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C hrist and in the C hurch w hich teaches in H is nam e. F orever 

b lessed is tha t inqu irer w ho  consu lts  a  priest w ho , like the A postle  

P h ilip , has found  the L ord  and L igh t of the w orld  and deligh ts in  

proc la im ing  to o thers , “C om e and see.’ ’

Jo h n  T . M c G i n n , C .S .P .

N e w  Y o r k , N . Y .

C a r d i n a l  N e w m a n  o n  t h e  Im it a t io n  o f  M a r y

If the M other of E m m anuel o u g h t  to  b e  th e  f i r s t o f  crea tu res in  sanc

tity  and in beau ty ; if it becam e  her to be free from  a ll sin  from  the very  

firs t, and  from  the m om en t she rece ived  her firs t grace to beg in to  m erit 

m ore; and if such as w as her beg inn ing , such w as her end , her concep 

tion im m acu la te and her death an  assum ption . . . w hat is befitting in  

the ch ild ren  of such  a M other, bu t an  im ita tion , in  the ir m easu re , of her 

devo tion , her m eekness, her sim p lic ity , her m odesty , and  her sw eetness?  

H er g lo ries are no t on ly  fo r the sake  of her S on , they  are  fo r our sakes  

a lso . L et us copy  her fa ith , w ho rece ived G od ’s m essages by the angel 

w ithou t a  doub t; her patience , w ho  endu red S t. Joseph ’s su rp rise  w ith 

ou t a  w ord  ; her obed ience , w ho  w en t up  to B eth lehem  in  the  w in ter and  

bore our L ord in a stab le ; her m edita tive sp irit, w ho pondered  in her 

heart w hat she saw  and heard abou t H im : her fo rtitude , w hose heart 

the sw ord w en t th rough ; her se lf-su rrender, w ho gave H im  up  during  

H is m in istry  and  consen ted  to H is death .

A bove a ll, le t us im ita te her purity , w ho , ra ther than re linqu ish  her 

v irg in ity , w as w illing to lo se H im  fo r a S on . O  m y dear ch ild ren , 

young  m en and  young  w om en, w hat need have  you of the in te rcession  

of the V irg in -m o ther, of her help , of her patte rn , in th is respec t! W hat 

sha ll bring  you  fo rw ard  in  the  narrow  w ay , if you  live in the  w orld , bu t 

the though t and  patronage of M ary  ? W hat sha ll sea l your senses, w hat 

sha ll tranqu illise your heart, w hen sigh ts and sounds of danger are 

around you , bu t M ary? W hat sha ll g ive you patience and endu rance , 

w hen  you  are  w earied  ou t w ith  the leng th  of the con flic t w ith  ev il, w ith  

the unceasing  necessity  of precau tions, w ith  the irk som eness of observ 

ing  them , w ith the ted iousness of the ir repe tition , w ith the stra in  upon  

your m ind , w ith  your fo rlo rn and  cheerless cond ition , bu t a lov ing  com - ' 

m union w ith her  ! S he w ill com fo rt you in your d iscou ragem en ts , 

so lace you in  your fa tigues, ra ise you afte r your fa lls, rew ard  you fo r 

your successes. S he w ill show  you  her S on , your G od and  your a ll. ,

John H enry  C ard ina l N ew m an , D is c o u r s e s  A d d r e s s e d  to  M ix e d  C o n g r e - I 

g â t io n s (L ondon : L ongm ans, G reen , and C o., 1906), pp . 374 f. )
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THE LESSON OF THE HUMANI GENERIS

S peak ing  abou t the purpose of the C atho lic C hurch , the V atican  

C ouncil, in its constitu tion D e i F i l iu s , declared that G od had  

brough t th is soc ie ty in to  being “ so tha t w e m igh t fu lfill the ob liga

tion  of accep ting  the true fa ith  and  of persevering in it constan tly .”  

T hus the du ty of guard ing the purity and the in teg rity of the  

d iv inely revea led m essage m ust be reckoned as one of the h ighest 

prerogatives of the m en w hom  G od has com m issioned to ru le over 

H is C hurch . T he w ork of defend ing and c larify ing  the deposit of  

d iv ine revela tion  fo r the en tire C hurch  of G od  is , therefo re, an  ou t

stand ing  priv ilege and du ty of C hrist’s V icar on  earth , the R om an  

P ontiff.

A  g lance th rough the tab le of con ten ts of B enzinger ’s E n c h ir i 

d io n  s y m b o lo r t im  or th rough the index of C avalle ra ’s T h e s a u r u s  

d o c tr in a e  c a th o l ic a e  is su ffic ien t to  show  tha t a  great num ber am ong  

the successo rs of S t. P eter have d ischarged the ir h igh ob ligation  

in th is respect by condem ning erro rs contrad ic to ry to or incom 

patib le w ith  d iv ine  pub lic reve lation  and  by  presen ting  the ir teach 

ings on  these po in ts in pronouncem en ts w hich  have becom e c lassi

cal sou rces  of C atho lic  theo logy. T hree P on tiffs of the  past cen tu ry , 

however, have been  priv ileged to  draw  up , or, to  pu t it in another  

way, have been faced w ith the du ty of draw ing up , a ra ther fo r

midable list of erro rs w hich have seriously affec ted the fa ith fu l of  

the ir ow n generations.

In  h is encyclica l Q u a n ta  c u r a , and in the E r r o r u m  s y l la b u s  a t

tached to it, the great P ius IX  stigm atized  the doctrinal aberra tions  

tha t th reatened the fa ith of the peop le of h is ow n tim e.1 F orty - 

th ree  years later the sa in tly P ius X  issued h is encyclical P a s c e n d i  

d o m in ic i g r e g is , ind ica ting and condem ning the com plexus of 

heresies and erro rs w hich w e know  by the nam e of M odern ism .2 

S om e of these sam e m issta tem en ts  and m isconcep tions of C hristian  

doctrine had  been lis ted and rep roved  on ly  a few ' w eeks prev iously  

in the decree L a m e n ta b i l i s a n e  e x i tu , issued by the H oly O ffice .3 

T hree  years afte r the appearance of the P a s c e n d i d o m in ic i g r e g is ,

1 T his encyclica l w as dated D ec. 8 , 1864 .

2  S ep t. 8 , 1907 .

3  Ju ly 3 , 1907 .
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P ius X  sen t ou t h is M o tu  p r o p r io , the S a c r o r u m  a n t i s t i tu m  n e m i

n e m , in w hich  he w arned  again st the con tinu ing  effo rts again st the 

C hurch  and  m ade  the oath  again st the erro rs of M odern ism  incum 

ben t upon seven d ifferen t groups of chu rchm en .4 5

4  S ep t. 1 , 1910 .

5  T his encyclica l w as dated A ug . 12 , 1950 . It first appeared in the O s s e r -  

v a to r e  R o m a n o  in the A ug . 21 num ber.

O ur ow n beloved P ius X II, ju st th ree m onths ago , found it 

n ecessary to m ake ano ther co llec tion of erro rs and to rep rove  

these erro rs in the encyclica l H u m a n i g c n c r i s P B y a rem arkab le  

co inc idence , the I I u m a n i  g e n e r is  w as issued fo rty -th ree years after 

th e P a s c e n d i , ju st as th is la tte r docum ent appeared fo rty -th ree  

years after the Q u a n ta  c u r a  and the S y l la b u s . A ctually it w ould  

no t be too  m uch  to say tha t these th ree pronouncem en ts , spann ing  

a period  of e igh ty -six years, deal w ith th ree d istinct m anifesta tions 

of the sam e tendency , or the sam e type of d isloyalty  to the C atho lic  

C hurch and the C atho lic fa ith . In each case the S overeign P on 

tiffs have had to  deal w ’ith  erro rs pro fessed by C atholics w ho  have 

had m ore con fidence in the sp irit and  the in tellec tual tendencies of 

the w orld , especia lly the w ’orld of in te llectua l fash ion , than they  

have had in the tru th  of Jesus C hrist. In  the case of the H u m a n i  

g e n e r i s ,  the  H oly  F ather has likew ise been ca lled upon  to  condem n  

the erro rs of m en w ho have been led astray by an im pruden t and  

unen ligh tened desire fo r re lig ious conco rd  and un ity , i

In the very heading of the presen t encyclica l, the H oly F ather  

announces tha t he is go ing  to treat of “certa in fa lse op in ion s tha t 

th reaten to underm ine the foundations of C atho lic doctrine .” T he  

issue of the O s s e r v a to r e  R o m a n o  w hich carries the docum en t in  

its orig ina l L atin tex t and in its Italian tran sla tion sta tes in its 

head line tha t “ the S uprem e P on tiff rep roves certain  fa lse op in ions  

and  tendencies tha t th reaten  to  lessen  the in tegrity  of C atho lic doc

trine.” T he H oly F ather h im self, in the brief pasto ra l section  

w h ich com es tow ards the end of the encyclica l, speaks of erro rs 

w hich  he has rep roved  and of norm s w hich he has en jo ined  in  the  

H u m a n i  g e n e r i s . A nd , w hen w e exam ine the encyclica l itself, w e 

find tha t it deals prim arily w ith doctrina l erro rs cu rren t in our 

ow n day , bu t w e learn a lso that it explain s the various tendencies  

w i th  w h ic h these erro rs are connected , and g ives the standards 

fo r accu ra te  and  loya l C atho lic teach ing  on the portions of C atho lic  
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tru th  w hich  have been m isrep resen ted  by  the con tem porary w rite rs  

w hose aberra tion^ have ca lled fo rth the denuncia tion of C hrist’s 

v icar on earth . j

|T he H u m a n i  g e n e r i s is one of those docum en ts w hich m ust be  

analyzed very carefu lly if the ir fu ll m ean ing is to be app rec ia ted .  

T he docu inen t is m agn ificen tly ordered and arranged , and yet its  

schem atic fo rm , the very th ing w hich  m ust be grasped if the m es 

sage itse lf is to be com plete ly understood , is som ew hat obscu red  

under the lite ra ry perfection of the s ty lu s  c u r ia e so characteristic  

of a ll papal encyclica ls . F or those w ho study the docum en t in an  

unanno ta ted tran slation , the w ork of analysis w ill probab ly be  

som ew hat d ifficu lt, J

ψ ΐιε body of the 'encyclica l is d iv ided in to tw o m ain parts , a  

long  doctrina l sec tion (nn . 1-39 ), and a brie f pasto ral section (nn . 

40-43 ). T he doctrina l part consists of five m ain d iv isions. T he  

firs t of these (nn . 1-8 ), after in sis ting upon the ev il of re lig ious  

erro r and d isco rd and erro r in general, goes on to deal w ith the  

occasions and the c lassifica tions of erro rs cu rren t am ong non 

C atho lics in  our ow n  tim e. T he rem ain ing  fou r trea t of fa lse op in 

ions that have gained adheren ts w ith in the C atho lic C hurch itself.

T he  second  sec tion (nn . 9-13 ), speaks abou t the  fact, the  m otiva

tion , and the basic erro rs to be found am ong the sta tem en ts of  

som e C atho lic w rite rs of our day , and of the various deg rees or  

leve ls of opposition to C atho lic tru th to be encoun tered am ong the  

pronouncem en ts issued by th is g toup . T he th ird sec tion (nn . 

14-28 ), is concerned w ith ind iv idual erro rs in the fie ld of sacred  

theo logy . T he fou rth (nn . 29-34 ), is devo ted to fa lse teach ings 

w ith in  the dom ain of ph ilosophy . T he fifth (nn . 34-39 ), describes  

and co rrec ts certa in aberra tions connected w ith the m atter of the  

positive sc iences.

ERRONEOUS RELIGIOUS TEACHINGS OUTSIDE THE CHURCH

T he firs t parag raph con tain s the in troduction  to  and the gu id ing  

them e of the en tire encyclica l, the statem en t that d isco rd  and erro r  

am ong m en on m oral and re lig ious m atters have ever been the  

cause of m ost pro found so rrow  to a ll good peop le , bu t espec ia lly  

to  the fa ith fu l and  loya l ch ild ren of the C hurch , particu larly  today , 

w hen w e see the princ ip les of C hristian cu ltu re being a ttacked  

on  a ll sides. It thus d isposes, of cou rse , of the op in ion  occasionally
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vo iced in som e ill-en ligh tened sou rces no t too long ago, an  

op in ion to the effect that a t least in  a dem ocracy , d iversity  of re li

g ion w as som eth ing desirab le .

T he rem ainder of th is sec tion , dealing  w ith erro rs abou t re lig ion  

prevalen t in non-C atho lic c irc les , is subd iv ided in to tw o parts . 

T he firs t of these deals w ith facto rs that con tribu te tow ards fa lse 

teach ings abou t re lig ion am ong those w ho are no t m em bers of the 

C hurch . S om e of these facto rs , those described in the second  

parag raph , tend to ho ld a m an back from  the acqu isition of na

tu rally  ascerta inab le in fo rm ation  abou t G od and abou t the natu ra l 

law . T he fo rce of the senses and of the im ag ina tion and ev il pas

sions aris ing from  orig ina l sin com bine to render the gain ing  of 

th is know ledge d ifficu lt. T he th ird  parag raph rem inds the reader 

of the encyclical tha t these facto rs are w hat render d iv ine super

natu ra l reve la tion m orally necessary tha t, in the presen t cond ition  

of the hum an  race , relig ious and m oral tru th s of the natu ra l order 

can be know n by a ll, read ily , w ith firm  certitude , and w ith no  

adm ix tu re of erro r. T he H oly F ather has em ployed a fo rm u la 

prev iously used in the V atican C ouncil’s constitu tion D e i F i l iu s . 

B ut w here the C ouncil had  spoken  of G od ’s superna tu ral reve lation  

as thus requisite tha t a natu ra l know ledge abou t G od m igh t be 

ob ta ined , the H u m a n i g e n e r i s describes it as necessary fo r the  

acqu isition of natura l tru th in the fie lds of relig ion  and of m orals .

A nother part of th is firs t section , the fou rth parag raph , lis ts 

certa in  in fluences that tend to h inder a m an from  recogn izing  the 

pow erfu l ob jec tive ev idence in favo r of the C atho lic fa ith ’s cred i

b ility , and  w hich  m ove h im  to  re ject and  resis t the  graces G od  offers 

h im  to bring h im  to the fa ith . P rejud iced op in ions, the passions, 

and ill w ill are lis ted as fac to rs opera ting in th is d irec tion .

T he second portion of the sec tion dealing w ith erro rs prevalen t 

ou tside the true C hurch c lassifies these fa lse teach ings under fou r 

h ead ings. F irst it lists the op in ion tha t the system  of evo lu tion , 

w hich , inciden tally , the encyclica l describes as no t com ple tely  

proven even in the dom ain of the natu ral sc iences, can exp la in  

the  orig in  of a ll th ings. T he H oly  F ather adds tha t the  peop le w ho  

adop t th is op in ion show  favor to the m onistic and pan the istic no

tion tha t the w hole w orld is in a process of con tinual evolu tion , 

tie  no tes a lso that the C om m unists g lad ly  m ake  use of th is  op in ion  

to  propound  and  to  exalt the ir d ia lectical m ateria lism  in the m inds
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of those w ho  have been  dep rived  of a ll idea of a personal G od by  

reason of the ir accep tance of th is “evo lu tion ism .”

N ex t, the H u m a n i g e n e r i s m entions the new and erroneous  

ph ilo sophy  of ex isten tia lism , w hich igno res the im m utab le essences  

of th ings and is concerned on ly w ith the ex istence of ind iv iduals .  

In  the  th ird  p lace it speaks of a  certa in  “h isto ricism ,” w hich , being  

concerned so le ly w ith the even ts of hum an life , com ple tely ru in s  

the foundations of any  abso lu te tru th  and  law , in  e ither the natu ra l 

or the supernatu ral order.

T he fou rth and fina l w ay of error m entioned in th is section of  

the encyclica l is tha t of non-C atho lics w ho are sim u ltaneously  en 

thusiastic fo r the B ib le and hostile to hum an reason and w ho are  

contem p tuous of the C hurch ’s teach ing pow er w hile they deligh t

ed ly praise the au tho rity of G od as the A utho r of revela tion .

GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS ON CONTEMPORARY RELIGIOUS

ERRORS PROPOUNDED BY SOME CATHOLIC TEACHERS

T his part of the encyclical deals w ith the co rrec t a ttitude on the  

p art of C atho lic w riters tow ards the erro rs m entioned in the pre 

v ious section , w ith the tw ofo ld m otiva tion underly ing the fa lse  

op in ions propounded b y  s o m e  C atho lic teachers , and w ith  the vari

ous w ays in w hich these op in ions are pu t fo rw ard . T he H oly  

F ather teaches tha t it is the du ty  of C atho lic theo log ians and ph i

lo sophers  to study  the fa lse op in ions on re lig ion  and m orality  cu r

ren t in  the presen t-day w orld . T hey  are bound to  th is study  since  

they canno t fu lfill the ir ob ligation to w ork fo r tru th am ong m en  

un less they  understand the in te llectua l ev ils by  w hich the ir fe llow s  

are affec ted . T he encyclica l a lso rem inds them tha t qu ite often  

there is a certain am oun t of tru th h idden in these con tem porary  

erro rs , and in sis ts upon the fact tha t the proper study of these  

erro rs w ill bring abou t a m ore carefu l considera tion of know n  

theo logica l and  ph ilo soph ical tru th s.

D ealing  w ith  the  m otives tha t underlie recen t aberra tions am ong  

C atho lic teachers , the H u m a n i g e n e r i s in sists tha t som e of these  

m en have been  led astray  by  an over-eagerness fo r new  th ings and  

a lso by a fear tha t they m igh t be considered igno ran t of recen t 

sc ien tific advances. T hese ind iv iduals , the H oly F ather te lls us. 

are try ing  to w ithd raw  them selves from  the con tro l of the sacred  

teach ing au tho rity . T here is a danger tha t they m ay gradually  

depart from  revea led tru th and draw ’ o thers a long w ith them  in to  

erro r.



364 T H E A M E R IC A N  E C C L E S IA S T IC A L R E V IE W

O ther proponents of false op in ions, the encyclica l te lls us, have 

been  m otiva ted  by  a desire to break  dow n the barrie rs that d iv ide  

good  and  honest m en so  as to bring  abou t m ore read ily the inco r

pora tion of m en of every cu ltu re and re lig ious op in ion w ith in  

C hrist ’s k ingdom . U nfo rtuna te ly  these ind iv iduals seek to recon 

c ile dogm atic d ifferences, and  they  desire tha t the theo logy  and the  

theo log ica l m ethods w hich have been taught in our schoo ls w ith  

the app roval of the ecc lesiastica l au tho rity itse lf shou ld no t on ly  

be perfec ted , bu t com plete ly reshaped . T he H oly F ather likens  

th e ir a ttitude tow ards theo logy and the theo log ica l m ethods to  

tha t of certa in M odern ists w ith respect to the C hurch ’s trad itiona l 

apo logetics .

T he C hurch , acco rd ing to the encyclica l, defin ite ly does no t ob

jec t to any effo rts d irec ted tow ards advancing or perfecting the  

theo log ica l sc iences. W hat it does rep rove in these proponen ts of 

a fa lse “ iren ic ism ” is the ir con ten tion that th ings founded on law s 

and  princ ip les g iven  by O ur L ord , or on in stitu tions brough t in to  

being  by H im — th ings that actually  constitu te the defense and the  

suppo rt of the  in teg rity  of the  fa ith , shou ld  be regarded  as obstacles 

stand ing  in  the w ay  of w ork  fo r C hristian  un ity . T he H oly  F ather 

rem inds us that any un ity brough t abou t by the repud iation of 

these facto rs w ould invo lve the ru in of those unfo rtuna te enough  

to en ter in to it.

T he encyclical then goes on  to assert, in the final parag raph  of 

th is sec tion , that these erro rs , w hether m otiva ted by desire of 

novelty  or by  a  false zea l fo r sou ls , are no t a lw ays brough t fo rw ard  

to  the  sam e deg ree  of in sis tence or w ith  the sam e  deg ree of c larity , 

nor presen ted in the sam e te rm s, nor advocated unan im ously by  

a ll the w riters of the  m ovem en t. T he  language  of the  H u m a n i  g e n 

e r is  here show s c learly that the H oly F ather has a defin ite and  

fa irly coheren t group in m ind .

H e te lls us that som e of these m en advance their op in io ns cau 

tiously  and em ploy  d istinc tions in  such  a w ay  as to  cover up  the ir 

real m ean ings, w hile o thers com e a long afte rw ards and propose  

these sam e v iew s open ly and w ithou t m oderation . W e are to ld  

that the unabashed presen ta tion of these erroneous v iew s has 

brough t harm  to the younger c lergy and tha t it has been detri

m enta l to the C hurch ’s teach ing  au tho rity . T he encyclica l goes on  

to  in sist that op in ions w hich have been taugh t in covert fash ion  in  

prin ted w orks have been pu t fo rth w ith less restra in t in w ritings
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destined fo r private c ircu la tion and in con ferences and lectu res. 

S uch op in ions have been c ircu lated , no t on ly in sem inaries and in  

relig ious houses, bu t a lso am ong the laity , espec ia lly those en 

gaged in the w ork of education .

T his th irteen th paragraph of the encyclica l is ex trem ely  in te rest

ing  from  the  po in t of v iew  of recen t theo logica l h isto ry . T he H oly  

F ather .m akes it c lear tha t the sam e general group , a lthough no t 

necessarily the sam e ind iv iduals , have taugh t basically the sam e  

op in ions, m ore c ircum spectly in pub lished w ritings and m ore  

open ly in docum ents in tended fo r priva te c ircu lation . B oth F r. 

G arrigou -L ag range and F r. L abourde tte , the fo rm er in h is w ell 

know n  article , “L a nouvelle théo log ie , ou va-t-clle?” and the latter  

in  h is D ia lo g u e  th é o lo g iq u e  have m entioned > uch w ritings. Λ  grea t 

deal of the sham efu l v itupera tion heaped on F r. G arrigou -  

L agrange by w rite rs w ho shou ld have been above th is proce

dure w as due to h is d iscussion of such unpub lished m aterial in  

connection w ith h is critique of pub lished w ritings.

ERRORS AND NORMS IN THE FIELD OF SACRED THEOLOGY

T he d iv ision of the encyclica l dealing w ith fa lse op in ions in the  

fie ld of theo logy is d iv ided in to fou r sub -sections. T he firs t of  

these deals w ith erro rs concern ing the te rm ino logy and the con 

cep ts em ployed in C atho lic dogm a and in sacred theo logy , and  

w ith  the standards by w hich C atho lic teach ing on these sub jec ts is  

to governed . T he second treats of erro rs w ith respect to the  

C hurch 's teach ing  office and  lis ts the  pertinen t standards fo r teach 

ing . T he th ird lis ts erro rs abou t the au tho rity of the S crip tu res, 

w hile the fou rth con ta in s a lis t of ind iv idual erro rs tha t resu lt 

from  the basic m isconcep tions m entioned in the firs t th ree sub 

sections.

T hose w ho have gone astray  in th is firs t fie ld are m en w ho  ad 

v ise m in im iz ing the m ean ing of dogm a as m uch as possib le and  

w ho w ish to  free dogm a from  the m ode of exp ression long estab 

lished  in  the C hurch  and  from  ph ilo soph ical concep ts  held in  esteem  

by C atho lic teachers. T hey in tend to rep lace the te rm ino logy now  

in  use w ith  tha t em ployed by  the S crip tu res and the F athers of the  

C hurch in the exp lanation of C atho lic doctrine. T hese peop le , 

acco rd ing to the encyclica l, regard the te rm ino logy and the con 

cep ts to w hich they ob ject as ex trin sic to d iv ine reve la tion . T he  

H oly F ather goes on to tie up th is erroneous tendency w ith the  

tw ofo ld m otivation of w hich he spoke in the prev ious portion of
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tlie H u m a n i g e n e r is . T hose w ho seek the rep lacem en t of the  

C hurch ’s trad itiona l te rm ino logy and of the various ph ilo soph ica l 

concep ts now  in use in  expound ing G od 's m essage hope by th is 

m eans to bring  abou t u ltim ately a m utual assim ilation  of C atho lic  

dogm a and the tenets of the d issiden ts . A t the sam e tim e they  

expect thus to be able to sa tisfy  w hat the j r consider m odern needs  

by exp ressing C atho lic dogm a in the te rm s and the concep ts of 

such  con tem porary  ph ilo soph ies  as those of “ im m ancn tism ,” “ ideal

ism ,” or ‘"ex isten tia lism .”

T he encyclica l then ind icates a second and a w orse basic error 

in th is fie ld . T here are som e bo lder sp irits , it in fo rm s us, w ho  

ho ld tha t dogm a can and ough t to be presen ted c lo thed w ith the  

te rm ino logy  and the concep ts of these false ph ilo sophies because, 

they con tend , the m ysteries of the fa ith can never be exp ressed by  

adequate ly true concep ts , bu t on ly by no tions w hich they call 

“app rox im ative ,” no tions w hich serve to a certa in ex ten t to d is- f 

c lo se the tru th , bu t w hich , a t the sam e tim e, necessarily d isto rt it. I 

H e n c e  th e y  believe that theo logy , u tiliz ing various fo rm s th rough  

the  course  of the  ages, can  and  m ust substitu te  new  no tions fo r o ld  |,

ones, so tha t it m ay m ake the sam e d iv ine tru th s availab le to m en  |

in  d ifferen t w ays, and  even  in  w ays that are  to  som e ex ten t opposed  

to  one ano ther, bu t w hich  rem ain , as they  pu t it, equ iva len t. S uch  

ind iv iduals m ain ta in tha t the h isto ry of dogm a is the reco rd of j

these various successive fo rm s, d iffe ring acco rd ing to the various j,

ph ilo soph ies and op in ions tha t have com e in to being during the  

cou rse of the centu ries , fo rm s in w hich revea led tru th has been  

c lo thed . j

T he nex t tw o  parag raphs deal w ith  norm s  pertinen t to these er

ro rs . T he H u m a n i  g e n e r i s  declares tha t th is second erro r actua lly  

em bod ies w hat is know n as dogm atic “ re lativ ism ,” and tha t the  r

con tem p t fo r trad itiona l teach ing and fo r trad itiona l term inology  |

in w hich the C hurch ’s doctrine is exp ressed tends effec tively in  β

tha t sam e d irec tion . T he encyclical in sis ts tha t the te rm ino logy  

em ployed in the schoo ls and in the C hurch ’s ow n teach ing office  {

can be perfec ted . F urtherm ore , w e are to ld tha t it is com m on  [

k n o w le d g e tha t the C hurch itself has no t a lw ays used the sam e 

w ords in exac tly the sam e w ay .

T he F ïu m a n i  g e n e r i s  speaks ou t very c learly on the sub jec t of 

the C hurch ’s re la tion  to  various ph ilo soph ies  w hich have flou rished  

during its ow n h isto ry . It in sis ts tha t the C hurch is in no w ay . 
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boun d up w ith the various and ephem eral system s of though t  

w hich  have a ttrac ted  a tten tion  fo r a little w hile . A t the sam e tim e

it teaches tha t w ords  and  concep ts com posed  and  e labo rated  th rough  

com m on effo rt by C atho lic teachers during the course of m any  

centuries to bring abou t som e understand ing o f dogm a are by n o  

m eans based  upon  any  such fau lty foundation  as that of an  evanes

cen t ph ilo soph y . It teaches that the w orks of these m en are based  

upon  princ ip les and concep ts deduced  from  an accu rate know ledge  

of crea ted  rea lity , and  con firm ed  by the revea led tru th  propo sed by  

the C hurch . H ence, the H oly F ather assu res us, som e of these no 

tions have been used and even sanc tioned by oecum en ical coun 

c ils , in such a w ay that it is w rong ( n e fa s ) to depart from  them .

T o neg lec t such no tions and concepts , or to a ttem p t to re jec t 

them  or to dep rive them  of the ir value, the H u m a n i g e n e r i s cen 

su res as suprem ely im pruden t and as a ten ta tive to rep resen t 

C atho lic dogm a itself as som eth ing  sub jec t to  change . T he cu rren t 

con tem pt fo r no tions and te rm s regu larly em ployed by scho lastic  

theo log ians  is designated  as som eth ing  w hich  tends  to  w eaken  specu 

la tive theo logy , a d isc ip line w hich the erring  C atho lic teachers con 

sider incapable of genera ting  genu ine certitude because it em ploys  

the r a t io  th e o lo g ic a .

T he second sub -section of tha t portion  of the encyclica l devo ted  

to  con tem porary fa lse op in ions in  the fie ld of sacred theo logy deals  

w ith the teach ing office of the C hurch itse lf. T he H oly F ather  

com pla in s tha t the m en  w ho  are av id fo r novelties pass easily  from  

a con tem p t fo r scho lastic theo logy  to a neg lec t or even  a con tem p t 

fo r the teach ing  au tho rity  of the C hurch , w hich  suppo rts scho lastic  

theo logy . In general these erran t teachers are sa id to look upon  

the C hurch ’s m a g is te r iu m  as a h ind rance to prog ress and as an  

obstac le stand ing  in the w ay  of sc ience . H ere the H u m a n i  g e n e r i s  

takes cogn izance of an op in ion cu rren t am ong som e non-C atho lics , 

a belie f tha t the C hurch ’s teach ing  au tho rity is an un just restra in 

ing facto r, preventing som e qualified theo log ians from  re fo rm ing  

the ir ow n sub jec t. T his jux taposition of op in ions is calcu la ted to  

show tha t these unfo rtuna te C atho lic teachers have , in effec t, 

adop ted a characteris tically non-C atho lic a ttitude tow ards the  

e c c le s ia  d o c e n s .

T he H oly F ather states tha t these teachers som etim es treat the  

ob ligation  of com ple te adherence  to  the C hurch ’s m a g is te r iu m  as if 

it w ere non-ex isten t, desp ite the fact tha t th is teach ing agency  has
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been  constitu ted as the prox im ate and un iversal norm  of tru th  fo r 

a ll theo log ians. T he H oly F ather rem inds h is readers that O ur 

L ord has en tru sted the en tire deposit of fa ith , inc lud ing bo th  

S crip tu re and trad ition , to the C hurch , so tha t the C hurch m ay  

guard , preserve , and exp lain it. T he fa ith fu l are strictly  ob liga ted  

to avo id erro rs tha t m ore or less app roach the grav ity of heresy , 

and to obey the various constitu tions and decrees in w hich such  

ev il op in ions are proscribed  and fo rb idden b y  the H oly  S ee .

S pecifica lly the H oly F ather rep roves the conduct of som e m en  

w ho  deliberately  and  hab itually  neg lect w hat the P opes have taugh t 

in the ir encyclica ls abou t the natu re and the constitu tion of the  

C hurch in order tha t a k ind of vague no tion w hich they say they  

have draw n from  the F athers , espec ially from  the C reek F athers , 

m ay  prevail. T hese ind iv iduals c la im  tha t the P on tiffs do no t w ish  

to pass Judgm en t on m atters d isputed am ong theo logians. C on 

sequen tly , they believe , w e shou ld go back  to the earliest sou rces, 

and from  these w ritings of the a n c ie n t s exp lain w hat the m a g is -  

t e r iu m  of the C hurch  has taugh t in m ore recen t tim es.

T he H u m a n i g e n e r i s then proceeds to g ive the norm s w hich  

shou ld govern C atho lic teach ing on the m atters m entioned in th is 

series of erro rs , erro rs w hich it describes as c leverly sta ted , bu t 

still fa llac ious. F irst of a ll, it in sis ts tha t, desp ite the fact tha t 

genera lly speak ing the P on tiffs a llow  freedom  of d iscussion on  

po in ts d isputed am ong better-know n theo log ians, h isto ry teaches  

u s tha t several issues w hich w ere once sub jec t to d iscussion are  

now no  longer open  to  question .

T hen , passing on to the teach ing  abou t the doctrinal im port of 

the papal encyclica ls, the H oly F ather te lls us tha t it is a m istake 

to  w ithho ld assen t from  doctrines proposed  in these docum en ts on  

the pre tense tha t the P ope does no t exerc ise h is sup rem e teach ing  

pow er in the encyclica ls . T hese le tte rs dem and assen t of them - |

se lves. T hings taugh t in  them  are  proposed in  the ord inary  m a g is -  ,

t e r iu m , in  w hich , ju st as tru ly as in the so lem n judgm en ts of the  |

C hurch , O ur L ord ’s prom ise se t fo rth in the G ospel acco rd ing  

to S t. L uke, the prom ise tha t the m an w ho accep ts the C hurch ’s 

teach ing ac tua lly accep ts H is doctrine,0 is verified . T he H u m a n i 1 

g e n e r i s  presen ts as a genera l norm  to cover teach ing  on th is po in t |

the sta tem en t tha t, w hen the H oly F ather g ives h is decision on  ,

«C f. L u k e  10 :16 . 
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any sub jec t w hich has h itherto been sub ject to con troversy , h is  

judgm ent is no longer open to question am ong theo log ians.

S ince  the  erro rs  abou t the C hurch ’s teach ing  office invo lved  m en 

tion of the sou rces of revelation , the encyclica l se ts fo rth certa in  

norm s w hich are to regu late the ir use . It in fo rm s us tha t it i.· , 

defin itely the business of the theo log ia)! to  have recourse to S crip 

tu re and to trad ition , since it is h is du ty to show  how  the tru th s  

se t fo rth in the C hurch ’s liv ing m a g is te r iu m  are actua lly to be  

found , e ither im p lic itly or exp lic itly , in these very sou rces. T hen  

it goes on to show  tha t an in sis tence upon th is function in no w ay  

c lo ses the door upon  the possib ility  of defin iie prog ress in theo logy . 

S uch prog ress is m ade possib le by reason of the inexhaustib le  

w ealth of tru th con ta ined in the sou rces them selves.

T he H oly F ather assures us tha t positive theo logy is defin ite ly  

no t to  be considered  as som eth ing  on the sam e p lane w ith m erely  

h isto rica l sc ience , since  G od  has g iven  H is C hurch  bo th  the sou rces  

of revela tion and the sacred m a g is te r iu m  and has com m issioned  

th is latter  to  e lucida te  and  exp lain w hat is con ta ined  on ly  obscu re ly  

and as it w ere im p lic itly in the deposit of faith . T he encyclica l 

re ite ra tes the tru th tha t the pow er to expound  the deposit of fa ith  

au then tica lly  w as g iven by O ur L ord , no t to a ll the fa ith fu l nor to  

the theo log ians them selves, bu t on ly to the C hurch ’s m a g is te r iu m .  

S ince  the  C hurch  has used  th is pow er tim e  and  tim e  again  th rough 

ou t the cen turies in bo th the ord inary and ex trao rd inary exerc ise  

of its au tho rity , w e are to ld that the m ethod of exp la in ing these  

c lear statem en ts th rough an appeal to obscu re sou rces m ust ev i

den tly be considered  as en tire l} ' false . E xactly  the oppo site proce

dure shou ld be adop ted . T his parag raph of the encyclica l ends  

w ith  a c ita tion of the great P ius IX , to the effec t the nob lest task  

of the theo log ian  is that of show ing how  the doctrines defined by  

the C hurch are actually con ta ined in the sou rces of reve lation in  

the very sense in w hich they have been defined by the C hurch .

T he th ird  sub -sec tion of th is portion of the encyclical deals w ith  

con tem porary erro rs tha t are derogato ry to the d iv ine au tho rity  

of S acred S crip tu re . T he firs t of these aberrations consists in a , 

perversion of the doctrine tha t G od is the A utho r of these books. \ 

T he second is a renew al of the o ld fa lse teach ing tha t the in falli

b ility of S acred S crip tu re ex tends on ly to its sta tem ents abou t 

G od , abou t m orals , and abou t re lig ion . A nother is the teach ing  

tha t there is a hum an sense of S crip ture , u n d e r w h ic h a d iv ine '
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sense, the on ly in fallib le sense or m ean ing  acco rd ing to  these m is

taken teachers , lies concealed .

/ A  fou rth erro r is to be found in the tendency of som e w rite rs 

k to take no cogn izance of the analogy of fa ith or of the C hurch ’s 

) trad ition in in terp re ting S crip tu re. S uch ind iv iduals ho ld tha t 

/ a m erely hum an or independen t in te rp re tation of the S crip tu res  

) constitu tes the norm  by w hich the teach ing  of the C hurch ’s v ia g is -  

\ t e r iu m  and  tha t of the F athers is to  be evalua ted . A ctually  S acred  

\ S crip tu re m ust be in terp re ted  acco rd ing  to the m ind of the C hurch .

T he last m istake abou t the in terp reta tion of the B ib le stigm a

tized in th is part of the encyclical is that of m en w ho w ish to  

rep lace the trad itiona l litera l sense of the sacred books by a so rt 

of exegesis they ca ll sym bo lica l and sp iritua l. T hey hope , in th is 

w ay , to m ake the O ld T estam en t, w hich they consider a “ c lo sed  

foun ta in” in the C hurch a t presen t, even tually availab le to a ll. 

T hey c la im , m oreover, tha t a ll the d ifficu lties again st the B ible , 

d ifficu lties they believe to be connected w ith the lite ral sense of 

S crip tu re, w ill van ish once the litera l sense has been d iscarded .

T he encyclical does no t g ive any series of norm s govern ing  the  

m atter covered  by these errors abou t S crip tu re and its in te rp reta

tion . It sim p ly  po in ts to the fac t that a ll of them  are in m anifest 

opposition  to the teach ings con ta ined in P ope L eo ’s P r o v id e n t i s -  

s im u s , P ope B ened ict ’s S p ir i tu s  P a r a c l i tu s , and the presen t H oly  

F ather ’s D iv in o  a f f la n te  S p ir i tu .

T he  fou rth  and  final sub -sec tion  of th is part of the  encyclica l lis ts 

som e ind iv idual erro rs as “po isonous fru its” of the fa lse teach ings  

and tendencies a lready described . T he H oly F ather explicitly  

m entions and condem ns the fo llow ing .

a)  D oub t tha t hum an reason , w ithou t the help of d iv ine reve la

tion and of d iv ine grace , can dem onstrate the ex istence of a per

sonal G od by m eans of argum en ts deduced from  crea ted  th ings .

b)  A  denial tha t the w orld had a beg inn ing .

c)  T he statem en t tha t the crea tion of the w orld w as necessary

d)  T he dem al tha t G od has an e ternal and in fa llib le fo reknow l

edge of m an ’s free ac tions.

e)  A  belie f tha t the doctrine acco rd ing to w hich angels are crea

tu res endow ed w ith  personality  is open to question .

f)  A dm ission  of the hypo thesis that there is no  essen tia l d ifference  

betw een m atter and sp irit.
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g)  A  perversion of the C atho lic teach ing on the gra tu ity of the  

superna tu ral order, based on the assum ption  that G od canno t cre 

a te a crea tu re endow ed w ith in te lligence w ithou t ordering and  

ca lling tha t crea tu re to the beatific v ision .

h)  A  co rrup tion of C atho lic teach ing abou t the concep t and the  

defin itions of orig inal sin , of sin in general as an offense again st 

G od , and of the sa tisfaction C hrist m ade fo r us. O n a ll of these 

po in ts the T riden tine defin itions have been neglected by the m en  

w ho  are gu ilty  of th is fau lty teach ing .

i) A  teach ing tha t the doctrine of transubstan tia tion , as som e 

th ing  based  upon  an ou tm oded ph ilo soph ica l concep t of substance , 

ought to  be rev ised in such a w ay tha t O ur L ord ’s R eal P resence  

in  the  B lessed  S acram en t w ould  be reduced  to  a k ind  of sym bo lism , 

acco rd ing to w hich  the consecra ted species w ould m erely be effica

c ious signs of O ur L ord 's sp iritua l presence and of H is in tim ate  

un ion  w ith the fa ith fu l m em bers in the M ystica l B ody .

j)  A n op in ion tha t rnen are no t bound by the teach ing  con ta ined  

in the M y s t ic i C o r p o r i s  and based upon the sou rces of revela tion , 

the teach ing to the effec t tha t C hrist ’s M ystical B ody and the  

R om an C atho lic C hurch are one and the sam e th ing . In the ligh t 

of th is decision  of the  H u m a n i  g e n e r i s , inc iden ta lly , it w ould  hence

fo rth be erroneous to deny tha t the M y s t ic i C o r p o r i s had taugh t 

tha t the C atho lic C hurch is ac tua lly the M ystica l B ody .

k)  A  teach ing  w hich reduces the necessity of belong ing  to  the true  

C hurch in order to a ttain e ternal salva tion to an em pty fo rm u la.

l)  A  m in im izing  of the ra tional character of the cred ib ility of the  

C hristian fa ith .

T he final parag raph in th is part of the encyclica l declares tha t 

m anifestly these and o ther ev ils have crep t in am ong  som e of the  

ch ild ren of the C hurch w ho have been led astray by a fa lse zea l 

fo r sou ls and by pseudo -sc ience . T he H oly F ather states tha t he  

has been  com pelled to  po in t ou t these erro rs and  dangers of error, 

and tha t he has acted “no t w ithou t anx iety .”

ERRORS AND NORMS IN THE FIELD OF PHILOSOPHY

T he fou rth part of the doctrinal section of th is encyclica l opens  

w ith a series of genera l norm s fo r C atho lic teach ing abou t th is  

sc ience. It then  considers tw o  sets of erro rs , append ing  afte r each  

lis t the pertinent ind iv idual standards fo r co rrec t presen ta tion of  

C atho lic tru th on th is sub jec t. F inally it speaks of the fru its of
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these erro rs and of the u ltim ate sou rces of the in tellec tual ev ils 

reproved  in th is sec tion of the papal le tte r.

T he firs t parag raph  of th is part se ts fo rth the C atho lic teach ing  

about the com petence of the hum an m ind , the need of a true  

ph ilo sophy fo r the proper operation of the hum an m ind in m at

te rs of fa ith  and  m orals , and  the  charac teristics of th is true  ph ilo so

phy . T he C atho lic C hurch teaches that hum an reason is capable  

of dem onstra ting w ith certa in ty the ex istence of the one personal 

G od , tha t it can bu ild up  an incon trovertib le proo f of the founda

tions of the C hristian  fa ith  itse lf from  signs g iven by  G od , and  tha t 

it can  ach ieve som e understand ing  and a m ost fru itfu l understand 

ing of the m ysteries. T he H u m a n i g e n e r i s in sis ts, how ever, tha t 

reason can accom plish these func tions fitting ly and safely on ly  

w hen it is properly  tra ined , or in  possession of the sane and trad i

tiona l ph ilo sophy , a s y s te m  of though t w hich has stood up under 

the test of d iv ine revela tion , proposed  by  the in fallib le m a g is te r iu m  

of the C hurch . T his ph ilosophy  is described  as one w hich  pro tec ts 

the true and sincere value of hum an know ledge , proc la im s the 

basic m etaphysical princ ip les of su fficien t reason , causality  and of 

finality , and  teaches tha t certa in  and  im m utab le  tru th  can  be  know n .

T he encyclica l acknow ledges tha t there are po in ts in even th is  

trad itiona l ph ilosophy w hich have no connection w ith tru ths of 

fa ith and m orals , and w hich , as a resu lt, the C hurch leaves free 

fo r d iscussion . It rem inds its readers, how ever, tha t th is sam e  

freedom  does  no t ob ta in  th roughou t the  en tire ex ten t of ph ilo sophy , 

and  that th is is true  particu larly  w here its basic teach ings are con

cerned . E ven w ith respec t to such basic questions, it is defin ite ly  

perm issib le to c lo the th is ph ilo sophy in a bette r fo rm , to endow  

it w ith an  im proved  term ino logy , cau tiously to en rich it w ith e le

m ents gained during the advance of hum an know ledge, and to  

d ivest it of som e im perfections. It is never a llow ab le , how ever, to  

re ject it, to  con tam inate it w ith fa lse princip les , or to  pass it over 

as som eth ing obso le te .

T he  H u m a n i  g e n e r is  rem inds us tha t tru th  and the ph ilo soph ica l 

exp ression of tru th  do  no t change from  day to day , and tha t th is  

ho lds particu larly in the case of ph ilo soph ica l princip les and con

c lu sions that have been con firm ed by revelation . G od gu ides the  

hum an m ind , no t so tha t it m ay rep lace one tru th  by  ano ther, bu t 

in  such  a  w ay  tha t it pu ts aside  erro rs  w hich it m ay  have adm itted , 

and builds upon its foundation of truth. Both ph ilo sophers and
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theo log ians are urged no t to accep t, b lind ly  every  new  teach ing  ex 

cogita ted in th is w orld , bu t to sub jec t new  ideas to severe and ob 

jec tive criticism , lest they adm it som e no tions that w ould pervert  

or destroy the tru th they a lready possess, and dam age or ru in  

their ow n faith .

T he norm s a lready g iven in th is sec tion serve to exp la in , the  

encyclica l te lls us, w hy the C hurch , in  its C anon  L aw , in sis ts upon  

the ph ilo soph ical train ing of its cand ida tes fo r the priesthood “ a d  

A n g e l ic i D o c to r i s r a t io n e m , d o c tr in a m  e t p r in c ip ia .” T he H oly  

F ather te lls us tha t the m ethod and the r a t io  of S t. T hom as are  

ou tstand ing ly good fo r the train ing  of beginners in ph ilo sophy  and  

fo r the investiga tion of advanced questions, tha t h is doctrine is  

consonan t w ith  d iv ine revela tion , m ost usefu l fo r the defense of the  

faith , and for the effec tive and secu re assim ila tion of the fru its of 

genu ine in te llec tua l prog ress.

T he H oly F ather com plain s tha t certa in teachers w ith in the  

C hurch  affec t to desp ise th is traditiona l and recogn ized ph ilo sophy  

on  the pre tense tha t it is ou tm oded  in fo rm  and ra tiona lis tic in its  

process of though t. T hese m en err in  ho ld ing  that our ph ilo so phy  

is im perfec t because it teaches that an abso lu te ly true m etaphysic  

can ex ist. T hey ho ld , on the contrary , tha t rea lity , espec ially  

tran scenden t reality , can best be exp ressed by d ispara te doctrines, 

teach ings w hich are supposed to com ple te one ano ther, even w hile  

they are to a certa in ex ten t m utually oppo sed . T hese sam e ind i

v iduals , in sho rt, are charged w ith passing over the system atic  

ph ilosophy  of the C atho lic schoo ls as som eth ing fitted on ly to in 

troduce m en to the study of scho lastic theo logy , or as som eth ing  

tha t appealed to the m inds of m ediaeval m en and w hich has no  

m essage or m ean ing  fo r the m en  of our ow n  tim e.

T hey tu rn aw ay from  the perenn ial ph ilo sophy as som eth ing  

concerned on ly w ith unchang ing  essences, and c la im  tha t the con 

tem porary m ind necessarily looks tow ards the ex istences of ind i

v idual th ings, and tow ards an ever-chang ing life process. A nd , 

w hile they desp ise th is ph ilo sophy , they  pra ise every o ther k ind  to  

the sky , in such a w ay as to suggest tha t any so rt of ph ilo sophy  

or op in ion , w ith som e add itions or perhaps co rrec tions, can be  

reconciled w ith  C atho lic dogm a. T he encyclical offers us as a  norm  

fo r co rrect teach ing on th is po in t the declaration that som e ph i

lo soph ies, particu larly those of im m anen tism , idea lism , h isto rica l



T H E  L E S S O N  O F T H E  H U M A N I  G E N E R IS 375
3 7 4 T H E  A M E R I C A N  E C C L E S IA S T IC A L R E V IE W

or d ia lec tica l m aterialism , or a the istic or scep tica l existen tialism , 

are incom patib le w ith C atho lic dogm a.

T he encyclica l then takes cogn izance tha t these teachers som e

tim es oppose the C hurch ’s perenn ia l ph ilo soph y on yet ano ther 

ground , repud iating  it as som eth ing  tha t trea ts on ly of the in tellect 

in exp lain ing the process of cogn ition , neglecting the func tion of 

the w ill and of the affec tions. It denounces th is a ttitude as fa lse  

because the C hristian ph ilo sop lry  has never den ied the u tility and  

the efficacy of g o o d  d is p o s i t io n s  o f  th e  en tire m ind fo r the know l

edge and  the accep tance  of re lig ious and  m oral tru th s. A s a m atter 

of fact it has actually in sis ted that the lack of such d ispositions  

exp lain s how  an in te llect affected by ill w ill and by passions can  

be darkened so that it does no t grasp tru th properly . T h e  H o ly  

F ather rem inds us of S t. T hom as ’ teach ing to the effec t tha t the  

in te llec t can be a ided in its understand ing  of h igher th ings belong

ing to e ither the natu ral or the supernatu ra l order by a k ind of 

affec tive  connatu ra lity  fo r these  rea lities, w hether th is connatu ra lity  

b e som eth ing on the level of natu re or a g ift perta in ing to the  

order of d iv ine grace .

T he H u m a n i  g e n e r is rem inds us, how ever, tha t it is one th ing  

to acknow ledge tha t the d isposition of the affections of the w ill 

has the  pow er to  a id  the reason  to  acqu ire a m ore certain  and  firm  

cogn ition  of m oral tru th , and  it is qu ite ano ther th ing to  a ttribu te, 

as these innovato rs  do , a  so rt of in tu itive pow er to  the appetitive  or 

affec tive facu lties them selves, or to  say tha t w hen the in tellec t has 

show n  itse lf incapable  of decid ing w hat is true in  any  g iven  case, it 

tu rns to  the w ill w hich m akes a free cho ice in such a m anner that 

cogn ition and the act of the w ill are m ixed up together in th is 

operation .

T he H oly  F ather sta tes tha t the fa lse op in ions he has lis ted  and  

d iscussed endanger tw o sc iences w hich by the ir very natu re are  

in tim ately connected w ith the doctrine of fa ith . T he m en w ho  

propound these op in ions describe theod icy and e th ics as in tended , 

no t to  prove  anyth ing  certain  abou t G od  or abou t any  tran scenden t 

rea lity , bu t on ly to show  that w hat fa ith teaches abou t the per

sonal G od and about H is com m andm en ts is in harm ony w ith the  

necessities of life, and tha t th is doctrine m ust be accep ted if m en  

are go ing  to escape despair and a tta in e terna l sa lva tion .

T he H oly F ather condem ns these op in ions as obv iously con tra

d ic ting  the  sta tem en ts of L eo  X III and  P ius X  and  as incom patib le  

w ith the teach ing of the V atican C ouncil. H e sta tes tha t th is con 

dem nation w ould no t have been necessary if m en had paid proper  

a tten tion  to  the C hurch ’s m a g is te r iu m , w hich is com m issioned and  

ob liga ted to w atch over ph ilo soph ica l teach ings a t the sam e tim e  

tha t it is em pow ered to guard the deposit of d iv ine revela tion .

ERRORS IN THE FIELD OF POSITIVE SCIENCE

T his portion  of the encyclica l opens w ith a statem en t of general 

norm s. N oting tha t m any persons in sis t that the C hurch shou ld  

take serious cogn izance of the teach ings of the positive sc iences, 

w here these doctrines com e in to con tac t w ith the tru th s of the  

fa ith , the H oly F ather designates th is in sis tence as som eth ing  

laudab le w here it has re ference to facts ac tua lly dem onstra ted by  

these positive d isc ip lines. H e rem inds us, how ever, tha t m ere hy 

po theses set fo rth in these sc iences m ust be hand led w ith great  

cau tion  w hen they touch upon  doctrine con ta ined in the sou rces of  

d iv ine revela tion . H ypotheses that are oppo sed d irectly or even  

ind irec tly to revealed tru th m ust no t be accep ted in any w ay .

T he H u m a n i g e n e r i s then deals w ith ind iv idual hypo theses se t 

fo rth in  the nam e of th ree positive sc iences, b io logy , an th ropo logy , 

and h isto ry . T he firs t of these hypo theses, pu t fo rw ard in the  

nam e of b io logy  and  an th ropo logy , is the evo lu tion istic exp lana tion  

of the orig in of the hum an body as som eth ing w hich w as  

fo rm ed orig inally from  ex isten t and liv ing m atter. T he C hurch ’s  

m a g is te r iu m  a llow s d iscussion and investigation abou t the tru th  

of th is theory  in the presen t statu s of theo logy  and of the positive  

d isc ip lines by m en com peten t in e ither fie ld , bu t a llow s it under  

certain  conditions. T he firs t cond ition  is tha t serious considera tion  

shou ld  be  g iven  to  reasons on  bo th  sides, those tha t m ilita te again st 

the hypo thesis as w ell as those tha t favor it. T he second is tha t 

m en on bo th sides m ust be prepared to obey the C hurch ’s judg 

m ent w hen it is issued . T he H oly F ather com pla in s tha t the free

dom  of d iscussion a llow ed by the C hurch on th is po in t has been  

defin ite ly abused by m en w ho conduct them selves as if the orig in  

of the hum an body  from  ex isten t and liv ing  m atter has been estab 

lished  and  dem onstrated  as certain  from  ev idence now  a t hand and  

from  reason ings a lready m ade from  that ev idence. T hese ind i

v iduals like-w ise abuse the freedom  the C hurch has acco rded them  

w hen  they  ac t as if there w ere no th ing  in  the conten t of the  sou rces
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of revela tion  tha t m akes great cau tion on  the sub ject m atter of th is 

hypo thesis im perative.

A t the sam e tim e, the encyclica l assu res us tha t the orig in  of the  

hum an sou l is defin itely no t open to question . T he C atho lic faith  

ob liga tes us to ho ld tha t sou ls are im m ed iate !} ' crea ted by G od .

A nother hypo thesis , that of po lygen ism , is pu t fo rw ard in the 

nam e of an th ropo logy . T he H oly F ather te lls us tha t th is m ust be 

re jected ou trigh t. T he fa ith fu l canno t accep t the doctrine tha t 

here on earth afte r A dam  there lived true m en w ho d id no t 

derive the ir orig in from  h im  as the firs t paren t of a ll m en by the  

process of natu ra l generation . T hey  are likew ise fo rb idden to ho ld  

tha t the nam e “A dam ” stands fo r a group of firs t paren ts . T here 

is abso lu tely no ev idence tha t e ither of these hypo theses cou ld be 

reconciled w ith w hat the sou rces of revela tion con ta in and the 

C hurch ’s m a g is te r iu m  teaches abou t orig ina l sin . T he encyclica l 

rem inds us tha t orig inal sin is som eth ing tha t proceeds from  an  

offense again st G od actua lly  com m itted by  A dam  as an ind iv idual 

person , and tha t it affec ts each ind iv idual as som eth ing w hich has  

com e to h im  th rough the process of generation .

T he last tw o  doctrina l parag raphs of the encyclica l deal w ith an  

erroneous tendency tha t m asks itself under the gu ise of h isto ry . 

T he H oly  F ather asserts that som e m en have in te rp re ted the h is

to rica l books of the O ld T estam en t in en tire ly too free a m anner, 

and tha t they have w rong ly appealed to a recen t le tte r from  the  

P on tifica l B ib lical C om m ission  to the A rchb ishop of P aris in sup 

port of the ir position . T his le tte r, signed by the la te F r. V osté  

and  add ressed to  C ard ina l S uhard , spoke of the firs t e leven chap

te rs of the B ook of G enesis . T he encyclica l rem inds us of its in 

sis tence tha t, desp ite the fact tha t these chap ters do no t m anifest 

the  qualities of h isto rica l com position  to  be  found  in  the  w orks  of  the  

ou tstand ing G reek  and L atin h isto rian s or those m anifest in  com 

peten t h isto rica l w ritings of our ow n tim e, they m ust be c lassified  

in som e true sense as h isto rica l. T he le tte r a lso rem inded the  

exegetes of the ir du ty  to  investiga te and to determ ine in ju st w hat 

w ay these chap ters can righ tfu lly lay c laim  to th is designation .

E xp lain ing  and em ploy ing the te rm s used in the le tte r to  C ard i

nal S uhard , the H oly F ather brings ou t the fac t that these e leven  

chap ters accom plish a tw ofo ld w ork , using sim p le and figu ra tive  

language, adap ted to the m entality of a com para tive ly uncu ltu red  

peop le. T hey  se t fo rth  the princ ipa l tru th s of the order of sa lva tion  
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and they a lso g ive a popu lar descrip tion of the orig in of bo th the  

hum an race and of the chosen peop le .

T he P lu m a n t  g e n e r is  adm its the possib ility  tha t in sp ired  w riters  

of the O ld T estam ent drew som e of the ir m ateria l from non 

in sp ired  popu lar narra tives. A t the sam e tim e it w arns its readers  

no t to fo rge t tha t, in ac ting thus, these m en w ere a ided by the  

process of d iv ine in sp iration , w hich preserved  them  from  erro r in  

their task of se lecting and evalua ting these docum en ts .

F inally , the encyclica l assu res us tha t m aterial taken  from  popu 

la r narratives and inco rpo ra i  ed in to the in sp ired w ritings is defi

n itely  no t to  be pu t on the sam e leve l as m yths. T he very  charac ter 

of the sacred books of the O ld T estam en t m akes it c lear that the  

in sp ired w rite rs u tte rly b tirpasb the pro fane au tho rs of ancien t 

tim es.

THE SITUATION AX!) ITS EXIGENCIES

In the brief pasto ral portion of the encyclica l, the H oly F ather  

describes the reaction of the C atho lic academ ic  w orld  to  the erro rs  

he has trea ted in the dogm atic part of th is docum en t. H e then  

issues certa in defin ite com m ands and adm on itions, dem anded by  

the actua l situa tion , to B ishops, to superio rs , and to teachers .

F irst w e are assu red tha t these erro rs w ere being taugh t e ither  

in an open or a covert m anner w hen the encyclica l w as w ritten . 

T hen w e are to ld tha t the great num ber of C atho lic teachers in  

various in stitu tions of h igher learn ing have no t fa llen in to these  

fa lse op in ions. T he H oly F ather rea lizes that these teach ings have  

the  pow er to  a ttrac t peop le w ho  are no t cau tious. H e has preferred  

to  pu t a stop to  them  a t the ou tset, ra ther than to  be com pelled to  

adm in iste r m edic ine fo r a d isease tha t had a lready becom e deep - 

seated .

S o it is that to  pu t a stop to these erro rs , the H oly F ather has  

com m anded B ishops and superio rs of re lig ious com m un ities to  

take the m ost d iligen t care to preven t s u c h op in ions from  being  

advanced in schoo ls , in conferences, or in w ritings of any k ind . 

T hey are likew ise ordered to  s e e to  it tha t these erro rs are no t 

taugh t in  a n y  w a y  to  th e  c le r g y  o r  th e  faith fu l. T his precep t b inds  

them  m ost seriously  in consc ience.

T eachers in ecc lesiastica l in stitu tions are w arned that they can 

no t w ith safe conscience exerc ise the office of teach ing en tru sted  

to them un less they re lig iously accep t and stric tly observe the
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norm s the H oly F ather has g iven . T hey are to ld tha t they are 

ob liga ted to show  due reverence and obed ience to the C hurch ’s 

m a g is te r iu m  them selves and  to  in still these  a ttitudes in to  the ir ow n  

pup ils .

C atho lic teachers are a lso urged to w ork tow ards the prog ress 

of the sc iences they teach . A t the sam e tim e, how ever, they are 

ordered to do  th is w ithou t v io la ting  the ru les the H oly  F ather has 

la id dow n in th is encyclical fo r the purpose of guard ing the tru th  

of the fa ith and of C atho lic doctrine . T hey are to investigate the  

questions tha t have arisen as a resu lt of the la test sc ien tific ad

vances, bu t they are to conduct their investigation pruden tly and  

cau tiously . F ina lly , they are to avo id a ll fa lse “ iren icism ” and re

m em ber that those ou tside the C hurch can be brough t back in to  

it properly and successfu lly on ly w hen the en tire tru th ex isting  

w ith in the C hurch is delivered honestly to everyone, in a ll its 

purity  and in teg rity .

S uch  are  the teach ings of the  H u m a n i  g e n e r i s . T he  H oly  F ather 

has w arned us of ex isten t erro rs, w hich have endangered the  

existence and the in teg rity of the C atholic fa ith am ong the m en  

of our ow n tim e. T hese erro rs have been taugh t m ore fo rcefu lly  

in non-pub lished  m ateria l, bu t they  have been propounded  a lso in  

book s and articles im portan t and pow erfu l enough to m ake them  

dangerous fo r the  ch ild ren  of the C hurch . T he encyclica l that con

dem ns these fa lse op in ions is add ressed , no t to  the  h ierarchy  of any  

one coun try , bu t to a ll the b ishops of the w orld . It w as so ad 

dressed  on ly because the H oly  F ather realized tha t the erro rs and  

tendencies he w as called upon to denounce th rea tened the fa ith  

everyw here.

H ence there  can  be  no  excuse w hatsoever fo r the tac tic  of brush 

ing aside the lesson of th is encyclica l w ith the statem en t tha t it 

re fers to  con troversies tha t have  aroused  no  in terest and exercised  

no  in fluence in  th is  part of the w orld . S uch  an  assertion  abou t the  

H u m a n i g e n e r i s , m ade in our ow n coun try , w ould be m anifestly  

false. It w ould , fu rtherm ore, on ly serve to in fluence the peop le  

fo r w hom  th is encyclica l w as w ritten  to tu rn their a tten tion  from  

w hat is , and w hat m ust be considered as, 

trem endously im portan t in strum en t fo r the  

in teg rity  of the faith in our tim es.

Jo s e p h  
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A nsw ers to Q uestions

M A Y  A  H IG H  M A SS B E C O N S ID E R E D  

A  P R IV A T E  M A S S ?

Q u e s t io n : O n the V ig il of P en tecost, a priest w ho had been  

sing ing  a P ligh M ass every m orn ing  in  a convent chapel sa id on ly  

a L ow  M ass as he had  no t tim e to  read  the  prophecies and litan ies. 

C ou ld  he no t have sung , as usual, a H igh  M ass, beg inn ing  w ith  the  

In tro it of the day and om itting  the proph ecies and litan ies  ?

A n s w e r : T he so lu tion of the d ifficu lty proposed above is to be  

found in the defin ition of a priva te M ass since the rub ric of the  

M issa l on the V ig il of P en tecost prov ides tha t in private M asses 

on that day the priests beg in  a t once w ith the In tro it om itting the  

pre lim inary prophecies and litan ies . A  private M ass on th is v ig il 

w ould  be one apart from  the b lessing  of the fon t in  a  parish  chu rch  

or one w hich is no t pub lic in  the sense of being a M ass w hich is  

no t conven tua l or cap itu la r. I n  c a s u , the M ass in the conven t 

chapel, un less it w ere techn ica lly a conven tua l M ass in a com 

m unity w here there w as o b l ig a t io  c h o r i , w ould be considered a  

private M ass even though it w ere celeb rated in  c a n tu . T he ex 

ternal so lem n ity of a H igh or S o lem n M ass w ould no t rem ove it 

from  the catego ry of priva te M asses any m ore than a paroch ia l 

ora  conven tua l M ass ceases to  be  a  pub lic one  if happens to  be cele

bra ted as a L ow  M ass.

W uest-M ullaney { M a t te r s L i tu r g ic a l , 640) does indeed c ite  

decree N o. 2731 of the C ongregation  of R ites to  suppo rt h is sta te 

m ent tha t a H igh M ass m ay no t be celeb rated on the V ig il of  

P en tecost w ithou t the  prophecies and litan ies. T he decree in  ques

tion , how ever, is a decision , dated A ugust 8 , 1835 , add ressed to  

a ca thed ra l chu rch in P iedm on t, and re fers to an annual founded  

M ass to  be ce leb rated w ith  the a ttendance of the cathedra l chapter 

and as a S o lem n M ass, and decides that th is M ass m ay no t be  

sung w ithou t the pre lim inary prophecies e tc . beg inn ing w ith the  

In tro it Q u u m  s a n c t i f i c a tu s as fo r private M asses. S uch a M ass, 

w e th ink , is qu ite d ifferen t q u o a d  s o le in n i ta te m  in t r in s e c a m  from  

the priva te M ass in the convent concern ing w hich the question  

w as ra ised .
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