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" ABSTRACT

[ (‘ X T

¢ ) . ’ N - 4
. Aﬁfiiction and freedom were two crucial factors
* in the thought and éxperiéhcg of éimdne Wéil.“ Affliction
‘is that Vﬁich comes uégn the individual from without, from
his or gér given physical make-up, ~ or frqﬁ pfe;sures*

imposed by social and political structures.

’

Affliction

quenches the spirit and tends to enslavej
ik

r . .
never become merely victims.

yet peréons ¢
However attenuated, freedom

remains. It permits the individual to accept- voluntary

£ ‘ . 3
s?ffering as he or she, ideptifies with others in their
affliction. It opens the way to sacrificial.living. This

pattern, sometimes exaggeratéﬂ and often flawed, iéhto be

seen in the life of Simone Weil, and allows her to be re-

garded as belonging to tlie spirit of the Christian tradition, -
v 3 ' .
though she could never accept formal membership of it.’

[
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L'A%fliction et la liberté& &talent. deux
€léments cruciaux dans la pensée et la vie de Simone

]

Weil. Affliction est ce qui dépasse la réalité

L N 3

physique et les pressions imposéés par les structures

sociales et politiques. Affliction posséde 1'esprit

r

et perﬁet 3 1'individuel de né‘ﬁamais devenir victime

' ‘
et le force 3 se surmonter;, aussi, la personne

accepte volonti@&rement sa souffrance autang que celle

/ ‘
¢

des aut;es et arrive 3, s'y identifier. Ce chemin ayant

}

6té suivi, jusqu & l'exagération par Simone Weil,

pourrait-on dire, 3 été& sa ﬁgiblesse. Cette vie lui a

permis d'étre vue comme &ppartenant 3 l'esprit de la

)

tradition chrétienne, mais elle ne pourrait jamais faire

?

partie de son Eglise. ' . ;

L
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PREFACE

.
.
.

-

I Andre Gide quotes Simone Weil hersglf.  "She said it

1]

was hér vocation tohstand at the ;ntersection of Ch;istians
and qonLChrisgiané." She thus becomes the patron saint of
;11 "outsiders". Otheﬁﬁperspectives have been‘voiced by -
noted philosophef§,'chfi§tians and great writers of our Ffme.
Charles Moeller suggests that ngf is definitely not a Chris-
tian but prbb?bly fulfilled the Christian "caritas" more

fully than many formal Christians. Malcolm Muggeridge con-

siders Waiting on God the greatest work of mysticism‘ofnﬁhe

» ot

;twentieth cenfury<’“ .

In general, Simone Weil is considered-anfoutstanding

>

woman for'herncentufy. "This thesis intends to investigate,
as the subtitle suggesté, two particular aspects“éf her life,

sacrifice and affliction, as she experienced them and as she ’
, Xp QE

dealt with them or responded to-them, and to suggest that; in

general térms, these components of aﬁfliftion and sacrifice

@
4

are an integral part of the life of a Christian.

As stated earlier, affliction-:is that which is im-
posed from without, sacrifice on the other hand comes from

within and is_chosen, willingly or unwillingly but still

|

c¢chosen. &here are two kinds of sacrifice, the one a péfson
makeé’for his o personal needs and develbpment,hfegardless

of ‘others,| and the sacrifice one makes 'in Love' for the.needs
s 1
. . - Iy
1 Jzﬁ“‘“
s 1
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of another. To use the terms chosen by C.S. Lewis in The

—————

Four, Loves, the first form might éncompass "need love®; ‘and )

+ .
Y

" the second motive for sacrifice, could be based upon Agape.

A

Both forms of sacrifice are pfoductive fox the individual and

for society as a whole. = The flaw in Weil and in others of

/

the Christian or other faiths is that thexre may be a point at
. ) | .
_which any chosen sacrifice gay become destructive to self or

to others. Christianity is not merely a religion of sacri- :

'fic% and affliction but also of resurrection and joy.
Simone's entrf\into this world waﬁ premature, her
philosophy, thinking,‘activities and wriﬁinés were ahead of

her .time and her death was also premature. * In her develop-

~-r

+ing yeérs, that is from her birth to her first appointment at

La Puy as a philoéophy'téacher; Simone was beset by a vari-
ety of‘handicaps. At an early age she underwent an opera- .

, \ :
tion on her appendix. She had very small hands which ulti-

LY

mately became arthritic, extremély poor eyesight and-~severe

migraine headaches. Added to these physgcél disabilities .
Tl ’ . 4
she developed an inferiority complex in trying to keep up

LS ?

with her brilliant brother Andre Weil. None of these influ-

. ences in her early life, however, daunted her inexorable

spirit. It is almost as if her personal afflictions were
the instruments of créating within this woman an immense gift

of percgption and sensitivity to the suffering of others. Her

-
Pl

" particular afflictions instead of destroying her or turning

her inward, appear, instead, to have deepened and enriched

N

-
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her spirit and interior life so<powerfully, that she became a

f

f
e 4

living sounding-boarQ‘for all who suffered physically, so-
cially £nd emotionally. ‘Weil did not succumb to pain and

1

difficulty; she took it and transformed it into l;viné con-
cerp~for others. Her background ;nd environment allowed her
pafticuiar priviledes '‘and encquraged hér.intellectual éevelop—
mggt which she used, once again, not for herself but for

S

others. ‘ ‘ ;
Her l%fe follows a pattern of afflictién and sacrifice
;nterrupted by peaceful and joyful moments and powerful ex-
periencés of prayer and mysticism. Some of her cgo}qes to
sacrifice herself led to real affliction and suggest almost a -
drive towards self immolation.
Although Weil's ideals and concepts were altruistié
she was also realistic.’ She beligved: that man felt he was N
° born for liéertj, but that this remained a dream for most
people. Her writingé held up the ideal of liberty and then
pragmatically agked, what could be achieved realistically? It
is only in dealing with her own life and with her own personal
‘ngeds that Simone appears‘to bec;me compulsive. Her great
Falent for opening doors and shedding iight\on such subjects
As‘freedom, affliction, God and lové of neighbour grows in in-

3 ~

tensity as she deals with.her own person. ' P g
’ *— £y

She met head on the legalism of the Roman Catholic

Churgh as it existed in France in her time matching each

anathema sit with an appropriate Weilian concept, and as a

-

s
¥
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result never entered-the official Cathollg Church thrc)ugh _

4]

[}

,baptlsn‘}. Personal need for loglcal certltude, as she ex- | B

perienc'e’a it allowed little ;oom for the requlredu— element of
: o

' ' |

faith necessary to be a practising Christian.
1} ? i s ) ;

- She met Christ during her lifg and most certainly

died in His Presence. He met her at the crossroads where ) .
" B .o R i J

. . ! . . I3 ’ - .
Christians and’non-Christians alike .Jmay enter the Kingdom of ’
R ’ » . ' 1 o A © ;
Heavepn.- \ ‘ g _ Y o T !

This thesis will attempt to demonstrate that her child- }

v {
N - . - .
5
o °

hood,’ pafenting and environment -had a 'deep effect upon’ her
particuiar psyche, causing her to be open to sacrifice for .
she . J

othe;:s. - Wighin the context of Weil's 1ife, however,
o - . ' ; ) Lo

sometimes allowed her sacrijficial nature, to become &mnolative-
. . ) v . . .

i . : : . \-

A

yet her th9ug}}t and -actions far<s.uperseded this f;law and her ‘Q)

Py
o3

-

-

~ general apfbroach to af’f.liction and sabrifn;,cé did . indeed in-

volye componénts neceséary to a Christian life. ..

o

Chapter I is a review of Simone's life,'frqm/"infancy to

)

The thesis is copposed of five Lhapters.,

The concern in this chapter i's to.offer insights .
, , .

-

aduithoqd;
N .
into some emerging:patterns that 3eep1y affected Simone's life.

¢ 0
L]

In Chapter two the ’thought and conc”errf of Simone Weil

/
LS

for those (in affllctlon arougld her 1s expressed in both ert—

¥
1ng and action. This chapter establlshes her cr¥sta11121'ng

thoughts and her personal desire to serve others by teachlng,

and\ wrib?ng. At this poirtt in her life her choice to serve
nt o, A J - °

is productive. In Chapter thr'eg we view Simone ente{n\;g the

. be . .
world of the worker and it is in this pariicular part.of her

2
/]
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life that we may recognise a certain compulsion in her desire

8

to live the life of‘tpe“worker. The theopy of thapter two

becomes the expekiengé of chapt%f three) The foreshadowing
* o . N . . '
. of self-immolation in Chapter, I gives way to reality when she

was allowed to use a pick-axe and a compressed: air drill.,

Accotrding to her friend, Thevenon, if she had not been stopped

to

she would have used the drill until she collapsed. The flaw
in her séc;ificg becomes evident. Her desire to affirm the
freedom énd-suﬁreme value of ‘the individugi over the collec-

tivity was expressed in writings containing her criticism of

’

Marxism.

4
a £

In Chapter four we note that Simone's spiritual free-

9

K\\d/dom<pecomes a reality following the realistic experience gf\
her cohcern for the worké?. It seems relevant to suggest
at this p01nt that such a freedom for Well seems to- have re-
‘sulted from a chastlzlng of the flesh rather than from a
blossoming of and co—ordinating of the whple person. The

fruits of this freedom, however, are filled with compassion
- . Y

and love, and it is at this point that Weil's life begins to

express itself in a spiritually Christian form.

-

In Chapter five I'use explicit gxamples of Simone's

personal choices to clarify perspectives of Christian under-
? - o

_standing in order to:appreciate more fully the.personality of

Simone Weil and the parallels in her life that are similar to
. ! ¢

thoif of other christians. .

. The list of works cited are works-read with a view to

r
n

®

o D e e e om— o



wfiting this thesis. , I have chosen to concentrate in par-
. ticular on Weil's own writings in order to formulate the

[

’

>

‘thesis.¢> Books reéd and not cited éepd-to pérmeate the con-
cepEs illustrated in it. | r ‘

| + . Finally, i?would like to take this oppoftpﬁity'%n
acknoqledge the s;pervisioﬁ, 5i;ect£on'ghd advice provided #y

3

Imy advisor, Dr. Mon&oe Peaston and also Dr. John Hellman, who

loaned me his very informative and interesting work, Simone

Weil. The assistance and direction of Dr. Monroe Peaston

. o3 -
was immeasurable and along with the support and encouragement

1

of my children and friends has enabled me ‘to compléte a

scholarly inquiry that has been an experience in personal

-

growth. 13 . ‘ : ‘ | -

.



CHAPTER 1
\ N O

\

EMERGING PATTERNS

- , - - o
¥ i

Sacrifice is the aéceptance bf.pain,
the refusal ‘tp obey the animal in X
oneself, and the will to redeem suffer-

¢ ing’ men, through voluntary suffering.

- o — ' ~ SimoneWeill
’ As cited by Coe
Simone Petrement.

'How deep were the earliest 1nfluences upon Simone

Weil and _how did they affect her particular way of llfe7, On

A

. February 3rd,11909.Simone Weil was born prematurely to Selma

_and Bernard Weil in Paris. The firét six months of her life

- 1

did not appear to be affected by thislfact; however, %glma

. ' . : . , ¢ )

Weil whilst pursing her baby had a serious attack of appendi-
3 ‘ "

 citis and following this the baby Simone became seriously ill.

She continued to be sick from her eleventh to her twenty-

second .month and at one pcint‘a doctor had statedqd, "Phis baby

-,cangt‘surviVe.“ At the age of two she had trouble with her

adenoids .and at the %ge of three and a half she had a violent

attack of éppendicitis. ‘She was operated upon(énd made a

~

_very slow recovery, remaining in the hospital for three weeks.

-

It was during this convalescent period following her

operation that she was-fead#the stdry "Marie in Gold and Marie

\ f '

M . .
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in Tar"..” It is a fairy-tale, in which the heroine, Marie;
is taken tp a house 4in the forest by'her stepmother. The

Al

Hopse*hés two ﬁoors,‘éne made of tar and one made of gold.
When asked which door she woula choose to enter the cﬁiid ’
réplies,‘“Fof me, tar is guité‘good epoﬁgh." As a result
of this humblg answer thg Chilé/is showered with géid.‘ The

stepmbther'returns home and then returns with her own daughter

. , , " Y
to the same house in the forest. This girl chooses to enter

-
a

by the door of gold and is promptly covered with tar. "Simone

said, later iQ life, th%; t@is story had a profound effect
hpqn'her life. s Theréﬁzs‘np doubt that during her life
éimbne entered many_é "éarred door" and that her interpreta-
tion of the ghower of gald yodidlnot-have been expressed ég
material goldqbﬁf metaphorically as the gol@en gift of light-

or .truth. »
A

As parents, Bernard and Selma Weil raised their

—childyen without any formal religions foundation or structure.

',

They were somewhat agnostic,.af not atheistic in their attitude

~to religion. Simone, .however, did not lack a good example in
~ \ - N

Py

" terms of éaringlfor others. Her father has been described as

5

being2 utterly unselfish,” a man who went out of his way to

\please others and do what was asked of him. He was extremely

frank and very honest and there is no question that thése
characteristics had their effect upon Simone. Selma her
1 ks\?» K

mother was noted for her extreme geﬁerqsity; she also possessed

a persuasiVé power. that to many was overwhelming. Both“parents

[4

£

+
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had noble’ambi?ions for their chi}éren and gave khem the'best
education possible in terms of exposure to literature,etravéi .
and schooling. They'Wére a couple totally devoted to each
other. It was Madam Weil, who later on at the time of
- Simone's fame, said "Ah, how much I ‘would have préferred her
to be happy." 3
pSimone's father had a close relationship with a
microbiologist, Elie Metchniker, and througﬁ this relation-
ship éheAWeil family developed an extreme fear{of microbes.
Madam Weil frowned upon thé children being kissed by other
people and scrupulous washing of hﬁ?ds before meals was always
observed. It is paradoxical to note, however, th?t Selma ‘
Weil admits to having spoiled her daughter througﬁ‘fondling
{‘-and kissing her more than she should. Bernard Weil was alsé
extremely affectionate with his daughter. Simone herself
developed strong feelings of repugnénce towards being kissed
and would not touch or eat certa;n things. She sometimes
spoke of her disgustingness. It is possible that when de-
"veloping her spiritual Li}e these early expexiences led her
towards capha;ism and manicﬁaeanism,rather than to“true
Christianity. ) ' i
4t is evident from th%s rather brief survey of Simone's
‘infancy ‘and early parenting that she experienced physiéai pain
at an early a;e, in varying degrees and ghat her response

appears to have been passive. One of her favourite fairy-

tales is a remarkable example of humility and being rewarded
N )

o
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for such humility. These patterns arexrepeated throughout

»

9

her life.

~ .

At the age of six, a rathér’/sérious-looking girl,

=

with good features, dark eyes and an unruly mop of black
hair, gave up her sugar ration for her adopted godson, one of
many soldiersrin the first world war who had no family of hi$§
own. This ac; in itself is not\ovér~saérificial, however
it might be asked héw many six-year-old.children at, this time
willingly contracted to such a gesture and also held to it?
At the samé age Simone and her brotﬁér were exchanging quota-
. o -
tions from Cyrano,de Bergerac. In order to entertaiﬂ thei}}
parents Simone*and her brother used to learn by héart certain
passages ofvclaésical plays‘and pgrform them. This was pérf
of their "playing". I These children did not spring from an
average family. Long holidays in hotels-in beautiful places
allowed the children,a great deal of freedom. Such trained '

[ -
v

and disciplined minds and such free and active bodies, with
. ) ' &
little restriction on time, allowed the children to grow in

extra—ordinéry ways, both infindependénce and individuality.

'The children also appear to havetexperienéed fréeedom from all

’

the confinements and limitations of an average family with its
v .

chores and resf}ictiongz its regular social démands and habits.

.Sometiﬁes the children would be'provided with tuforé,
! ' * ~

LY

4
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particula}l§ Simone because of her fragile health. Snch
treatment isolated the’yonng Weils from their peer group and
from meny of the realistic pains of everyday living. //The
godsen for whom Simone had given upAher sugar ration/tame tou
visit the family whilst they were holidaying at Ch;itres.
The little girl was thrilled. They wenthfor long walks by

the "'sea holding hands. He then returned to his regiment.-

[
She never saw him again. He was killed\in action soon after

¢

his return from leave. Tq experience the death of a hero at
an early age would not have added to her sense of joy or ’
'!

faith or securityf

It was at the age'of eleven that Simone attended her .
first meeting of the unemployed. éhe was already concerned
about the poor, and seelng a demonstratlon of the unemployed.
in the street one day, shé naturally ran 'out of the house and
attended it.4,_ THis was probably her first introduction to
any ferm of prqtest march or pﬁblic meetingiand wonid have
left some kind of impression upon her. “This also foreshaéows
her eetly adult life concerning trade unionisn and her wonkn

v i

and activities with #Hg unions.

Upon returning from a holiday in Paris, Simone's free-

’
/

‘dom ‘was ,suddenly curtailed. Her brother Andre had been sent

) to the boys 1ycee and she had become totally bored w1thout

'hlS companlohshlp. : Her parents decided to send Simone to
the girls lycee. , Entering into’a more average world- Simone
I N v P T

-

»
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had to take great pains with her work to succeed and’ she would

- i : , LS
sometimes wake up at night to do her homework. éﬂShe was over-

conscientious. | However, she was soon at -the top of hér,

¥
]

g
class. - This hard-earned success was no consolatjonmwhen her
% B .

" brother Andre .passed his university entrance exams at four-

| teen and entered the Ecole Normale at sixteen. -

She was thlrteen years old when ‘'she entered what: :she
called her "bottomless plt" She had an i ferlorlty cOmplex
o il

because compared to her brother she feft very stupid.~% Her

o
"small hands caused her to write gery slowly and she was al-

3 v 4

ready wearing thiok heavy glasses due to failﬂﬁg eyesight.
Her Eespair led her to wish to die, not because she was a

failure, but because .she believed that she wogld not be able
' ‘ .

N

to enter the "transcendent"Kingdom“ where truth abides, if -

she was not truly great. It is clearz%hat at the early age .. 1!
-~
of thlrteen Simone equated "1ntellectua1 achievement and

4

loglcal truth” in some way with the Jgranscendent Klngdq? ">
This Klngdom was aeflnltely not the Klngdom of heaven of

L / S o
Christianity. One of the greatest difficulties for Simone
. \\ “/ . -

in later life was that her essentially logiqalwdértitude as .

. Lo -
understoodand enliglitened by her intellect, was both hex

greatest gift-to the world and others, thrgygh her writings,

, . i
but also one of her greatest limitations. The sense of

-

'fallure that she experlenced during her brother's success, and

. X
her almost compu1s1ve drive to prove or dlspfove attitudes'and

. concepts in life, repeated itself during her Iife and was a

N
n” ad
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w N ‘ . o
strong factor in the circumstances of her death.
o « b

At the age of sixteen, whilst on°holidaf with her
¢ ' 3 :
parenﬁs at Hotel du Chateau in Challes- les -Eaux, her concern

\‘\ .
t4

for others less fortpnate than herFelf re—-surfaced. Simone
by

observed that the staff of the hotel in which she-was staying
were overworked ‘and she prmessed the staff to organise a.union -

to pfotect themselves, much to thefchagrin of some of the

‘o

guests.
3 C
& £ ,
The dream that Emile Chartier would one day become
Simone's teacher, was fulfilled. The passionate congerns of

a young adult were honed and challenged and built npon in a
venerable fashiorn. ‘'The detached, sophisticated, skeptical
and agnostic philosopher developed her intellect, sometimes
in agreenent, sometimes in disagreement. His attitude to
1nst1tutlons and 5001ety relnféﬁced Slmone S growing concern

for the poor Her demand and search for absolute truth

,ylthln the reebnof her own particular need and sensitivity b

did not always blend well with Zlain's detached and skeptioal

d%. [ SN f

-

urbanity. Because she had listtle interest in romance and
close frlendshlps she was consxdered somewhat egccentric. She
rejected any 1ntellectual compromlse and thus suffered both

A

1ntellectually and socially. he.hld her inner conflict from

her fellow students. A spiritual affliction was already



w"<‘4_

germinating in her‘soul.- . ‘ R
It was Alain who introduced simone to the writings ef
Jules Lanéeau.:ufis apparent that, iniher later life, this :
man also had an empathetic influence on her life and thought.
He wrote, "Certitude is an dbsolute :;ﬁﬁéfon of the spirit,

it is the spirit iwself, it is the absdlute, it is God who
. R e a

creates iﬂ\iﬁ\;s."é. Thus Simone had support for her . own

o

particular need for loglcalﬂcertltude and tended to think of

e “w

it as a divine gift.

1

7

- Sifrone failed her first attempt to write the entrance

-

eiam to the Ecole Normale. She had spent too much time in
cafes and in studylng only her favourite subjects, math and
phllosophy whlle neglectlng her other subjects. In her

- &

second attempt she succeeded, and was placed first of all en-

@trants. Simone de Beauvoir was pyaced .second the very same -
Y . ”
year. The severe acadeniic and intellectual requlrements of
L ]
the Ecole Normale did not dlsturb Simone. It wag in such an

env1ronment as this that her mlnd and soul began to express
themselves more clearly and Le a larger world.

It was in 1930 that éimone begap to deVeEOP severe
migraine.l There were several theories as to the cause of this
further violent pain‘in her life. One suggestion was that
they were caused by larval sinusitue; from rhiniktis, which she

4

had contracted through resting'outéﬁde after bﬁysical exertion,

without putting on a coat 6r.s&eater. - It is also possible

?‘
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that she had a congenital disposition to headaches inherited
from her fathex, who also suffemed frdm/severe’migraines
Others wondered 1f it was the excessive work that she under-
togi Simone herself-once sald ‘to her mother, "You ought
not to be sorry that I have had headaches, for without them,
th;:e are many things I wduld not have done."8 In a sense
she appears to be s?ating that pain for her mas in some way ¢
"d challenge to achieve in spite/of-it, rather than happiness
- being a source of good$works or'achievement. Herein lies
éerhaos a wide controversf.‘ Is ‘it better or more Christian
to choose the- tar door and‘ﬁe rewarded wiéh gold or is it
bettef to choose'the golden door and use the‘golden choice to
avold the tar. Is it necessar& ho suffer to be a'Christian.
and perform good works or is it bossible to be‘happy and .
choose toilet an outpourlng of .that happiness also result in
good works. To give in to pain is one perspectlve, to accept‘
it and work through it another,and(lt aopears nhat at times
ﬁeil\literally used pain as a stimnlant for certain achieve-
mgnési\nThatxis not to say %hat nothing was ever done to re—u
move thzi paln.' It was a source df concern to both her
parents and also her friends and many doctors“were consulted-h
about a cure but none could be found.
‘Itlwas common'for\“No;malie" students, duming their/‘f
holidays; as extra-curricula. activities, to take up work wifh
the workers and also become involved with them.: /She began to -
teach at a college for rallway workers, Whlch she enjoyed very

P v
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much, She also began to take a deep interest din trade

. \0
uniopism.,! On one of her holidays she worked on a farm

bringing in the harvest. Although she had little stamina,

and suffered her requlag headaches, she forced herself to

work as hard as the men. She often pushed herself beyond

the limits of her own streng%h. One farm labourer from

Normandy said, that he Pel%eved that Jodn of Arc must-have

9

been'lfke Simone Weil, Is this desire to éush herself be-

yond her own llmlts part of her traglc'flaw, her need to be
as good as her brother, reflected in the male workers on the
farm? Or is it a divine inspiration, a way of ovércoﬁing
pain, a form of’mind triumphing over matter? I tend to be-
lieve that this cited instance:is an expression.of a ps&ch;c
flaw rathef'than a divine inspiration as’ experienced by Joan

W

of Arc.
@ ' ' N ; ‘
Simome, while at the Ecojle Normale also began to de-

velop a political awareness. She leaned towards'a 1eft-wing

B

pacifist' position. She had also developed a per31stent

N
¢

pa531on in her convictions and a Strong determlnatlon to live

by them. Her bourge01se background seemed to cause her some

cpersonal embarrassment if not some klnd of gu1lt for being so

N

economlcally privileged -when SO many were born into deprivatlon

and suffering. She had little respect for (fell6w students

-

who d1d not v1ew the - poOr and the needy with at least some

concern and 00n51derat10n. Her ablllty to determlne her own’

' I

»”

point of view or position on any subject was clear. Once she-

z

L

b
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niade a decision, it was unshakeable. Certitude and a

.. .G o .
certain.inflexibility were beginning to surfaceé in Simone's

L]

' /'pensona%_perspectives. Certitude in faith is an essential
component of a Christian. However, there was' inflexibility

-
1.

appearing at this time in Weil's character. Christians must
always be open to ‘the many faces and facets of Divine Power.

) \ Simohe's attitude to,money‘waslstringent. She smoked

> -

heavily but always rolled her own cigarettes. She ate poorly

F4
N continuously and sent most of her earnings to others much less

fortunate than herself. She always wanted to teach in an"
industrial aréﬁ{/to follow through on her idea to 1ive with

and serve the poor. It was very clear in her mind, before she

- 'graduated from the Ecole Normale, that at some time in her

life she .would work in a factory. ,
1 !

" Simone at this point in tjime was certainly not averse
to Christ'ahity,cbut she was not deeply involved in religious
discussion or study: Shé'wgs beginningrarpe;iod of militant

protest in support of pacificism. Marching, wr1¥1ng and -
. e Lo ' ,
speaking, in her personal areas of concern were the ‘ways in

‘which Simone began to express publicly her deeply ingrained
’ compassiéﬁ for humanity and in particular the gnderprivileged

'and the poor.' Just before taking up her first post as a

>

teacher at Le Puy, a small fishing town and not the industrial
area she had desired, she holidaygg in Normandy with her

. - . - / € o
parents, spending most of her time with the fishermen.' ‘She

-

9

.

'
. . w
.
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found two brothers at Le Ppy}who would allow her to go £ish-

13 f '

ing with them. Some of the people who knew about "this were .

~

not too happy about it.. ‘It must have been one oﬁ her

3 < . 3 . i
genuinely freeing experiences, because,, later she r§f¢rs to

4 + -

the 1ife of arfisherman as being a 1if§u9f‘freéqu’even though

fishing is the work of the pOd;m

.
o
2 ’ N

B, . | v )

'
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Simon® was a good teacher and liked heﬁ“sthdenﬁs.

However, she was still plagued with migraine headaches which

<

sometimes lasted .as long-as six days. During these timgs

she would go without eéting. Since the headaches were so

violgﬁt they caused her to vomit. Perhaps here we, may

evidence some simple examples of sacrifice.’ During her

&

migraines she fasted, simply to prevenﬁ vomiting. . During

o . AL ’
her migraines she never missed™~a-elass in school, thus her

1
v

students never ‘suffered any loss of»peéc@ing at this time.
Simple saerifices for both self amd others, quietly achieved.

b

Simone's teaching was not only confined_td her students at Le
¢ Lt

"

Puy, she collaborated with another teacher named Thevenon,
,mqulﬁcg '
in an education course for the miners in St. Etienne.

H

Her disregard for{hef image as a teacher appeared, at

‘ghmes, almoé% wilfﬁl; however, 'it was,K a persistent pervexse
, / ‘ 7
_pdttern which she maintained throughout her 1life. This wil-

wy

|
fulnes&, if such-was the case, vas stroqg characteris¥icoof
. 7

% v e ~
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Madam ‘Weil. Andre Wé}l, Simone's broﬁher, told Malcolm

Muggeridge in an interview, that his mother was a "very

' 10

energetic and wilful woman." " He cited the instance that

Madam Weil followed her husband, whilst he was in the army
#

. RN N B s — ‘.
"everywhere"v@ven against strict mﬁlitary orders\ﬂj It would

seem that Simone's singleness of mind in some incidents in

-

‘her life sprang from a similar characteristic.

Simon's activity in politics was chanelled mostly

L)

= .
towards "dealing with and writing about the unions. Her
desire was to unite the workers through unions and improve

“their working conditions. - However, sometimes the way she
Te(
frdternized w1th the ‘workers caused her some notoriety and she

was accused of "1nc1t1ng the uneiyp oyed against the authorl-

ties."” She believed in both v151bly and physically support—
«

ing her bellefs wherever possible. "

During her time aﬂwie Puy Simone gained permission

Lo . ) - _ .
‘to visit a mine. This was not only a very unusual request,

but it was almosﬁgunheard of\that a woman should be allowed

to go down into the mines. /%he was allowed to use a pick-

axe and a compressed air-drill. Accordlng to her frlend
Thevenoﬁ, if she had not been stopped.she would have used

the drill until she coliapsed. She tried to gain emplo;ﬁent
in this mine but wa§ told that it was impossible. ‘She pub-
lishéd an article about her visit and descsibed the worker as
a.tool who served -a tool. ’ o

[}
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The conflict for the worker now is
more than.just money between buyers
and Bellers of labour; . it is now be-
tween those who have the machine at
their disposal and those who are at
the disposal of the machlne

Simone's ultlmate ﬁolutlon for the above problem was '
to educate the worker nptmghiz in how to operate ‘the machlnes
w1th which he worked but\aiso educate him in the function and
the purpose of Ehe;maehine. Because of‘much of her behaviour
and fier Qritings Simonelwas understooé)by many people to be a
‘ éomm@nist. " She was hever, however; a q%rd~earrying member
~of'the Commqhist party though she did share Marxist ideals with
fellow students at'the Ecole Normale. , ..

. dnelwinter she went withbﬁt heat -in her apartment
‘ so that she might'keebﬁfood in her cuohoards and the unemployed
workers could freely take for themselves and thelr famllles the
food that they so desperately needed. She seens to have
done this entirely upon hegﬂoénaihitiatiﬁe Qithout any sﬁpport
and eﬁcouragement from others. Her unshakeable/dedication to
the‘poor was characteristic of her independent decision'making
and her strong determination to carry throuéh such decisions. -
Her action with and £6r the unions and her Mar%ist attitude
was quite common among French intélleetuals at tﬁisrtime;/

It was as a result of some of her unorthodox behaviour
and because of the attitude of others towards' her iifesty;e
that Simone compromlsed her teachlng post at the Lycee, and
although the Mlnlster of Educatlon had no complaints about

:

her teaching and her students liked her, she was finally

o
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persuaded to apply for a transfer.
Simohe left Le Puy at the end of the academic year in

< “

1932. Her teaching methods, Whichfwere ahead. of her time,
), . N ,

her general behaviour towards her peers whom she.basically-

£

T 2 g

‘ighOred, and her controver51al writings and act1v1t1es finally

-caused her to take a leave of absence after teaching in

~

"Auxerre and. a year in Roanne.

She@ppplied to the MiniStry of Education'in 1934 for
a leave of absence for "personai'studies“. She was offiﬁg\
cially going to prepare a philosophical treatise concerning

relations between modern technology, social organization and
1 H h)

culture. For her fleldwork she was g01ng to enter the world
of the factory worker, his quarters, ‘his enV1ronment, his
factory, his life. On December l4th 1934 Slmone Well

entered employment at the Alstrom electrical works 1n Parls, o

!
' ‘ “ \

as a factory worker. | ‘ : ) B

o t

B
- y
‘
4 -
N N

&

Finally, we must ask what was the'significance*of

’
i

sufferihg and affliction upon Simone Weil during her. inform-

ative years. Although the~dlscomfort of a premature birth

-cannot be known, it ‘cannot be dlscounted as an experlence in

o

Slmone s llfe that is hardly 'unique but neither. is it common.

A

Appendicitis also is a“fairly common maldady but a severe

attack and at such an early ‘age would have:'deeply affected
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"\\EEFEr personality and her way. of responding to the world. Is '

it possible that this edPly pain in her life deepened her .
P / ’ \ L p

sensitivity as well as her acceptance of pain both in herself
. ' » .
and in others? The influence of her parents obv1ouj4y im~

. planted and, relnforced the most noble and unselfish charac-

-
\
&

teriStic§ as well as some of the.more,disruptive‘qualities'
of her nature. - Het life experiences wereldeep and her oan
suffering made her. sepsitive toithe suffering of others.
This genumne concern and sen51t1vrty to others is a major
‘Chrlstlan quality, for it is essential to serve others w1th
feéeling, 'with compassion and Wlth love and not with just e
trained intellectual faith‘that’says “Loye your neighbour as
yourself.” One must be in touch with, aware-of and able to
love oneself before one can possibly love -another. . Empathy.

and compassion are the fruits ofaa Christian spirit and these

'in turn sprlng from life experience, active Or vicarious.

Unllke many of us, Simone Well did not rebel directly

‘against her family., she rebelled against her socmety. Conse-
. * ° ‘

quently there was no breaking, of the original tender ties and
emotions with her creators, and no reforﬁing or .re-rooting of.
suth original gifts as generosity, courage, commitment and com-

passion. They sprang from th%ir original source‘ané remained

'ééhuine and eincere, reaching out to the ensieved and under— /

Vo pri&ileged. . ’ ) {

. o Other famous protestors of’ her time such as BarbuSse.
L

and Glde found their expre531on mostly through wrltlng and aid

' ¥

N
>
R
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not put themselves in the position o0f being confronted by -«
‘ ' the authoritjes. . Simone, however, was an activist and

would have felt that writing alone was not enough.
, | . .
: 1 - Simone de Beauvoir, a contemporary of Simone Weil,

v

} o ment and her sheer courage.12 Simone Weil did not just

redch for an ideal, she 1ived_i£, and thérein liés much of

Y

her personal freedom. - The extraordinary freedom and privi-

leges that she experienced while still living with her parents

‘:allOWed her to take risks inllatég:zifi/ "Many times her

-

parents came to her rescue finding her ill-fed and ill-housed,

¢

\ after a long siege of:personél sacrifice hqd’taﬁen its toll
‘E of her Wealth. ’ '
Simone Weil ‘was uniéue and part of £hat &niquehess
was fostered by her environment. When one lives out an

ideal one may be admired or mocked, praised or persecuted,

a

but few people will compete with one of take similar risks. -
- [

A . . R . '
Perhaps 1it-is because in many ways, ideals become unlqué and
. ' ® . ’ . , T
personal, depending upon the individual's search, discove{y

\
1

and achievement. - o '

‘ 1

pYoyed is clearly expressed in her writings and involvement

Jthrough@u£ her 1life. She was deeply affected by the know-

~

ledge that some pe;sbns are\born into such a deprived situa-
tion, that they are totally manipulable through having to

A

" ‘admired the latter's intelligence, ascetism, - her total commit-

Simone's genuine concern for the workers and the unem-
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dnderfake eﬁbloyment to sustain their daily needs, and often -
'sﬁbh empioyment beceme almost enferced slavery. . It is re-,
markable that she would sacrifiee herself with such deter-
minatigk\that others mightlnotisuffgr SO mueh:

Simone will enter the experience of her concern dur-.

ing her life and will“wfite and live out this experience for

others. Her flaw, if it can be called tﬁat,
was not able, or refused £o give hefself as
concern as she did others. Her "topos™, a p ticular form
of eésa&lrequired by Alain from his students, at the Ecole
Normele,‘Eegan wiﬁhléhilosophy\and political theories, still ‘
in'favour of the~poor, bet_they soon became 1iving witnesses
of her llfe, expre551ng her experiences of the llfe of the

worker. She began as an eager student of the Marxist theory

‘accepting the hypotﬁeses f the leade

v

such theories, became a renegade and L}timately viewed the -
;situation from the perspective of the 'ndiviaualuworke{. It

was from this grass roots'posiéion that she began to perceive

the problems of the workers. ‘ * !

1; - The questions‘she rai§ed, then,*follow%?g this break

with- Marxism, we have with us today.” "~ How can{we prevent

' the machine, the toolior'technelogy in general. from oéerpoWer—
ingy, deseneitizing and generally debilitatihg the worker and‘
' yet maintain life and productivity? ~ One of the important

functionS‘of ﬁhe)Judéo{Chfistian faith is'to allow each person
‘to develop in their full potential towards the Image of God '

!

&

o K ,/’\t

themselves, questionedo

iz
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or "Imago Dei". Each :one should help the other towards

-

) . , :
this end. Simone in her experience may not have expressed

her personal concern for both éhe‘unemployed and the worker
. C \ :
in such a Christian form. However, that man, particularly

the worker, was being denied this fullness of life, due to

his' work, "'whi¢h was also‘*his means of survival, was the root

- '

of her concern. ' ' '

. ¢
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- to make the individual andépét

CHAPTER "2

INDIVIDUALIT& AND COLLECTIVITY ‘°€§

A ;o )r - ]
. .

Let us not forget that we want
the collectmv1ty, the supreme
value. . 1
_Simone Weil

Oppression & Liberty _ \ ‘

% As in' the first chapter ‘I reviewed the life of Simone

We11 from the perspectlve of affliction and- sacrl?&ce, I shall

now brlefly write about her early thlnklng as shé reflected

upon the condition of the poor and sought solutions to thelr

"problems.

It is important at this time to recognise that

her concerns for the poor did not ‘change af;er her factory

experience.

ence were confirmed by the reality .of it. Other ideas and =,

Many of her thoughts before the factory experil'f

thoughts were proven entirely illusory. \ ‘ e

/

, / N It was because of her concexrn for- the poor that Slmone

explored -the theorles of Karl Marx, actlvely Lestlng and

questioning his thesis and others of her tlme, who were

supposedly fulfllllng and applying hlS doctxlnes in everyday

living.

ke

"r . R The youthful Weil.had volunteereg to. glve up her

E

/sugar ration for a soldler,. wept for the starv1ng &hen she',

heard about a famine 1n{Ch1na,~ handled an a;rfhammer~;n\8t.

) b
s Al
* L o >
~ il
.
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Etienne for the experience and taught the railway workers

while still studzﬁng at the Ecole Normale. Although many

-

Normalle students Vould have and did become 1nvolved at |that.
y ' 3
_ time with Marx1sm.and\work1ng with the labourer, simone's
o basic reasons for such activity were different.-. Simone

‘Weil's interest in Markism, or, in fact, any political move-
' \ : N o

ment coneerning'the poor, spxran g~frgm\her/heart% This. was.
. ) ‘ Y R

Fgusuaﬁ\for someone of her mllleu and generation.
" L Normallens of comfortable mlddle-class
' - backgrounds have become Marxists for a
‘ - - - host of reasons, but compassion for the
v o ’ S disfavoured was' not particularly high:
: - ~ on the list . . . 'some came to Marxis
through intellectual Ssnobbery, others
] to fulfill a need so common in that gen-
o v eration (on the Right as well as the
; Left) for commitment, for some it seemed
the best way of heading off the threat of
f scism or war, .for others it was the :
total, coherent explanation of history
—~ and society they craved. But, above
/i all, it was hatred of French middle- . ’
] class 5001ety, a need to break up
~ - A 7 \ bourgeoise culture, that seemed an
i important factor in the Marxism of the
leaders of the generation of 1930 in France.

']

\Moéller's "Mother of Charity" is already recognised.
SlmOne's writings, activities énd investigations sprang from
’ja’cohmitbent‘of heart, not a rebellioﬂ of;ahger. That is
not to say that she did not enter the tide of the.revolution-
. ‘ ary, she did, hut only to draw backhahd‘offer‘crlticism from

/  her own very special perspé&tlve on ba51c Marxist theorles.

It was the 1nd1v1duaf worker w1th1n the collectlve that she

4 . .
~ % . ‘. '
f .

T
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constantly bore in mind when considering Marxism.

Weil approached Marx1sm as she approached everythlng

else, with an open and compagsionate heart : Her critique

%
of this great work was not merely a' destructive attack on a
partlcular phllosophy, it was a genulne search for a solu- .
:tlon to the problems of the worker, in whlch a very brllllant
mlnd and concerned heart came 1nto play.
| She accepted Marx's theory that if the &orker would

ré&olt against his oppressor, in this case“the‘capitalist,

then the oppressor, capitalism, would be abolished.. It was

' ’

~not until after Weil's experlence in factory work that she

was able to resolve th1s ‘illusion. However, it was before
. o .
this.latter experience that Weil "worrfied” Marxism, . ques-'

tioning and opening up:- all areas of goncern that she perceived{

-that the true reason for the é&p101tatlon
of the workers is not any desire on the 3
» part of the capitalists to enjoy and con-
' sume, but the need to expand the under- .
- taking -as rapidly as possible so as to 33'
make it more powerful than its rivals.

Weil posited that Marx worked with the assumption,

without proving it "that every kind of power will disappear

—

on the day socialism is established in all industrial

countries”.

»

. . =
What Marx failed toyrealise and-what Weil Jjuxtaposed

[ h L .
was that regardless of the 'structure or pattern or control
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culture, which is a culture of specialists.

"cal condition but also for his spiritual and pet

.29

- 2

over society, "the degrading division of labour into manual

-and intellectual labour” is the very foundation of our

3 . kYl
)

5

v -

' The whole of our civilization is founded .
on specialization, which implies the
enslavement of those who execute to
those who co-ordinate. © Lo

Economlc equallty, therefore, cannot be equated w1th
freedom from oppression for man. To make property common or
incomes equal would‘not resolve.thexfact that labourers,
miners and factory workere are still requdred and would still,

as human beings, suffer accordingly/
- J‘IQ N h
The problein for Weil becomes quite“clear, realisti- -

cally bearlng An mind the many needs of manklnd

The problem 1s, therefore,.qulte clear: " ‘ L;
it is a question of knowing whether'it
is possible to conceive of an organiza- .
tion of production which, though power- v -
less to remove the necessities imposed ’
by nature, and the social constraint
arising therefrom, would enable these
" at any rate to be exercised without
grlndlng doWn souls-and bodies under
oppression.| 7 o - -

She challenged that the Marxism as practised 'in -her

day “was distorted While management in this ‘philosophy took

‘ v

the form of state control oppression became the inevitable

~

lot of the workers.

1 needs

I

a?’a human ‘being. The oppre351on that Marx was fighting was

»

one of the major causes of affllctlon for the worker according’

"
\
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to Weil. However, the Marxian |perspective was (very limited _ .
from Simone's perspective. It"was not the individual with

his or her‘limitations that brought affliction to the

- workers, but collectivevvalues admlnlsteredlb% ‘an_ executive

few. Power basedlon economics or politics was the greatest

t

aggressor for it crushed anyone and anything to gain its
[ , 1 . .

ends. 4 ' ‘ .
\r - ~

Every human group that exercises power, "
* - does so, not in such a way as to bring - .
happiness to .thogse who.are subject to ,-
it, but in such a way as to increase
that power; it is a matter of life and
death for any' form of domination what-
soever., 8 g ) - A

+ A carefully cultivated‘fahaticism"9 developsfuhder
¥ . . N
‘this state control generating "a mixture of. mystical devotion

10

-

and unbridled bestiality." This statement of Weil's is

EXtremely powerful and what follows, I believe,,is an(accurate

3

though 51mp11f1ed précis of her explanatiqn of such a state— )

[

. ment. Weil is claimlng that wheie fanat1c1sm develops it
is p0331ble for poverty amongst the masses to become an accept—
" able sacrlfice rather than ‘a burden. Such a sacrifice they

offer to the state, as 1f the state were an unseen god.

L ~

We11 states that ‘the capitalist system ultimately led to,war,
'v I ' \,. ‘{ N N )
'and the bureaucratic state ultimately led to-a sileht and

pa531ve destructiOn of" initlatlveh culture and'thought. Marx
himself dld not see that the state 1tself would ultimately

become the oppressor.

-

S °

" As she encountered the lot of the worker she changed

¢ \ N L
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. . ) . : A
her political position. She was extremely ;ﬁteresteq in
» ’ . R .
edu¢ating_the worker so that at least heNMight understand ,
L .
‘some of the tools and processes that were part of his life.

. . b
She believed that the worker should be given a full under-

\sﬁandiﬁg of the technical process with which he was working.

In-understanding such a process the(WOrké; would then be able

<

" to control his tools and not allow them to control him. Man,

- “f. .
she reasoned, was supposed to be overlord of nature. Part

3

of her concern for the worker hére is invoived with his

human dignity.:,PHuﬁiliétion to Weil is a deep1af£liction and
if the worker could secure more knowledgg about his‘work, she
‘cgncludeﬂ,dhg wogld suffer less and enjoy more self-respect.
whnwunderstanding of the machinery, a knowledge of how it !
works ﬁight appeal to some o£~the workefé; to many it would

: : .

just be an extra complication in’their lives. For those

to whom this information would be an added complication, could
it be said that £hey were\already desensitizedvfrom a healfhy
human response, or is Weil's pgfsonal subjective curiosity

-an over-ruling factor here? I believe that most men wigh ’
.ﬁb kRfiow and ﬁnderstand what they are doing and that personal
'dignity does result from such knowledge. This, however, is
placing a very high level of human sensitivity “on all per:'
sons, many of whom are not able to/enjoy such sensitivity due
to their cwlture, background ox some handicap. Weil ulti-

mately swung from the idealistic political Manifesto of Marx

.to'a very direct and realistic conéideration of the worker,

-
- ' t
. N N
.

[




32

o . v
a

°
~

his working conditions, environment and general personal wel-

L3

fare. It was in "Prospects", her unpubliéhed thesis, that

Weil made this mdve in argument and ultimately dropped out,

of the pofitical arena. Her articie was applaudéd by ﬂmny.‘b

a

However, the powerful voice of Leon Trotsky denounced her',

ideas in an article the following October. *

At Bernaré/and Selma Weil's, apartment in Paris, -

a@Q

Simone and Leon had -a. "long conversation”. According to

Aner\Weil in conyersation witheMaICle»Muégeridge; it ended
: = . ‘

-

with Trotsky saying to her:

&

- I see you disagree with me in almost

; everything. Why do you pit me up" e

o in your house? Do you belong to: ’
the Salvation Army? 11 '

» O

Simone!s encounter With trade unionism in France had

not been wasted. Her critique of Marxism was both creative

A

and constructive. °' She was emerging riot as. -a dreamer, but as

.  She believed that there was

‘d deeply concerned human bei

o]

enough strength among the .prolet riat to struggle towards
better conditiohs individually. . 1In her mind there was a

real possibility of what we consider today as a grass roots !

§

movement. - She a150¢beliév§d that to will something and to

woﬁk towards -it, even though there appeared to be iittlg chance

- ° ) \

of success, was better than blindly°wishing for it. , She'used
» ) ] o \_tb -
o ‘ :
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the analogy of the man thrown overboard in the middle o¥f the
ocean,\saylng that he should not let himself drown, even

thougglthere was little chance of sw1mm1ng to safety. He

,should swim until ekhaustlon took over»12 Just in terms of

human llfe and drowth this was an essential theory. It isj
in fact, a truth of life, that any gﬁh‘\of growth and human
development q@ﬁ only take place if the individual is prepapé€d
to strive for wﬁat hé wants regardless of the 'odds.

She followed the oppression of man historically from

" the primitive hunter, through the slavery of the Egyptians and
Romans, bo the serfs of the Middle Ages. Weil statedt that

some outside constraint or threat of pain has forced man tos

- s

work throughout the ages. Up to the time of ;ér writing she
concluded:

~ Mankind has known two principal forms
of oppression, the one (slavery or
serfdom) exercised in _the name of
armed force, the others in the name g
of wealth, transformed into capital.

She followed this statement with the suggestion that

" these historical oppressors were being superceded "by a new
4 N AN
species of oppreéssion; oppression exercised in the name of

managem.ent;.14 Modern man has tried to repléce himself by a
machine and technology, which has resulted in him becoming

more passive and less informed and finally a slave, not to

anothér human being.or group of human beings, but to technology

~
»

itself. - :
The ‘worker has not the feeling of earn- Q

. ing his living as a producer, it is merely
that the undertaking keeps him enslaved

B \
’/,/
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'ﬁ%%**oﬂﬁ hours every day and allows
gach week a sum of money which
- gives him the magic power of con-

juring up at a moment's notice ready- 15
made products, exactly as the rich do.”~

The latter part of this statement may appear to be /

somewhat shallow for Weil, but in context she was arguing - .

about the relationship of work done and monﬁg earned. :QPé

L4 ' v
'
'

‘rich or governing classes suffer a similar .passivity,

she continued, for in order to make tﬁeir money, £hey are
"snowed under by an avalanche of inextricable problems .they - .

6 1t is interesting. to note

long since gave up governing."
at this point that Simone was béginning to grasp the fact
that the rich exist in their own kind of élavery. - It was

not the slavery of the machine or even of management, for in
general ierms the rich are management, We are ﬁoﬁ entering

the more personal areas of man's dehumanisation and no longer o

dealing specifically with the physical needs.

, L
There was a third aggressor for Weil, and indeed a. » ’
very pdwerful one. In her meditations on libefty she stated
emphatically, "The social order,. though ﬁecessary, is essen—
tially evil, whatever it may be.:i;‘ She frequently referred.
to society as the Greatheastf// This name originated with
Plato's Republic Book IV: ‘ )
i To adore the "Great Béqét" is to think
and act in conformity with the preju- N
" dices and reactions of the multitude
to the detriment of all gersonal search
for truth and goodness.l . \ .
Society is a seething mass of people bé}ng formed and
1 - ‘
g

v
. .
'
‘
. :
- ~
. ' [
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govethed by this Great Beast, its collective self, that ,

‘alternatively can control and be controlled by two other

oppressors - economics‘and politics. Here we’have Simone

»

at her most‘antiﬂsoclal. . She never was'a part of the Great
Beast because of her partlcular background and envirdnment.
She no doubt looked out -upon 1t. In this sense she had no
concept of what exactly the collective self felt like from

the perspective of an individual mémber, surviving in it
12 ' —
thriving in it or striving against it. . -

Gustave Thibon, a’ close friend of Slmone S states,.

/

\1n hlS Introductlon to GraV1ty and Grace, a collectlon of

Slmone ‘s wrltlngs, -that the text. nollte confermarl hulc ta’

seculo (be not conformed to this Morld) was for her .a command—

ment allow1ng of no reservatlons. ThlS would certalnly.

.support and deepen ‘our understanding of Siﬁone‘s\life and -

death. - .Whereas she was' deeply concerned with the lot of’

-~ to [ ! ] R R s ' .
‘'the worker she was personally so far removed from the "seeth—

1

1ng masses" herself that the only oppressor she personally ‘had

M
:lﬁ
to face was her own self—sacr1f1c1ng commlfment and personal

dlSClpllne. Perhaps an: element of w1lfulness and 1nde-

- pendence which passes that very fine llne between productlve—

,"ness and’destructiveness, entered intofher‘life‘ She saw

how the world wasg'afflicted and she sought to" change it

She loathed any kind of structure although her 1ntelllgence

‘:told her that ‘both organlsatlon and. structure were essentlal

- to Qrder. Within any group there must be a structure or some

L , \

~ \h
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form of organizationh, be it a factory, a corporate body, .

a "grass roots" support-group or a yQ}unteerygropp‘for
ﬂgatever task. »bne is rémfnded of Simone's early observa-..

tion,‘ﬁhaﬁ every group ultimately féeas i?éelf and_becomes 
'powef—hﬁdg£y or else ig ﬁ&ils.,; \ - |

| The‘threé\area; of dgepe§£ goncefn_to Wéil Qitﬁ re- \
gard to the workers Were\;hé écoﬁg;ié kméterial of bhysiéal)," K
'fhé-political (qmotionél or‘épirituél) and‘finally the social@

_Society. itself.. Thiirwaéjhoﬁ she AbServéé.the major,oppreséive
forhs afflicting the worker of her day. It was also how she

" 'viewed affliction itself. . It was not, however, until her’

3

N

$érious\and commitfed entry infd,factory“hork as.regular
empiéyment,\thatﬂsh; héd a total view éf the true experience
k%,of the worke% and pigAbondage; ' IF-wag &ithiﬁ thi; experience
thét shgcwaé tbfallyrin§olved,with aff&rction itéelf.' |

-



CHAPTER 3 ’ .
ENTERING THE REALITY

As I worked in the factory the -
affliction of others entered in-
to my flesh and my soul.l L
< Simone ‘Weil 7 B}
Cited: Simone Petrement :

~ ’

There are those among us who wish to enger and--ex-
perience the suffering of others in order to claih brother-
hood with them and to s€ive them better. ~And there are

those who serve others and in their service and self-giving

enter the experience and suffering of others. Simone. needed

to enter the life of the factory worker ‘and the fisherman per—»

sonally-so as to experience that which her head and heart al-

ready told her existed. She was left with no illusions and

}Qirnt more about sufferlng people and herself than if she

1

had remained only 1ntellectually aware. L

It was the entry into the reallty of the life, work

and experlence of the factory worker that confirmed all

Simone's sensitivity, observations and concern expressed in |
. N o 4

A

her ppﬁvious writings. She had lived vicariously and had
expressed her views and discernments concerning the worker as

if at a distance from 'him. She now entered the sea of

workers, ili-equipped physic&lly, but mentally determined to’

+

' ’ 3y | - -



’ i : ?
experience in the flesh all that she had perceived and?ex-

pressed through her mind. Most peopie will feel some aehse

of admiration for a slender, rather awkward, not too well
'co ordinated twenty—flve year old intellectual woman with

thick eye-glasses, who with a certaln amount of opp051t10n,

entered the employment, of factory wdrk. Those who are awdwre
1Y - \’.

of her sefsitivity to the worker also know that she was not- /'

- l . .

entlrely ignorant of the c1rcumstances and condltlons that

she waS‘enterlng f She’ Was not watchlng and reflectlng any

’more; she was plunglng into the icy waters of reallty‘w1th ‘

a deep ', awareness of what she was choosing ta do and why. I - . :
© ., am rem1nded~of her bellef2 that such an act must at least be

g w1lled and folloWed to exhaustlon, aven though nothlng may be

7

accompllshed . ' .

v

Slmone ‘began work as a power press operator and by

dolng this she also began to llve out the reallty of her true

concern or others. ~ It was through embarklng on thls 11V1ng

- reality of the snffering of workers that Simone appeared to
have exp rienced a change of character or emotion. Her chosen‘

.*-f 1 experlence conflrmed all her prev1ous ldeas about affllctlon

‘and-brought\her own suﬁferlng\and,that of others into a unified
perspective. LT ‘ ;o
o Y | ‘ '“I;knew quite well that there,was a- - e
T great deal of affliction in the world; AR
. I was obsessed with the idea, but I had '
b ' not had prolonged and first-hand ex-
. perience of it. As I worked in theé
v ' factory . . . the affllctlon of others -
' - entered into my flesh' and my soux

- - ’
t
-
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It is important at this point to note what Weil had.

to say:aboﬁt her understanding, of affliction:

e Thexe is not real affliction unless

e the event, which has seized and up-

rooted a life, attacks it, directly or -

indirectly, in all its parts, 'social, S

psychologlcal and' physical. The social

factor is essential. °~ There -is not
"really affliction where there i$ not

social degradation or the fear of it 1n
' some form or other..

4

"In varioug 1etters she expressed her personal, experl—
. .

‘ences of affligtion 1n the factories.  Most of the factory

wqu;Simone:attempted caused her immense physical pain. In
one inétanée'she expleined to, Albert Thevenbe “tha£‘she had to
place copper bobbins in a furnace pierced with holes so that '
the fire could pass through if and then take them out a few .
momerits,later.“5 The first day she had.difficulty av01d1ng
the~flames'aqd she carried the burn marks for several months.

There .was, however, one saving grace in this workshop; she ' -

. found her fel}ow/ﬁorkers very empathetic and helpful. Sifmone's -

personal‘handicéps of poor eYesight'and arthritic~fihger§ only

made. her factory ordeal more perllous and palnful. Simone

v 7

Petrement records, "On December 19th all the time she worked

she crled almost w1thout stopplng, and when she got home she

had a flt of 1nterm1nab1e sobblng "6 )

“

Conveyor belt’ work was equally difficult for her, par-

£ieular1y with her crippled fingers. She was only’able'tg

work at fifty per cent of the required speed of the workers

%nd,\as a consequence, she was moved to another area of "the
N . : . N .

o

\
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factory. An examplé of Weil's understanding-of affliction

occurred when she wrote of .a conversation with a fellow

'

worker on a streetcar-

1

She told Slmone, that after some time,
even just a year, a person” no longer
suffers from it. Simone thought that
this was the lowest form of -degradation.

.« The woman explained how she and her -fellow
.workers had let themselves:be reduced to
sthis slavery "Five or six years ago",
she said, "we could get seventy francs a
day, and for seventy francs we 'd have put 7
up with anythlng, we would have croaked i

She wrote again-to Albertin Thevenon after a yedr Qf"
factory work, explaining that within two or three weeks of

'factory employment her sense of dlgnlty dand self respect were

\

radlcally destroyed because of "brutal constralnt" .and that
any rebellious action that she mlght»have_expected to'result

from this experience was to the coﬁtrary ' She experienced

"The resigned docility of a beast of burden 8 All her
,personal phy51cal deprlvatlons added to her awareness of
Sufferlng that the average peasant took for granted Thts
partlcular dlscovery was a severe blow for Slmone. She had

previously hoped and belleved that, the proletarlat would’ hawe “'

a certain amount of ‘.energy in reserve, w1th which they could

rise . in revolutlon agalnst thelr transgressors. Her personal

)

"experlence proved‘the~contrary to be true.

‘Simone's'concern for the 1abourer, the poor, 'in fact 4

-

~all sufferlng perSons but partlcularly the flrst two groups,

was genuine and deeply imprlntfd in her soul. Her experlence
\ '

.in factory work was 1nva1uab1e for her own particular vocatlon



fh life. However, her employers found her a burden and ex-
tremely unproductive in monetary terms and so, having been

fired from one joB and meeting with similar difficulties in
other factory work, she left industrial work aftér a year
‘ . P 13
. . , , 3 ,
and recovered her strength and health gn a freighter trip to
’ N ' ‘ 1

~\Spain.l This trip to Spain was typicél of the parental pam-

pering. that Simone received all through her life. - She lived
. \ . s / i ) -, -
at twomextygmes; on the one hand in abject poverty and self-
sacrifice and on the other hand in luxury both materially and

psychologiéally. Her parents or friends usually came to her

. rescue after a long speil'of self-neglect, or self-sacrifice’

~

for others. I use these words intentionally for I believe
. 3

that her extreme behaviour is questionable in terms of com-
pulsion but not in terms of motivatijion. At some point, and

only in some areas of her sacrificial life, Simone apped?s to
pass that fine line between constructive and destructive action.

She had not found the means for a real liberation of
the workers, whicﬁ was an important motive for entering this
work, but she had discovered the reality of the affliction of
the industrial worker and had ‘entered truly into ‘this experi-
ence with her whole being and not just with her head.
herself and human nature. What's more,
she had ‘changed.  She realized this . . .

I have lost my gaiety in this /factory/ , \

existence, she adds; "And nevertheless
I am glad to have lived through it.» 9

‘ ”} She had learned certain things about
P
/

Simone's factory experience -confirmed most 'of . her
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pre-suppositions held before entering the factofyl However,

her experience of her own docile submission and loss of dig~ .

4

nity, coupled with the fact that the camaraderie and support’

she expected the workérs to share were absent,, removed some

‘_seriqusﬂmisconceptions and illusions that she had éreriously

; ‘harboufed. - It.was among the more skilled workers that ahe
fohnd sympathy and assistance. Thie discovery later caused-
her to comment, "I have'alwayslfodnd ameag‘these reugh simple
creatﬁres, £hat,genérosity df heart aAd:a ekilllwith general -
‘ 10 ghe

°

',later concluded that whatever 1owers the 1nte111gence de—

ideas'were directly propbrtibnal to each other.”

. L~

grades the -whole man. o L - o

"/ f In‘ Ferms of physical sdffering as a facfdry worker,

there 1s no questlon that Simone -’ suffered a great deal, cer— '

tainly more than her worklng companions. However, thlS fact

doee’notrdi5count her persdhal senSitivity to the worker or

\tﬂe conclusions she drew from sharing their life.

- a

‘ ¢
. OQe'of the first difficulties Simone faced was the

. L o . -
inability to think as she did her work. This was a particu-

larly painful experience for hér. \ _She awoke each morhing

w;th a sense of angulsh and dread know1ng what she wduld

" have to face during the day. Time was an. intolerable, burden



o . for she was _doing ptecework Moreover, she never enioyed
’ i

enough sleep so she' was always concerned about?waklng up in

the morning. She also~liveo with a very deep fear. This

3

) . 9, . R .
- fear,she explained, was due to the directions she received.

&

: ' In a fetter to Albertine Thevenon she attributed the "speéd-
o up" and "orders" as.being'the greatest factor in inoustrial .. ‘
) ‘\slavery. . The manner ;n which the orders were glven could fﬁﬁ;\m%f\éi
be very'humlllatlng and thelr end result usually 1nvolved -
‘taklng on a more dlfflcult jOb or "speedlng up" ‘what was. al-
. ready being done. " “Tha major issue for Slmone was not the ‘ *Q_
‘suftering iﬁféivéa but’' the humlllatlon experienced. &Herlr
Or?gipal sense of dignity was shattered.'i She was no longer
.able to tﬁink for herself, but was at‘the mercy of someone
else; manipulated like an object in order,to produce. Simone
Petrement declares bluntly, "This year of factory work was a
martj}dom.% 11 The question must be asked and faced;
'dld Weil ‘enter this experience solely' for others or was the:e

1

- N within-hei‘a/need to punish herself? " Surely she was intel-
- - h ! /

ligent enough to recognise that the workers did not suffer as
deeply as she did. They did nat have her small arthritic
'.  hands nor her'severe migraine attacks. Why then did she

drlve herself to work 'get 'herself fired, look for employment :

!

~,faga1n and become rehired, two or three tlmes'durlng this year?

She was so determlned to be hlred 12,

that upon hearlng that
ohly‘fpretty" girls would be hired at Renault,/she borrowed

make-up from Simone Petrement including lipstick and rose-
1 R ~ .:'z,, !



~coloured7make—up for her cheeks. She transformed herself

and, incidentally, was hired. Simone Weil did not venture
. , , p

ths far in beauty treatment when she was a teenager or when

she attended the Lycee, or as far as we know for the sake

-
- L

of any 'romantic attachment. There can be no doubt, however,’

¢

that her concern ‘for the poor was authentic and that part of .

her drive to share the life and ‘factory experience of the
'worker was an expression of this authenticity. While' this

) £ N
experience supported her previous perceptions about the suffer- .
, * ] . 1 0
,ings of the worker, it also changed her own person. Her

physical entry into the workers' world not only*affirmed and

: .
. . supported what he had alxeady perce1Ved but developed fur-
- ther thoughts .and reflectlons upoh the human SLtuatlon.

In her Notebook Volume One she comments,
"Love and justice ~ to be just towards a

being different from oneself means puttlng
b ‘ oneself in his place. For then one recog-
nises his existence as a person, not as &
thing. This means a spiritual quartering, '
a stripping of the self conceiving oneself
as oneself and as %Fher.l3 «

~ Consciously Weil fmay.not have been thinking of her:

factory experience when writing the above but there is no
question in my mind that the above concept sprang from this:
Ilexperlepce. Herxr motlyetron for entering the factory was to
'discoﬁer'some way of°helping those who" by their very hirth
j were driven te-livino such an existernce. She'had hoped to be

L able’ to allev1ate, if not free the worker,,from some’ of his

hardshlps. The 1mmed1ate result of her experlence she i .-

ot f
f -
, f . <
’ , -
- . . s
‘o
< - .



communlcated to Albertlne Thevenon at the

~work‘ The general sense of thls passage

A

>

45

el
'

end of her year's

has been referred

- o earlier, but it summarlses.her thought so well that the

passage is-worth quoting in its entirety:

<

Simone had discovered slavery.

My sense OF. personal\gignity, my
self-respect, were radically des- -
troyed within two or three weeks
by the daily experience of brutal,

_constraint. And don't 1mag1nel

that this provoked in me any re- -
bellious reaction. No, on the -
contrary: -it produced the last .
thing I expected from me - docility.

.The resigned docility of a beast of

burden ., . . 'when I was kept away
from work by illness, I became fully
aware of the degradation imto which

I was falling and I swore to myself
that I would go on enduring the life
until the day when I' was able to pull
myself\ together in spite of it. And

. I kept my woxrd.

L Y

o

slabery in” the forms of the control of her time,

given to her, and the machinéry she had éo tend.

o T . ; .
- discovered the-slavery of fear, of routine, boredom and . '

2

" wpressure;
"She had’ suffered severely, humiliation, loss of dignity,

phy31ca1 paln andoultlmately the ability to thlnk or functlon

at all.

workers, because her background was different.

perception of the suffering of the worker in general ae a man

%

She had discovered

the oxders

x

she had dlscovered the slavery of brutal canstraint,

[N
Her own suffering was greater than that of the other

. However, her

She had {
H
3
¢

{
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supposedly born to be féee, was cobfirmedlénd éccurgtel
o [4

She discovered a way td recover her own sense’ of
diénity, but at tﬁi; time ghe did 'not dis;over a way“t? help
the worker. She only knew théﬁ her thgofy bfﬁéppreséion ”
. h

and rebellionewas invalid and that-the situation of the wor-

kers appeared lebs Hopeful)than“when she: had ffrst entered

A P

{ o
their world. She had, however, learned something importéR%
for herself: "Slowly and painfully, in and’ through slawvery,

I recoﬁqueréd the sense of my human dignity - a sénse that

this time relied upon nothing outside my self.” 15
Wherever there is affliction there'is - :
the cross - concealed, but present to
anyone who chooses truth rather than ,
falsehood and love rather than hate.
Affliction without the cross is hell, 16
and God has not placed hell on earth.

I cannot help but refer to Simone Weil's personal ,

entry into factory work as a descent into hell and her exit

)

from factory work as a kind of resurrection; certainly the '
* v & “% ¢ . a
aftermath of this devastating experience was a kind. of resur-

@

rection. She entered anqexperience on behalf of others and,
in a sense, discovered a greater part of herself. She freely

chose affliction and learned how to combat it within hersélf.

It was throughaaffléction thattsimone deeﬁéned her' compassioh
‘and begaﬁléo enter a new phase of Hér lifél— a deeply spiritual
one. Her entry into ‘the factory was iﬁdgeg a Gateway to God,
which is the title of one of her books. n -

1
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« * The commonest effect of affiiction, according to

A

Weil, is that man seeks consolation in his misfortune by

| e

harbouring tontempt and hatred for his fellowmen. She com-

pared this kind of man to the impenitent +thief on the cross

0

at Calvary. .The good thief to whom Christ promised paradise
was an example of how we should be when.crippled with afflic~
tioﬁ. ‘It was in the penitent thief, Weil believed, that

there was expressed the concept , no matter what, degree of

~

affliction we may be subjected to, we have, in some way ?e—

served the affliction we have received.

o .
It is a perversion to desire affliction, asserted,
Weil; it must be suffered unwillingly. However, as long as

" people are nét overwhglmed by it, they cam desire to experience
it as if they ;éré participating in -the Cross of Christ. Weil
‘bélieved that the <individual's physicél, spiritual and social
ﬁarts are extremel§ frggile and any one,or alllthree of these
parts can be struck-down at gny time in his life. This con-
stitutes afflicﬁion. She believed that people should be
constantly ‘aware of this fragi}ity and tﬂat they shopld aécept
it with love and gratitude.at all times. The carrying of
thé cross is not to diminish the joyful times and ;mphasise
the éuffe}ing in life; but conversely, to add to-the indi-"
Yidual's experience of joy and allgviate his suffé}ing. it
]

was by being aware of man's fragility "living with and keing

x
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17 that Simone believed was the true carrying of

aware of it"
the Cross of Christ. . ’ "

The two essential truggs 6f Christfanity for Simonel®
were the Trlnlty and "the Cross. The Trinity in her view was
perfect joy and the Cross perfect affliction. She belieéed"
that the knowledge of affliction was the Key to Christianity.
If one had not suffered affliction, one cannot know it.
Thought, according to Simone, could not conjure up affliction,
for affliction was an experience of the whole being. Thought
by its very existence, when faoe to face with affliction be-
gins to lie. In other words, human beings will lie to avoid
pain. To be able to fece. affliction a man must love truth
in order to eccepf the death of ois soul. Such acceptance

- /
oﬁ the death of tﬁe soul could not exist unless) said Weil,
one's treasure’could bq‘placed elsewhere,,“in the hands of

our Father who is in secret." 19 Such people she believed

have been born of the water and the spirit and are now open to

‘what she described as a two, fold obedience. This obediencé

is, on .the one hand necessity, a mechanical necessity which is

produced by the world, and on the other hand an obedience to

divine inspiration. According to Simone people who live in
this way have completely conquered the "IV,
The above _concept mirrors the concept of discipleship

in the synoptlc Gospels. However, it is not clear‘what Well

means by "divine inspiration" and in an overall view of her’

]
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work it is"highly probable that her description wquid‘not

coincide with that of any particuiar Cn}istian church It
is" hlghly probablé ‘that Well's own perSOnal 1dea of "d1v1ne
nsplratlon“ was based upon the 1ntellectua1 gifts of man -

}

rather  than upon the spiritual gifts.

Weil believed that many Christians have distorted

L the ﬁgrd bf‘the Gospel by‘ciaiping‘that—iheir little daily
troubles are a.Cross tojbe borne. For Weil, to carry the
Cross of Christ was to be vulnerable, to be aware of:fragility,
to place oneself in God‘s‘hands and accent the “neéessf@y"
demands of this world while t}ueting in divine providence.

If one can find this balance, one will find strength inzad;
versity and supreme joy without’advéfsity. ’Thie is'the true
‘ Cross‘of Christ. If the individual can understand this and
carry it thus, the yoke of ChPlSt would certainly be gentle.
It is not enough however, to be aware of this poss1—

’

bility. Having adopted this stance one must love it and
, o . , ) ) N
embrace it. In affliction, man is deprived of all human °

relationships. For ‘the afflicted there are only two possible

MY ' S R T s 7.

kinds of relationship. First, there is the mechanical re-'
1at10nshlp, the one which con51ders the affllcted as a thing,
and secondly, the supernatural relatlonshlp whlch springs
'from divine love. It is at this point, so Well thought, that
those who experience the "Cross of Christ";‘contéin—chriétks |

presence in their souls and such persons are able to reach out

to .those in affliction. = -

£ %

W
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Affliction, when it is consented
to and accepted agd loved, is
truly a baptism. 0 :

i
\

Affliction is God's way of telling man that He is in

Y "

\contfol.

»

It is a tender. sign that He wishes to be loved

by him. If man remains constant in affliction.and turns )

to love and the c
1 ’ .
cover, buried deep under the sound of his own lamentations,

ross and not hatred, "what he’ will dis-—

is the bearl of the silence of God." 21

'
N .
[



CHAPTER 4

FREEDOM ")

\

"I am free" ig like a contradiction,
for that which is not free in me
. says '1'. 1

Simone Weil,
Notebooks Vol. I‘;’

’ s
Weil's most explicit writing on freedom occurs in

Oppression and Liberty and The Need for Roots., Imblicitly, s

freedom for others dominates her writings and freedom for the
. v
individual is clearly a theme in her spiritual journey. She

*

uses precise terminology which is uniquely her own. The
world as she sees it is driven by necessity. In Grévity &

Grace she states, "we have to congent to be subject to

necessity and to act only by handling it." 2 The check 8

balance in the world for necessity is obedience.

Obedience. There are two kinds.

\ - We can obey the force of gravity or ‘ »
we can obey the relationship of
things. In the first case we do
what we are driven to do by the imag-

‘ ination ghich fills up empty spaces. LT -
We can affix a variety of labels to
.it, often with a show of truth, in-
cluding righteousness and God. L&
we suspend the filling up activity
of the imagination and fix our atten-
tion on the relationship of things,

l' a necessity becomes apparent which we
. [

L}
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cannot help obeying. , Until then we
have not ‘any notion of necessity and
we have no sense of obedience. After
that we cannot be proud of what we- do,
even though we may accomplish marvels.

L3

It is within obedience then that Weil offers a
choice and a choice, however limited, offers some freedom.
Shé-believed 4 that man feels he was born for liberty;

however, only in his dreams will he attain it. Perfect

+ liberty is the goal, but the realistic view must be the hope

of attaining a less imperfect liberty than one already has.
Necessity will always be with us and if we overcome the

necessary obstacles which occur in our lives then we have an

t

opportunity for self-conquest. Children would enjoy perfect

liberty if their parents imposed no rules upon thenm. } Upon

reflection, however, one must observe that rules or guide-
Jlines imposed or Eaught to children,'whichhprdtect them and

énable.them to grow, are a necessity. Rules imposed upon

A

children, which are merely rules to fulfill the needs of the

parents are not ‘necessarily valid or productive.

A

Weil does not speak merely of a liberty that bbtains’
pleasure without effort. Choice of the godd and freedom of
action are important for her. She calls such a conception
of liberty "hetoic" and associates it with wisdém.

True liberty is not defined by a
relationship- between desire and its
satisfaction, but by a relationship
between thought and action; the

absolutely free man would be he, )
whose every action proceeded. from a .

A\Y
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®

preliminary judgment concerning -
the end which he set himself and the’
sequence of means suitable for attain-

ing this end. 5

The success or failure of any such chosen action was
» not important for Weil, in terms of liberty; the important
point is that there can be no humiliation as long as he is in

control of the disposal of his action. For Weil, 1liberty
6 .

t

springs from within and neceséity "pricks" from without.
Servitude consists of blindly éollowing the prick of the
spur ﬁfom without; 1liberty springs from adaptiﬁg oneself to
the inner representation which the individual forms by him-
self. Weil believed that complete liberty could be found

in abstract form "in a properly solved problem in arithmetic

7

or geometry". The limitations of man did not allow him,

however, to be the direct author of his own existence, Weil

® [

posited:

... he would possess the equivalent of

that divine power if the material con-' b
ditions that enable him to exist were
exclusively the work of his mind

directing the effort of his muscles. -
This would be true liberty.8

In other words, Weil saw liberty as a high form of
independence where the mind exerts the power or controlling
thought and the body functions accordingly. It must also be

remembered that the relationship between desire and satisfac-

tion has nothing.to do with her particular definition of true

®liberty.

-



In my reading of this particular part of Weil's

' N
thesis on liberty, I got the impression that she seemed to

-

equate desire with emotional and’possibly physical needs,

which when gratified must result in satisf‘&ﬁibn. For me,
whether the %dea or impulse springs from my body, my heart
or my mind, there is still a cause/effect sequence and, in

fact, an intellectual move that directs the effort of ny

muscles. That the organism known as me, generated an ori-

ginal thought and carried out this thought without any
stimulus or interference from outside, certainly constitutes
a form of freedoﬂ. However, to suggest that this freedom
exists onlf if it is free from emotional O6r sensual desire
limits the freedom of the. person to intelle%fual control
only and renders the other essential gifts of the senses,
emotions and bodily gifts an encumberance to "true liberty". . /
This makes our natural humanity and God-given gifﬁg deterrents

to "true liberty" instead gf assets with which both to dis-

cover and ijGY'liberty.

i

- In another perspective\on freedom Weil deals with ex-
ternal forces impinging on man and considers freedom in rela-

tionship to his work.
> {

P

It is clear enough that one kind of work
f . differs substantially from another by
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reason of something which has nothing .
to do with welfare or leisure, or
security, and yet which claims each
man's devotion; a fisherman battling
against wind and waves in his little
boat, although he suffers from cold,
fatigue, lack of leisure and even of .
sleep, danger and a primitive level

of existence, has a more enviable lot
‘than the mdnual worker on a production
line, who is, nevertheless, better off
as regards nearly all these matters.
That is because his work resembles far
more the work of a free man despite the
fact that routine and blind improvisa-
tion sometimes play a fairly large part
in it.

Having experienced working on a fishing boat, and
Qorklng in a.&actory, Simone was able to brlng her own per~ &
sonal perspectlve to bear on the condltlons of "the flsherman
and the factory worker. She strongly favoured the work of
the fisherman, because although he is'constantly working
with certain hardships, such as cold, tides; weather, etc.,
he has\a‘éertain amount‘of independence, freedom and/res—
ponsibility. The factory worker, on the other hand,
monotonously doing his joﬁ under the scrutiny of the foreman,
had«aﬂdistinctlx inferior occupation which had its own

stultifying effect on him. John Hellman, in his manu-

]
script Simone Weil, points out that her choice was highly-

subjecti&e andnhis‘observation that many a worker might choose
direction and dependency over challenge and independence, is
extremely valid. 10

The fdrceé of nature, of course, may bé considered as

b

%



a living and active component in'the fﬂsherman's life, a

constant challenge, an invigorating factor that demands

suth qualities as courage, lngenulty and a high degree of
physical activity. Conversely, the factory worker faces
the restrictions and limitations contrived by man to manu-
facture an artifact as quickly and cheaply as possiblel In
" the process the, worker becomes merely a functioning instru-

' 4
ment, another "mechanical device", a "living" part of the
production. From this perspective alone Weil's point is
‘well taken. 'She provides a kind of hierarchy of freedoms in
her study.

She does not, however, appear to take into considera-
tion the Qeneral concerns of a family. A steady and meagre
pay package of a factory worker could be a consolation to a
wife and children; the general safety of his job on dry.
land would also be a f;btor for security. In contrast the
flsherman, dependent upon the forces of nature for his 11ve11—
hood, could lose his life in a storm, or at least his catch.

3 - % ”
¥ Then there is the skilled worker of former times:

The craftsman of the Middle-Ages also

occupies from this point of view, a ‘

fairly honourable position although

the "tricks of the trade" .which play so

large a part in all work carried out by-

hand are to a great extent something

blind; as -for the fully skilled worker,.

- trained in modern technical methods, he

" perhaps resembles mostly ‘the. perfect
workman. 11 . ‘ , \

[

The above occupations both represegt a certain amount
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of indepenagnce from external pressures which is not apparent,:

in the two preceding examples. The workmen mentioned in

L

the quotation require a certain level of education or train-

¢

ing through some kind of Qpprenticeship or schooling, wherein
the worker develops a particular sensitﬁvity and expertise -
to_his trade through experience and exposure. It is through

this experience that the "tricks of the trade"” are developed

and .fostered, though this is , as Weil expresses it, “to a

great extent something blind." ' -The "fully skilled worker",
/
of course, is the worker who is able to .manipulate the

machinery, rather than the unskilled-factory worker who is

totally manipulated bj—the machinery or the foreman.

. i '
+

. ) ‘
- Weil discovers varying degrees of freedom in collective

action and states: i
A team of workers on a production line
under the eye of the foreman is a

. sorry spectacle, whereas it is a fine

/ ‘ sight to see a handful of workmen in
the building trade checked by sone
difficulty, -ponder the problem each .
for himself, make various suggestions
for dealing with it and then apply
unanimously the method conceived by one
of them, who may or may not have any
official authority over the remainder.
At such moments, the imade of a free o
. community appears almost in its purity. =

Weil's ideal for mankind is basically expressed in

s ' I , - /
the .last ‘lines of the above quotation. ‘ She uses the word

s ~ '



"community" and concludes by suggesting that,

Men would, it is trye, be bound by
collective ties, but exclusively in
their capacity as men; they ‘would
never be treated by each other as
things. Each would see in every <
work-fellow another selfoccupying
-another post, and would love him in

e the way that the Gospel maxim errjoins.]"3

The parallels between the early Christian Community,'

as expressed in the Acts of tHe Apostlgs, and the puresé

L]

"ideals of Marxism have been aired over the decadés. Weil,
travelling her own path of intellectual creativity and per-
sonal experience, arrived at her own pafticular concept of
" community based upon the marfiage of her mind with\her ex~

perience. She presented this in her 'Theoretical Picture of

a Free Society obviously with noqapparent experience of’such

7

a community within her Oﬁn life. | Humiliation and diminu-
tion'ofAheart and mind are the results of oppre;sion and iack
ot freedpm. It wés on this particular hypothesis that she
based most of her ideas of freedomn. \The collectivity, shé
believed wasbthe most pqwefful force for freédqm or slavery.
"It is hot possible to imagine an individual achieving even a

portion of what the collective can do. » However, Weil posit
one exception. /
" In the case of the mind, the relatiofi _
is reversed; here the individual
surpasses the collectivity to the
same extent as something surpasses
nothing, for thought only takes shape
in the mind that is alone face to
face with itself; collectives do not
think. 14 "

2
0

s ° (
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Thus even a truly loving team-oriented community
mus t obviously have some kind of individual leadership with
"2 thinking mind. Weil again returns to the mind in terms

of freedom. . The Great Beast in its most constru¢tive form

demands that: o

’ ...the general run of men are most
. often obliged to think while actiné,
have the most oppoipunity‘for exer—
cising control over collective life as L
a whole, and enjoX the greatest amount
s of independence. 15

r 1

Weil's greatest philosophical concern at the beginnigg
of her very short adult life with regard to freedom, invol?ed
the freedom of the individual and the freedom of man in |
general. ~ For her, man's freedom specifically involved his
work or occupation, his freedom had also_to be gonside?ed\in

relation to the collectivity or community. Weil believed

o
-

that man.is basically enslaved by the Great Beast, by éociety
I ’ '

-

as a whole. e

°

There are two other areas of freedom discussed very
o]

briefly in her book The Need for Roots. Here Weil opens with

what she calls "The Needs of the Soul;"16

o ]
fourteen in all and are as follows: order, liberty, obedience,

These needs are

responsibility, equality{ hierarchism, . honour, punishment,
freedom of opinion, security, risk, private property, collective

N

Rt

]
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propgrty and truth.
‘ r
Liberty for Weil is an. indispensible food ®f the

an soul. In its concrete sense, liberty consists in

the abilityyto choose. If the indiulggi; is to exercise

td

this liberty, the rules of the comhunityNnust be sensible
and strai htforwa;d so that anyone may understand their use-—
fulness and appreciate the circumstances‘éﬁrrounding the

necessities which have generated their institution. - Under

N

such conditions men of "goodwill may experience liberty. The
‘o v B

internalisation of such a healthy set of rules, by men of
goodwill,,presenta no limitations to be rejected by the mind.

5 Such a man lives in complete freedom, Those who are

lacking in goodwill, or who remain adolescent are never free
under any férm of sociéty. Men gease to enjoynhiberty when,
their choices are soqwidéuthat they ﬁaykinjure the common~; :
weali‘u Where meﬁ do injure tﬁe commongéﬁi, ‘phey belié&e

that they possess liberty but because théy do not receive

\

enjoyment from it they conclude that iiberty is not a geod
thing. Libérty in this sense is feally a liberty of the:
soul and the spirit. In so much that any action could by

chance injure the community; so may the soul or spirit of

A+
the individual alse be damaged.

* For Weil, freedom of opinion without restriction or

reserve 1is an absoiute need of the intelligence. This auto-

(N L '

matically becdmes a need of the soul because when the
Y 2 g K

s
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intelljgence is ill-at-ease, the whole soul is sick. The

intelligencey according to Weil, is exercised in three .

ways. 17 \ 5o

It can be used.in the solution of technical problems.

L o

Secondly, it can provide light'when.a choice has to be made,

and finally it can operate separately from all other faculties P
- . . 74 Lo

in a purely theoretical speculation. Where all questions .of

/ ' "

action have been provisionally set aside, with a healthy : ’

®

soul, the intellect acts in.the first capagity as a servant. /

In the second capacity, it can act destructively in its selec-—
tion of choices and at such a time must be silenced: In the
third instance, it must operate in sovereign liberty, within

the area ‘of speculztion "otherwise something=esseq§ial is Te

wan€ting to the human being." 18

4 N '

. o . /
It is« dmportant to note that Weil states that there
is'no such thing as a collective exércise‘gf the intelligence.

When gfoﬁbs begin to formulate -and express opinions they in-
i ] o £ ’
evitably tend to impqée these oOpinions on their membership. o
. , /
Ns for freedom of thought, it'is very
nearly true to say that without free-—.
. dom there is no thought. 19 )

" Certainly the above statement’is true in terms of

k)

slavery, for where there is slavery in any form there is no

possibility of thought or freedon. One might suggest indeed{‘

———

- ————

- that thought is the _g;eatest~eﬁemy of slavery and promotes 3
. 0 3
freedom. ' .. *

P o f 3
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But it is truer still to say, that
~ when thought is non-existent, it is
» non-free into the bargain. There has
2 been a ,Jot of freeddm of thought over ‘
the past few years but no thought. o
C, Rather like the case of a ahild, who
o not having any meat, asks for salt with
which to season it. )

20

-

. / , ‘
Freedom, both collective and individual, is extremely’

s

important in Weil's search.for life's meaning and her; emphasis
N £ '

[ .

wupon it reflectsaher concern for her fellowman. Her early

observations on the éla&ery of the%wonker were deeply per-
ceived and were ultimately confirmed as being émpirically‘

true. Simone did not concretely solve any one person's
=]

‘problems concerning freedom, but she €ertainly affirmed her

-

own convic?ions and achieved some pergonal insights which
she shared 1ibe£ally with her readers. . _

| In the living of her own life, Weil believed thaé
she had made totally free choices and so had’éxpressed her

freedom. -



CHAPTER 5

_ CHOICES
\( " ¢ ! r
The most beautiful 1lifg possible . _ ‘
has  always seemed to me to be one -
where everything is determined, o )
either by pressure of circumstan- .
ces or by impulses . . . and where
- there is never any room for chgice.

. \ Sigdne Weil¥
o Waiting on God

A3
’ . ! M
& .
‘

)

. Simone Weil was Jewish by. race but noF byﬁcreed: She

never completed\?he writing of . her own creed or Testament but

there is no question from her Qritings in general, that she
believed in Christ, and that she found her own very inde-
pendent path to the Christian God. Her attréctipn to thel

Roman Catholic - -faith was bowerful enough to act as a catalyst’

]

in her spiritual development but not poﬁerful enough to in-
fringe upon thelvefy~persbnal and determined relationship she‘

herself maintained with her vision of God. Few would dehy

8

her the label of bhristién,,fﬁbugh no formal faith would

-claim her.. ~Luckily, Simone was not the kind of ‘person who

~

. »y would wish to be labelled or claimed.’

~

Even as an infant she appeared to have been strongly

disposed towards an,acceptance of suffering and a natural

1
-
' '
1 ‘y
' e
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:”31ncllnation towards, humility. Sacrifice and concern for
others flash spontaneously from her throughout her life like
a natural flow of supernatural love. At such times she

appears‘tolhave been totally -unaware of- such gestures. This
‘instinctive; or‘unconscious giving is a definite Christian
charactétiétig. This is not to say.thet it is not a charac-
teristic of other faiths, but that is not our ccncern here.
To speak of self-giving as(enconscioué ie net to say that

the actof is‘unaware of the ;éﬁr, but oniy that he is unaware
in the ego, of acting or receiving”during the act. The act
was not preplanned or 1ntellectually chosen and the result

of the act appears to bring no particular reward in terms of
,satlsfactlon, or. a sense of wellbeing or even & sense of loss
or sacrifice. Yet all these areas of being{are involved in
such an act. One might suggest Simone Weil was born to

give of herself for others;

As a result cf her'eefly maladies and unduly affection-,
ate and protective parents she could have beccnmltotally introi
verted, self—dentéreé and an intellectual snob. She became
just the opp051te. Extroverted\ other centered and belier“
\1ng that’ education should be given to all regérdless of class
or economic condition. What qualities did this woman possess’
that allowed her to attempt tc éive every advantage, that she

herself had experienced, to others? What grace persuaded

her to accept unto herself every disadvantage she ever faced,

”



\

overcome it, and offer: from such experience, insights and

growth for herself and others? She not only generpusly

shared her gifts with others, but also actively worked to-
wards helping mthers achieve a petter life. The preceding

chapters are a witness to the above statements.
) - : L
A phrase used to déscribe Weil is, "Mother of Charlty«

\

"This phrase is used in therature du XXe Siecle et Chris- .

’ Y

. tianité by Charles Mpeller.z, Moeller clearly states that
Wei} was not a Christian: she was neo~stoic, gnostic and
Manichaean but certainly not Christian. She most assuredly
passed through all Moeller's suggested condltlons as part of

her spiritual journey. In calllng her "Mother of Char:Lty"/3

Moeller expressed‘the‘thoughtithat she was probably closer
to God than most Christians. Aléhough stating that much
of her thought can be positive for Christian developmeﬁt,

Moeller warns that in no way should Christians be trapped

M . ¢ . 2 ) w
into any or even part of her incomplete religious system.

“
v

However, it is not the purpose of this work to prove whether
orgnot Weil is or was a Christian, but instead to seek out
the cémponenhs of Christianity that were certainly explicit
in her life,_ »

Bofh Gustave Thibon® and Moeller agree, that it is in
her active life and in her sgontsneous thogghts end actions

that Simone Weil becomes a pure messenger, rather than in her

intellectual arguments. It is in such statements as follows

?

L]
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that such purity, goodness and truth is expressed. ' .

1

dorde .harm.

1f someone does'me harm I must want'
this harm not to degrade me -~- this out
. of love for him who inflicted it upon
me, so that he shall not really hawe

s Such understanding and expression . of love of neigh-

bour is not commonly found among Christians.

Such a state-

" ment is an excellent Christian meditation. Weil seems to

X have had a natural understanding of pain and suffering. It

was this compulsiveness of some of her actions and acti-

-

vities that are questionable. Intellectually speaking,

her roots are not explicitly Judeo-Christian.

- "The mind and intellect that she uséd S0.

freely and

p051t1vely to serve others does not appear to have freed

her. 1In terms of trying to solve the problems

r/

her intellect came into constant p%ay, cr eatlng

of others

solutlons and

p0531ble adjustments that mlght help her fellow man. It is

%

this same mind that sets up her own- standards and values of

freedom. It is these self-chosen standards-values that

\ appear to become insurmountable when other world viéws of )

1]

freedom are presented for consideration. Her personal idea

“of freedom refused to allow her to enter into a

ity of faith. It was in the area of receiving
of Baptism that we notice that she was not free
forward in faith and perceive ‘the spirit of the

Catholic faith. Instead she competed with the

7

formal commun-
the sacrament
to step

law of the

letter of that
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Church's law.

sire for logical certitude, in this instance.
; \

and whom she trusted, spent many hours speaking with her

and in particular on the subject of baptism. He states:

Her love of Christ seemed to be
enough for her, and the extreme-—
ly superficial idea she had of

: : the Church and Catholics was not
of a.nature as to suggest thé
sllghtest question in her mind.

t

67

She was bound by her intellect and her de-

Fr. Perfin, a priest with whom she had a friendship

While 'in Mar¥seille where she spent long hours with

Fr. Perrin, she also spoke with Monk vidal. y In such con-

versations these men discovered a deep renunciation of the

7/bewish faith.
3 \ -

phers caused heér to allow Plato and others to supersede

\

Christ, whereas the Christian view is that Christ fulfilled

and redeemed all who preceded Him.

- yidal points' clearly to

what he considers to be the root of her conflict anq her ul-

‘timate ch01ce to remain outside the Catholic Church..

It has been written that if she had
been humble, she would have embraced
the Catholic faith. I am not of
this opinion. Simone Weil was not '
kept back by the pride of, the
- intellectual. She submitted herself .
. docilely to the truth she had dis-

* . covered. But it was necessary for
her to have discovered it and for-.her
to hayve good reasons ‘to admit its ‘being

. well founded. Yet she had ,come alone

v

. and by her own efforts, thanks t6 her

"illuminations, to the possession of
certain truths of the Catholic faith.

R

\

-

)
o

Her personal admiration of the Greek pﬁiloso-

-

v
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. A v1gorous, ex1gent personal mind,
' which was rather thwarted and troubled
by her very great learning, it would
have taken time for her to simplify
her thought and assimilate aspects of | \
' . the truth, unfamiliar to her mine.
' She was not accustomed to our categories.
Intellectually, she believed that other religious o
bodies had as much power over huﬁan beings who followed
them as those who placed Christ at their centre. The story
of Prometheus she ihsisted was the very story of Christ pro-
jected into the eternal. All that was wanted was its
localization in time and space. Simone believed, that the
Catholic faith contained explicit truths which other reli-
gians containimplicitly and vice-versa. ° 1t’ is unfortunate
that she viewed this fact from a perspective that detracts
from the richness of Chrlstlanlty, and re—enforces the
valldlty qﬂ pre-Christian thought as being equal to its ful-

fillment in Christianity. However, for Weil this view

sprang from her. own personal LOgicql'certitude.

,
/ ‘ °
g

Bl

o . ‘More 1mportant however, concernlng her decision not -
to become a baptized cathollc was hgr problem with the laws

or "restrlctlons of the catholic Church, which she,encoqn~

A o
N i

tered when contemplating- baptism. She wrote: o o,

When I read the catechism of the Council
of Trent, it seems as though I had

)
'
i
% .
.
f
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nothing in common with the religion -
. there set forth. When I'read the

New Testament, the mystics, the liturgy,
when I watch the celebration of the '
mass, I feel with a sort of conviction
that this faith is mine, or to be more .
precise, would be mine without the dis-
tance between it and me by my perfection.

It is hard to guess at what Simone believed her (@per—

~

fection to be in this statement. _One can be sure, however,
that she did not consider herself imperfect inteliectually.
Here is the crux of Simone's conflict. She could not acéépt
the’lggal system of a formal church, which a?/its best pre-
serves and develops the faith gnd at its worst confines and

lags behind current developments. However, as an'oytsider,

an unbaptized woman, it was neceséary for her to study and

"accept the rules before she could receive the other-sacraments.

1

As a born .catholic one may enter the mystery before encounter-

ing the law; as an outsider one must overcome the law before

one can enter the mystery. Simone encountered law with her
. . /
intellect and was freely able to displace and replace every

concept and rule from her own perspe424ve.
Weil entered the mystery'of mysticism without the

7

dogma and doctrines of a Christian faith. Christ-centered

[a3

mystical graces were received, as she sought truth and

" goodness. It is quite understandable that she'would hesi-

tate to change such thinking that had already led her to the

Master. In re—considefing her‘bhilosophy’copcerninq the

q‘b\

i
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workers, after her personai experience in factory work, she
" ’ 2 .7
wrote an article entitled Theoretical Picture of a Free

Society in which it is clear that her social ideas of brother-
‘hood strongly resemble the early Christian life as outlined in

the Acts of the Apostles. This was written also after .re-

flecting upon the -discovery that slavery breeds docility not
rebellion. .

Weil in hefﬁown way ﬁ;d proven that goodness leads. to
God. She began with the theory that Goodness is Géd, and in
her seafch for truth was graced. - Many Chrisf&ans believe that
one must be good to know God ratherAthan to know that Goodness
is God. Weil had couragde to stand alone and she did not |
choose to martyr herself as many have suggestegw She stood
by her own particuqufconscience and integfity aﬁd in doing _
so she rémaineg outsidé the éatholic church, an unbaptized
believer. She.chosé rational, logical certitude £Q faith,
rwhich is partly like saying she chose philosophy 6ve£' /
theology, apd was granted the presence of Christ. |

What are the components in Simone's life fhat are
both ;?pl;citly and explicitly Christian? Initially, we
must say that her ability to accept éuffering\and‘to grow
through it, thereby helping herself and others, was remark-
able. Her gift of charity, which obviously sprang from this

attitude to suffering, blossomed forth into warm, generous

sacrificial acts of which the -cost was immeasurable.. She
1 ~ ]

! /



friend and a certain anger that she was so labelledrat her

71

J

.

both experienced and saw great beauty in creation and wished
that all men might be allowed to fulfill themselves as God

had designed them. Her purity of heart was surely her

!
Y

greatest gift that allowed her to-.see God and to share with

the world _some of the burest meditations that have ever been

written. Her total detachment toWards.materiah~things and
her ability to endure and stand by what she believed, was

comparable to that of many of the salnts._

1
J

The official notice of her death read, "a failure of

-

. the heéart muscle, caused in turn by deprivation and pulmonary

tuberculosis." 8 ‘The laws of the Unlted Klngdom of Great

v

Brltaln do not allow the term suicide 'to be used in the death

-of a lucid person. Maurice Schumann makes this point in his

book, La Mort Nee de Leur Propre Vie. Schumann was a friend

of Weil's for.thirty years. He is Jewish by birth and
catholic by conversion.

" . -
; I met this very wise and incredibly charming Frenchman

‘ X -
at theMauriac Conference held at MgGill University in the fall

of 1980. He.is at present an active member of the Séndte of

o

France. In a few brief moments of conversation it was b1
. » , .

possible to detect a certain sorrow about the loss qf his

death. Simone's end for him was not an act of su1c1de but a
determined acceptance.of death.® He implied that thlS act
may have been a selflsh one, but 1t was certalnly not( ajyeak

one. The additi?n on the official certificate, explained [-
\
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Schumann, was an account of witnesses, not bait of the
official autopsy. ’
The dec%;sed condémned herself to

die by refusing to eat, at a time
when her spirit was troubled. 9

‘Weii wgé devoted to France. She le#t with her
parents for Newlfork jdét before France fell into the hands
of the Germans and she left feeling like a traitor. When she
returned to Englaﬁd she begged her friend- Maurice to allow
'ther to return to France to fight with the free-French. This

was a deep desire within Simone's soul. Had it been grati-

fied perhaps it would have helped her to feel less‘qf:a

=

)
traitor. She was refused her request and there seem to be

two reasons for this. Her faci%l background was quite evident
" in her appearance and had her Jewishness been seen hy an
5ccupying German soldier, death would have Béen certain both
for herself and anyon€ with whom she associated. . Secondly,
her poor co-ordination would have been a serious hazard within =
the underground resisténée. /

She was devastated ‘by this refusal and it was at that
Fime that she determined to eat no more ﬁood than was being
eatén by the French Resistance fighters in Frapce. Surely
at the time, this was not a suicidal decision. Many beliévers
have at a certéin time in their lives made decisions in keép—

ing with an event in their lives and taken on some form of
N Y

fasting. The Jewish Passover is a major example. It is ,

()
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natural, if one is'denied the privilege of offering a per-
sonal sacrifice, to attempt to sacrifice I{n another manner

with the same intent,-particularly if the original desire:
to sacrifice waé deép—rooted and sincere. .It‘was the simple
working woman with whom Simone lived before her entry %ntg
hospital, who believed that Simone had chosen a way of dying
foqurance. She could not risk in action so she chose to
'sacriﬁfge another way. “

A personal commitment for Weil was irrevocable: If
she had been part of ' a community of faith, I believe ‘it is
highly possible that she would have found a new perspective
in her approach té life; a perspective that could have

broadened her‘own. Christ died in order that we may live.

Christianity is a religion of resurxection wherein the

Christian dies unto himself and lives with, in and for Christ.

With all her love and respect for the eérly Greek
philosoéhers, she seems to have escaﬁed noticing, within
herself, ajtragic flaw. Some ﬁay suggest that this flaw was
her background and highly developed intellect. Otheré might
consider it to be her determination to discover, test and
prove truths to her own satisfaction. Moeller goes as far
as to say that gﬁe had é sexual pathology. Hexr in
tory revealsba large dmount of suffering, ed upon\a help-

less child, who apparently never requléd against it and grew

through it quite naturally. This acceptance of suffering

and her ability to derive benefits from it is a remarkable trait -

a\
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and most certainly a Christian ideal. Early patterns were

reinforced when her pargggg\tgék’sdch‘kind'and'protective

a

dafe of "her, that she seldom had to take 'care of herself.
) = . .
The rigoxrous life at the Ecole Normale reinfofced stringent‘

self-discipline, which only encouraged Slmone to be harder °
on herself instead of more generous. As a beilever, outside
the faith community she tried to change the world aﬁd'basically

died of grief, offering herself to Christ. . .

During the last few days of her life, she suffered

o

deep affliction just as she had defi?ed it a few years earlierx v
o : o P

-

in her life. At 34 years of ége, this frail saintly woman

was in deep physical pain and éxtremely weak . She knew,that

' the staff of the hosp;tal 6bn51dered her "mot all there" 10

and emotlonally she was grlef—strlcken over the overwhelmlng

sufferlng in the world. A recurrence of her grief for those
- / ¢ ™~ oy -

in China suffering a famine when she was a child.  Theéreée was,

. 1’ . “f .
no physical strength left for deep prayer and her last:

'‘commited act of sacrifice for France, as she saw it, totally

0 N ° » e
a ' N %

NG

At her death Well was aware of her, own affllctlon.

undermined her health. | "

There can. be some understanding of Weil, ch0051ng to enter the

“Klngdom" at this time, for by now she belleved in Christ.and

His love: A" woman who wrote: - ) .
Affliction is the surest sign that ° T "o
God wishes to be loved by, us; it is

the most precious evidence of his

tenderness. 11 ’ v

-~ J
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did not comftit a violent act against her ‘soul, psyche and
physical body, an act Qgssuiéidq{\ Sdich a woman chose to
acknowledge God's call t6 be loved and:gently, by choice

entered into His tenderness. _ The choice in this sense was
4 o 4 . '

selfish, but in the best sense of the word. Simone chose

3
W

at last, to break Qith intellectual ratibhality and enter

' . & . o
the embrace of the crucified Christ. Rﬁk
* Thou shalt love the Lord your God
: o 'with all your mind and with all .
your heart®and with all ydéur strength
. and your neighbour as. yourself. 12
{

v JAf the commandment of Jesus can be considered as a

.

B }
way of understanding Weil's love and charity, we might well

>

conclude that she loved God‘above all else gpd loved her

]
o

neighpquf‘méfe than herself. Many Christians have done like-

{

wise. Dgex §ufferihg produced good and beautiful fruits, and

by these, fruits we’ shall know her.
1 N . ‘ ) ’
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