
Dear fellow pilgrims, 
 
As promised, here are a few Christmas tidbits that I trust will be a blessing to your Christmas celebration. 
 
First, here is the link to the Canterbury Cathedral Carols service that will go live later today. Canterbury has an 
extraordinary choir under the leadership of my good friend Dr. David Flood. 
 
https://www.canterbury-cathedral.org/ 
 
Next, here are the links for services at St. Philip's this evening with brass, orchestra, choir, and organ, as well as a link 
to our Lessons and Carols service that will go live Christmas Day at 6 p.m. 
 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bEdmPfpaE5E&feature=youtu.be 
https://www.csmedia1.com/stphilipschurchsc.org/thur-12-24-2020-hc-christmas-eve.pdf 
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCsKbXB_aWmVKQbaYUkhRL3A 
https://www.stphilipschurchsc.org/events/event/138/lessons-and-carols/2020-12-25 
 
I hope these beautiful offerings of worship will warm your heart and soul as we consider the miracle of the 
Incarnation! 
 
Here is the outline of what we talked about in our last class, as well as links to the PowerPoint and music selection and 
Lewis essay about Niatirb. Our recordings on audio and video should be up sometime in the next week--I apologize 
for the delay; we have been experiencing some technology issues! 
 
Chapter 3. The Reality Of The Law 
 
A.Two odd things:  
 
“First, that they [men] were haunted by the idea of a sort of behaviour they ought to practise, what you might call fair 
play, or decency, or morality, or the Law of Nature. Second, that they did not in fact do so.” 
 
B. Nature and laws 
 
“If you take a thing like a stone or a tree, it is what it is and there seems no sense in saying it ought to have been 
otherwise. Of course you may say a stone is "the wrong shape" if you want to use it for a rockery, or that a tree is a bad 
tree because it does not give you as much shade as you expected. But all you mean is that the stone or tree does not 
happen to be convenient for some purpose of your own. You are not, except as a joke, blaming them for that. You 
really know, that, given the weather and the soil, the tree could not have been any different. What we, from our point 
of view, call a "bad" tree is obeying the laws of its nature just as much as a "good" one. It follows that what we usually 
call the laws of nature—the way weather works on a tree for example—may not really be laws in the strict sense, but 
only in a manner of speaking. When you say that falling stones always obey the law of gravitation, is not this much the 
same as saying that the law only means "what stones always do"? You do not really think that when a stone is let go, it 
suddenly remembers that it is under orders to fall to the ground. You only mean that, in fact, it does fall. In other 
words, you cannot be sure that there is anything over and above the facts themselves, any law about what ought to 
happen, as distinct from what does happen." 
 
C. How men do behave vs. how men ought to behave 
 
"The Law of Human Nature, the Law of Decent Behaviour, ...is a different matter. That law certainly does not mean 



"what human beings, in fact, do"; for as I said before, many of them do not obey this law at all, and none of them 
obey it completely. The law of gravity tells you what stones do if you drop them; but the Law of Human Nature tells 
you what human beings ought to do and do not." 
 
D. Not mere inconvenience 
 
"When you say a man ought not to act as he does, is that the same as saying “…that a stone is the wrong shape; 
namely, that what he is doing happens to be inconvenient to you?... A man occupying the corner seat in the train 
because he got there first, and a man who slipped into it while my back was turned and removed my bag, are both 
equally inconvenient. But I blame the second man and do not blame the first. I am not angry—except perhaps for a 
moment before I come to my senses—with a man who trips me up by accident; I am angry with a man who tries to 
trip me up even if he does not succeed. Yet the first has hurt me and the second has not.” 
 
E. Decent behavior  ≠ what is good for society as a whole 
 
“Some people say that though decent conduct does not mean what pays each particular person at a particular moment, 
still, it means what pays the human race as a whole… Human beings, after all, have some sense; they see that you 
cannot have real safety or happiness except in a society where every one plays fair, and it is because they see this that 
they try to behave decently. Now, of course, it is perfectly true that safety and happiness can only come from 
individuals, classes, and nations being honest and fair and kind to each other. It is one of the most important truths in 
the world. But as an explanation of why we feel as we do about Right and Wrong it just misses the point. If we ask: 
"Why ought I to be unselfish?" and you reply "Because it is good for society," we may then ask, "Why should I care 
what's good for society except when it happens to pay me personally?" and then you will have to say, "Because you 
ought to be unselfish"—which simply brings us back to where we started. You are saying what is true, but you are not 
getting any further.” 
 
Analogy: “If a man asked what was the point of playing football, it would not be much good saying "in order to score 
goals," for trying to score goals is the game itself, not the reason for the game, and you would really only be saying that 
football was football—which is true, but not worth saying.” 
 
F. Not simply a fact, not a mere fancy, not a statement about convenience 
 
“Men ought to be unselfish, ought to be fair. Not that men are unselfish, nor that they like being unselfish, but that 
they ought to be. The Moral Law, or Law of Human Nature, is not simply a fact about human behaviour in the same 
way as the Law of Gravitation is, or may be, simply a fact about how heavy objects behave. 
 
“It is not a mere fancy, for we cannot get rid of the idea, and most of the things we say and think about men would be 
reduced to nonsense if we did. 
 
“It is not simply a statement about how we should like men to behave for our own convenience; for the behaviour we 
call bad or unfair is not exactly the same as the behaviour we find inconvenient, and may even be the opposite.” 
 
G. A Real Thing 
 
“Consequently, this Rule of Right and Wrong, or Law of Human Nature, or whatever you call it, must somehow or 
other be a real thing— a thing that is really there, not made up by ourselves. And yet it is not a fact in the ordinary 
sense, in the same way as our actual behaviour is a fact. 
 
“It begins to look as if we shall have to admit that there is more than one kind of reality; that, in this particular case, 



there is something above and beyond the ordinary facts of men's behaviour, and yet quite definitely real—a real law, 
which none of as made, but which we find pressing on us.”  
 
I look forward to being with you all, God willing, for our next class on Wednesday, January 6, at 7:15 pm ET. In the 
meantime, I send you all best wishes for a joyous and blessed Christmas! 
 
Further up and further in, 
Brian+ 
 
Link to "Nesciens Mater" 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_hZHKKD5ahk 
 
Link to Magdalen Carol Service  
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=512XjsVZgbc 
 
Service booklet: https://www.magd.ox.ac.uk/wp-content/... 
 
 


