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The Literary Structure of Isaias 40- 55 
and the Servant Songs 

THE Sen'ant SOD.gS pl'oblell! has ill recent year::; hperl mainl:; 
centred on its exei£etieal asppct, that iR. the personality of 

the Servant and his mission. The litem!'\" relations of the songs 
with their immediate and remote context~ nre eith~r entirply pass­
ed over or very briefly and inadeCluately dealt \\'ith. 'There is to­
aay an incrpasing tt'ndeney to consider the songs as an integral 
part of the sections 01' chapters in which the:\' stand (1), but 110 

further attempt is made to place the sungs in their remote and 
broader context and to interpret them ill the light of the'general 
context. If it is true that these songs becomE' meaningles,., !f the~' 
are isolated fmm their imrnec1ia le context, it is e(]lHllly true tIla t, 
their meaning w.ill become gl't'atly "bsc-urec1 if they are vie\vc(l 
apart from tlw general line of thoUQ'ht that is traceable in the l'E''lt 

of chh c.1O-55. 

The inadequacy of the treatment of the literary problem ap­
pears the more clear from the many c1iiTerent ways of dividill;Z 
chh 40-55. Thus W. Stae!'k divides so: 40; 41; 42, 1-4L1, 23; 
.14,2/1-'15,25; 46, l-L18 , 21; 49,1-50,3; 50, -1-52, 12; 52,13-56, 
13 (2). J. Fischer, who separates the Servant Songs from their 
context, proposes this division: :[0 (prologue); 41,1-29; 42,8-12; 
42, 13-H, 23; 44,24-46,25; L16; 47; ,18; ·19, 9b-13; 49,14-50, H; 
51,1-14; 51,17-52,19; 5,1; 15:'5 (epilogue) (:3). I{issane divides 
eh11. 40-515 into 7 poems, each consisting of three pnrts and fo1-
10we:c1 by a tailpiece: 40, JA2, 12; 42, 13-44., 2~1; 44, 24-4(); 47; 

(1) C. C. TOl'l'e~', The Second Isaiah; Ed'inhnrgh, U)28 , 137-40; E. .T. 
Kissulle, The Book of Isaiah; Vol. Il, Dublin, 1943, lxii; A. Bent­
zen, Intl'ndllciion, to the Old Testament, HI, Copenhugen, 19119, 
113; .J. Lindbloll1, TII c Serrant Songs h~ DCllfcl'o-Isaia./,; LUllc1, 
Hl51; 11.. IJ. TOUl'nay, Les Ohanfs dn SCl'vitclll' dalls la Secondc 
1Ja l'tic d'Isaie, Rev. bibl., U)52 , 359ff. 

(2) Die Ebed Jahwe-Liedcrin JcsrJja .Wff, L('ipzig, 1913,59-68. 
(.'1) Isaias .W-55 1/11(l die PCl'iJ.-oJlPlll'om Gottcsl;necht; Munster i. 'VC., 

19]6, 49-53, 75-78. 
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-18; '19,1-50,3; 50,4-52. 12; 52, 13-56, 8 (4). 'l'ournay proposes 
this division: 40. ]2-42,12; ,12. 12-14,,23; 4,1, 2'~-48, 22; 41), 
1-13; '19, ].4-50, 3; 50.4-11; 51,1-8: 51,9-52,12; 52,13-53, 
12; 54 (5). 

This variet" of division is dm' to a certain extent, to a mis­
nnderstandin,g' of the literarv stl'uct~ll'e of chh 40-55. Even Tonev 
himself, who'-more than an}-body else has enquired into the lite-
1'ary features 0'£ the several poerns, has failed to discover thp fun­
damental principles ,,,.-hich govern the composition of the poemfl 
contained in chh 40-55. 'l'hus in his analysis of ch 40 he diRtin­
guishes three parts: a lyrical introduction, \Cv 1-.11. the argumen­
tative portion, vv 12-26, and the conclusion, vv 27-31, (301). The 
structure of ch 50 is said to be similar, except that the argumen­
tative passage precedes the lyrical or dramatic (p, 301). The poem 
contained in 42, 1-43. 7 iR also conRiderec1 to be similar in the 
manner of its composition to the one which constitutes ch 50. III 
both cases, says Torrey, it is evident that the structure of the 
poem is carefully planned (p. 323), But he fails to recognize the 
same plan in the other pom11s. Thus. for example, he breaks up 
the poem contained in 43,14-44, 23, or, according to him, in 43, 
8-44,23, into two distinct poems, ct3, 8-44, 5 and '14, 6-23. Bnt 
the latter poem is only the argumentative portion of the poem 4B, 
8-44, 23, and its separation from the main body' would spoil thc 
artistic and symmetric.al structure of the whole poem, 

The purpose of this note is to examine more closely the lite­
rary structure of chh 40-51) with a view to laying a more solid 
basis for the interpretation of the Servant songs and the rest of 
ch 40-55. The investigation will be carried out on purely literarY 
lines, independently of any theory or explanation of the songs and 
their relation to the context. The conclusions will be : 1. the Ser­
vant songs form an integral part of the context in which they 
Btand; 2. chh L10-55 consist of two perfectly parallel groups ;r 
poems related to each other not only in their general outlook, hut 
also in the composition and development of the several poem::;; 
3. ch 42 is probably misplaced a,nd should be transpOi~ed after ch 
48 or at the beginning' of the ~eeond group. 

* 

(4) Op. cit., xxxii-xxxiii. 
(5) Op. cit., 361. 

'. ill 
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Interpreters generally agree in dividing ehh 40-55 into two 
parts: ,10-48 and 49-55 (6). The first section is called 'the Yah­
weh-Israel hymns', because the person addressed is Tsrael-J acoh 
the other if; called 'the Sion-Jerusalem hymns', hecause here Yah­
weh addresses the city not the people. The central theme of the 
first cycle is the approaching end of the captivity and the exiles' 
retnrn to their homeland; \..,-hile in the other cycle the prophet ;s 
foretelling the glorious restoration of Sion. 

It is also agree:d that each section is rnade up of a number of 
self-consistent poems, more or less loosely connected with each 
other, but dealing, in different ways, with the same subject. There 
is no progress in thought in the several poems of each group; the 
theme is always the same, the approaching d.eliverance and the 
restoration of Jerusalem, but the treatment is different. Vole shaH 
now proc€'ed to analyse the poems. 

I 40, 1-31. 

The first poem extends over the whole chapter. It is a poem 
complete in itself with an introduction, an llrg'umentative portion 
and a conclusion. Kissane makes two poems out of ch 40, but his 
analysis shows clearly that the two poems are in reality two partR 
of one poem (7). 

In vv 1-11 the prophet annonnces the approaching end of the 
exile and the return of the exiled Israelites to their country. Yah­
weh himself will lead his people back to their homes as a shep­
hen1 leading his flock. The' glad tidings a,re given not only to the 
exiles. blit also to the cities of Judah. Man is perishable and can­
not stanrl ag'ainRt God's purpose and thwart HR execution. We 
have here, therefore, the ann01lncement, of the approaching de­
liverance. 

Vv. 12-26 cOl1Rtitnte the argumentative part of the poem. 
The exiles ReE"lTI to have been slow to believe the glad tidings. The 

(6) See A, Zillessen, Israel in Dantell'll,ng 111ld Be1l1'teilung DC11tel'O 
jesajas (in Zeit,~ch1'ift fur die alttest!bment/iche W'issenscha/t 1904, 
275); J. Fischcr, op. cit" p. 19 and Das B1/ch lsaias, 1939, Il, 6f; 
Fisrher however divides. chh 40-55 at 49, 13; Staerk, op. cit., 57; 
Van del' Ploeg, LeH Ohants du ServitellT de Jahve, Paris, 1936, 17; 
A. Fenillet, DBS, art. baie, 698f; R. J. Tournay, Les Oh ants d1~ 
Servitellr dans la seconde partie d' !sale (in Revue bibliq1le, 1952, 
360), 

(7) Op. cit., p. 3. 
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propllPt t:'1l<.:Ourage" tlWlll by ettlplIHsiziJlg' (loci's olllllipotence ::mcl 
OllJllj"ciellce, IJ is tl':lIl;;Cellclellt great/flP"" ami 11 i;; incoUl parH blt-­
lInss. Yailweh i" the el'eut()]' of the 1111 iYerse and the lord of :111 
lIation,; all;] J'ukl''';, 'rile i(lol" are tile \york of lllall and ha\'p 110 
[lower to deta;]I the exile,;. TbE'rel'ore tlw argll111ellt of tbesp IV is 
tlip (U,SlIraIlC(, or the deliverallr;e delllollstrHter1 b~' the iltlllleaSllr­
abl!' greatlll':-;;; of God and the ll()thil1~'lH:'SS of the heathen gods. 

y, :27-::n fOJ'lll the c'cJIlelll;;ion ()f ':11(' poelll. Yah\\,('h's infinite 
power and wi;;dmli are a c:uflicit'llt guarantee for tbe' fnlfilllwllt or 
ilis pl'Ollli~it's. 'l'he (ic-spoJltiellt exiles I!lUst therefore belil'\'e the 
pl'OpllPt's lllE'ssagt', fof' the delIleranl'e will celiainly bt· bJ'on!~'l!t, 
about in a "llurt tilllE'. 

Tllus we have ill tlli" ehaIJtt:'!' a dloc:eh' knit poem eo)]sistintl' 
or three well lletillec1 parts. (;()d HlI1l0llll'Cf'S, a:::sul'l'S, confirm,. 
'1'lip transition j'l'OllI one part t() anothpf' may "cc m abrupt. hili 
tile ulIderlying' thonght which hiIHlc; thew up into one whole is 
appurl'nt throughout. 

II 41, 1-29. 

TIll' main tht'lne :lllcl tllP "l;l'uctm:l" or this poem hayc often 
ileen lIlisl'l'pn'sentecl. If T alll not entirely mistake'J1 tlie poem is an 
(,lahot'iltioll, though frolll a diffel'ent point of view, of the theme of 
the [Jl'ecE,d illg poem, rHllllely, the cleliwl'nnce of the exiles. '['Ol'l'<'\' 

is hal'dl~' right when lIe sayf' that 'tlw l1Jlfol'bll1nte hypothesis 01' 
a proplil:'cy of the retnl'll frOll! rhe !3abylolli:ln ('xiIe lias blinded 
t he c'~'es of onl' he"t scholar:,;. and turncd Exegesis upside ,10wl1' (8). 
r should ratIler say that l!le prol1linenee givcn to the historical 
background ha" blinded tile eH's ,,1' lllany interpreters so af> ]lot, 
to let thEm see the cOlll1f'xion bet,wecn ,his poem and the preeec1-
ing' one. True it is. the deliverance is never expressl,\; mentioned, 
hnt everything ill the poem Set'lllS to point in that direction. 

Yv 1-7. 'I'll(> fJmphet begins by announcing the appearance nf 
a pprsonag'e who ha;; bec·n called hy (lod te, conquer all kingdoms 
and subdue king's to hi::: power. PeopleR will be terrified, lmt 
nothing will stop his triumphant: march. '['he fall of Bahy!on is 
ililplied, and the release of the exiles is therefore implicitly f01'I'­
told. Becf\use the fall of Bab\'lo11 iR C(lll si del'('(l ,not as an iRolate,1 
('vont in history. but as a rH;rt of a widespre:ul military expecli-

(8) Op. cif., p. :311. 
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IlOll "which will sweep lll'l'i):,oE illllllellHe re~i()IlH ()\"el'throwill;l all 
j,;ingdollIH and subduing all kingH. Yailweh, an etc'rllal Uod. \\'Ij(J 
directH the destinies or nations. will raIse up this ull!lalllcd l:Oll­

Cjllt'l'Or and deliver up killgs and natioilH into his hnllc1~. 
\'\'. H-~(). The leading idea df this sec'lion is Ya]l\veh's ('l('c­

tioll uf Abrahalll and llis unfailillg help to the Israelites. \Vllik 
the natiolls are terrified at the approach of thl'~ eunqueror. Israel 
i:.; a~surecl of Clod's protedion. The people 0[' braeL dlOr::ell 1).\' 
(;oc1 and c1estiue,d by him for n special llJ issioll. lut:::. lIoth;ng to hl 
afraid or, because (lod i" with it, and lluthlllg' call frustrate U()d'; 
plans. r[he Ilatiolls enCOlll'Uge and help l'ach other. but [snll,1 i~ 
I'Il('oUl'aged and lll'lped hy (~od !M-lO), As a result of this diyillP 
assi:-;tam,p Israc'l \\'ill bc' san'cl ff'()lll destruction ill tile COlllin(2' 
w;rld-crisis and its enemies will be cOlllpletd,\' overthrowll. TI1) 
prophet is) lluturnll,", thinking" of Babyloll. VV'c have, therej'o]'!:', 
here a clear l'efen'llce to the hraelites' deliH~I'HIlCe f!'Olll captivit~, 
111-1::l)' God aSSl1l'es agaill tIle exiled lsntl'litcs, oppressed alld 
despised, of his help lJy whidl they willllot ollly he deliH']'ed, but 
will al:-;o overcolllP and shatter all their enemies (!cl-Hi). Despite 
their Illil:)eruble ,coll(litioJ1 they will ]jot bc forsaken h\' (; od who 
willleud them back to their h~ml and bestm\' upon thE,ill all ahull­
danee of spiritual ble:-;sings. :\1I (hi,; "'ill be all indisputahle proof 
uf God'l:) Olllllipotellee (17-~UJ. Tltere[ore VY 0-:60 cOllshute tlll' 
argulllclltati\'p part, of the poem. nod i"ill deliver Isl'uel lW(!illl';t' 

hp is an ,dmigitty Clod. he has cho:-;pl) Israel for a particular work 
and will erver help him until the L:olllplete fulfilrllent of bis llli~si()!l. 

Yv :J1-2\). This ~.t~l'i:ion i,. llla(l{' Hp 1)1' two apparently diS('011-

lleeted parts. VV ~l-:2·J Ull,a :2;)-~n. I il :21-:J-l Yah\\'eh clwlleng;',; 
tlte heathen L(,oils to adduce Eyidell('(' of their j'orc-kllowled).u' or or 
their power to do :-;oltlpthin,'.;. It is \ah\\'dl, [llld Yahwel; aloll". 
,vl]() call foretell the futu]'e. He !tas foretold thp yido]'ies of ('·\"1'11'-; 
alld this 11l'('(lidioll is n,ll[,(; glWl'Hlltc'(" that },;dl\\'t'h':,; Jll'edi~:ti()r; 
of I:orael's c1elin'rallce will be fuIfllll:::l as \wll (:2:)-:2\)1. 'l'ltC't'dol'1' 
LItis seetioll is the confil'lllatioJI of (iod's 11l'l)Jllise of (h,liwnH1('c. 

So we hayc ill Uli:-; poelll tno the thr('(' ('ollstitlH'Jlt parts wh;('il 
we hayc Jloticed JIl lhe first poelll. Yahweh anllounces. tllOl1;l'h illl­
plicitly, the cnd of the exile; he delllonstrates the truth or lli~ 
:tIl110UI1CellH'nt by a:'serii:lg his c!Joice of lsnH~I, llis po\vel' and his 
1I11failing aRsistance to hi:,; pe')ple: he c()llelndes by "('()l'll;llg tltp 
impotence and tlll'.nothillglll'ss of thp pagan god~ and I'p-a:-;s(:,l'tillg 

bis foreknuwledge alld JlIfllliu' pl)\\'el'. 
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Although the subject of this poem is substantially the same as 
that of the prece:ding one, the dewlopment is different. In the 
first God announces in very general terlllS the approaching end of 
the exile; in the other he also declares the lllanner in which de­
liverance will be effected. God will raise up a mighty conqueror 
who will overthrow Babylon and many other kingdoms, and the 
Israelites will be released. 

III 42, 1-43, 13. 

'1'he analysis of this poem is Lased upon the atisUll1ptioll that 
the Servant Song (4:3, 1-4) forms [111 integral part of the poem. 
\Vhether this assumption is right or not will appea.r from the anCl­
lysis of the other Servant pOelllti. 

Another important qnestion is the extent of this poem. It is 
generally agreed that -12, 25 is not the end of the poem, but there 
is no agreement as to where the poelll ends. Many interpreters 
eaITY the poem to 4,1,23 (9), but ·11, 2B is the end of another poem 
plauned 011 the same lines as the preceding ones. Torrey closes the 
poem at ·ia, 7 (10), but '13, 8 is so dosely conneded with 42, 18iT 
that it must be eonsidered as the continuation of a poem rather 
than the begiull ing of a new 01lC. 4;), 13 is a more fitting concln­
sion as we shalll see from the following analysis. 

\Tv 1-4. 'rhe prophet introduces here for the first time the 
Servant of God. Although the people of Israel had already heen 
called 'the servant of God' (41,8. D), the Servant of this poem is 
an altogether ditIerent person; ht' is endowed with the 8pirit of 
God, he has a mission to accOlllplihh, he will be unobtrusive in 
the way of fulfilling his mission. Hnch a description does not; suit 
the servant of ch 4l. 

"\Tv 5-9. '1'he mi~8ioll of the t)(,l'vant is describt'd as the e~tab­
lishment of a covenant with Yall\\'eh, the opej]in~' of the eyes M 
the lJlind, and the liberation of those who sit in the darkness of 
dungeons. Now the question arise;; : Is the mission of the Servant 
to be understood in a purely tf'ltlporal sense as the deliverance 
from captivity or in 11 broader spiritual sense as the conversion of 
the heathen world to Yahweh? This question is connected with 
another question, namely, whether vv 5-9 are the continuation of 

(9) Staerk, Fischer, Kio.sane, 'fournay, Denllefeld. 
(lO) Op. cit., p. 321-4. 
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vv 1-,1 or a new poern in;uepenuellt of the preeedillg one. 'nlOse 
who stand for the latter alternative identify the mediator of the 
new COVE'llilllt with Cyrus, the deliverer of the captive Israel­
ites (11). '1'hose ,yho make 5-9 the continuation of 1-4 explain the 
opening of blind eyes in y 7 as a metaphor for the conversion of 
the Gentiles ,and the release of prisoners as the deliverance of the 
exiled IHraelites (12). It ii:l preferable, perhaps, to apply uoth me­
taphors of the Ulilld eyes und the prisoners sittillg in darkness to 
the nations who will receive light and delivenmee from ignorance 
through the Servant of Yahweh (13). 'rhe prophet's conception 
of the Servant's miss!on is predominantly universalistic an:d ill 
110 way restricted to the exiled Jews. The Servant will establish 
God's law on earth (-4:2,4); he will bring salvation to allmallkind 
('19, G); he will make expiation for the sins of all men (53, 12). 
It is true that the prophet's description of the Servant's mission 
may have been influenced by the circumstances of the Jewish cap­
tives, but still the mission remains essentially universal. Viewed 
from this broader standpoiut the Servant's mission aSSUllles a far 
greater importance than the deliverance from the Babylonian 
captivity and enters into the plan of God's universal redemptioll 
of which both the Exodus and the aeliverance from eaptivity were 
only preparatory steps. 

Vv 10-13 are a brief lyrical poem called forth by the thought 
of God's redemptive plan. 

Yv 14-17. These verses are generally taken by interpreters to 
refer to the deliyerance from Babylon. III fact the tenses in vv 
J5. 16 seem to denote future eve1{ts. But the deliverance from 
Babylon is neyer described as a devastation of the land and a dn'­
ing up of streallls lll1d riverf) (4:3,20; 49, 10.11; see also 35, G-I0). 
}\{oreover the imperfect tense,~ in vv 15. IG do not necessarily de­
llote a present or a future action, the~' may denote a past adtion, 
as they stand in a context describing past actions, 'these things 
ha ve I done to them, and have not forsaken them' y IG (14). N 0\\' 

if Vy ,14-16 refer to the past, there is no other event to which they 

(ll) 

(12) 

(13) 
0,1) 

A. Vaceari, 3Iiscellanea Biblita, Il, 1934, 222; van der Ploeg, up. 
cit., p. 29. 

Dellnefeld, La 8ainte Billle (Pirot-Clamer), lsa:ie; Tournay, Revue 
bibliqllc, 1952, p. 370. 

Ki~sane, OP. cit., p. 38. 
G. R. Driver, Problems of the Hebrew Verbal S!Jstem, Edinburgh, 

1936, p. 141. 
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c;an be applied except the <1eliverttllce from Bgypt. Therefore ill 
n 11-17 wc have the illitial t:>tage ill the great work of redelllp-
1 iOll whic;h hud io l)e u(,(,(;lllphhed through the in;;tl'UlllCll lalily 
or Israel. (lod had ch'ded tlit' pl'ople of hrael in the perSOll 01 
.\brahalll, brought thcll] out of li~g'yjlt, entered into a ;;peeial eo­
n;llallt wilh tlH'lll, mude them his 011O"en people and an in;;tl'll­
Iltent ill the exec;utioll of his plan of ullivcnml salvatioll. But the 
pcople tumed their back to Uocl, fell into idolatry and thus, ap­
parently, fnmtrated God's pnrpGse. 

"\' 1::;-:3;>. The pe()ple of IsraeL deaf to God's wUl'1ling;; and 
I)jilld to l]is privileged po::!itioll :t1110Ilg the nations, wus puni;;hed 
with the BuiJyloniall exile. Tlli;; i;; the general sense of these V('I'­
:-;e" although tll(' lllC'allillg of v 1\) i;; not dear. Some cri tie;; olllit 
IIJb.d (Pischer), others olllit Hk.u ISteinlllHnll-Auvrayl. 'rho 
\\"ord }Jl(;,,/llIl/a }1/ if' trallslated either a:-; a propel' ]lame (Fischel', 
/saia8 40-55 U'JI(/ di~ PerillOp~J/ VO}}l (iottesknecht, p. 40; Stael'k, 
() f!. cit.) Ol' as a participle 'the covenanted one' (IZissane), 'the 
befriended ODe' (Skinner), 'del' Yertraute' (P ischer, I saias Il), 
'j'amilier' (Dennefelc1i. Despite thetie textual and exegetical ques­
tiolls. (lie gent'ral sense of vv 18-2;'5 remaIns dellr, that is, the 
punishment of the people of Israel with the exile and eonsequently 
(he fru;;tratioll, at least for the time being, of God's purpose of 
rec1em piion. 

,J:,l, 1-8. But (lod's purpo:-;e canllot he frustrated. Despite it;; 
prt';;ent wretclwilne:-;s Israel \"ill not perish. Yahweh will deliver 
it at (he eo:-;t of such \y('alth~' nations as J1jgypt, Bthiopia and Sa­
lm, which he will gi\"e a;; a prize to Cyrus. Israel is precious ill 
till' sight of Yahweh and will, thcrefore. be brought back to it;; 
])()llldand. 

VV'D-1:3. Yahwt'll c()]']'()iJoratcs Uti:' truth of his promise. HI'. 
edill he alone. call fO]'(,[I']] the futlli"t', and the people of Ic.l'Lld will 
bear evidence t() the truill of God's prolllise;; and predictions. 

y\'e call lW\\' easily trace out th(, development or thi;; POl'lll 
alld ]Jring ant the logical cunnt'xioll bet.ween the ;;evend part:.;. 
'rile prophet begins hy imrodu(:ing the person of the Sel'Yllnt of 
Yahwch and describing h;s mis:-;;on. 'flle Servant's mission failed, 
but God';; plan cannot be frustrated, and success is finally assur­
ed. '1'he struet.Ul't' of this poeltl is vhercfure different fl'Om'that ()[ 
the preceding two and llHi,\" be sUllllllUrized thus: description of 
(he Sel'Yunt';; mi;;siull, apparent failure, assurance of nnal ;;llccess. 
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IV 43, 14-44, 23. 
Yv 1-1-21. 'I'he prophet ann(mnees the approaching end or 

captivity. Babylon will be oYertilroWll alld Yahweh w]1 bring his 
people back to thell' country in II manner that _vill surpass the 
(·xoc1us from Bgypt. . 

Vy 22-·1·1, gO fOI'111 the tlr!_!,umentative section of the pOE'm. 
'],he argumentation l:onsists of two parts, 22-·14, ;) and 44, (i-gO. 
Israel has no claim to nod's llIercv; they haw sinnerl and deserve 
nothing hut punishment (22-28): But Clod's bond with IsraPl 
stands finn and he eannot dest]'()~' tl1f' whole people; the people 
Illwe atoned fol' their sino~ in the exile, Clod has forgiven their sins 
:mc1 \vill Uike them again into his faHHlI' 0·1, 1-;»). The second al'­

gOlllllent is this: Yahweh is all all-knowing and an almighty God. 
he can therefore deliver his people; the pagiul gods, which are 110-

thing hut the work of man ,haVE' 110 power to detain them (6-20), 
Vv 21-28. Conclusion. Israel's sins are completely forgiven, 

dt>liverance is certain; let all the people praise God's won:C\erful 
work of redemption. 

\Ve have t.herefore in this poem tlw three parts which ,vc 
have noticed in the first two. lHl.lllely _ an nonncement of delivE'l'­
ance, a"snrance of proltliRE', and confirmation. We need not, 
therefore, consider ~+4, (i-93 .as a separate poem, an elaboration <)f 
40, 18ft and a rebuke tothe people ('l'0 l'l'CY, Kissane). rrhe pro­
phet.'s argument is not.: Do not. worship the idols because they 
are not gods; but: Gor1 alone has the pov;er to release you, the 
idols are absolutel~' powerless. As Israel's sins are S!npposed to be 
forgiven (44, 29). there can he no reason for rebuke. 

V 44, 24~45, 25. 

·t'L 24-28. Before allnouncing the forthcoming deliverance, 
Yahweh introduces himself as the creat.or of heaven and earth, f1 

God who has t.he power of direeting human events in such a wa~! 
as to make the predictions of the pagan soothfiayers prove faIRe 
and those of his prophets prove true (read 'servants' for 'servant'; 
Fischer, Dennefeld, Kissane, Steinmann-Auvray), a God who can 
rebuild Jcrwialem and dry up the deep sea. 'fhis is an introduc­
tion to the IU1l10UnCement of t.lwdeliverance which if'( made in the 
following verses. 

45, 1-8 Yahweh here intrudnces e~Tllf;, the g'reat P0l'sial1 
king, as (ohe deliverer of the exiled" .T ews. Cyrus has heen chosen 
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by God as the con(]uerol' of nation" and the ruler of kingdoms ;n 
the inter'est of the people of IsraeL Hmi is, in order that Israel 
mav be delivered from bonda£te and all the world m~lV recognize 
the" power and sovereignty o(Yahweh, the God of th~ Israelites. 

Vv. 9-13. The exile;d lsraelites. however, could hardly be 
brought to believe that their deliverance would be effected through 
the agency of a pagan COl1CjUeror. 'rhey seem to have expected it 

miraculous liberation as in their exodml from Egypt. To thesC' 
God replies that he, and he alone, controls the destinies of ma n 
and that opposition to the divine purpose is absolutely useless. 
If Yahweh has decided to delivE't' the exiles by means of a foreign 
conqueror, no one has the right to thwart his plans. 

Vv 14-25. Not only will the Israelites be ,delivered from ex­
ile, but they will also }:eceive the homage of all nations \vho "will 
recognize Yahweh as the true God. The deliverance of Israel will 
be followed by the conversion of the pagan nations. 

The poem is planned after the usual model: God annOllnC~8 
the forthcoming deliverance, (/S811'res the faint-hearted exiles of 
the certainty of the deliverance, and c()/lfirms the certainty of hie; 
promise extending at the same time the effects of his intervention 
t .. o all the peoples. 

VI 46, 1-48, 22. 
These chapters are generall:v considered to form three dis­

tinct an:d independent poems dealing with the impotence of the 
pagan gods, the flmmfall of Bnhylon, and the certainty of the 
deliverance in spite of J srael's unworthiness. I prefer to reganl 
them as three parts of ne sinp:le poem phnned on much the same 
Jines as the preceding ones, with the exception of the third, and 
elaborating some points that are familiar to Deutero-Isaiah. The 
three characteristic elements, name]?, the announcement or fltate­
ment. the argumentative part, and thecone1usion or re-assertion 
of the deliverance are not sharply distinguished; they often run 
into each other, but the leading idea is that of the approaching 
deliverance, announced, corrohorak·d, and emphatically re· 
asserted. 

Oh 46. A contrast between the impotence of the pagan gods 
and Yahweh's omnipotence leading to the conclusion that Israel 
will soon be delivered. 

Oh 47. The subject is the doom of Babylon. Babylon will be 
overthrown and consequently Israel will be releRsed. It is for his 
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name's sake that God will intervene on hehalf of his people; Ba­
hylon, the proud mistress of kingdoms, will be reduced to the con­
dit;on of a slave and the enslaved Israelites will be set free. 

48, 1-11. But Israel is unworthy of God's favours. How can 
God deliver it? Indeed, Israel, on ~ccount of its unfaithfulnesR, 
deRerves nothing but punishment. God, however, is unwilling TO 
exterminate it (9), as it deserves, but will deliver it only after 
haying purified it by the f'ufferings of the exile. It is not for IR­
rael's merits that God will save it from extinci;ion, but for God's 
sake, for the honour of his name, in order that his power, which 
snrpasses infinitely that of the pagan gods, may be revealed before 
all the nationR. The prophet is demonstrating the pORRibility of 
T smel'R deliverance in spite of its unworthineRs. 

Yv 12-22. Conclusion. Israel will be certainly delivered, be­
('nuse God is eternal, omnipotent and omniscient. He has chosen 
C~TUS for the execution t1'f his plans of salvation. The present con­
dition of the IRraelifeR iR a proof of God's punitive justice, not of 
hiR inahililcy to saye. '1'he certainty of the deliverance is forcefully 
expl'eRsed by a command to go forth from Babylon and to flee 
awav from the Chaldaeans . 

. ,Ve have thUR Reen that, although chh 46, L17, and 48 form, , 
apparently, I;hl'ee diRt-iner and independent poems', they are ill 
reality closely l'elatefl to each other forming one poem planned on 
lines Rimilar to those ,)f the other ones. Chh 46 and 47 amnounCfJ 
the deliverance which is about to follow on the downfall of Bn­
hylon a,nd her g'ods; 48. 1-11 demorlst,rateg the possibility of the 
deliverance which seems to be hindered bv Israel's unworthines;:;' 
4R, 12-22 re-aR81'1,ts Yahweh's omnipotf'~ee and the certainty of 
the deliverance. v 

VII 49, 1-50, 3. 

Critics do not agree in their way of defining the limits of this 
poem. Fi8cheJ', followed by Dennefelc1, makes 49, 9b-13 a sequel 
to 48, 22,01' 21, v 22 being expunged as a gloss. 49, l-\h, the Re­
cond Servant song is separated from the context and the poem lR 
made to commence at 49, 14. 'l'ournay agrees with Fischer in 
making 'HI. 1-13 the end of the firRt c.vcle of poemR and commenc­
ing the Recond cycle at ·19, 14 (15). Kissane divides the whole Rec-

(15) Rei'. bibl., 1952, p. 361. 
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j,jOll 4D. 1-;)(}. :3 illto three poems alld tl'llnRJloReR ,,[0,8-1:1 aftn GO, 
;1. 'Po],J'l'Y closes the POl'1ll nt10, ~() and lllClkes ;jU, 1-3- the begiu­
ning of another poem. How far these eOllstrl1ctions and transpo­
sitions are justified \vill f',ppet:l' from the following analysis. 

40, 1-4. 'rhese verse" describe the elediol! of the Servant anJ 
ille ~1pparent fa ;]\11'(' of II is lllisRiol1. 'rhe SE'rvt1 nt responded 1') 

etod's electioll. but all hiR ei·forts were fruitlesR; vet his faith in 
Ood l'<'rnained unshakell. ylan,Y interpreterR on ;'hythmical and 
l·xegetical groundR re m o\'(' the WOl'd 'Israel' from v 8, but the 
"'ord haR the Rup]lort of all ancient versions and of the Dwd S(~a 
Hebre'iv manuRcript;.; of Isaiah and roust tlwrefore, fro111 a textual 
]Joint of view, be ret.al11ec1. 

'\' 15-0. (';0<1 reaSS11l,('R his ,',en-ant of RllCCc'SS and encourages 
him by th(' annOllllCell1ent of a uniyersal mission. 

'/v 7-13. 'This is an elaboration of vv. ;')-G. The Servant will 
c('rtainly deliver the exilfd .Jews and bring them back to their 
coulltry. Sueees,.; is pl'Olllised and assured. 

H-50, cl. Not onl~' will t he people he c1eliyel'ec1 from captiyit\', 
hut ;r eruRalelll will also 1)(' rebuilt and reinstated in her former 
!:d()l'~· .. Sion is Yalnn~h's sponse, diyorced by him on account or 
her infidelity alid taken bad: again for e\'er. '1'hel'e is none who 
can oppo!'e God's will ()]' I'Pf'ist his power to restore Jerusalem. 

Thp strncture .of this poem is similar to that of the third 
poem. The characterist-iecomponent elements are: the Servant';:; 
mi8siol1, apparent f[li]nre ana a"Sl1l'HPCe of sueee8". 

VIII 50, 4-52, 12. 

ThiR Redion iR generally divided into three JIistinct partR 1)1' 

poemR: ;')0. 4·11; ;')1, 1-8 Dr, according to others, 51, 1-16; 51, 9 
(01' 17)-0'2, 12. But as ",ehave'in this section the Rame elementR 
and the Rame plan af' Jl1 the previous one, I prefer to conRic1er tIlt> 
whole Rection as a s;np'le poem dealing with the same suhject, that 
is" the mission of t.he Rel'vant in rebtinn to the l'fstomtion of Sion. 

Yv.'.1-11. The poem opens On u sad note, opposition and un­
helief on the part of the people and fortitude and faith on the part, 
(If the Servant. The result is failure of tlw Servant'R mission. The 
faithful Isme1.iteR are enconraged to liRten to the Servant's warn­
ings. 

51, 1-8. A mesRage of hope to the exiles. As God'R pl'omiRc 
to AbrahaltJ \yas fulfilled, so will hiR promise of deliverance be 
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likcwisl' fulfilled. Hl'uvell;'; alld earth lttU.' pa:;s away, \.Jut God'c; 
plan uf ;.;alYLttioll cunnot be fru"tmtec1. 

9-5:3, 12. Assurance of deliverance and rCHtoration.'l'be [aith­
fullsraeliteH make a ferycnt appeal to God for a speedy deliver­
<tnee allc1l'eeall Cio(l':-; wum1erful deeds III earlier tillle;.; (YV 9-11). 
(Iod ami\\'l'l';'; Israel's appeal, relllinds it t)f the wonderful work 
uf ereation and assureH it that its oppressors will HOO1l be over­
thrown and the exiles will be released (vv El-Hi). The approaching 
end of the cl1ptiyit~, iH agll.in elllphatieally prodailllec1.Sion has 
atoned for hEr past "ins, and the plln;slullPllt which lia;.; \.Je('~l 
llletec1 out to her will now 1)(' reversed Oll her em'lIlies (\'v ] 7-:2:)). 
'J'he certainty of deliverance ic; expressed h~ a de:-;cription of 8ioll 
putting on her best raiment, the heralds announcing the return of 
the exiles, and the exiles thelll::;elves l1la~'('hil1g out of Babylon in 
au orderl~' llHLl1l1el' under Yahweh'l3 protection. 

Thus ,ve find ill thif3 poelll too the sallle chal'l1der istic elelll­
(:'nts of the previuus ()]le, ml111ely, apparent failure of the Sernlllt"., 
ltJi"sion, prolllise of success, and assurance of final succei::is. 

IX 52, 13-55, 13. 

"\part [rom certain minor differences regarding the extent of 
this poem (J0), illterpreteri::i !-;'enemlly agree ill dividing t11i;; St'C­

tion into three different poems dealing with the suiTerings of tilt' 
King of Sjon (5:3,18-58,12), the New 810n (eh. 5t) and the citi­
ZEns of the New 8ion (ch 55) l'espectj\'el~·. Indeed the glamorous 
de;;criptioll of the New Sion in ehh 64 and :'56 contra::;ti; so strikill,c-!'­
Iy with the glOOlllY culours of :32, ]:1-:30,12 that it seellls 11 a 1'(1 1\' 
I)ossible to l1;lite n{e two parts into n s;ngle poem. But their juxtn'_ 
position would have been equally illlpo8;;ible it the writer or editor 
hall not Seen a logical cm1lleXiOll between thcm. I think it is not 
difficult to pro\'(:\ that sueh a (:ollllexioll really existH. 

'::;:2, la-Vi. rClIc pruplwt statES the thelJle Ill' tlIt' whole I)(Wlll, 

t,!1O abaseme1Jt and the exaltatio1l of the 8elTilllt. 
5B, 1-9. 'rile Servant's lll;ssion emled, apparentl~", ill a COlll­

plde failure. He Sll iTercd pel'seeutioll, 11 nd was so (1 ic;llgll1'cd hy 
pain ai::i to hecome all ubject of aYCl':-;ioll. Although hi;.; suffel'in~'s 
were not the punishment of hi~ Sill;;, he \\"as Pl1t to denth. 

(6) 'I'orrcy und KI,,~alle carry the elld of the POl'll, to ;36, S. 
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Yv 10-13. But death was his vidory. He died not for his own 
bins, but for the SillS of othen:l. By his vicarious death he brought 
salvation to many, indeed to all mankind. 'rile extraordinary suc­
cess of the Servant's mission is diffusely described in the next two 
chapters. 

Uh 5·1. '1'11is chapter is dosely related to the previous one il1 
spite of its apparellt disconneetioll. The 'm:llly' of 53, 11.12, an; 
the innumerable children of the New Sion (54, 1); the 'spoil' (5;3, 
U) are the nations eOllYEi"ted to Yahweh (5,1, 3); the people's SillS 
are completely forgiven (53,12 und 5J, J-I0). CheYlle, therefore, 
it! hardly right when he :;ays that 'it cannot be sho\\"ll that all~" 
of the characteristic ideas of ch ;,);:l arc clearly referrecl to in ch 
5:1:' (17). :B'ischer links ch 5il With ;')2, 7-12 Oil the grounds of a 
certain similarity and continuity of subject-nl!1tter. Dut this is 
based on his theory of the origin of the Servant Songs all.cl their 
reh~tion to the context. 'l'he "whole question whether chh :)4 and 
fi5 are independent poelllS or the sequel to 52, 13-53, 12 is, ;n 
oiher wordD, the relation betweell the restoration of Sion and the 
miDsion of the Servant. It iD ulliH'rsally admitted that the Ser­
vant's llliDsioll is not the mere d(,jiYerance frolll the exile aud the 
political restoration o[ the J e\vi~ 11 !Jutioll. He had to estublitilt 
Uod's law 011 earth (42, ,1) and brillg salvation to the extrellle clIds 
of the earth (4O, (j). Now the spiritual suprelllaey of Israel, the 
conversioll of the Gentiles, the l"('storation of the collapsed Davi­
<lie kingdolll in Uw messianie kingdolll are ollly very lightly tOUGh­
cd upon in the Servant's last sOllg". It is, therefore, preferable to 
consider chh 5,1 and 55 as a dCYl,joPlllcllt of 5B, 10-12 describing" 
the etreets of the Servant's mis"ioll. ~l'lte Servant had been elect­
ed hy\~:lod ill order to de1h'er tltl' Israelites from captivity antI 
bring shlvatiotl to mankilld; th!' St'rvant has faithfully performed 
his iask and brought it to a t-;U<T('s-.;ful em1 hy hi,; dc'nih. 

1£ chh ;)·1 and 5;3 are eOllsiclen'(1 as the Se(Iuel to, and a <1('V('­

iOplllent of, 53, 10-1:3, we filld ill this la:.;t pm'Il1 the saltle chnrac. 
teristic elements of the previous :-\prvHllt poems, nallwly apparent 
failure of the Servunt's lIli:.;sioll. as,untnce of SUccess and eertain­
ty of success described as alreacl.Y aecolllplishecl in the restoratioll 
of Sio11. 

* * * 
(17) The Prophecies of Isaiah ad 1. 
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This very brief allaJysis of h. ~lU-35 has brought out these 
faets: 

1. '1'11e several poems forllling the i wo cycles Is. "10-48 and 
·1\)-55 are composed ttftcr a fixd pattern consisting of three dif­
ferent elements namely, ~lll nouncemellt of deliverance, assurance 
of del iverance, confirmation of promise 111 the first cycle, and the 
Servant's mission and its failure, promise of success twd ttBSllr­

alH;e 0'£ succe:)s ill the other cycle. 
2. 'The Servant tioogs a~'e a constituent element aud there­

fore an integral part of the contexts ill which they stand. 
8. 'rIle transposition of Is. c12, 1-'13, 13 and its insertion at 

the beginning of the second group of poems \youlU give us two 
perfectly symmetrical groups developing two aspects of the same 
fundamental theme, namely the deliverance of Israel from the Ba­
bylonian captivity and the restoration of Sion as two successive 
stages in God's plan of universal salvation. 

P. P. SAYDON. 

---------------.~-~,.~+~.~.w________-------
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A Mental Analysis of Creatures with 
respect to the Simplicity of God 

I F llUlll i::; compared to the other vi::;ible creatures of the un iYer::;", 
be they animated or illallillHlted, Ol'l.;"anic or illOl'g'anie, he ::;tallds 

onrahO\~e them all IJeeaufie he i::; a ~raii()1/(11 animal. Re(/'<;()Il i!'l 
proper to num, 1Ie11(;e lllan dOes not only feel, but he abo under­
"t·ands bi::; feeling::; amI is able t() better hiiS (;onditiolls, \vhidl 110 

other inferio]' creature eau do, FI'Olll thiiS fact we infer that lllan 
po::; tie::; se::; (f 8/!iritllall)onl, ::;uperiOl' t·o all otller material creatures. 

'Ne al::;o belieye that, be;,ide::; the vi,;ible Imiver::;e, there exitit 
hotitti of spiritual creature::;, twc1 we knmv that above all there i", 
Uod, \Vho is also a spiritual substance. "When lllall is eOllJpared 
to the spiritual subst:tl)(~es, he is fonnd to be the least perfect 
among them all; beeause the ;;piritllal ;coul v • .:h;cll llIake;; lllall the 
lllost perfeet creature of the yi"ible uniwr8e is, ill the realm of 
:--piritual beings, the least perfeet. 1n fad,. tht' 1110]'e the tipiritual 
substanee is illlllluterilll. the lllore it, is intelledual. Hence mUll­

WI1OI:)(' Houl is the substantial fOJ"lll of his body and, for that reason, 
essentially and transccllc1cntaliY bound to it-i::; the least irnlllaL~­
rilLI of th~ spiritual sllhsta nees ;ll1Cl, therefore. the least in tellectual 
and the least perfect, Indeed. 111111, during his life-time in the 
bod,\', <.:Ul1not understand or perforlll any of his intelIeetual opera­
tions, llllle:-;s he is aided b,\' th(· body. Hence all knowledge tuk/~;; 
r;se frolll the St'nses. and the int('lleet canllot \\7ork unless the ill­
teredua! spte:es, which is the object. of th(' intellect. itS formed by 
the aid or the imagination, 'The other spiritual substances, how­
('yeI'. are independent of lllatteI': tht' species. which inforlll their 
intellect, are not forllled fr'..>m the imagination, but they ure 11a­

turalIy infused 01' formed by an external agent aeting directl,\' Oll 
their intellect, 

COllsequently. there is a great difference ill the act of know" 
Icdge of the various spiritual substUllCU. God knows ewr,\,tllillg 
b,Y one simple eterllal aet. hy \\"hich He cOlllprehends His OWil 

CSi-iellee and all possible creatures' because the divine essellce is th' 
the exelllplar.\' cause of all possible beings 1wd consequently COI1-

tain;; everything in iti-ielf. The Angels know God, theIllse!ye;;. and 
the other (;l't'ntures in the species which are infused into tltt'il' in· 
telled either by God. their Author, or by other external agent';. 
Finally, man kno\\"s God as well as the other spiritual und llltlte-
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rial creatures, includiug himself, through the outer senses, the 
imaginatjon, and the intellect. The sensual organs perceive the 
oh.iects of knowledge l111d transmit their material species, or tlw 
sensation, to the imagination; the active intellect abstracts from 
the imagination a spiritual representation of the object; and, from 
the nil ion of the passive intellect and the spiritual species of the 
object, knowledge is engendered. Hence man understands things 
by'means of their species. in so far as these are abstracted frorn 
them by the external senses and, through the imagination, are 
spil'ituali;;;ed and brought into the intellect. In other words. man 
understands bv means of the analysis or synthesis of the vt1rionc; 
elements foun'd in the material in~ages of 'things supplied h~' the 
exh'>l'lHtl senses; and for this real'on man can he .described al' a 
rii8('II)'sivc animal. The higher and more perfect spiritnal suh­
stances. on the other IHwd. are not discursive; their intellect, he­
ing more perfect. doel' n~t abstract the spiritual species of its 
knowledge from the imagina.tion by the process which is essenti'll 
to man. but these spiritual species are received ready-made f],om 
the Author of nature 01' from an external agent, and so they see 
thing's hy intuition and their knowledge is not discursive, hut 
rOll/ rIJ11)iaUv(' , }fan understands by degrees, proceeding from onC' 
ohject to another, because of his dependence On the material know­
ledg'e derived from the senses: the purely spiritualsnbstances, 
independent as they are of all material elel11ents, see thingl' clirect­
l~' and immec1iatel~' in their infused spiritual species. 

'J'his metaphysical introduction finds its empirical explan:t­
tion in the natmal Rcifmces, Scholars, in order to understand and 
f~xplain the obiect of their respective science, analyse or dissect; it 
into its minutest elements: for this pnrpose they nse all kinds Of 
i11.''ltl'l1ments. and. where these prove insufficient, they have re­
eonrse to the microscope in order to detect h~' sight what they 
cannot analyse hy means of other instrnments! This shows that 
Il1an'8 kno\\;ledg~ consists of the analysis and the synthesis of the 
elements of which the ohjects of our knowledge are formed, as we 
have stated above, pl'oceeding, not from the empirical proof of the 
natl11'al sciences, but b~' explaining metaphisical1~' the theory of 
knowlec1g'e in spiritual suhstances. 

vVhat natural scientil'ts dobv means of il1f~trllments ana of 
microscopes, metaph~'sicifms do h'y the djl'secting power of their 
intellect, Tt was centuries hefore the invention of the microscope 
:111d of tllO various other instruments of physical analysis, that 
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rnetaphysicians c1!scavel'ed in the analysillg pawer af their intelli­
gence the mast pawerful instrume1lt capahle 0'£ c1issectiJlg all be­
ings, even the spiritual 011('S) into their vai·iaus elements; thus it 
was that there came into being the immortal science which took 
the name of Philosophy, flu,: love of kno/cleduc ~ rhilosophers 
ta-day are fully aware af the great contributians which Natural 
Rcience has made to the scientific heritage of l1lanl,inc1 in geneml 
and af philosophers in particular. But they righil;' maintain that 
mental analysis is rather much more intimate and profaund than 
physical and experimental - bath extensively, sin<:e it embraces 
all beings, even spiritual substance~, which evade all experi­
mental and material eontral, and intensively, since mental ann­
lysis can still dissect even in eases where empirical means are 
simply of no avail: thus the minutest element of an empirical 
analysis, an indivisible atom 0'1' electran, is still divisible in so far 
as the metaphysician is eoncel'11et1, because, being a bady, it is still 
physically compased of matter and form (and there we have the 
eelebmted theory af hyloIllOl'phislIl); and, moreover, it is also 
composed metaphysically of essence an,cl existence, of specific ]1n­

tUre and individual qmtlities, of substance and subsistence. Hence 
metaphysicians, like students af the natnrnl sciences, ana1YRe tIll" 
objects of their science, but their analysis is not physical and m.l­
terial, but lagical 0'1' mental. 'rIms they arrive at a very subtle 
analysis of oeings, which is even more intimate, profonnd, and 
complete than any dissectian performed by empirical instruments. 

Rince the oldest d~1~rs philasophers classified or gl'onpe,d the 
varion,; creatures in different ways: as the abject of this artich~ i" 
the mental analysis of creatures, I limit myself now to the classi­
ikation of things as given by the Angelic DqdoI'. 

St Thamas divides all passible things and graups them into 
three classes: a) The first class comprehends those things that 
are camplete in themselves and exist independently of and autside 
our intellect: thus God, angels, men, animals, trees, an,d mine­
rals are beings that fully exist I)utside our intellect and indepen­
dently of our intellect. - b) The second class, on the contral','" 
comprehends those thing::; which have 110 exi::;tel1ce of their own 
ontsit1e aur intellect, they are the creation af our imagination 
and depend entirely on it; thus dreams and fictions hftve no reali­
ty but in our intelligence, - e) rthe third cla::;::; is ma,de up of thase 
things that exist onl,v in our imagination or in our intellect, but 
they are abstractions of existing abjeet8. 'Hms Peter, Paul and 
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.T ohn are three men, they are not the same man, but they all ha,vc 
the same human nature. Human nature as such is not Peter, nor 
Paul, 1101' .T ohn, it only exists in our intellect., buiit has been 
abstracted from individuals in which it really exists. Thinas 
which belong to this third group are something between the oh­
jt'cts of the first a,ud t1108e of the second group; in fact, the!' do 
not exist outside our intellect and independently of it, as tho;:;t' 
of the firAt clasR; hut on the other hand they are not fictitiou::;, 
hut abRtract ideas. univen:mls, which, though they cannot t'xist aR 
Ruch outside our intellect, they exist outside our intellect and in­
dt'pendently of it in each indi~idual being of that specieR (1). W t' 
are here mainly concerned with the firAt class of heingR. TheRe 
thingA, one excepted, namely God, even jf at nrst sight they ap­
pear to be simple or do not admit composition, can however he 
mentally analysed. 

This brings HR to the object of thiR paper, namely a 'menta.l 
annlJJsis of creatllTeg with respect to the simplicity of God. 
ThiR title nt'e.ds a Rhort explanation. According to our human 
modt' of thinking, the more a thing is Rimple, the more it is im­
perfect;; because a Rimple element has no parts, no composition, 
whereaR all compound things are formed of Rimple elementR. 
Hence the more simple is the more imperfect - This is only truf' 
of material substances which are formed of various elementR; but 
it does not apply to spiritual substances. A spiritual snbstU11ce has 
no partR. it has no material elements of composition, though it 
may admit non-material compositionR, as we shall see further on. 

, 'rhe more a spiritual substance is free of such non-material com­
p08itions, the more it iR perfect. Hence God, Who is the mo:-=;t 
perfect being, is at the same time t.he most simple. But because 
we are most componnd, being formed of matter and spirit, we 
cannot understand directly the simplicity of God; consequentl)' 
we enileavour to arrive at the knowledge of the Rimplicity of God. 
indirectly, by way of excluding from God all kinds of composition. 

(1) 8. THOMAS, in Lib. I 8ententiarnm, DiRt. XIX, quo 5, nrt. I: 
"Eorum, quae significantur nominibus, invenitur triplex divE'rsitas. 
QuaE'dam enim sunt quae secundum e,qse totum completum sunt extra 
animmn; et huiusmodi sunt entia comple.ta, sicut homo et lapis. Quae­
dam autem sunt quae nihil habent extra animam ,sicut somnia et 
imaginatio chimaerae. Quaedam antem Sllllt, quae habent fumlnmen-

turn in re extra animam, sed complementnm rationis eorum quantum 
ad id, quod est formale, est per opl'rationem animae ut patet in uni-
versali". ' 
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'J'he Angelic Doctor, i11 his flrHt tl'ctl:tise of Ilis immortal work, 
the SWJlllla 1'heolouiae, ex.plains t11e unity of God's nnture and its 
various perfections. After demonstrating the (>xistence of God, he 
encleayonrs w explain the divinE' essence, and in the first place he 
prows that God's essence is absolutely simple: simplicity is God's 
fin;t l1l1d fundamentaLperfection : and because God is most simple, 
He is most perfect. Let ,us resuIT,le as hrietly as possible St 'l'ho­
mas'R demonstration of the simplicity of God's nature. 

~rhe ALlftelic Doctor anives at demonstrating t,hat God i,,' 
lllost simple by way of exc:lllsion. ' Keeping in view the various 
kinds of composition whicb ai'c founel in the various creatllres, 
he prove" Hmi no one of these compositions is to be found in God. 
Pollowing in the footsteps of the {:\.ngelic Doctor in this dcmon­
stration of the f;implicity of God, we eRsily arrive at the most 1)e1'­
fect analysis of all compositions whieh ma~- be detected iri each 
heing. '. 

Philosophers divide all sorts of compositions into three kinds; 
Pirst, the physical or matc1'ial compositions, such as the composi­
tion of man out of a body and a soul. ,Recondly, the lIleiaphY81c'l1 
compositions. which aI'e not the resnJt of the blending togethpr 
of two material pa~·ts of a ,vhole, but the putting togefher of two 
rea~ities wh;ch tmllsc'end the physical order and pertain to the 
realistic but immaterial order of things; such is, for eXRmple, tho 
composition of essence and exiHtence in one and the same being'. 
Rxistence is the reality or the actuality of the essen<:e; but it is 
not a material part of the essence, though nD essence can exic;~ 
without existence. Hence existence does not belong to essencr. 
lTIvery essence is complete in itself independently of its existence; 
consequently existence does not belon100 essence. as the body 01' 

the soul helongs to the essence of man :, it is not R material part 
of man's nature; but it is only the reality of that nature. Tt is, 
therefore, a substantial Rctuaiitv without which essence cannot 
rxist, hut essence in the intellectual ;1'(ler is perfectl~T complri'e 
without existence, If one give" .the defipition of a thing,fol' ex­
Rmple, the definition of ll/a,l/. he would be bound to includn in it 
all the es~ential elements of which man is composed; but yon 
\vould look in vain to find among these elements the mrntion of 
existence. A man, or better the (lefinition of man, would not have 
been .diffel'ent, even ifman bad never existed: The i'caRon is that 
cxistence.is llot·U .part of mRn's essel1ce., Hence we say thn.t the 
essence of things is eternal and unchangeahle : hut no thin~·. ex-
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l:ept ()-Ou., is etel'llal anLl unchangeable. E:;:-;elll:l'S are lik~ lllUl~­
Ilers, t.hat is, if you add anything to a number, say Olle to eight, It 

does not re'main ariy longer eight, but it is ebanged, it become:; 
11 ine; similarly, if you add anything, which i:; not the hare essencc 
of a thillg, that thing ",jllchange and will not remain any longer 
what it used to be . 

. No 'olle fails to see the diHerence between a phy:;ical and a mL'­
taphy:;il:al composition. A physil:ul composition applies only when 
ihe part:; or element:; of the compo:;itiull are eapable of having 
their own existence. such as a body alld a :;oul; but in the met:!­
physical compositio{l the parts or ~lell1etlts eannot exist 011 their 
OWll but thev are transcelldentally correlative. Thus exi:;tem;e ,,, .' 
b~' itself, except in tbe case of G6d, ill \¥hOlll there is DO COlllpO-

:;ition, cannot exist; whereas in the physical composition ea('h 
part inflY hi1. ve its own existence. 

1'he third kind of composition is the loyical or mcntal ('0111-

position. 'l'his composition is in opposition to the other two kinds 
of composition, because it is not real. that is, it is not objectiYe, 
but only logical or melltal. Philosophers divide all real things ;n 
eategories : there are two supreme categories of thing:;: the one 
comr)rehellds all sllu,.,/ances, 01' all things 'which pxiS't in thelll­
sr Iyes; the other is the. categ"Ol'~! of things which do llot exist ill 
themselves, but. must inhere in, or adhere to, things existing ;n 
tl!emselyes in on1er·that the." lllay exist; 'these things are general­
ly expressed by adjective:; and are called accidents. 'rhus t!lul(~ 
belongs to the first category, butzchite belongs to the other catf'­
gory;'whiteness does not exist ;n itself, ·bnt in some object, say, 
in a white taule. Both substances as well as accidents are suh­
dividecl into various categories: there are nine kinds of accidents 
and there ai'e ldso various categories of substances. 

A substance is either (~o'I'J!()rcal or incorporeal. that i:; spiri­
tual. 1:huS" man is a corporeal :substance, hut angels are spiritual. 
Corporeal substanc'cs lllU~' be eit!Jer ol'Ullllic or liying' :-mbstanccs, 
or iiicirq(lilic, such as metals and minerals. 'l'hc living 01" organic 
hllbstaJlGes are thellli'elves ei tller se 118iLiv('., such as an illlllls, (.}" 
£Ho('.llsil it'e, like plants; alld sellsiiive substances or animals are 
either rational (lllan)or without reason (beasts, birds, etc.), 

, 'rhese yarions categ'ories 0[' snhstancescontain a O"eneric l'de,1 
I .... , , ~ 

whil:h applies to all silbstallces contained in that catecrory. 'rhe 
Dl?re an 'idea is generic, the more it is exten:sivc, tllllt is: it ap­
pltes to more substances. Between t,,,"o categoric::; of substances 
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there iti a difference, and when that difference iti added to a gene-
1'ie idea a new category i::; formed which iti necessarily more re'3-
tl'icted in it::; range. Thus when to the category liuvstance as suell 
we add the diiIerence Gur/Jul'ca,l, we outain two categories, namely 
curpureal liuulitancc and incurporeal snulitancc-the latter may be 
ealled spiritual substance. 1'he two categories are clearly distilleL, 
but they are both restricted to that class of substances comprc­
hended "in them, whereas the category SUUIit,aI1CC as such, compre­
hend!:) both kinds of substaneeti. t)ubstance iti the generic idea, 
whiltit corporeal and spiritual are 8pccific differences. 'rhe uuion 
of a generic idea and of the last specific dif1erence gives the spe­
cieli. to which when the individual yualitieti are added we arriYe 
at the iJea of an individual. Thus Paul is the result of a single 
pattel'll of human nature plus the indiyidual qualities of PauL Paul 
iti dititinguitihable from Peter, Hot because of his human nature, 
which is common to both, but because Qf the individual qualities 
which are prO'per to each OBe of them. Hence Paul and IJeter are 
two individuals of the same specieti, hUlllan nature. 

Human lIature is llloreover dititinguishable frOlll the nature 
of lL beatit or of a bird, not ouly because of the individual qualiticti 
,)f each lllall and of each beast, but altiO' becautie the specific nature 
in both is different. A lllall and a beast are both animals, but lllan 
is a rational allimal, whereas a beatit is an irraljoltal animal. 
Hellce betweell a lIlall and a brtll>t there iti a specifIC difference, 
raMal!, which divides the twO' eategoriel::> apart, namely that of 
men, 1'atiO'nal animalti, and that o[ beasts, irrational animals. 

From all this it fQllows that all individual being admits many 
compO'sitions, nalllely its individl1l11ity and its specific nature, 
the specifie nature and the gen'~ric category, or better categQries, 
in which it is comprised. In fa('t, ,in the case of man, there is a 
cQmposition of human nature and of the in,dividual qualities, of 
mtionality and animality, O'f tlllilltality and a living being, of it 

living being and an orgullie bod,\', of an O'rganic body nu a cQrpo­
real substance. 

All these cOlllpotiitiQns al'(' t he work of our lllind which frolll 
the various beings abstracts a COlllmon or universal idea. exist inn' 
• , I::> 

III each, and thus arrives at a clai'sificatiQn of all beings. AlthQugh 
in an animal, be it a Ulall 0'1' a horse, we can by the WQrk of our 
intellect, distinguish its organic body anrl its coi:poreal SUbstance, 
we cannot separate these hvo things asunder: they are two in­
separable formalities of one a Dd t he same thing'; and vet they are 

~ " " 
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vi;;ible onlY to our mind. Hence all these compositioll::; are 10gic:1l 
ur melltal: and though ihe:\" have their basis objectively in thing!:!, 
they are a creation of the milld, and exist only in the intellect. 
Th~y ean Ilever be confused "with t1le physical or even with the 
Illetaphvsical compositions, whieh are not only objective, but also 
entirely" independent of our intellect, anlL exist prior to all conside­
ration OJl the plLrt of our intelligellce. 

Having exalllined the different kinds of composition, l1amelJ' 

phv::;ical llletaphvsical and logical. We lllUY now pass on to exam­
in~ mentally the ;'ariou"s compositions of c;'eatures. I have promis­
(~d to follow 8 t TllOlllas Aquinas, \yho in his demonstratiol1 of the 
::;implieity of Clod (Sum. Thwl., I, (lu. nl) exclude::; from the 
Godhead, Olle by one, the various eOlllpo::;itiollS which are found 
in thc various creatures. 

'rIli::; demonstration eonsists of eigllt articles, which can easily 
be divided into two part::;. The first part proves that God is lllost 
~imple in Him::;elf or in His essence; the second part (article B) 
"hows, against all kinds of ancient as well as modern pantheistie 
aberrations, that God cannot come in composition with cl'catvres. 
VVe are not eOllcel'lled at present "with suell external compositio1l:;, 
but we limit ourselves to the internal cOlllposition::, discussed in 
the first part of this demonstration. 

1'he delllonstration of the simplieity of God, worked oui by 
the Angelic DodoI' , eonsists of ::;eve!1 m·tides, \vhich tire easily 
llividec1 into three groups of two artieies each, the ::;eventh being 
an epilogue, comprising the doctrine of the previous six articles. 
In the first pair of articles, St '.rhomHs exeludes from the God­
head all phy~ica1 compositions, arguing that God is not a COl'PO­

real substance and consequently has no body; in the second pail', 
he excludes metaphysical compositions; and, finally, in the third 
pail' of articles, he also excludes all logical compositions from thc 
Godhead, and thus, in the seventh article, he concludes that God 
is most simple. 

]Tollowing further ill the footsteps of the Angelic Doctor, let 
us exallline the yariou:-; eOlUpo:-;itions which he finds in the variou:-; 
ereaturcs and whieh he excludes from the Godhead· I am sure 
that in so doing we arrive at the most perfect mental analysis of 
ere a t ures. 
. ~j'il'st, physic:al GOlllposiliollS : At thc beginning of this inves-

tIgatIOn I deeUl It neces:::ary to recall that all creatures, that is, 
all created substances, belong to a twofold category of substances, 
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llalllely corporeal alld ::;piritual. DeaLing with J?h,niical COllll)osi. 
tiOl1n, we lLre Baturally cOllcerned only with corporeal su]x,tallcutj, 

A corporeal substance is not merely matter, but it also has a 
dynamic or active principle. H this active principle i::; nuch that 
it ClLl1 exint by itself, independently of llmlter, then, as in the Clt"'l' 

of llHLll, that principle id a ::;pi!'itual nubstlLl1Ce, like the human 
noul' but if it is Dot subsislent in itself, like the soul of a brute 
or 01; a tree, it i,; not e;pirituul; it ie; however, more peried, tha!\ 
ll),Llter ,and, cOIle;equenUy, it i,; not the produd of lllaLter; it is it 

,;ubf)tautial act existing in lllutter und depenclillF Oil mattet', 
wh!eh, t.herefore, cannot have an existence in itself. 1..Jet u,; also 
leave aside this active principle and litllit oUl'selve::; to the c011"i­
deration of corporeal nubstances. 

8t rrholJla::; exclude::; frotll the C;odltead all physical com posi­
tions. He first pl'oveg agaim;t Home an<.:icllt hcretics tltat God has 
110 body: nod is a pun' spirit \.J ohn iy ,H): this is donc in tlw 

iil'st aJ,tide; cOlH:leqnently, in the second a)'tide, hesIJo\\'s that in 
Clod there is 110 compositioll of matter and form. 't'his second ar­
ticle is most important because it deRls with the composition of all 
(orpoJ'c>al l'ulwtHlwes whit:h, according to the ScholRstics, Rre form­
ed of matter and fortn, according to the theory of Hy/olllorphislIl. 

'l'hc ReholaCltic iheor~- of HY/OIl101'ph isJn, wlti<.:h iJ'ies to ('x­
pIa ill the iuternal composition of all corporeal Sll hslallces, has 
often heen ridiculed b~- physicists and rcjc<.:tecl as a falltasti<.: aher­
ratioll of llll{:ient and mediaeval Jlhilosoph~-. Philosophers, Oil their 
,.;ide, rejeeted the various theoriC'::l of physicists who held that cor­
poreal substanceg are composed of atoms or of electrolls, protons, 
alld neutrons. 

The Atomic theory if) as olc1 as Democritus, who taught th:lt 
the ultimate constituent::; of all corporeal substances are indivis­
ibh' particles (utoIItS, from t.he Cheek verb: telllllo, to divide, ana. 
the lleg-ative particle (1) c1ifl'ering both in form and.ill their relation 
10 each other. rIhis ok! t!teo]'v llen'j' di<'d out ill tbe course or el'lI­

{uries, but on tlte contrary it has lwell hrought to higher perfec­
lion b~- various generations of ph~-sicists and chelllisLs. 'l'o-day the 
Atomic theory explains the cotnposition of corporeal substancps 
by those chemical combinations which take place between the ul· 
timate particles of bodies, uniting atom to atom, ill proportions 
expressed by SOllle ,;imple multiple or the lllunl)er of atoms. 'L'lw 
Atomic theory has been brought to a still greater perfection by 
1l10clern research, especially in the field of electricit:,. Science, to-
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da~T, has travelled far beyond the indi vi,':})lo limits of the atom! "\ t. 
now speaks of Electrons, Protons and N ent1'Ons. '1'he Electrons at'.) 
particles or corpuscles vastly more minute than anything her.eto­
fore contemplated by Science-in mass, about a thousand eIght 
hunc1redth II,art of that of a hydrogen atom; they are identified 
\\'it h the charae of ne£tative electricitv. r['he Protons and the Elec­
trons, which togethe~: constitute wh~t physicists call the rl1wlel/g 
of the atom, account for the mass of the atom, and, whilst. 'Pro­
iOllS have a positive electric charge, tJw Neutrons have no electric 
chnrg'e whatever. 

IIylolll nrplz ism , on the conjTar~" flatl~' den!es the existence 
of gi1llple bodies. All corporeal snbstance, however minute, iR ne­
cessarily compound. Atoms are not all identical; they contain 
f'omething 'which is common to all, namel~·, that which giws 
(',rtentinll to all bodies, as well as something which is proper to 
each and so distinguishes the various knds of atoms; this differen­
tiating principle is precisely the activ(' princirlle found in the va­
rions bodies. The common element IS called matte?', \vhereas tlw 
active differentiating principle is called f01'm. Whether theqe 
names are properl~· chosen or not, is qnite irrelevant; it is clear 
that hylo1llorphigm is not a fantastic aberration of philosophers, 
but a well founded theory, perfectly corresponding- to objective 
reality. 

I do not think that both theories, the Atomic and the Hylo­
morphistic, once contained in their proper limits, are incompat­
ible; on the contrary, I believe that these two theoriefl complete 
one ~l11other. In fact philosophers do not use instruments or micro­
scopes in order to select the composing elements of corporeal suh­
stances, as physicists do; but the~' make use only of their intel­
lect, and so their analysis i8 only mental. Hence when the phy­
sicists arrive at the last elements of their empirical analysis of 
corporeal substances, be they atoms or electrons, these phYRically 
ind ivisible elements are still mentally divisible for the philoso­
phers; because, since they are bo.dies, they are still compounded 
of a common element, that is ma-ttM'! and a specific difference: 
that is form, Hence the theory of hylomorphism goes mentally 
farther than the theories of physicists can go. We therefore con­
clude that all corporeal 8ubstanc0S admit a physical composition; 
they are composed of two essential elements, which: according to 
Scholastic philosophy, are called matter and form. This compo­
sition is found in all corpmeal substances. We are not concerned 
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here with other phYRieal composition::; such :is may take place ill 
the various kinds of corporp~ll ::;nh"taljCeR : ;;hese are more particu­
larly dealt with in physics, ill chemi::;try anc1 in other special h'eal­
ises. "Ve, therefore, pas::; on to the seconc1 kind of compositions, 
namely the metaphysical compositions. 

Secondly, lIwta.ph'Ysical C01ll1JositiollS: In the third and fourth 
article St Thomas excludes from the Godhead two metaphYRical 
{'ompositions, namely the (;ompositiOIl of nature and pArson, ana 
ihat of cssrnCA and e,l'isienCA; and concludeR that no metaphysic'll 
compositions can he found in God. 'rhis t1elllonstration is COIIl­

plete only in the case of spiritual substanees; and, as the Ang'elic 
Doctor has already proved in the first part of this demonstration, 
God is not a eorporeal substance, but a spirit; hence it \",as utter­
i:'i- out of plaee to "peak of those metaphysieal compositions which 
are found only in eorporeal substance::;. In fad, in corporeal 
:mbstanees there are ot,her metaphysieal compo::;it,ions, besideq 
those of nature and person, and of e"Renae and existence, which 
f01" t'he sake of argument "ye cannot omit.. Let us, therefore, en­
umerate in the first place the variou::; metaphysical composition::;. 

In every being we must earefllll:'i' distinguish two different 
orders: the order of Sllbsistrllce and the order of e.t:iste11ce. Sub­
sistence and existence are not the same thing. The~' are two sub­
stantial acts of the esqence, but distinguishable anrl separable 
from each other, exactly becau::;e the~- helong to two different or­
ders. 

'Ve have seen above that existence is the substantial act by 
whieh the essence is brought in the order of real things; but v;e 
have also said that existence is not a part of the essence and that 
essence is complete in itself without existence. Therefore, esscnce 
and existence in all ereatures are t.wo different things and, con­
sequently, all ereatures, he th~y corporeal Or spir;tual, admit ,. 
real and metaphysical composition of their essence and their ex­
istence. This composition is most univer::;al and most important 
because it dr::nvs a most dear line of di::;tinction between God and 
Hi::; creatures. Onlv God i::; His Own existenee and therefore He 
is the One who re~lly is and eannot fail to be ; all other creatures 
receive their being from God, and consequently can fail fo be, un­
lesR the One lVllO ,is gi,'e::; them and preserves in them the act of 
being. 

SubFiiRtence belongs to the order of essence and not to that of 
existence. Hence the composition of nature and person is a quite 
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different metaphysical composition from that of essence and ex­
i"tence. What we see in the external world are individuals; these 
singular beings are composed of essence anc1 existence. T..Jet us ll?W 

leave existence apart and consic1er onl~' the singular essence of m .. 
dividuals. 

Every individual essence is complete in itself: it makes a 
nnity of its own and is therefore inc1ependent of all other thing's, 
eveJ~ if the other thing's possess the same nature. Thus two stones 
are or one and the same essence and equally possess in themselves 
tlw same nature of stone; but they are not the same, each one 
making as it does a unity and existing independently of the other. 
The same must be said of all other beings, be they material or 
even Rpil'itual substances. That perfection which makes a thing 
complete in itself a,nd independent of all other beings, even of be­
ings of the same nature, is called subsi8ience, and in intellectual 
beings it is also called personality. 

Thi::; substant.ial act which we call subsist,ence or personality 
is also really distinguishable from essence. Although Paul iF! a 
man, he is not human nature. Hence between the personality of 
1'anl and the human nature existing in Paul there is another real 
metaphysical composition. This composition, like that of essence 
a nil existence, is also found in spiritua.l substances, but it is absent 
from the Godhead, in y\Thom God and the Godhead are one ani! 
the same thing. 

Subsistence and personality are not the summing np of the 
individual notes. proper to a particular being. Paul has various 
particular notes by which he is :distinguishable from others. These 
notes do not; constitute Paul'iS person, but they constitute Paul's 
indi'viduality. Hence individuality is to be duly distinguished from 
personality. In material being's, one and the same species contains 
several individuals, distinguishable from each other because of 
their particular notes; hut such notes do not exist in spiritual sub­
stances. Hence. in spiritual substances, there is no real distinc­
tion between the species and the indivii!ual, hut each species is 
individual; whereas. in material substances, there is a third real 
and metaphysical composition, made up of the species and of 
individualitv. 

We th{is come to the conclusion that in every existing beinct 
there are three metaphysical compositiON;, one made up of natl1T~ 
and individuality, the ilecond m,ade up of the individual nature 
and its suhsistence or personality, and the third made up of the 
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"lubsistence or personality and t,he existence. '1'he first composi" 
tion does not apply to spiritual substances. 

Thirdly, loyical cmnj)(lsitions: li'inally, in the fifth and in 
the sixth article, the Angelic Doctor deals with logical composi­
tions and he shows that in the Godhead there are to be found not 
even 'logical compositions: in God there is 110 generic idea and 
8pecific difference, nor is there in God any quality which is 
not Hi8 own essence: God i8 not only WIse, hut He i8 Wisdom 
itself; He i8 not only good, but HE: is Goodness. Hence God is 
mORt Ri tnple. 

The 8ame cannot be said of creatures. vVe have eeen above, 
when clealing with logical or mental composition, that philoRo­
phers divide all real thingR into various categorie8; what is com­
mon to all creatures constituteR the 8upreme category containing 
a generic idea, which is then restricted to a less universal catego­
ry by means of a Rpecific difference, until we arrive at the idea of 
the Rpecific nature of things. Thus man is logicaly composed of 
a generic idea, animal, and a specific difference, raUonal; hence 
the definition of mm1 : A 1'ational a.nimal. 

Besides this fundamental comp08ition, we can easily detect 
in creatures other logical or mental compositions made up of the 
eRsenCe of things and thei]' various qualities. substance and acci­
dents. To avoid all pOflf;ible confu8ion, one must note that there 
are t.wo kinds of what ,ve have called accidents namelv prcdi­
cables and l)redicamentals. When we 8av a whitc' table ~Dhite is 
accident. In as much :1S it is considered' as a quality 01" an adjec­
tive attributed to a table, it is a predicable accident, and form:=; 
a real composition of table and whiteness. But if wlz'ite is consi­
dered as a thing whieh does not exist :in itself, but in a substance, 
it is a predicamental accident and forms only a mental composi­
tion or rather a mental division of things in order to t.heir claRsifi­
cation in the variou8 logical categorie;::;. 

I am afraid I have chosen for the subject I)f this article a very 
vast and complicated al'g'ument. I am the first to Own that I have 
been rather superficial in c1ealing with such a subtle and difficult 
problem. In fact, I am quite aware that philosophers and theolo­
gians widely differ among themselves about the nature of the dis7 

tinction of those compositions which I have passed in review. I 
abstained purposely from quoting their vario118 opinions, and this 
I did for two principal reasons: first, because space would ha,ve 
not permitted me to give it complete analysis of creatures, had I 
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to discuss the various opinions ·concerning eacl! one of these com­
positions; secondly, becaw;e ~uch Cfiscussions v.ould have render­
ed this article more obscure. 

I feel that I have alwavs followed the true doctrine of the 
Angelic Doctor and that the 'analysis of creatures I have proposed 
giYes a fttirly complete and txact idea of how phiosophers and 
theologians conceive the internal structure of all things, be they 
spiritual or corporeal substances. 

It is 011ly by such a profound knowledge of the composition 
of creatures, that indirectly and by way of exclusion we can ar­
rive at sorne knowledge of the first and the most fundamental per­
fection of the. Godhead, namely the simplicity of God. 

S. M. ZARB, O.P . 

...... 



La Crisi Spirituale di Sane Agostino * 
" ..... Omnis dubitationis tenebrae diffugerunt ..... " 

MA. <.JUCtito tiiul{) d'allilliO HOll poteva durure a lUllgO. La pa-
1'01a anlellte cli AllliJl'Ogio gll l'ivela il BelltiO pl'OIollclo della 

o.ocriLtum, g~i rivela 10 spirito asCOtiO sottQ la lettera, gli rivela 
la bOllta cli un'accettaziolle della vel'ita data da Dio all'uomo 
pl"r tioddi.sIare il BUO desiderio di ::;apere e percio capisce .che la 
Chietia lOll piu ral:)ione dei malllchel ehiede l'assenso deila fede 
alle eQ::;e :;opm:;elli:libili, si convince che Dio non pUG mai pro­
mettere che da tutte le genti "i l'i.(;evesse come ispil'ato da Lui 
eio cbe llOll 10 sia ; e per.ciO crede nella divinita della S. oaittura. 
Ma allom At;o:;tillollon e piu &<:etti<:o ...... e credenie; e convinto 
d10 la verita non 6i ottiene <:ol;a· forza, ma SI deve ace.ettare. 
lJa ann i uveva cerea to di ottellere co11e sole sue forze invece di 
uecetturlo con tutta sempli,cittt dalle mani di Dio ehe glielo offri­
va, <:io <:11e non aveva in suo pote:-e; ma (l'ma in poi, il suo prin­
cipio Bura "nitii credlderitis non intt'liigeritis" (eiv): chi ha la 
rede tielle tuttu l'essenzu della ,erita, e la tiene con una sieu­
n:zza tale quale nQn puo mai dare la ragione; la fede gli sara 
llll punto d'appoggio sicuri::;::;imo per le ana,lisi oSusseguenti, per 
i cliiarilllenti e gli approfondimenti delIa ragione (cv). 

Al;o::'tino non afferma l'impotenza clella ragione, ma ha cla­
vUllti agli oe.(;hi la propria persomLlita, la propria natura, la na­
tura COLTotta dul peccato, una natura, cacluta per sua colpa nel 
peccato che prettnde ancora cla sola. di poter pellsare agire am are 
('ome se non esistessel'O le con~eguenze del suo fallo (,cvi). Colla 
SO:lL guida del:a mglone non al'!'iveremo ad altro che all'errQre 
o all'ignoranza 0 al clubbio. lllai aUa gioia tranqui11a della cer­
tl'zza, "cum e,;;semUR infirmi ad i Ilvenienclam liquida ratione ve­
ritatem" (cvii). Pero e stara la nLgione ('he 10 ha portato a 
que::;to paf'so, I: cl e la. ragione che mantiene salcle le sue convin­
zioni .in Dio e nella Providenza; ma la :tagione e limitata, ha 

* La prima e la seconda parte di questo articolo sono state pubblicate 
rispettivamente nel Vol. IV, No. 2, pp. 89-97 e llel Vo!. V, No. 1, pp. 31-39. 

(civ) Sermo XLI. vi, 7. Is. 'i. 9 iuxta LXX. 
(cv) E GiIsOll; L'idee de Philosophie chez St Augu~tine et St 

Thomas ill Rebd. Aug. ,[,hom." 
(cvi) Ibid. 

(cvii) Conf. VI, v, 8. 
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bil:'oguo eli uua nHHlO per faria aVUllzare u,ncora: la l'agione deve 
at l'ettario'questo aiuto, mu solo quando e certa di PQter .fl.darsene. 
8e ~\:;ostillo (lira· l:Ipesso: "crede ut intelligas" (cviii), dira an­
('he "intellige ut (:~'edas" (cix), e prima di credere "cODsidera­
tu!' l'ui ,',it credendum" (ex). 

"Persua.sisti mihi .... ibam per via-m saeculi latam ..... " 
Ma devouo pasHaro aucora clegli anni p,rima che Agostino 

raggiunga la meta agognata. Accetta da una parte la fede cat­
lQiil'a, l11.U dall'altra si trova agitato da questioni fondamentaU, 
esita tra si sterni opposti; si trova attratto dai piaceri del senso, 
dagli ollol'i '. c1alle ricchezze : ., peT8na.':;isti Ul ihi, non qui credereut 
lib1'i8 tuis ...... sed qui non cl'ederent esse culpandos ......... cogita-
!HUll iwec et ac1ems milli, suspiraballl et auc1iebas me, flnctuauam 
et gubenmbas me ,iuam PM viam saec1!li lata/m, nec c1esereba::;. 
fnhiaba III !Lol/oribus, lucris, coniugio, et tu irridebas. Patiebar 
in eis cupic1itatiblls amurissima.s c1ifficultates ..... , (exi). 

I piaceri del senso 10 attimvano tanto che, abbandonata la 
madre di suo figlio, invece di prenc1er moglie come desiderava e 
insistevOo Monica, egli "non OomOotor .coniugii sed libidinis ser­
vus", dice, "p~'oeuravi aliam, non utique coniugem" (cxii). E 
solo il pensiel'o <1e11Oo morte e del giudiziQ futuro 10 l'ichiama:va 
"a pl'ofun<1iol'i voluptatum carnalium gurgite" (cxiii). E il 
pensiero che "post mOl'tem l'et'Otare animae vitam et tractus meri­
torum" (cxiv) 10 feee rifi11tare la c1ottl'ina <1i Epicuro quando con 
Alipio e Nebridio c1iscuteva. "si essemllS immortales et in per­
petua corporis voluptate sine ullo amiss ion is tenore viveremus, 
eLl' nOll essemus beati aut quid alivc1 qllaereremus" (cxv). 

Non ered( YH piu che Dio era corpo (cxvi) : ed era contento 
(li aw:' tl'OYato ~a falsita eli questa opinione "in fide spiritalis 
l1latrls llostrae COotholicae tuae" (cxvii), pero era ancora cosi 
"incrassatu<: corde" che "quidquid non per a]jquanta spatia ten-

(cyiii) Sermo XLIII, vii, 9. 
(cix) Ibid. 
(ex) De v. relig. XXIV, 45-0. Boyer, "Essais". 

(exi) Oonf. VI, vi, 7·9. 
(cxii) Oonf. IV, xv, 25. 

(('xiii) Oonf. VI, xvi, 26. 
(cxiv) Ibid. 
(cxv) Oon£.. YI, xvi. 26. 

(cl'vi) Cf:)::·~<3ltltf. V, x, 19. 
(exvi:) Con£; VlI, i, 1. 
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dcrdur, vel tlifIuuuereLUl', vel l:Onglobaretur, vel tu:meret, vel 
tUlle arliquid capec'ct, aut I:aperc posset, nihil prQrsus eS6e arbitra­
brul''' (exviii) e ruHom credeva che la pl'esenza di Dio in tu.tte 
le eose fQs~e come que;Ia de:la luee nell'aria (cxix) . 

• \xcva udito ehe "liberum voluntatis arbitrium causam esse 
ut male ftLeel'elllUS", pero "( am liquidam cel'nere non vale­
bum" (/:XX) e si afIalllla a trovare "ubi malum, et unde, et qua 
hue irrepsit, quae radix eius, et quod semen eius" (cxxi) e bi 
propone delle ipotesi che ese:udono la creazione della materia da 
DIo (exxii). Ma bellche turbato e scosso da tutte queste diffi­
eolta, "stabiliter tamen haerebat in cOl'de :meo in Catholica ec­
desia fides Christi tui" (cxxiii). 

]:>('rt.'11& allora non di COllVel'Lc subito? Perche non domanda 
al:", ehic:::a. una. l'isposta esaur;ente alle difficolta che tribulavano 
i1 SllO spirito? ema. 10 trattielll' dalla l'jcerca della verita al cui 
UIllOl'C 10 aveva eosl acceso la lettura elell'Orteru;io eli Cicerolle '? 
Pereilc non laseiru le cure del SE colo, le sue occupazioni di retore, 
g: i onori, le amieizie? ':rl1cunda suut etiam ista: habent non 
parvam dulcedinem suam: non facile ab eis praecidenela est in-
'Len 10....... eXXlV. t · "(' ) 

Et! c per qt:esto (he A~ostino gia credente, sQffre ancora 
:,olto i1 pew dei l>~'oblemi che 10 assillano; soffre pel'che "ante 
le erat de~jrlerjulll suurn, et lumen oculorum meoru:m non erat 
llWt·Ulli. Intus ellim emt et ego eram fori" ....... tumore meo se­
parabar abs ']'0, et llimis inflata facie" claudebat oculos meos" 
(exxv) . 

" .... Quosdam PIatonicorum libros ..... " 
]1: mcntl'e si trovtlya in questa lotta assillante per elevare 

10 spirito al'e regioni superiol'i, alia contemplazione del puro in­
\('lligibilc, ehe 81i yemlE:/,O in mane "per quemdam hominem 
il1ll11allis;:;imo typho tUl'gidum, quos dam Plalonicorum lil)ros 

(cxviii) OOllf. VII, i, 2. 
(cxix) Ihid. 
(cxx) OOl1f. VII, iii, 5. 

(exxi) ConL VII, v. 7. 
(cxxii) Ihid. 
(cxxiii) Oonf. VII, v, 7. 
(cxxiy) Conf. VI. xi, 19. 
(exX\'") OonL VII, vii: 11. 
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((xxvi), quos VictOl'llu.s qUQndam rhetor urbis Romae quem 
Clil'iI:Jtiallum defundum esse audiel'am, ill latinam linguam trans­
tulisset" (cxxvii). III que::;ti lib1'1 lesse "non quidem his verbis, 
bUll h()I~ idem omlliuo multi::; et multipli<.:ibus suaderi rationibus 
CJ:LlOtl ill prin<.:ipio eI'tLt VerbUlll, et 'Verbum emt apud Deum, et 
Deu.., emt Vcrbum" (<.:xxviii). LtL lettum dei libri platonici lo 
porta a lluello a <.:ui aspimva; l'intelligenza dell'intelligibile 
(<.:xxix). In quale modo? "lntl'{1vi in intima mea ...... intravi 
et villi ....... supra lllelltelll lllealll lu<.:em in<':ollllllutabilem ...... qui 
llovit veri tat em 1l0viL cam, et Cl ui Dovit earn navit aeternitatelll ... 
faciliusqlle dubitarem vivel'e me CJ:uaDl uon ei:ise vel'itatem quae 
per ea qllae fuda suut intellecta conspiciuntur. Et inspexi cetera 
infra '.re et vidi ne<.: olllnino esse ne<.: omnino non esse. Esse 
(1 uidelll Cl uoniam abs 'l'e SUll t, non esse tLUtem CJ:uoniam id quod 
ea non bUIlt" (<.:xxx). "l£t quaesivi quid e5set iniquita::; et nOll 
ilJ\'elll substtmtialll; ::ied a bumma t'llb::;tantia 'l'e DeQ detol'tae in 
iuiium voluntatis pervel'::iitatem, pl'oicient:it:; intima sua et tume­
:;<.:enti::i Ioms" (<.:xxxi). Leggendo duuque j platonic'i aveya tro­
vuto Dio, YcritiL Cl'catl'ice e iliumilJatl'ice, eLlllu olta intravista 
"aciem figere nOll evalui; d ripcl'cu:-;;sa infinllitate reditus solit:i.s, 
non llleeUlll fel'ebam nisi amantem memoriam et quasi olfacta 
de,;itlerantem (jllae COllll dere nondc III pos:;em" (cxxxii). Quale 
lie e la ragione'! r\ Oll ancora eonos!~eva . 'mediatol'em Dei et ho­
m: 11 Uln hominem Ulll'i,c;tL;lll J esum (llli e:;t super omnia Deu6 
benedicius in saecula" (cxxxiii). Su Cl'isto Agostino peusava 

(exxvi) ConL \'11. IX. 1:3, 
(exxvii) Conf. VIII, iL 3. I Platonici ~ecolldo AgostillO (De Civ. Dl'i 

\'UL 12) erall{J 1'Iotino, lalllblico, Porfirio e Apuleo. Certo, dato 
I' elogio di Plotillo Hel "Contra Aeademicos", avrlL letto le "Ell­
neadt" cl: 1'lotiuo. e mH'ho 10 opere di J'or/irio di eui parla a 
hmgo llei libri \" Ill, X, XlI deja "Cittil cli Dio", M a dalle opere 
cli quesli duo IIOll si sarebbe CPl'to illljJressiollaio clal earattere 
politc:sta dei platoui('i ("Iogeballl ibi etiam illllllutatalll glorialll 
incorruptionis tune ill idola et varia silllulacrn" ConL VlJ. ix. 
15, e pen'iD si c1eve concludere che lesse anche Iamblico e Apu­
le:,o che erano pOlltefiei Qltre ehe filosofi. Cfr. Boyer, LIl forma­
tion de S. Augustine, ch. 2). 

«('xxviii) Conf. VII, ix, 13. 
(cxxix) OfI'. Boyer, Le, 
(cxxx) Conf. VII, x, 16-17. 
(cxxxi) Conf. VII, xvi. 22. 

(cxxxii) Conf. VII, xvii, 23. 
(cxxxiii) ConL VII, xviii, 24. 
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(;ome 13'otino: "iantumque ::;entlebam de Domino Christo mea 
quallLum de excellentiti ::>apielltiae vii'{) ,cui ullllm; pote::;t aequa­
ri" (exxxiv). Agost;uo el'edevu dw quc-::;ta fotise la dottl'ina cat­
Lo;iea e 11011 elubitll va affatto ehe em Ulla opinione sbagliata;. 
pe1'<:1o cercava di aecomodare a quetita ,,;ua opillione quel che g]j. 
aVeva inculcato ::;ua lllatlre qralldo era ancora fanciullo, quel 
che a veva ::;pes::;o ::;ell Lito ripeterlSi tIa Saut' Ambl'ogio che Cristo 
<:l'a il Verba falto came. Per questo infatti dice "ad ipsam 
CLtrilStiauam fidem pip'ius lllovebatur", e solo' 'aliquanto poste­
rius dithifde me itHeOl' ill eo quod Vel'bt:m ellro factum est quo­
lllodo<.:atholiea verita::; a Photini falsitate derimatur" (cxxxv). 

La lettllm dei platollil'i 10 immperbl: "eoepel'am veUe videri 
HlpiclllS plenus poena mea, et 11011 ficbulll, insuper et infiabam 
,;eientia" (,(;xxxvi); e si tClleva lontano da Crista che gli mall­
eava "ilia aedifieans earitas a fuudamento humilitatis quod est 
Ch~'istU':l J e:,u;,l (cxxxvii). 

""" .Stabilior in Teesse cupiebam .. ,," 

(~udche telllPo dopo la let iura dei lib1'i platoni.ci prese in 
lIHltlO i liiJl'i ~a( I'i e . 'pn:e ceteris" le lettere di San Paolo. 
(~uesta lettnru 10 commo;,l:;c grandemente t' vi tl'OVO una lezione 
eli umiltil raddokita pero (la Ulla ;,loave uJ1zione e da 1111a COll­

tinua esortazione a eOllfida!'e ill Dio: leggendo. i lio1'i sacri "pe­
rit'runt i:;ae quaestiones ill qr ibus mihi aiiquando visus est ad­
ver,.;a:i .;ibi et non congl'uere testimon:is Legis et Propheta­
I um textulS sel'ltloni;,l eirs.Et apparuit mihi una fades eloquio­
l'U1ll (astOl'lllll, et ex:;ultal'e ('urn tl'elllOI'C d:t1iei. Et I:oepi et 1n­
\'elli tJuidquitl iliac: yenUll legerum, h;.:c eUlU commendatione 
grati&e tUlle lLei, u~ qui videt nOll sui glor;etn quasi non acce~ 
perit, 11011 sO]UIn id qnod videt sed etam ut videat" (oxxxviii). 
E questo che leggeva "mihi invis( erabatur miri8 modis, ....... et 
\'onsitlemve:'am opem tun Pt expavemm" (,cxxxix). 

A~ostiilO e .. ,co"so ne! piu intimo del suo cuore: ma resta 
am'ora un ultimo bah::al'do cIa superare, qUt-'llo dei piaceri del 

(cxxxiv) Conf, VII. xix, 25. 
(c,,"uv) Jbid, 

(exxxvi) ConI. VII, }L"'{, 26. 
(cxxxvii) Ibid. 
(exxxdi) Conf. VII, xxi, 27. 
«('xxxix) Ibid. 
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:;111:;0. Ogni dubbio sulla natura di Dio gli era svanito, crelleva 
ill Uristo 8alvamre e 10 amava; gli mancaV11 aneora il coraggio 
per l'illunzial'e all'nomo Ye('chio e rivestirsi del nuovo: "de vita 
it:tt aetel'lla certu:; e:alll ... dubitatio omni:; de incolTuptibili sub­
t>talltia ...... ablata lllihi erat: nee c(~rt/Or de 're I:>cd staiJilioT i it 
Te (I:>:,;e cup:eballl. De mea vero vita temporali ;mutabant om­
Ilia, et lllllllllandUlll erat cor a. fe1'111e11lo veteri, et placebat via 
iP.;l' 8alvatol' et ire per angu:;lias adhuc pigebat" (exl). Agosti-
110 :;i belltiva attirato a ulla vita piu perfetta: nQn gia. semplice 
c:'lbliallo ma quakosa eli megLo. (hi ollori e le ric.chezze non 
la <il traeyano ldl; alluuira vu con en tu:;;iaslllo il .c<::libatQ a cui 
gia, prima della let~ura dei platonici, 10 aveva esortatQ Alipio 
(exit) ; ma "adhuc tellaciter", dice, "coliigabar ex femina ..... in­
firlllior e:igebam lllolliorem locum et propter hoc unum volve­
b0.r ill eete~'i" languidus" (ex:ii). 

Al1llo allora da 8implicia110. "patrem ill accipiellcla gratia 
lua tun.c episcopi Ambrosii" (cxliii) e suo suecessQre sulla cat­
tellra epicscopale di Milano, per chiedergli "quis esset apins mo­
dus :;i.:: all'edo ut ego eram ,Ht :uubulalldulll in v:a tua" (cxliv). 
Uli raccollto tutte ;e sue traversie. lVlenzionando la lettura dei 
libri dei Platon:c;, 8impj( iallo te ne congratulo con h;i giaccile 
i It (IUei lihi "omnibus modi& insinual'i Deum et eius Verbum", 
ml'ntrl' t,.li :;cl'itti di aJtri filosofi ::;0110 "plena fallaciorum et de­
eep(iot1ull1 secGnclum e:ementa huius ll1undi" (exlv). .Simpli­
(·ian6 "i aecor.'(' suhito dello "h:to ll'animo d'Agostino e di pro-
1)OS110 gli parlo cll,l traduttore cli quei libl'i, Vittorino suo amico, 
'.'cloetissimus senex, et omnium doctrinarum liberalium peritis-
,,·mus ...... qui etiam ob ill I:> i'.';: ne praeclal'i magisterii ...... statuam 
ill l\otllano foro mernerat et acceperat" (cxlvi). I.Jeggendo la S. 
8crittura VittOl'ino si era cOllvinto della verita del Cristianesimo, 
mu f!.1I'afl'ennazione eli f:,illlpliciano, che non gii poteva(:!'~dere 
p2n:he 11011 10 vedeyu ill chi('~a, il filosofo ri"ponc1evu: ':Ergo 
parietes faciullt Chl'i"tiallos?" Ma fillalmente qi de else ill fare 
pubb:ica profess'one cli fede e ricevere il battesimo "mirante 

(ex!) Coni'. VIII. I, 1. 
«('xli) Conf. VI. 12 .. 

«('xlii) CouL VnT. I. 2. 
«('xliii) ConL VIII, IT, 3. 
(exliv) Conf. VIII, I. 1. 
(ex]v) Oonf. VIII, H, 3. 

(l'xlvi) Ibid. 
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Homa, gauJente ]j]l:del:liu," (exivii). Agostino 8'a,ccorse l:he 8im­
p];iciano gli aveyu, nal!l'u,to il futto a proposito per indurlo a se­
g uil'l1e l' eselllpio; e dih, tti Agostino ., exursit ad imitundum", 
llH1 non si deCide vu; ., duu,e voluntates llleu,e, una vetus alia nova, 
.ilia cu,1'11alis, iLa spiritalis, confiigeban~ inter se atque discordando 
dissipwba.nt animalll meum (cxiviii). Gli mancaya la forza di 
I'ompere l'''odio.sissimum retinacuhllIl" kxlix) che 10 teneva in­
catenato, e "l:oBvictus veritate" Ilon sapeva rispondere "nisi 
tantum verba lenta et sOIlllloientu. Modo: ecce modo: sine pau­
:uhun. Sed modo et modo non habeballt modum, et sine puu­
lul11rH in lQngum ibat". 

" ..... ~u non poteris quod isti, quod istae? .... " 
III questu agituzionc in cui l'anilllo SL:o si dibatteva, AgOl:ltl-

110 fl'equelltava "ecde::;itHll tuam quantU.lll vacubat ab eis nego-
1ii::; sub quorum pOlldt'l'e gelllebam" (cl), e leggeva le lettere 
di' 8. PtlOlo. E fu proprio un codice delle lettel'e dell'Apostolo 
che .imclia~&e Pont!ZI3110 "pl'Uiedare: in palatio lllilitans .......... . 
Christianus et fideli::;" (di) a padargli eli "Autonio Aegyptio 
monacho" e dei vari monasteri che popolavano il deserto, e del 
IllO).lastero di Mi:allo, "plellu::; bonis fratl'ibus extra urbis mgenia 
l:lub Ambro::;io nutritore" (cHi), e eli tre suoi commilitari che ana 
Jettura della vita di Antollio decisero <1i rillunziare aUa milizUl 
e «Vi> fa]'::;! lllonaci: tutte CDse che Agostino e i suoi cQmpagni 
19noravano. 

Le parole <1i Pontiziallo 10 sconvolsero; "consumpta erant 
et cOlllvicta argumenta omnia, remansera-t mu.ta trepidatio, et 
quasi mortem reformidabat restl'ingi fluxu l:onsTIetudinis quo ta­
bescebat in mortem" (c:iii). Da dodiei anni eercava la verita 
ma, non si decideva <1i lasciare a parte la felicita i.errena "ad earn 
inve.c;tigandum vtt.<::al'e"; '.'in exordio ipsrus udolescentiae" aveva 
chiuitO u Dio; "Da milli (,ll><titatem et f'ontinentium", ma ag­
giungeva "noli modo" '( cliv). 

(cxlvii) Conf. VIII, n, 4. 
(cxlviii) Con£. VIII, v, 10. 
(exlix) Ep. ad Hormog. 3, 

( cl) Conf. VUI, vi, 13. 
(cli) Ibid. 

(cHi) Ibid. 
(cliii) Conf. VIII, vii, 18. 
(cliv) Ibid. 
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Cosl agitato, con Alipio, llsd ne1 gi(;rc1ino dellu casa dOVe 
si trovava, e cerco un post.o quanto possibi1e lontano c1alla: cusa. 
E si l'Oeleva internamente a cercare c1i spiegar;;i come era pos­
si bile che "impera-t animus .corpori et pa,retu:' statim; imperat 
animue .sibi et resistetur" Cdv). E, elice, '.'exeruciabar accusans 
memetipsum s01ito acerbius nimis, ae volvens et versans me in 
vinculo meo, donee abrumperetur totum quo iam exiguo tene­
bar, sed tenebal' tamen", perche anco1'[, "retinebant nugae nu­
garum et vanitatis vanitantium antiquae ami,(;ae meae, et suC'cu­
tiebant vest em carneam meam et submurmurabant, Dimittisne 
nos. et a momento isto non erimlls iecum in aeternum, et a 
momento i.sto non tibi licebit hoc et illuel ultra in aeternum" 
(e:lvi). Ma i1 Tacconto eli Pontiziano gli aveva meeso avanti agli 
oC'chi l' esempio eli "tot pueri et puellae, inventus multa et om­
n is aetas et 'grave.,; vieluae et v:rgines anus", che 10 ilTieleva 
eome se gJi dicesse "Tu non poteris quod isti, quod istae?" (dvii). 
E eonsideranclo tlltt;e le miserie c1eI:a .,;uu, vita paseata "oborta 
e<.;t proeella ingens ferens ingentem imbrem laerymarum". 1.la 
compagniu di A1ipio, che fino a q11e1 momento era "affixus la­
teri ... et inusitati motus exit'.um taeitus opperiebafur" (dviii) , 
10 elisturbav(1: "Solitudo mihi ad negotium fleneli aptior sug­
p'f\l·ebatur.,., .. sub ql1adam fiei m'bore fltmvi me ne8cio quomoao 
et dimisi habenas lacrymis et prornpenmt fill'rnTna ocuIorum 
meorum, aeoeptabile ,c;aol'ificium meum" (clix). ]j jn questa 
C'l'isi eli lacrime tntto ad un tratto risuona aHf' sue orecchie una 
dolce cantiJena: "Tolle, lege: tone lege". Cosa e. ma i questo? 
Un ragazzoehe gillOCa. in unaeasa vieina? 'Ma no! NQn e un 
)'ifol'llello usato nei g'iuodii fanciul1eschi! E eli nuovo la ('untile­
nu: "Tolle, lege ... " Agostino non piange piu ....... sorge ...... 8en­
feche -ha ricevuro un oomando daI eielo eli aprire i1 coeli.ce €I leg­
gervi i1 -primo capitol0 che avrebbe trovato. Va dove era Alipio: 
In. aveva mCtt;l'O il eodice delle1eHere elell'ApoFltolo. I.lo pren'de, 
10 apre, e in 8i1enzio Jeggp le parole ehe wima. gli eu(\ono Mtto 
aliocrhi: "Non in comef'f'ationihus et ehl'ietatihns, non in o11hi­
lihufl et impudicifiis, non in eon'fentione et aemulatione; sed 

----
(dv) Conf. vrn, viii. 21. 

«']vi) Conf. VTn:: xi. 25. 
( c1vii) Ibin. 

( ('Iv:ii) Cont VIII, xi, 27. 
( clix) Ibid. 
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indt;ile Dominum J esum Christllm, et carnis providentiam ne 
feceritis in concup iscentiis" «; lx) . La saetta dell' amor divino 
ha colpito il suo cuore, la luce de lla fede risp1ende neI:a sua 
mente: "qull"'i lu.ce seemitatis infu • .;a cordi meo, omnes dubita­
tionis tenebrae c1iffug(Tunt" (c:lxi). 

E la prima a sapere de:b conversione e la mac1re Monica 
<"118 "~auc1et ...... exsultat et tri12mphat et benedicat Tibi qui 
patens es ultra quam petimus et intelligimus f,acere". pet'cbe 
"('onvertisti li\dum eills in gaudium multo uberius ql,am voIue­
rat" : infatti la conversione cli Agostino era tanta che "ne.c uxo­
rem (juae~'erem, nee ali(juam spem ,c:aeculi huius" (clxii). 

Si l'itira quindi a Cassieiaco per pl'epararf'i al Battesimo, :3 

(jui la sua prima opera sadt di liberarsi dai resti dello scetticismo 
che ancol'a gravano suI suo spirito: ".contra Academicos ... scrip­
si ut argumenta eorum ... ah animo meo, quia Pt me movebant, 
quanti,; possem rationihus amoverem" (c1xiii). Si ",entiva an­
COl'[1 ,c:otto 11 ~oro influsso, 10 turbavano ancora le 101'0 cavillazio-
111: ma fina1mente potra attesta,re i1 suo piacere "quod mihi 
n,keperim odiosissimum retinncu1um, (pio ab philosophiae ubere 
dispemtione ve1'i, quod est animi pahulum, reft'enahar" (e1xiv). 

* * * 
Ahbiamo seguito paspo passo le Confes;:;ioni nalTandQ la crisi 

"pil'ituule eli Sant' Agostino. Ma le Confession i vennero scritte 
vel'S{) 1'nnno 400,cioe, ('irea t"ec1ici anni dopo la sua cQnversione. 
Pcreio, non si potrebbe dubitare {?he Agostino, deserivendo i fat­
ti o('col'sigli a MilaY'o e i '~entimenti {?he ne risulta,ono, si in­
ganno a tal modo da, tra~ferire a quel tempo dei sentimenti che 
so!o aveva in animo C[l~ando 'seriveva, e non sentiva affatto tredi.ri 
anni prima? Non si potrebbe dirp che la sua, fu una conversione 
no{) al (,!'istianesimo ma. n]a filomfia neo-plafonicn, ? Non si 
patJ'ebbp a1101'n eonsic1erare AgDstino piu che cristiano, un neo· 
p1::tonieo pin 0 menD intinto c1i eristianesimo? Fino a mezzo 
';1'(,010 fn ne~Quno mai (111 bito del1a storieita del 1'aecon'fo Cl'el1e 
ronfes~ioni, 111a ve~':::o In fine de: secolo :::COl'SO Harnack (dxv) , 

(ch) Conf. VIII, xii, 29; Rom, 13,. 13.14. 
(clxi) Ibid. 

(chii) Conf. VIII, xii. 30. 
(plx'ii) Retr. 1. 1, 1. 
(r1x:iy) Ep. ad Hcrmog .. 3. 
(clxy) Angmtins Confcssionem (Giessell, 1895). 
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sostenne che l'autol'e delle C0)1fe:-;s:on1 "veH atil'ibuito a1 solita­
]'io di Cac;siciaeo ,le; 386 i sentimenti del YE',iWVO dd 400; JJOofs 
(clxyi) (' Gourdoll (clxyii) SO>'ltenllero 'Che i: solitario Ilella villa 
eli 1Iilano non era Cristiano c1icllOl'e ma wlo un platollico': la 
scena del f,iardillo era una conversione aI platonismo e non al 
C'l'istianesimo: solo dopo i1 390 ebbe inizio la fase veramente 
{']'istiana elella vita d'Agostino, Alfaric (clxviii) l'iassume in mo­
([0 chiaro le difficolta contro iI racconto deHe Confessioni: Ago­
stino quando ri,ceYette il battesimo, ne dan tanto poca imp 01'­

t,anza, che nei suoi scritti deE' epoca non se ne pal'la affatto ben­
ehe parli molt{) di se e di tntto quello ('he 10 interessa, Accet­
lava SI la traclizione cattolica ma la consic1e~'ava solo ('Ome un 
popolare adattamento de:Ia saggezza neopla tonica, FlgIi modi­
flea molto i'ensibiImente la c10ttrina eli Plotino per ac1attar:a agli 
imegnamenti della clottrina cattolir-a ma c1'a:tra parte trasforma 
il Cattolicesimo pel' accorc1arlo aUa filosofia p:otiniana che conRj­
c1era nna forma supel'iore eli i'apgezza, mentre cOll,'liclera il Oat­
tolicesimo come bllono solo per delle intelligenze deboli e prin­
cipianti, 

Per c1irimere tntta 1[1 questione si clevono E'flaminare i dia-
10ghi filosofici seritti durante il l'itiro c1i Cassi"iaco (c1xix), Oi 
sono delle c1ifferenze tl'a questi clia~o:::hj e le ConfePflioni, ea e 
eyielente. I clialoghi sono ope~'e prettamente filosofiche; non 
sono state scrittecoll'intento di raccontare le vittorie aella grazia 
divina. Un esame elettagliato eli qnesti t1ialoghici mostra con 
chiarezza qua~e sia stato 10 stat{) el' animo eli Agostino ne1 386 e 
da questo esame risulten't, che Agostino a Cassiciaco era non un 
neoplatonieo ma un vero cristi[1no, 

In un altro arhcnlo esamineremo questi dialoghi per mostra­
re che nel 386 l'a,ccettazione del Cristianesimo da parte di Ago­
stino era veramente sincera e piena ('omee atfestata ne11e Con­
fpssion;, Ppr ora ci limiteremo a segnalarp che nei dia:oghi 
Agostino si mo,:tra, molto impl'e"sionato dal Neo-Plat'onismo e si 

- (cl;vi) Allgustinus in RenlE'n<,yclopedie f, prot. Theol, et K;rrhE' 
(Leipzig 1897). 

(clxvii) Essni sur la conversion de Saint Augustine (Geneva 1900). 
(r!xviii) Vevolntion intellertnelle de Raint Allgustine (Paris 1918), 

(dxix) 1 dialogh; filo~\Ofiri srritti a Oassiriaro ~ono "Contra AradE'mi­
ros" (Ph XXXIT. 901)-958). "DE' Beatn Vitn" (PI" XXXTT, 
959-976); "De Ordille" (Ph XXXII. 977-1020); "RoliloCJllinrlll11 
Libri Duo" (PTJ. XXXII, 860-904), 
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sente convillto di potel' fare una sintesi tra ie dottrine neo-platQ­
niche e i1 Cristianesimo (clxx). Accettavi1 i misteri dell'Incarna­
zione e c1eLa Trinittl, e Yi deva nella Chieta la sola auto1'ita a 
cni doveva sottomettel'si: "mihi certum emt nnsqui1m a Christi 
audoritate di,ocedere, non ellim reperio valentioe'em" (clxxi). 
Pensava poi che il Neo-Platonismo );li avrebbe dato una spiega­
zion8 raziol1ille eli tutto, bendle vi si trovasse1'o delle cooe che 
110n puteva accettare: "ilpud p1atonicos me interim quod sac1'is 
nostl'is non l'epl1gnet me reperturum confic1o". Era pe1'suaso che 
la Veritit em una, e si trovava nel Vange:o, ma ne cerea la ra­
gione ne11a filosofla p1atonica. 

Vi sono va1'i passi (clxxii) nei dialoghi d1e attestano la sua 
fede e le tra,sformaziol1i meravigliose (.clxxiii) che ha operato 
ne:la sua anima. 

A Cassiciaco Agostino e cristiano {',onvinto che cerea di 
01l1'arsi delle miqel'ie della sna vita passata: '!depositis one1'ibus 
mOl'tuarum curarum (c1xxiv) me ipse pUl'gO a variis pe1'niciosis­
que opin ionilm"O( Cclxxv). Pene quotidianis fletibus Deum 1'0-
gnns" CcIxxvi), finche ricevera i1 batfesimo e nllora. dal suo cuore 
strnziaro il'l'Omperh il gricl0 straziante: "sero te amavi p111ch1'1-
tnilo tam antig11n tnm nova, sera te nmavi" (clxxvii). 

J. LUPI . 

••••• 

(clxx) OfI'. J.J. O'Meara: St. Augustine against the Aeademicians. 
Aneient Christian Writers, Vol. XII. - D.T.C. Vo!. I, 2273-4. 

(clxxi) C. Aead. nI, xx, 53. 
(clxxii) Cfl'. v.g. C. Acad. H, ii. 5; De Orcl. H, v, 16; I, x, 29. 

(clxxA'iii) De Ord. I, viii, 25; Sol. Il, i, 3; i, 5; De Beaia Vii a L 2. 
(clxxiv) C. Acad. Il, ii, 4. 
(elxx'V) C. Acad, IL iii, 9. 

(clxxvi) pe Ord. I, x, 29. 
(clx.wii) Conf. X, xxvii, 38. 
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VEHDO iu fine de;['allllO di 1l0vi:6iato i lrati ::;i <1dUllallO illl1ll 
CapiWlo per di::;euwre ~e i1 11oyi:6io ::;ilL in grado di fare i 

voti 1'eligiosi llell'O,'diue, l)oi, prilllu dei voti, ::;e upprovato, 11 
110VI:610 vielle ehiullluto dal ::;upe1'lOre il quale gli l'ivolge ie "Pro­
tei:it[J;tiolle~". cioe ukUlle dOlllullde a eui i1 llovizio deve risp,oll­
clefe eategoricldlle11tet'i {} !l0: que6to "i la pel'ehe il noyizio uI­
Iefmi ehiuro dw nOll "i tl'Ovano ill lui quegli illlpedimellti cbe 
ell ostat:olal'ebuero :a pl'ofe:;::;iolle llell'Ordine. Dopo queste ao­
llltlude il Duvel'iore dic:hiara u1 110vi:610 che se egli nOll abbi<1 Jet­
to il vero 0 t'e uuuia llUi:il'Osto qnakhe illlpedimellto, i votinon 
::;arebuero validi, 11 Capitolo ::;i iennl' il 17 1l0VemUl'e 1746 I) 

prima. poichO le "pl'otestat1ones" g:i erano rivolte in quel giorno 
eome atlLslano 1 fogli 113 l' 1101' del 1'e",i::;t1'o dei lluovi calldid<1ti 
deli'Ordine dal 16tH ul H5G ehe ::;1 lrova uell'arehivio del 0011-
\'ento di El, :\lul'ia dellu UrotUL. 

Die de('illla septimtl 1I11vembris 174G. 
Fu cliiulllUio i: ~ovi:6io Demplit:o ].<'1'. Dallto G1'ech d<11 M. 

Hevdu Pre. Ilett. e Prime Fr. DerafiuQ J?ol'telli, superiore di 
ql1e,.,to Yell, COll,to di Dl:JlkL lVIal'ltl della GroHa dei I 1reClic<1tori 
della l\o;abi;t~ di Malta, ill pre"en:6a JeHn ConllllUllita e gli fu-
1'Ono fatle le 8o:ite pl'oteste notate nel primo fogliQ di questo 
lib;'o aC('io('c11e UlTOrl'ellllo alenlle ell 101'0 llS)ll possa pretendere 
O';Scl'C ndida la 1'l'Ofe,,s:011e, l' pl'eiendendo ;.<ara, nulla; ne tel'­
Illinantio ['unDo delLLppl'OVLziol1o poosa pretenilere essel'e valida 
:a "mt l)roftssione mu c1oyel' e,.,sel'e chiamato dal Superiore a t<11 
effetlo. 

Rispo~e l'he ill e-so nUll si tmYtI ltl.-::UD impedimento, e che 
appros"illlalldosi il tl'mpo della Pl'oressione, vllol liberamente 
jll'OfC';HU'si ill <[lle;-,ta f)<'<:nL HeIigione di f)all Domenico, ed III 
rude delIa Y(':'il:'l COil ,lll'op;'iu lltallO si ,.,otio.'crisse i: giomo su detto. 

10 m(iu~el'ilt(J confesso dll' in llle 110ll si il'ova aleull impe­
dillll'll!o rid:! pl'oposLillli dlll Padre Priore: per <..:io approssiman­
do il tempo della mia pl'ofe,.,sionl', yoglio liberamente e non per 
forza pl'ofessarmi in <j.lt SHc-m Religione del Patriarca San 

'" La prim[\' parte di qnesto articolo biografico El stata pubblicata 
ne! Yo1. V, No. 2 (1052), pp. 86-101. 
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Domenico: ed in fede .della ver;Ut mi sottoscrivo con proprltL 
mano. 

10 :Fm Santo Gre<.:h <.:onIel'mo come tlQPl'a. 
Ita eot l!'ruter 'l'homas Mu;:;eal Magister N ovitiol'Ulll. 
ha est .Ih', Dominicus·M. Genovese L. 

Col voto di pove:'ta i1 llovizio l'illUlleia a tutti .i ::iuoi ueni. 
I llovizi prima dei voti, fallnQ un att{) ~lga:le cli povel'ta nel quale 
lllenzionano allehe la persolla u <:ui imendollo las<.:ial'e i beni 
ehe hallllo 0 elle potl'allllO avere. 1>o1'eio il 110vizio Santa Grech 
fet e un rieorso al Yeswyo per fare questoatto legale. 11 It:) 
llovembre lUG, il Yiea,'io Generale de11a Diocesi emullo il deere­
to n0(;eJ3::iario, in cui :a domanda venue aceettata -"ad effeetum 
de q L:O ill pl'ceibus ad formam Dac : Cone11ii Trid :lli et Oonstitu­
lionum DYllodalium". (Yide G11 Atti del Nolaio Gio:vanni Fran­
cesco Do::; : Archivio dei Xotai, Beg. 13/793, ff, 85, 851'). 

Santo Grech doveva tennillal'e il .'Suo noviziato il 1 0 diu em­
b1'e 1746 eosieehe doveva fare quest'atto p:'ima di quel bi0l'l10. 
::'\Ia s:ewme .l',aclde muiato egli llQll poteva farlo prima. 

Nel foglio 114 de: 1'egistro gilL menzionato. "Die pdma de­
eembl'is 174G ho1'a quillta post meridiem" (giol'l1Q ed ora in cui 
i1 llovizio doveva fare la ::iua professiulle), si legge ehe "N ovitins 
Uleril'us l!'mter Salletns G1'ech, expleto llovitiatus tempore die 
prima Xbris an11i 1746, pedeetae valetudinis reeuperandae gra­
tia ab hoc Yen. Cony. S.M. de Crypta au tempus reeessit die 
i ertia Xbl'is l74G, eQ tamen all imo, et ill tentione, ut Beligionelll 
Domcnieanam suo profitetur tempore". 

Xello stesso registl'o, iT. 15'2, 128, si legge una eopia del 
eC'l'tificato dei meuiti ehl' 10euravano, dal quale risulta ehe aveva 
male ai viseeri. 

"Pic1es Meelico!'um in fayorem Fratl'is Sancti Gre.ch ut pro­
fiicl'etul'. 

"10 qt·j sottoseritio attp",to pel' veriUt anehe con .I11io giura­
mCllto eomc aH'lldo io diligentemC'ntc o.sservato eel esaminalo 
il Xovitio Pm Sunto Grech le (/i Ini viscere, t1'ovo essere a fatto 
gnal'it.o, (' :ibe!'o dalla sua illc1isposizione e cio non con altro se 
non eon i1 solo hI nefi(;io dell'aere nativo, senza aleun altro oe­
nefieio l\Iedieo. Argumento ben ehia]'o ed eviclente non esser 
d'altl'O originato il sno lllalore ,.,e non dall'aere del Rabbato della 
ciWt Notabile. ove e situato 11 Conte de Pac1ii di .S. Domenico 
della Gl'otta in cui fece il suo novitiato, essenc10 un'ae1'e molto 
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ullli<lo nientecomaciente alla tffisitura del di lui cQtpo. Che per 
tio SOllO di sentimento che lui possa essere senza akulla difficolta 
,HllllleSSO ana Profes::!ione, quale <lesidera, ed in fede di cio con 
proprio pugno mi sottoserivQ 0ggi li 9 Pebbrario 1747. 

10 Dr. l!'i:;ico DOll France:sco Mamo Medieo ordinariQ del 
Conto di San Domenico dell a Grotta. 

Vittorio G1'ech Protomedieo. ~ Per esoere tutto cio vero, 
di/~o, potere e doYen:: es"e1'e alllmesso alla professione F1'a Santo 
Novizzo per i: d16 ho fatto la presente li 12: feb: 1747 . 

.D.;nrieo Magi Me<lico del 8acro Spedale Gerosolimitano e del 
COllveuto di S. DOllleuico <lella Valletta. 

Gactauo Azzopardi Mc d.o Prattico del B. Spedale. 
Giovanui J31'uuo Med.o Prattico <lel S. ~pedale . 

. .N OIl po~so capire cosa vo:eva <lire il llle<lico Mamo quaudo 
t:icriveva d16 l'aria <li Habate piella <li umi<littt; neanche PQsso 
cap ire come t:iOltallto l'ariu delia sua citta poteva guarire ;F1'a, 
Santo. 

Illtanto, il llovizio <lopo poGO tempo ~'e gua1'ito; il 17 geu­
naio 17,17 si preseuto al llota:q Giovallni Prancesco Do:s e "ex­
posuil; lluolI a Spit'itu Suncto Juett:s vult, et illtenuit vitam reli­
gio:sam duce1'e, :,ualllque 1'egulurelll profeslOionelll elllittere in 
Heligione Ordilli:s Prae<licatOl'Ulll Sti Patris DOlllCnici", e lascio 
tutto llueLo che po:st:iedevJ. 0 poteva po:s:se<lere at :suoi gellito1'i. 
L'atto legale .ii trova llell'Arehivio dei Notai, Atti del NoLaio 
G.Ii'. DO;5, 17 t;clll1aio 17'17, 1,'. 88. 

Dopoaver fatio ql:esto aUo legale, il Novizio acquisto i ce1'­
tifil'ati dei mediei. 10 credo che i frdi :stet:isi ltvessero iichiesti 
(lllesti cedificati per pote!' Ul'cettuxe i suoi voti eel ammetterlo 
neTOrelille. 

Quando Fm Santo, t111unalato 1a:sc:o i1 COllveuto, ne1 registro 
dell'aecettaz:olle dei novizi Iu ~c"itto (:he egli partl "eo tamen 
animo et intentione. uL Heli;,:ioncm DOlllini("anum suo profitetur 
(emporc". Nella ve:-,ollza del l1otaio G.F. DOt:i Confet;so che 
"vult, et illtendit vitam !."eJigio:sam dUeel'e, sm;mque regularelll 
}Jrofe:SRionem emittere". I medici anch' eSlOi r~ferirono a1 desi­
de: io del :\ovizio l1i ell18ttcre i swi voti llell'Ordine Domenicano. 
Du (lueste parole e eonfes8ioni si puo vedere qnanto illtenso iu 
i1 desiderio di Santo eli entrare per st'lllpre llell'Ordine. E questo 
t3UO desidel"io fu esaudito i1 13 febbraio, 1747. 
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Nel giorno stesso in cuiott~nne le, ultiJne~:ftrme_dei:medici, 
8antQ Gl'ech ando a Habat, e l'illuomani aUe nove del mattino 
Iece la slIa lFoCessJone pll'petua. if elfolio 115 del regis'fro gia 
menziollato c'e f5critto: 

"lh. 8anctus G reel! <j u i eodem nomille vocabat,ur ili saeculo, 
llluta t us ad tempus dimate, a ';ictol'iosa Civitate SttllUS et inco­
:ulllis l'egl'ediew;, ut et :ueie.; et Medid testati sunt .,prout ap­
parel per carum Fidem transcriptalll hie post notam Pl'ofessio­
!lis: cuius origillale ill cake huius. \ibl'l Novi<:iorum folio 143b 
~lutillatulll upparet, cOlllpleto anno ::lUO approbationis; ut nota­
(UlU est supra fol. ll t1 sub ·Hev.mo P .re Magistro GenBrali totius 
Ordinis l'raedicatOl'Ulll lh. 'l'homae Hipoll emi.':iit in manibus 
Adm RP.L. Fratris 8er3:p11il1i POl'telli Prioris huius Ven. Con. 
tus 8alldae 'Mac'iae de Urypta Ordinis Praedicatorum Insulae 
j{cl,it,ae \"otum 80lenllle snae Professiouis iuxta formam in nos­
Iris ,collstitntionilJ1;s prae.-;criptalll a nostro p.re S, ])omenico, 
et ut Ill\' lius Deo inservlre pos::;it, pro Filio V. COntU8 8. Vincel}ti! 
(Jivitati:-: Aidone, ut constat per fidem factum a Fra.tl'ibus dicti 
Couin; sub die U3 1hii 174:3, ill cuius »ei fidem manu propria 
:-;ubs('I'Jpl:;it coram lestibu,:; ill eius professiolle exsistentibus, Die 
et llOl'lt <juil.ms supra. . 

Bgo p, Sandns Gredl tlltl18! >'ole!1lncmPl'ofessionem ut 
:-:lIpru, et in signulIl \"eritatis .lllallll pl'OpJ:ia subscripsi, die et 
hot'tl qt·ibw-i supra> 

:B't'. Sanctus Gl'ech. 

Ita est PI', 'J'bOllULS l\lu::;cat IJ. et Mati.~tel' Novitiorum, 
AppenH ('lIle~~i i suoi voti il Sallto Grech venne enumerato 

fra g-li studellti. Kon 110 tl'Ovato il suo nome nell'elenco di ,co­
!ol'ochc hanno stlldiato qui a Ma:ta; e nel l'egistl'o del COllvento 
llelln ,-alJcttc c'o sc~'itto c-h'egli pro,eegui i 8uoi stlldi in vari e011-

~'l'llti Si(·iliplli c spp('iallllcnlp ill qupllo di San DOllwnico a Pa­
:el'lllO. K 011 pos~o specifiea!>e csattamente (!u<t!i erano questi 
('clllH'llti, pc!'cho a Siei:ia c'erallo diversi cOllventi-col1egi.; soiio 
PCI'll CCl'to dw non ~tudjtrYa nel ("o1lvento di S. Vincenzo cl' Aido­
ile', perchl~ (lue,;to eOlllP mi IHl scritto COlliglione nel '29 giugno, 
1052, nOli era un collegio. ]l~ nella sna lettera, Coniglione m; 
;tVWI'It ch" gli studellti <1el!a P!'ovincia di Sicilia, prima dei tre 
alllli lli sim1i filosofi·ci studiavuJlo letieratura, il f!reco c l'eoraico. 
Mi parE' dIe il P. Santo Grech abbia fatto 10 stesso. 
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'll 16 marzo 195:2, 11 Padre Stefano Forle, O.P., del;'Istituto 
Stol'ico Domenieano a, Sta. Sabiua, Homn, mi mando questa 
eit;'zione daji' Archiviotlella OUl'it1 Genemlizi,. dell'Ordille Do­
;ne'nicano,lV, 212,f. 61': '-'Die :21 Sept. 17.31 fuit a.'3Sigllatus 
R.P: Stuc1ensfr. Sancius Grech ad qnatl';ennium in stud. form. 
studi i gen. S. Dominici Messanae, sel'vatis servandis". Quindi 
cltlH'alllio 1747fino l1:1'anno 1751. i1 Padre Santo Gl'ech studia­
vn, lettenltu'ra e filosofia e poi fu manc1ato a M~slna per oomin. 
('in,d: fonnalmen,te i quattro anni eli studi teologici. 

Dopo dee anni di teologia, nel 15 marzo 1753, il Padre 
San to fit dispel1sato da 1m anno cli teologia. 11 P. St. Forte mi 
ha tl'oYato que.",ta cli"pensa, con cess a c1al Padre Generale aUo 
stndente 'Santo Gl'ech, nello stesso l'egistro dell' A1'chivio men­
ZiOllUio, IV, :U'J, t'. 81', ed e questa: "Die 15 Maii 1753 R.P. 
Stlldens fl'. Sanctus Grf'ch obtinuit dispensationem super reli. 
quml1 templlssui stuelentatus formali,.;, non tamen super annum 
,;\laC cblligiaturae, nU11 solita clansula dummodo non gaudeat 
yoc~,et('. " 

, ' Siccome Santo Grech aveva gift 24 anni e studiava, teologia 
(1:1'(leeanni, probabilmente celebl'o la p:'ima messa il 1753. P. 
Rt. Fortenella stessa lettera mi ha sCl'itto anche, che nel re­
gif;trO menzionato, ne 1 f. 9v c'e scritto questo: "Die 22 Aug. 
17M3 R.P, fl',Sanctus Gl'crh dispensafm; fuit supra solitum an­
llnmcolligiaturae qnod in conventu S, Zitae pel'agel'e tenebatur 
('um ~o:itaclar.:mla i1nmmodo non gauc1eat voce etc." Forse 
Padre'Sant{) abbia acquistato que<;ta dispensa pe]' ragioni di 
salllte, 

Sipno affermare che Paclrp Santo sia I'ecato a Palet'mo? Il 
cl'Olli>"ta del Porto Salvo c1ella Valletta ha Rc!'itt{) che "studio in 
yart conventi della SiciJia specia:mente in quello ch R. Domeni­
('0 eli Palermo". Du, parte mia credo chp a Palermo sia andato 
~onantoper l'esame c1el LeMmato ch'egli feC'e ne1 convento di 
R. Domeriico, in cui ~ome ,mi ha Rcritto il COlli~!'lione "ordinaria­
mellte' gli studel1ti Domenicani l'icevevano il vel'detto dei com­
pinti shidi per l'in"H'g'namento ne11e sC'nole doll'Ol'c1ine". 

I tegiRtl'i e tutto l'al'chiyio del convent{)· c1i Sh. Zita di 
Palel'l11o furonosequestrati dal governo nell'anno 1866, e aeposti 
ne11'A1'chivio dello'Stato (li Palm'mo. In questo archivio si 't1'o­
Y{mD circa 546 regi£tri (,he i1ppartenevano all'al'chivio def con­
Yento, ma sfortunatamcntc tra fjl1c<lti non si trovano i registri 
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degli stndi. E anche nell'altrQconventQ DQmenicano di Paler­
IllO, il convento di S. Domenico, benche ci 8ianQ alcuni registri 
"lV1atl'icula Ruius Generalis Studii, S. Dominici l'anQrmi Val­
li" Mazal'iae", non c'e quello del tempo di Padre Santo. Oosl 
fin d'om nQn sappiamQ niente del tempo che Padre SantQ passo 
nel~a Metropoli di Sicilia. 

Prima dell'anno ]759 P. Sanio Grech occupava 'I posto 
(\'c('onomo e poi c1i sagl'estano del convento de11a Valletta, qui 
a :\falta; in quest'annQ divento parrocQ della paTJ'occhia del PQr­
io Salvo, come appare c1ai libri dei matrimonii e battesimi. La 
prima vQ:ta che incQntriamQ il seo nome come parrQcQ e nel 2 
~ettembre 1759, e l'ultima volta nel 15 settembre 1766. 

L'avvQcato Mifsud, che ConQse:cva il Padre SantQ Grech 
int~mamente, nel librQ "Biblioteca Maltese'.' (M"a1ta 1764, p. 
IB5, nQta a) scriBse che 11 pa!'l'Qco SantQ Grech era "Religiofo 
efemp~arif-fimo, e elonato di virtu, e qnalita moIto dif>tinie, e pre­
('ifnmente (1'11na affabilitil, cd mnilta criftiana. unita al zelQ dell a. 
y:gilanie (,U1'l1 del suo impel-mQ". E ne11a Giuliana dei Dome­
nie'ani clera Valletta, il cronista Rcrisse che P. Santo Grech "fu 
R(}lerte paf;tOl'e e salvagnarelo i diritti del cQnvenfQ fine a11'anno 
']766, nmato, e benedetto cbi suoi parrocchlani, Rpeeialmente dai 
PQveJ'i, ai quaE e:aq:riva molta e1emORina" (Giuliana, V, 2, f. 47). 

Nell'anno 1761,ciQe ql~ando facev'a i1 parroco, p, Santo 
Gl't'(·h chieRe eel ottenne il peJ'messo di affiliaJ'Ri a1 cQnvento del 
P(}rt(} Salvo della VaHe'tta. N ei regiRb"i della ,procura del con­
\,f'nto della Valletta c'e .-:;cJ'itto che la cella (li P. Santo era vi .. 
eina nl:a Madonna dei 'Miracoli. QneRta RtatUa e quella stesRa 
ehe oggi si t1'Ova cliJ'impetto ana porta del convento, eRE' C stata 
Rrmp~'e 11 la ('elb eli P. Santo eleve eR?ere statn una di quel1e 
du!? (·he la fiancheggiano. 

Ne: 1762, P. Santo Grech aveva gUt fatto l'esame per 
(}tten!?re il Magist('l>io in Teologia. perchC in quell'anno il Oa­
pitoio Froyinciale dei Domenicani della Provincia della Sicilia 
tloman(V) il General!? dell'O]'(line di nQminarlo J\fagiRter Studio­
mm. Que~ta fu la richiesta del Capit(}lo : ·"Petimu8 in Magistrol' 
Stuelenfil;m studiorum Genel'alinm prQ locis proxime"vacatnris .... 
frn tl'em Sanctnm Grech m111. 34 a professione 17, exumina t:nm 
anno 1762 Parro('chiam llostl'i cQnvenins S. Marine Portn~.Sa­
lntis CivitatiR ValleHae Insulae Melitae, zeIo, atque exemplo 
gubernanfem" . 
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Non si ~a ill qua!i col:egi jll"eglla~"e P. Sallto p:inm uelLw­
JIO 1762, ma dopo que;;t'unno t';)i era :Lettol"c nd eOllvento del 
Porto Salvo. dove e'era una Univer;;itas Stlldiol"um moltQ ricono­
sciuta e lodata. 11 suo nome si trova per la p~'ima volta. tra gii in­
segnanti Cli que:ota Universita neg!i anni 1764-1765, cioe quando 
('1'(1 gin pacToco. In questi due anni insegnava tamquam dele­
g·at. a lVIn,g. GenIi. (Giuliana, V. 1, f. :191). 

~el 1766 P. San to fil eletto Priore del eonvento di San 
Domeni("o di Taormina in Sic ilia : lenninato il tempo cli questn 
carica· ritornb a Malta, e nel 176Q ripr< se l'in.o;;egnumento ncl 
("onvenro delPorto Salvo. Ne11771 fi1 affidatn aUn eura del P. 
Sa n to la costruzione eli una stanzetta pe~' ;' orologio che i fra ti, 
nel!a sedda del 22 febbraio, nvevano deciso eli pOl,tar via dal 
l:ampanile deUa chiesa del Porto Salvo. 1I processo verba~e cli 
fluestn sednta e il seguente: "22 Febbraio 1771 fnl'Ono mdunati 
I Padri cli questo convento ed il Sottopriore in Capite F!'a Frun­
("eq("O Brinr:at, I..1ettore, propose 101'0 rhe essenc10 c1a molto tem­
po il nostro orologio pubblico inetto al servizio del pubblico e clei 
Reli,~ iosi, e cia per il luogo duve: trovasi in cima del campani\(' 
llrgr di nec:essiUL fabbl'icare una piccola stanza ben propria a 
tale mac(·hina e in colloearlo eli nuovo veb accomodato. Per voti 
sr('reti £11 c1eciso che si faccia ta~e opera alla qnale assistette il 
P. I..1ettol'e Fra San to Grech (Gidiana dei Frati Domenicani 
della Valletta, VoL 1, f. 377), Ceriamentr. a causa drl cam­
hiamenfo neUn fl1bbricu del ('otwento c1eEa Valletta, non si sa 
(loY(' fos"e queNta stanzetta costruita pel' l'o:'ologio, 

Nel 1771, P. Santo fil p!'esente alla sednta che il Priorr P. 
Raimondo Samson convoc<'J per disruterr le circostanze del liti­
gio tm i Domeni<'ani e gli aItri frati c1eUa ValleHa da una parte 
e il clew serola!"E' c1all'altra parte (Ibid,). 

Ne 1773, P. Santo Grec-h, me11tre e!'a Lettot''' nel ("onvento 
c1rl Porto Salvo, venne elefto priOl'e di queRto convento ,e ViCfl­
rio dei tre conventi Domenicani di Malta. 

Ora la fa.bbrica de:la chiesa del Porto Salvo e!'a in stato eli 
c1eeac1enza, Allom P, San to il 17 ottobre: 1773, convoco i mo­
naci del convento de lla Va Iletta in 11na seduta edisse 101'0: 

"Rssendosi gia ric1oHa, come a tutti e noto, la Pro.o;;pettiva Prin­
eipalc della n08tra Chiesa e del Campanile in stato assai peri-
('oloso e pregiudicievole a1 pl1hhlieo ...... che se nr e gift mostra-
to ~'ic;entito il Governo, ... ", stimo onnimamentr neeessario che 
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,·e nc desse l'oPlXlriullo ripnl'O. T-1a propOllgo pereio aIle PP. VV. 
Hn. affin di del' lllaJlO a mle illlpl'eseindibill' opera COll "geaval'e 
dethL fun iat,t ...... tlel FI'OlI',:spizio ehe e h:tto fratto colle sotto­
poste tee filate, e !'aderne nella migliol' maniera cbe l'arte detta, 
I pill perico:osi risalti". Alle parole del Padre PriOl'e, tu.tti i 
padl'i rimlti". Alle parole del Padre Prime, tutti i pad:·j rispo­
,,(,),0 "Plne'et', (Ginliana dei PA. Domenicalli delh Yalletta, V. 
1. L :m)). 

P. San to llOll si contenta eO; c1emolire il fl'ontispizio: egli 
volk, invec:e, ,1emolire tutta la chie8a e rifabbricarla di nuovo. 
II Gnln Maestro di l\frtltll, fr. Francesco Ximenc,; promise di 
ailltarlo, e di eia, P. Santo c1iede noti7:ia al P. Generale dell'Or­
dine Domenicano, il 17 mrl';gio 1775. It P. Genemle risposp 
('on (]llesta lettera del H) giugno seguente: "Poiche V.P. nella 
sun, ;ettera del 17 maggio mi dice che cotes to Serenessimo Prin­
eipe c1esiclera .che si l'if[1bbrichi cotestu nosh'a chiesa di Pmto 
Salvo, e con eccessiva hontit favori"ca una tale opera, vi presto 
il mio COI1'Se11SO. con (]uesto bellS!, che si osservinQ le nostre leg­
g'i che ('oncernono simili fabhriche; inoltre che il C011vento non 
si cflrichi c1i c1ebiti, e dflppill che si faccia un libro a parte, in 
cri si notino tl1tte le lirno>,in6', chesi l'iceveranno, e tutte le 
spe"e dle si faranno; il (]ualp libro assieme col c1anaro, che sarit 
r:rmferito a tflle elfetto, c10vrit essel'e custoc1ito nella Cflssa comu­
ne (1f:" c1epositi pel' rende1'sene conro a ten02' delle meclesime leggi 
llostr6'. Incflrico pflrimente, cbe prima eli corninciare la fabbricfl 
~i fflccia 1111 huondii'egno, per non aversi poi fl spenc1ere inutil­
rnente, 0 rr rinsei!' la fnhhriCfl men (lecorosn e finalmente c08ti­
i ui,,,('() v:r. fn bhriwl'e per nccudire e raccoglie1'e le limosine, ed 
alln RtCSSfl fnhhrica". (Archiv. Oe:1'O)'oine IV, 247, f. un. 

11 ]8 hl'Jio ]77£5, P. 8011tO dopo (li aye]' 1'icevuto Cjuesta 
Id· i e!·n, conVOCfJ 11n .('onRiglio dei padri del convento, ai Cjuali 
rjyolsr rJllrsfr 11flro1e: "RsRendosi ]1el'Vrnnto fl11'o1'ecchio del 
n08i1'O ReYl110 Padre Generrr]e. come la 110"tra. dliesa rifrovasi in 
nno c:tntn mic;erahili<',,,imo, ]10]' C'lli mp!'jta cli essere rifahhl'icata, 
I' ('hr ci(\ 0 il (,Olllnn elf:'si(lel'io elel popolo eli voleI' effettua,re questa 
snnj"oppl'fi : ma anrllf' c}lf' 10 siesso 8erenissimo Principc regnan­
tp ppr snn eccPs!'ivn hontn, a tale effeHo (·i 6'hhe accordata la 
p<'iTl'l'fi vieinissima nne pode d('l1a cittt'1 : si clegnc) F}gli pertanto 
pl'e,,,ta1'l1p il suo gl'fi7::oso comenRO in l111a p-entiliRsima ({el 19 
Q,'ingno 177!5,incflricflllfloci hpllsl rhe Ri oRseryino le nmtre leggi, 
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dIe eoncernano simili fabbriche, e dappiu che il Conyento lIon 
si .l:arichi di debiti; l:he si faccia un llbI'o in cui si notino le 
lilllo.sine, e diU ::;e ne fal:es::;e Ull bUOll di::;egno ,onde domalldo 11 
"iudizio dei l!adri l!l'<::::;enti "e llebba far prilll:ipio a lale edificio" l 
i lJuali rlSPO,,( 1'0 "rlacet", ma dopo d' aver rimbor:mto sdIiciente 
deulO::;illa dlLlia l)iettl d(" i fedeli (U iu~iana del Convellto deUa 
Yalletta, Yo1. I, L. 38li). 

11 17 luglio l!. Santo ::;cri::;~e di nuovo al GeJlera:e e gli diede 
;ufol'lnazioui ri(.;ual'danti il con::;iglio che pochi giomi prima ave­
va,collvocato, egli dil):-;e, llndlC, dlC il :I?adre Antonio Lo Presti, 
IlUOVO rrovillciltle della Sici:ia, aveva l'intenzione di vi::;itare i 
conwnti di Malta. 

11 15 agocito, il Genemle P. 'l'ollllllaso de Boxadors, per 
un'altru yolta scrisse al P. Santo G rech e gli ditlSe -: "Intendo 
llUltllio eJa mi significa nella St:lt lettera del 17 luglio, enei 
fogli .connessi, e poicile alla stesSlt Illi dice che e imminente la 
vi:-;itlt llel Maestro Provinciale. sara facile l1 tennina:'si alla ora 
la riso) uzione in tOl'tlO al:a fabbl'ica de lia dliesa (Archiy. dell'Or­
dine, ibid.). 

11 dc.,idel'io lIi I). San to, di l'ifabbricare, cioe, la chiesa del 
Po:·to Salvo, lion si avvero. Dopo di llli fu eletto Vica60 dei 
l"ollyenti di Malta 1). AI! sS:lllliro Hossi, ma la chiesa l'imase 
COJineera :-;tata prima. F. CUI'Ualla Dill!:,li ((iallcria Maltese) 
('Oll~tata l"he P. Hanto U rech non poteva rifabbricare la chiesa 
a causa dei g:'alHli impedimenti (·he inc:ontrasse; ma la causa 
propria, di (lUeSli impedimenti non ce la (\i<:e. 

DU:'ante il CiUO v:cariato, 1'. Santo fe<:e due v:i,ite eanoniche 
ai snoi l"OInPllt i. lJa prima visitlt egli :a fel'e in virtu delle 
"I.Jetiel'e 1Jatenti", a Ini mandate dal Padre Provinciale Ludo­
vieo l\Iltn;llo il :31 maggio 177::3; le '-'I,/t ttere Patenti" per la 
se e01ll1l1 yisi',u fnrOllO rnundate daI llledesimo Padre il 18 otto­
b:'e1774. III <juesto temlJo i; Padre Provin<:iale faceya la yisita 
c<u:oniea al (olle:-.io di Noto. 

:\elh bibl'otcl'a dt I ('01l\'ento di Noshl Siguora ddla Grot­
ia si il"QVlLnO j l't'gistl'i del1a pl'O(,[lra de]o "te!;so e011Ye11to. Nel 
registro Esito Straordillario. Yol. B, il Pad:'e NI. Fsatlni, O.P., 
lilt troyuto il 1l011le del v:.,itatol't, "c:'itto sotto la llata (lel 7 set­
t! Ulbl'e ] 77;3, e del :32 nO,"1 mbre 1774. Sotto le stesse date il 
nome de: yi-;itatol'e l)i wde anche !lel l'egistro deUa Sacrestia 
della chiesa di X o;:;tra Signora del1a Grotta (Qllittanze di Mes-
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se, C. 15). Allche \1ue::;t'ultilllo regi::;tro ::;i trova nella biblio­
[ec:a del convento. l' .M .. l:Psaulli ha s(;{Jpelto anehe che il no­
me del P. San to Grech fli s<:l'itto Dei meue.simi registl'i, i1 31 
geunaio 1770. (~ue::;t<L vo1ta l? tlanto (il'eeh Iu ,. tloeius" del 
visitatore 1'. Ale::;:lUnclro Ho::;si. 

P. Ugo CaLu., ha tl'ovato c:he ne11771), il nome di P. Santo 
Urceh 0 rcgistrato <:ome l)1'i01'e del COllYento dell' Annullziata ael­
la VittoriQsa. Da questo Don ::;i dedUl:e che egli fosse eletto 
Pt'jore proprio ill quell'anllo; <:el'tameute egli Iu eletto prima, 
per<:110 sappiamo d16 Hel 1779 eg:i 1'ip1't'se l'illi:iegna.rnento nel 
{;Onvento del POl'iO tla.lvo (Uiuiialla, Valletta, Vol. I, f. 398). 

Nel 1700 P. Gl'ech si tl'ovaya allC:Ql'a al convento di Porto 
8alyo. ~ el 30 apl'i:e di quell' anno prese parte al Capitolo del 
Convellto convocato da P.A. Ho::,si, che era stato eletto Provin­
ciale. 

In questo c:apito10 oi deci::;e di alllmettere nell'Ordine un 
eerio Giovanlli 8pitcri, i1 quale ri<.:evette l'abito cli frate lai<:o il 
giUgllo :oeguellte. 11 doeulllcuto iinllato da tutti i padri presenti 
al <:apitp1o, oi <:OIlSCl'Va nell'ar<:hivio del cOllvento di NQstra 
8ignora del!a Grotta. 

La vi,)lia di 8u11 Domellieo dello ::;te~.-;o allllO, il GoVe1'110 
1e<:e chiudel'e la ehiesa dd PQrto 8alvo e diede Ol'dine <:he si 
demolisse ,. stal1tecche minacemva l'Ovina". ~i illllUagini quello 
<:he, ill quesla ocea;>iolle :;eutisse P. Santo; Iui che tallto desi· 
derava l'ifabbricar6 la ehie~a. Il (j IlH11'ZO 1781, P. Santo Gl'ech 
fit di llUOYO eletto Prime del eOllvento cli 8an DQmenico di 
'l'aonnllla, e llon l'itorno piu tLlla SL:a patl'ia. 

Sl eOlH10 F. Ca:'uana Dingli (GaIleria Maltese), P, Santo 
lascio ~a patria "ill eta avanzata··. tliccollle fo.~i)e nato ne11728, 
lluanJQ part! cIa ::VII,dta nel 1781, egli aveva 53 anni. 

A M:/ta (lues;o Domellic:ano lascio Illemoria, di llomo sa­
piente, U01110 ,al1to, nomo tntto ded:cato al belle delle anime . 

.Nella Giu:ihna cIella Yalletta (Vol. :.3, f. 4(1) si legge che 
cgli em Ull p:'edieutore ben noto per la sua gra nele supienza. 
};di sempl'e aCl'ettava le cariche impo~:tt'gli dalla eomunita, 
e ne vel'l'avul'adempill1ento fsatto. L+li piaceva mo:to i1 dipin­
gcre l' 10 ~cJ-:ye:'e de;.>;!i opnsl'oli che poi ,;:oleH distribuire tra il 
IJopulo. .\d a~.cl:lli dei cosh'i p~:ct['i, studenti (1i teologia, tocco 
la .sorte t1i asco:tare le sue illlpl'egiabili lezioni <1i filosofia e teo· 
logia. Osservava con la massillla diligt'llza le regole del SilO 
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Unline, e in lui si l'ispecchiava in modo stl'aordinario 10 sp'irito 
Lli lloverta, tanto per la mobbiglla deha sua cella qualllo per i 
ve::;t,ti aa lui u::;ati. L'abnegazione, la e::ien:itava ue11'uso e :nella 
qualita del eibo. 01 01bava di vegetabi.i e di p'esce salato; e 
UUl'ante la maggior purte dell'allno, la sera non prendeva nulla 
fUOl'dle un bicdliere d'acqt;a. 11 0110 ,a::;petiQ era grave, ma 
llaS<..:Olllleya la grallde bonta d'Ll11 uomo i1 llua:e non cercava 
llilme fuon:M la gloria di Dio. 

Uaruuua Diu!:,li ha audw scritto c11e 1'. D<Lnto Gr6<:h iu 
detio e:;alllinatOle pro-si11Qdale dal Vescovo di Malta, e ,che e1'11 
Uh Eredicatore di tauta fama c11e, quando H padre capPu(;l:ino che 
doveva predicare i1 quaresima~e a 8a11 Giovl1n:ni, si ammalo, P. 
t:\allto fosse ehiamato iu vece sua; dice allche che: "in varie 
occasioni spiego segni di sanlita, ::;apeva penetrare .le piu na­
.:)coste determiuaziolli degli uomini, e Iu scoperto e conosciuto 
per vera penitente". 

Pos:;iamo aggiullgere dw 1'. Santo, il quale aveva illSegnato 
per lunghi anni, poteva ottenere se voleva il Maglsterio :nella 
ScLera 'l'eologia, :;lr:come aves:;c gia fatto l'e::<allle "ad gradus" ; 
do nonQstante rimase semplice Letl0l"0 di 'l'eo~ogia. Pub dursi 
che la sua ulllilta fosse la, caul3a del suo rifiuto di dive:ntare 
Magister. 

Tutto quanto si diceva a Malta intorno a questo santo do­
menicano, fu in seguito confermato da un nUlllero di testimQ:ni 
che avevano conosciuto jl P. Santo Grech a Cilllinna, dove passo 
l'ultimo decennio della sua vita. 

n Barone ed il Trapani :non sallno che nel 17S1 P. Santo 
Grech era P:riore ill Taormina. Affermano illvece che P. Santo 
ando da Malta a Palermo doude Iu poi mandata a Oiminna.; e 
aggiungono pure che i1 soggiorno di P. SantQ nella Sicilia era 
una specie di esilio. I due Bcrittori narrano questo episoillo: A 
Malta molti si confessavano duI P. Sa:nto Grech. Una volta. 
ando a confessarsi da lui una signora e P. Santo vedendola piut­
tosto indisposta non le diede l' a&'301uzione. Lasciato il co:nfes­
sionile, il padre andava a diBtribuire la comunione, e quella si­
gnora·, senza. nessun tnnore si prese:nto a comunicarsi. "Appe:na 
le stuvu vicino, P. Santo senti la propria mano tenuta da una forza 
straordinaria: em segno che Dio nOll avrebbe permesso quel 
sa.crilegio. 
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n Barone ed il 'l'rapani vennero a sapere di questo avvelli­

meh.to da uomilli v6Ct:hi the .,i eOlHiidere.vano testimoni sQlLallto 
"de a udih~". i\ !c1mi elei testimon i raccontarollQ i1 fa tto un po' 
di'i'cr,;anicllte, dis::;el'O, cioe, che fos,;e P.Santo che di sua voglia 
Ilcgo la t:0111uniOllv ad nna signom perf.:he questa non era vestitc1 
lIee:elltelllell'le. 'ruttavia, i testilll{)ni ::;on d'ateoc'do nelconsta­
tare che ltt,;igll{)l'a molto adirata, aildo da~ Gran Priore dell' 01'­
dille di ::). Giovauni e per cOllseguellza i eavalieri mandal'ono via 
tla :\Ialta il P. Santo Uru.:h, 

(Juando il cQlllando di dover la!'ciu.re la patl'ia giullse a P. 
8anto, I.:u.stui si l'Ussegno eou gralllle paziellza. cd inginocchian­
,do::ii bat io la. tern)' per e:;;jJl'illlel'e la sua volonta di <;onfor:marsi 
aJa volonu1 del ::)i~ 110l'e; poi si l'eeo alla eella ,pc'ese un saeco 
eOB vei:ititi the pose ~;ulle ~}Jalle, e eol ba:;;tone in mallO in guisa 
dj pellegl'illO ando al:a 8ir:ilia, senza sallltare gli amiei e senza 
Raper.la .Slla destillazlOlle. 

n serve di Dio sbar;.:O a Palenno e prese la via uel conven­
to di Santa Zib d{)ve HI l'icevuto dai (;Onfl'atelli uomenicani. 

NOIl sappiamose (luesto nteeolltQ sla vem ° no. Ho fatto 
lllolte rieere11e nei registri dei Cavalieri dove .stanno l'ieordati i 
"salvtt eondotti" e gli onlllli di partenza delle nayi, eel ho rice1'­
euto unr.:he 1]el 1lbri "de:1a seeretitt\~' ma non ho trovatQ nessu­
iJaindieuzio]H' ~dell'{)]'dille cli bsc-iare Malta, che :"i suppone che 
,;itt s\ato dato al P. Santo Ureeh. E possibile d16 P. Santo ab­
liilL licgato la oOll1unione ad nna dOllllaehe llOIl si ve8tiva c1ecen­
tl~Illellte, e (luesto avrebbe avuto luogo ]lella parroc.chia del Porto 
Sal~o, un po prima ehe P. Sal1to 1'01:'8e eretto Pl'iore aiS. ))0-
Illellico di 'J'aol'luilla. i\fa. e pill pl'obabile c'he l'espulsione ela 
:\1aita sia ulla favola inventata dara gente ('he aveva tanto sOI­
::ellto pet la "La partenza dtt Malta., 

)ion &. pl'Obabi 'e che 1), Santo "ia ri,o:'l1ato It Malta dopo 
i1 suo primato a rroannina. Sewllllo la <+illliallu della Valletta, 
·(Ja 0I'aonnina P. Santo passo per il convento cli Ciminna. Se­
;ebndo il Bal'one e il 'rrapulli egli and()a. Ciminna dopo che aveva 
passU/to qualche tempo nel r.:Ol1vento (li Stl1. Zita <1i Palermo, 
dove era maestro dei novizi. 1\'1ent1'e 1). Santo ,stava nel con­
velJ:Ji6 di Stu, Zita, a Cllnillna abitava il fUJ.llOSO Padre V. Bran­
enixt·:.·;· Qucst:i. nueqlle nell.738; 1,e1: l11!6$rti:ll1Se~ll~'V'JI, ll'eil'OOluin:arip 
d:i:.G il'ge11'ti e £11 anche Pri01'e del Convento di .Sun Domenico cli 
<j't1plla eittu. Pill volte fi.l superiot'e (1el (:oDvento eli Oiminna e 
rnor1 nd 180G, noto da tutti pet' la "ua bonta e per la sua sa-
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pienza. Il OonigIione, che ;mi ha dato queste informazioni suI 
1). Bmn<:tll0, llli hft tit tto e:;:;e1'c ftl1che egli l'autore eli ·"La Rap­
p"e:;eniazione fignata tii tutto l' Apocali~se" (*L 

P. Bmncato <:olpito c1a:!a bonta (li P. San to Grech, feee il 
I-UO meglio pen-he questo prendesse dimora nel convento di Oi­
minna. E r;usd.; pe]'(:h~ P. Santo part! per C'iminna, facenc10 
,~ piedi le :34 miglia che la separa (la Palenno. 

SieuJlne il r. Santo (l:ech pa:;savft gli nltimi rlieci anni 
d8~:a "ua yita al conve11(O lii C'iminmt e il suo corpo si kova ye­
llel'lllO ne1la c,hiesa, ch 1 (onvellto ei pare OPPOl'tU;10 qui eli dare 
aleuni ('enni ~to!'il:i illtorno al lietto COI1Vellto. 

Xel 1510 Gi'~('omo e ~i,r:oh1 eli ,Bille c1iedero il terreno ai 
padl'i domen:eani l'erehe pote"se?'o edificare un convento a Oi­
lIlinna. Qnt'~to :uogo era vie ino alla chiesa clel Salvatore che. 
come si l'ileva cia una s('l'i;>;ione su c1i nna delle campane, em 
i-iLla gilt ec1ifl."ata ne! 1404. N e1 15:30 il ~'onvC:'nto era pronto e 
in anni dopo il Papa affido la ('hi8;;;a alia cum dei domenicani. 
Con rainto di Yt1ri he]1efattori ne; 17GO fmono apel:te scuole per 
tutti nel ('011Yento, le f1uali durarono fino al 1862. A causa. di 
lI1\a leggeer1l[l1)atrt net 7 lugIio IBM i Pac1ri furono espulsi da 
Cirninna ed il :oro ('onvento cac1de ne1le mani del govel'llo. Per­
(·i() ~,(Iomenical~i non ('rano piu in ~rac1o eli tenC:'re cum della 
chiesn" la qnale si trova ogi-!'i affidata a11a cura c1i un rettore no­
minato dal1'Orc1inario. Mimicu eli Masi elescrisse molto bene i 
~lieci anni eli laYQro c1i P. Santa Grech a Oiminna nella poesia 
>;('ritHt ad ono:'e del })omenicano : 

"A Oiminn11 capitau ;::tu gran elutturi, 
Ca, [u mannatu eli c1c1n, banna mani, 

.Vinni pi dari esempiu e timuri, 
A tuHi ni vulia santificari". 

Quanto c1avyero il P. Santo a Ciminna "vinni pi c1ari esem­
p'u e til111ll'i" 10 I"appiamo dal Bm'one e dal Trapani i quali 10 
r;r.peyan9 alla :Ol'O vo1ta c1a un numel'o eli testimoni tra cui ven­
gono ('nume~'ati venti einqlle, "de visu", tutti wc.chl da, settanta 
anni in <;1l e che conosrevano il P. Santo aneora vivo. I 10ro 

(~;) TI Canoniro Coniglione mi ha spiegato il f;'gnificato di "Autorc 
rll?ll'k Rappl'eselltazione". Mi ha detto che a Ciminna, nella festa' daH'In­
YrnZi011P dp11a Rnnta Ch'orc, che si celehra i1 1mo. magg:o. si tiene n11n 
pro('pssiolle 11c11a quale si, csil)isr011o (lei qundri plastiri 0 rn1)prpsrmtazio11i 
c1i a1'cune veritii' deITa, fede Cristiana. Ne} maggio 1797 c'erano rapprc­
srntnzioni di rpisodi tolti clall' ApOi"allsRe cli San Giovunni. 
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nomi sono 111('88i neg'li Archivi del Convento di rr. Maria della 
Gl'otta, a Malta, in8leme col l'e8to degli sC'ritti dei Padri Barone 
e Trapani. 

Il primo !il8empio daio dal P. Santo a1 popolo di Ciminna 
fit la pU1'iM, del Cl:Ol'e che t:aspariva dal suo agire. Amico di 
tuiti, non si sentiva mai aitaccato ad uno piu che ad un aHro; 
non pm'lava mai Isenonche per necessita; [['1101'ch8 usciva per fare 
quakhe pas8Pggiara 80leva u8ci1'£ da solo a,lla ,campagna, colla 
mente ml'('oIta in Dio. Egli I,oleva mostral'e la sua benevolenza 
\'('1'<:0 gli ul'cePi, il che veniva infe!'PJ'etato dal popolo di Cimin­
na come effeUo della purita del cnore e dell a mmte, Tornat.of:i 
f! 1 conve11to dopo un passe£!'gio, P. Santo prima cli entrare den­
im Roleva aRsidel'si pre~",o la porta perche le tre ,colombe di un 
('pdo Nmu::iu di Vita volassero alIe Rue spaHe ed egli potesse 
uC'carpzzarle e paRcrrle colIe proprie mani. 

Davvel'O che la gente di Ciminna poteva vedere in questa 
eondotta, del p. Santo la, pUl'ezza della sua anima 00me apparve 
in aIfri uomini noti per la 101'0 f"ant,itit e per la 101'0 benevolenza 
V(,I'SO gli an imali. I volatili non gli ubbidivano mica percM 
('rano maestl'ati a far:o. ma pen·he si f"entivano attrafti a Ini come 
nc1 un noma in ('uj potevansi vedere la pofenza e 10 splendore del 
Pndmne di tutto il eeato. P. Santo riusciva a mantenere questa, 
pmt='7.zacon la mor'tifieazione del corpo, specie col digilmo. ~uttl 
~di abitanti eli Ciminna sapevano quanto (Juro e costante era jJ 
diginno (lel clomenicano malteF'e. AlIa. sera di tutti i giorni del­
J'nnno hac;iavano a lui tre once di pane e un bicC'hiere d'acqua. 
Durante la Qllaresima a mezzogiorno prendeva un pezzo di pane 
con nn po' (Ji olio e un fmmmento cli aringa, di modo che una 
ROJa. aJ'inga gli bastava per tutta la Quaresima. E superfiuo (fire 
che yerso la fine della Quarer;ima l'aringa in~ominciava, a c01'­
rompeJ'si ma il P. Santo si mort.ifi~ava tanto da continuare a 
eiharsi del~a stessa aringa. 

Un altro segno c1eIla. sua mortificazione meravigliosa e i1 
fatto ,('he per pOl'ta.re vittoria su pe stesF'O lasCiava delle pulci 
non so~o I'lll RUO letto dvI'o ma anclie Rul suo corpo, e questo 10 
facevi! non perche egli era Rporco 0 pigro ma soIta.nlo per avere 
nn me;::zo con {'ui potessl" soffrire. 

Davvero P. Santo non era sporco e si presenJava sempre 
pnlito; e la. pigrizia era tanto contra la, sna indole che sempre 
crJ'r>nva, di pac:<ml'e il SllO tempo di riposo in qua1che occupazione 
utile. dicendo che In pigrizia. e la lonte di tutti i guai. 
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Il P. Santo Grech era ul1'tlnill1a di pl'eghiera. nlolte ore 
pas.':ll1Va ogni giorDo davanti al rrabprDacolo, ovvero elavanti al 
Cl'Ocefisso e c1avanh alla Madonna del Rosario. La gente si com­
ll10veva al vederlo celebrare la Messa: il 8110 raecoglimento, il 
8UO fervol'e ed amore risplendevano nella fae,cia come una 1uee 
celestiale. 

Il suo metodo di prepararsi alle precliehe consisteva nel riti­
!,tHsi in t:all1era per pl'egal'e. affint:he la pal'ola ch Dio usci:o"e 
<1alla boeca e dal cuore non come effetto dello studio ma .come 
frutto dell'elevazione del:a sua mente a D:o. Predico la Quare­
~ima parec,c·hie volte; eppnre llella {;umel'a non aveva libri, e 
dopo la sua. morte non fli trovata ne88una predica seritta, ma 
soltanto alel:ni pezzi di ,carta con cle;le eitazioni clalra S. Scrit­
film. 

P. Santo pratieava lui :::te8so tutto cia ehe predieava con 
tn,nto zeIo dal pulpito, di modo ('he la sna vita, era tutta una 
pl'ec1ica viva. Questo zelo per le anime e il buon esempio erano 
manifestati oSopl'atutto nel suo comp0l'tamento come superiore 
<1e1 convento di Ciminna, di .cui egli era vical'io-priore. 11 Ba-
1'OJ1f' ecl il Trapani, bencM scrissel'o sulla pruclf11za. e spirito di 
di8ciplina con cui egli aclempl. il S110 uffieio, tuttavia non clicono 
in quale periodo fi1 superiore il P. Santo Greeh ; ma qllesto pe­
l'iodo pua c1etel'minar8i da quanto segue. 

Nel tempo in cui P. Santo Grech era Buperiol'e del con­
vento ell Clminna, la nomina dei Rupe"iori ecelesiastici e l'eligio­
si dOVl'va, e,.sere ratifieata dal1n Regia Mona]'(:hia, in forza di 1111 

eclitio del 1 settembre 1788. Dt'. Vito Graziano nel suo libro 
"Ciminna - Memorie e Docnmenti". dopo di affermare che i1 
P. San to era varie volte supe!'iore de1eonvento eli Ciminna dice 
('he nel 18 gennaio 1793 il Capitano, i Giurati ed il Sindaco Cli 
Ciminnn c1omandnrol1o a1 Vie-ere c1ella Sicilia. c1i confermare 11 
Domenicano Maltese nella Slla c·a,riea. 

P. Santo Greeh possedeva tutto quello chee riehiesto in 
un buon superiore: doe attestnto c1a qlwllo che hanno raccolto 
il Bal'Olle ed i1 Trapani. Efli aveva ammonito parecchie volte 
uno dei 8uoi frati, P. Gargano, di non rimanere fl:Ori a taTda 
ora, Sieeome questo frate trascuro questi avvisi, il vicario­
prim'e diecle un o!'c1ine al portinaio eli ehindel'c la porta ae1 eon­
vento ai toeehi dc>ll'''Ave MaJ'ia" e eom:egnfLrglienele chiavi. 
Quando i1 P. Gargano ritorno c> hnc;so aUa porta, (fieenno cho 
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egli era jl r. Gargano, il Supel'iore rispose che il P. Gal'gano, 
come tutti gli altri Imoni l'eligiosi, a qul'll'ora c10vrebbe eSS!3re 
denho: e 10 lascio fuori tntta la llotte. L'indomuni, quando a 
bl1on' ora fll ape~ta la chiesa, quel povel'o Irate si reeo alla pro­
pria cella, aspettando ogni momento che vellis?e il Superiore a 
l'impl'overado; pe1'o a qnec;ti parve che !'a,veva rimpo1'verato ab­
basta11za. Pe~'(:io il frate am111il'o molto la prudenza c1el suo 
supel'io:'c ec1 l ra poi ,:;empre ubbic1iente ai suoi orc1ini. 

In una simile maniera si compol'to P. Santo col sa1'to del 
('onvento. Questo sal'to, Giovanni Gallo cli nome, avendo p1'e­
pnnlto una tonic2- per uno dei frati, gliela porto una sera a tarc1a 
ora quando l f!'ati erano giil l'accolti i11Came1'n, Avenc10 bussato 
al:a porta e c1ichiarato che egli era Gallo, il sarto, il P. Santo 
l'ispose ('he a quel1'on1 i galli c1ovrebbero essere nel po11aio. Il 
sal"co (·apl. e tOl'no inC1iett'O. 

(continua) 

P. GATJEA, O.P. 
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Casus Moralis 
,\..1)de1 lUgU;;, eonfe;;sa,'iuf', ~aeramentalem confessionem audit 

cujU:-idalll Ncbulonis <]ueill llo"it peccaiUlll gran; sibi eclaro (luod 
scientia propria bibillletip;;j eOllstat Nebulonelll COllllllisis;;c; ne­
que, ex indubi i" adjunetis, cOllfe;:;;;arius praeSl1111el'e pote;;t N ebu­
]onelll relll de qUll agitnr non lwhl'l'e pro pcCC<1to, aut ipsmll pec­
eatulll ohlitum esse, aut jalll confessulll fuisse, ant habere cau­
"alll illud racendi. Prudentel' .\.bllenugns N ehulonelll de eadem 
peccato illteJ'l'Ofmt, qui Sbtilll ulllJ1ia !legaL Iis lUIlC nOIl obstanti­
lws, AI)(1enagus Ncbulollelll ab:-;olyit, hot' pl'int'ipio innixu;; : "('rc­
dcndlllll est poenitenJ-i ium pro hC, tUlU ('ontra se 10lluenti". 

,Qu,aeritur : 
10. NUUl AbdelJagus recte ill casu judicayc:rit. 
:20. N UUl vahde N ehulonem absoh-erit. 

Solutio: 
Ad I. - Male ,\bdelHlgm judic,ayit in caSll pl'ineipium enilll 

quo ip:se inn itebacur in ca;;u 11')1011'0 non YldeL Crec1endulll est uti­
que poelJitel1ti tUlll pro ,,10 tnlll eontra se loquenti, <]u1a ipse poc­
nit(:,ll~ in tl'ibunali l)oenitential' est reus et testis, aCl:llsator et ad­
yocatus sui ipsiu:s; insuper poenitens in ('onfessione f'E'lllper prae­
;;l1menclus est vera x , lIisi talllen alilld jJl'Obetlll' ill cO'Ilil'wriuJII. Igi­
tur Confessarius semper est in ofiicio poenitentem a\)solvencli. 
·lIi.)£ cerlo 8ciat ipsulIl poenitenlelll sacrilegam confe'lsionem pera­
gel'e l'eticito sibi peccato grayi, quod illi certo eonstat eum COlll­
lllisisse. Si igitu]' Abclenagus optillle fecit pl'udenter investigancln 
et intel'l'oganc1o N ebu]Ol1tell: cirea peceatnl1l grave l'eticitulll, male 
feeit ilhull, peeeatum grave negantem. u bsolvendo. 

Sed ut adlmC' praecisiork':-; siltlllf' e iJ'cn pl'inci pi llll! quo Abde­
i1agu:; illllixu;; [nit _ di;;tingnere 1101' opoJ'tet inter pcecati eOllllllis;;i. 
('ognitionem in cOllfes;;i())le sacl'amentali habit.am et extra ;;acl'a­
mentulll hahitalll. et quidelll "in' ex relatione alio!'um sive propria 
experientia hahitalll. 11\ prilllo casu, i.t'. cum ('.onfesl:;aJ'ius cogno­
scit peeeatUlll ex confessione [litE'rius. ipse tenetlll' utique generu­
tim circa illud intcrl'oglll'e et pOE'nitelltE'm hOl'tnl'i ut eonscientiam 
suam emu omni fidlleia sibi aclapel'iat. et si poenitens illterl'oga­
tus negaverit, tune, juxta communiorem sententiam, poenitens 
est absolvendus. Notitia ellilll peecaii ex sola, confessione alteriwo, 
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dicamus cOlllpliei::;, habita, J)l'o 11 ulla ['st habenda; secus el pericu­
hun sigillulll sacrumelitale violancli aJmlset. 

Dixi "juxta cOllltlluniorelll selltentialll", quia, al i(lll i lllCinl­

li::;tae, inter quos 8. Alphomms, llocent ill casu poenitcntelll nullo 
lllOaO llbsolvendum es~c "tied tantulIl (Confessarius) alilluid met 
ad oeeultundum negatiollem absolutionis'·. 

CUIll vero Confessal'ius extra conies::;ionelll ex relatione alio­
rultl pcecatum poenitelltis coglloseit, POC]] itells itf:'l'Ulll pruden (81' 

Ctit interrogalldus, tiecl si peceatum llegat, sinc ullo dubio et pPI' se, 
cst absoIYcJl(lllS. Hie rcvera locUJIl obtinet axiom:l il1ull : "Cl'cdcn­
dum est poellitellti etc". Helatio enim aliol'ulll majorelll fidem 
facere non pot est quam declaratio poenitentis, nee pl'Oinde magis 
alii::; quam ipsi creclere telletur Confessal'ius. Cetcl'uJrl relatorcs, 
exdusa ill illis mala ficle cum simus ill confessiolle, cleeepti esse 
possunt. Sed et in hoc casu S. Alphomms absolvere non al1del'ct 
poenitentem peccatulll retieentelll, eUlU praesertim testes yel 1'e­
!atores sunt ita graves ut de peccato eommisso lIlol'alis ce1'titudo 
habeatur. .Juxta citatum Doetol'em axioma ilIud "Credendum 
poellitenti etc" yalet solulD in re clubia, non vera in re 1lI0raliter 
ceria. 

CUlll yero Confesl:>arius t'xperientia vel scientia propria pcc­
catulll in poenitente cognoscit, quia v. gr. propriis oculis illum 
occidentem vcl furantcll1 vidit, aut propl'i is a u1'ibl1s bla::;phemall­
tem andivit; convincendus est utique poenitens et si cOlIstallier 
negat. sine absolutione est c1imittenclus, modo tamen nulluQU ltIo<­
tivulll habeat peccatum l'cticendi aut jam de eo confes~:ms sit. Sub­
lata hac sl1ppositione. poellitens inclispositus esset. Sed quod N e­
bnIo noster nullulll 1ll0tiVUlll habuit peccatullI grave non confitellcli 
patct et expositiolle casus. Jgitlll' Abdenagus male illtel'pretat!ls 
est axiolllH praedieturll et Nelmloneltl inabsoll1tUltl l'elllittere c1e-
buit. . 

Ad n. - Iterum negative respolldendum est. Ad validitatelll 
ulilll absolutionis. ex parte subjecti l'etJuirulltur "aduf:i poenitell­
tis", confessio llempe, contritio et satisfactio, qui actus, qualll­
vis, juxta Scotistas, essentiulll Sacramenti non efticiunt sUllt t,a-
llIen reqllisiti uti conditio sine gua nOli. ' 

Hequil'itur Confessio et quidem jure divino uti doeet Tl'idell­
tinulll (Sess. XIY, c. v,). Haec autent COllfessic), ad validal1l ah­
solution em , debitis vestikt esse debet cOllllitionibns, et prat'serbm 
'ver(l1lL lLtque illt t'yl'all! e::ise oporLet. l' em, i.e. sille Illendacio pe­
racta et quic1em sub gravi in re gravi, sub !evi ill re levi. Integra., 
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non quideru materialiter i.e. tot quot, sed sU~lcit fonn~Utcr (luod 
obiillet cum explicantur omnia peccata 1ll0rtallCl quae llle et nUllC, 

spectatis aujullctii:i, accusari possunt ?t debent. . 
N uuc ad rem 1l0i:itram quod attmet. Ei:itue vera et Illtegra 

Nebulollis confei:isio? Nego absolute. Non est vera, quia Nebulo 
i:ieienter negat peccatullllllortale '. quae ncgatio, cum sit ill re gra­
vi, j,mbstantialiter judi0iulll i:iacramentale CLIterat; cUlllque nota­
bilelll irrevercntiam erg-a rem tam sacralll ill :-:;e 00n tilleat, peccati 
Nebulollis speciellllllutat in i:iacrilegiulll. Neque integra, quia Ne­
bulo, uti et expositione cai:iUS eonstat, nullum lllotivUIll habuit 
peccatllll1 suum tacendi. 

llequiritur im;uper in pocnitente contritio, i:ieu dolor et uc~et:)ta­
tio peecati tornrnissi et quidem necesr:;itate meuii et praeceptl emu 
llaturalis tum divini, uti docet idem 'l'rideutinum sess. XIV, c. iv. 
Haec autern contritio, praeter alias qualitates quas habeat opor­
tet, 'vera. at que jorlllali& esse debet i.e.inierna" seu voluntate C011-

cepta. Estne talis N ebulonii:i contritio? Nullo modo. Etenim qui 
vere atque sincere uolet de injuria Deo lrl'Ogata peccatis, vult 
etiam obsel'val'c ea olllnia quae Chl'istus ad l'clllissiollem peccato­
rum onlinavit praecepitquc. 

N ebulo igitur non est verllS poeniicns, sed, uti Layman 11<1-
bet "simulator egregms'!' (1), vel cum SporeI' "simulator ne­
quam" (2). Aliis verbis, N ebulo est indispositus, ergo indignus. 
Indignis vero occultis occulte petelltibus, sub gravi neganda. sunt 
Sacramenta, turn ex caritate et religioue, ex eo quod Minister qui 
Sacramenta indigno administrat ad gravissimurn sacrilegium co­
opeI'atur et fideles grave scandalurlL patiuntur, turn ex fidelitate, 
cum Minister non sit dominus S3ICrrurnentoI'um sed simpliciter 
dispensator juxta volutatem Domini sui. Dominus autem irnperat 
ne sanctum detur canibus neque margaritae mittantur ante por­
cos (3). Ab hac obligatione, juxta aliquos, excusat tantum grave 
periculum, quia, hoc in casu, cooperatio esset materialis tantum, 
non vero formalis. 

Concludendum est ergo quod male fecit AQdenaaus Nebulo. 
~em ind~spositu:n: absolvens. Absolutio enim hujus ;st invalida, 
ll~O sacnlega, etsl Abdenagus, ad summum, excusari possit a gra­
VI propter suam bonam fidem. A. TABONE. 

(1) LAY.;UAN: Tlteuluqia Jloralis, Lih. V, tr. IV, c. XIV, 25. 
~2) SPOItEIt: 'l'heulugia Moralis, Pars HI, c. VI, Sec. IV, 11. 802. 
(a) Mt. VII, 6. 



Book Review 
'J'I/(~ nuuli of Ill!; Psal.ms, 1'01. J : J-LXXII trallslttteQ frow a cri­

Lc.:aLy reyisul Hebrew Text, with l'Ollllllelltal'Y by the HighL 
Hey. l\fgl'. K .T. I,JSSA?·n::; Bro\\'lle & Nolan lAd., Dublin, 
ID3o, pp. xlv +- 3H). 

;r. STEIX:\L\.NN, Les Pilau/lies; J. (+abalda, 1951, pp. 18G. 

'rile literan- studv of the Psalllls has, in reeent ,'ears, been, 
t() a eertain ext~nt, re~()lutil)nizec1. 'rhe PS~llllS are no'!ongel' eOll­
si·dered as Illcre literary compositiolls lltallifesting a Cel'ta!ll degree 
ut poetic: skill 1101' a;; mere ,l)rayers expreBsing the religious ;;ent i­
went;; of the pious lsraelite. If religious poetr,\' is the expression 
of IlUUl'S internal feelings provoked <:dher by the consideration of 
God's attributes 01' by cell·am historieal cirCl1IUstll nces, the bib­
lieal songs must ncccssttril,\' be vie\ved in the light of those psy­
dlOlogic.:al and historical fnds frolll which they have sprung np. 
If,very .P:oallll represents Lt psychological or a historical lSituatjon 
to whi<:h there l'.oITe::;ponds a particular literary for III or pat­
km. '1'11e situatioll lktenllines the literary font} and tbj;;, Oll 

!lle other hand filleds light on the c:irclllllCitallcC'fi which have occa­
sioned the Psallll. Henee Lt new line of approach has been opel)t'(\ 
IIp, and it is now the ilr"t ta:ok of the Psalllls-intel'pl'ete'r to cletel'­
llli nF the litem]',Y type and the 8tlz illl Levell 01' "situation ill 
life" of every P:oallll. '['he name of H. Gtillkel is closely associated 
with this new line of illYestigatioll, and, although we cannot agree 
with all his cOlleiusio:1S, it lti Ulliversall) l'ecogni7,ecl tlmt helms 
lurgely ('ulltl'ibuted to a better understanding of the lyriea! song's 
of Israel. . 

Both works ullder reyiew follow, although ill (1 ii1'erent ways 
and to n dilrel'{:'llt ('xtellj, the ne\\' cl'itil'lll h!llCll!lleies. ](iSS;ll"lC 
dassilies the Psahns ael'ordillg' to tll(' fojJ(),,:ing l,atego]'ieti: 
a) Prayet' fur deliVl'rallCe fl'Olll tronble 01' "Individual Lament;;" 
ilJ whi'ell the indiyidnal Israelite begs (fod tu deliver him from 
siclme;;:-;, sufTering, persecutioll, etc.; h) Pra~'el' for deliverance 
frolll ellelllie;; ot' "C'Olnlllunal Lamellts" in whiel! tlw psalllli:-;t Im 
beltlilf of the llatioll entreats nod to ddiH'l' rheltl frolll oppre:-l­
:-lion; c) Psalms or Confidence, wllich rOrlll a ';llw.ll group; 
d) Ptialllls of 'I'hanb,giving for deli,'erallce from sicli:Ile:os, opprps­
sioll, etc.; e) Dic1aetic a11(l Hi"toricall'tialms having for their sub-
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jE,ct-llwttel' the Law in gel1t'l'al or sOllle l1loral pmulelll, or the 
imst history or brad: n Pl'opheti<.: 01' "{esc:in1lic PSldllls includ­
in')' the noval 1\;a1l1ls. 'I'll(' th:;on or :t New Year Festival, s!) 
n. '. . 

strungl~' a(1\-ocatt,d hy 8. ::\IowinC'l,e\, and "Coronntinll PsallllH' 

ic: reje'cted. 
'l'hiK <:lac:sIfication agree;;; substantially wilh that proposed hy 

Cinnkel.l3ut the litn<try features of tht' sevpra·j classe" are yery 
lightly touehcd upon. N(') l'dt'iCllCe is lllad" to the Bahylonian unll 
I'~g'yptian reli'~'i()lls SOllgs, wlli<:ll. s0l11eti1l1eS, bear a striking affi­
nity \\ith the biblie:tl SOll,rs, I\ot' is till' liturgical cllanleler of eel'­
iHi;] Psalms 'sufficiently brought out. 'While it is recognized, on 
lhe ,~r()unds of titles. that certain PsallUs have been composed for 
a definite litmgical u~e Ip. XXY), nothing' is said of those Psalms, 
;.,uc-ll as (he 'J'llHllk:;giyi n;.( Psalllls, wiJich actually repre;:;ent a li­
tUl'gic-al :ldioll. r['hc jitmgical l'Pprc'sentation of the Psalms gin:s 
a gl:eat dramatic forcp t()the \Yul'c1s of tile psalmist. and the ex­
position of the meaning would cel'tullll~' gain in clarity and effec:­
liYeness. It is true thai in the (Ollllllental'Y reference is made tu 
the -acrifiee orl'ered b~' the psnilnist, but tl~e interpretation won\(l 
!nlllll'llsely gain in viyjclness if it is Illade to renel as a commental'Y 
to tht' sacrificial or litmg'ical aeton. 

As regarc1s the ()thei~ introductory pl'Obie1l1fl, the COlllmentary 
llloves along traditional lines. ])avid IS held to he the principal 
anthor of the Psalter, althOllgh:he titles have no absolute author­
it~'. "Hnt if there is nothing in the hody of the Psaln.l which is 
inconsistent with the '['itle which ascribes it to David, thl' safe~t 
('ont"se is to accept the test imony of tracl ition" (p. xxx). A large 
number of Psalms reflect tht' conJitirills or the Bah~-Ion ia n exile, 
hut there is ]]0 convincing' e\'iilence for the Mucc'abeean origin of 
an~' Psalm (p. xxxi). Under tins l"t'spcd 1\:is:::ane is more conser­
vative and rnore pmclent th~n E. Podeeharc1 (Le PS(JlItie1",1-75, 
TlyOll, 19-10) who brings the origin of the gretLtl'J' pal't of Pss. 1-7;') 
(10wn to exilic and post-ex!lic times. 

'Phec1ispositiol1 and, one nta~· add ,the sonnc1ness of doctrine 
and the standard of scholarship are the same aR those of the auth­
or's eomrnentaries on the books of ,Toh (1939) and Isaiah (1941, 
19;J;). The translation of ea'ch Psalm is preceded by a brief intro­
duction dealing with these points: subject of the Psalm and cir­
('Ull1stances \vhieb may have oecasioned it metrical structure 
and a briefsnmmary 0'1' amdysis of its conte~1ts; it is followed 1)\: 
a·short list of textual notes and the commentary. ' 
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Many of the textual emendations adopted by the author are 
accepted by all critics, hut some are proposed here for the firqt 
time. Such renderings as 'For the wicked boasts of wickednesR' 
(Ps. 10, 3a), 'with unfaltering step shall I walk' (Ps. 10, 6h), 
'Rave mv soul from the wicked that reviles Thee' (Ps. 17, 130) 
and m;ny otherR based on conjectural emendation deserve 
attention. Others are very disputable. In PR 12,6 ja·fiaii.lo m:.vkBs 
good RenRe and no emendation is necessar~'. In Ps. 12, 7b the 
emendation of ba.'alil 'smelting furnace' to ma'ala.1au iR nnnece~­
sary, beca,use the meaning 'furnace' occurs in other cognate lan­
guageR (G. R. Driver, 'rhe JOIl1'lwl of Theological Studies, 193:3. 
147). In Ps. 20, 8b naiki7' probably must be tr'lm,lated 'we boast', 
and no emendation iR neceRsaTV (G. R. Drivel'. -ibid., 148). In Ps. 
52, lIb no emendation is req'u:red aR the verb aqawwe mean;:;, 
very probably, 'I will wait npon, I will Rhow respect' which makeR 
good sense (G. R Driver, ibid .. 150). Accepting an emendation 
proposed by Hel'kenne (Dos Buch der Psabnen, Bonn, 1936) and 
ac1op'fed by Podechard ([Je PS'antier, N ote8 eritiqtte8, Lyon, 1949) 
Kissane reac1s ma(lcll :io'ilin Ps. 7.11 iDfltead of ma.ginn1: 'a1 an(l 
rejects the commonly accepted emendation 'alaj as contrary to 
Hebrew usage. But apart from the fact that 'alaj 'over me, around 
me' is not against Hebrew usage, the expression rna(linni 'a1 el()­
Mm is paralleled by Ps. 62, 8 'al elohim jvx'i 'in God (i8) my sal­
vation' . 

The commentary is marked throughout by a higl1 standa,rd of 
scholarship, a well-balanced jUdgment, soundness of interpreta­
t.ion anc1 concision. It is not overloaded bv wearving- discussions 
of variant reac1ings, conjectural emenc1ati~ns and diverg-enii exe­
getical views. The author is well abrea8t of the progress of Heb­
rew philolog~' and, occasionally, new meanings replace the older 
ones. Thu8 'arabo't in Ps. 68, 5 is not 'desert' as usuallv translat­
ed, but 'clouds', a new meaning which U/:taritic h;s recently 
hrought to light. In Ps. 69, 2 nefe'.1' is no longer '80ul' (Vulg. 
an ima), but 'neck' according- to Accadian 'YIapixtn. In 72 16 the 
verb ra.'a{(~ c10es not mean 't~ shake' , but 'to grow, to incr~as.e, to 
flourish', a meaning supported by Arabic and a,ccepted by Wub:, 
Driver. It i8 only regretted that Kissane has not made a more 
extensive use of Driver's philological explanations. Thus in Ps. 
2\). \) the sense is improved and parallelism restored if we trans­
late: "Yahwe maketh the hinds to calve, and the bleating kids to 
be brought hastily to birth (Journ. of Theol. 8t., 1931,255). The 
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rendering of Ps. 22, lOb 'Thou didst make 1llE' trnst O]l lll~' mo: 
iher's breast' will be greatly improvHl if the \'('1"h lw/all 'to tru;st 
is given its original meaning 'to lie flat', hiphil 'to lay flat' wlnch 
is preserved in .f\l'abic; hence 'Thou hast laid me flat 011 my mo­
ther's breast' (G. R. Driver, St.udies in Old '1'estamrrit Prophecy, 
Edinburgh, 1950, p. 59. Other remarks: in Ps. m, 10 la' et pa­
nc7w, wh!ch is generally translatec1.'in the day of your presence' 
lileans really 'in your time', the 110nl1 panelw 'your presence' he­
iug iOimply the equivalent of the pronominal suffix '~;onr' (:\'. R . 
. 10hnson, The Vitality of the Individual in thp TIIOIl(fht of !l/lclcnt 
Israel, Oardiff, 1949, p. 47). In Ps. ::10, a lIlitfob 'from gooc1' must 
probably be translated 'speechleFs' rru. Zolli, Biblica, ]953, p. 
123). Ps. 30, ob should he rendered 'his fayonr will endure a life­
time' rather than 'life came by his favour'; for the meaning' of 
itaiiim 'a lifetime' see Zorell, Lerricon Hebr. e't /11·a111. V.T. S.\'. 

" This n~w commentary on the Psalms is a valuable contribu­
tion to the study of the Psalms Dnd a worthy companion of 'MgT. 
Kissane'B previollB comrnentaries on Joh and Isaiah, and it makes 
us look eagerly forward to its seconc1 part. 

steinmann's book is not a commentarv, but an introduction 
to the Psalms from the point of vinv of U{eir litemry genre. He 
translates and analyses 50 Psalms classifying them according ';0 
their literary type. The first group includes the RO~Tal Psalms, 
t.hat is: Ps. 24, 7-10; 110; 2; 11, 20; .J:5; 80; 72; 101; 46; ]8. 
'-rhese were written during th2 period of the monarchy and sin~ 
the praises of a king of Israel. Bnt after the exile they 'were recast. 
re-edited aud made to applv to the Messiah. Another group is 
made up of hymns and includei'.' Vs. 29; 19; 10·t; 8; 89; 103. The~T 
repre.c;ent God as the author of creation and as the invincible COn­
queror of the destructive forces of evil. Related to them are t]w 
Psalms of judgment and the Psalms of Jerusalem. These are late 
compositions developing the aspects of God's eschatolog;cal judge­
ment and extolling the new Jerusalem, the centre of t.he new 
theocracy. To this class belong PI-'. H3; G8; 8'1; 122; 87. These are 
followed by t.he elegiac songs expressing the laments of the af­
flicted Israelite. Examples are Ps. 42; '~3; 180; 51; B8; 88; 22; 
109. Sometimes the psalmist is Yoicing the lament;:; of the whole 
nation, as in Ps. 137; /'9; H; lOG; 44. Sometimes the unrestrain­
ed grief of the psalmist makes him bur;:;t into \vords of dire im­
precation agDinst the people's enemies, as in Ps. 83; 58. A In;.;t 
group contains the Thora Psalms and the vVisc10m PRalms, of 
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which Ps. 1; 19; 119; 105; 1L14; 127; 128; 133; 131 ~re given 
as specimens. 

The author. h()th ill hi::; textual cmendations anc1 in his trans­
lation draws largely on Gunkel and Podechard. Some ernend:l­
tions and rendel:inils "re very disputable. 'rIms in Ps. 1(1, 6 the 
rendering of tla/Jalilll. 'cords' by 'bnndages' used in embalming ii; 
hased on the assumed Egyptiftl1 affinity of the Psalm. In Ps. 
:")1, 16 dammilll, generally translated 'hloodshed, or a pl'eanatmc 
death', is rendered 'silent land', i.e. the underworld (Gunkell. In 
p:,;. 72, 16 the correction or jz:'ra:r to je';V(l1', proposed by Gnnkel 
and accepted by J\)(lechal'd, is unnecessary (see above). 

There are other poi n ts that are open to c(lIltl'OYCl'F-;:v. T s the 
theOl'v of a messianlC edition of the Roval Psalms based on soli,} 
gTolll~'ds? The many additions and textual alterations which tfle 
author has to make in order to support his theory aTe the strongest 
proof against, it. Thus the Priest-King of Psalm 110 (Di.rit, Domi­
/lug) W[tS, originall~', a king of Israel; he became the MesRiah 
when it post-exil!c editor added YV. 5-7, which have a strong eschn­
tological colouring, and transformed the king of Israel into a uni­
yersal king. Although thAre ma~' have been, during and after tlw 
pxile, Rome literar~' revision and re-editing of the sacred books, 
the theory of a messianic edition is more ingenious than con­
vincing. 

Another point which deserves carAful consideration is the re­
latiQn between the biblical and the Babylonian and Egyptian 
songs. A certain similarity in form and ideas -cannot be denied, 
hut one would certainly go too far if one would explahl this siani­
larit,v by a direct dependence of the Israelite poets on pagan 
sources. It is incredible, for instance, that a loval Yahwist should 
receive his faith in immortality from Egypt, a~d it is most uncri­
tical to translate '(mummy) bandages' instead of the usual 'cords' 
(] (j, 6) in order to give a stronger Eg'yptian colouring to the Psalm. 

But in spite of its many controversial points it is a very sti­
mulating book; it opens up broader outlooks in the field of Heh­
l'O\\, religious poetr:" and selTes to render the reading of the Psalms 
eaRier and more enjoyable. 

P. P. SAYDON. 




