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Cedicated to these Irish priests and
religious whose testimony and documentation

-made this 'Dossdien’ pessible,

SINCE THE COMPILATION OF THIS DOSSIER
WE HAVE LEARNED OF THE MARRIAGE WITH
VISPENSATION OF THE REV. JAMES MACKEY, 0.9.,
VoPh., -WHY HAD PREVICUSLY BEEN REDUCED 10
THE LAY STATE.

THE OFFICTATING PRIEST WAS THE REV.
GERARD WATSON, S.T.L., M.A., Ph.D., PRO-
FESSOR OF ANCIENT CLASSICS AT MAYNOOTH.

§ THE_HUNGRY SHEEP LOOK UP AND ARE NOT FED

"Fan the ndumph of euil all that iy
necessany s that good people do nothing, '
Thus Edmund Burke.

This dictum is surely pertinent to the
Irish Hierarchy's responsibility for the
Pontifical University, St. Patrick's College,
Maynooth - and indeed for Ireland as a whale,
Despite the constant, repeated and pubticly
éxpressed views of many wuyuootn protessors who
. are openly at variance with Papal teaching and
- with Humanae Vitae especially,the Irish bishops

 have chosen to remain sitent. They have dore
+ 80 to the utter confusion and bewilderment of
both clergy and Taity. They must therefore
be held responsible before Almighty God for the
~doubts, if not loss of faith, suffered by. many
trusting and sincere Catholics,

CARDINAL  CONWAY

Cardinal Conway, as Chancellor of-the

Pontifical Universitys;- has & special obligatton
0 ensure that no unorthodox doctrine is taught

‘there. Regarded as weak by many clerics and lay

‘Peopte because he has chosen to ignore difficyl-

ties rather than face up to them, he has display-

ed a tendency to belittle the Maynooth problem,

" This is seen by many as moral cowardice rather

- than prudence.” Because of his failure to take

| effective action at an earlier stage, his posi-

"tior is now almost impossible.

POPE PAUL ON THE BISHOPS' DUTIES

- With a few noble exceptions, who seem pow-
erless, the other bishops myst share much of his
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guilt for neglecting this fundamental ocbligation
of their high and onerdus office. For as Pope
Paul has said: 'It 8 up to us bishops above
all, Zhe teachess and witnesses 0f the faith as”
we anre, Lo fake a stand with positive affimmation
0f Lhe word of God and the Leaching of the
Chureh which 45 derived from Lt. And where Lhar
45 not enough we must denounce, calmly and sin-
cerely, the emons cincubating sometimes Like an
epidemic.! (Address to Bishaps of “Italy, 7,
April, 1967.) '

In his Exhortation to the Bishops of the
World in L'0sseqvatore Romans, Eng.ed., I4 dan.,
1971, Pope Paul declared:

'We would Like, in a fratennal spinit, fo
mae Logether with you an examinalion of oun
fldelity Xo the commitment we bishops undertook
- 4n our message ¢ humaniiy at the beginning of
Zhe Council: "We shalf take pains 40 Lo present
Lo Zhe men of this age God's thuth in s Linteg-
My and puwiity, Lhat they may understand and

- gladly assent to..it " {20.106.62)

‘Many of the baithful ane troubled in ZLhein
§aith by an accumubation of ambiguities, uncent-
ainiies and doubts about its essentials. ., the
mnoaal regquirements concemding, fon insZance, the
Aindissolubilisty of marniage on nespect forn Lige...

"ALL of us,theredone, who Lhwough the Lay-
ing on of hands have received ZLhe respons Lbility
0f keeping pure and entine the faith entrusted
& 10 us, and the mission Cf proclaiming the Gospel

unceasingly, are called upon fo wiiness the
obedience we all give the Lond. 1t 4is an ingpi-
enable and sacred Ught of the pecple in oun
charge fo neceive the wond 04 God, the whote wond
0f God....1¢ is a_grave and wigent. duty - for us . ito
pwwoclaim Lt uliningly. .. In the necent past L& has
been nightly said: "Theology being the science of
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§alth can orly gind its nonms in the Church, ..
When theofogy nefects its postulates and unden-
sdlands its nomm in a different way it Loses ity
basis and its object." (Declaration of the
German Bishops, 27, Dec. 1969)...

NEED FOR COURAGE

"Dearly Beloved Brothers, Let us noft ke
reduced Lo silence fon fean of cniticism, which
46 always possible... Howeven necessary Lhe -
dunction of. theologians,it is.not fo. the Learned
that God has confided the duty of awthentically

| intenpreting the faith of the Chunch. .. 1t i

§or the bishops #o tell the people what God ashs
them Lo believe... -

"This demands much courage of each one o4
Us... IX 44, none the Less, Fhe question o4 a
personal and absolutely inalienable ResponsLbil -
Aty for us Lo meet the immediate daily needs of
the People of God. |

'This is not the time to ask owrselves, as
some would have us do, whether it is rheally
usequl, opponfune and necesdarny Lo speak; nathox
L& 48 the £ime fon us o take the means o make,
ourselves heard.... "Proclaim the mesdage,
and, webcome on wwelcome, insist on it, Redute
falsehood, correct error, call Lo obedience.®
{2 Tim. 4, 7).....

"Therefone, Deanly BeLoved Brothens, Lot
each of us examine himseld on the way in which

he cannies out this sacned duty....

"Even from youn oun ranks, as in the time
Of St. Paul, "there will be men coming forwand
With a travesty of the twuth on Zhein Lips to

| dnduce the disciptes 2o fottow thon TAese. oo,

5@.)".'

-



'Therefore the fegitimate authonily of the
Chunch is guilty of mo Anfousny ok o offence Lo
whoin 4t hak giver a canonical

p&udenee,aéﬂthe @e@éi%mate
Teaching Authonity does mor at all imply dis st
ak,4uépéc£an,_f.1ndézd4the_ﬁb£y See, Wﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂ@k‘Li

POPE ST PIUS x

3 P g
Pope St Pius X himself had stated? ALL
These preseriptions and tThose, 04 our Pk@d&a@&&o&é
are tapﬁé borne in ming whenever thene is quest-

 theugh weg as henots,

The New Anﬁ1~Maderﬁis
in 1968, shauld he t5 >
institutiong. Vatican BUthorities o' In such
bodies all the essentials op the o1y Y it em-
cluding Anti«MGdernism.

'T finmey embrace apg .
everything whiep, has oithen Ccaﬁzdzgﬁ and
Church's 500 omm delibergry,, o1 a4 Yied by the
clared by ity onds & -

: e S8 UMed apd o
: Maki magis s ;
doctrine 05véa{£h and mo&ggaofa&um couce&n&ng
SNt aw

. s e #
§rom Pledching, hegn;
office of Leaching, +

The Ordinary can, g

. -

" &r a &
deems it necessary, inflice tarnd

only to clerié
prohibition from teachi

n

hearing confessions is Obligs
be carrieq OUL by the opqs ar

hwbwwamwéjwuéwan{' y 12ta,
pp.302_3) L, VOT.V, ,

THE _STATE oF AFFAIRS 1y -

In Ireland these ob]igations a
more in the breach than 1p b

these prescriptions have been (8. Although
Fepeatedly Violated by prgresggv;1§}y and -




?aymen to the cenfusion and scandal of the
erdinary faithful, Tittle OF no action has been
taken. Only one priest, as far ag We know, has
been suspended., pr Good was punished by Dr
Lucey, Bishop of Cork angd Ross, but he is stil]
allowed to teach in Limerick, and this in spite
of the fact that commentator's on c.2317 say:
'The Legistation agfects nox only Chutch in-

$titutions of thevlogy and philosophy, oh merely

ecelesias tical subjects. .. .t Least in schooly
buaé; and supponted by the Chunch; i alsg
appﬁ&@é’to State on oivif SChocls in mattens
?@&{&Lﬂ&ﬂglfqvéac&e& or rebigious knowtedge on

~ Alas! the overwhelming majority of Irish
Bwshgps do not seem to have the moral courage " -
required to put these grave episcopal obligat-
TonS into force, : ’

IRELAND COMPARED WITH OTHER COUNTRIES

The Irish hierarchy might well take courage
from the example set then by bishops in other -
countries more conscious of theip obtigations.

THE  U.S.A,
(I} CARDINAL 0'BOYLE

. Inwhat led to 8 cause coddhs i
Eminence Cardinal 0'Boyle of Washiﬁétggs D.C
took severe action against priests who éfsgeﬁéed
from Humanae Vitae, suspending a large numper of
5?em. He was backed in his stand by Pope Paul
ts Who wrote Praising his stand and asking
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dissenting priests ta reconsider their position,
- He was later backed by the findings of a Reman

commission which asked offending priests who
wished to be re-instated tg approach the

Cardinal individually and make their submission,
Significantly encugh, however, by this time

many of them had already left to be married.

It was stated in Rome that, contrary to complaints
to the contrary, dye process had been observed by
the Cardinal at every stage. (L'0ssenvatone

Romano, 20:5:71. cf. Media Recediven 30:4:71, p.I5)
' {2) BISHOP MCNULTY OF BUFFALO

The late Bishop McNulty- removed seven major
seminary professors who disagreed with Humanae
Vitae.. In doing so he stated: "The: Laws of

| the Chuwrch impose on the bishop of a diccese the

responsibility to profect the inlegnity of the
Lteachings of the Chunch., Catholio doctrine,
wilhoul distortion, is to be Laught in ourn semin-
anies, colleges, schools. ... The seminary is o
particelarly sensitive place of education in the

doctrine of the Chunch. In the seminary we 4onm

priests fon tomenrnow. The priest progesson, by
his Lectunes in the classrooms and by his personal

2 allitude exerts a deep and enduring influence
~upon the seminanian. Fidelity Lo the Vicar of

Christ s a neguisite o1 a seminary.’ (Magnificat,
Sept.5, 1968)

(3} BISHOP MARLING OF JEFFERSON CITY,

Complete conformity with Humanae Vifae
was demanded by Bishop Marling, who stated: To
conlnadiet it witl draw from us an immediate ne-

f; Quest Lo desist §rom the Leaching noke. Choice
o musl be made between the Holy Father as Supreme
 Teacher in the Church and those who claim Lo

know betten.' (N.C. News, 3:9:68)
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(4) BISHIP FLETCHER OF LITTLE ROCK

Bishon Fletcher suspended Father Jammes Drame
and_remoued him from his position as o profeseo
im 5t. Jolm's Sewimary becase "he showpd @ dis-
negond fon Bhe Chunelh® g teachings by stating that
reeple showld §ollow thein conscivmee on the
meilen of binth contwp,® (. c. News, 5:7:67)

(5) ARCHBISHOP TODLEN oF HOBILE

Archbishop Tonlen was RS EONS
cﬂa§ﬁmg_@f‘a thealegical f@rmmFSM@ e oL ke
Springfield College, the Jesuit house gf studies
in Nobile. MHe demm o aSsuUrance Fegm a7
f@cmﬂ@y wewbers that they upheld Pope payl's
@@@cﬁnmgfum Hummnae Vitep, *y teally dy @@t feel

(6) CARDINAL CARBERRY OF ST roujs

Fr Ediwin Falteisek S.d. Chairman
Department of Moral and Pastoral Fhem¥m§§ §€E§t'
Louis University's Schogl of Divimity was
deopped as 2 Tecturer from a " nie

@ statement dissenti from fowmnae
Bews, 1:10:68). " o

(7) ARCHBISHOP BOLARD OF REWARK

Archbishop Boland vetoed the i )
Leo Farley as a speaker for g sewfzgeégetﬁsggr
chtwres, Fr Fgriey had denied that he had
Sigred the Washington anti-encyclical statement
although his mame was on the Tist, but he up-
held a version of the weeting published by the

anti-Cardinal 0"Boyle .
14:10:68) Boy theologians. (K.c. Newds,
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(8} BISHOP BERNARDIN (GENERAL SECRETARY OF

These two prelates cancelled a Radio Cath-
olic Hour series on 'Is there a New Monality?’
because they felt it would further confuse the
'Cunnent controversial publicity surrnounding
the publication cf the encyclical on Human
Lige', [N.C. News, 9:9:68]

AUSTRALIA
ARCHBISHOP KNOX OF MELBOURNE

Archbishop Knox withdrew the fa-ulties. of
Fr. Crotty, €.P. professor of moral theology
at the Passionist Holy Cross Seminary, because
he publicly opposed the Pape's teaching in

- Humanze Vitae. He also suspended Fr Peter

Phelan for a similar reason. (N.C. News, 2C:8:68
and 16:9:68)

CHILE

ARCHBISHOP SANTOS HERNANDEZ OF TEGUCIGALPA

Archbishop Santos Hernandez asked for the
removal of three American priests because they
had made it known 'that they could not accept
The teaching on binth control'. (N.C. News,
3:3:69)

GREAT BRITAIN

Many individual priests were suspended for
Opposition to the encyctical although it must
be admitted that the bishops were far from uni-

~ form in their actions.
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Father Benedict Sketchley, Headmaster of
St Michael's Catholic SchooT,,Stevenage, Herts,
had to resign because he signed a letter which
expressed dissent from some aspects of Humanage
Vitae. (Tnish Independent, 16/12/68).

(I} BISHOP ELLIS OF NOTTINGHAM

This couragecus bishop was bitterly and
unjustly attacked for suspending five priests who
dissented from the Church's teaching on birth
control. 'The bishon', it was stated, 'had no
Cption but to apply a sanction that <5 mandatony
unden the Chunch's Legal system.' (N.C, News ,
3/9/68) _

(2) BEDA COLLEGE

Father Michael Winter was dismissed from hs
position as professor of theolbogy at the Beda
College, Rome, for a similar reason. (N.C. News,
4/9/68) :

(3} CARDINAL HEENAN OF WESTMINSTER

In a Radio talk in October 1968, Cardinal
Heenan stated: 'These men ahe being asked whethen
0N not 4in conscience they can folfow the Leaching
of the Pope, and .if they feel Zhey cannot it is
or them o nesign. This was forn the pretection
0§ the faithful and the clergy. ' IN.C. News,
29/10/68)

(4) THE ENGLISH HIERARCHY

The bishops of England and Wales firmly
told dissident priests that they must accept
Pope Paul's ruling on marriage or leave the
priesthood. This ultimatum was decided on at

the mid-October meeting and released on 24th Oct-"

ober, by Cardinal Heenan in a Tetter to the
Westminster clergy dated October 24, 19s8.
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"It 46 evident that no priest in the
exencise of his ministny may repudiate the
dolemn teaching of the supreme authority of
the Church which gives him his mandate. The
open refusal of a group of priests 1o accept
the Pope's gud e has caused dismay to many
¢ mxwtmc&aw@%ab&%gnaﬂuéamme
0f Zhe pastonal problems, give Loyal chedience
Lo the Holy Father. The opposilion of these
priests to the Pope's Leaching has bewildened
and saddened the Loyal members of Lhe Laity. ..
Priests are nequined in preaching, teaching,
in the press, on rhadio, Lelevision ox public
platforms, Lo nefrain from opposing the feach-
£ng of the Pope in all mattens of faith and
moaads. 14 a priest is undlling Lo give this
widentaking the bishop wile decide whether he -
car be allowed withouwt scendaf fo continue Zo
act £in Zhe wame of the Church. Althoughk he
need noit be neguined to cease saying Mass, a
prtest may not nonmedli hofd faculties Lo hean

o eonfessions, without underiaking o dectare

faithfully the objective Leaching of Humanae
Vitae in the confessional and when acving
spixitual guidance. A pnicst who ix il ling
Lo accepl these conditions will be modlntained

by the déivcese until he has been able £o secune

. bdudllable employment. This is, 0f course, in

keeping with cumnent cavoniecal practice, '
(N.C. News, 25/10/68)

MAYNQOTH
Im the light of all these facts let us
see what has happened in Ireland, particulariy
in Maynoeth. L

The Bishops failure to deal with uriortho~

;ﬁV-doky in the Pontifical University of Maynooth

s nothing short of a natienal scandal, The

Situation became so serfous that a year or so

‘#ge 2 group of senior professors found themselves

R
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bound in comscismce to draw wp 2 document prot-
esting 1o the Hierarchy about the state of

affairs within the University. Topies were sent

to every bishep in the coumtry. -

PROFESSOR  DENIS O CALLAGHAN

There are many professors im the College
who have repeatedly dissented from Hummmne Vifae
in the public media. Or Denis 0'Callaghan had
in fact to be pudlicly rebuked by Dr NMoQuaid -
the then Archbishop of Dublin, in which discese
Maynocth is situsted, in a special pastoral
letter read in al1 the Churches. That Same
professor is, mevertheless, on the episcopal
Theological Commission which drew up the recent
Pastoral Letter, "Change im the Chureh', which
is considered by some top be anasmic, vagwe and

111-defined. He has also been appointed by the .
Hierarchy as Secretary of the Catholic Marriage

Advisory Council. Not surprisingly he is-
reportec to hawe gugted this as proof that he
enjoys the confidence of the Eishops. _ -

DR ENDA  MODONAGH

Another Maynooth professor, Dr Enda ~
Michonagh, was prohibited from speaking in Corpus
Christi by Cardinal Heenan because of the
‘umorthedoxy of his wiews’.

in The Tabéet of Janvary 8, 1972, in an
article, "Cuisds at Compus Chriati', Ffollowing
Cardinal Heenan's acceptance of the resignation
of the staff of Torpus Christs Lollege, it was
stated that Cardinal Heenan had declared f That
n0 public opponent ¢f Humanae Vitae tould semain
on ihe sfagf on be a Lecturen. .. . The Cardinal
further npguested that {ive wellknown penson-
alities whoe had adready been engaged fo €ectusie
duning the 1971-72 academin yean should be
nemeved fhom the £43%, sinpe They seprosented
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- & Lype of theology which he considered dangerous.
| The names 04 three of the five have been pub-

| Lished. These are Father Enda MeDonagh,

- professon of monal theology and dean of the

- facully al Maynooth, D John Marshall and
 Father Ghegory Baum from Toronto.'

. But it seems that anything i$ good encugh
. for Maynooth.

% A _RECENT MAYNOOTH DEGREE

‘ Recently a priest was awarded a post-
graduate degree in Maynooth aTthough some
professors felt that his paper was at variance

with Humanae Vitae on some points. It was

herd to blame him as some of his professors

| shared his views. It ¥s more difficult to
-excuse Cardinal Conway who, as Chancellor of

the Pontifical University, conferred the degree,

although he was aware of the professors' object-

ions and had seen both the gquestion and answer

papers.

PROFILE OF

»
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THE FACULTY OF ST
LEGE, MAYROOTH T

) OR_ENDA MCDONAGH, Dean of Post-Graduate Studies
and sometime Frofessor of Moral Theology.

. Despite his public acts and wtterances Dr
 McDonagh was appointed Director of Post-Graduate
Research at the October, 1970, meeting of the

| Irish Bishaps.

DR MCDONAGH AND THE AMSTERDAM

MEETING

Many priests and not a few bisheps have
been seriously concerned about Dr McDonagh's
_attitudes for some time. But until the notoricus
_Amsterdam meeting of September 18-19, 1968, jus-
tice demanded that an open mind should be pre-
~served in this regard. His name was listed
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by the Tablet of September 28, 1968 among the
theologiang attending the meeting, Cardinal
Conway 1is reported to have stated that'McDonagh
denied signing any paper. But doesanyone sign

a 'consensus! paper? He was certainly publicly

in some very dubious theological company, and if

h?s presence did not give consent, his subsequent

ST}ence would surely appear to do sg. For though

dam document, to the best of our knowledge he has

Humanae Vitae, Tf McDonagh did not agree with
it, he could have quite easily said sg, '

The statement saw no difference between .
rhythm ard other forms-of contraception. Accord-
ing to the “€port in the Tablet of September 28,
1968, it stated: : ‘

"Without Wishing in any way Lo quesiion the
prineiple of autho&étg,'we are forced fo fahe'

human dignity, and With the ‘ole of all the
5géfh5u£ in the people 0f God which is the
Church.’ : S : E

MCDONAGH AND CHARLES DAVIS

There were some straws in the wind in
Father McDonagh ‘s review of 'A Question 0f
Consedence' by Charles Davis. He praised not
only its 'fone and annen of expression’ but
also the "eensequence af the thinking',
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People are sick and tired of hearing
people like McDonagh sing the praises of
defaulters, Indeed, delinquency in ecclesias~
tical tife seems at the moment to be the
quickest way to success. It is one thing to
be privately charitable and merciful to someane
in the position of a Charles Davis; it is guite
another matter to misiead the ordinary faitfhy]
by praising the €onsequence of hisg thinking.

According to McDonagh, the Church for
Davis had become a ‘zone of untruth?, ‘So fan
grom being a community of Love it was an Uit~
happy, fear-racked, Power-conselous organization.
Yet McDonagh had the temerity to describe Davis's
assessment as ‘honess, comprehensive and credible’,

According to McDonagh, ‘He [Pavis] recognizes
Béshops and Pope Paus a4 Ln the main good ayd
honest men., 1t i4 the eonrupt Syslem in which
they are caught zo which one objects, !

Gne could hardly be blamed for inferring,
perhaps erroneously, that McDonagh is at one with
him in this. He thinks that Davis macde a mistske
in teaving the Church because he could rot admit
the 'Unéversal and Lmmediate funisdiotion o4 the

th 04 the Papacy as worp as a quite different
dlyle of its exercise.’ Shades of Hans Kung and

flow prophetic were the words of Pope St.
Pius X concerning these turbulent days. In his
encyctical, Pascendi Dominicé Gregis he wrote:

ferii thene is ne swren sign that a man
{8 on the way Lo Modernism than when he begins
Lo show his distibe 401 this system. .. Modern-

1848 tny in tvery way to diminish and weaken the

uthority of the ecclesiastioal magLstenium
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Ltsels by sacrneliglously falsdifying its onigin,
character and nights, and by freely hepealing ithe

calumies of its adversaries.... When one o4 Lhein

numben galls unden the condemnation 0§ the Church
the res of them, %o the honron o4 good Cathed-~
4ch, gathern round him, heap public praise upon
him zng venerate him almost as a marlynr %o

McDonagh's vision of a 'different under-
dtanding of the Papacy' and a "difgerent style
of <18 exeredise' is strangely reminiscent of a
view put forward in the follewing IDOC account
of the Boston College symposium on 'The Undex-
ground Church': 'The Pope is called fhe Visible
flead of the Chunch and 4is defined as the Supheme
nepositony  of akl authority. In their iy men
e regecteng Linds extneme model o4 authonity,
wh&ch{ n any euent, seems o be based more on
the divine night of Kings than the example of
Chiist and Petor. They are not opposed 1o Legd-
Uship itself but to a style of Leadership and
aat@angty which seems at once phetentious,
omnidecent, vacillating and removed from cun times.
These atéitudes contribute to a risding alienation
gnom Papal authorily, which ginds some soface in.
Zhe easy informality of Zhe Underground Chunch. ..

‘There will have to be drastic c es 4n
the Sthuctunes of the Church and in tgﬁngit{zude&'
of the hierarchy...A Pope is needed who woutd
ammediately declare himseld un-Pope, a visible
head of the Church who would declate himsefd
wnvesible.  The Church must cease o be Papo-
centhie, and must have as itfs head a Leaden
nather than a monanch, -a Pope who guides rather
than nules. He should probably be a younger man
and his term of office should be Limited 2o five
on fen yeans.' (Donal P, Warwick, 'The Underground
gggggh% IDOC, No.68-30, July 28, I1967. Emphasis

L3
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Is this by any chance McDonagh's 'new
vision of the Papacy'? Is this what is implied
in his review of 'A Case of Conscience', in

~which he sympathises with Davis who rejects the

universal jurisdiction of the Pope over the
whote Church? Davis wrote: 'T wanted £o be
gree from a sysilem which was oppressing and
Lomwmenting me.’ Even though Davis, it is said,
had been friendly with the woman he was to
marry for four years, McDonagh fails to see that
it wight, conceivably, if uncer<eiously, have
blinded Davis's doctrinal vision. For he seems
more inclined to blame those who remained loyal
rather than the renegade who rejected Christ and

His Church.

This is apparent from his extraordinary
conclusion: 'That a man as honest, inteldigent
and commitied as this bock and his previcus

L wonrk show Davis to be should neact %o ithe Chunch

An Zhis way calls farn nepeated self~searching
grorr Al 34 us.' (Hibermda, Dubling, Dec. 1967,
p.10.} ‘

Does it not rather call for self-searching

 on the part of Davis and McDonagh?

MCDONAGH AND CELIBACY

On Sunday, February 22, 1970, & large
section of the Irish Radio programme 'This Week'
was devoted to the celibacy issue. Joe Foyle,
editor of Guide Bulletin, made a transcript of
the discussion. He wrote:

‘When the. Pope <5 doing his best te close
of4 the discusstion of priestly celibacy, is L%
propen that the man neferred Lo as "probably
Ineland's most disidnguished theologian” should
regard the {ssue as §42 for nation-wide diseuss~

don and even speculate that there will be a

change eventually?' :
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Dr McDonagh claimed that "Zhe Pope had Legt
the doon reopyt and had given 'no Officin? answen
Lo Lthe Dutch bis opé yeL'. In fact, as Foyle

points out, the February 2 Tetter from the Pope

to the Cardinal Secretary of State fexplicitly

- referred Lo ithe communique grom the, @uichs,,;ﬂhg'

Papat Letter went zo greal pains fo neagﬁpnm

positions in the country, facilitate theme!
(Guide Euﬁﬁeian B.NO: March 26, IQTQ)

The interviewer declared: 'We tath 4 an
Inish theologian wig bays Ireland cam Lognn from
Zhe Duteh and f0recasts a mannicd clengy’, -
(Excerpt from transcript.)

MCDONAGH AND - VIETNAM

- Father Denig Corrigan wag sugpended hy
Bishop Young of Hobart, Austra?ia,lbecause of
his activities with a 'Peace-in-Vietnam' group.
We have seen the trouble caused by priests in
the U.S.A. on this issue. Yet in Iretand

nCe one could remember any Irish priests haTding
@emonstrat1ons of protest against the Russian
nvasion of CzechosTovakia,

~ An Inish Press ‘account of 3 1970 anti- -
Vietnam demonstration stated: ‘guer 5¢ people
Carhying tonches qmd placatds FUWLELRG agains it
u.s, wnlervention in Vietnam attended an
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Lnter-denominationas prager meeting outside the
American Embassy ["in Dublind Last wight. Regd-
<ngs from the Bible wone given by John Honrgan
and Enda McDonagh' .

‘Nusight' (a now defunct Dublin periodical)
had this to say of the matter in its May 1970
issue: 'Enda McDonagh has §inally been out of
favour with the bishops becayse 04 his pertici-
pation in an Anti-Uietnan prayer meeling outside
Zthe 4.8, Embassy... ALe the old-guand bishops
are in favour of .S, poliey in Vietnam due +4
their gean of atheistic Communism®,

What the views of the bishops are can
only-be a wild surmise on the part of the writer
but there can be no doubt that the Anti-Vietnam
movement is Ccmmunist-inspfred and Tiberally
larded with extreme Teft=wing socialists.

It is an understatement to say that many
good Catholics are shocked to see 3 Teading
professor of theology appointed by the Hierarchy
to the country's Nationat Seminary, a Pontific-
&l University, behaving in such a manner,

MCOONAGH, BISHOP ELLIS AND BROTHER MORAN

The '"Cathotic flerald' of June I, 1971,
published the following letter from Dr
McDonqgh:

With nefenence #o your slory of May 14,

- on the banning of Brothen Gabriop Moran in

Nottingham, T wish ¢4 poLnt out that when I
accepled an invitation #o speak there 1 wpy

- 10X awane of any such difficulty., As an ad-
. Mirner of Brothen Moran's work and « nespecton
 Of freedom in the Chunel T do no wish to end-
Onse any action 0f Lthis kind,'
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Brother Gabrie] Moran, a man of sgm
o > 4 e
natoriety in the American catechetical field,

him permission to do so. Mcp invi

“ : _ . onagh was invited
1n~§1s stead, which seems, to some people, a case
of "out of the §rying pan. ... ' ’

Te understand the background to the sitya-

tion it is neécessary to understang two things. (1)

Some priests of the diu;ese of Nottingham are

The A}O}Oﬁ_(rachaé ,Z)Oé ; . |
this of Brother Maran: dcer on Catechetics’ S8ys

"Condronsed wirh Lthe Cx
. g ¢do 0§ Pope Ppg
fﬁothe&'Moaan made his now natonég;a fgafzggétyr’
0 me Lt was @&&eﬁeuan;.‘ I don'zt huow L4 what

agthing 2o me, 1g is8 not i '
- Just that
6%@. T;zeg fust don’zﬁ éay ang,th&n&fkey ane.

Referring L0 Moran's 3
: ttack on pg ep !
Credo, Agg?gysh?gthygr of Portland, Ogeg0§UI )
A, : € above quoted nogers :
gsg4¢$e¢ad 0t by some ulolent ani£~§§;§2 e
angelical pos by a Pentecosztar enthusiast, nos
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by some Liberal Protestant o4 the Cox-Altizen-
Var Buren school of thought, but by a man whe
wields, perhaps, paremount ingluemce in the
§ield of catechetics in the centemporary Amen-
dcan Chureh, Brother Gabriel Moran.. ...

These extraondinany eomments nemain one of the
mosZ forthnight repudiations e the obligation
1o conform catechesis to the authentic teaching

- of the Chunch, ever enunciated.? [Dossier on

Catechetics’, p.I73.) .

But Tet not Brother Moran have any sieep-
less nights. He can rest peacefully in the
knowledge that Dr Enda McDonagh of the Ponti-
fical University of Maynooth is an admirer of
his work,

MCDONAGH ARD HUMANAE VITAE

Apart altogether from his comection with

the Amsterdam consensus paper there 13 other

evidence of his opposition to Humenae V.itae.
His attitude may have been predictable in view
of his previously expressed opinions which sim~
ply ignored Pope Paul‘s insistence that we still
had to abide by the teaching of Popes Pius XI
and XEL,

In 1965 the following question was asked

at & U.S. Press Panel: 'With what binding

force does the Church fonbid arligictal contra-
ception?’ Dr Framgis Connell, CSSR, of

Catholic University, Washington agreed with
Father Ford, S.J. of the same imstitute, and
Monsignor Kelly of the N.Y,. Family Life Bureau
that the Church's position was unchangeable.

But Dr McDonagh said he 'uwas nof centain that

a clear statement of the binding force intended
by the Church could be made’. He felt that
universal consent had been the basis for cert-
3in teaching and added: 'If is digficult Lo say
whether this statement expresses the "undversal
consensus”™ today. That consensus was developing
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very slowly in regand io sexuality. Theologians -
musl  necognise today ithe changes which are

afgecting this consensus.’ {N.C. News, 7:10:65) ,t

’Is.tﬁis:a form of situation ethics?

Moreover, as we have already .observed, at
the June, 1971, meeting of the Irish Bishops a
post-graduate degree. award was made to a priest
whose views, .in the opinion of some members of
the theological faculty, were at variance with
the official teaching of Humanae Vitae. And a
former professor of the college has stated that

- nearly all the young priests are being indoctrin- ..

ated with~these.false opinions.

Incidentally, it is unpardonable that men
such as Fathers McDonagh and 0'Callaghan should
be invited by The Trish Missiongry Union to give
lectures to returned missionaries. A1l the
missionary organizations are supported by ordin-
ary decent orthodox Catholics, they certainly
would not be prepared to continue subscribing to
the Union if they knew that its funds were being
used for purposes contrary to the authentic
teaching of the Church.. . . =

FR. MCDONAGH AND THE LEGAL.ISING OF CONTRACEPTION' :

?ﬁn.lrengd at present there are strong .
pressure groups working for the repeal of the
laws banning contraception and divorce, These
- are mostly humanist and Protestant. But despite
the opposition to this. movement expressed ina:.
joint statement of the Hierarchy, a minority
group of priests, including some Maynooth pro-
fessors, are publicly supporting these pressure .
groups. It is for example public knowledge that
they have made their views known to Medical
Associations. : :

It is hardly surprising,then, to find the
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Inish Medical Association, in a unanimous_decfs-
ion, calling for a repeal of the law bann1ng
contraception and demanding that contraceptives
be available to all. (Sunday Independent, 15,
October, 1972.) ﬂ

It s hard to btame the doctors, if, as
they sey, some theologians agpareat]y in good
standirg, are advising them in such a fashion.
But this would have been impossible but for the
Bishops' failure publicly to censure the theol-
ogians in question and to remove them from posts
of responsibility.

Adcressing the Inish Famify Rights Assocd-
alion, which quite openly -'aims at mak&gg zggaﬁ
the dmponting and selling of comtracepiives
Or Mcbonagn deciared:

'T have come Lo the conclusion that the
present Law should be changed o allow all Ln-
divdduals and oviéilics fo make fiein own dQC§b—
Lons an the means of contrnaception.' (Catholic
Media Kecelver, no.8, 1971-72, p.9.)

He has recently gained support ffom an
unexpected quarter - from Dr Birch, Bishop of
Ossory, whose statement along similar lines was
reported in the October 6, 972 issue of the
Inish Times.

Th@'fact remaing howeyewr, that bet?‘Dr
Birch and Fr. McDonagh are at variance with the
views of the Irish Bishops as published in the
joint statement of March, 1971 which declared:

'The bishons §ully share the disquiet, which
5 widespread among the people at the present ’
Lime, hegarding pressunes besng exented on public
opinLon on quesiions concerning the civil Law
on divorce, contraception and abo&t&on,.t,.e
These questions involue {ssues of grave <mport
for society as a whofe which go far beyond purely
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private MORGRLLY oh private neli A0 4
22 us belied,
izfzz Law on these matfens Ahauig rnespect ige
¢5 0of the people who electod the Legislatans

Dr McDonagh's public stat i
ement 1
ggégg]g;g?wto-eage the bishops' prob]gmga?g]y
in .
cate joeal gs with the government on this delqi-

FR. MCDONAGH AND

HIS GRACE, DR DERWMD RYAN, ARCHBISHOP OF DUBLIN

It was certainly diffy
cult for D
sggceed the outstanding Dr McQuaid whg ﬁgznsgo
widely respected by both priests and people. on

When Dr Ryan appear
' 2ared to approve of my
3529015‘(1n the canonical sense??) Yin : Téigﬁ
was1$¢ 1nterv1gw soon after his appéintmeﬁt 4th‘s
’ irst ascribed to inadvertent error in éh ’
eat of a public interview. )

But there coyld be no >
, such excy
g;esence of Dy 0 Ca??aghan, as a Tec§5r£gr tge
€ 1972 Dublin diocesan retreat. e

It is also a matter of
deep regret, in yi
g:e:hstohas already been said, that ghe éa;g g;ew
clonagh appeared on a Tist of lecturers

(I} Mixed schools. s i
: 1n the canonical
schqojs aétendeq by‘children of diff:§g§§’ e

struction together byt religious instruction

separately.  'Neutrap' s
ve! ) chools ar
no religious nstruction is imparieghqse ﬁhere

5
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for a course to be given to Dublin priests in
Hovember 1972.

One would have expected a higher standard
of loyalty to Pope Paul from the new Archbishop.

DR EdDA McDONAGH AND 'CHOICES IN SEX'

: {(The following section is a reproduction of
(8) a review of the 'Living Parish Pamphlet’
"Chodices in Sex' issued by Fathers L.E. Whatmore
and John-W. Flanagan, Chairman and Secretary
respectively of the Catholic Priests' Association,
and (b) an open letter by Fathers Whatmore and
Flanagan to the Cardinal, Archbishops and
Bishops of Ireland and also to Fr Enda McDonagh
and (¢} a further letter from the Chairman of
the Catholic Priests*® Association.

(a) CHOICES I SEX

' A Living Parish Pamphlet
A Bocktet for Young People
Edited by Lawrence Eright

Authors: Quentin & Irene de la Bedo&ere

T s S O QT R MR co0h AT A O XU O B PR W WA O 0 M G A A W ST SR M TS K R A N e e e e e e o W W O 0

Nihil Obstat - Jokn M.T. Barten (Censor)

Imprimatur - Victor Guazzelli, V.G.
Westminster, Aug. 24th, 1972

In a letter sent to the Archbishops and Bishops
of Ireland on 5th June, 1973, 'The Catholic
Priests ' Assoclation' complained that the above
menticned publication had a pustsciipt’ written
by Rev. Fr tnda McDonagh, of St Patrick’s Coliege,
vaynocth, in which he strongly recommends

"Choices 4n Sex', particularly for 'those in the
second halg of theirn teens, who fake itheir
neligion seniously’. We deplored the recommend-

ation:
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of a booklet, based as is 'Chod 3
of ok as¢ 04ces «n Sex', on
tg&f&?t&un Ezhaga » and asked the Irish Hiéra*chy
! S € appropriate action to counteract the
Fggn g] aiven - the removal of Fp. McDonagh
notmha;g Egst and even from his ministry, would
Love Jeen more than the nece .
negative the scandal he cre&ted.ssany FEeps to -

As a resylt of some Irish Nati |

o Uit ¢ ational
91z22g‘ogr criticism fuTl‘coverage, FP.MgSgsgsh‘
dé Yw-Thavellen' at Maynaoth, Fr. p .
emanded an apclogy from the Editor of th
Sunday Independent whieh Was duly giy ,be
Eg1tor, Sunday 24th June, TFr Hanoo, e
Sidered our criticism as offensive tp truth and-

booklet were 'seloctive!
from the wholaz context?
Sunday Indepeadent,
apology,
Nihi1l

. The Editor of the

N expressing his public:

Y Secl?red that 'the boghtos caﬁ&éeécthe
mc‘i’at* ;gfz:ftzje Anchdiceese ¢ Westminsteon

, et 1AL dhe melevanzt Chynep at e

wn Britain, guohaniee that the baokﬂetdfﬁgngzfé

nothing cg ! :
Chu&ch?' iy Lo the Leaching 04 the Cathobic

30 there is nothin‘ in 1 ‘.' .
. Ng In '"Cholces !
cantrary to thg teaching of the Catho??csgﬁurch
4

?:25?1n§§eri Hence, Catholics in Britain at
oo . asntgow ho?d thg foT?owing Propositions as
€y are affirmed ip "Chodices in Sex':

1) 'Whex !
even Love 48 a4 :
B ( R gaven Cod- Ly prespnt..
:Zafﬁfn §i be in the ecdlasy ogéthe ;igzi
;M‘ " Concesin of the PrOSECtute £o gue Z
AL good valye for money. ! (p.3 ; &

2) Hany Chuistians wonden about The monality
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3) 'Masturbation Lo oan intrinsde part of
human growth. ' (p.19)

4) 1t 45 not night Lo condemn the many

sdncene doctons whe practice abontion
fon humanditarnion motives.' (p.35)

5)  '0&gaAm <4 Zhe best way to bring petiing

fo an end.' (p.29)

”'-6) "In engagements, Lt €ane&éounée} could be

equally well used Zo express the Lesser
fniondrhip, ' (p.10)

7, ‘Petfing is a good halfway house [between

pubesty and economic independence) whete
yourg people can explore sexuak relation-
Ahdps, and make a betten choice o4 a :
permanent partner.' (p.28) .

The above seven prapositidns are only a

. few of the many doctrinal errors contained in
_'Chodces 4n Sex', but now on the GUARANTEE

from 'the xelevant Church authorifes in Brit-
adn' - to quote the words of the Editor of the
Sunday Indcpendent 'Zhe bouklLet containk
nothing contrary to the teaching of the
Cathedic Chunch'. So in Britain at lgast,
intercourse before marriage, masturbation,
petting ending in orgasm, abortion for human-
itarian reasons, are no tonger ethically immor-
al. The 'guauantee' that the booklet is free
from teaching contrary to the Catholic Church,
should be enough to settle the minds of many

of the ordinary faithful. A new impetus is
given to the advance of the 'permdssive soclety!
in Britain. The Catholic Church looked up to
by mitlions outside its fold as the one surviv-
ing bastion in the world against moral corrup-
tion has come tumbling down, to pander to the
desires and lowest instincts of man. 'The
Permissive Scoiety' receives the Blessing of
the 'Pemdissive Chunch', . Yet the editor of the
Sunday Independent prostrates himself before Fr.
McDonagh, for daring to publish an article of
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news that would even give the impression that
Father Enda would dream of supporting a doctrine
at variance with Catholic Church teaching.
Shades of our memory of Humanae Vitge.

As 1 pondered over the incredible, that the
ecclesiastical authorities of Hestminster Arch-
diocese, would give a 'GUARANTEE' that "Chodces
4n Sex' was free frem error, the thought struck
me that the 'Censon' of the Archdiocese, the
'Grand 08d Man' whose Biblical and Theological
tore thrilled ys in the past, was not Tikely to
'guarantee’ anything such as the Editor of the
Sunday Independens declared. I therefore con-
tacted Rt. Rev, Monsignor Canon Barton by
letter and phone, and then light was thrown
on the problem. In & fetter dated June 26th, he
wrote: 'MANY THANKS FOR YOUR LETTER, I AM-

In the course of the letter, Mons ignor
Barton indicated his rapidly failing sight,
since 1966,

S0 this is the heart of the matter! The old
fail accompli tactic has been .used again by our
charmtymleving Modernists. The ‘guanantee’ of
orthodoxy has burst into thin air, and the time
has now come when the Editor of the Sunday Inde- °
pendent owes to the ecclesiastical authorities
of the Archdiocese of Westminster, & public
apology. s ti [ :
S0 dear to the heart of Fr. Patrick Hannon in
his letter in defence of Fr. Enda, should now
be vindicated. Once more the responsibility to
remove the trace of scanda] from the Irish
Church, falls heavily upon the Bishops.

The "Living Parisht series of pamphlets,
edited by some monks of the Benedictine Monas tery

s H
Communian for 'owr chilfdren
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i { 11 known
; ing Abbey, and including such we
‘ﬁ?ﬁégzilzgihinkiéé' as John Covengryf Rﬁszﬁgry
) * . 0 C
; ton, Bishop Butler, Bishop Wor '
"gz:EZS, écntinue to pour out so much doctrinal

t so harmless.
; Te, some harmless, some no : ‘
nggor example the late Peggy Jdaniurek in her

. { ' K the Sachaments'
!Prepaning ouwr Children fon X aments |

writi n p.I2, that Communion can be

' wglééngégthg sex act, and hence 'mawiied people

L %énd woven Lnito thein thanksgiving, Zhe very

hnas 4 ( ual act
used at the height of their sex
gﬁ chz'. What a 'preparation’ for Holy

1
x

On behalf of The Cqihﬁtéchnégéii;egé?gg;a-
i a public apology is hereby . .
Eégnéditgr of the Sunday Indepenaen? t% :he on
ecclesiastical authorities of HWestminster.

- dare any paper leave the cause-of moral rotten-

nass at the door of Cardinal Heeran, his

' ' i highty
' i1d shop and his revered and
. iﬁzgéligﬁ §éen¢gn Deputatus’ Moncsig. Canon Barton.

) F fatmore, Chairman,
i 2Ty yours (Rev.) Fr.L.E.¥
S}E;ﬁ?? gr% John’W. Flanagan, Secretary.

- o
G mT A W M G G Y S B TN W e

¢ ARCHBISHOPS AND
' OPEN LETTER TO THE CARDINAL, :
) BISHOPS OF IRELAND AND TO REV. DR. ENDA

MCDONAGH.

Your Eminence, Your Grace, Your Lordship,

Rev. Enda McDonagh in a st?gigen%ggéiued

i ~ (June s L
0 the Inish Independent ( y 43
zccused the Catholic Priests’ AééQCLagtﬁgfoguotw
Great Britain and Ir?Tangéhof E;VLEQSQXI i
ations from the booklet O4AC ; o

s of our day, say

he recommended for the teenagerl ) e
' ken 'from theirn context...
ing they had been tal ] he wathons say the

" the point of making the
g;ggaf%e o4 ghat they intended’. DrfMggggaggr”
endeavours to justify his approvaéagk A
ally corrupting book, by falling




50,

fact that it had received the approval ef the
ecclesiastical censor of the Archdiocese of
Westminster, Monsignor J.M.T. Barton, a
‘reputable Chunehman and theokogian®. Dr,

@cDonagh then concludes that the booklet is
§ree from doctrninas ernon’,

May we remind Rev. pr. McDonagh, that in
publications produced by 'The Living Parish
Sen¢a§’ of which 'Cheices <n Sex! is one, a
nete s appended that 'The Nihip 0bstat® and
the 'Impn4mqiua' are not to be construed that
those who give them ‘agree with the contents
Opasions and statements expressed’ .......

If Dr McDonagh seriously believes there
are no doctrinal errors in this booklet, will
he then openly and without ambiguity tell ys
that the following Propositions are trye:

'God L& present in the ecstacy of ithe
MYsLic and iu the comneny 0§ the pﬁ?égétutc
L0 glve hen client good valfie fon money. '
(page 3)

"‘Masturbation {5 an tninsic panrt
human growth, ' (p.19) ? o8

'Intercourse between engaged coupt
8 permissible, t (p.10) gaged couples

'‘Ohgasm is the best way to ba !
Lo an end.’ {p.29) Y "8 petting

Perhaps Dr McDonagh wil] enlighten us to
¢ 0,
as Fa why'ﬁhe authors gave the &it e ‘CHOTICES 4n -
Sex' to this pubtication? Even a casual study of
the work makes it obvious that the "chodce' Ties.
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the fact that for the authors, there is ne-
atholic) absolute prohibition to indulge in
Outside marriage - the 'commandments' are
nly ‘guidelines' which leave one free, accord-
ng-to circumstances, to make a 'choice*
between Catholic ethics and one's own imputses
nd preferences. Inbrief, the authors are
otees of "Situation Ethics'.

Or McDonagh can hardly have read the book
self if he sincerelybelieves that the points
our criticism are only a ' few quoiations
onced Zolally from thein context'. There is
- difficulty in discovering over 70 doctrinal
rrors - that is, no difficulty for anyone who
epts the magisterium of the Church in moral
itters rather than the 'Sifuation Ethios'

of the authors.

Once again, we call upon the Cardinal,
‘chbishops, and Bishops of Ireland, who on
ir consecration day as Bisheps of the Church,

sWore to defend the fatthful not only from
positively false doctrine, but alse from that
which is dangercus. Immense scandal continues
be given by retaining Rev. Dr. McDonagh in
present position, indeed in his ministry.

Chairman. .
Rev. Fr. John W. Flanagan, S.T.L., g.C.L.,
Secretary of the Cathotic Priests’ Assoc.

W S G e M or e e L B B WX W O e e e

) LETTER FROM THE CHAIRMAN OF THE GATHOLIC

St. Wilfrid's,
Hailsham, Sussex.

ear Sir, .
As the Catholic Priests' Association has been
brought into the imbroglio surrounding the

- Rev. Fr. Leonard E.Whatmore,M.A.,F.R.Hist.S.,
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© booklet "Chodces in Sex" of the 'Living Parish
Series', edited from Ealing Abbey and often on
sale in Catholic Churches, may I be allowed to
try to put the record straight in so far as the
Association is concerned.

I) In early June, we protested to the Irish
Hierarchy individually, about the pernicious
nature of this book, with its ambivalent views
on & wide range of sexual matters, contrary to
Catholic morality, endorsed as it is by a post-
script from the noted Professor of Moral Theology
in Ireland’'s National Seminary, - Maynooth. Much
was written in the Irish National Press, but we
are glad to say that on approach to Cardinal
Conway, his Secretary, writing on the Cardinal's
authority, asstred us that Fr. McDonagh had now
publicly dissociated himself from the objection-
able booklet.

2) The centre of gravity has shifted to the .

Archdiocese of Westminster, because Fr.McDonagh
initially justified his action, on.the grounds
that the work bore the official approval of the
Archdiocesan authority, in the shape of a
"Nihil 0bstat!, from Monsignor Barton, its Censor
and a Scriptural Scholar of International Reputa-
tion. Monsignor Barton in the course of continu-
ous correspondence to the Seeretary, dated June
28th, July 20th, July 25th, July 3Ist and August
8th, disavowed the contents of the book, denied
seeing 1t until June of this year - nearly a -
whole year after publication, submitted numerous
photostat copies of proof that "fongery” was

taking place, gave photostat copies of the legal

advice given him by a life-long Canonist friend
of his, and asked the Secretary to give the

widest possible publicity to the affair in our
"Newsletten" and in a special letter to be sent

to the Irish Bishops and to the National papers
of Ireland. - '
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. 3) Wuhatever attempts may be made. to obscure
or confuse this guestion by the intervention of
Monsignor-Ralph Brown and others, - as reported
in the English National Press - the fact remains
that Cardinal Heenan, the highest Catholic
authority in the land, has found the contents
of "Choices im Sex", moérally objectionable, and
ordered changes to-be*made. We deplore the
refusal of the Authors, Quentin and Irene de la
Bedoyere and the chief Editor of the series, Fr.
Lgurence Bright, 0.P., to obey, and to promote
the sale of this unexpurgated and morally damag-
g book, especially aimed at the young. The
word "forgeny” was not originally used by the
C.P.AL in this context, but was taken into
quotations from Mgr, Barton's correspondence.

;agust of 1972, with the "Nihi2 Obstat" on it,
f, @s Monsig. Barton, now contends, the Nihil
bstat card was given "at the end of fast yeax”.

It is disgraceful that a book so subversive
f Catholic morals in the realm of sex, should
ave come into circulation, and remain unchall-
nged for so long. The extenuation of the
ontents by Monsig. Ralph Brown of the West-
iinster Curia, should now receive 'quietus’
‘from the action taken in the interest of Cathol-
1c morality, by His Eminence. /

- The question still needing an answer is how
Or Enda McDonagh, who recommended this book so
warmly to youth "who Zook thein religion 5erious-
ALy", and presumably has read it, could find the
_bocklet deserving recommendation rather than
ondemnation. His stand on this matter was
Supported by Frs. Hammon and Donal Flanagan,

also of Maynooth. ' (Sunday Press, 24th June, 1873)

Sincerely yours,
(Rev.) Fr. Leonard E.Whatmore, Chairman.
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~BR__DENIS 0'CALLAGHAN

uﬁr'O'CéITaghan has gained much notor-
iety because .of his publicly expressed views
on some aspects of Humanae Vitae.

A symposium on "Family Plonning' - The
Docton's Dikemma', held in the Irish Medical
Unicn, Dublin, in November 1970, was addressed
by Dr 0'Callaghan. Consternation and grave
scandal were caused to many Irish Catholics
by the statements attributed to Dp 0'Ca¥laghan
on this occasion. According to the Inish ..
Independent of November I7, 1970, he declared
that contraception was "a question 0§ consclence.
-+ contnaception L8 the individual's consclence;
@ docton on priest can onby give Ais cpinion,

In reaction, an 'Tnish Mothes! felt that
'The contrnibution of Dn 0'Catlaghan Left the
audience in a state ¢4 confusdon. ... Marnied .
women Like mysedf shoubd know fhat the opinion
0f prdests, we matien what Lhein academic quali-
fLeatiens, mayte don'z speak with authonity. . . .
Lthey ane not the Leaching authonity of the
Churnch. The Pope, Chrisz's successor on eanth,
L6 the Supreme Teacher on falth and morats.
The hieranchy, 4m thein foand Lenten Pastonal,
upheld the Pope’s Humanae Vitae. ALL sincene
Catholics must <eject the Leachings of those
Who are at variance with the suceesson of
Chiist and the hiernanchy. Magnooth has pro~-
duced quite a few mini-Popes Lately.'
(Tnish Press, Nov,22, 1970).

Mr John D. Sheridan, noted Irish author
and defender of orthedoxy wrote:

' "Professch Dends 0'Callaghan of Maynooth

L quoted as saying, with “egerence o Humanae
Vitae, "There 4 no need zo open a highly contro-
versial debate again, « debate o
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which serves Lo fosten bitterness and %o
isolate the Pope from the Chwrich as L4 he :
wete over Lt and noZ in it." But the choice

As net between cne and the othen, fon the Pope,
- a4 Professon 0'Callaghan should know, L& both
cever the Chunch and within Lty wlthin it Like

the nest of us,by virtue 04 s baptism;
over- £ when by virtue of the mandate entrusted

do him he issues a nildng Lo the entire Chuich

on a question of faith on morals, - '

"I angone," says Vatican I, "says that

| the Roman-Pontiff hos not Supreme Power cven
- the Universal Chunch. . .on Aif angone says that

This power s not inherent in his office and
{mmediately effective as negands eveny pasiton
0f the Chutch and every indivicual Catholic,

- Let such a person be anathema."

"And Vatican 1T says: "The deginitions
of the Popes of themselves, and not gom Lhe

< condent ¢f the Church, are justly styled inne-

goxrmable, "

'Dr 0'Callaghan speaks of a "highly emot~

e debate” but the {urone which folfowed

Humanae Vitae was not S0 much a debate qs a
nevolt (hence [t4 bitterness) since once Zhe

_ Pope had spoken the question of antificial
bénth control was outside the fleld 0§ 4nee
. discussion by theologians.' (Inish Independent,

November 19, 1970).

Father John Flanagan, Secretary of the

. English Catholic Priests' Association publicly
~ challenged the statements of Dr 0'Callaghan in
- the Sunday Press on the First Sunday of Advent,
1970, Commenting on this, Gabriel Fallon wrote

in the December 17, 1970, issue of the Catholic

f,Haaaﬁd: ‘0n the assumption that Dn 0'Cablaghan
| Wak connectly neponted, Dn Flanagan. accused

of being elther a Modernist on one who has

! fallen a uvietim of the Hans Kung type of



56.

ddluation ethics, on that he has gailed to sxudy
the teaching of the Church on contraception since
earbiest Limes. .. O0thers wenre faking scandal at
The fact that a Professon of Moral Theology at
Maynooth and some of his peens hold wiows which
are dn conglict with those held by the Archbishop,
ALE things consddened, the issues involued must
be brought openly to a head., Otherwnise the faith
gor which Trneland has Long been famous may be
put dangerously in feopardy.

Joseph Foyle has quoted the case of a
bewildered parent who, citing a Sunday Press
article in which Fr 0'Callaghan was quoted as
saying that 'Humanae Vitae was not the Last wond
and that the Pope was carneful not %o say that the
use of contraceptives was a mortal s4in, ashed:
"Are we to take it that all the fussd 45 over a
venial s4n?'!

THE TRUTH

The truth concerning the Church's attitude
to contraception has of course never been in doubt.
As Cardinal Felici, Secretary General to Vatican 2
stated: 'Thus all means on contrivances whick atm
at voluntarily preveniing procreation were con-
demned as being "intiinsece et graviten mali®
(“ntrninsically and gravely evil"): (Acta et docy-
menia Senies, II, Praeparatonia, Vol., 11, Pars 117,
Fypis Polyglottis Vaticanis, 1968, P.919;
Continuity, Coherence, Steadfasiness of Doctrine,
Vatican brochure. )

And Monsignor Ferdinand Lambruschini, who
introduced Pope Paul's encyclical to a Press con-
ference on July 29, 1968, declared that t was
'binding on the conscience 0f all the people of
God'. {L*0ssenvatone debia Domenica.

In his introductory press Tnterview he said
{according to L"0sservatone Romano of August 8,
1968) that Humanae Y.itge exdludes the possibility
0§ a probable opinion.. .in continast with the

57.

pronouncement Ltself, whatever the number and
. the authoriiy (hieranchical, selentific and
. theological) of those who have in rhecent yeans
makniained that it is possible to have such a
probable opinion. The predext of a presumed
doubt in Zhe Chunch owing to Zthe Lowmg silence
- 04 the Pope <& not consistent and conglicts
 WiLh the nepeated appeads of the Pope and
- the Council to abide by the previous directives
i 0f the Magistenium, which were SLULL binding. !

Mgr. Lambruschini, who voted for a repeal
of the ban on contraception when he was a member
of the Pope's commission, said he coyld not

oy | ing of some theologians who
- said that 'the Pope's encyclica 45 not mesely
RoZ dntedormable. but neformable.’ (L'gss.
della Domenica, 6, Oct., 1968.)

_ As the American Bishops Pastoral 'Human

. Life 4in oun Day' (Nov. [5, 1968) stated: 1z
LA an authonitative statement solemnly intenpret-
- Ang dmperatives which ane divine rathen than
ecclesiastical in 0rlgin. Tt presents withowt
ambiguity, doubt on hesitation, the authentic
eaching of the Church concerning the objective
Vil o4 thar conthacepiion which closes the
arital act to the Lransmission of Life, deli-
Crately making it ungrudtful, .. .. There i no
Warrant in the text orn in the aetion of the
 béshops which would permit by implication the
Mhght fon the penitent ito conceal in the sacha-
entl of confession the sin of contraceptive

_ Mdage, on peamit the reception o4 the Holy Euch-
RSt without previous absclution. '’

" Yet one is bound to confess only grave sins
2nd one can always receive Holy Communion if
9ne s not in the state of mortal sin.

We know of two formal letters of protest

:fﬁﬁﬂt te Cardinal Conway by Catholic organisatiens,

o ’
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one from a lay society in Dublin, the other from
the Catholic Priesir' Association in England.
His Eminence in answering both of these. letters
agreed that the teaching was wrong and that _
scandal might have been caused and also that he
was writing privately to Or 0'Callaghan on the
matter,

WHY NOT A PUBLIC STATEMENT?

But what is the point of writing privately
when the offence was committed publicly? People
all over the country keep quoting McDonagh,
0'Callaghan and other Maynooth professors
against erthodox confessors and Toyal priests.
How many people have we heard saying: 'What
Lhey sey must be ald night. Aften all, the
bisnops know then views and thay hove conginmed
Thedn appointment in Mayncoih. '

This is ar zrcument that is almost imposs-
ibte %o answerco leng as tha bisnops preserve
a trightened silence.

T0 DISPEL THE CONFUSION IT IS ABSOLUTELY
NECESSARY FOR THEM TO TAKE EFFECTIVE ACTION.
THESE MEN SHOULD NOT BE ALLOWED T0 TEACH IN
WHAT 1S A NATIONAL SEMINARY AND A PONTIFICAL
UNTVERSITY. NOR SHOULD THEY BE ALLOWED TO

- CREATE ANTI-PAPAL CONFUSION IN THE COMMUNTTY.

FATHER FLANAGAN'S LETTER TO CARDINAL CONWAY

What follows is an excerpt from the letter
of Dr Flanagan to Cardinal Conway: 'I am wnit-
Lng 10 you on behalf of the Catholic Priests’
Assaciation...asking you Lo rnepudiote the
slatomend 4n Lhe Sunday Press (15, Nov. 1970} 4in
wirleh Dr 0' Caliaghar o4 Megnooth Ly alleged £0
have soid: "Scme wemberis o4 Lthe Tadsh hiex-
archy nave given direciives io Ahein priests on
The Lines of his own views on ihe Pell. ... 1T
IS A SCANDAL T0 PRIESTS AND FAITHFUL ALIKE To
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.READ THAT HE CAN PRACTICALLY DECIDE TO REDUCE
THE CHURCH'S TEACHING ON CONTRACEPTION T¢ JUST
AN TOEAL RATHER THAN A STRICT PRECEPT. IT MAKES o
FOOLS OF CONSCIENTTOUS PRIESTS WHO ENDEAVOUR Tq
FOLLOW THE PAPAL TEACHING AND THE TRADITIONAL
TEACHING OF THE CHURCH ON BIRTH CONTROL AND

" HOLDS THEM_UP. T0 RIDICULE BY LAY PEOPLE WHO ARE
ONLY TOO WILLING... TO SEIZE ON ANY PRETEXT TO
CAST ASIDE THE AUTHENTIC TEACHING OF THE CHURCH.'

DR_O'CALLAGHAN REBUKED .BY DR MCQUAID

- In.a . Pastoral Letter dated November 25,
70, read inall the churches of Dubtim Arch-
_diocese and obviously aimed at Dr 0‘Callaghan,
~the then.Archbishop, Dr McQuaid stated:

'In a Diocese there is onby one teaching
honity, who, unden the Pope and -in union

th him, 48" competent, by vintue 04 his sacred
fice, to declare the authentic and obfective
nel Low, that is binding on abl the gaithiul
his Divcese, both priests and Loy people.
hat authonity is the bishop. S

 TAccondingly, to. comrect the confusion ‘
hat has been caused in the minds of the Faith-
0f this Diocese, we hengby formally -declare.
docinine of the objective monal Law eonegsn-
) the negulation of birth: every action, which
. Blthen in the anticipation of the manrniage act
Ok n the accomplishment of that act; on in the
féyueﬁommznz 0§ the natural consequences o4 Lthat
Get, proposes, eithern as an end ok as a means ,
%0 make procreation impossible is unlawgul in
In other wonds, any contraceptive act

S
5 Whong in Ltseld. _

v, 'This is the constant Leaehing of the Chunch.
:pﬁ&é-éé the teaching recently heafgimed by the
fpﬁﬁé, Supreme Teacher of the Law 04-God £Ln the
ek of Chadst.! ‘
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Dr James Good of Cork, suspended by Wis -
own bishop. because of hig opposition to Humanas
Vitae, publicly criticised the Archbishop's
letter in an- article in the Inish Times of Jan.
24, 1871, 1In this article he also stated:
"Prodesson Denis 0'Callaghan of Mayncoth had
slated That a number of Inish bishops were priv-
alely instructing priests in thein own dioceses .
Lo advise ﬂ}m parishionens on moaal problems

S¢- far there has been a deafening silence.
Commenting on this Joe Foyle wrote in The Media
Receiver of January 25, 1971 "The unfortunate
thing about the goregoing L8 that episcepal
sibence made it possible, and sustains the
diluation £t explodts.' (Media Recedven, 25,
Jan., ¥971.] .

DR _OTCALLAGHAN AND LECTURES ON HUMANAE VITAE

Speaking at a 1972 course in Glenart for
returned missionaries, sponscred by the Irish .
Missionary Union, br 0'Catlaghan said: 'There

i a wda'mem&ay‘and' there is an ideal morelity

€ n commen belween fhe
Ten Commandments and Lhe Seqmon on the Mownst,
In the Ten Commandments Lherne 48 a "Thoy shelt

not" monality.’

'Code monakity is that of the Pharnisees...
Code maf&a«&q:g 44 necessarny fo Lay down méndmum

L8 4§ the exception depends on some chance
occurrence rathen than on man's choice. .. The
soclological facton is dmpontant. '
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'Chakst dmplied that the Code Decalogue

monakity <o not enough (in his neply o e

ek young man} .’

- '"Fommulation of monal prinedples {5 a
fwman enterprise.  TE is man who by his monal
Ansight fonmulates monal, prineiples. They are
ol given ready-made to men by God. God has

- ghven man his intellect. .. .Because. of better

Aght and better understanding of moral values
because of new needs, that is new situations,
an has been] Led o neformulate his monal
neiples. _ ‘ .

"0n concrete moral questions ws one knows
the answen, Authonity does not solve the

gheonelical doubit. 1t mernely says what should

done in a practical case....The magistenial
thing of the Chureh (on morals ] was always
etically oniented rathen than Lheorneticel,

ere &6 no  ingallible deckee ou a mo ol

Lion;  theredone the formulation may change. "

- Speaking specifically on Humanae Vitae, he
d:. 'Middle of the noad theologians sag that
AL had avoided the biokogical criteria and
Linetion between nhght and wrong methods of
control. ...and if it had avoided the
"ntninsic evil" it would have been quite

. 'It is no Longen suddicient 1o say that

Ahing dopends on authonity. ...
. "Most theologians did not expect any othen

eyeriear. 12 48 not as bad as it might be. ..

It avoided the Language of Pius XI...The Pope
seled acconding to his Lights and couldn’t have
Ae anything else, given Zthe man he was and
e situation in which he Lived. ... 1+ gig bring
@ head the whole situntion 0§ the teaching
't the Chunch and 1'd say it was very selutary

W that nespect' ... .. ..
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(It seems that at an earlier course, when
asked about Humanae Vitae, his colleague, Dr
Enda McDonagh, replied: 'You can sead it gox
yourself. See if the Pope's arguments satisfy
you. They don't satisfy me.' He was of course
careful to add that he would never go against
the teaching of the Pope. He does not however
appear to have reminded those there that it is
a condenmned propesition which says that the
farce of the Pape's teaching depénds on the
force of the arguments he uses. )

Or 0'Callaghan also. lectured to priests of
Cloyne Diocese in the presence of the bishop,
Dr Ahern. We have no recording of what he said
on this occasion, but certain priests who were
there have quoted him as saying that Catholics
may use not only the PiT1 but any contraceptive.

- Similarly, same priests who heard him in
Killarney had the impression that (according to
Dr 0'Callaghan) Humanae Vitae was but an interim
measure, that the Pope was going to allow contra-
ceptives but.if he had done S0 right away it
woeuld have come as t00. great a shock; the minds
of the people had to be gradually prepared for
it.

When some of the priests present argued that
his views seemed to conflict with the teaching
af the Irish Hierarchy, he is alleged to have
said that he had been teaching these views for
some time and that the Bishops were fully aware
of this, and that he must have the confidence
of the Bishops since they had appointed him Sec-
retary of the Catholie Marriage Advisory Councit.
(He might have added that he is also a member of

at the commencement of this Dossien.}

Knowing how artful certain theologians can )

be in the use of words to convey - impressions

-
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:;withoutuexplfcitly é&ying-what is taken as
. having been implied or said, we cannot confirm

. that at Cloyne or Kitlarney pr 0’Callaghan

actually said what he ig &lleged to have said.
- Me can testify however to the impression created
@0 certain priests who heard him. _

It seems he a}so,createdconfusionon the
casion of the [g72 retreat for priests of the
ublim Archdiocese., The very fact that he had
een invited to address the priests of the

lin Archdiocese was seen as a public slap

e that he had been invited,

able that he should have been

vited to indoctrinate returned missionaries
e Irish Missionary Unign cantre at Glenart.

It is even more regrettable: however that
rass roots levels all aver ~reiand at pres-
E the general impression is that it is the
roneous .teachking of the Majorvty Report or the
&l Commission on Birth Control that has pre-
Ted rather than the teaching of Humanae Vitae,

CALLAGHAN ON THE LEGALISING OF CONTRACEPTIUN,
DIVORCE AND ABORTION '

& following section is a reproduction ¢of pages
3.0f the APPROACHES 24-2 editorial entitled
k God gon Johy Charles')

Subversion's objectives

If in fact there is some degree of dis-
Y within the Irish episcopate at present,
s particularTy*unfortunate‘ It is

tg%nly nOt for us to comment on how Their

Shing should exercise theip pastoral
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responsibitities. We cannot but ebserve, how-
ever, that if they are at loggerheads concern-
tng the pastonal implications of Humanae Vitae,
they are scarcely likely to be of one mind con-
cerning the Legal implications of Catholic '
doctrine concerning marriage and the family.

Tt is not as though the Tegal implications
of Catholic doctrine concerning marriage and
the family were a mere academic question. For
in Ireland at presentthere is a concerted
campaign to legalise contraception and divorce,
(For tactical reasens abortion is not yet
mentioned). Nor can this campaignbe dismissed
as the work of fringe, crank subversives with-
out tnfluence. It is true that the campaign
is spearheaded by the T4ish Family Rights
Association and “he ‘associated Fertif: '
Guidance CLinics (sponsored by the International
Planned Parenthood Fedzration). And needless
to say there is' also the usual assortment of
secular humanists and ‘progressdive’ Catholics.
But these people enjoy the undisguised backing
not enly of the media but also of the ruling
party inthe Dail, which would Justify these
‘neforms’ on the grounds that this would
facilitate the re-uniting of Ireland, by con-
ceding: in advance the Protestant's "night' to
contraception and divorce, o

‘ The imminence of the threat can be gauged
from the following statement which appeared in
the Friday, March 12, I97] issue of The Inish
Press, mouthpiece of the ruling Fiamna Faif
party: ‘

"A decision 4in principle 1o change the
ex{sting Law on contracepiion has been tahen by
Lhe Government. A bill fo Legalise the dmponrt
and sale of contraceptives, subfect 1o centain
conditions, is in course 0f prepanation. Akt
AL 44 considened by the Government and #he Fianna
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nany Panty, it will be introduced

 To appreciate the full significance of
‘the above paragraph it must be added that this
was part of a front-page story headed
TCONTRACEPTION BILL IS BEING DRAFTED®. [ndeed
is could be described without exaggeration
“the ruling Fianna Fail party's reply to a
tement by the Mierarchy which had just been
blished. . . . :

This collegial statement by the Hierarchy
his to say about the legatising of contra-
ton, divorce and abortion. :

~ 'The bishops §ully share the disquiet,

which Lo widespread among the people at the
 Present Ldme, neganding pressures being exented
1 public opinion on questions coreerning the
Vil Law on divorce, contraception and abortion.

'These questions involve issues 04 grave
AL for suclety as a whole, which ao 4ar
nd purely private morality on private
jlous belied. CIVL LAW ON THESE MATTERS
LD RESPECT THE WISHES OF THE PEOPLE WHO
ED THE LEGISLATORS AND THE BISHOPS CON-
DENTLY HOPE THAT THE LEGISLATORS THEMSELVES
wfﬁt-ﬁESPECT THIS IMPORTANT PRINCIPLE...... !
Emphasis added. ) ~

Consensus Law-making

_ Not indeed since the foundation.of the
sh Republic has the Hierarchy been faced
T Bocrists such as this. Hitherto, the

al authority of the Church sufficed to
vent the passing.of specifically anti-
tian leg¥station. But the Hierarchy
 tonger take this for granted. For th
of contemporarv Ireland is formed by the
@ rather than by the clergy.
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Perhaps it is because of this that the
Hierarchy decided to settle for "consensus
Law-making' in its collegial statement. But
given the suggestion of disagreement amorng .
their Lordships concerning the pastoral approach

to problems concerning marriage and the family, .

& cynic might be forgiven for describing the
Hierarchy's mid-March, 1971 statement as a
‘wme.mm‘ pasdoral!

It is of course true that both Cardinal .
Conway and the Hierarchy have made it clear that
the legatising of abortion must be bracketed
with the other two "nefonms'. Novr is it suggest-
ed that any Irish bishop would argue that contra-
ception and divorce are not intrinsically evil.
The fact'remains,uhawever, that the Hierarchy
appears to have deliberately chosem NQT to base
its opposition to the legalising of contracep-
tion and divorce on the fact that they are evil.
their Lordships instead confine themselves to
hoping confidently that Irish politicians will
abide by the consensus of the Irish people, and
that the consensus of the Irish people will
refleet the widespread disquiet referred tg in
the Hierarchy's statement.

As shrewd observer Joe Foyle notes in 'The -
Media Receiver' of March 22, 1971: 'The most
sdgnificant thing about the Candinal's argu-
ment [ in a radio-television interview on Sunday
March 14, 19717 4is something negative it shares
with the Hieralehy's statement 04 Last week.
Kowhete £s there Iv be gound ' a’ statement saying
that contraception, divorce and abortion aene
euil, violate fhe Natwral Morak Lauw grievousdy.,

L% were known - being opposed o Legialation pen-
W such practices as contraception and
voree. '

The position of the Hierarchy, acting co1le§«

ially, would appear to be reflected in the
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5 Towing statement by the Rev. Denis 0'Calia-
n, Professor of Moral Theology at Maynooth,

aking at Limerick on March I5, I971:

!The question of contraception Law ,

annol be debated on the vbjective morality on

amonality of contraception self. 1§ the
ginal Law Lock its stand on this it was not

wtitled to do s0.

‘Nedlthen can the question be decided by
hivale consciences of the Legisbatons,
s¢ THE LAW MUST REFLECT THE GENERAL
NSUS OF THE PEOPLE TO WHOM IT APPLIES.
asis added) :

‘This -0' Callaghan
¢ can only be seen in the Light of The
tehy's and the Candinal's uiews of the
week. Not only does he [ Professon
ghan | occupy a post previously hetd
dinal Conway, but it is neasonable o
0se Lhat he was one of the advisers at Last
"4 Hienanchy meeting. Furthermone, we may
0se that his Lectune ook the Hieranchy
de into account and was guaranteed not
e Lneonsistent with £t. Mohre thaw Likely
ould have recelved some kind 0f official
oval,

UAfter his contraception faux pas of some
hs ago, which eanned him private nebukes and
a clanifying Letten from His Grace of :
DL we may presume that both he and his

00Lh episcopal superions would. have aranged
Lhe onthodoxy of his public statements
L be ensuned in the various woyh. possible,

Fathen 0'Callaghan is anything but the
0f priest who sets aboit biAhﬂpwbaiiing
eans of highly speculative, highly public-
Personal views, as the present wiiter can
L for from acquaintance over a mumber of
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years. fle {5 menely, therefone, explaining
current Catholic Inish onthodoxy for the benedit
of all and sundny,"

With all due respect to Their Lordships,
we must say that we wouTd have found their

collegial statement surprising, to say the Teast,

even were there certain to be g consensus of
opinion in favour of Christian tegislation.

But merety to appeal to the general will aof the.
people in an Ireland that has atready been sub-
Jected to intensive brainwashing by the media
of communication, and permeated at all social
and political levels (not to speak of certain
ecctesiastical tevels) by rotten tiberalism:
this is to invite disaster, Under these circum-
stances it is scawceTy~surprfsiﬂg to find Joe
Foyle saying: "It can now be assumed veay
dafely that the battlfe is Lost. Permissive
Legislation 45 well on the way.' For no one

knows the mind of contemporary Ireland baetter
than Joe Foyle.

A sign of the times

"o. . Zhe Law must reflect the generat con-
sensus of the people to whom it applies.*

Does this mean that theft must cease to bhe

an indictable offence once 'the genenal consensus

04 the people’ esteems honesty to require hergic
virtue?

And what of societies obsessed with race-
or class-hatred? Does "fhe general consensus of
Zhe people’ in such instances suffice to endow
the extermination of "inferion' races or -
'boungeods' social strata with the dignity of

Tegality - as in Hitler Germany, Stalin‘s Russia
and Mao's China?

. Onge Iqws are ne longer framed in accordance
with objective moral m

orms, but in deference to

&3.

- jenptad consensus of Lhe peopde’, nlght
t but make way Tor might - for the
torship of the mob. :

Bt of course that the mob is capable of -
cising a dictatorship. fAs we know From the
ience of both National Socialist and :
Jonary Marxist dictatorship, the role
thie mob is merely that of a blimd imstrument
he hands of these who excite its lusts and

vnbensus Law-muking” therefore cannot -
ten the advent of the unrestricted rule
e media menipulators who prefabricate

£ » mﬁim/ ,"'}‘ -M”jgﬂ?c

t 95, alas! one of the "signs of Lhe times®
& forevar hearing about nowadays that the -
sL0f the Leviathan Servile Stat. should be
Tled in advance by the Professor of Moral
ogy n Maynooth. '

Role of the Toyw] Christiam ﬂaﬁ@g

Yet the Cardinal~Primate dares to be :
istic.  Me says that he will be surprised
re won't be a powerful public YESPOnSe
nst the legislation of contraception.

may well be. -

If there is a public response sufficient
Withstand the comsensus of opinion in favour
he legalisation of both contraception and
Orce that is now being sedulously prefabric-
d - this will be possible only if a sufficient
r of loyal Christian layfolk base themsalves
rely on Fidelity to Christian principles and
Tatural Taw, and proceed to mobilise the.
siderable forces in Ireland that continue to
ect objective truth rather than the dictates
public opinion®. "
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In other words, nothing can stop the
present rot, nothing can prevent the de-
Christianisation of Irish society but the emep-
gence of a sufficiently dynamic Christian lay
elite.

-glg=

DR WATSON

figld, but to other layfolk he is a prafessor in
Maynooth and therefore an authority. Yet he had
never been heard of by most Irish people until
he wrote a foolish article in the Inish Times
of September 10, 1968, calling for the rejection
of the teaching of Humanae Vitae. In. it he gave

- the impression that he approved. of the- epinion

of others, especially of certain priests teaching
thealogy, who reckoned that 'the encychical would
be ag}entg histonical interest within a gew
yearns'.

With even more appalling naivete he declared:
"And surely the fact that Lhousands of Loyal Cath-
olies, agien sdncere reflection, experdence such
devere conglict of conseience, must Lndicate
doubi that the teaching is clean enough to be
biiding. *

Bisplaying more than a nominal resemblance
to.his more famous namesake, he made himself
theclogically ludicrous by citing Hams Kung.

"Hans Kung,' he wrote, 'in what we hope was
not an undersiotement said that AL wes anothesr
Galileo cpse.’

Although continuing to be a prafessor at
Maynooth, he felt that pressure should be brought
to bear on the Irish bishops te disown the
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roevelical.  'Ves,' he said, 'I geel an attempt
~§%§§gd be made Lo indicate to the bishops

before thein Octoben meeting the extent and ,
h of feeling on the matten in this country.
would think that he was hearing of anti-
raceptive teaching for “he first time.
gt on to say: 'We s£LEL have a month Zo
meeiting of the Tnish bishops.' The lay
Te, he felt, could write letters to the
rs, theclogians could put their views
atelv [would to God they had done so
ATELY] " to the bishops, and priests should
nise groups and present their statementst

08

e concluded by saying: 'There can be no
question of forcdng the bishops fo make a S
_ statement - but we shall never be able to naise
cour heads again in Tneland 4§ at this juncture
we fall to do all that our conseience asks of

his young man is a priest who is doubly
Ject to Cardinal Conway: first as a pr%egt .
his diocese, and secondly as a professor in
Pontifical College of which the Cardinal is
cellor. After such a tirade one would have
cted that this would have definitely

n his last appearance qua Maynooth professor.
It was not to be. In the Iiish Times of
March 20, 1969, he again made what can only be
I€garded as an attack on the Irish Bishops'

Pastoral on Humanae Vitae.

A neading of the Pasioral' he said, , .
MRt give the impression that some people do
MLenpret conscience as a night of purely
Prlvate judgment, and that, for Catholics, 4in
Khe quostion 0f binth control, the possible.
Uternative is an <ngormed consclence, Lhat 4s

- that obeys the teaching of Humanae Vitae
Lhe matter. This, however, s a galse dicho-
Y because one of the ablternatives Lo nop-
dent, and that <5 the concept of "a
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purely private judgmemt™. 1t belongs rather to
the Language of neligious controversy than that
0§ monal neasoning,’

He goes on to cite the outwarn argument that
is illogical and hardiy worthy of a serious theg-
lagical discussion: 'When couples have been
masnied fon, perhaps, §ifteen years and have had
§isl-hand experience of the difficullies of
preserving maried Love and gaving their children
the Christian education that they are entitled
Lo, At L6 stnange to expect a priest to come §rom
outside and make the ginel decision.'

On that argument a doctor could not treat
@ patient for a disease unless he had had it
himself. But wha* precisely does Dr Watson mean
by ‘the Chuistian education that they are en-
Lithed *o'?

The final gen of this masterpiece came in
what appeared to he more than just a careless
omission. He quoted the Belgian bishops®
statement (as reported in The Tablet of September
9, 1968) as saying: 'Someone, howeven, who is
compelent in the matten under conssderation and
capable of fonming a personal and well- founded
fudgment - which nécessanily presupposed a
sufficient amount of knowledge - mey aglen a
serdlous examination before God, come #u othen
conchusions on centain points.' But he conven-
iently omits the foltowing observation in the
next paragraph: 'He must also beware af com-
promising the common good and the salvation of
his brothens by ereating unhealthy unnest, ox
a fortiori, by questioning the very principle
04 authonity.’ (par.4)

The right of dissent is actually an ex-
ception made by theologians. According to Dr

Ford, Professor of Theology, Weston College, Mass.,
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the faithf Syl '
lgandly neject the Leaching of the
Less that he could éncite othens,

rities and bishops® pastorals; it was
ured by the U.5.A. Bishop Shamm@m before
marriage but it was recklessly disregarded
r Watson in his Tirst Iwish Times article.

Honsignor Lambruschini, who, prior to the
ical was im Tavour of a change in the -

hing on contraception, and who said that

ae Vitae was not infallible, is often .

d by dissenters ia their own favour. Nis

imony is therefore all the more relevant.

In his opinion, "Those who in necent times

Eously believed, even im good faith, that
,aauﬂd.teaeh,xﬁe.ﬂmwﬁuzng&& of confracept-
fon the xegulalion of biuths and behaved
1eld, < pastonel directives and in the
of &amﬁe&&éam.mu&t'chamgeuzha&&.m&am&
- gdve Lthe example of full adhesion fo the

ing of the Emcyclical.’ (July, 1968)

= Surely after his second outburst, Dr
uson would simply have to be removed from
his Kaynooth Chair. & private reprimand
WUld scarcely suffice; the scandal being

- It must be emphasised that Dr Watson is
& theological expert, but merely a classics
fessor.
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too great. Alas! neither the Cardinal (his

bishop) nor the kierarchy took any public action.

Or Watson was destined to make yet a third
public appearance,and one that was {0 secure
for him even greater notoriety and still more
sensational headlines. After he had addressed a
meeling of The Tnish Famify Planning Rights
Association he was reported in the following
terms: A Maynooith prefesson in a Sensational
addiess on Lhe contnaception contrhoversy in
Dublin Lasi night said that what was REGRL fon
Catholics in the nest of the workd could not be
whorg fox Trnish Catholies.'

Apparently he said that only 20 per cent
of the world's bishops supported the Pope (a
most inaccurate statement) and that the others
did not want to say openly that he wWas wrong but
at- the same time they ceuld not pretend that he
was right.

Is it not intolerable that orthodox Cathol-
i¢s should be affronted. and simple people misled
by such blatant inaccuracy and downright false
teaching from a Maynooth professor who as
often as not is quoted as a 'theokogical expert'?

BUT WHO IS CAUSING THE GREATER SCANDAL, DR
WATSON OR THE BISHOPS WiHO TAKE NO EFFECTIVE
ACTION AGAINST HIM AND WHO CONTINUE TO ALLOW HIM
TG TEACH IN MAYNOOTH, THUS GIVING HIS STATEMENTS
A CREDENCE THEY DO NOT DESERVE?

He is said to have established that: 'I¢
wed £n onden fon Catholics to dissent §rom the
ofgledal Church stand on condugceplion. .. and
that he put both pruimates [Candinal Comway and
Archbishop MeQuaid) in thein place.' {Media
Recedver, 20, April, I971, p.7.)

This grave scandal added to the growing
cenfusion of priests and people, testing their
patience and even their faith to the utmost,
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may be gathered from the huge newspaper

:s) ;
dlines: ’ . .

_'€ALL TO DISMISS PRIEST: SEQUEL TO STATE-
ON . CONTRACEPTION,f _

The following statement on this matter
ie English Catholic Priests’ Association
'1ven wide prominence,

"We wish fo deplone and nepudiate the
ing 04 a Maynocith professon on the quest-
4 Lhe Papal Encyelical, Humanae Vitae.
his hefenences are without foundation,
LLy his nefenence o Pope Paul in 1964
g that he might change the traditisnas -
(hg on this mattern. Humanae Vitae
ding fc many theclogians was an Andallible
the, coming under the Ondinarny Magdstenium
¢ Chutch and afl authorities hold (+ gs
Le Zeaching of the Chunch urfolding
e Law, ..

WE CALL UPON THE TRISH BISHOPS T0 REMOVE
SOR WATSON FROM HIS TEACHING POST wien

PANGER THE SPREADING 0F HIS FALSE
NES TO OTHERS.' (Evening Herald, 29
1971.)

_Can one wonder that priests and people all
Ireland are anguished and puzzled,

ng plaintivelv: 'What 4is wrong with the
Ops?  lhy don'% they take some actign

£ these priests?!

DR _DONAL FLANAGAN

Dr Flanagan is Professor of Dogmatic
0gy in Maynooth.

01

Speakina on 'The Church - Participation
Cladon Making' at the Summer School of
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the Social Study Conference, in Wexford, he is.
quocted as saying: e ought to demecratise the
Church %0 a degree so that she could remain true
o her nature... The Offdice Ain the Chuneh is not
& mandate Lo act in isolation but a commisdion Lo
decide in common with the members o4 the COMMUNIO
FRATERNA which the Chunch is.* {Inish Independent,
August 6, 1969) .

He wrote the first of a series af three
articles (the other two hei ng by Drs Watson and
McGrath, his Maynooth colleagues ) attacking the
Irish Bishops‘ Pastoral on Humarae Vitae in the
Inish Times of March.I9, 1969. Returning to his
favourite theme he-wrote:
of the Irnish bishops, Lent, 1969, the Chunch :
Appears as composed of those who feach awmd those
whe obey. The tatthful are givem ihe purtely -
passcve role of being the recipients of the guid-
ance of the floly Spindit from the hierarchy.

This {5 a one-sided insistence on the Legitimate
rele of the teaching body. ...uith prompt and
welling acceptance 0§ A8 judgment with no compleo-
menl by emphasis of the same body's duty to Listen
Lo Lhe veice of the Holy Spinit in the People o4
God before making its judgment. There is no hint

He went on to declare: "Married people are
being guided and Led and Laught by the Spinit in
a particulan fomm of Christion Lige wheh is not
being Lived by the Leaching body in the Westenn
Chunch. They provide in thein witness an undes-
dtanding given them by the Spinit and available
Lo the Chuxch oily Lhiough Lhem: This witness
must be heand....the very nalwre of the Chunch
forbids that it be Lgnored ox suppressed. ... 1o
Lgnore the faithfub is to 4gnoxe the Holy
Spinit, !

"In the Pastoral Letten -
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oning from a man with the status )
professor in a Porti®ical lhiversity,
rrogant monsense is surely intolerable.

e truth concerning the role of the
erium hias of course been enunciated

Some would Like to necogrise in Lhis o
i  mone than angthing 3 else the task of

ning the "infallible bebief of the comm-

of the faith§ue”....The office of inten-
preling authentically tfhe Word 0§ God, whether
wiitten on otherwise Tansmitted, is entrusted
 sobely 1o the Living magisienium of the Chuich,
- whose authority is exerncised in the name.of :
Chaist.' (General Audience, Jan.II.

We know, unfortumately, that, nowadays,
axamm aﬁﬂﬁwuglx which 488 des- .
¢ themselues as Catholic attempt to attrib-
prlonity in the nowmative formulation
e thuths of the faith fo the commundily of
GLLhgul. . . .This view & contrary Lo :
ptuie and Chnisit's teaching.' (General

nce, Feb. 22, 1967)

"Hang wish to abolish authonily in the

h and they cannot;  they wish fo thace

ource to the community and they are
ting a comstitutional character of ithe

ach. ' (Address to Clergy of Rome, Feb. 17,

'This is a chanism which does not dernive
the communio fidelium buf which L5 fon
edification.' (Address on the office of
hop, Jan.5, 1969) -
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€5} ‘'Anothen danger. £ies in personal clatms of
Praphetic insight. Many who otk about the
Charch today say they ane Lrnspined by a prophetic
spirlt. They make nisky and. sometimes Ainad-
méééibﬂe‘d&&éﬁkibﬁ@f&na"a@réaz Lo £the Holy ™
Spiril as if the Divine Parachete wene at thein -
dervdice at all times. They sometimes do Lhis,
ungorntunately, with an undpoken intention of
greedng themselves fom the Church's magisten-
Lum, which also enfoys the assdistance 04 Lhe
Holy Spinit. The Holy Spindit's chanisms ane -
treely granted by Him tfo the whole People o4 God,
and also to the ondinary befievern. BOUT :
VERIFICATION OF THEM AND EXERCISE OF THEM ARE
SUBJECT TO THE AUTHORITY OF THE HIERARCHICAL
MINISTRY.' (Sept. 24, 1969) :

(6] 'Te use a cwrent Lterm, the Church, in

the exencise of hen auihg&étg, 45 democratic in
her end and <in her raison g tre, but net in her
origin.

'She does wnot derive hen power §rom bezow;
&he dendves it grom Christ, grnom God, and is ne-
spansible only to Him.* (November 12, 1969}

(7} In his allocution to the Third World Con-
gress of the Lay Apostolate on Gctober 15, 1967,
the Holy Father, explicitiy refuting the notion
that there can he 'po parollel hiernarchies. ...
exésting side by side’, stated: eveedit the
Chutch, efgicacity s proportionad to one's ad-
herence to those whom Chiiss "has made guandians
te feed the Chunch of the Loxd" (cd. Acts. XX, 28},

'Anyone who aliempis to act without the
Hieranchy, on against A%, in the field of the
Father of the Family, could be compared to the
branch which atrophies because it <4 no Longen
commected with the stem which provides its sap.’

As erronsous views in this matter are not
confined to one Maynooth professor, Dr Fianagan,
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put are shared to some extent, by Drs.McDonagh,
Callaghan, Freyne and Surlis, it might be

i ul te end this section by quoting a more

pecent statement form Pope Pauyl that is pecul-

sarly relevant: S :

oo The exencise of authonity in the

e o o oAb 0 oS pONSLDLLiLY 0f service in the
unily. . . .that {8 to say, each one must senve
thens, and be of use Fo the others.

'The others are the ebject, not the dounce
¢ authonity established fon their senvice,
- thein senvice.' (Statement to the Sacred
1 Rota, Jan. 28, I1971) -

CONDEMNED ERRORS ON AUTHORETY

The errors concerning Authority subscribed
:oday by so many Maynooth professors are any-
g but original - as can be seen from the
ing 'syllabus' of condemned errors:

Marcilius Patavinus was condemned by Pape
« XXII in 1327, for teaching that 'aéf

ek i committed directly and {mmediately to
Christian people’.

The Gallicans and the Regalists were con-
ed by Innocent XI, in 1682, for saying that
1 decisions were not irreformable until they
received the consent and acceptance of the
iversal Church.

. He taught that

' prerogative of suprerie power and infallibil-
/ in the Church was committed to the whole

¥ of the people ‘and that mo Church Law had
séferee until it was confirmed by the People
God, :
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(4) Febronius (dohn Nicholas de Hontheim) was
condemned for asserting that neither Pope nor
Council has the right to issue binding decrees
without the acceptance of the People of God.

(5} fina?Tx we come to the Modernists, yp-
happw}y still with us, who were condemmed for
teaching that power in the Church is not
absg%gte but is campletely dependent gn the
religious conscience of the faithfyl,

FATHER DONAL FLANAGAN'S

In &n article in the December I, 1969
Englxsh Edition of L'0sservatone Romano, Jean
Guitton makes the foltowing observations:

Yo the people find it hand to ex
2 - express them-
sedves and histony abundantly shows how easy L1

0f collectivities, without tiue
zhem{ and <indeed sometimeoys even Lewvonizing them.

Opinion £is fabricated by q MARONLES, A
rukes the woned, / » and opinion

’ 'But the Church is not of this woned, 1¢
L4 noX nepresented by an emperon o bu opinion
...0p4n¢a@ 4 nol prophetic. . :

in S&ﬁi?gaa?‘&géange.d&It used to be called
nsus fq elium.  Cardinal Newman was y R4
when he sadd that the Laity "must be cozfﬁétegﬁ{

" JASSOCTATION OF .IRISH PRIESTST™ ~~ = =

What Jean Guitton says about the ease

which a minority can speak for the people
ut truly representing them is particutarly
ant to-most of the 'Associations of

2s' now proliferating throughout the Church.

was observed in the €.P.A. Newsletter
IL, IV, 1972): "1t is a well-known fact
oven the world Modernists have go%

0f practically every group of priests,’
certainly true of the dAmerican National
£lon of Priests' Councils. They claim
represent 30,000 priests, but Archbishop
Byrne of St Paul feels that 3,000 would be
closer to the truth. It is equally true in
Ireland where Dr Flanagan's Association of

Inish Priests accounts for only 2 per cent

of Irish priests. (Media Recelver, 4 Qct.

1971} A radio news item gave a1 account of a
-carried out by this organization in July-
1971; it claimed that 65 per cent of
iests responding favoured optional

cy. Needless to say this got world-
ublicity, but not the fact that those par-
ting accounted for only I} per cent of
Irish total. d

0 information was given about the other
per cent. Can we claim that they favoured
acy? In fact, Cardinal Conway had claimed

K earlier that the majority of Irish priests
opposed to optional celibacy.

t sixteen priests of this organization

- Impertinent public declaration ‘airongly

enged published statements by members of
wlic Héeranchy on conthaception.' |Inish

eRendent, 26, Aug., I971.)

Lof this 'Association o4 Inish Priests',
er Dorial Flanagan, continues to be
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Professor of Dogmatic Theology in the Pontific-
al University of Maynooth, apparently with the
blessing of the Irish Hierarchy. (N.B. This
small Irish splinter group is not to be confused
with the already mentioned English Catholic
Priests' Assocdation, also headed by a Dr Flana-
gan. This latter group has for its purpose -

toyalty to the Pope and the defence of the magw‘
isterium, )

PR, P. Jd. MCGRATH

Dr McGrath is a professor in the Philosoph-
ical faculty in Maynooth. He wrote one of the
Inish Times articles attacking the. Irish Bishops'
Pastoral Letter on Humanae Vitae - ariicles
which in effect openly challenged the Irish
Hierarchy. Had the Hierarchy then taken action,
the Church in Ireland would not today be in such
a sorry plight. .

Dr McGrath's article appeared on March 21,
1969, His attack on Humanae Vitae was repeated
in May, 1969, in a book Monals, Law and Awthon-
ily, edited by Dr J.P. Mackey, who was denied the
€hair of Dogma in Maynocoth because of his sus-

- pecl orthadoxy, although he was the sole appli-
cant.

This is public knowledge. Yet, astonish-
ingly, Dr McGrath's appointment in the Pontifi-
cal College was confirmed bv the bishops in 1971,
after he had completed his probationary periad.
Does this signify that the bishops approve of
his teaching? It would surely be ludicrous, even
in contemporary Ireland, to say that they appro-
ved of an attack on their own pastoral. But if
they consider that the views of Dr McGrath are
erronegus why was his appointment officially
ratified?

In his Inish Témes article he found the
pastoral 'megative and unbalanced' in dealing

83.

procreative aspects. In another
indicates that the 'Church's stand
acepfion’ does not 'cohere with tfhe
hen Leaching on maviiage'. And in an
inary non sequitur he asks: 'I4 it
sible Zo use Zhe pilh fon therapeutic
and permissible to use the safe
avodd conception, why L& it always
use the pill to avodd contraception?’
on:  'To suppose Lhat procreation is

£ 4in zthe same way as the unitive act
ply that sexual intercourse is an

on when procreation A8 impossible.,’

n.coming from a professor in a Pontifi-
ersity, such frivoleus playing with
iardly merits serious comment.,

2 cortinues his criticism of Humanae

T through the section 'Natuial Law and

ument' in the book, Merals, Law and
(P.56-78, Dublin, Gill and McMillan,),

ok, incidentally, has an {mprimatur .

* Lennon, the Bishop of Kildare and

fl.
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CR KEVIN MCNAMARA

Kevin McNamara, Vice-President of May-~
3 is a member of the bishops' theolegical
ssion. He is Professor of Dogmatic Theol-
e is generally regarded with less sus-

fi than the other Maynooth pecple we have
oried. Yet he too has publicly expressed
ry questionable opinions.

At Teast one Irish Catholic mother was
ed and scandalised by a letter he wrate
& Inish Times of November 26, 1970,

s

She stated: 'As a Catholic mothen of
L musz wiite 2o say how distuibed 1 am




|

84.

by the Rev. McNemara's Letftern. I am mot a
theologion and T am sure that the Rev. McNamara
Wikl consider my crlticism very naive but he
deems Lo say Lhat where Pius XIT was wrong now
Paul VI 46 night. 1% doesn't seem very nelevant
1o me 1o say that.they might be agreed 4n prin-
edple, 4if in praclice aften Casta Connubii
corfessons absolutely forbade. cowtraception whene-
as afler Humanae Vitae they condone if. Can the
frue doctrine Lead o contradictony practice?...
He has only succeeded in making confusion mone
confused, as indeed did his colleague, Dn
0'Callaghan. Rev. McNamera Lells us That contre-
ceplion 45 always whong but that Pope Paul
necognised that in practice it is impossible
To Live up Lo the standarnd of the Gospel and that
we ahe nok necessarily guilly in the eyes of God
agter we practise ! .... What are those of
us who thy sincerely Lo observe Paul's Law on
contracepfion 20 believe? Are we fools for tny-
<ng 40 hand? And fto say that the discrepancy
between the Pope's statement and those of some
~hational hieranchies i4. one of emphasis sinikes .
me, with nespect, as uttern nonsende. ALL Lhis
puts me Lin a mosi embarrasing position with my
greiends. .. When T foolishly &howed the Letten
Lo a univernsity professorn he Laughed heartily
and said that the Rev. McNamara had got nid of
Pope Pius XI1's doctrine and was now Whitiling
away al Pope Paul....Perhaps the deafening
dikence grom Maynooth after Humanae Vitae can
be explained by the fact that they were as
confused as I am agten Rev. McNamara's Letfen.'
(Indsh Times, Nov, 26, 1970}

OR MCNAMARA AND HUMANAE VITAE.IS IT REFORMABLE?

The following two passages were quoted in
ar editorial of the London Tablet of August 10,
I9€8. The Tablet has an unhappy record on the
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~becal (1) and published the two quotations
er to try to justify itself. -

1) 'The Holy Roman Catholic Church §inmly
ves, progesses and teaches that ocutside the
Lic Chunch, no one, neither pagans non Jows
erelics, nor schismatics, cam obtain

Lige, but will go to the everlasting finre
was prepaned for the devil and his angels,
‘before the end of Rife they are neceived
- (Council of Florence, 1439).

} 'Those also can oblain to everkasting
Lopn who through wo fault of their own do
w, the Gospel of Chuist ch His Chusch,
tneerely seek God and, moved by grace,

e by thein deeds to do His will as £t 4is _
Lo Zhem through the dictates of conscience.
does Divine Providence deny #he .oly necess-
0 salvation to those who, without blame

edln pant, have not yet arnived at an

eid knowledge of God, but who straive fo Lead
d Lige,thanks to his Grace (Vatican 2).

The Tablet had reproduced the above passages
acknowledgement to Father Kevin Mciamara, '
ssor of Fundamental Theslogy at Maynooth,
g that he had quoted them in the latest
of the "Bullefin' issued by the :
Lie darniage Advisony Council' in suppont
5 condention that the Chuneh can change and
thanged hen dectrine in the past and that
A48 nol innevocably eommitted to the teaching
- Contracepiion L& intadscially- evil.

Properly understood., there is no difficulty
‘except for the unlearned. Even seminarians

Indeed several years before Humanae Vitae
Published, a wag suggested that 'The Tablet
really be called 'The PILL".
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[
of moderate ability weuld be-able to deal -
effectively with such an objection, seeing in

-'ft put another version of the extrna ecclesia nully

salus problen. -

But ad the supposition of & trnanseat, on the
supposition of a contradiction between Flerence
and Vatican 2 {which claimed to be merely pastoral

in intent) who is Dr McNamara to say that Florence,

was wrong and Vatican 2 right? (I)
BR PAUL SURLIS

rormerly a mere lecturer, notwithstanding
his cortribution to Morals, Law and Authonity,
he was appointed by the Bishops as full Prof-
essor of Dogmatic Theology - to the astonish-
ment and dismay of well-informed, orthodox
Catholics. b

We have seen that where an expert in the
field disagrees with some aspects of the
teaching of the ordinary magisterium he can

put his view privately to the pertinent authority,

but he is not allowed to confuse people by
writing publicly about it.

Apart fromignoringthis himself, Dr Surlis

1s, evidently, not prepared to accept it, even in

principle. For in the Inish Times of April 7,
1969 he wrote: 'On the question of the propriety
04 Laking such discussions fo the papens we must
hecall the service which has been done in .
ecent yeans by responsible journalists in bring-
4ng Vatican 2 to the people.’

{1} Since the above was written, in Mysterium .

teclesdiae, the Sacred Congregation for Doctrine
arnd Faith has reaffirmed Vatican 2's statement:
‘AL 48 through Chiisit's Catholic Church alborne. ..

that the fullness of the means of salvation can
b2 olfained,’ :
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is incredible thet a Maynootis professor
ot be ashamed to be associated with such
al reasoning. " In the first place, the
of journalists and newspapers; both

! and secular, did an immense disservice
wreh by the crude misrepresentation of
ues being debated by the Council Fathers.
second- place; even if they had all been
ruth-loving reporters, what relevance
ghtforward reporting to the dilemms
well-informed theological expert who
reason or other cannot give assent to
1ects of the Church's teaching, yet knows
ile he can express his views privately
competent authorities, he must not cause
on by expressing his views publiely?

S “ON THE CREDIBILITY OF PAPAL AUTHORITY

ting on 'The Church's Message’ in

Law and Authornity, Dr Surlis stated:
ople felt that its [i.e. the Encyelic-
el nesult would be %6 diminish the

Y and authonity of the Papal ogfice.’
. Also, 'le are not suggesting that

and doctrinal encyelicals ane on quile the
evel in the assent they requine -even

k both atike are reformable’. (p132).

‘i§_€§ not only a mest complex generalis-
1t 1s also an unproven assumption that
rary to sound theological opinion.

He says of the Church: 'She is thore 2o
ot o deminate on dictate. ' But if she

Serve are there not many occasions when
Ust dictate?

t:is certainly inexcusable that a man in
Ition, a professor in a Pontifical

S1ty, should attack Papal authority on

Matter of Humanae Vifae without even trving
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to think straight. But it is equally scandaltous
that an Irish Bishop, Or Lennon of Kildare and
Leighlin,shgu?d.have~given an imprimatur to sueh
a misteading work, written in popular form for
ordinary Catholic readers. He did not even take
the troublé to get his facts right. Consider,
for example, the folTowing gem from page 13 of
Morals Law and Authonity: 'The Lambeth biskops
daw in the manpern in which Humanae Vitee was
L8sued a "blow to colleglality”
view there is much fustification. In fact the
ralher hesitant and unsure exencise of colleg-
Lelity which we are now experieneding post
eventum, would not have been necessany Lf
adequate comsullation with Lthe unlvernsal epis~
copate @qd Laken place before the encyclical was
Lssued.

In fact, of course, as Dr Surlis knows
perfectly well, such consultation with the umiv-.
ersal episcopate did take place. He also knows
that if the Pope had decided the issue on his
own without any consultation he would have been
quite within his rights in doing so. But in
fact, as everyone knows, there was consultation
on the widest possible level. What Or Surlis
objects to of course is that having consulted all
the Teading experts, the Pope did not allow them
to decide for him,

As Cardinal Felict and Father Gagnebet. 0,P.
pointed out in the Qctober 10, 1968 issue of
L' Qssenvatone Romano, the unfounded charges that
the Pope decided the matter on his own, that he
did not consult the bishops or the council, or
that he had not taken into account the consensus
of the People of God are quite inexcusable, given
the extensive consuTtation that did take place.

DR _JAMES MACKEY AND MAYNOOTH

Farmerly a professor at St John's Seminary,
Materford, he is now attached to the University
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Francisco. As we have already poin@ed

e was not so long ago, the sole applicant
e Chair of Dogma in Maynooth. He was
down precisely because of the unortho-
nis views, especiglly as expressed in
ooks Life and Grace. This fact has been
rmed by some Irish bishops.

s the editor of a book 'Morals, Law
#idy', in which many attacks are made
ae Yitae. It features articles by no

an five Maynooth professors: Sean ‘
‘P.J. McGrath, Enda McDonagh, Paul Surlis
ard Watson. .

n the Inish Press of March 3, 1971, he is
d of having 'put his signature to a pro-
agaénat Humanae Vitae. ,

ccoraing to the Undvense of May 2, 1969,

.4 meeting of British doctors that Qecause
40t Lo refonn this admitedly nan-&qéa?&—
and 40 nefonmable piece of Papal Leaching ,
en '40 quick, 40 strong and 40 persdstent',
solute prohibition of contraceptqu was

re doubtful than before Humanae Vitae was
hed. He also expressed the opinion that
atholic doctors 'found §ull voice' and took
praper part in the evo]uticn'of Christian
ousness, 'an absolute prohibition of con-
epltion would cease te apply and would be ne-
ed {n the Chnisitian community by o more
practice',

In'a television interview, 'By What Authoki-
which he shared with Bishop Harty of

loe, he had already said that although the
had made one clear statement banning all

of birth control, 'there was a range of
Lon among bishops which did nol. amount %o
Yaight fonwand condemnation.' [Inish Indepen-
o Dec. 17, 1968) (This was at most a
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pertial half-teuth. For this was true only of
a very small percentage of the world's bishops. )

At the 1970 Maynooth Summer Schoeol, reading
@ paper on 'The Historical Chunch as Mediator of
Faith' he stated:

‘Modern man will no Longen brook the
absumption that there are Lords who hule over bim
by divine night, who pass on authonity grom one:

Lo anothen as a self-propagating group....He will -
nol condiden himself a {ull adult memben 0f *the
people unless he has a say in what is practised

orn expressed by the people as a whole, unless

in particular he has a direct say <n choosing

the Leaders... (Irish Times, August 28, 1970)

It seems a grave dereliction of duty by
the Irish bishops that such a man should be
allowed back repeatedly to address Maynooth
Summer Schools or Seminars in [reland, This
gives people the impression that he is an ortho-
dox expert, an impression thatis not warranted
by his public pronouncements. As recently as
the Summer of 1972, he was invited to address
the Theological Congress in Bishop Russell's
seminary, St. John's, Waterford, where he was
formerly a professor. Dr Russell must accept
responsibility for the fact that, speaking along
with him, were the equally notorious Drs.
McDonagh and Q'Callaghan.

FATHER MICHAEL MACGREIL, S.d.

Father McGreil is a Tecturer on sociology
in Maynooth.

speaking on 'Education and Cultunal Develop-
menz' at & three-day Western Development Confer-
ence in Galway, Father McGreil earned himself a
front-page headline in the Inésh Times of Oct-
aober 7, 1972:

gl.

SAYS IRISH UNITY IDEAL WOULD BE AIDED BY
CHOOLS. And the Inish Independent of

me day reported that he had made a

ng. plea for schools mixed from the point

ex and denoménation' and that 'he could see
”ﬁmznf in Irekand for seporate devomination-
akls!. :

Inish Times report of his talk reveals
served up the usual mash of arguments
re the stock-in-trade of secular human-
He does not even seem to have considered
us XI's encyclical on The Chnistian
tion of Youth or Vatican 2's Declaration
hristion Education as even worthy of mention,

t is indeed sad to see such blatant con-
for the Magisterium on the part of a mem-
- the Society of Jesus, whose very naison
-was loyalty to the Pope and the Hierarchy.

t 1s even more regrettable, however, that
uld be a lecturer at Maynooth, once so
Wned for its scholarship and fidelity, and
‘qua aynooth Tecturer,he should $¢ openly
emn Authority with impunity.

FATHER WADDING, €.SS.R.

Father Wadding was until recently a locum
irer in Maynooth. While in that capacity
(pressed views of rather doubtfyl orthodoxy.
ing of divorce, for example, he stated (in
ecember 1970 issue of Reality): 'An in-
4ng number of theokogians. .. . believe in

My at Least that the Church could dissolue
arniage for sufficiently ghave reasons, '

0n the populan Level', he went on to say,



"many people would see good grounds for divonrce
in centain exceptional cases. Fox example a
young ginl deserted by hen husband...Besides if
Christians cannct be brought 2o cceept the sanc-
Lty and indiss0lubility 0f marricae. oxcept by
having it imposed on them by Law. . .what sont of
Christians are they anyhow?’

On Humanae Vitae and contraception he said:
‘The Pope in o place days Lt L6 o mostal sing
neithen do the Traish Bishops.' - This is a danger-
ousty misleading half-truth which is certainly:
unworthy of a professor in a Pontifical Univers-
ity writing in a magazine for simple people.

By contrast, when presenting the U.S,
Bisheps® Pastoral in November 1868, Cardinal
Wright, Prefect of the Congregation for the
Clergy, and also a member of the Congregation

for Doctrine and Faith, stated, without hesitat- ~

ion or ambiguity: ‘T cannot concedve of circum-
Alances unden which a person could use contazeep-
Lon and not think himself commitiing a. ghave
sdn. ' (N.C. News, [8:11:68) '

CONFESSION

Talking of communal absc uticn in the
August 1969 issue of Reality, Fr. Wadding stated:
"For many people, indeed most, confession as we
know it 45 o meaninnloss nityak.! Asking if it
would still be necessary for people to go to
confession, he answered: !4 few yeans ago
Lheologians would have said, Ves. Today. . . there
45 a Lot cf evidence o say Lhat if would not be
necessany although individuals could do s0 i
they wished,’

This is contrary to the teaching of the
Council of Trent (cf. Denzinger, 916, 917, 919).
It 1s also opposed to a statement issued by the
Vatican Press Office on January [4, I97].
Discussing the extension of permission for
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al absolution, in conditions of grave
gent necessity, to certain missionary
tes, it denied misleading reports and
beyond any possibility of misunderstand-
he consequent need to make a full confess-
s soon as possible: 'I¢ 44 altogether
any that those who receive absolution in
wil shall, the §irst Lime thereafter when
celve the sacrnament of penance, duly con~
abL thein montal sins which they have not
dy confessed.' (N.C. News, Jan, 15, 1971)

FR _WILFRED HARRINGTON, 0.P,

Father Harrington was for a time on the
. staff of Maynooth. That he has been affected
- by modern erroneous views on marriage and div-
© orce may be gathered from the final sentence
of his article 'Jesus's Attitude Towands S
Divorce', in the July 1970 issue of "The Inish
Theological Quanterly': 'Sunely Jesus would =~
want this same spinit of gentle mekey and com- e
passian o prevall when the Chursh begins 4o
epply his teaching on divonce. To ghant «
divorce and the right to remawny in cases where
vioge is not fruly Lived as such and 50
L Dwuky o manndage may open up whole new
hiuwiities of Life and Love fon pesrsons, and
My give individual chiistians the comfort of
Wwing a shepherd again.'

In the same issue there is an*aftia@e by
enis O'Callaghan in a similar vein with
ngely selective quotations. ‘

:$ad to say the number has an dmprimatun
“Bishop Lennon of Kildare and Le1gh?1n‘

CONCeftf, noted Franciscan theologian in the

Goopo¥ember 3, 1968 issue of L'0ssehvatone delfla
M@moni ns .



"CATHOLICS GTLL NEVER HAVE THE RIGHT T0
PARTICIPATE IN A DIVORCE MOVEMENT,..IT IS NOT
EVEN PERMISSIBLE TO PARTICIPATE ON A LEGISLATIVE
LEVEL To THE APPROVAL OF A DIVORCE PROJECT .. IF
THEREFORE THE FORCES OF A LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

WORK IN FAVOUR OF PROPONENTS OF DIVORCE, CATHOLICS

MUST OPPOSE THE EVOLUTION OF THIS LEGISLATIVE
PROCESS. '

Please God that the Daif takes its theo-
togy from Gina Concetti rather than from Father
Harrington. , »

GENERAL  COMMENTS

Maynooth has become very ruch a college of
mixed sexes and some senior professsors have had
to convey complaints to the Bishops of unbecoming
and even immoral behaviour. The deptns of trivial-
ity to which this once hallowed hall of .
spirituality and learning has descended may be
gathered from the following report of what
happened in September 1970, when two women
Journalists addressed 200 theological students
at the College.

Miss Maeve Binchy, Women's Editor of The
Incsh Tdimes and Miss Kenny, Women's Editor of the
Inish Paess told the students: 'The clergy was
not much help Lo wany women trying to find out
what £ife was all about;' and *The elerngy did not
geve a damn about single ginds.'  Miss Binchy,
proceeding at this elevated level, stated: 'The
day was gone when women were going to take advice
grom celibate priests.' And, not to be outdone,
Miss Kenny condemned 'the fegislation which makes
you a crimenal Lf you want to plan your family’.
The whole thing, she said, 'was a nefworh of £ies
and comspinacy.* {inish Press, Sept. 24, 1970; |
Me?éa)ﬁeceiue&, No. 4, W/E, 27, September., 1970,
p. 17,

on
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When one recalls that seminarians were
formerly trained to have the highest ideals and,
above all, uncompromisirg respect for the sacred
office of the priesthcod, one winces at this
drivel acdministered, apparently with official
approval, to the students of Ireland's naticnal
seminary.

In view of the foregoing information, is it
altogether surprising that some Irish Bishops
refuse to send students to Maynooth?

Is it surprisirg, as Father John Flanagan
of the English Caticlic Priests’ Assoclation
tells us, that many English parish priests
refuse to take a priest from Maynooth because it
has beccme so notorious a hotbed of error? As
one English parish priest is reported to have
2112:' 'T den't want to have my pardish contamin-
ated.

HE IRISH MEDICAL ASSCQCIATICN,
LONTRACEPTION  AND  MAYNCOTH

Sectien 17, of the 1935 Criminal Law
“wendment Act states: 'IE falf o be Lawqul
hany pesen X0 seld, ¢r oxmdle. advertise
cokeer fonosade, on e dmacnt el fo

R, fok sale any contraceptive. !

0f late there have been many pressure
Groups, supported by publicity media, en-
ceavouring to have this Act amend~+ sg as to
CO away with the ban on contraceptives.

. In October 19?2, the influential Tnish
edccal Asscelation predominantly Catholic in
Mewbership, came out in faveur of legaiising
Contraception.

) Needless to say. this was front-page news
N the [=:i:: Times, which had for leng been
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advocating this 'xeform’. The Times also
honoured the I.M.A., with an editorial, commend-
ing the doctors for 'vodicing the wishes of thein
patients - an electonate that may well be ahead
0§ the Government'.

Regrettable as such a development may be,
are the doctors altogether to blame? Have they
not been told, time and again, by Maynooth prof-
essors and other theologians, apparently enjoying
episcopal approval, that this "reform’ was
desirable? And has not Dr Birch, Bishop of Ossory
stated explicitly that the legalisation of
contraception is desirable?

Indeed, Bishop Birch even went so far as to
speak his mind most freely in this connection in
what the front page of the Inish Times described
as 'a frank interview published in a recent
supplement of the London Times'.

THE IRISH THEOLOGICAL COMMISION'S WORKING PARTY
AND DIVORCE

According to the Inish Independent of May
27, 1972, this Working Party, with Dr Enda McDonagh
of Maynooth as jts Chairman, advocated radical
changes in the Irish Constitution, including the
removal of Article 4I, 3, 2, which prohibits
divorce.

Although Cardinal Conway stated in a radio
interview, reported to the Dublin dailies of June
9, 1972, that he believed that the majority of
Irish Catholics would vote against such a measure,
he apparently considered it quite unnecessary to
increase the probability of this happening by
taking effective action against the Maynooth
professors on the Theological Commission, or
against any of the other theologians who had come
out in favour of legalising divorce. The Primate's
omission in this respect is, needless to say, a
cause of anauish to orthodoy Trich Cathnldce
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THE MAYNOOTH = SUMMER SCHOOL, 1972

Many Irish Catholics were also irritated
by some of the views expressed by lecturers at
the 1972, Maynooth Summer School. As John D,
Sheridan stated in the September § issue of
the Inish Independent, these views 'wene fels

‘_ibfbg’au$ 0f keeping with both the auspices and
venue .

. Objecting to 'a scho0t of thought in the
Chaneh which seeks o Ldentify the Gospel with
the "Liberation of man" and the establishment
of that vague thing called the "egabitarian
soedety”, another critic, Mr D.F, Conlan of
Birmingham stated: '7 gm reminded of this by
ihe false ideas of Fathen [iam Ryan and Father
Véncent McNamana, ' (Both of these priests are
on the Maynooth staff although Fr Vincent
McNamara is a member of the St Patrick's,
Kiltegan, Missionary Society.) Mr Conlan
Continued: 'The nole of the Church in the workd
8 pre-eminently Redempitive, not socdal on
Political. . ..By no streteh 0f the imagination
8an this work be connected with the oventhrow
08 Capitalism on the ostablishment 04 the

"Bgabitarian Society".

_ Mr Sheridan condemned the view, expressed
by Father Liam Ryan, Professor of Sociology in
L9A00th: . There 44 growing acceptance of
the view that so Long as you have the capitalist
SW%em you cannot have a jusz society.’ Mr
Sheridan felt that Father Ryan was particularly
Naive ip saying yhat socialism was preferable
;ﬁ Capitalism, for whereas capitalism as such
£‘§«ﬁever been specifically condemned by the
%Mﬁiﬁ» socialism as such has been condemned.
33?%5 also critical of the description of the
thuﬁﬁh in Ireland by Father Vincent McNamara as
‘mééghu"Ch of the 'haves'’and not of the 'have-
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According to Mr Sheridan: ‘Father McNamara ... had a Hans Kung
type swipe at what he termed the “hierarchically organised Church”. .. The
Church is, was, and always must be hierarchic because that is how Christ
established it, though the fact that priests can make statements like these
would seem to indicate that they no longer fear sanctions from the higher
echelons.”

John D. Sheridan also condemned ‘the spokesmen of the new Christian
left who convert the primary mission of the Church to the attainment of
social justice and political freedom.”

Some of the views expressed at the 1972 Maynooth Summer School
would certainly hardly measure up to the duty of priests as
expressed by Pope Paul: ‘Woe betide the priest who tries to be
everything, do everything, the politician, the sociologist, the expert, the
consultant, the organizer and so on, but fails in the specific mission which
makes him a priest.” (Audience, 12t June, 1971.)

Conclusion

To paraphrase somewhat a statement of the late Bishop Adrian of
Nashville, USA: ‘HOW IN GOD’S NAME CAN STUDENTS TAUGHT
BY SUCH PROFESSORS BECOME FAITHFUL, HOLY OTHER CHRISTS?

We saw at the beginning of this dossier that the Church in her
wisdom insists that professors in Catholic universities and
seminaries who refused obedience to the magisterium should be
removed immediately. Can we wonder, then, at the consternation
of priests and people that some of these men are still allowed to
teach in Ireland’s National Seminary, the Pontifical University of
Maynooth?

But although the Bishops are clearly not

4 \

facing up to their responsibilities,there is
no room for doubt as to what the Church wants.
For whiie error is being quite openly taught in
seminaries, published in Catholic journals and
even preached from the pulpit, the Instruction
0§ the Synod's Doctrinal Commission states
guite clearly: 'Bishops should see. £o it that
the faith o4 the whole community does not
2u§5?a forn Lack of prudence on the port of the
ow.

?hg Irish bishops themselves have declared
that 'the Pope speaks not as one Ztheologian ameng
many, but as the Vicar of Chaist!. (0ct.9,1968)
And more recently Cardinal Conway stated;_that the
'teaching of the Encyclical [ Humanae Vitael s
authentic and binding'. (St. Patrick's Cathed-
ral, Aug.4, 1971.) Moreover, speaking in May-
nooth in 1971, he said that professors were not
'n teach their own views or the views of theol-
0g1ans but the teaching of the Church.

BUT WHAT IS THE POINT oF SAYING THIS
DOES NOTHING ABOUT IT? e

As Father 0 Saorai, a Dublin priest has
stated: 'Perthaps these Maynooth pnofessons,
&f&eépeataue 04 the academic paculty 1o which
they belong, experience devinely-inspined
Charisms "ex officio” to show the Pope and the
OLshops the ernnon 0§ theirn monal Leaching....

"ONE FEARS FOR THE CHURCH IN IRELAND IF THIS
I‘? THE SUKT OF THEQLOGY AND ATTITUDE THEY ARE
TEACHING THEIR STUDENTS. . .THERE 1S, HOWEVER, A
HUMOROUS TRONY IN ALL THIS: THE PROFESSORS WERE
?}NSTALLED IN THEIR CHATIRS BY EPISCOPAL APPOINT -
MENT.! (Inish Times, March 28, 1969)

 Little wonder that Cardinal Seper, Prefect
O the Congregation for Doctrine and Faith found
't necessary to complain: "Bishops are often to
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blame because in this crisis they are not exercising their powers as they
should and Rome is not well obeyed. If all the bishops would deal with
these aberrations as they occur the situation would be different. IT IS
VERY DIFFICULT FOR US IN ROME IF WE GET NO COOPERATION
FROM THE BISHOPS.” (Letter to Fr. Mikulich, O.F.M,, Easter, 1972).,

CRI DE COEUR

We therefore conclude by appealing to the Irish Hierarchy in the
words of Pope Paul on the occasion of his Apostolic Exhortation to
all Bishops on the 5% Anniversary of the closing of the Second
Vatican Council:

“...It is to us bishops that St Paul’s exhortation to Timothy is

addressed: “Before God and before Jesus Christ Who is to be judge of the
living and the dead, | put this duty to you in the name of His Appearing
and of His Kingdom: proclaim the message and, welcome or unwelcome,
insist on it. Refute falsehood, correct error, call to obedience — but do all
with patience and with the intention of teaching.
* “The time is sure to come when, far from being content with
sound teaching, people will be avid for the latest novelty and collect
themselves a whole series of teachers according to their own tastes; and
then, instead of listening to the truth, they will listen to myths. Be careful
always to choose the right course; be brave under trials; make the
preaching of the Good News your life’s work, in thorough-going service.”
(2 Tim., 4:1-5).

‘Therefore, dearly beloved brothers, let each of us examine
himself on the way in which he carries out this sacred duty.’
(L’Osservatore Romano, January 14, 1971).

o

lil

Judged by this c¢riterion, the episcopal
gtatement can be seen to have certain short-
comings. For while their Lordships said no
more than the truth in pointing to the grave
social consequences of legalised contraception,
we feel that they said less than the truth
in saying simply that such calamitous social
influences *shiould be put inte the balance,
along with such othen {factons as the actual
degree of Anconvendience which ithe present Law
and practice causes Fo people of othen religlous
persuasions and a realisiic assessmept as £o
whether a change 4in the fLaw would have any
ségnigieant effect at the present time on
attitudes towands the reunification. of Ireland'.
For, however unwittingly, this gives the .
impression that the achievement of a certain
spurious form of national unity deriving from
the appeasement of Protestant humanist opinion

could conceivably justify the whalesale dis-
mantling of lIreland's essentially Christian
Constitution.

In short, welcome as is the Episcopal
statement, it falls somewhat short of the truly
realistic appraisal of the consequences of legal-
ised contraception made by the late 'John Charles’
who declared quite unequivocally in his Pastoral
Letter of March 28, 1971:

"IT MAY WELL COME TO PASS THAT, IN THE
PRESENT CLIMATE OF EMOTIONAL TIHINKING AND PRESSURE,
LEGISLATION WOULD BE ENACTED THAT WILL OFFEND
THE OBJECTIVE MORAL LAW, SUCH A MEASURE WOULD
BE AN INSULT T0 OUR FAITH; IT WoUuLD, WITHOUT
QUESTTON, PROVE TO BE GRAVELY -DAMAGING TO MORALITY,
PRIVATE AND PUBLIC; IT WOULD BE, AND WOULD REMAIN,
A CURSE UPON OUR COUNTRY.'

Ireland must not tempt Divine Providence

Jo put it no higher, it would seem tO
us that there is at the very least a possible
relationship between Dr McQuaid's warning and
the message of Our Lady of Fatima, who warned




that unless her requests were :eceded the world
would be overwhelmed by a catalysm in the course
of which several entire nations would be anni-
hilated, ‘

There is certainly no doubt that, given t
existing world situation, which could be descri
as a condition of chronic acute crisis capable
exploding at any moment into a thermo=nuclear
holocaust, only an outsize in fools would rule
out the possibility of yet another world war
while it would be rash and temerarious O anti-
cipate the operations of divine justice, it woul
be still more rash for a Catholic nation as priv
ileged as ireland to presume on being able to sy
vive such a cataclysm even should some of her
laws represent blasphemy in depth: blasphemy
against Creation itself.

Theological realism must on the contrary
surely demand consideration of the possibility -
again we put it no higher - that the nations
marked out for possiktle annihilation in the Mess
of Fatima may turn out to be those formerly

Christian nations which submit to being stamped
with the Mark of the Beast - i.e. with the hideo

crime of legalised abortion (which, given modern

'eontraceptive’ techniques, is virtually indist=

inguishable from legalised contraception).

One thing as least is certain: given the

state of the world today, Ireland cannot afford

to tempt Divine Providence.

READY ~ SHORTLY!

A Third Edition of our "Dossier on Catechetics™
25p post free
from

APPROACHES, Casa Garcia Moreno, | Waverley Place
SALTCOATS, Ayrshire, Scotland,

THE_SHEPHERD. TURNS WOLF

"Whet the shepherd tumns wolf, the fLock
£ fist of atl take steps to protect Ltself.

;“%é ut doubk,.as a general nufe, teaching comes
down fren the bishops to the faithful, and the -

er, being subjecits of the formex in the

:ﬁfifd o4 gaith, do not orndinanily require o

(se their Leaders critically. But in the

'gieaau&a 0f Revelation there are essential Arutha
| concenning wnich eveny Christian is sufgiciently
 well informed, and which he ix obliged to defend,
| by vintue of the very fact 0§ his being a Chrnist-

 jan. The principle is the same whethen it con-
| coms-belief on behavioun, morality on dogma.

"Theasonable acts such as those of Nestornius

| are nane in the Chunch, but (it can happen that fon

one necson or anothen pastors remain silent unden
eireumsiances when the faith Ltsekf L8 involued.
THE TRULY FAITHFUL UNDER SUCH CIRCUMSTANCES ARE
6. SE WHSCT CONTLIT 15 0. 3PIREL ¥ THLR: CHR.u1 1AN
BAPTISM, NOT THE FAINT -HEARTED TIME-SERVERS wHo,
HAKING THE SPECTOUS EXCUSE THAT THEY MUST 0BTV

ESTABLISHED AUTHORITY, REFUSE TO ATTACK THE ENEMY

R EXPOSE HIS MACHINATIONS UNLESS THEY ARE GIVEN

(A CLEAR LEAD, WHICH, UNDER THE CIRCUMSTANCES, 1T

IS QUITE FUTTLE T0 EXPECT.' (Emphasis added)

. /
Dom Gueranger in L'Amnce Litungique



