The Texts of the Convivium
“MAY GOD’S WILL BE DONE”:

WHAT DOES IT ACTUALLY MEAN?
This phrase, which sounds like something between a wish and supplication, can have two meanings: a so to speak, more progressive and literally auspicious one; and the other one, alas, a reactionary one. 
God is good, He is to a supreme degree; His will can be nothing other than good. Despite the fact it comforts us with the reality of many good things, experience nonetheless makes us continually come across many evil things. Would God want this too? Would He approve of them, would He sanction them and include them in His plan? 
The idea may sound absurd; and yet there are many people who think like this. It’s the conclusion that all supporters of status quo come to. 

Many philosophers conceive the divine will in a more impersonal manner: they call it the “Order of things”. 

In the Order of things there are both the rich and the poor, the powerful and the outcasts, the oppressors and the oppressed, the healthy and strong and those who suffer the most atrocious illnesses and pain. 
That’s life: there’s absolutely nothing we can do about it. It’s no good opposing it nor would it make any sense, since this is the Order of things. Every fact is justified, all reality is rational in this Order. 
One accepts an Order of things conceived in these terms insofar as one perceives a kind of Divinity: an immanent Divinity, towards which the metaphysical is moved by profound respect. 
However the pureness of such an elevated sentiment becomes more dubious and ambiguous when it comes to pollute the presence of a very different sentiment, of a decidedly lower league.
The second sentiment is the one of our own interest. If we have been lucky enough to be born amongst the powerful, the wealthy, the privileged, then it is only human that the sentiment of interest induces us to doing our best to maintain the status quo, of which we are the lucky beneficiaries.

So let’s say then: there may well be a lot more oppressed people in a lower social class; and seeing them may disturb those who are much better off and create problems of conscience. At this point the other sentiment intervenes: respect of the afore-mentioned Order: this is want the Order of things wants! And it’s only right we should conform to it!
In a society divided up into classes, like the traditional Hindu one, it’s convenient to be born Brahmin, and he who is born a lord should be satisfied; therefore both people are more than pleased to look down on the worker and finally on the wretched man who belongs to no class, with absolute contempt. They feel they have the right to do so. Their behaviour and attitude is completely justified. 
They support the idea that the individual of a lower class has something to atone for, for sins committed in a previous life. If he has to pay for his sins, then it’s only right that he should suffer, also so that he doesn’t leave a growing debt for lives to come unsettled. 
Here every bit of help that one may wish to give to people of lower classes to relieve them of their condition, contradicts what we said earlier. 
Before me only those who are equal to me have the right of being helped. I’ll help them to repair an injustice. But if the Law wishes that he remains inferior, if his inferiority is connatural, if it is written in the Order of things, then helping him to raise his social condition would be going against the Law, it would be wrong. 
Therefore we should leave evil to run riot and do as it pleases punishing those who should be punished. In the end nothing is evil, because even the most atrocious actions and conditions have their own rationality. 
Now let’s try to conceive the Divinity in less impersonal and abstract terms, like a God Person. And it is here that the concept of God’s Will takes shape. 

Inaccessible, indecipherable as it may be, we will never be able to conceive a Will that can be defined as such in a way that is entirely different to a human will. Just like a human will, it too has its motivations. 
Therefore we may well ask ourselves: “But why does God want certain things that appear to be so evil?” We could give ourselves the following answer: “He wants them for His inscrutable motivations, that the human mind cannot understand”. 
To those who posses such a claim, Dante would retort: “Now who art thou, that on the bench wouldst sit /   in judgment at a thousand miles away, /  With the short vision of a single span?” (Paradise, XIX, 79-81). 
The inborn incapacity to understand, gives up trying to understand and even pose oneself certain problems.   
Here silence is golden, much better than formulating rushed, superficial conclusions, bad metaphysics, slipshod theologies and ridiculous and absurd solutions. “You said we aren’t capable of understanding anything and that when faced with a mystery it’s better to keep silent and not say anything, but then you rant and rave. If silence is golden, then why don’t you keep your mouth shut too?” 
Personally speaking I don’t entirely agree with giving up thinking like this, with allowing mould to grow in our own brains, which God gave us and – if used without presumption, without arrogance  - must be useful for something. 
There is a sense of values in us: there is a sense that certain things are good, others are better, and others decidedly evil. 

Furthermore, there is another intuition in us that appears to be fundamental and extremely profound: God exists, He is the term of a special spiritual experience, He is the supreme Value and foundation and criteria of every human value, of every value that draws substance and inspiration from Him.  
If these two intuitions tell us the truth, then what results is a precise, infallible consequence: every single act of man expresses a value insofar as it comes near the Divine Value, in other words, insofar as it reflects that wisdom, that goodness, that creativity, that power that we feel induced to attribute to God. 
Induced as provided by what? I’d say: as provided by an inner light, of which God is the Source, as attested by our most profound feeling.  
Our sense of God strongly says that He is good, infinitely good without the slightest shadow of evil. Therefore He induces us to reject any association of the idea of God with the idea of any evil. As far as this is concerned, the notion itself of evil  (evil that clearly makes itself evident) wanted by God appears decidedly absurd and to be rejected immediately and categorically. 
“May God’s will be done” is the phrase that religious women and men often repeat, especially with reference to sufferance that they seem to accept, to welcome with good grace è and spirit of sacrifice.
I am afflicted with a serious illness. What does, “may God’s will be done” mean in this context? Did God perhaps send this illness to me? Is He not, on the contrary, the Prime Mover of all good and all health, of every evolution until the total and supreme Good ?
So what should I expect from God? I’d say: that He heals me. Otherwise if this is not possible that God should help me to bear my pain and suffering, then I should “take it philosophically” (or, if we like, see the “funny side” to it, with a ”sporting spirit”). That God should help me to perceive certain positive aspects in this evil: therefore they it could become a sort of test, like a means of elevation, trial or test after which one comes out stronger, “more manlike”, more saintly”.
Now here is a less bloody meaning of this famous God’s will, one that is less sadistic, less “painful”. What does God want from me? He certainly doesn’t want me to suffer. He doesn’t enjoy such a thing. Sufferance in itself as such is not a value: it is negativeness. 
But victory over suffering is a value. It’s an affirmation of spirit over matter, of good over evil.
I’d like to cheer myself up here by concluding with a quote from the Gospel. In the garden of Gethsemane Jesus is “sorrowful to death”, he feels “sorrowful and troubled”. He turns to God his Father and says,: “My Father, if it be possible, let this cup pass from me; nevertheless, not as I will, but as thou wilt” (Mt 26, 37-39).
Does this mean that God wanted Jesus’ crucifixion, with all the horrific suffering that went with it? Did he want to give satisfaction with this destruction to His own honour that was wounded by Adam’s sin, like the famous theological interpretation that seems to have originated from a medieval code of barbaric-chivalrous nature, obviously obsolete, and entirely ridiculous? Are we therefore still stuck on the lex talionis  “an eye for an eye, a tooth for a tooth”, forgetful of the sublime gratuity of the evangelical law?

I don’t mean to judge the past with antihistorical eye. The ancients have every right to be as such; we respect their taboos and preconceived ideas as expressions of past epochs of human evolution, as long as the prejudices of past ages are not imposed on us to regulate our thoughts and behaviour. Let the primitives be primitive, the ancients be ancients, the medieval be medieval; but they should not be allowed to come out of their tombs to dictate law on the lives us modern day people should be living as modern day people.  
God’s will is that every authentic prophet of His should be welcomed and followed. Even with their ups and downs, which is the destiny dealt to someone like Moses; whereas the disownment of Jesus is attributable to the bad will of men, blinded by prejudices and ignorance. 
So what must God’s will have been? Certainly not hat Jesus should have died; but more likely that once the aberration of corrupted men destined him to die, the Son of God faced death with dignity, in the worthiest way of the sublime saint, of the exalted spiritual master that he was. 

Even if we have to find ourselves in the midst of similar adversities, our best wish is that God should make us capable of facing them with a strong heart and soul, giving expression to value in its highest form.
This is God’s will, never evil, but always and only good: that good that triumphs over all evil.  
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