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When discussing the two moments of conscience we have juxtaposition between two variations of a topic that is imperative, essential and sometimes emotional, which in today's enlightened society becomes more prevalent than it might have been in the past. 

The first moment looks at conscience from a humanistic perspective and the second from an ecumenical point of view. Can these to moments be developed in the context of Christian faith? Are there limitations or circumstances that will prevent a co existence of resolution, is there some esoteric problem with the two moments preventing a joint acceptance or can we have conscience that co-exist with the faith of the church?

I believe that we can use both moments, especially in cases where a very emotive and profound decision has to be made that encompasses and requires a matter of conscience.

 The Catholic Church has made the aspect of conscience a more open and viable option "No one, including the Church, can absolve people from the obligation to follow their conscience…" 
 We all should follow our conscience and from a  personal view knowing the difference between good and evil we should be able to make a decision that is not in conflict with the Church's view.  Different cultures and religions may vary on this but in my society I feel I can make conscience decisions so long as I am doing it for the right reasons. Spohn states "Conscience is not a separate faculty of the mind. It is a human process of assessment and judgment and not the authoritative voice of God." 
 Does this not allow me to use the life giving force of one's own capacities for self development, can I change some of the Givens of God's sovereignty so long as I understand what is right and what is wrong?  In conscience I believe so, as long as my decisions are based upon an appropriate use of the good and an understanding that I am trying to do the right thing.
The first moment of conscience therefore covers the elements of reason of the person we follow our beliefs and our judgement to do good and to avoid evil, and this is expected whilst under the guidance of our parents, school and through our peers also it includes our religious views and in most instances some reference is made back to our Church when a matter of conscience is made.

Being human is simply the way we are and if we look at the second moment which is discerning the particular good from the Church's perspective and how the Church extrapolates the topic of conscience.

Initially we have been taught by our parents and peers to know the difference between right and wrong, so how would I deal with my conscience if a loved one is terminally ill, someone with no hope of recovery and a future full of pain and suffering?  Given the right environment we should have the freedom, intelligence and freewill to make educated reasoned choices, whilst maintaining our integrity and above all our dignity, so making a conscience decision should be fairly straightforward but circumstances dictate that conscience is not an easy decision to make.

We are a product or our environment subject to cultural differences, a vast array of social influences and a world often in conflict. How and when is a conscience formed? All human beings are different and could have different views as to what is good and what is bad; from my standpoint my conscience has been nurtured and developed through the society I live in and my opinions have been subjected to a Christian family upbringing and a sense of justice and propriety.

“Moral development in children takes place in part through repetition and reinforcement, and through adapting fundamental moral values to a variety of social circumstances beyond the family. When the child begins to move beyond the family, other institutions need to reinforce the values learned at home”.

In today's society we view Euthanasia as a moral or conscience problem – there may be a time when we need to make a decision on this and our conscience comes into play, can we develop both standpoints to consolidate our final decision? I believe that we should and bearing in mind that people are basically good and tend to make good decisions, we can  use supporting elements of Christian Faith to help us make a conscience decision, ethically is it right, or morally can I do this remain personal moment one decisions but my  decisions must be supported by knowledge available at that time, I should look for some supporting options to help us make a decision how can I contribute to the decision to withdraw life, can I make reasons choices alone and how much does the authority of the Church come into play. 

Spohn thinks we can make our own decisions.  "Different cultures and societies have differing standards of morality and acceptability for instance in pre war Japan it was thought of as honourable to commit ritual suicide, it was acceptable to the conscience of others, whereas in western society taking ones own life is considered a cowardly and wasteful act."  In regards to Euthanasia, the Church and society have cleared the way to make our decision to terminate someone's life because they are terminally ill an easier conscience decision to make.  I don't think we are personally ready to make this decision alone so we must look for guidance from the Catholic Church, moment one suggests that society is moving in a direction so that we will have to make our own conscience decision and that can only be done based right and wrong, even if we have listened to others like doctors, family or friends can we make this conscience decision in our own right. Certainly those like Trainor and Spohn think we can but are we socially able to make this decision if placed in such a tenuous position without reference and reflection of the Church.

In  moment two, the Church's view, which has a more pragmatic and ecumenical approach, but in the case of euthanasia holds a more sympathetic view to withdrawal of life support  "Normal care always remains morally obligatory, but refusal of additional treatment when death is imminent is not equivalent to suicide. It should be seen instead as an expression of profound Christian hope in the life that is to come. An instruction not to provide such treatment, when communicated ahead of time to family and friends, may give great comfort to loved ones during emotionally stressful times"  
  does this not suggest that a conscience decision in this case is supported by the Church? We can take this as a literate interpretation but this stance is quite modern and has changed only recently.  This then allows us to consider the Church as more flexible; more adaptable to modern trends and in this alone allows us to develop a relationship between personal decisions of conscience and the Church's influence.  The church brings conscience decisions into practise as the application of thought and decision-making is taking place. With our personal decision pending we can reliably revert to the teachings of the church and gain support.
We therefore need to understand right from wrong from the church's perspective match our view of right and wrong, the division between the first and second moment becomes indistinct and valuable.  It is said that people should “learn from their mistakes” and that poor decisions or acts build a person’s character, so we must always bear this in mind, but so long as we attempt to make conscience decisions with the distinction of good and evil  we should feel that we have the support of the Church.

People must still be prepared to take responsibility for the consequences of actions.  

Where a loved member of family is injured or ill beyond recovery with no hope of a pain free life, there comes a point where it falls to the next of kin to decide whether artificial life support is to be continued or withdrawn. This decision is centred upon the trust of medical expertise and the opinions of doctors. You must trust that there is no hope of recovery and that it would be the wishes of the patient, or that the decision would alleviate further suffering. The consequences of this act will be felt always in a feeling of guilt or regret. This is an act, which in contrast to the previous stance of the Church is now permissible in certain circumstances and is still interlaced with emotion. However a decision of this magnitude must be deemed good because of its good intentions based on the alleviation of suffering for a loved one.

“An evil action cannot be justified by reference to a good intention. The end does not justify the means.” 

Are these decisions then made with a clear or guilty conscience? Or is it those things you choose not to do because of a formed conscience that will not allow you to make the correct conscience decision. Everyone is affected to some degree by God’s law in one form or another. The basic pillars of most legal systems are derived from the Ten Commandments, but we can develop these two moments of conscience in the context of Christian Faith because of the flexibility and consideration of the modern Catholic Church.  The effects of Christian values upon the formation of a conscience in today’s society are pretty hard to avoid. “The natural law expresses the original sense which enables men to discern by reason the good and evil, the truth and the lie”.

Generic Natural law (the order of nature) effects biological decisions and Specific Natural law (the order of reason) affects actions and behaviour and the natural development of society. These all affect the order of reason. As a person of faith, the mind of God or eternal law allows us to interpret events of situations in order to maintain order via natural law. These two evidential sources are used to argue right from wrong. This reasoning can be contradicted by emotions such as ill feeling, resentment and spite, which are far too prevalent in today's conflicting world. Overall I believe any conscience decision is made for the right intentions and those of good and I believe the Church supports this view. “Conscience relies on the moral quality of the groups to which we belong. We gain our moral bearings from the communities we are born into and deliberately choose, beginning with family and extending to peers, other adults, religious and professional communities. We carry their voices in our heads for better or worse”.

To conclude it is not the decision that is made but the intention behind the decision, which is important. It is the understanding of good versus bad, which invokes a range of emotions, and it is these feelings of pain or anguish or shame or regret which inform our decision making in future events.

For those with divine faith a conscience can be mistaken for the word of God and therefore some carry out these deeds with a clear conscience. This should not be mistaken for divine law, which binds all people and cannot be disobeyed deliberately without sinning. If people believe that their consciences are allowing them to break Divine Law, their belief is wrong. God cannot tell people one thing through Divine Law and another through conscience. 

"Conscience is not the final arbiter of what is morally right, nor has the Church ever taught that it is.  In its truest sense, conscience is the intellectual apprehension of the Divine Law".
  
I believe the two moments can be shared, personal knowing of the good, as well as discerning the particular good, because the Church is always evolving with technology, moving with a modern world and into a more flexible entity which allows the melding of both moments.

Peter J Faulks
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