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THE DIRECTION OF CATHOLIC POLEMIC

W h at w e m ay  ca ll a m eth o d o lo g y  o f C ath o lic p o lem ic is a b ad ly  

n eed ed  artic le in o u r co u n try  to d ay . W e h av e co m e to  ex p ec t th a t 

after ev ery w ar in w h ich th e U n ited S ta tes tak es p art m o v em en ts  

an d w ritin g s ag a in st th e tru e C h urch o f G o d in th is co u n try w ill 

in crease in n u m b er an d in in ten sity . T h e rash o f v iru len t an ti

C ath o lic ism , sch ed u led to m ak e its ap p earan ce after th e seco n d  

w o rld w ar h as a lread y b ro k en o u t. It h as co m e in a m u ch m o re  

sin is te r fo rm  th an th e o u tb reak w h ich fo llo w ed th e c lo se o f th e  

p rev io u s w o rld co n flic t. T h e p ro n o u n cem en ts an d th e ac tiv ities  

o f g rou p s lik e th e K u K lu x K lan , h o w ev er v en o m o u s th ey w ere  

in th em selves, a lw ay s carried w ith th em  a stro n g su g g estio n o f 

th e lu d ic ro u s. T h e p resen t an ti-C ath o lic m o v em en ts an d ex p res

sio n s are d efin ite ly m o re d an g ero u s. F o r th e g u id an ce o f th e ir 

flo ck s an d fo r th e ed ifica tio n o f G o d ’s C h u rch  w ith in th is co u n try  

o f o u rs , A m erican p riests are b ou nd to tak e co g n izan ce o f th ese  

m o v em en ts . A s a g ro u p , o u r p riests are b o u n d in co n scien ce to  

en ter in to  a  p o lem ic ab o u t th e C h u rch , o b v io u sly n o t ag a in st in d i

v id u a l ran ters an d  b ig o ts , b u t ag a in st th e  erro n eo u s teach in g s  th ese  

m en seek to im p o se u p o n th e A m erican p eo p le . F o r v ario u s rea 

so n s, h o w ev er, th e art o f p o lem ic h as n o t b een cu ltiv a ted to an y  

g rea t ex ten t b y A m erican C ath o lics fo r a co n sid erab le tim e .

W e are so m etim es p ro n e to fo rg e t th a t o u r A m erican C ath o lic  

lite ra ry trad itio n h ad a p re-em in en tly co n tro v ersia l b eg in nin g . 

F o u r y ears b efo re h e w as co n secra ted B ish o p o f B altim o re , Jo h n  

C arro ll, th e F ath er o f th e A m erican h ierarch y issu ed h is b o o k , 

An Address to the Roman Catholics of the United States of 

America, a h ig h ly  effec tiv e re fu ta tio n o f ch arg es m ad e ag a in st th e  

C h u rch b y th e ap o sta te C h arles W h arto n . S ev era l o f th e b ish o p s  

o f th e early A m erican C h u rch d ev o ted th em selv es to th e task o f 

ex p o sin g erro rs ag a inst C ath o lic ism  sp read ab ro ad b y th e b ig o ts  

o f th e ir o w n d ay . W ith in th is g ro u p w e fin d su ch o u tstan d in g  

ecclesiastical lead ers as B ish o p s Jo h n E n g land , F ran c is P atrick  

K en rick , M artin Jo h n S p ald in g , Jo h n B ap tis t P u rce ll, an d Jo h n  

H u g h es. T h e ch ief lite ra ry ac tiv ity o f p riests lik e F ath ers Jo h n  

T h ay er, Jerem iah O ’C allag h an , an d D em etriu s G allitzin w as lik e 

w ise co n secra ted to th e d efen ce o f th e tru e C h u rch ag a in st its
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en em ies in th is co u n try . T h ere is lik ew ise a n o tab le p o lem ic e le 

m en t in  th e  lite ra ry  p ro d u ctio n  o f O restes B ro w n so n .

F ro m  th e tim e o f th e T h ird  P len ary  C o u n cil o f B altim o re d o w n  

to o u r o w n d ay , h o w ev er, th e d efen ce o f th e C h u rch an d o f its  

teach in g s ag a in st an ti-C ath o lic a ttack s h as n o t fo rm ed b y an y  

m ean s a p red o m inan t p art o f o u r w ritin g an d p reach in g . D u rin g  

th a t p erio d d ia trib es ag a in st th e C h u rch n ev er ceased , b u t th ey  

ceased to fin d an y o p en su pp ort am o n g th e lead ers in A m erican  

life . T h e in d iv id u als w h o w rote an d ran ted ag a in st C ath o lic ism  

ac ted as ad v o ca tes o f a d o ctrin a l P ro testan tism  w h ich w as a lread y  

p aten tly b an k ru p t. T h ey a ttem p ted to sh o w  th a t A m erican C ath 

o lics w ere w an tin g in p atrio tism  an d th a t th ey p led g ed p o litica l 

a lleg ian ce to a fo re ig n p o w er. B y reaso n o f th e ir v ery in ep titu d e  

an d b ecause o f th e m an ifest fu tility o f th e re lig io u s co n cep ts th ey  

ex p ressed , an ti-C ath o lic p o lem ic d u rin g  th e last y ears o f th e n in e 

teen th  cen tu ry  an d  th e  firs t y ears o f th is o n e p ro v ed  to  b e co m p ara 

tiv e ly in n o cu o u s. A t an y ra te it rece iv ed n o g rea t a tten tio n  fro m  

C ath o lic p u b lic is ts d u rin g th is p eriod .

A s a resu lt, n o w  th a t th e teach ers o f th e C ath o lic tru th in th is  

co u n try are faced w ith th e n ecessity o f d ea lin g w ith p resen t-day  

a ttacks ag a in st th a t tru th an d ag a in st th e C h u rch itse lf, m an y o f  

th e ir  u tte ran ces seem  to  lack  so m eth in g  o f th e in c is iv e co n tro v ersia l 

effec tiv en ess w h ich u su a lly m ark ed th e co n tro v ersia l w o rk s o f  

th e ir p red ecesso rs in th e p riestly o ffice. T h is, afte r a ll, w as o n ly  

to b e ex p ec ted . A  g ro u p w h ich h as fo r y ears tak en n o serio u s  

in te rest in  co n tro v ersy  w ill certain ly  n o t, a t th e  v ery  o u tse t a t least, 

m an ifest a p o lem ic sk ill eq u al to th a t o f th e ir p red ecesso rs w h o  

liv ed an d m o v ed in  an a tm o sp h ere o f re lig io u s d eb ate.

T h ere are an d th ere h av e b een certa in C ath o lics w h o lo o k  w ith  

m ark ed  d istaste u p o n  th e b o d y  o f co n trov ersia l w ritin g s an d sta te 

m en ts issu ed in fav o r o f th e tru e C h u rch o f Jesu s C h rist. T h is  

a ttitu d e w as ra tio n a lized , if n o t m o tiv a ted , in so m e cases a t least, 

b y th e ab su rd “sta te o f sieg e ’ ’ th eo ry w h ich h eld th a t th e C h u rch  

h ad p laced itse lf in a p rim arily d efen siv e p o sitio n sin ce th e tim e  

o f th e C o u n cil o f T ren t an d w h ich tau g h t th a t th is p o sitio n w as  

essen tia lly u n n atu ra l an d  d isad v antag eo u s to  th e C h u rch . A ctu a lly  

th is an ti-co n trov ersia l b ias is as u n w arran ted as th e th eo ry w ith  

w h ich it is co n nec ted .

i
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A ctu a lly  it is d ifficu lt to  see h o w  th o se  w h o  sin cere ly  b eliev e O u r 

L o rd ’s teach in g  th a t th e w o rld an d “ th e p rince o f th is w o rld ’’ are  

co n stan tly  o p p o sed  to  H im  an d  to  H is C h u rch  can  fa il to  ap p rec ia te  

th e n eed fo r a v ery co n sid erab le  p o rtio n o f C h ristian teach in g d e

v o ted to th e ex am in atio n an d re fu tatio n o f th e co n trad ictio n s to  

C h rist ’s m essage cu rren t in th e w o rld . It is sim ila rly h ard to u n 

d erstan d  h o w  th o se w h o  k n o w  th a t C h rist reb u k ed S au l o f T arsu s  

fo r p ersecu tin g H im  can fa il to rea lize th a t th e m en w h o d ev o te  

th em selv es to d ay to  an ti-C ath o lic p o lem ic are lik ew ise p ersecu tin g  

O u r L o rd . B asica lly it is th e lo v e o f ch arity fo r C h rist w h ich im 

p els th e ch ild ren o f H is C h u rch to reac t ag a in st a ttacks m ad e  

u p o n it.

C o n v ersely  a b ias ag a in st o r ev en  a d isin c lin a tio n to w ard s C ath 

o lic resp o n ses to  an ti-C ath o lic  u tte ran ces, w h en  fo u n d  am o n g  m em 

b ers o f th e tru e C h u rch , is in ev itab ly in d ica tive o f rem issn ess in  

lo y a lty to O u r L o rd . P eo p le are n ev er d isin te rested ab o u t a t

tack s o n  th in g s an d cau ses to w h ich th ey  are p o w erfu lly a ttach ed . 

It is d efin itely  th e b u sin ess o f th e C ath o lic to lo v e h is C h u rch so  

w h o leh earted ly th a t h e w ill resen t an d w ish to rep el ev ery assau lt 

m ad e ag a in st it.

A  lo v e fo r th e C h u rch , stro n g en o u g h to im p el a m an to reac t 

ag a in st an ti-C ath o lic p o lem ic , is n o t en o u gh , h o w ever, to q u alify  

a m an to ac t as a co n tro v ersia lis t in fav o r o f G o d ’s k in g d o m  o n  

earth . T h ere is a d efin ite art o f ap o lo g e tic , a sk ill w h ich a m an  

m u st stu d y an d lea rn b efo re h e can su ccessfu lly an d effec tiv e ly  

an sw er a ttack s ag a in st th e C ath o lic C h u rch . It in v o lv es a m eth o d  

d escrib ed w ith m arv elo u s accuracy an d c la rity b y th e C h u rch ’s  

Doctor Communis. It h as b een p rac ticed w ith m ag n ificen t resu lts  

b y th e g rea t ch am p io n s o f C ath olic tru th  an d  o rth o d o x y sin ce th e  

earliest d ay s o f C ath o lic h isto ry .

T h e m o st im p o rtan t e lem en t in th e stu d y o f C ath o lic p o lem ic  

is o b v io u sly th e k n o w led ge o f th e u ltim ate d irectio n o f th e co n 

tro v ersy itse lf. N o C ath o lic p u b lic is t can h o p e to  d ea l ad eq u ate ly  

w ith  a ttack s ag a in st th e C h u rch  u n less h e u n d erstan d s v ery  c learly  

th e d efin ite p u rp o se h e sh o u ld striv e to a tta in in h is an sw ers to  

th ese a ttack s. T h at p u rp o se is th e w o rk o f ch arity itse lf. T h e  

C ath o lic p u b lic is t ach iev es th a t p u rp o se w h en h e w o rk s fo r th e  

sam e o b jec tiv e w h ich  g u id ed  S t. T h o m as A q u in as in th e w ritin g  o f 

h is Summa contra gentiles, h is g reatest p o lem ic w riting . S t.



T H E  D IR E C T IO N  O F C A T H O L IC P O L E M IC  5 1

T h o m as d esig n a ted th is u ltim ate o b jectiv e w h en h e sa id , “pro

positum nostrae intentionis est veritatem, quam fides catholica 

profitetur, pro nostro modulo manifestare, errores eliminando 

contrarios”^

T h e g rea t P eter th e L o m b ard en v isio n ed h is Libri sententiarum 

as a w o rk o f C ath o lic p o lem ic. In d escrib in g th e in ten tio n s w h ich  

m o tiv a ted th e p ro d u ctio n o f th is w o rk , P eter sp eak s firs t o f h is  

d esire “ to  d efen d o u r fa ith ag a in st th e erro rs o f carn a l an d b estia l  

m en (carnalium atque animalium hominum) w ith th e sh ie ld s o f 

th e T o w er o f D av id , o r ra th er to sh o w  th a t it is th u s d efen d ed .’ ’ 

P eter th e L o m b ard d escrib es h is w o rk as m o tiv a ted b y th e “zelus 

dotnus Dei,” an d b y “ th e ch arity o f C h rist.’’2

T h e w o rk o f C ath o lic p o lem ic is d ic ta ted b y ch arity fo r O u r  

L o rd p rec ise ly b ecau se it is a p art o f th e ch aritab le an d ap o sto lic  

fu n c tio n o f g iv ing  m en th e m essag e o f Jesu s C h rist. T h e C h u rch , 

as a  liv in g teach er o f th e d iv in e m essag e , can n o t p resen t th is d o c 

trin e in  a v ita l an d ad eq u ate m an n er ex cept in so fa r as it p o in ts  

o u t th e cu rren t an d p o p u lar erro rs o p p o sed to it. T h us, fo r ex 

am p le , th e  p eo p le o f C h rist w o u ld rece iv e o n ly  an  in ad equ ate sta te 

m en t o f th e d iv in e teach in g  ab o u t th e tru e C h u rch o f Jesu s C h rist  

w ere th e ch am p io ns o f C h ristian tru th to a llo w  to p ass u n ch al

len g ed an d u n refu ted w id esp read assertio n s th a t asso c ia tio n w ith  

O u r L o rd is to b e fo un d in so m e in v isib le so c ie ty . A  liv in g sta te 

m en t o f G o d ’s rev e la tio n im p lies an d in v o lv es a recog n itio n  o f an d  

a resp o n se to  an y erro rs co n tra ry to th a t rev e la tio n w h ich m ig h t 

b e cu rren t am o n g th o se to w h o m  th e fa ith is b ein g p reach ed .

S u ch is th e b asic a ttitu d e o f th e trad itio n a l C ath o lic p o lem ic . 

T h e C ath o lic co n tro v ersia list en ters th e fie ld , n o t m erely to d is 

cred it a ttack s ag a in st th e tru e C h u rch o f Jesu s C h rist, b u t u lti

m ate ly to se t fo rth th e p articu lar p o rtio n o f C ath o lic tru th w h ich  

th e a ttack er h as m issta ted an d d en ied . S u ccessfu l C ath o lic p ole 

m ic , th a t w h ich is p leasin g to O u r L o rd an d w h ich a lo n e is v alu 

ab le to th e C h u rch , is n o t a m ere ly n eg ativ e th in g . It is a p art, 

an d a n ecessary p art, o f C ath o lic teach in g .

O b v io u sly , u n d er th ese co n d itio n s , it is a m atte r o f p rim ary  

m o m en t to an a ly ze th e sp ec ific a ttack b ein g lev e led ag a in st th e  

C h u rch an d its d o ctrin es. F req uen tly th is an aly sis p ro v es .to b e a

1 Summa contra gentiles, L ib . I, cap . 2.

2 Libris IV sententiarum prologus.
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so m ew h at d ifficu lt affa ir. T h e cu rren t ch arg es ag a in st th e C ath o lic  

C h u rch , as fo u n d  in  th e  n o n -C ath o lic  re lig io u s p ress an d  o ften , to o , 

in o rd in ary n ew sp ap ers , are n o t rem ark able fo r th e ir lo g ica l co 

h eren ce. Y et, th ro u g h  th em  a ll th ere ru n s a d efin ite se t o f accu sa

tio n s an d p seud o -griev an ces. It is d efin ite ly th e b u sin ess o f th e  

teacher o f C ath o lic tru th  to  tak e co g n izan ce o f th ese .

T h u s, m ere ly to  ch o o se a few  ex am p les a t ran d o m , m an y  o f th e  

an ti-C ath o lic ag ita to rs o f o u r o w n d ay a ttack th e C h u rch b ecau se , 

th ey say , o u r h ierarch y  ex erc ises a co n tro l o v er o u r liv es , C ath o lic  

m o ral fo rb id s certa in p ro ced u res w h ich are en co u rag ed b y so m e  

co m p eten t m ed ica l p ractitio n ers , an d  C ath o lic sch o o ls ten d  to  b rin g  

C ath o lic ch ild ren in to c lo ser asso c ia tio n am o ng  th em selv es an d to  

sep ara te th em  fro m  o th ers . E ach o n e o f th ese assertio n s is b ein g  

em p lo y ed in  a cam p aig n to  sp read  h atred  o f th e C h u rch am o n g  th e  

p eo p le o f o u r o w n co u n try . S o  it is th a t each o f th ese , an d o th ers  

as im p o rtan t, sh o u ld b e th e co n cern o f th o se w h o are ch arg ed  

w ith th e p riv ileg e  an d  th e  resp o n sib ility  o f teach in g  C ath o lic tru th .

T h e C ath o lic p u b lic is t w h o se ts o u t to an sw er a ttack s m ad e  

ag a in st th e C h u rch in  te rm s o f th ese assertio n s m u st, if h e is to  b e  

fa ith fu l to  h is o w n v o ca tio n , b e in te rested  p rim arily  in th e task  o f 

ex p o u n d in g  th e  tru th  o f w h ich  th e  an ti-C ath o lic sta tem en t is e ith er 

a carica tu re o r a d en ia l. F o r th is reason h e sh o u ld an sw er an ti- 

C ath o lic ch arg es th a t th e h ierarch y seek s p o w er b y an accu ra te  

sta tem en t o f th e au th o rity  O u r L o rd  en tru sted  to  th e P o p e an d  to  

th e  b ish o p s in H is C h u rch . A ssertio n s th a t th e C h u rch is o p p o sed  

to  “p ro g ress” in  its re jec tio n  o f su ch m o ral m o n stro sities as ab o r

tio n an d th e m u rder o f th e sick sh o u ld b e o p p o sed b y firm  an d  

c lear sta tem en ts o f th e n atu ra l law  o n th ese p o in ts . C h arges th a t 

C a th o lic sch o o ls ten d to d ev elo p  a  c lo se so c ia l u n io n  am o n g C ath 

o lic ch ild ren sh o u ld b e m et w ith an ex p lan a tio n o f th e k in d o f 

assoc ia tio n C h rist H im self in stitu ted an d co m m an d ed am o n g H is  

d isc ip les .

A tten tio n to in d iv id u al ch arg es ag a in st th e C h u rch in n o w ay  

im p lies an y ex p lic it n o tice o f in d iv id u a l b ig o ts . M o st o f th ese in 

d iv id u a ls are n o to rio u s p u b lic ity -seek ers. T h eir u n sav o ry  b u sin ess  

th rives o n  th e  a tten tio n  th ey  receiv e  fro m  C ath o lic p u b lic is ts. F u r

th erm o re th ese in d iv id u a ls sh o w a strik in g lack o f o rig in a lity . 

E x cept, in th e ra re, g ase w h ere a p erso n o f n atio n a l im p o rtan ce  

tu rn s ag a in st th e C h u rch , in o p en a ttack , n o p articu la r g o o d is to
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b e g ain ed b y n o tic in g th e in d iv id ua l a ttack er. T h e an ti-C ath o lic  

u tte ran ces are d efin ite ly stan d ard ized p ro d u cts .

T h e art o f C ath o lic p o lem ic , h o w ev er, d em an d s th a t a tten tio n  b e  

ca lled to th e in ten t o f th e ch arg es th em selv es. T h e cu rren t cro p  

o f an ti-C ath o lic w rite rs an d lec tu rers w o rk to w ard s a p rec ise o b 

jec tiv e . T h ey  are n o t m ere ly co n ten t w ith p o in tin g  o u t w h at th ey  

im ag in e to  b e w ro n g in C ath o lic teach in g  o r p rac tice . T h ey striv e  

to u n ite n o n -C ath o lic A m erican s ag a in st th e ir C ath o lic fe llo w 

c itizen s. T h ey seek so m e so rt o f rep ressio n o r p ersecu tio n o f th e  

C ath olic C h u rch in th is co u n try . R eg ard less o f th e su b jec tiv e a t

titu d es o f in d iv id u a l a ttack ers , th e ir w o rk itse lf ten d s d efin ite ly in  

th a t d irec tio n . It is th e b u sin ess o f th e C ath o lic p u b lic is t to tak e  

co g n izan ce o f th is fac t.

O n e o f th e m o st v o cife ro u s an d h en ce o n e o f th e b est k n o w n  

am o n g th e so rry crew  o f an ti-C ath o lic ag ita to rs is rep o rted to b e  

p rep arin g  a so m ew h at n o v el a ttack  o n  th e C ath o lic p riesth o o d . P ie  

h as assem b led a fo rm id ab le array  o f q u o ta tio n s fro m  th e lite ra tu re  

o f m o ral th eo lo g y . T h ese q u o ta tio n s d ea l w ith m ateria l o n th e  

six th co m m an d m en t an d o n th e sacram en t o f m atrim o n y . A p p ar

en tly  h e h o p es to  b rin g  p eo p le to  im ag in e th a t o u r p riests sh o w  an  

u n h ea lth y in te rest in th ese su b jec ts .

S u ch a b o o k can , if it is ev er p u b lished , b e an o ccasio n o f im 

m en se b en efit to th e cau se o f C ath o lic tru th . It w ill en ab le th e  

C ath o lic co n tro v ersia lis ts w h o w ill b e ca lled u p o n to tak e n o tice  

o f th e a ttack  to  g iv e a v ery  co m p le te an d  effec tiv e  sta tem en t o f th e  

n atu re an d th e co n ten t o f C ath olic m o ral teach in g . T h e C ath o lic  

p u b lic is t w all firs t h av e to p o in t o u t th e ex istin g p ersp ectiv e , to  

sh o w  th a t th e so rt o f teach in g s to w h ich th e b ig o t re fe rs fo rm  a  

ra th er sm all b u t a  q u ite im p o rtan t p art o f C ath o lic m o ral th eo lo g y . 

H e w ill h av e a m ag n ificen t o p p o rtu n ity  to sh o w  th a t th is teach in g  

is p art o f th e tra in in g  g iv en to C ath o lic co n fesso rs , tra in in g to b e  

u sed in th e ad m in istra tio n o f th e sacram en t o f p en an ce . lie can  

em p lo y th is o ccasio n  to  b rin g h o m e w ith  g rea t c la rity  th e fac t th a t 

th e sacram ent o f p en an ce d ea ls w ith rea l sin . In sh o rt, h e w ill b e  

in  a  p o sitio n  to  b rin g  o u t th a t lesso n w h ich G ilb ert K eith C h ester

to n ex p ressed so fo rcefu lly  in The Chief Mourner of Marne. T h e  

in co m p arable F ath er B ro w n say s:
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F o r it seem s to m e th a t y o u o n ly  p ard on th e sin s th a t y o u d o n ’t rea lly  

th in k sin fu l. Y o u o n ly fo rg iv e crim in als w h en th ey co m m it w h at y o u  

d o n ’t reg ard as crim es, b u t ra th er as co n v en tio n s. S o y o u to le ra te a  

co n v en tio n a l d u el, ju st as y o u  to le ra te a co n v en tio n a l d iv o rce . Y o u fo r

g iv e b ecau se th ere isn ’t an y th in g to b e fo rg iv en . . . . G o o n y o u r o w n  

p rim ro se p ath p ard o n in g a ll y o u r fav o rite v ices an d b ein g g en ero u s 

to y o u r fash io nab le crim es; an d leav e u s in th e d arkn ess, v am p ires o f 

th e n ig h t, to co n so le th o se w h o  really n eed co n so la tio n  ; w h o d o th in g s  

really in d efen sib le , th in g s th at n eith er th e w o rld n o r th ey th em selv es  

can  d efen d ; an d n o n e b u t a p riest w ill p ard o n .3

3  C h esterto n , The Secret of Father Brown (New Y o rk; D o d d , M ead an d  

C o m p any , 1 9 3 5), p . 8 0 3 .

4  C f. th e artic le “Jo h n H en ry N ew m an an d th e X 7a tican D efin itio n o f

P ap al In fa llib ility ,” in AER, C X H I, 4 (O ct. 1 9 4 5 ), 3 0 0 -32 0 .

T h e C ath o lic w h o is p riv ileg ed to d efen d th e C h u rch an d its  

teach in g  ag a in st a b o o k su ch as o u r an ti-C ath o lic ag ita to r is sa id  

to  b e p rep arin g  w ill h av e th e  o p p o rtu n ity  to  sh o w ' h o w  th e C h u rch  

w o rk s co n sis ten tly w ith its o w n d iv in e teach in g to th e effec t th a t 

sin s are fo rg iv en in th e sacram en t o f p en an ce th rou g h a d efin ite  

ju rid ical ab so lu tio n . T h e co n fesso r m u st k n o w  w h at a sin is in  

o rd er to ex ercise h is ab so lv in g p o w er. T h e C h u rch d o es n o t ex 

em p t its co n fesso rs fro m  th e stu d y ' o f an y m ateria l w h ich  th ey w ill 

n eed to k n o w  in o rd er to p erfo rm  th e ir sacerd o ta l w o rk s fo r th e  

g lo ry o f C h rist.

T h ere are certa in fau lts w h ich a lm o st co m p lete ly n u llify th e  

v alu e o f th o se w o rk s o f C ath o lic p o lem ic w h ich th ey in fect. T h e  

m o st g larin g  o f th ese  is th e  ten d en cy  to  u se th e  p o lem ic itse lf as  an  

in stru m en t to sco re a p o in t ag a in st so m e riv a l v iew p o in t w ith in  

th e C ath o lic C h u rch  itse lf. T h u s N ew m an ’s Letter to the Duke of 

Norfolk w as o sten sib ly  a  d efen se o f th e  C h u rch  ag a in st th e  ch arg es  

leve led ag a in st it b y th e E n glish p o litic ian , G lad sto n e . U n fo rtu 

n ate ly , h o w ev er, N ew m an  h im self fash io n ed  it a lso  as a  k in d  o f sid e  

a ttack o n h is C ath o lic fe llo w -co u n try m en w h o h ad w o rk ed fo r th e  

d efin itio n  o f p ap al in fa llib ility  in  th e V atican C o u n cil.4  * A s a resu lt 

th e b o o kle t lo st m o st o f its effec tiv en ess as a sta tem en t o f C ath olic  

d o ctrin e an d as a d efen se o f th e C ath olic C h u rch . O ccasio n a lly ,

ev en n o w , w e see th is p ro ced u re rep ea ted , an d a lw ay s w ith d isas

trou s resu lts fo r th e p resen ta tio n o f C ath o lic tru th .
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A n o th er w eak n ess in so m e co n tem p o rary C ath o lic p o lem ic is  

th e ten d en cy to in te rp re t ev ery o u tb u rst ag a in st th e C atho lic  

C h u rch as an a ttack ag a in st a ll re lig io n . S o m e n o n -C ath o lic  

g ro up s h av e u sed a v aria tio n o f th is tac tic as a h ig h ly effec tive  

d eb atin g  p ro ced u re . T h e C ath o lic co n tro v ersia lis t, h o w ev er, is n o t 

p rim arily co n cern ed w ith c lev ern ess in rep artee , b u t w ith tru th . 

A n  a ttack  ag a in st th e tru e C h u rch  o f Jesu s C h rist sh o u ld  b e lo o k ed  

u p o n  an d d ea lt w ith fo r w h at it is . T h e d efen d er o f C ath o lic tru th  

w ill o n ly w eak en h is p o sitio n if h e g iv es th e im p ressio n th a t th e  

stru g g le fo r C h rist in th is w o rld is in so m e w ay a jo in t co n cern  

o f th e  C ath olic  C h u rch  an d  o f o th er re lig io u s so c ie ties . T h e C h u rch  

an d th e C h u rch a lo n e is C h rist ’s k in g d o m , H is M y stica l B o d y o n  

earth . A n y  effec tiv e d efen se o f th e C h u rch  o r o f its teach in g s m u st 

tak e ex p lic it co g nizan ce o f th is p aram o u n t tru th .

In h is p ap er, “C lem en ts o f M o d ern R elig io u s C o n tro v ersy ,”  

B ish o p  Jo h n  C u th b ert H edley , O .S .B ., co n sid ered C ath o lic p o lem i

ca l w ritin g s ch iefly fro m  th e p o in t o f v iew  o f co n v erts w h o m ig h t 

b e b ro u g h t in to th e C h u rch b y m ean s o f it.5 T h is , o f co u rse , w ill 

a lw ay s  b e  an  im p o rtan t asp ec t o f th is ty p e  o f w o rk . T h ere  is , h o w 

ev er, still an o ther fu n c tio n o f th is lab or w h ich m u st b e k ep t in  

m in d . T h e  C ath o lic  p o lem ist, in  se ttin g  fo rth  th e  tru th  ab o u t p o in ts  

w h ich h av e b een m issta ted b y en em ies o f th e C h u rch is lik ew ise  

d efen d in g an d p ro tec tin g th e fa ith o f th o se w ith in th e fo ld o f 

C h rist. T h ese ch ild ren o f G o d ’s h o u seh o ld w ill p ro fit a lso fro m  

a v ig o ro u s an d accu ra te d efen se o f C ath o lic tru th .

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

The Catholic University of America

Washington, D. C.

5  In AER, X V I, 3 (M arch , 1 8 9 7 ), 2 4 1 -5 3 .

M i s s io n  In t e n t io n

“M issio n , T h rea ten ed b y A th eists” is th e M issio n In ten tio n fo r th e  

m o n th o f Jan u ary , 1 9 5 0 .


