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T H E S O U R C E S O F M O D E R N  A T T A C K S  

AGAINST THE C H U R C H

D uring the past couple of years the A m erican press has re

ported  an  unusually  large  num ber of attacks  and  charges  against 

the  C atho lic  C hurch . T aken  ind iv idually , a  great m any  of  these 

charges are not serious enough to  w arran t any  particu lar atten

tion . F ar too  frequen tly  they  m anifest them selves  as m ere  bids 

fo r publicity  put fo rw ard by  ind iv iduals w ho  w ould apparen tly  

find trem endous  difficu lty  in  doing  any  w ork  m ore  ex igen t in tel

lectually  than  that of shouting  against the  true  C hurch  of Jesus 

C hrist. O ften too these contem porary  accusations against the 

C hurch tu rn out to be noth ing m ore im portan t than rou tine  

handouts from  the  faceless m en  of M oscow .

C onsidered co llectively , how ever, the various contem porary  

charges against the C atho lic C hurch are ex trem ely im portan t 

T hey  fo rm  the  cen ter  of  a  m ass  of  propaganda calcu lated  to  tu rn  

people  aw ay  from  O ur L ord  and  from  H is  C hurch . A ny  m an  w ho  

is aw are of the  fact that it is G od ’s  w ill that all m en  should  be 

saved  th rough  O ur  L ord  in  the  C hurch  is bound  by  charity  to  do  

w hatever he  can  tow ards  poin ting  out the  fallacious character  of 

these onslaughts against the true C hurch . T he obligation of 

ind icating  the  errors contained  in  contem porary charges against 

the C atho lic C hurch naturally  enough rests prim arily  upon  the  

C atho lic priest. H ence an  understand ing  of the  best w ay  to  deal 

w ith  such attacks against the C hurch fo rm s an  in tegral part of 

w hat w e m ay call the necessary professional know ledge of the  

contem porary  priest.

C A T H O L IC S  A N D  G R O U P -S O L ID A R IT Y

S trange  to  say  there  can  be  found an  occasional C atho lic , and  

som etim es even an occasional priest, w ho w ill disapprove of 

efforts  on  the part of C atholics to  answ er and  to  challenge pub 

lished attacks upon  the C hurch . F or som e reason or other such  

procedure  is supposed  to  ind icate  the  presence  of an  undesirab le  

and  in tense  group-consciousness  am ong  C atholics. It  is  ex trem ely  

difficu lt to  see  how  any  educated C atho lic could  bring  him self  to  

im agine that a high ly developed group-consciousness could be  

other than abso lu tely  requ isite in the C hurch of Jesus C hrist
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T he  love  of H is discip les, that is of the  m em bers of the  C atho lic  

C hurch , for one another is supposed , according to O ur B lessed  

L ord  H im self, to  be  clear  and  obvious  enough  to  serve  to  iden tify  

these  discip les fo r  w hat they  are. It w as  to  the  discip les  that O ur  

L ord  spoke these  w ords.

A  new  com m andm ent I give unto you  : T hat you love one another, 

as I have loved you , that you  also love one another.

B y th is shall all m en know  that you are m y discip les, if you have  

love one fo r another.1

1 John 1 3 : 3 4 -3 5 . ’ John 1 7 : 2 0 -2 3 .

A gain the  unity (o r the  group-so lidarity ) of the  discip les w as, 

accord ing to  the  prayer of O ur L ord H im self, to  be  strong  and  

strik ing  enough to  serve  as  a  m otive  of cred ib ility  fo r the  w orld .

A nd not fo r them  only do Γ pray , but fo r them  also w ho th rough  

their w ord shall believe in  m e.

T hat they all m ay be one, as thou , F ather, in m e, and I in thee; 

that they  also  m ay be one in us  : that the w orld m ay believe that thou  

hast sen t m e.

A nd the glory w hich thou hast given m e, I have given to them : 

that they m ay  be one, as w e also are one.

I in them , and thou in m e: that they m ay be m ade perfect in one: 

and  the w orld m ay know  that thou  hast sen t m e and hast loved them , 

as thou also hast loved m e.2

T he m ost fatal m istake w hich C atho lics can m ake in dealing  

w ith the teach ings and the com m ands of C hrist is to take H is  

w ords as other than  sincere  and  m eaningfu l. T hose w ho  pro test  

(alw ays to  the  deligh t of those outside the  fo ld ) against group-  

consciousness  and  group-so lidarity  w ith in  the  C hurch  of  G od, and  

w ho  frow n  upon  that love  and  en thusiasm  fo r the  C hurch  w hich  

resu lt in  answ ers to  charges m ade  against it, w ould  seem  to  have  

fallen in to  th is  error. T hey  seem  not to  realize  that the  C atho lic  

C hurch  is  truly the  house  or the  fam ily  of  G od, and  that a  special 

affection  fo r  the  society  itself  and  fo r  the  m em bers  of  the  society  is  

incum bent upon every  person w ho is priv ileged to  dw ell w ith in  

that house. If a m an takes O ur L ord ’s teach ings about the  

C atho lic  C hurch  seriously , it  w ill be  abso lu tely  im possib le  fo r him  

not to  have  a  vigorous  and  m anifest fam ily  loyalty  to  th is  society  

and  to  its m em bers.
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S IN C E R IT Y  A N D  P O L E M IC

T he  m en w ho  w ring  their hands over w hat they  regard  as the 

aggressiveness  of contem porary  C atho lic polem ics seem  to  im ply  

that sincerity  on  the  part of  one  of  the  C hurch ’s  oppon ents  should  

au tom atically fo rbid  any  response  to  that  opponent  w hich  m ight 

possib ly  hurt  his  feelings. S uch  an  attitude  stem s  from  the  w ildest 

sort of  confusion . O rdinarily , at any  rate, C atho lic  polem ics is  in  

no  w ay  concerned  w ith  sincerity  or  the  lack  of  it on  the  part  of  the  

opponent of the  C hurch . T he  enem y  of the  C hurch  m ay  be  said  

to be sincere in the even t that he actually believes as true the  

charges  w hich  he  brings  against the  C atho lic  C hurch . T he  answ er 

to those erroneous charges, bring ing en ligh tenm ent on the  par

ticu lar poin t on w hich he has deviated from tru th , is just as 

m uch  a  favor to  the  enem y  of the  C hurch  as it is to  anyone  else . 

W riting  in  1520 ,  Jam es  L atom us  described  his  and  his  U niversity  s 

attitude tow ards M artin L uther, and thus gave quite clearly  

the ideal attitude  of distinction  betw een a  m an  and  his w ork  in  

the  business of controversy . H e is discussing  the L ouvain  con

dem nation  of L uther ’s w ritings.

T hat he [M artin  L uther] is said  to  he  a  good  m an is of no  concern  

to  us at all. W e have not said  that he is an ev il m an. B ut, w hatever 

sort of m an  he m ay  be, it is ev iden t that he has w ritten  th ings w hich  

are not good . W e  have not condem ned  him , but his  errors. It w as  use

less to  w arn him  privately w hen his books, scattered over the w orld , 

m ade  it clear that he  w ould  pay  no  atten tion  to  a  w arn ing .3

It  is  alw ays  am using  to  read  a  liberal C atho lic ’s pro test  against 

w hat  he  regards  as  a  too  fo rcefu l presen tation  of  the  C atho lic  case 

against  the  C hurch ’s  detracto rs in  our  ow n  tim es. G enerally  such  

pro test carries w ith  it an  appeal to  retu rn  to  the  “gentle”  apolo

getic  of  the  N ew  T estam ent  and  of  the  prim itive  C hristian  w riters. 

P aten tly  such  a  notion w ould  never occur to  a  m an w ho  w as at 

all fam iliar  w ith  the  bitter denunciation  of  the  scribes  and  of the  

pharisees recorded in the G ospels or w ith the uncom prom ising  

firm ness of the  E pistle  to  the  G alatians and  of the  A pocalypse. 

S t.  Justin  M artyr,  som etim es  held  up  as  an  exam ple  fo r  gentleness  

in C atho lic polem ic, taught that M arcion 's effectiveness as a

’T h e E eir tr fa  dedicatma to  th e w o rk Contra articulos quosdam Martini 
Ltdheri a TheologisLoaansensUmsdamnatos,  in  th e  Opera mania (L o u v a in 1 5 7 9 ) 

p . ir .
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propagandist w as to be attribu ted to  devils.4 In any even t, if 

there  is  one  defect from  w hich  the  C atho lic  C hurch  does  not  suffer 

today , it is an  over-aggressive attitude on  the  part of its literary  

defenders. A  w arn ing  against such  an  attitude  w ill m ost certain ly  

do no  good to  the C hurch , even though it has the  effect of en 

dearing  the  m an  w ho  m akes it to  the  enem ies of the  C hurch .

If  w e  are to  deal at all effectively  w ith  the  presen t-day  crop  of 

attacks  against the  C hurch , it is im perative that w e  should  know  

and appreciate  not only the  actual charges and  assertions m ade  

by  the C hurch ’s enem ies, but also the  background  or the  source  

behind  the  ind iv idual attack . W hen  a  m an  claim s  that the  C hurch  

or the hierarchy is seek ing too m uch pow er, it is im possib le to  

offer  a  reasonab le response  to  th is claim  until w e  see the  particu 

lar error  w hich  has insp ired  th is  assertion . Im portan t attacks  in  

th is direction are m ade against the C hurch in  our ow n tim e by  

C om m unists, by  P ro testants, by  A nglicans, by  m em bers  of dissi

dent orien tal groups, by  those  called  Jehovah ’s  W itnesses, and  by  

persons  w ho  claim  no  affilia tion  other than  that of liberalism . In  

every case, how ever, the m otive fo r the charge is som ew hat 

differen t, and  an  effective  answ er to  the  allegation  w ill dem and  a  

know ledge of that m otive.

T H E  C O M M U N IS T  P O S IT IO N

T he fact and the articu lateness of the C om m unist attack  

against the  C atho lic C hurch  are  too  w ell know n  to  requ ire  com 

m ent. It  is  a  rare  w eek  w hen  the  co lum ns  of  the  New York Times 

do  not  recount som e  fresh  denunciation  of  the  C hurch  on  the  part 

of  som e  M oscow  journal or  speaker. F urtherm ore  the  suppression  

of  the  C hurch  in  R ussia, as  w ell as  the  persecu tion  of  C atho lics  in  

those countries w hich have fallen under B olshev ist dom ination  

since  the  w ar  show s that C om m unist opposition  to  C atho lic ism  is  

not som eth ing m erely academ ic in  character. T he  reasons w hy  

C om m unists are unalterab ly opposed to the true C hurch of  

Jesus C hrist are found in both the theory  and the practice of  

C om m unism .

In  the  Divini Redemptoris P ope  P ius  X I  delivered , once  and  fo r 

all, the  devastating  exposé  of  the  com m unistic theory . H e  found  

it  a  system  of  m aterialistic  and  hopeless  ty ranny , concealed  under 

the  false  m essian ic  ideal of justice , of equality , and  of  fratern ity

4  C f. First Apology, ca p . 2 6 .
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in  labor. H e  ind icated  the  cynical prom ise  of a  classless society  

w hich  the  com m unistic  leaders  held  out to  their  dupes. S ince  the  

very philosophy upon w hich the theory  of C om m unism  is con

structed is itself based upon the denial of G od, P ope P ius X I 

show ed how  the  com m unistic society  is naturally and  as it  w ere 

instinctively  hostile  to  the  C atho lic C hurch , the  one  organ ization  

on  earth  w hich  is  visibly , effectively , and  en thusiastically  devoted  

to  the  w orsh ip  of the  one  true  G od.

T he actually ex isting C om m unist state , how ever, th row s far 

m ore  ligh t than  any  m ere  M arxian  theory  on  the  reason  w hy  the  

C om m unists are so bitterly hostile to the C atho lic C hurch . 

R ussia , the actual C om m unist E m pire , is a nation of slaves, 

dom inated  by  a  C om m unist C zar  and  held  in  check  by  a  sw arm  

of  sp ies. A s far  as  the  C om m unists are  concerned , the  only  satis

facto ry  sub ject is  a  m an  w ho  th inks  like  a  slave. F or  that reason , 

the C atho lic C hurch , w hich possesses and w hich dispenses the  

high freedom  w hich  com es from  the  tru th  of G od, can  never be  

other than  em inen tly  unsatisfacto ry  to  the  C om m unists.

F or  the  ach ievem ent of its  object, the  C om m unist party  relies 

on  vigorous persecu tion  w here  it is able to  do  so , and  upon  a  no  

less vigorous rhetoric  elsew here. W e  w ould look  in  vain  in  com 

m unistic  literatu re fo r anyth ing  like  a  series of  log ical objections  

to the C atho lic position . T he C om m unists know them selves, 

their  ideals, and  their  lim itations  far too  w ell to  attem pt  anyth ing  

of the  sort. T hey  set out to  use  w ords, not to  bring  know ledge, 

but to  estab lish attitudes. T hey  parade their catch-phrases in  

order, if possib le, to w eaken the loyalty of C atho lics fo r their 

C hurch and fo r the leaders of that C hurch , and to m ake the  

C hurch  appear unpleasan t to  those  outside  the  fo ld .

T o deal successfu lly w ith the objections m ade against the  

C hurch from  C om m unist sources, w e m ust poin t out the real 

m eaning  of  the  theory  w hich  underlies the  C om m unist m entality . 

T hen , w ith  all the  resources  at  our  com m and, w e  m ust bring  m en  

to  look  and  see  w hat  C om m unism  has  actually  done. If  those  w ho  

are  troub led  by  charges  against the  C hurch  em anating  from  C om 

m unist  circles can  be  brought  to  realize  the  tru th  that the  C hurch  

is  bring  attacked  precisely  because  it stands  in  the  w ay  of  a  cam 

paign w hich actually tends tow ards the enslavem ent and the  

degradation  of  m ankind , then  à  good  start w ill have been  m ade  

in  the  direction  of answ ering  C om m unist propaganda.
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S till, m anifesting  the  ev ils of C om m unism  is on ly one section  

of  our w ork  fo r C atho lic  tru th . T he  m ain  part of th is task  con 

sists in bring ing out the fact that the benefits w hich the C om 

m unists, either gullib ly or cynically , as the case m ay be, claim  

that their system  w ill give to  the  hum an race, are  to  be  found  in  

reality , in an ineffab ly higher degree, in the m essage of G od  

preached  in fallib ly  by  the  C atho lic C hurch . T his, and  th is  alone, 

is  the  tru th  w hich m akes m en  free.

T H E  P R O T E S T A N T  P O S IT IO N

T he C om m unist attacks the C atho lic C hurch because th is  

society  defin ite ly  stands in  the  w ay  of  the  sort of  all-ou t  obedience  

to  M r. S talin  w hich  the  C om m unist properly  regards  as essen tia l 

to  his purpose. T he P ro testant, on  the  other hand , is hostile to  

the C hurch because it seem s to go beyond w hat he considers 

necessary fo r adherence  to  O ur L ord . T he statem ents of those  

so lem n  gentlem en w ho  spend  so m uch  of their tim e in parad ing  

up  the  steps  to  the  dw elling  at 1600  P ennsy lvan ia  A venue, N .W . 

in  order to  dem and  the  recall of M r. M yron  T aylor  from  V atican  

C ity  are, in  a  w ay, perfectly  consisten t w ith  the  essen tia l P ro tes

tan t relig ious position . S o  are the som ew hat hysterical articles  

w hich  so  frequen tly  adorn  the  pages  of  the  Christian Century. T he  

abso lute falsity of their dem ands and  their statem ents can  on ly  

be  appreciated in  the  ligh t of their basic  attitudes.

T he specifically P ro testan t opposition to the true C hurch of 

Jesus C hrist stem s from  a  m istaken notion  about the nature  of 

C hristian ity . L ike the C atho lic , the P ro testan t w ills to be a  

fo llow er, a discip le , of O ur L ord . T he very basis, how ever, of  

P ro testan tism  as  such  is  to  be  found  in  its  teach ing  about the  w ay  

in  w hich  th is  attachm ent to  O ur  L ord  is to  be  ach ieved . T he  one  

com m on elem ent in the teach ing  of the L utherans and  of the  

C alv inists w hich has been accep ted w ithout question by all of  

their various fo llow ers (and w hich , inciden tally , has served to  

confuse  certain  untheo logical C atho lic  w riters  as w ell) is the  illu 

sion  that a  m an  becom es  in the  prim ary  and  proper sense  of the  

term  a fo llow er or a discip le of C hrist, a  C hristian , th rough  the  

possession of som e in ternal quality , an  in terest in or sym pathy  

w ith  O ur L ord . T he  orig inal P ro testan t groups insisted  that th is  

quality  be  either  the  possession  of  the  state  of  grace  or  of  w hat  w e  

m ight call the charism  of predestination . T heir la ter fo llow ers

t
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seem , at any  rate, to  attach  the  nam e  of C hristian to  any  person  

w ho  w ishes, in  som e w ay  or another, to  fo llow  the  exam ple  or  to  

accep t the  teach ing  of C hrist.

In  the  theory  of  P ro testan tism  m em bersh ip  in  a  relig ious  society  

is defin itely and necessarily a secondary concern . T hus  fo r the  

P ro testan t, or  fo r the  m an  w ith  a  P ro testan t  m entality , the  w ord  

"C hristian ”  becom es  a  term  som eth ing  like “philatelist.” A m an  

is  classified  as  a  stam p  co llecto r  by  the  fact that he  is  in terested  in  

th is avocation and w orks at it. M em bersh ip in any  one of the  

num erous  organ izations devoted  to  the  pursuance of philately  is 

in  no  w ise  requ isite , even though  it be  desirab le.

O n the other hand , the C atho lic tru th on th is m atter  is  that 

the  w ord  “C hristian  ’ ’ is  one  w hich  prim arily  designates  a  m em ber 

of an organ ization . T hus “C hristian” is a w ord analogous to  

“so ld ier”  rather  than  to  “stam p  co llecto r.” A  m an  is designated  

as  a  so ld ier, not by  the  fact that he  is in terested  in  m ilitary  m a

neuvers, nor by  reason  of his sym pathy  w ith  the  objectives and  

the  m ethods  of  som e  particu lar  arm y. H e  is  a  so ld ier  only  if  he  is 

enro lled  in  a  defin ite  organ ization , a  part of  a  defin ite  arm y. In  

exactly  the  sam e  w ay  the  A cts  of  the  A postles  and  the  other  books 

of the  N ew  T estam ent, as w ell as the constan t trad ition  of au 

then tic and orthodox C hristian w riting , show  us that a  m an is 

properly  a  C hristian  on ly  w hen  he  is  enrolled  as  a  m em ber of  that 

organ ized  society  in to  w hich  O ur L ord  fo rm ed  H is  discip les.

In the tim e in terven ing betw een O ur L ord ’s ascension in to  

heaven  and  the  first C hristian P entecost there w ere  no  discip les  

or  fo llow ers  of  C hrist other  than  those  w ho  w ere  gathered  around  

the  apostles  and  placed  under  the  com m and of S t. P eter. W hen  

the  th ree  thousand accep ted  S t. P eter’s  teach ing  on  that P ente

cost and  w ished to  becom e fo llow ers of C hrist, they  had  no  re

course  other than  to  be  baptized  and  enro lled  as  fellow  m em bers  

w ith  the  orig inal discip les  in  that society  in to  w hich  the  orig inal 

discip les had  already  been  organ ized . O nly  thus  w ere  they  saved  

from  “ th is  perverse  generation”  and  brought in to  the  com pany  of 

C hrist.5 T he m em bers of th is society  and  only  these m em bers  

w ere  designated as  C hristians in  the  city  of  A ntioch .6 O nly  such  

m em bers have  a  proper righ t to  that designation today .

» C f. AdsTAO. « C f.4 c ir  ll£ 2 6 _
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T his is the  poin t from  w hich  any  effective answ er to  typ ically  

P ro testan t charges against the C atho lic C hurch m ust proceed . 

W hen  P ro testan t relig ious leaders attack  the  C hurch  fo r seek ing  

too m uch pow er, they m erely act on the m istaken supposition  

that the  true  and  visib le C hurch  of Jesus C hrist should operate  

accord ing to the schedule draw n up fo r their type of relig ious 

association . T heir bigo try  proceeds from  ignorance, but from  ig 

norance ch iefly of the one essen tia l poin t that association w ith  

C hrist is  only  to  be  ach ieved , accord ing  to  H is div ine  w ill, in  the  

organ ized society w ith in w hich H e dw ells and over w hich H e  

presides.

T H E  L IB E R A L  A P P R O A C H

T he  "L iberal” relig ious position w ith  reference  to  the C atho lic  

C hurch  is  a  developm ent of the  P ro testan t  approach . W here  the  

P ro testan t im agines that association w ith O ur L ord is to be  

ach ieved prim arily  and  essen tia lly  by  m eans of som e sym pathy  

w ith  or  in terest  in  H im , and  thus  believes  that  all relig ious  societies  

nom inally devoted to  C hrist are objectively en titled to  be  con 

sidered on the  sam e foo ting , the “L iberal” theoretically  accords 

the  sam e recognition  to  any  k ind  of relig ious organ ization  w hat

soever. W here the  P ro testan t w ishes to  be a  fo llow er of C hrist, 

the  “L iberal”  sim ply  w ants  to  be  religious. L ikew ise, then , w here  

the P ro testan t is prone to  object against the C atho lic C hurch  

because it claim s to  be the C hristian  relig ious society , the “L ib 

eral”  is prepared  to  assail it because  it professes  to  be  the society  

necessary fo r the salvation of m en, teach ing  G od 's m essage in 

fallib ly  and au thorita tively . It is the claim  of tru th itself, the  

assertion of the fact that the.C hurch is the one necessary and  

in fallib le relig ious  society , w hich  m akes the  C hurch  anathem a to  

the “L iberal.”

T he “L iberal”  dislike of any  claim  that a relig ious organ iza 

tion  possesses unique  div ine  au thority  is  w ell conveyed  in  the  now  

fam ous w ords of M r. C lyde  M iller in  his “ In troduction” to  The 

Story of the Springfield Plan. H e is speak ing  of the four “de 

lusions”  w hich are  to  be  elim inated  by  the  P lan .

;

T he first is the delusion  that one ’s ow n church , cu lt, sect, or group  

alone  expresses G od ’s w ill on earth , that it alone  can  reveal G od 's pur

poses tow ard m ankind . W e have seen th is delusion in the S hin to ism

Ip
I-
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of Japan , in E m peror w orsh ip. T he E m peror is div ine, and treason  

against the nation  is blasphem y  against G od. B ut th is delusion  has  not 

been confined to the Japanese.7

7 The Story of the Springfield Plan, b y C la ren ce I . C h a tto a n d A lice L  

H a llig a n (N ew  Y o rk : B a rn es a n d N o b le, 1 9 4 5 ), p . x v . T h e p a ssa g e  c ited  is  

fro m  M r. M iller ’s in trod u ction . A n ex ce llen t C a th o lic a p p recia tio n  o f th is  

p a ssag e a n d o f th e b o o k  a s a w h o le w ill b e fo u n d in D r. E d m o n d D a rv Ü  

R en ard ’s  " T h e ’M ea n in g ’ o f th e  S pring field  P la n ,”  in The American Ecclesi
astical Remew, C X IV , 1 (J a n . 1 9 4 6 ), p p . t-1 2 .

•  C f. America, L X X V , 2  (A p r . 1 3 , 1 9 4 6 ), p . 3 9 .

In  a  le tter  published  in  America M r. M iller insisted  that he  did  

not have  the  C atho lic C hurch  in  m ind  w hen  he  w as  w riting  these  

lines.8 H e  w as th ink ing , he  said , of the  attitudes of  som e  of  his 

non-C atho lic  co-relig ion ists, and  he  saw  in  the "delusion"  he  had  

described  the  basis of all bigo try.

T o  be  true  to  th is “L iberal” attitude, a  m an  cannot even  face 

the  possib ility  that there  m ight be  one  society  com m issioned  and  

guided  by  G od  H im self to  deliver H is m essage to  m ankind . H e 

m ust not distingu ish  betw een the  status  of the P ro testan t,  w ho, 

in  m aking  the  claim  of  a  unique  m ission  from  G od  and  of  necessity  

fo r  his  ow n  relig ious  society , is  obviously  going  beyond  the  teach

ing of his society  itself, and the status of the C atho lic  w ho, in  

asserting that his C hurch is the one au then tic, in fallib le , and  

necessary C hurch of G od, is m erely stating the dogm a of his 

C hurch  and  is  stating  a  fact. S uch  a  “L iberal”  rem ains  w hat he  is 

only th rough the vigorous exercise of keep ing his eyes firm ly  

dosed  against the  ev idence  of tru th .

T he "L iberal” attitude tow ards the C atho lic C hurch is no

w here  better revealed  than  in  a  docum ent issued  prev ious  to  the  

A m erican  en try  in to  the  recen t w ar, and  signed by  seven teen  of 

the  m ost au then tic “L iberals.”

N o apologetic is needed fo r the greatness of the R om an C hurch or 

fo r the glory  of its  ach ievem ents in  pilo ting  W estern  m an  th rough  the 

D ark A ges. B ut its catho licity w as severely curtailed by its constan t 

tem ptation to com m it the basic error of iden tify ing the C hurch  as a  

tem poral kingdom  w ith the “K ingdom  of G od” of C hristian and  pro 

phetic  expectation . T his error invests the socio log ically relative arch i

tectu re  of  the  C hurch  w ith  an  unw arranted  aura  of unqualified  holiness. 

A n  ecclesiastical institu tion  buffeted  by  the  vicissitudes  of  the  cen turies, 

conditioned by the m utation of social and political fo rces, sub ject to  

the corrup tions w hich assail all institutions, claim s an  abso lu teness of



veneration w hich is incom patible w ith its relativ ity in histo ry . T he  

histo rical usurps the sanctity of the eternal.®

B lithely  obliv ious of  the  fact that it  w as  O ur L ord  H im self  w ho  

spoke in the  sam e term s of H is C hurch and of the K ingdom  of  

H eaven ,10 and  of the  cen tral m ystery  of the C hurch , w hich  con 

sists in  the  fact that an  histo rical and  organ ized  society  in  w hich  

good  and  bad  m em bers w ill be m ingled  together  until the  end  of 

tim e  really  is the  society  in  w hich  alone  m an  finds the  fellow ship  

of C hrist, the em battled signers proceed to m ore of the sam e. 

T he C hurch is w arned that “ its Syllabus of Errors (1864), the  

start of a S econd C ounter-R eform ation  challeng ing  the liberal 

w orld that had  risen  from  R eform ation and  R enaissance, played  

in to  the  hands  of political and  social obscuran tism .” 11 F inally ,  all 

qualified C atho lics  are  sum m oned  to  the  sacred duties  of la ic ism . 

T he  H oly  F ather m ust not, accord ing  to  The City of Man, speak  

out and expect to  be fo llow ed in any  m atter w here politics are  

concerned .

F reedom -lov ing , justice-lov ing C atho lics— here as w ell as in the  

L atin -A m erican republics and w herever else they  can reaw aken  to  the  

exam ples bequeathed by braver ages— w ill see to it som e day that 

hum ility in faith  be no  longer the lu re to  serv ility in politics and  that 

alleg iance to the C ity of G od be disen tang led again from  bondage to  

V atican C ity  as a fo reign  poten tate  in  feud or trade w ith  other poten 

tates.12

The City of Man is particu larly valuab le fo r a study of the  

“L iberal” attitude tow ards and hostility  against the C atho lic  

C hurch  because, unlike  other  docum ents  em anating  from  sim ilar 

sources, it proceeds to  the log ical im plications of the “L iberal”  

position . M en  like M essrs. V an  W yck  B rooks, H ans K ohn, and

1

R einhold N iebuhr (to m ention only the best know n  am ong  the  

signers of The City of Man), are  alm ost hysterically  angry  w ith  

the C hurch fo r claim ing “an abso lu teness of veneration .” The

City of Man in form s us that these “L iberals” have a kind of  

relig ion  fo r  w hich  they  claim  the  sam e  th ing . T his  is “ the  relig ion  

of the S pirit, to w hich all m en are w itnesses,” 11 “ the com m on

,Tke City of if an. A Declaration on World Democracy (Hew Y o rk : T h e  

V ik in g  P ress , 1 9 4 1 ), p p . 4 0  f .

;tC f. A fca . 1 6 : 1 8 -1 9 . “ IW d .,p .4 3 .

11 Ike City of Man, p . 4 1 . a Ibid., p . 3 9 .
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belief of m an.” 14 It w ould seem  that “T he la tter [the com m on  

belief of m an] explains and annexes all dogm as as sym bols; the  

churches, in  the  fetters  of  literalism , anathem atize  as  heresy  and  

error the  sym bolical m eaning  that is  the  dogm a ’s  inm ost tru th .” 14 

It is "the com m on creed , w hich em braces and in terprets every  

lesser faith .” 16

T he  new  suprem e  R elig ion  of the  S eventeen  is  already  ex isten t 

and  ready  to  take  over.

. T his com m on creed already ex ists; tow ard its lum inous cen ter all 

higher m inds [those  of  the  signers of  course] already  poin t, from  w hat

ever distan t horizon they m ay set out T he yoke of th is creed is as 

easy  as  it is  inev itab le; its  doctrines  are  as  plain  as  they  are  undebatab le. 

It teaches that a div ine in ten tion governs the universe— be it called  

G od or D eity or the H oly G host or the A bsolu te or L ogos or even  

E volu tion.17

s

fl

-I

T o sustain their attitudes tow ards the C hurch ’s claim s of 

necessity and in fallib ility , “L iberals” have recourse to such bi

zarre accounts  of the  orig in  of C hristian ity  as that contained  in  

L ew is B row ne ’s This Believing World. T hat O ur L ord  had  been  

cap tured  by  the  Jew s  w hile  H e  w as  try ing  to  escape  from  them ,1* 

that  the  discip les  only  im agined  that  H e  had  risen  from  the  dead ,1’ 

that they  "even  declared  that they  had  actually  seen  him  in  the  

act of rising  from  the sepulcher,” 10 that they  had inven ted  the  

genealog ies and "those  ex travagan t legends concern ing the  con

cep tion , birth , ch ildhood , and  m inistry  of  Jesus,” 21 that S t. P aul 

w as  the  real founder  of  C hristian ity ,22  all of  these  paten t  histo rical 

absurd ities  are  treated  reveren tly  and  received  as  learn ing  in  order 

that the. C hurch m ay be depicted in the guise in w hich the  

“L iberals’! w ish to  see  it.

T he  only  really  effective  w ay  to  handle  the  charges w hich  are  

m ade against the C hurch by  those of the “L iberal”  cam p is to

Μ Λ ϋ .,ρ .  4 5 .

« Z W .

.. “ ib id .,

° Ibid., p p . 4 6  f ,

*>70" Π*** (N ew  Y o rk : T h e  M a cm illa n  C o m p an y , 1 9 4 1 ),

«  C f. ibid., p . 2 7 3 . . . .

*> Ibid.

® Ibid., p . 2 7 6 .

»  C i. ibid., p . 2 8 3 , ‘
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insist upon an exam ination of the m ost fundam ental relig ious  

tru ths, those  w hich  are  set fo rth  in  the  science  of C hristian  apolo 

getics. T his  course, it m ust be  adm itted , is not particu larly  easy . 

T he “L iberal” has a w ay of shy ing aw ay from  hard facts. H e  

m ay, fo r  instance, speak  about the  study  of  relig ion as  som eth ing  

like  an  effort “T o  gain  an  understanding  of the  need  fo r relig ion  

in  the  life  of  ancien t m an  and  in  succeed ing  groups  as  an  attem pt 

to  account fo r th ings  w hich  m en  could  not understand , and  as an  

attem pt  to  get harm onious  liv ing  conditions.” 23 In  dealing  w ith  a

Λ 

: .

■

■. i

m an  w ho  w orks  on  th is assum ption , it is the  duty  of the  C atho lic  

teacher to  bring  out the  fact that the  C atho lic relig ion  is noth ing  

of the sort. It is m ost certain ly  not an  attem pt to  account fo r 

phenom ena w hich m en did  not understand prio r to  m odem  re 

search  in  electricity  and  in  m edicine. M ost certain ly  it is not a  

m ere attem pt to  gain better and m ore harm onious liv ing  con 

ditions. W hat it is , and  w hat it claim s to  be, is the  w orsh ip  of 

the  one  true  G od, accord ing  to  the  directions  w hich  H e  has  given  

to  us  th rough  H is  div ine  S on. O n  that  standard ,  and  on  that  alone, 

can  the  C atho lic  relig ion  be  in telligen tly  discussed .

T H E  P O S IT IO N  O F  T H E  E A S T E R N  D IS S ID E N T S  A N D  O F  T H E  A N G L IC A N S

In dealing w ith the  objections and  charges raised against the  

true  C hurch  by  m em bers of the  dissiden t orien tal com m unions,  

w e m ust distingu ish  sharp ly betw een  the  theory  of these groups 

and  their  actual procedure. In  theory  their position  tow ards  the  

C atho lic C hurch is very m uch like that of the H igh C hurch  

A nglicans. In practice , at the  hands of m en  like the P atriarch  

A lexei,their opposition  is  sim ply that  of  the  C om m unistparty  line. 

T he  unfortunates w ho  chose  to  gather  around  the  S acred  E m peror  

rather than around the V icar of C hrist have found that the  

E m peror  is  now  no  less  a  personage  than  C om rade  S talin .

T he basic H igh C hurch A nglican (and inciden tally  the theo 

retical E astern  O rthodox) position  w ith  reference  to  the  C hurch  is  

som eth ing quite differen t from  that of any  of those groups w e  

E ave  m entioned prev iously . L ike the  P ro testan ts and  the  C ath-

°  T h is  is  th e  fir st o f  th e  “ sp ec ific  o b jectiv es”  in  th e  S p rin g fie ld  P la n ’s  stu d y  

o n tfin e fo r th e  e ig h th  g ra d e  co u rse, Democratic Procedures. The Contributions
Religions to Present Democratic Procedures. It is fo u n d  o n  p a ge 2  o f th e  

® m eo grap h ed  o u tlin e . It is  in terestin g  to  n o te  th a t B ro w n e ’s This Believing 

"arid is  lis ted (p . 1 6 ) in  th e  b ib liog ra p h y  fo r  tea ch ers p resen tin g  th is  co u rse.
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olios, the  A nglicans  profess them selves as  desirous  of  being  in  the  

fellow ship  of C hrist. L ike the  C atho lics, and  unlike  the  P ro tes

tan ts, the  H igh  C hurch  A nglicans ho ld that th is  fellow ship  is to  

be found w ith in the  visib le society founded by  O ur L ord . T he  

au thorita tive  Doctrine in the Church of England speaks of “T he  

life of the C hurch as visib le and m ilitan t here in  earth .”” T he  

brillian t O xonian  scholar, P rofessor C uthbert H am ilton  T urner, 

w rote  that “W e  stand, in  the  first place, on  the  idea  of  a  C hurch , 

a visib le C hurch , a C atho lic C hurch : and there is only one  

C atho lic C hurch conceivab le , the C hurch  w hich has been from  

the beginning .” 15 D r. H . B um -M urdoch  of C am bridge teaches 

that “T he new  E kklesia of the L ord , thus rebu ilt upon  the  old  

E kklesia of Israel, is to be a society recognizab le in the w orld  

both  co llectively  and  ind iv idually .” 16

T he R ev. W . N orm an P ittenger of the G eneral T heolog ical 

S em inary  in  N ew  Y ork  has  given  a  m ost explic it A m erican  state

m ent of the  A nglican  position .

“N o  C hristian  w ho  is not also  a  m em ber of the church . . In  that 

brief phrase, the  w itness of the N ew  T estam ent— and , in  feet, the  testi

m ony  of  early  C hristian ity  as a  w hole— m ay  be  sum m ed  up . W ith  m ost 

vary ing phrasing , and likew ise w ith w idely differing em phases, the  

N ew  T estam ent m akes it clear that the w ay in w hich one becam e a

1

r

• I

i

C hristian believer, in prim itive tim es, and hence a  participan t in  the  

C hristian life , w as by becom ing a m em ber of the C hristian society .11

T he  institu tion  w hich  can  produce  m en  w ho  w rite  so  accurately  

about the visib le nature of the C hurch of C hrist in th is w orld  

differs  from  the  true  C hurch  basically  by  reason  of its unw illing 

ness to  acknow ledge the H oly F ather ’s prim acy  of ju risd iction  

w ith in the C hurch  of G od and his doctrinal in fallib ility . T he  

objections  of th is group , unlike those of the “L iberals," are set 

fo rth  against a  background of genuine and serious scholarsh ip . 

In  their m ost perfect expression , these  objections  are  presen ted  in  

D r.  Jalland ’s  fam ous  book , The Church and the Papacy.

.** Doctrine in the Church of England. The Report of the Commission an Chris
tian Doctrine appointed by the Archbishops of Canterbury and York in 1922 
(L o n d o n : S o c iety  fo r  P ro m o tin g  C h ristia n  K n o w led g e; N ew  Y o rk : T h e M a c
m illa n  C o ., 1 9 3 8 ), p . 1 0 4 . 6

Catholic and Apostolic (L o n d on  a n d  O x fo rd : A . R . M o w b ra y  a n d C o .: 

M ilw a u k ee: M o reh o u se  P u o h sh m g  C o ., 1 9 3 1 ), p . 1 1 1 .

” Church, Continuity and Unity (C a m b rid g e:  A t  th e  U n iv ersity  P ress , 1 9 4 5), 

p . 22.
U His Body the Church (N ew  Y o rk :  M o reh o u se-G o rh a m  C o ., 1 9 4 5 ), p . 1 .
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D r. Jalland  and  the  cause  w hich  he  represen ts  are  not afraid  of 

the  ev idence. T hey  bring  out  and  exam ine  the  docum ents and  the  

pronoun cem ents w hich  are  m ost pertinen t to  the  theses on  w hich  

they  differ from  the  C atho lic C hurch . T he  serv ice  w hich w e  can  

do  fo r O ur L ord  in  their regard  is to  m aster that ev idence  and  to  

ind icate the  theo log ical elem ents w hich they  have  not considered  

suffic ien tly in  bring ing  in  their decision .

T hey begin w ith the absolu tely correct notion of a glorious  

C hurch , a  visible society  of the  discip les  of C hrist w hich  is to  act 

and to  live as H is B ody in the w orld . T hey acknow ledge the  

alm ost innum erab le occasions  upon  w hich  the  R om an  P ontiff  has  

de facto claim ed and exercised suprem e ju risd iction w ith in the  

C hurch and  given de facto doctrinal decisions from  w hich there  

w as  no  appeal. T hey  acknow ledge  the  suprem acy  of P eter  am ong  

the  apostles, and  know  that the  B ishop  of R om e  is his successor. 

T he  objections  w hich  they  offer w ill lose  their  fo rce once they  are  

brough t to understand that the C hurch cannot really  be w hat 

they  claim  it is  unless the  successor of P eter  be  actually  endow ed  

w ith  the  fu ll prim acy  of ju risd iction  and  w ith  true doctrinal in 

fallib ility .

A  visib le  C hurch  w ithout a  true  visib le  ru ler  could  not possib ly  

be the one B ody  of C hrist. A  doctrinal C hurch w ithout an in 

fallib le  and  visible head  could not be  in fallib le, and  could  not be  

the  society  w ith in  w hich  O ur L ord  resides.

a

T H E  A T T A C K S  F R O M  J E H O V A H ’S  W IT N E S S E S

T he  attacks  m ade  against the  C atho lic  C hurch  by  the  m em bers 

of th is particu lar organ ization m ake up  in ardor w hat they  lack  

in  coherence. N evertheless, it is im portan t to  know  w hat their 

basic stand tow ards the  C hurch  really  is .

T he W itnesses, like the C atho lics them selves, and like the  

H igh C hurch  A nglicans, are firm  believers  in  a  visib le  society  of 

C hristians. T hey  conceive  them selves to  be  the  true  C hurch , and  

they have appropriated from  som e source or other a certain  

am ount of  genuine  C hristian doctrine to  explain their stand .

T hey  hold  that the  true  C hurch , the  Theocracy, is  in  opposition  

to  the  w orld , presided over by  the prince  of th is w orld , S atan .18

a  A  recen t  d iscu ssio n  o f  th is  p h a se  o f  th e  J eh o v a h ’s  W itn ess  d o ctr in e  w ill b e  

fo u nd  in  th e  a rticle  “ T h e  ‘W o rld ’ C o n cep t a m o n g J eh o v a h 's W itn esses ," b y  

T h eo d ore  W . S p ra g u e in The Harvard Theological Review, X X X IX , 2  (A p ril, 

1 9 4 6 ), p p . 1 0 9  ff .

!
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In  th is, of course, they  are  perfectly  correct. T heir  m istake  con

sists  in  believ ing  that their society  is em pow ered  to  speak  in  the  

nam e  of G od. T he  act of speak ing  w ithout au thorization  in  the  

nam e of G od  is the  crim e of the  false prophet. T hat offense  is 

doubled  w hen  the  false  prophet presum es to  denounce  w hat is  the  

true  C ity  of  G od. T he  priest w ho  is  called  upon  to  deal w ith  these 

people can rem ind them  that the status w hich they im agine  

them selves to possess w ould actually  be theirs in the genuine  

C ity  of G od  w hich  is  the  C atho lic C hurch .

• C O N C L U S IO N

T he people w ho m ake these attacks against the C hurch  and  

those w ho  are victim ized by  these attacks stand in terrib le  and  

obvious  need  of  that div ine  tru th  w hich  only  the  C hurch  cangive. 

T he outstand ing aposto lic w ork  in  our country  and in our day  

m ust inev itab ly  be  the  effort on  the  part of  our priests  to  presen t 

that div ine teach ing w ith perfect accuracy , precisely as it is 

conserved  and  taught  in  the  in fallib le  m agisterium  of  the  C atho lic  

C hurch , and yet clearly and effectively , in the language  of our 

ow n  people , so  that  all m ay  be  in  a  position  to  recognize  its  tru th , 

its  beau ty,  and  its  desirab ility .

T his aposto lic  and theo logical w ork  is necessarily  a  corporate  

affair. N o  ind iv idual m an, how ever brillian t, w ill m anage  it suc

cessfu lly . T he  A m erican  priests m ust w ork  together, generously  

acknow ledging  and  using  each  other's  contribu tions in  the  direc

tion of a.  m ore effective presen tation of C hristian  doctrine and  

build ing  upon  these  contribu tions. T he recen t fo rm ation  of the  

C atho lic T heolog ical S ociety of A m erica has m ade it perfectly  

dear that the need fo r such co-operation in the teach ing of 

C atho lic tru th  is generally  recognized . If w e are to  accom plish  

the  aposto lic  w ork  G od  has given  us to  do , w e m ust fo llow  the  

in junction  S t. P aul la id upon our predecessors, that w e “stand  

fast in  one  sp irit, w ith one m ind, laboring together fo r the  faith  

of the  gospel.”49

Jo s e p h  C l i f f o r d  F e n t o n  

The Catholic University qf America, 
Washington, D. C.
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A nsw ers to  Q uestions

T H E “R E LIG IO U S B O O K  L IST ” A G A IN

Question: A  “ relig ious book  list” has recen tly  been  published by  

the N ational C onference  of C hristians and  Jew s. W hat should be  

the attitude of C atho lics tow ard such  a list, and w hat w ould  be  its  

practical use  as far as C atho lics are  concerned?

Answer: T he sub ject of the “ relig ious book list” issued by  the  

C onference of C hristians and Jew s w as discussed at som e leng th  

in  a  prev ious issue  of The American Ecclesiastical Review (C X III, 

5 [N ov , 1945], 385 ff.). S ince that tim e a new  list has appeared,  

containing the nam es of som e m ore recen t publications. A s w as  

stated  before, the im pression  naturally  given  w hen th ree classes of 

books— P ro testan t, C atho lic and Jew ish— are listed in a sing le 

pam phlet is that it is quite com m endable  fo r the  adheren ts of. each  

of these th ree denom inational groups to read  the  books w hich ex 

plain and  defend the relig ious beliefs of the other tw o . N ow , th is  

w ould be stric tly  fo rb idden to C atho lics as far as a considerab le  

num ber of books on  the  Jew ish  and  P ro testan t lists are  concerned  

(apart from  special perm ission). H ence it is difficu lt to see w hat 

advantage to C atho lics there is in a catalogue of Jew ish and  

P ro testan t publications. O n the contrary , such a  list m ight be an  

incen tive to vio late the ru les w hich the C atho lic C hurch , in her 

capacity  of defender of the  C hristian  faith , has w isely  la id  dow n  fo r 

the  sp iritual pro tection  of  her  ch ild ren .

W orthy of note in th is m ore recen t list, am ong the so-called  

“goodw ill books,” is a w ork en titled  Garibaldi, Knight of Liberty, 

by Jean B urton . A  note te lls us that it is in tended fo r ch ild ren  

betw een the ages of tw elve and six teen . T he F orew ord of the  

pam phlet states that the “goodw ill books” w ere chosen by a  

P rotestant, C atho lic and  Jew ish C om m ittee and  are recom m ended  

to all. N ow , in the biography of G aribald i w e read  the statem ent 

that th roughout Ita ly (includ ing the P apal S tates) in the early  

part of the nineteen th cen tury there w as not the “sligh test trace  

of freedom  of speech , press, relig ion  or assem bly . ... N ine out of  

ten of the people could neither read nor w rite. F ood w as scarce  

and  dear, and the ru lers ground the last cen t of taxes from  the  

starv ing  people” (p . 6). T he w ork  also  states that “P ope G regory


