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recetved amidst the clatter of the refectory s it will be enjoyed in the
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dens o mane of them carry, In his prologue Fro MeCnsey wiies:
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Hadiness beging from Christ; by Christ it 3= effected, For nnoact
conducive to salvation can be perfornied unless it proceeds from Him
as its sapermadural cwse. Wil nee”" Fle savs, "yor can da roth-
wE 1E we grieve and da penaoce for vur siks, 37 witl: Rlal fear and
hape we tarn agsin to Gody it 35 becanse He is Teading s Grace and
clury flow isom Hiz unfathomed Tullness, Oue Suviowr iy contirudly
pouring uut His gifts of contsel, fortitnde. fear. and picty, especially
ar the leading miembers of His hidy. so that the whole by
dlaily wwre and mare in spotle
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s Dabiness. Wlen the <ucraments of the
Chureh are adminictered by exteriid rite, it is Fe who preduces their
uffect 1w sonis. He nurishes the redeemed with His owe fosh and
Lloosl, i thas eudmis the sonl’s tubulent passions: Tl gives inereases
o grace wir i prepating future glury for soel aml bodies, AY these
trensures of iy divite goodness T is siid to di-herse e the monless
of Tlis mwsticud body, pot merely beciase Heo wlo

the Tacharistic
Vieti on catih awd the glovifesl Vietin i heiven. et His wourds
Al prazers pheard our custse hefire e Fteral
1le determanes. e -

it egause He
rilstes every aingie grace te every siagle
Sicenrding o e measore of the giving of Christ,”

—Pope Pivs X11, in bis envyclical Mystict covpurs, issued June 29, 1943
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AN IMPORTANT ROMAN INSTRUCTION

On Dee. 20, 1839, the Sacred Cougregation of the Huly Office
jssued a Jengthy and deraifed insteuction to local Ozdinaries con-
ceming the manter and measure i which Catholics may partic-
pate i conferences and discussiuts with van-Catbulies with a
view fo procusing greater vty among Christians.-“ecumenical”
gathertags, as the Instruction calis them---horrowing the usual
Frovestast term. The instruction begins with the staement that
tae Catholic Churel earnesthy prays that all who beticve in Cirist
shall be "made pericet in one," ! and adds that the desire {or the
seturn of all Christians to vnity, which is growing daily i the
hearts of many who are separated from the Catholic Clurch, is
debtless due to the privers of the faithiul, aided by the prace
of the Holy Spirit. However, it goes on 1o say, some of the efforts
toward the reconciliation of non-Cathoelies with the Catholic Chwrch
have not heen based on carrect principles, and bhave even heen
sught with danger. For this reason the Holy Offce, charged
will the duty of preserving the faith in its futegrity, has deemed
it epporiuie jo recall and prescribe the puints to be mentioned n
the Instruction.

The budy of the Inatruction is divided intn cight numbered
ratagraphs ; however, the subjects it treats can be suitably classi-
fie¢. untler four general headings: (1) The hackgronnd and prep-
aration for the work of the “ecumenical movement”; {2) The
nethod of propusing Catholic doctrine in the prosecution of this
work; (3) The conditions under which meetings hetween Cath-
ofies and non-Catholics may he conducted: and (4) Several partic-
was yoints and admomtions.

13 As a preamble, the Instruction states that the wntk of
premating “reunion” helongs primaridy ta the Bishops of the
Chrch, and they are hound o promote it in such wise that those
vho are seeking the trie Chureh may be lelped to find it, and
that the members of the Church may not be mjured hy the dangers
whith readity follow activities ot “the ccumienical mwovenient”,

TFxidently, then, priests and Jay persons may nol engage in this
wark save by the amhorization of the Bishop. The Bishop is ad-
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monished w chotse for this work priesis wio are well acynaruted
with the teaching of the Churcly, and pardeslarly with the doc-
trane Luidd down in three Eneyelicads—Leo NS Sutis cogaitton oz
the eostitution and wnity of the Church, Piua X1's Mortahum
anibwos on the promotion oi trne religions unity, and Fios XIH
Mystiei Corporis Christi on the Church as the Mystical Body of
Christ.

Bishops are also admonished tw be vigilaat over the olservane
of the canims, which preseribe cetmorship for books written by
Catholics, and of the laws prohibiting certato types of hooks. Men-
tion 3s mude of nor-Catholi puhlications which are likely to be
read or vdited or sold by Cathelies. I would regard as examples
ol huuks peer which sueh vigiluuce would be called for those which
sosuetimes apprat as “Gaood Wikl Tooks™ nn the “Religious Book
Lisg,”" isstied by the National Couference of Christiaos and Jews,
and which apparently are secommended to all persons, (since they
are approved hy a Cathalie, a Protestant and & Jew), though some
of thems shrukd certainly he batned to Catholies, such as one which
speaks of the “delusion that one's ewn church, cult, sect or group
alnne expresses Cad's will on earth, that it alone can reveal
God's purposes toward mankine],"™

Other works of pastoral zeul reconunended (o the Bishops are
the estahlishment of “information centers” fur aon-Catholics whn
are desirvus of finding the truth, and wavs and means wherehy
converts can recetve a mare thorough gronnding in the faith, suck
as stndy-clubs and retreats, This last print should serve to temind
ns that in many parishes in aur conntry no special attention is
given to converts rmce they have heen received into the Charch
Tt is very evident from the Tnstruction that the mind of the Churck
is not heing carried out in such cases.

(2} The section dealing with the methnd of proposing Cathulic
doctrine in the work of “reunion” is most significant.  Actoatly it
takes the form of various prohibitions and condemnations of fals
methads: and no une famitiar with the “irenic” literature that has
issued from Catholic sources in recent years can fail to pereene
that such methads bave been used —perhaps are <till being used.
There is the method nf ever-stressing the points of agreement -
tween non-Catholie hefiel and che Cathalic ereed. This tendenry,

2O AER, XL 3 (Nav. 19830, 385 CNA 5 rSept 10453, 319,
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the Testruction asserts, foments a daogerous indifferentism, espe-
dafly ameng those who are not well grounded in matters theo-
logical; it results in a “whitthing down” of Catholic doctrines so
{hat their genuine sense s obscured and the purity of Cathedic
faith suffers,

Another method severely condemined by the Instruction s to
allege that the doctrines taught in papal Encyclicals about the
seturn of dissidents to the Church or the comstitution of the
Church or the Mystical Rady of Christ, since they arc aot matters
of faith, need nat be taken too serinusly.® It is true, what is stated
in Eneyelicals is frequently something that is not of divine faith;
bt Catholics mast never forget that such teaching binds to internal
aeegtance as a matter of religious asseat* It is unfurtunate that
there is an impression among some non-Catholics nowadays, and
even amang some Cathalivs, that Catholics may reject the doctrines
of the Encyclicals with perfect impnnity. Thus, Time for Feb.
22, 1946, in speaking of the doctrine of Church and state, entm-
cited by Pope Leo X111, made the erroneous statemnent: “Though
1405 views are stifl repeated by o few academic theologians, they
are Tasgely ignored by the U. §. hierarchy.” * 1 myself have been
i 2 group of presumably well-cducated Catholies who undonbt-
clly thonght that any statement of the Pope which is not an ex
(afhedra pronouncement may be freely doubted or denied. 1t be-
heoves the Bishops and priests of our country ti rectify these mis-
taken notians.

§iill worse would it he, the Instruction goes on to say, tf the
impression were given to non-Catholics that the Catholic Church
ill not have its full perfection until they are again united ta it-—
a if the Church were nnt already “in prs: ion of the tulness
o Christ.” We find an echn of this last idea in an essay w2
French Catholic priest, written several vears ago, stating that
“Christ will not he complete until He will have incorporated into

T: 3 intesesting to nute tlat the three dactrines bhiere ciserl as tapght in
wani’ Cocurents constitne the mair theme of the three Eneyedieals previcosly
mted, with a change in order—Anstalivne animos, Satis ¢oguinen, and
Mutici Corporis Chrisii.

4(1. ). C. Fenton, AER. CXX1,
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Himsell the whole mav in vach one of vs and ull the value of
hunanity scaitered and multiplied throughowt the world." t

The Instruction takes to task the custum of some Catholics of
overanpliasizing the evils prevailieg in the Church beivre the
Reformation. As is evident, such an atttude might tend 5o give
the impression that the Reformation was actuallv justified, Ve
must 1ot furget that the wain fact, as the Instruction puints out,
vas the defection af so tany irom the true faith,

Methods of expounding Catholic dactrine which inyvolve excessive
display or a vehement method of procedure and treatment are
also condenmed. In this point we see the prudence of the Churck,
which would have us ever kindly and gentle and understanding in
dealing with non-Cathalics. We must presurme that they are in
good faith in their religious convietions vatil the opposite is proved.

The idea that good witl can be won frum non-Catholics by sup-
pressing portions of Catholie teaching s also reprobaied. The
Instruction mentions explicitly us truths which may not be sup-
pressed, the doctrines nf the true nature and means of justification
{one of the fundamental puints of controversy with the original
Reformers ), the constitution of the Church, the primacy of jucis
diction of the Pape, and the fact that the ooly troe union must
consist in the return of non-Catholics tu the one tene Church.

1t 15 indeed a most unfortunate procedure to propose what claims
to 1 an adequate preseatation of the Cathelic creed, and to omit
or pass uver lightly cortain doctrines which may arause the hos-
tility of non-Catholics. Ve st follow the example of Christ
and give “hard sayings” when we essay to expound Catholic
dacteine in its entirety, The Tustruction emphasizes this point by
the use of italics: “Tata igitur et integra doctrina catholica est
proponenda atque expunenda.”

Non-Catholics may he tuld, the Instruction continues, that
when they return ta the Cathalic Chareb fhes will luse none of the
gond which hithestu they have aequived, throagh God’s grace. But.
nu the other hand, they may not be given she idea that \heit return
will add any substantial perfection to the Chureh, as if it were
still lacking something. An example of :lis erroneons notion ap.
peared some years ago i an article by a priest in which it wus
stated that the visible Clwrch has been rent asunder, hut that

SCE AER, CRVIT 4 (Oct. 1W7), 292,
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the Mystical Rody, being invisible, cannot be rent. The underlying
aotior. of this statement was that the Catholic Church has lost s
unity—an idea which is wtserly fulse. It is interesting to note that
wherever the Instruction uses the word “rewnion” it puts it in
scotzion matks, to indicate that this expression, theugh it is
ustd commonly, is not guite the correct word from the Catholic
stardpoint, since it might seem to imply that the unity which
Christ promised as one of the notes of His Church, has been los:
by the Catholic Church. “Rewnion” in the Catholic sense means
nathing else than the return of those who once departed from
Cattolicism to 2 unitv that has never failed the true Church of
Christ.

13) The conditions under which meetings berween Catholics
arit aun-Catholics may be cnnducted or approved by Ordinaries
ae givers in detail. The good feature of such mwetings, the In-
tryction states, i5 that they furnish an oppostumity for non-
Catholics t acquite a kunwiedge of the Catholic jaith; the had
ieatnre is that they furnish danger of indifferentism. When an
Crdinary believes that there will be good reselts, he should desig-
fzle competent priests to explain and to defend Catholic teaching.
However, the Instruction states, the laity should not attend such
nretings arless they recetve special permission from the ecclesias-
tica] atharities, and this should not be given save to those who
are well instructed and strong in the faith, 11 it is found that ao
200 tesults can he hoped for from such gatherings, the faithinl
sall be prudently barsesd frum them and the mectings thewselves
dicontinued, The Instruction & particularly soficitous that Jarge
athezings shall not b permitted, save aiter 4 rnst diligent investi-
zatun, since these are wont to produce little fruit and much danger,

As far as conferences with nun-Catholic theolngians are con-
cermied, the Instruction cornmands that only priests be deputed
whe have proved themiselves capable by their theolngical knowl-
edze and their firm adherence o the principles and notms laid
Zown by the Church.

Then the Instruction goes on to distinguish those gatherings
s Catkolics and non-Catholics which need ecclesiastical approval
imm those which de not. Tt refers to the MHenition issned by the
Holy Office on June 3. 1248, which repeated the preseriptions of
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the Code,’ forlidding conferences and disputations with cone
Catholics without the permission of the Healy See. Thuae gatherisgs
come under the scope of this Monttine, the Tostruction says, which
have been organized with the undetstancting that toth the Cath-
olic and the nen-Catholic parties expound und discuss their ce
spective hielies on an equal footing. However, it udds, certair other
tvpes of gatherings are permitted without special ecclesiastical
amhorization. Such, are catechetical instructions in which a Cath-
olic jmparts a knowledge of the faith 1o non-Catholics. and alio
conferences explaining Catholic doctrine ta prospective converts.
Fven 1§ on the occasion nf such instouctions or conierence the na-
Cathalics explain the belief of their own charch with a view w
comparing it with Catholic doctrine, the mieeting does not come
under those requiring the permission of ecclesiastical avthorits,
at least as far as the general law of the Church is conceraed
Furthermore, the Instruction states, those meetings are not subjest
to the rales of the Mosmifon in which Catholics and non-Catholies
assemble, not to discuss matters of faith and morals, hue to con
sider in what ways they can offer a common defence of the {unda-
mental principles of the natural Jaw or of the Christian eeligion
against the enemies of God, who are <o powerfu) nowadays, or te
deliberate un the restaration of sacial order or other questions of
like nature. Bat, it adds, in such gatherings Catholics may net
approve or concede anything at variance with divine revelation
or the teaching of the Church—including s seetal teaching,

As an example, therefore, of a gathering not requiting special
ecclesiastical authorization, we can take the case of a priest asked
to address a group of Drotestants in arder to explain at their
reyuest some article of Catholic belief. Such a gathering does ot
come under the heading of a meeting in which hath sides discuss
their respective beliefs “an an equal Toating™ [ par eum pari agenr’,
Similarly, if Catholics meet with their {ellow-citizens of other
creeds to protest against an obscene mation picture that ts heing
shown in the local theatre, ar to uphold the efiorts of a groun
of workingmen ta ohtain a lving wage front their emplovers, or to
vence their objuctions to an attempt te ahtain legislation Javoring
enthanasta, the permission of higher ecclesiastical authorities iz
not required by the Monitiunr, Such meetings are dirccted only
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wward safeguarding princeples of naturat law, Dven when there
15 cuestion of opholding tundamental Christian prineiples, Cuth-
may woite swith non-Caibolics in a common effort. This state-
et of the Iustruction ts doubtless apen to different interpreta-
tiens, For, ot the one hand, to cotue 1a this category a tieeting
must be one tn which matters of faith and morals are oot dis-
wssed, yet fundamental principles of the Cliristian refigion are
deituded. The meaning scems to le that the principles are such
x are sutmitted without hesttation by all the participants. For
exaule, i 2 tand under Communist domination Catlolics and non-
Cathclics could aunite in an effort to ban posters and newspapers
wtng tilicule on the doctrine of Christ's divinity. However,
e ic such a meeting Cathalics could not favor any statement
Dt i3 gt conformahle to Cathalic teaching—~for examgle, that
mn-Catholic churches have the same right to proclaim Christiat-
iy as the Catholic Church.

A tanonical enactmient is then promwlgated in the Tostruction.
According to the Monitim, tollowing the prescription of Canon
1325, 43, only the FHoly See nay ordinarily grant Catholics pes-
wissior. tn participate in assemblies with amn-Cathalics in which
aiatiers of faish and motals are treated by both parties on an equal
futng. Now, however, for a period of three years from the date
of publication of the Instruction—that is, votil Dec. 20, 1932~
tet Ordinaties may auvthorize Iocal meetings of this nature. By
loca} meetings would seers to be meant those in which the partici-
ants reside in the same dincese, fur a special provision is later
made for interdiocesan meetings,

However, the Instracrion lavs dlown three conditions which must
le obseeved in these local meetings—first, there nwust be no
sommunicntio n sacris; secnnd, there must be proper supervision
a diseetion of the meetings; third, a Bishop i whose diocese
sich nieetisgs have heen held must report to rhe Ioly Office at
the end of each year, awncuncing that they have taken place and
retating the experience gleaned from them.

A sprcia) paragraph is devoted in the Instruction to strictly
teelogical gatherings. The samwe faculty to permit these is given
1 Ordinaries far a period of three years. Indeed, the Instriction
alds, 1§ several Ordinaries agree that one shall take charge of this
1gne of meeting, they are free to do so. [int in the report to the
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tloly Offce particuiar details wnst Le aouanced—what questions
were treated, who were present, and who were ihe speakers on
hoth sides.

Finally, acording to the lustruction, when there is question o
interdincesan, uational, or international cooventwons of Caghe
anh non-Cathotics, special permission must e suught from the Yaly
See for each case. In the petition it must be stated whiat questions
are to he discussed, and who are the proposed speakers. Before
the permission of the Holy See has hren secured, it is fotbidden o
Catholics 10 begin any externat preparation or to collaborate with
non-Catholics making such preparations.

Fxamples of the type of meeting visualized in this last mlng
of the Instruction would be fhe “Cunvers

trons of Malines' inaog-
urated by Cardinat Mercier a quarter of a contury age, and the
great assembly of Christian sects held in Amsterdam in 1948, Iris
interesting to note that the Instruction does not linit the partic-
pation of Cathofics 10 meetings hegun under Cathalic auspices,

{4} Puriicular points and adronuins embrace s frst, the ap-
proval ui the recitation of a prayer by hoth Catholic and neo-
Cathulic participants at the opening and clise of a meeting, pro-
vided the praver ix ome that i approved by the Catholic Churck,
The Instrnction mentions explicitly the Lord's Prayer. This is
merelv an application of the principle, adnvitted by Healigiaos,
that Catholics may participate in privete prayers with non-Cath
olics, as long as the prayers are orthndox. Thus, there is no ohjec-
tion to the recitation of the Qur Tather Iy Cutholic and Protestant
childreen in a public schoal, under the direction of a Cathoiic
teacher® But, the Instruction again wars against any comsiuns-
catio in sacris—that is, participation in official or public worship
with non-Cathotics.

Secomely, the Instruction states, although each Ordinare has
the task of taking charge of the movement toward “reunion” in
his own diocese, it ix suitable and even necessary to have the united
efforts of a number of Dishaps to set up measures for ohserving,
investigating and directing the whale activity in this field, The
Rishops, therefore, are tn take common coonsel as to how to
secure uniformity and well-cnncerted action.

AL Cannell, Merals in falitics axd Lrafrssione | Westminster, Md.: The
Newman Bookshop, 1946), p. 157,
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Thirdly, religious superiors are atdmonished to see tlat their
subjests strictly and faithfully observe the directions of the Holy
Sev and of the local Qrdinaries in pronioting the work of “re-
wrien.” Tt is very evident from this preseription that even the
rembers of exerpt religious societies may not conduct conderences
o dicussions of the type referred to in the Moenitmr withouot the
ermissivn of the Bishop. Their celigious superiors can grant o
permission of this kind,

It could be appropriately remarked here, altiwoagh the Instruction
4oes not micntion it, that the jocal Ordinary may reserve to hin-
£ the right to autborize the patticipation of Catholics in even
those meesings which do not come wnder the scope of the Monitum
—inr example, those whnse stated purpnse is the prowmotion of
god will, or the procuting of “released time imstruction” {or
paic schual chitdren. Such meetings, though inaugurated for an
end not comprised in the prohibition of the onitium, might casily
nass into assemblies repuiring the purmission of the Otdinary;
henge, in prodence he could require that they he submitted 45 his
Judgment.

Tds very evident that the Tpstruction makes no cotwession
. tee matter of doctrival nr moral principles previously held
by the Catholic Charch. On the contrary, it rather emphasizes
Mase principles, and tnsists in detail on their observance by al
Catholics. The Imstruction states that there have beer faults on
2 part of some Cazholics in their manner of coltaborating toward
the “ecurnenical movements,” cither hecause they did not follow
wrret principles or hecause they did not avoid dangers i pur-
sifap their zealons designs, The same fact is implied ia the state-
nent wade by the Secretary General nf the World Cuuncil o
Chutches, Dr. W, A. Visser't THooft, in Geneva: “The divective
semnaing helow the fevel reactied Dy certain members of the Ronan
Cathalic hierarchy.” ® And Rev. Marc Tloegner, President of the
«me organization asseried that the Tnstraction is a step hackward
i the "eewsuenical mnwensent.”” “For he said, "up w0 now
lhee have been Erequent contacts between Roman Cathulie elergy-
men and Tayoien and those of the different Prorestant faiths repre-
sonterd in the World Council of Churches. Dut the result of tlis
deoeee seems to be that now no local ectmenic meetings, even

9Qested in Time, March 13, 1450, p. 92,
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among theulogians wlone, can 1ake jrace withont the formal
authorizationn af a local bishap. The worst is that any tieetiag
implying the presence af theakagians or Jaymen iram several do
ceses will autamacically require the format approvat of the Holy
Sec.” 1

To most noo-Catholics it 3s indeed o ard saving that the only
type of “Teunion” possible according tn Cathalic principles is that
which itcludes the acceptance of the complete body of Cathelic
toctrines hy these who wish ta be united o the Cathabe Chreh,
The Anglican Archbishep of Canterbury, while praising the sec-
tion of the Instruction which approves of co-nperation between
Catholics and non-Cazholics in defending iundamental Christizn
principles, asserts of the Catholic notion of “reuninn”™: “We have
o thouglt or intentivn of reunion on such werms and mean some-
thing uite ¢Hlerent by reunion.” 12

Priests wast, therefore, le an their guard lest, in their zeal e
ring the light of the true faith to those who are outside tie
Churell, they compromise in any way the privciples of Catholic
doctrine, Above all, they must ohserve to the letter the directions
laid down in the Instraction, in the matter of seckiog ecclesiastical
authorization for any mectings with non-Catholics for the purpase
of discussing dactrinal differences, and if the local Orcinary has
made some partienlar rulings, these must be obeyed st exacly.

To all Catholics the words regarding the work of “reunion”
which terminate the letter should be a source of inspration: " Al
indeed, tut mainly priests and religious, must be aldmanished asd
encouraged to seck to fecundate and promote the work Ty their
prayers and sacrifices. Finally, all must be nide conscions of the
fact thar fnr those wandering ouside the fold there is no more
efficacions means of preparing the way o embrace the truth and
the Chureh than the faith of Catholics asseciated with good moral
conduct."”

Fraxeis I Coxnart, CESR.
The Catholic Ustiversity of Americe
Wushington, . C.

¥ Quoted in United Press dispawh, March 3. 1930,
11 Quoted in The Taklet, March 11, 1950,

CEARESHANTITETIUALLS S

HOW NEAR 15 EVENING MASS?

The §oly Father's concessinn that this Holy Year of 1950 might,
a she loca! bishap's aptian, he inangurated by a special midnight
Muss, cintiol but raise in some guarters the question oi the general
sestvzation of post-noor Mass as a regular feature of Cathalic hife.
[t would seetn that German- and Frencle-speaking Catholics are
st psychologically ready now for post-nonn Mass, weekdays
«d Sundays: that Polish- and Rohemian-speaking Catholics are
ta step Dehind them : that Ttaban- and English-speaking Catho-
tizs are getding warmed up to the thoughe for Sundays; while Par-
iepeese- and Spanish-speaking ones are stilt to e reached by the
aotion at all.

A

When Poge Pus X1T addressed the consistory in the presence
o the thirty-two newly-created cardinals, Feb. 20, 1946, he de-
tiveced a remarkable discourse, of which the finul section dwels
with eloquence upen the suctal mission of the Mass b the wodern
woetd, His Holiness sumimedt up: “The Church, then, provides in
e Mass, Venerable Firethren, the greatest good of human society,
Grery day front where the sun rises tn where it suts, without dis-
firztion of peoples or rations, there i offered a clean oblation, at
which are present all children of sthe Church seattered theoughaout
the warld, and afl here find a refuge in their needs.”

Oue of these listening mnst attentatively there that day was
Theedosio de Gouveia, Archbishop of Lourenco Marques, in Por-
wovese Fast Africa. “Froin where the sun rises to where it sets,”
i heard the Pope say very distincdy (“da dove masce if sole fin
st frammte”}, giving u sharpened tone to the Volpate realing.
rice's new cardinal vould reflect that the ordmary version of
aiachy's words, wsque 1d occaswsm, could be translated “from
when the sun rises to when it sets” He could recall, what cvery
one knew, that there had heen ample wat-time “privileges” for
sfteccnon and evening Mass, Cardinal Fawlliaber, for mstance,
oid kave told him that 1n 1941 the papacy allowed the German
tishops to have evening Mass, Sundays and week-days, ws need
dictared, Cardinal Spellman wight also have informed bim that
1182 the Hply Furhier had acceded to his rejuest thar all the
American armed forces should be allowed post-neon Mass, on
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