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Fearever

Christ and in the Church which teaches in 1{is vamc.
le

blessed is that inquirer who consults a priest who, like the Apost
Philip, has found the Lord and Light of the world and delighis in
proclamting to others, “Come and see.”

Jous T. Mctiny, NP

New York, N. V.

CArRPINAL NEwMAN ON TUE IMiFa1I0N ub ALARY

Uuares o

1 the Mother of Framaanel ought to he the first of ¢
Gty and i beaaty ;i it became her to Be free fram all sin frem the
first, and fron the moment she reccived her Hrat grace (o begist fo meei

il if such as was her heginning, such wis ber cwl, fer coneep-
what is befitting in

tion innnacetate and her dearh an assemption | .
the chiklren of such a Mother, but an inwtation, in their measure, of her
devation, her meekness, her simplicily, her modesty, and hes sweetness?
Her glories are nat only for the sake of her Son, they are for our sikes
also. It us copy her faith, who received God’s messages by the angel
without a doubt; her patience, who endured St Joseph's surprise with-
out & word; her obedience, who went up to Bethlehem in the winter and
bore our Lord in a stable; her meditative spirit, wha pondered in her
heart what she saw and heard about Him: her fortitude, whose heart
the sword went through ;) her self-surrender, who gave Iim up doring
His ministry and consented to His death,

Abave all, let us imitate ler parity, who, rather than relinguish her
virginity, was willing to lose Him for a Son. O my dear childeen,
young men and young women, what need have you of the infercession
of the Virgin-mother, of her help, of her pattern, in ihis respect! What
shall bring you forward in the narrow way, if you live in the world, but
the thought and patronage of Mary? What shall seal your senses, what
shall tranquillise yorr heart, when sights and sounds of danger are
around you, but Mary? What shall give you paticnce and enduraare,
when you are wearied out with the length of the contlict with evil, witk
the unceasing necessity of precautions, with the irksumencss of absers-
wthg them, with the tediousness of their repatition, with the strain apon
your min¢, with your forloru amd cheerless condinan, but a loving coni-
She will comiort you in your discomragements,

moprion with her!
, reward you for

solace you in your {atigues, raise you after your falls
your successes. She will show you her Son, your God and your all.

John Henry Cardinal Newman, Discosirses Addressed to Afived Congri-
gations (London: Lonpmans, Green, and G, 1906), pp. 374 10,




THE LESSON OF THE HUMANI GENERIS

Speaking about the purpose of the Catholic Charely, the Vatican
Council, n 1ts constituiion fles Filins, decdared thar God hal
brought this society into heing “so that we wight fulfiil the ublige -
tion of accepting the tene failh and vl pursevering in b cons
Thus the duty of guarding the purity and the inteprity
divinely revealed message ntst be reckoanied as one of the higl:
prerogatives of the men whom God has commissioned 1o rule nver
His Church. The work of defemling aad clacifying the deposit of
divine revelation for the cutire Chuareh of God is, therefore, an ont-
standing privilege and duty of Christ’s Viear on e, the Roman
Pontiff.

A glance throngh 1he table of contents of Denzingec’s [ncliri-
dion symbolorusm ar through the tadex of Cavallera's Thessirus
doctringe catholicac is sufficient {o show that o great mnoher amuny
the successors of St. Peter have discharged their high obliyation
in this respect by condemining errors contradictory tn or eom-
patible with divine public revelation and by presenting their teach-
ings on these points in pronouncements which hase become classi-
cal sources of Catholic theology. Three Pontiffs of the past century,
however, have been privileged to draw up, or, to put it in another
way, have been faced with the duty of drawing up, a rather for-
midable list of errors which have seriously aftected the faithful of

their own generalions.

In his encyclical Quanta cire, and in the frropw sylabus at-
tached to it, the great Pius IX stigmatized the doctrinal aberrations
that threatened the faith of the people of his own time! [orly-
three years later the saintly Ilfus X issued his encyclical Pascondi
dominici gregis, indicating and condemning the complexus of
heresies and errors which we know by the naue of Maderutsm,?
Some of these same misstaiements and misconceptinns of Christi
doctrine had been lisied and repinved ondy a few weeks previously
in the decree Lamtentabili sane cxifn, issued by the MHoly Office?
Three years after the appearance of the Pascendi dominici gregis,

1 This encyclical was datad Jec. 8, 1354,

2 Sept. B, 1907,
37aly 3, 1907
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iug X osent not his A otic proprio, the Nucyorui antistitun: nend-
nexn, i wlhich he warned against the continning clfurts against the
Chureh aad made the eath agains? the errs of Modernism §
Beat upon seven differom groups of cimrelunen,?

ths ago, fonmf it
antd 1o reprove
By a remarkabls
after

i Qur own befoved Mus XIF, just thiree s
necessury o make wnther collection of ¢
these errors in e encyclical Tlimens goneris.
comcidence, the Hiniani gencris was issued lury
the Pascendi, just as this latter doe
vears aiter the Quenfa cnra and the &)
nat be too much sy thit iese three prmaaioements,
ix vears, deal with three distinen manifestaiimeg

f

thyee years

imenl Sy A
ahuy. Actally it would
Sparning

a period of eight,
of the came tendency, or the same type of dislovadiy oo the Catheite
Chareli and the Catholic faith. { In cach cise the Severeign Pone
tiffs have had to deal with errors professed by Cuthoiics who have
hael more confidence in the gpirit and the intellectual tendencies af
the waorld, especiaily the world of intellectual fashion, than they
liave had in the truth of Jesus Christ. In the ciase nf the Zlimasi
generis, the Holy Father has likewise heen called upon to condema
the errors of men who have bheen led astray by au impradeni and
anenlightened desire for religions concord and unity,

It the very heading of the present encyclical, the Toly Father
announces that he is going to treat of “certain false opinions tha
threaten to wndenmine (he foundations of Catholic ductrine,” The
issue of the Ossercatory Rouuene which cirries the dogument in
its original Latin text and in ity lalian trapslation states oot
beadline that “the Supreme Pontiff reproves certain false opinions
and tendencies that threaten to lessen the integrity of Catholic doc-
trine.” The Holy Father himself, in the brief pastoral section
which comies towards the end of the encyclical, speaks of errors
which he has repreved and of norms which he s enjoined in the
Fhamani generis. And, wheu we examine the encyclical itseli, we
find that it deals primaridy with doctrinal ervors swrrent o our
own day, but we learn also that it explains the varinus tendencies
with which trese errors are connected, amd gives ke standands
for accurate and loyal Catholic terching an the portions of Cathelic

4 Sepe, 1, 110,
5 This encyelical way dated Aog. 12, 1930, It Grst appeared i he (sser-
vetore Romano in the Aug, 21 namber.
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truth which have been misrepresented by the rontemporary writers
whose aberratinn_;; have called forth the Jdenunciation of Chyist’s
vigar on earth.

he Humani generis is oue of those docmients whicle muose [e
analyzed very carefully if cheir ol peaning is to he appreciatel.
The document iz maguificent]ly ordeval arwd aree A and vet 1o
schematic form, the very thing which et be o el 3 the wes-
sage itsclf is to Le completely understosd, is somewhat obscurerd
under the literary perfection of the s/pfis crrive so characteris
thie Jdoecane

HIBT

of all papal evcyclicals. Lov those who sh
unannotated  triosl
omewhat difficule,

The body of the’ encvitical is divided iato 1wn e pails, a
tong doctrinal section {un. 1-39%, asal a hriel gastoral sectinie {an.
40-43). The doctrinal part cousists of § wain divisions, The
first of these (nu. I-8}. after insisting upoa the evit of reigions
error and discord and ervor in generai, goes oo deal withothe
occasions and the classifications of errors cwrrent ooy non-
Catholics in our own time. The venvining four treat of false opine
ions that have gained adlierents within 1he Catholie Clisreh irzelf.

The second section (nn. 9-13}, speaks about the fact, the motiva-
tton, and the bhasic errors to be fonnd amuong the statements of
some Catholic writers of our day, awncd of the varivus degrees or
levels of opposition to Catholic truth to be cacountered amang the
pronouncements issued by this geoup. The tird section {na.
14-28), is concerned with individua) errors in the feld of sacred
theology. The fourth (unu, 29.34), is devoted to false teachings
within the domain of philasophy. The fifth {nn. 34-39), descrihes
and cotrects certain aberrations connected with the matter of the
positive sciences.

cowill prabahly

tion, the wink of ana

SIT TERL CTIURLCN

ERRONEOUS RELIGIOUS THEACHINGE OU

The first paragraph contains the fntrodiuction to and the guiding
theme of the entire encvelical, the statement that discord and error
among men on moral and religious matters have ever been the
cause of most profound sorrow ta al good people, but especially
to the faithful and loyal children of the Church, particularly today.
when we see the principles of Christian colture buing attacked

on alt sides. It thus disposces, of course, of the npiaion vecasionally
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voicexd in some ill-enlightened  sources not too foeg ago, a
opinion o the effect that at least in a dermweracy, diversity of reli-
gion was something destrable,
The remainder of this seclion, dealing with errors
prevalent in non-Catholic circles, is subnlivided inte two parts.
The first of these deals with fuctors that contribute towards false
teachings ahout religion among those who are not members of the
Jwrch, Somce of these factors, those describedt e the seeond
paragraply, tend to hold @ man hack from rhe acquisition ol ny-
tarally ascertainable information aboat God aad about the natural
law. The force of the senses and of the imagtiation and ewf pas-
sioms artsing frone original sin condbine to render the gaind t
this knowledge ditlhicudt. The third paragrapt raninds the reade
of the cneyelical that these factors are wlhiar render divime super-
natiral revelation morally necessary that, in the present condition )
af the human race, reiigious and moral truths of the naiural orde !
can be known by all, readily, with firrn certitude, and with no
admixture of error. The Holy Father has employed a joronda
previously used in the Vatican Council’s coostitution Ded Filffes.
Jut where the Councit had spoken of God's supernaturai revelatinn
as thus requisite that a natura! knowledge about God might he
obtained, the ffumani generis describes it as nccessary for the
acquisition of nataral truth in the ficlds of religion and of inorals,
Anather part of this first section, the fourth paragraph, liats
certain influcnees that lend to hinder a man from recugnizing the
powerful objective cvidence in favor of the Catholic faith's credi-
bility, and which move him 1o reject and resist the graces God vifers
him te briug him to the faith. Prejudiced opinions, the passions,
ard Ul will are listed as factors operating in this direction. |
Thke second portion of the section deating with crrovs prevalest
outside the true Church classifies these false 1eachings vnder four |'
headings. First it lists the opinion that the sysierm of evalulion, :
which, tncidentally, the encyclical deseribies nat  completely li
proven even in the danain of the tatiral sclonees, can cxplyin
the otigin of ail things. The 1Tely Father adds that the peeple wha
adopt this opinion show favor to the monistic and pantheistic no- ,
tion that the whole world @5 in a process of continnal ¢volation,
He notes also that the Communists gladly make use of this opinine |
to propound apd to exalt their diadectical materialisin in the minds i
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i oall tder of a personal Ged by

of those who have been deprived
evolutioniss,”

reason of their acceplance of this
Next, the flmani generis meutions thie vew amd

(S8 AVTS TR I

philosuphby of existentialisim, which ignores the anmuntable essence-
of things and is concerned orly with the existence of individuals.

a

fan,” wlhich, bet

In the third place it speaks of a certuin “histoni
concerned solely with the events of funan life, conmpletely ruins
the foundations of any absclute teuth and faw, in cither the oatural
or the supernatural ovder.

The fourth apd final wuy of error mentioned ia this sectiow of
the encyclical is that of nou-Catholics who are imaltanconsly en-
thustastic for the Bible and hostile to huoman reassn and win are
contemptuous of the Church's teaching power while they delight-
edly praise the autharity of God as the Author o revelation.

M EORARY RELIGIOLS

GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS ON {1
ERRORS PROPOUNDED BY SOME CATHOLLS TEACHERS

This part of the encyclical deals with the correct attitude on the
part of Catholic writers towards the errors mentioned in the pre-
vious section, with the twofold metivation waderiying the false
opinions propounded by some Catholic tcachers, and with the vati-
ous ways in which these opinions are put forward, The Ioly
Father teaches that it is the duty of Catholic theologians and phi-
losophers to study the false opitnions on religion and morality cur-
rent in the present-day world, They ave bonnd to Uis stady since
they cannot fulfill their oblization to weork for grath among men
unless they anderstand the intellectnal evils by which theie fellines
are affected. The encyclical also reminds them that guite often
there is a certain amounnt of tratle hidden tn these contemporary
errors, and insists upon the fact that the proper study of these
errors will bring abont a more carcful consideration of known
theotogical and philosopliical traths.

Dealing with the maotives that underlie recent aberrations maong
Catholic teachers, the Humaut generiy insists that some of these
men have been led astray by an nver-eageroess for new things and
also by a fear that they snigld he considered ignosint of recent
sgientific advances. These dividuals, the Tloly Wather tells us,
are trying to withdraw themselves frem the control nf the saered
teaching authority. There is a danger that they way gradaally
depart from revealed truth and draw others along with them into

error,
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Other proponenis of faise opinions, the encyclical telis us, have
heen mwotivated by a desire to break down the bartiers that divide
good and honest men so as 1o bring about more readily the incor-
poration of men of every culture and religious opinion within
Christ’s kingdom, Unfortunately these individuals seek 1o recon-
cite dogmatic differences, aned they desire that the theclogy and the
theological methods whicl have been tanght S our schoals with
the approval of the ccclesiastical aathority itself should not only
be perfected, but completely veshaped. The Holy Fathier hkens
their attitude towards theology and the thenlogical methorls ta
that of certain Modernists with respect (6 the Climrel’s raditional
apologetics.

‘Fhe Chureh, according ta the encyelical, definitely dnes ot ol-
jeet to any cofforts directed towards advancing ar perfecting the
thenlogical seicnves. What it does reprove in these propaneats of
a false “irenicisin® is their contentiva that things founsdal on law
and principles given by Qur Tord, or on institiions brought ints
heing by Him— things that actually constitnte the deiense and the
support of the integrity of the faith, shonld be regarded as obstacles
standing in the way of work for Christian unity. The Holy Father
reminds s that any unity brought about by the repudiation of
these factors would involve the ruin of those unfortunate cnough
to enter into it.

The encyclical then goes on to assert, in the {inal paragraph of
this section, that these errors, whether motivated by desire of
novelty or by a false zeal for souls, are not always brought forward
to the same degree of insistence or with the same degree of clarity,
nor presented in the same terms, nor advocated unanimously by
all the writers of the movement. The language of the I7xmani gen-
eris here shows clearly that the Haoly )Jeather has a definite and
fairly coherent group in mind.

He tells us that some of these men advance their opinions cau-
tiousty and employ distinctions in such a way as to cover up theit
real meanings, while others come along afterwards and propose
these same views openly and without moderation. We are told
that the unabashed presentation of these erroneous views has
brought barnn to the younger clergy and that it has been detn-
mental to the Chureh’s teaching authority, The encyclical goes on
to insist that opinions which have been taught in covert fashion in
printed works have been put forth with less restraint in writings
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destined for private circnlation and in conferences and lectires,
Such opinions bave heen cirenlated, wot enls i seminaries and
religious houses, but also among the faity, especially thase en-
gaged in the work of educitiog,

This thirteenth parvagapde of the cocyelicaf @
ing {ror the point of view of recont theolugicad |
Father mules it cleww that tiw wame gen
necessarily the same jodividuals, have laoy
opintons, mare circurspectly o publishe:l wrilings awd mnone:
openly in docutients nuended for private eivculation,  Both Fe
Garrigou-Lagrange wnd Fro Laboardette, the dormer in hrs well
knopwn article, “La nonvelle iheolsgic, vowa ! elle ™ and the latter
in his Daloguee (it aloginee have mentionad -
deal of the shameiul vituperation heaged on IFe. Garrigoe-
Lagrunge by writers who shoul] have been above this proce-
dure was due to lus cdiscussion of snel nnpnblished material in
connection with his critique of published writings.

ERRURS AND NOKMS TN FULE FIELD 0F SACRED THEOLOGY

The division of the encyclical dealing with false opinions au the
field of theology is divided into four sub-sectivns, The first of
these deals with errors corcerning the terminology and the con-
cepts emplayed in Catholic dogma and in sacred theolngy, and
with the standards by which Cathalic teaching ear these subjects s
to governcd. The secund treats of errors with respect to the
Church’s teaching office and lists the pertinent standards for teach-
ing. The third lists errors about the anthority of the Seriptures,
while the fourth condains a list of individual errors that result
from the basic misconceptions meuntioned in the frst three sub-

The Blale
L altbowsl oo

it
ach writings, A gren

sections,
Those who have gone astray in this first field are men who ad-

vise minimizing the meaning of dogma as much as possible and
who wish to free dogma from the mode of expression long estab-
lished in the Church and from philosephical concepts held in esteetn
by Catholic teachers. They intend tn replace the termitnlogy pow
in use with that employed by the Scriptuves and the Fathers of the
Church in the explanation of Catholic doctrine, These people,
according to the encyclical, regard the terminology and the con.
cepts to which they object as extrivsic to divine revelation. The
Holy Father goes on to tie up this erroncous tendency with the
twofold motivation of which he spoke in the previous portion of




STV

3000 THE AMERICAN ECCLES

the ffumassi generss. ‘Those who seek the acplacement of the
Chureir's traditional terminology and oi thie vaocs philosophical
voncepts now i use in expounding God's wnessage hope by this
means to bring about ultimately a mutual assimidation of Catholic
dogma and the tenets of the dissidents. N the same lime thes
expect thus to be able to satisfy what they consider maodern needs
by expressing Catholie dogma in the lerms and (he concepts of
such contemporary philosophies as those of
s’ or “existentialism.”

The encyctical then mndicates a second ind o worse basie erenr
in this ficld. There are some bolder spirits, it joferms us, who
hold that dogma can and ought to be presented ofathed with the
terminology and the concepts of these false philosophies hecinse,
they contend, the mysteries of the faith can never e expressed by
adequately true concepts, but only by nolions which they call
“approximative,” notions which serve to a certain estent to dis-
ctose the truth, but which, at the same e, necessarily distost ir.
Hence they believe that theology, utihizing virions forms through
the course of the ages, cau and wust substitate new notions for old
ones, so that it may make the same divine truths available to ren
in diffcrent ways, and even in ways that are to spme exéent opposed
to one another, but which remain, as they put it, eqieivalent. Such
individoals maintain that the history of dogma is the record of
these various successive forms, differing according to the vurious
philosaphies and apinions that have couw inla being during the
course of the centuries, forms in which revealed truth has been
clothed,

The next two paragraphs deal with norms pertinent to these er-
rors, The flmani generis declares that this secordd ervor actually
embodics what is known as dogmatic “relativisng,” and that the
contempt for traditional teaching and for traditional terminology
in which the Church’s doctrine is expressed tends cffectively in
that same direction. The encyclical insists that the terminology
employed in the schouls and in the Church's own teaching office
can he perfected. Furthermore, we are told that it s comuson
knowledge that the Church itself has not always tsed the same
words in exacily the same way.

The Ifswmani generis speaks out very clearly on the subject of
the Church’s relation to various philosophies which have flourished
during its own history. It insists that the Church is in no way

5

unnmanentism.” Vel

|
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&l osystema of thooght
At the same tane

bound up with the various and ephemer
which have attracted attention lor a lite while,
it teaches that words and comeeptls comnpuzed ard elaborted theeug
common effort by Cuetholic teachers during the course of runy
centuries to blm;{ ahont sone wadersiadi g of dagrg an b) Lir
means based upon any such fanlty fowadation as that of an evanes-
I teaches that the works Gf tlese owa see basel!
cedl from an aceurate kowledge
e revealed truthe proepmsed by

cent philosophy.
upon principles amd concepts ded:
of created reality, and confirmed by
the Church, MHeuace, the Huly Father assares s, snie of these -
tions have been usedd i cven smetioned by ocasnenical eni-
cils, i such o way it i i wrong Goefosd v depiot from then,
G0 L atfernpt to juct

cen -

To neglect such notions and cowe
them or to deprive {ham of theie walae, the Hodend gene
sires as supresely Dmprident wmrd as @ lentive to epresent
Catholic dogina itscli as something subiect to cvinge. The currant
contempt for notions and terms regulnily empleyal by scholastic
theotagians is designated as somutling which tends to weaken speeat-
lative theology. a discipline which the erving Carholic teachers con-
sider incapable of gencrating genuine certitude becavse it employs
the ratio theologica.

The second sub-section of that portion of the encyclical devoted
to contemporary false opinions in the field of saceed theology deals
with the teaching office of the Churcll itself. The TToly father
complains that the men who are avid for noveltics pass easily from
a cuntempt for scholustic thealogy 1o a negivet or even a :rnl[(mpr
for the teaching authovity of the Church, which supports scholastic
In general these erramt teachers are said to look upon

theology.
the Church’s magivierisem as a hindrince to progress and as an
abstacle standing in the way of scicnce. Here the Flumant generis
takes cognizance of an opinion cnrrent among some non-Catholics,
a belief that the Churcl’s teaching suthority {s an vunjust restrain-
ing factor, preventing some qualifie! thenlogians from reformiug
This juxt.’lpr,)sir:un ol o;‘nininns 15 valeolaled to
Calnolic teachers have, in effect,
nom Catholic  attitude towards the

their own subject,
shiow that these unioctie
adopted a characteristicalty

ecclesia docens.
The Holy Father states that these teachers sotnctimes treat the

obligation of comptete adherence 1o the Church’s segistoriteon as if
it were non-existent, despite the fact that this teaching agency has
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sl orm of truth for
is readers that Cuor

heen canstituted as the proxituate and anive
all theologians, The Holy Father remninds )
lard bas entrusted the entire deposit of faith, including both
Seripture and tradition, to the Chuschy, so that die Chareh mav
guard, preserve, and cxplain i, The faithful are sgiet
to aveid crrors that more or less approach the
and (o obey the vavious constitutions and de
evil opinions are proseribed and forbilden by the Huoly See
Specifically the iloly Father repraves the condluet of sasie wien
wha deliberarely and hahitually neglect wlan thae Toges fieve tanghe
m their eneyelicals abont the nature and the constinaion of the
ich they sey thee

: r'lfl:'igﬂll.u.

oy e which sk

Church in ovder that a0 kind of vague notion w
have drawn from the FFathers, especially fran the tereek Fatlers.
may previdl. These individuals cluim that the Pontil?s do gt wish
1o pass judgment on madters disputed mmong the iens, Cons
seyuently, they believe, we should go back 1o the carlicsl soarces,
andd from these writings of the ancients explain what the mgi-
terawmn of the Chireh fias taught in more recent times.

The Humani generis then procecds o give the normts which
should govern Catholic teaching on the matiers mentioned in this
series of errors, ercors which it describes as clever]y stated, bt
still fallacious. First of all, it insists that, despite the fact that
generally speaking ihe Pontiffs ailow {freedom of discussion on
points disputed among better-known theologians, hiztory teaches
us that scveral issues which were once subject o discussion are
tow no longer open to question.

Then, passing on to the teaching about the doctei
the papal encyclicals, the 1Toly Father tells us that it
ta withhold assent from doctrines proposed in these ducantents on
the pretense that the Pope does not exercise his suprewe teachny
power in the cucyclicals. These letters demand assent of them-
selves. Things taught in them are proposed in the ordinary magis-
terinme, in which, just as truly as v the soleam judgnients of the
Clinrch, Our Tord’s promise set forth in the Gospel aveording
(o St Fake. the promise that the man wha accepts the Chinrel's
teacling actually accepts Hiz doctrine,?® is verified.  The Huwani
generis presents as a general norm to cover teaching on this point
the statement that, wheu the Holy Father gives his decision on

[ impur[ of
i a mistake

B CE. fauke 10:16.
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any subject which lias Litherta beeun subject o omuroversy, Lis
judgment is 1o longer apen to question amuny theologlans.

Since the errors about the Churelt's Leaching office invelved men-
tion of the sources ub revelation, the encvaiiva! sets it cortam

Tt informes us that it

norms which arc to regnlite (heir use
definitely the business of thy ticologio: 1o have recnavse oy Serip
ture and Lo trudition, sinee it s dnty to show how e traths
set forth t ihe Clorvels hwving sigedsterine are actoaliy to Do
theae VUTY SLNPCES. T

Al

found. either implicitly or explicitly, i
itgoes on 10 =how thad o dnsistence spaoa this Tenctiva Bn i way
closes the door upan the possibility of deficite progress it theology.
the i ; '

Such progress ix nkde peesinle Taootenson of
wealth of trath contanwd o the snuees thensclves,

The Floly Father assuies s thal prositive then
not to be considered as soan
historical science, since God has ¢
of revelation and the sacred segisterinm and has connuissicnel
this latter to etucidate and explin what is condeined only obscurely
and as it were implicitly in the deposit of faith. The encyelical
reiterates the truth that the power to expouod the depasiv ni faath
authentically was given by Our Lord, oof to all the faithin) vor to
the theologians themselves, but anly to the Church's seagistorium.
Since the Church has used this power time and time again throwgh-
ont the centovies in both the ordiary and exttaordinary exercise
of its authority, we are told that the method of explaining these
must evi-

J”lf__‘" o T‘:ll' sEIIC

wwen Flis Cliaoreli Both the soueces

clear statements throngh an appeal to obscure source
dently be considered as entirely false. Exactly the opposite proce-
dure should he adopted. This paragraph of the encyclical ends
with a citation of the great Pius TX, to the effect the noblest task
of the theologian is that of showing how the doctrines defined in
the Church are actuallv contained o the sonrees of revelation i
the very sense in which they have been defined by the Church.
The third sub-xection of thiz prrtion of the encvelical deals with
crv e divine sodharity
1iese aberralions cous

contemporary errors that are e
of Sacred Scripture, The Pra ¢
perversion of the doctrine that Cind is the Anthor of hese honks,
The sceniud is a venewat of (e old false teaching that the iufalli-
bility of Sacred Scripture ¢xtends only to its statenents ahout
God, abowr marals, aed abour religion. Aunother s the teaching
mipture, wider which a divine

bt oa

that there t5 a human =ense ~f Sc
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sense, the only infallible sense or meaning according to1hese mi-
taken teachers, lies concealed.

A fourth error is to be found in the {endency of sawe wris
to take no cogrizance of the analogy of laith or o ke Churek’s
teadition in interpreting Scripture.  Such indivisduals lisld
a nerely human or independent intcrpectition or the S
constitutes the norm by which the teaching o.f ¢he Chureh’s
2evivgn and that of twe Fathers is (o be evaluied, etnll
Seriptnre mnst be interpreted accardiog to e mingd of o

The last nistake about the wterpretacinn of 1he Bilde
tized in this part of ithe encycliwal s thar of mon who
replace the traditional literal sense af the sacved haokhs by
af exegesis they call syinbotical and spirivead, They hape, e tis
way, to make the OlE Testament, which they « ler o Veinsed
fountain” in the Church at present, eventeatlly avatluble w all
They claim, morcover, that alt the difficultics against the Bible,
diffienlies they betieve to be connected with the fieral sense of
Scripture, will vanish once the literal scnse has been discarded.

The encycelical does not give any series of norms governing the
matter covered by these errors about Scripture and it inlerpreta-
tion. [t simply points to the fact that all of {hem are in manifest
opposition to the teachings contained in Pope Feo's Providestis-
simus, Pope Bencdict’s Spiritus Paraclitus, aned the present Holy
atler’s Moo afffante §piritu.

The fourth and tinal sub-section of this part of the encyclical list:
some individual errors as “poisonouas irnits” of the false teachings
and tendencies already described. The Holy TFather explicitly
menfions and condemns the following.
a4} Doubt that human reason, without the help of divine revela-
tion and of divine grace, can demonstrate the cxisicuce of a per-
sonal God by means of arguments deduced from created things,
b) A denial that the world had a beginning.

¢) The statement that the ereation of the world was necessary.
d) The depiat that God has an eternal and nfailible {oreknowt-
edge of man’s free actions.
¢) A belief that the doctrine according ta whicll angels are crea-
tures endowed with personality is open to question.
f) Admission of the hypothesis that there i¢ no essential difference
between matter and spirit.
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g) A pervecsion of the Catlwhie waching on the gratuity of the
sumption that God cannot cre-

supernatural ovder, bazed ot the s
ate a creature endowerd with intelligenes withm cedering and
calling that creaiure 1y the beatific vision.
h) A corruption of Catholic teaching about the concept anil the
definitions of original zin, of 1 in general as an offense agabist
Gud, and of the saiizlnction Christ masge for g On oadl of these
points the Tridentine definitinas lLave beea neglected by tie men
who are guilty of this faudey teaching.

i) A teaching that the docirine of Lansubstantiadion, as some-
thing based upon an outimaded plilosoplical concept of substance,
aught 1o be revised fn such a wiy that Our Lord's Real Piesence
in the Blessed Sacrament would be redivced to i kind nf symbofism,
ated speeics would owrely e effica-
ce and of His intimate

according to which the con
cious signs of Qur lord’s spivittal pre:
guion with the faithful members in the Mystical Bady.

j) An opinion that ten are not heamd Ly the :eaching contained
in the Myséicd Corporis and based upon the sonrees of revelation.
the teaching to the effect that Christ's Mystical Thody and the
Roman Catholic Charelr are one and the sume thing. [n the lighe
of this decision of the /Tumani gencris, incidentally, it would hence-
forth be erroneous to deny that the fystici Corporis had taught
that the Catholic Charel is actually 1lke Mystical Body.

k) A teaching which reduces the neceasity of helonging to the true
Church in order to altain eternal sadvation to an empty formula,
1) A minimizing of the rational character of the credibility of the
Christian faith.

The final paragrapl in this part of the encyclical declares rhat
manifestly these and other evils lave crept in among some of the
chijdren of the Church whin have been led astray by a false zeal
for souls and hy pseodo-science. The Holy Fatler states that he
has heen compelled to point out these errors and dangers of error,
and that he has acted “not without anxiety.”

THE FTRO OF PEHELOSOPHY

MRRURS AND NORAML IN

The fourtle purt of the doctrinal section of this encvclical opens
with a series of general nurus for Cathoiic teaching about this
science. It then considers two sets of errors, appending after each
list the pertinent individual standards for correct presentation of
Catholic truth on this subject. Finally it speaks of the ifruits of
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these errors and of the ultimate sources of the intelicenal evils
repraved in this section of the papal letter,

The first paragraph of this part sets farih the Catholic teaching
about the competetice of the huan minl, the need of a irwe
philosophy for the proper operation of the hman miwd in mat-
ters of faith and moraks, and the charavteristes of iz trae pliloso-
phy. The Catholic Church teaches that human reasna is capable
of demonstrating with certainty the existenve of the une persoug
God, that il can hwild up an incontravertible joonf of the founds-
tions of the Christian faith itself from signs given by Gead, and tha
it can achieve somie understandiog and a mast fruizfol wederstand-

ing of the mysterivs. The flwnani generis tnsists, hawever, that
D osfely oaly

reason can accomplish these functions fittingly
¢ and tradi-
stool np nader

when it is properly trained, or i possessivan ol 1he s
tional philosoply, a systemr of thought whicl ltas
the test of divine revelation, proposed by the infallible magisterinn
of the Church. This philosophy is described as one which protects
the true and sincere value of human knowledge, proclaims the
basic metaphysical principles of sufficient reason, causality and of
finality, and teaches that certain and inimutable truth can be known.

The encyclical acknowledges that there are points in even this
traditional philosophy which have no comnectivn with truths of
faith and morals, and which, as a result, the Church feaves free
for discussion. It reminds its rcaders, however, that this zame
freedom does not obtain throughout the entire extent of philosaphy,
and that this is true particalarly where its basic teachings are con-
cerned. Even with respect to such basic guestions, it is definitely
permissible to clothe this philosophy in a better form, to endow
it with an improved terminclogy, cautiously to enrich it with ele-
ments gained during the advance of human knowledge, and to
divest it of sume imperfections. Tt is never alowalle, however, to
reject it, to contaminate it with false principles. or to pass it over
as something obsolete.

The Humani generss reminds us that truth and the philosophical
expression of truth do not change from day to day, and that this
holds particularly in the case of philosophical principles and con-
clusions that have been confirmed by revelation. God guides the
human mind, not so that it may replace one truth by another, but
in such 2 way that it puts aside errors which it may have admitted,
and builds upon its foundation of truth. Both philosophers and
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cogilated in this world, but to subject new ideas Lo severe and ob-
jective criticism, lest they adaiit some netiuns that wonld pervert
or destroy the truth they already pos:wess, and dumage or suin
theit own failln
The norms alreas
encyclical tells us, w

;ooiven i this section seeve oy explain, the
v the Churely, inits Canon Law, insists upun
the phitosophical training of ity canrlidates for th festliond “nd
Angelics Doctores yadioent, doci | ‘The llol

Father teils us that the method und the ratio of "~t Thomas are

outstandingly good For the traindng of begitawers b philesopiy aud

for the tnvestigation of advanced rquestions, that ks divlsine s
consonant with divice revelation, nest wsciul Tor e defense of the
faith, and for the oifcetive and sceare nilatioa of the fruits of
genuine intellectual progress.

The 1oly Father complains that ceriaén teachers within the
Church affect to despise this traditional and recognized pbilosephy
on the pretense that # is outmeded in form and rationalistic ip ity
process of thought, These men err in hotding that our philosophy
is imperfect because it teaches that an ahsulutely true metaphysic
can exist. They hold, on the contrary, that rcality, especially
transcendent reality, can best be expressed by disparate doctrines,
teachings which are supposed to complete one another, even while
they are to a cerfain extent matualy oppesed. These same indi-
viduals, in short, are charged with passing over the syslematic
philosophy of the Catholic sclinols as something fitted only to in-
troduce men to the study of scholastic theology, or as something
that appealed to the minds of medizeval men and which has no
message or meaning for the men of our own time.

They turn away from the perennial philosophy as something
concerned onfy with unchanging essences, and claim that the con-
temporary mind necessarily looks tawards the existences of indi-
vidual things, and towards an ever-changing life process, And,

while they despise this philosophy, they praise cvery other kind to
the sky, in such a way as to suggest that any sort of philosophy
or opinion, with some additions or perhaps corrections, can be
reconciled with Catholic dogma.
for correct teaching on this point the declaration that some phi-
losophies, particularly those of hinmanentism, idealism, historical

The encyclical offers us as a norm
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or dialectical materialismt, or atheistic ov sceptical existentialism,
are incompatible with Catholic dogina.

The encyclical then takes cognizance that these {eachers some-
vmes oppose the Churel's perennial philosophy o vet another

ground, repudiating it as something that treats only of the intellect
the fuuction of

in explaining the process of cognition, neglect
the will and of the affections.
becanse the Cheistian philosophy has never denied the ciilize and
the efficacy of good dispositions of the entire mind {ur the know!-

ecdge and the acceptance of religious and moral teuths, As a matter
T

It denounces this sttilucde as false

of fact it has actually tnsisted that the liek of saclh clisposit
explains how an ntellect affected by il will and hy passions caa
be darkened so that it does uot grasp truth properly. The Ty
Father reminds us of 5t. Thomas' teaching 10 the effect that the
intellect can be mided fits understanding of Dighier things belor-
ing to cither the galural or the supernatucal order I 2 K
affective connaturality for these realities, whether this convaturality
be something on the level of nature or a gift pectaining 10 the
order of divine grace.

The fuwmani generis reminds us, however, that it is one thing
to acknowledge that the disposition of the affeciions of the will
has the power to aid the reason to acquire a more certain aml firm
coguilion of moral truth, and it is guite another thing to attribute,
as these innovators dao, a sort of intuitive power to the ajipetitive or
affective faculties theniselves, or to say that wlen the intellect has
shown itseif incapable of deciding what is true in any given case, it
turns to the will which makes a free ¢choice in such a mauner that
cognition and the act of the will are wixed up together in this

ad of

operation.
The Holy Fatler states that the false opinions he las listed and

discussed endanger two sciences which by their very nature are
intimately connected with the doctrine of faith. The men who
propoind these optnions deseribe theodicy and cthics as ntended.
not (o prove anything certain about (Gad or about any transcendent
reaiity, but only to show that what faith teaches alont the per-
sonal God and about His commandments is in lwrinony with the
necessities of life, and that this doctrine must be acceptes! if men
are going to escape despair and attain elernal salvation.

The Hely Father condenms these opinions as obviously contra-
dicting ihe statements of Leo X111 and Pius X and as incompatible
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with the teaching of the Vatican Council. e states that this con-
demnation would not have been necessary i oien had paid proper
attention to the Churcl’s snagisfering, which is commissicned aad
obligated to watch over philosophical teachings at the same time
that it is empowered to guard the deposic of divine vevelation,

ERRORS IN V[ FiRKLD O POSITIVE SCDLNCE

with a statement of general

This portion of the encycelical ope:
norms. Noting that nutoy persons insist led the Cloirele shoukd
of the pos! SCICRCeS,
with 1he {ra
i fenes as sonethings

take serious coguizance oi the teaclun
where these doctiines come into ¢
faith, the Holy Ifaiher designates thiz i
laudable where it has reference Lo facts avtually denmvmnsorated by
these positive disciplioes. Tle reminds ws, however, that were hy -
potheses set forth in thiese sciences 1omst he handled with great
caution when they tonch tpoen doctrine contained in the sonrces of
divine revelation. Ilypotheses that are opposed directly or even
indirectly to revcaled truth must not he accepted in any way.
The Humani generis then deals with individual hypntheses set
farth in the nawme of three posilive scicnices, biology, anthropotogy,
and histary. The first of these hypotheses, put forward in the
nanie of biology and anthropology, is the evolutionistic explanation
of the origin of the human body as sonctling  which was
formed originally from existent and living matter. ‘Fhe Chureh’s
magisteriysm alluws discussion and investigation about the (ruth
of this theory in the prosent status of theology amd of the positive
disciplines by men competent in either field, bnt allows it under
certain conditions. The first condition is that serious consideration
should be given to reasons on both sides, these that militate against
the hypothesis as well as those thar favor it. The sceand is that
men on both sides must be prepared to abey 1he Church’s midg-
ment when it 35 issued. The THoly Father complains that the free-
dom of discussion allowed by the Church on this point has been

definitely abused by men who conduct themselves as if the origin
astih-

o0l the

of the haman bady from existent and living inalter has heen ¢
lished and demnonstrated as certain frem evidence now at land and
from reasonings already made from that evidence, These indi-
viduals likewise abuse the freedosu the Chureh Tias accordes] them

when they act as it there were nothing in the content of the sources
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of revelation that makes great caution on the subject matter of this
hypothesis imperative.

At the same time, the encyclical assures us that the i
tunan soul is definitely tot open to question. The Catholi jaith
obligates us to hold that soals are immediately create) by God,

Annther hypothesis, that of polygenism, is pat forward i the
aame of anthropotogy. The Holy Father tells us that this must be
rejected outright. The Ffaithfud cannot aceept the sdoctrine that
here on earth after Adum there lived crue men who did no
derive their origin fron lim as the irst paoent of all e by the
process of naturad generation, Uhey are likewise foabidden o hotd
that the nmme “Adam’ stands for a gronp of frst parents, There
is absolutely no evidence that either nf these hypotheses ok T
reconciled with what the souvees of rev
Chareh's snagisterinm teaches about origimd sz, The eacyclii
rembucls us that originat siu is something that proceeds from an
offense against God actually commitied by Adam as an individual
person, and that it affects each individual as sonictliing which has
come to him through the process of generation,

The last two doctrinal paragraphs of the encyelical deal with ao
erroncous tendency that masks iiself under the gaise of hisiary.
The Holy Iather asserts that some men have interpreted the his-
torical books of the Old Testament in entirely too irec a manner,
and that they have wrongly appealed to o recent letter from the
Pontifical Biblical Commission to the Archdishap of Paris i
port of their position. This letter, signed by the lute I'r. Vosté
and addressed to Cardinal Suhbard, spoke of the first eleven chap-
ters of the Book of Genesis. The encyclical reminds us of its in-
sistence that, despite the fact that these chapters do ot manifest

the qualities of historical composition to be found in the works of the
outstanding Greek and Latin historians or those manifest in com-
petent historical writings of ot own time, they must he classified
The Tetter also reminded the

0 of the

ationn vontnine anel the

in some true sense as historical.
excgetes of their duty to investigate and to determine in just what
way these chapters can nighifully lay claim to this designation.
Explaining and employing the teos used in the Jetter to Canli-
nal Suhard, the Holy Father briugs out the fact that these cleven
chapters accomplish a twofold work, using simple and figurative
language, adapted to the meantality of a comparatively uncultured
people. They set forth the principal truths of the order of salvation




THE LESSON OF THE $H 80 CRENERLY 3

and they also give a popular deseription of ihe nrigin of Dotl The
n pecple.

he pursib
of their soatertal from nom-

human race anc of tiic chose

The Humani gencriv adind
of the Ol Testunent drew
inspired populas navcatives, W the saoe finw ity 3 ils remders
aciing thus, thewe muen were aided by the
sereed theat Teonn erear hie

isat Inspired writers

WL

not 1o forger thae,
process of divine inspirativgg, witieh pre
their task of selecting wd evalunting these docuioents.

Finally, the encyctizal assures us that marerial waken Trom pogas-
it e Dspioed wolings s defi-

lar narratives aud corpor
nitely not 10 be pat G e sione levelas oo ths, The very character
s 0 clen that the

of the sicred hooks of the Obd Testunont s
e acthors of ancient

inspired writers wttevly snrpass the oeo
times.

TEER S1TUATION AN PSS EXTRR NS

In the bricf pastoral portion oi the cneyclical, the Tlaly Fatler
describes the reaction of the Catholic academic world o the ervors
he has treated in the dogmatic part o1 this document. He then
issues certain definite commands and admenitions, demanded by
the actual situation, to Bishops, to superiors, and to teachers,

Fitst we are asswred that these errors were being taught either
in an open or a covert manner when the encyclical was written.

he gread nuaber of Catholic teachers in

Then we are tokd that i
various institutions of higher learning have not fallen into thesc
false opinions. The Holy I'ather realizes that these teachings have
the power to attract people who are not cantions. He has preferved
to put a stop to them at the outsct, rather than to be compelled to
administer medicine for o discise that had aleeady become deep-

seated.
So it is that o put a stop to these errors, the Toly Father has

commanded Bishops and snperiors of religions communiiies to
take the most diligent care to prevent such opinions {rom heing
advanced in schools, it confercnces, ot o writings of any kiod.
They are likewise ovdered to see to it that these errors are not
taught iu avy way ta the clergy or rhe faithful. This precept binds

thetn most seriously i1 conscience,
Teachers in ccciesiastical institutions are warned that they can-

not with safe conscience exercise the office of teaching cutrusted
to them unless they religiously accept and stiictly ohserve the
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norms the Holy Father has given, They are told that they are
abligated to show duc reverence and oberdience o the Church's
snagisterium themselves and to ingilill these attitudes into their own

pupits.
Catholic teachers are also urged to work towards the progres:

of the sciences they teach. At the samw tune, however, they are
ordered to do this without violating the rules the Holy Father Las
Taid down in this encyelical for the purpose of guacding the truth
of the faith and of Catholic doctrine. They are @ inves
questions that have arisen
vauces, but they are to conduct their fovest
cantiowsly, IFinally, they are to avoid alt fak.e
member that those otside the Churclu can be hrought 1]]LA it
it properly and successfully only whea the entire trath existinyg
within the Church is delivered honestly to everyone, in all its
purity and integrity.

Such are the teachings of the Humani generis. The 1ioly Fatker
has warned us of existent errors, which have endangered the
existence and the integrity of the Catholic faith amoug the men
of our own time. These errors have beca taught more forcefully
in non-published material, but they have heen propounded also ia
books and articles iinportant and powerful enough to make them
dangerous for the children of the Church. The encyclicat that con-
demns these false opinions is addressed, not to the hierarchy of any
one country, but to all the bishops of the world, It was so ai-
dressed only because the Holy Father realized that the errors and
tendencies he was called upon to denounce threatened the faith

everywhere,
Jtence there can be no excuse whatsoever for the tactic of brush-

ing aside the lesson of this encyclical with the statement that it
refers to controversies that have aroused no interest and exercised
no influence in this part of the world, Such an assertion about the
[lumani generis, made in our own country, swauld be marifestly
false. It would, furthermore, only serve to influence the people
for whom this encyclical was written to turn their attention fram
what is, and what must be considered as, a mugnificent and a
tremendously bnportant instrument for the prescrvaiion and the
integrity of the faith in our times.

Josersz Crifrorn FuNvos
The Catholic Uwiversity of America
Washington, D. C.




Answers to Questions

MAY A HIGH AMASS 11 CONSIDERED
A PRIVATE MASS?

Question: On the Vigil of Pentecost, a4 priest wha liazd been
singing a Fligh Mass every wiorning in 2 convent chapel said wnly
a Low Mass as he had not thue to read the prophecies and litanies,
Could he not have sung, as usual, a High Mass, beghming with the
Introit of the day and omitting the propliceics and ditanies?

Answer: The solution of the diffionity proposed above s to be
found in the definition of a private Mass since the rabric oi the
Missal on the Vigil of Deaecost provides that in private Masses
on that day the priests begin at once with the Tntroit omitting the

5. A private Mass on thiz vigil

preliminary prophecies and Iitani
would be onc apart from the blessing of the font in 2 parish church
or one which is not public in the scnse of being a Mass which i3
not conventnal or capitular. fn cose, the Mass in the coavent
chapel, uniess it were techuically a4 conventual Mass in a com-
munity where there was obligatio chori, would be considered a
private Mass even though it were celebrated in cantu. The ex-
ternal solemnity of a Fhigh or Solemn Mass would pot remove it
from the category of private Masses any more than a parochial
ar a conventual Mass ceases to he a public one if happens to be cele.
brated as a L.ow Mass.

Wuest-Mulianey (Matters Liturgical, 640) docs indeed cite
decree No. 2731 of the Congregation nf Rites to support his state-
ment that a High Mass may not be celebrated on the Vigil of
Pentecost without the prophecies and Hianies, The deeree lu ques-
tion, however, is a decision, daterl August 8, 1835, addresscd tn
a cathedral chtrch fn Piedimont, and refers to an annnal founded
Mass to be cefebrated witle the attencince of the cathedral chapter
and as a Solemn Mass, and decisles that this Mass may pat be
sung without the preliminary prophecies etc. beginning with the
Introit Quum sanctificaius as for private Masses. Such a Mass,
we think, is quite different guoad solonitatem intrinsecam from
the private Mass in the convent concerning which the question

was raised,
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