· Well if it needn’t exist, then at some time or another, it did not exist, for if not, then it really needs to exist.

· Since everything in the world is in the category of things that need not exist, then at some time  or another nothing existed, and it would have been impossible for anything to have begun to exist at all.

· So there must be something that needs to exist (where existence and essence are the same) whose existence is necessary, and this is God.

5. Argument #4 - The moral argument:

· All natural things possess degrees of goodness, truth, nobility, etc.

· These are perfections, and so there must be a source of perfection - pure goodness, pure truth etc., and this is God.

6. Argument #5 - Argument from Design

· All natural things have an end or purpose.  They have a plan or design.

· There must be an intelligent being by which such things are directed toward their end, and this is God.

a) As you can see, even Aquinas’  arguments for the existence of God are heavily influenced by Aristotle’s ideas of causality, potency and actuality, unmoved mover, etc.

III. Political Philosophy:  Augustine and Aquinas 

1. Both Aquinas and Augustine Christianized the idea of natural law as it was presented by the Stoics - that is, that natural law is an impersonal principle of reason that governs the cosmos.

a) The stoics thought that Natural Law was the vital force that energizes all things: 

· Whatever happens is therefore the inevitable outcome of the logic of the universe

· Whatever happens, happens with reason and is therefore for the best.

· Cicero says that there is only one valid law - that of the natural law of reason.

· This law holds eternally and universally.

2. In what sense did Augustine and Aquinas Christianize this principle?

a) Natural Law becomes the eternal moral law of God as it is apprehended through reason and conscience.

b) How does secular law relate to the natural law of God?  How does the state law relate to the church?

(1) The state’s laws must be just, and this means that they must be in accord with the natural law of God.

(2) Secular laws that do not accord with this are not really laws.

(3) A state with such laws is not a legitimate state.

(a) Augustine thought that the purpose of the state was to remove the power to harm from the wicked

(b) Aquinas thought that the purpose of the state was to attend to the common good, more than the stemming of human sinfulness.

(c) The church, in both thinkers, is there for our spiritual needs, but the state is ultimately subordinate to the state, just like its laws are subordinate to natural law of God.

(4) Law according to Aquinas:

(a) For Aquinas the most fundamental law is eternal law, which is the divine reason of God and rules over all things.

(b) Divine law, is that law which is apprehensible by us in revelation.

(c) This is a gift of God and it directs us to our supernatural goal, eternal happiness.

(d) Natural Law is God’s eternal law as it is applied to us on earth - the fundamental principle of morality and is apprehended by our conscience and practical reasoning.  This directs us to our natural goal, happiness on earth.

(e) Human Law is the laws and statutes of society that are derived from our understanding of natural law.  Thus rules must conform to natural law - a higher source.

