TOPIC 4 – MORALITY OF HUMAN ACTS
A. What is the nature and concept of human acts?







Intellectual constituent – man cannot make decision or choices without having a sufficient knowledge of the action.
Volitive constituent – in every human action that man is acting, he must be free to act that for him is the attainment of any good.
B. Human Act presupposes human freedom!

No freedom in making choices, no sense of responsibility!
B.1 Freedom in the Bible: Man has always the freedom to do what is good and what is evil. But if he uses his freedom to do evil, he abuses it. We are only free to do what is good.
Old Testament: Man was created by God in His image and likeness. So, he is also capable of free choice.
· We have the freedom to choose life (Deut. 30: 15-20)

· Prophets reminded the people not to abuse freedom (Is. 19ff, Jer. 11: 6-8; Ezek 18: 21-28)

 New Testament: Jesus implies freedom when he said: “How often would I have gathered your children… and you would not (Mt. 23: 37)

· With freedom, we are responsible beings! Man is responsible fro what he had done… because he is free to do it (Mt. 16:27; 2 Cor 5: 10; 1 Cor 6:9ff; Gal 6:7ff; Rom 7: 1-6).
Church teaching: “ God willed that man ‘might of his own accord seek his creator and freely attain his full and blessed perfection by cleaving to him’”(GS 17)
C. Obstacles to Human Act
c.1- Impairment of required knowledge

a. Ignorance – may bein vincible or vincible

· Invincible – the person concerned can in no way be able to acquire the knowledge he must have. So his action is involuntary and therefore not fully responsible.

· Vincible – the person, with little effort, could have known the nature of the act. But out of negligence, he is incapable to do so. His act is voluntary and he is responsible for it.
b. Error – may be caused by deficient education, influence of bad companions, reading of misleading books, etc.

Causes of error in our time: ideologies, liberalist and anti-religious movements, fundamentalist circles, etc.

c. Inattention – distractions, absent- mindedness; but also implies voluntariness of ones action.
Note: ignorance and error are more permanent lack of knowledge; INATTENTION is just momentary failure to contemplate full knowledge due to distractions, absent-mindedness, semi-wakefulness, etc.
Inattention may:

a. not accomplish a human act – e.g. if by being absent-mindedness, he went out from his room with fully clothed on in the upper part, but has nothing on in the lower…
b. or may diminish a human act – e.g. if through violent passion, or some distraction, he may not be fully aware of the extent of his action. He might still be culpable, but the responsibility is diminished.

Note:  Some acts performed due to inattention may not lessen the responsibility, because before he became inattentive, he knows the full extent of his act. Yet he still allowed himself to enter into that state. E.g. drinking.
c.2 – Impairment of Free Consent

1. Passion – movement of emotions which is produced by good or evil stimuli as apprehended by imagination.

Concupiscible – love, hatred, desire, aversion, joy, sadness.

Irascible – anger, courage, fear, hope, despair.

· It does not connote evil; it is God who endowed us with these ‘appetites’, designed for self-preservation of the individual and the human race.

· It may become destructive or evil when it is not controlled by reason.

May be: antecedent or consequent!

· Antecedent – precedes the action of the will and induces the will to consent. This takes place in involuntary movements.
e.g. delicious food causes appetite and desire to eat. Because the food is irresistible, he cannot continue on his resolve to observe Good Friday fast.
· Consequent – follows the free determination of the will; it comes after the will freely admitted or consented or aroused it; 
e.g. a teenage boy is fully aware of the immorality of premarital sex, and yet he continued doing it with his partner, then sexual passion came later after he decided to do it.
Principles:

1. Antecedent passion 
a.  always lessens voluntariness because it hinders reflection of reason and weaken its attention

b.  sometimes precludes it completely, because passion sometimes overrule intellect and will.

2. Consequent passion does not lessen voluntariness but may be good or bad.

3. Thus, man must exercise mastery over his passions, through attentive moral education, self-control, and self-discipline.

2. Fear and Social Pressure – the shrinking  back of the mind due to an impending evil; 
e.g. social pressure. A teenager may fully aware that smoking destroys his well-being, but may give in to it in order to be accepted by his peers…
Principles: 

· Fear cannot and does not destroy the voluntariness of  the action; but usually lessens its guilt and its merit.

· But it also lessens merit.

Divisions:
1. grave or slight

· absolutely grave if it exercise a great deterrence o average person; e.g. death, torture, unemployment of a father who has 5 children…
· relatively grave if the evil is objectively slight but subjectively grave for the person; e.g. reverential fear – the person shrinks back from opposing someone to whom he is obliged to show reverences
2. Unjustly or justly

· Unjustly, if it is not justified by any guilt or potential misbehavior of a person; e.g. it is unjust to threaten a person with the loss of his job just because he is a practicing Christian.
· Justly, if it is otherwise; e.g. it is just to threaten a child molester with prosecution and prison unless he pays compensation and alimony for the child.
Principles:

1. Fear does not destroy voluntariness of the act, but may usually lessen its guilt, as well as its merit.
2. Grave fear usually excuses from the obligations of positive ecclesiastical or civil law and of affirmative law.
e.g. if the praying of the rosary would truly threaten a Christian for imprisonment, in Arab countries like Saudi Arabia.
Note: 
· if the violation of the law would consequently cause harm to the common good, then grave fear would not be an excused; e.g. when the priest is threaten for his life if he will not divulge the seal of confession.
· If negative natural laws (prohibition of murder, blasphemy, denial of faith, etc., grave does not excuse from observation; except if the material good are concern; e.g. the bank employee may hand over the money to the robbers, out of fear for her life.

· Ecclesiastical and civil law invalidate the act which is born out of grave fear; e.g. ordination to the priesthood may be declared invalid if proven it is done out of fear from the candidate.
3.  Violence – compulsive influence brought to bear upon one against his will by some extrinsic agent.

Situations to resistance against violence:
· Internal resistance of the will is essential for violence; external resistance is not always called for; e.g. if a Christian is arrested because of his religious conviction, he may resist internally against it, but need not resist imprisonment especially when external refusal does not profit anything and may even worsen the situation.
· External resistance may be required if: a) there is hope that the force be repelled by counteraction; b) there is the danger of making internal consent; or c) there is a need to prevent others from thinking that consent has been given.
· Absolute violence is when the will totally resists against it. Relative violence is when the will weakly or deficiently resist to violence. Absolute violence excludes any voluntariness, while relative violence does not impair it, but lessens its voluntariness.
4.   Dispositions and Habits – natural inclination of man in certain ways of reaction and conduct and which have their roots in his character. 
· Constant exercise of good acts results to good habits or virtue. Constant exercise of bad acts results to bad habits or vices.

Principles:

1. A deliberately admitted habit does not lessen voluntariness, and actions resulting from it are also voluntary at least in their cause. He may not be free by force of habit, but still responsible for his actions if he consents by free decision to that habit; e.g. habits of drinking, smoking, etc.
2. an opposed habit lessens voluntariness and sometimes preclude it.

D. Sources of Human Acts
· The NORM that measures the morality of human act objectively is the moral law, and subjectively is the person’s conscience.
· 3 elements that agree or disagree with the moral norm:
d.1 The Object – is that effect which an action primarily and directly causes (finis operis), the result of the human act.
· The object of the human act may refer primarily to the moral implications of the act, not just the physical or psychological effects of it; e.g. the object of the act of adultery is not the sexual intercourse itself but the marriage rights the adulterers had violated to the third party.

· When the object of the human act is evil, no purpose or intension of the agent can permit this act.

d.2 - The Circumstances – are particulars of the concrete human act which are not necessarily connected with its object; e.g. almsgiving given by a poor man or rich man…
· Becomes relevant if they increase or decrease the good  or evil effects. It can alter the morality of humans for better or for worse. 

· 7 circumstances: who, what, where, with what means, why, how, when

Influences of circumstances of human acts:

a. in positive sense, it can make better an act good or even indifferent in its object.

b. In negative sense, it can also make worse an act evil or indifferent in its object. It can also make less good or less evil an act good in itself.
d.3 - The End intended by the agent – the end or the purpose (finis operantis) for which an agent undertakes an act. Or Finis operis = finis operantis!

e.g. the immediate effect of drinking great amount of alcohol is drunkenness. It could also be the subjective purpose of the agent. But the agent’s purpose may be different from the effect – he wants to forget his problems.

A spy may kill himself (suicide, effect of the act), in order to prevent from betraying the secret (his intention).
· A good end can make better an act good in itself

· A bad end can make worse an act evil in itself.

· End does not justify the means!

For the human act to be moral, the 3 elements must be satisfied in that same act.

Actus humani – actions that proceed from insight and free will. Can also be called as personal acts.





Actus hominis – performed by man without the intervention of the intellect and free will. E.g. sleeping, breathing, nutrition, sensual impression
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