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beinps of limited capacities. For nothiii}; which is the possible object

of knowledge, whellier past, presi-nt, or future, can be probable to :ti

infinite Intelligfiice ; since it cannot but be discerned absobitely as it

is in itself, certainly true or certainly false. JSut to us Probability a
the very ^iiuh of li/>\

"

ProhahlllMiii no liivoiitioii or 1 lie Jv.miiKm,

We have extracted these passages partly to give some njtion of the
older Anglican casuistry, and partly to show that wliat is called

''Direct J*rohabi/isin" was not confined to the Jesuit., but was a

general philosophical view, and in fact, as Voltaire said, •' If Pascal

had wished it, he could have found matter for his " J'rovinciales" in

the writings of Casuists of the other schools ; but his purpose was to

assail the Jesuits, and he confined himself to them."

Ilou » poMitivo sti><><*iiltillv(> «loiil»f iiHVolMoiir llbvrly.

We shall now give another explanation of the matter, it being hardly

necessary to say that we do not put forward the Anglican doctrine as

our own ; we cla'm to be heard and judged by our own statement.

The question inio which Probabilism chiefly enters is this : where
there \'f, ^ positive speculative doubt as to the existence of an obliga-

tion, how does it affect our liberty? All theologians agree that in a

practical (^o\.\h\. about the lawfulness of any action we are bound, if

we cannot resolve the doubt, to take the safest side. And the reason is

clear. In a practical doubt the intellect is susi)ended between two
opjiosite judgments ; one, is the judgment that the act here and now
to be done is unlawful; the other, that it is lawful. To act in this

doubt is to act against the conscience, which apprehends the danger
of sin—according to that, " omne ijnod )ion ex fide est pcccatum est."

(Rom. xiv. 23). What is not done with a clear consciousness of being

right is wrong. Our duty is in sc^h cases to resolve the doubt, or,

as it is commonly expressed, " to form our conscience " by the adop-
tion, on prudently chosen grounds, of some practical dictamen which
extricates us from practical doubt, though it may not, and perhaps

cannot, solve the s^ieculativc doubt. For example, if one sees clearly

that the doubt is not solidly founded, but is a mere unreasonable

apprehension, he may discard it altogether by an act of his will; but

if the speculative doubt (which always underlies the practical doubt)

be tositive, then it cannot be prudently discarded. It is in this case

chiefly that probabilism comes in.

Oi>inioii8 or Itogrecs or Probability.

In considering the motives in favour of either side in speculative

doubts, we find that they have many shades or degrees of Probability,

which qualify the opinions founded on them.

A probable opinion is said to be an opinion which is founded on so

weighty a motive, whether intrinsical of reason or extrinsical of autho-

rity as to be capable of drawing to itself the assent of a prudent and


