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THE DIRE(RECTIOyt OP CATHOI IC POI.E?IIC

r . There ts like&vise a notable polemic ele-enemies in this country. ere is i &
. s

h I'roduction of Orestes Bro)vnson.ment in the iterary proE DIRE(-TION OF CATHOI,IC POZ,EMK
From the time ot the Third I lenary Council of Baltin&ore down

da however, the defence of the Church and of ics
j What we may call a methodology of Catholic pole»iic is a adlf to our own ay, however, e e

it at ainst an i- ac - . '- & ttha» t'-Catholic attacks has not ormef 1 d by anyneeded article in our country today. We have coi»e to «xp«ct t a teachings agafter every &var in which the United States takes 1&art »iovc»ienti
r ivil! ' diatribes against the urc 1 nev""'ngs against the true Church of God iii this co(it&try ivj that perio ia ri s

n the leaders in AniericanI 1 anti- find an open support among e ea sincrease in nulnber and in intensity. The rash of vir»&«nt an i

second
cease to n

e mdtvtduals who wrote an ran e&t d a ainst CatholicistnCatholicism, schecluled to make its appeara»ce after the sec»a

I Protestantism ivhich was alreadv.I more dvocates of a doctrina ro es an isworld war has alread broken out. It has come in R, i»»c 1 m(
~ that American Cath-Thc? Rttc»lptc( 'to s loiv lasinister form than the outbreak which folio&vecl tlie ch&.c of «

th;if &11&'v 1)ledged political; - 'vitics re v(a»ttn 111 p ltrt(&tint» an& 11 1 vprevious world conflict. The pronouncer»e»ts and the activit
(vere fo ii fol Clgll I&&&& el ~ ?

of gro»ps like the K» Klux Klan, however veno»»&tis tli&'Y w allegian '
{'l ~ rcligio»s concepts theyb cau

in themselves alwavs carried vvith them a strong silggc.ti&»1 "I

ssed anti-Catholic p(&lei»ic c uring ie asthe l»&licro»s I h& 1&re~cut antt ( ath&&lic niov&.ments Rttd ( I

f this »tie co«cd to 1&c colllpat'R-I ir t and t}ie first years o t " & nc p
sions are definitely niore dangerous. I or the guidalicc of 1 ict"

us. At anv rate it receive no grea""for the edification of ( Qd s Chittch tively innocuous.
blicists during this period.

hat the teachers of the Catho tc tr» m

me"can priests are bound to take cognizance of these Catholic pu licis g
I th in thiss R group, our priests are bound in conscience to

ou 'he necessity of dealing with present- ay
o a polemic about the Church, obviously not against indi-

and a ainst the Church itself, many ond»gots, but against the erroneous teachings these
attacks against that tr»th an agai ', o

e somethin of the incisive controversiaup n the American people. For various rea-
their utterances seem to lack some in

v rks of

V
sons, however, the arf of polemic has not been cultivated o a,'

ec iven 'arked the controversial vvor s o

eir pre 'iestl 'ffice. This, after all, was on y
great extent by American Catholics for a considerable time.

vlitch I&as for years taken no»s«ious
We are sometimes prone to forget that our American Catho 'cf

«ertaml not at the very outset at ea
hterary tradition had a pre emtnentI? controversial hegtnt»ng

interest in controversy wi
hoital to that of their predecessors w o

Four years before he &vas consecrated Bishop of Baltimore, John
manifest a polemic slcill e&luCarroll, the Father of the American hierarchy issued his b«k~
lived and moved in an atmospos here of religious debate.

Catholics who look with
An Address to the Roman Catholics of the United States of

There are and there have be 'tnerica,a highly effective refutation of charges made against tile
mar e isaseuk d d t t pon the 1&ody of cont roversial writings and state-

rch of esus Christ. This
Church by the apostate Charles Wharton. Several of the bishops

d f; or ot tile true Church o es sments issue tnof the early American Church devoted themselves to the tasl
fionalized, if not motivateatfitu e was ra iona

which held that the C»tt«h
exposing errors against Catholicism spread abroad hy the bigots

b he bsurd "state of siege" theoryof their own day. Within this group we find such outstandittgecclesiastical leaders as Bishops John England, Francis Patrick ad p acec rtse
f Trent an&1 wliich taug ht that tliis 1&»t';of the Counci o

e ( hufch. Actually
Kenrick, Itfartin John Spalding, John Baptist Purcell, and Jol»i

I ancl disadvantageous to thessentially unnatura an&
s fhe theor vvtfh

H»ghes. The chief literary activity of priests like Fathers John ..
I b- s is Rs clnwarrante as e " ythis anti-controversiaThayer, Jeremiah O'Callaghan, and Demetrius Gallitzin was like-

d.

I

which it is connecte .wise consecrated to the defence of the true Church against its
48
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!
ed this ultimate objective ivhen he said, 'ro-Actuaily it is difficult to see how those ivho smcerely belie 0 r Thomas designate

I liord s teaching that the world and "the prince of this world" are positum nostrae
do nostro»iodulo nranifestar&', errores ellsninan o

constantly opposed to Him and to His Church can fail to appreciate profitetur, prothe need f !)ineed for a very considerable portion of Christian teachillg de- r ontrarl os.
Th eat Peter the Lombard envisic)ned his Ilbri sententiarr&»&

voted to the examination and refutation of the contra&lie&i&&ns ro
f Cathohc leniic In descn1&rng the nitentrons w rc

rfst s message current in the world. It is similarly hard to un-derst dan'ow those who know that Christ rebuked Saul of Tarsus h roduction of tl»s )cori, Peter pfor rse
d

'
defend our faith against the errors of carnal an& stia

or persecuting Him can fail to realize that the men wlu& devote uesrre to de en our o

s.c 'n rrrarnaliu&n at ue a»it»olin&n fio»iinu»is wit i t e s iie s o
Our Lord.

se ves touay to anti-Catholic polemic are likewise persecutingur Lord. Ilasically it is the love of charity for Christ which im-pels the children of His Church to react against attacks made peter the Lombard descnMs h
upon it.

domus De&," and by "the charity of Christ,"'-'
onversel a bi Th k f Catholi&. P&&lemic is &lictatcd by charity for Oury as against or even a disinchnatron towards Cath e wor o

) rrt &)f the & ln»t rt&I«rrd al»olic res nse- Lord precisely becarise it ii r 1),irt " icsponses to anti-Catholic utterances, when found among r»cr»- P
I j ~ Christ. The 4hrrrch,function of giving men the mesiage o eius 'iris.e rue urc, is inevitably indicative of remissness inloyalty to Our Lord. Peo le as a hvmg teacher of t»e &» ine messor . eop e are never disinterested about at-

I d d t »armer exce;)t in so far as it pointstacks on thin s a trine in a vital an
's and causes to which they are powerfully attached. r. o xsed to it. Thus, for ex-It is definitely the business f out the current and populary e usiness of the Catholic to love his Church so

f C} Id receive only an madequate statewholeheartedl thy that he will resent and wish to repel every assault am le,the opleof C}lrist worl r
made against it. me t of the divine teaching about t

were the champions of Christian truth to pto allow to ass unchal-e or the Church, strong enough to impel a man to react
ed d f t d ides read assertions that association withagainst anti-Catholic lemi

!
o ic po emic, is not enough, however, to qualify

O ' f und in some invisible society. A living state-a man to act as a con r &sur Lord is to be roun in som
earth. There is a de

a controversialist in favor of God's kingdom on
ment of God's revelation imp ies and involves a recognition of anere is a definite art of apologetic, a skill which a man

~ to that revelation which mighmust stud and learn a rmponse to any errors contraryy n earn before he can successfully and effectively
1 rll tl e ta tll is being p cachedanswer attacks ainst h among t}lose tos agains t e Catholic Church. It involves a methoddescribed with marve o Such is the basic attitu e od of the traditional Catholic polemic.marvelous accuracy and clarity by the Church's

r the field not merely to dis- 4,
Doctor Cons»&unis. It has The Catholic controversialist ennis. has been practiced with magnificent results

)
by the great champions of Catholic truth and orthodoxy since theearliest days of Catholic histo

o o oxy since t e
mately to set forth the Part'a o ic &story.

The most im ortant 1 the attacker has misstated anpo an e ement in the study of Catholic polemic 'n to Our I ord and which alone is valu-is obviousl the knowled ic
mic, that which is pleasingy now edge of the ultimate direction of the con-

el negative thing. It is a P
troversy itself. No Catholic bl' t h able to the Church, is not a me ya o ic pu icist can hope to deal ade uatel

ho'.ic teachinwith attacks against the Church u I y
4

ms e urc un ess he understands very clearly
these coriditions, it is a matter of prin)arythe definite purpose he should strive t tt '

h'vo a tain in is answers to tta.k b.»g 1-"ethese attacks. That purpose is the k f h nioment to analyze tlie sP '.....,..b
s e wor o charity itself. The I rc&rrerrtly this anihsis pro)es to e aCatholic publicist achieves that purp h hurpose w en e works for the

Church and its doctrines.sanie objective which guided St. Thomas Aquinas i thinas in e writing of &)n&n&na contra gentites, Ihis &) u»rr&ra contra gent&'les, his greatest polemicpo emic writing. s L 'brr'Libris IV sententlorn&n p"op& I gns.

!
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somewhat difficult affair. The current charges against the Catholic The anti-Catholic
be gainea y no 'c't mg the indiviclual attacl erChurch, as found in the non-Catholic religious press and often too utterances are e nid fi itely standardized prodllcts

ention behere
in ordinary newspapers, are not remarkable for their logical co-g The art of Catho ic p " '

rent cro
deina &id s th'1't

4

erence. Yet, through them all there runs a definite set nf ac«usa-
f h«char~es themselves. The current crop

called to the intent o t «c .
~

' - rrent crotions and pseudo-grievances. It is definitely the busine'f the
tions d - . s 's o

of anti-Catholic writers an ec uo an i- a
' ' I t irers ivork toivards a precise o-teacher of Catholic truth to take cognizance of these.

erelv content with pointing out what they
Thus, jective They are not mere v con enhus, merely to choose a few examples at random, many of theanti-Catholic agitators of our own day attack the Church because,the sey say, our hierarchy exercises a control over our lives, Catholic - s ie sort of repression or persecution o. t e

citizens. They seek some sor o rera forbids certain procedures which are encouraged hy some R ardless of the subjective at-corn et n Catholic Church in this country. egarmpetent medical practitioners, and Catholic schools tencl tn hruig
titud . ' ', . - rs, their work itselt tends definitely inCatholic cl '»
titudes of individual attackers, t eir wor i& ic chiMren into closer association among theniselv«s and tn ..of tlie Catholic publicist to tse ara hp ate them frnm others. Each one of these assertions is h«ir)g that direc It is the lais&»

em lo edip yed in a campaign to spread hatred of tile Church among tile cognizance ofof this fact.
of ih( hest hnn((n&en &le f

&&( ii«1 nus 1)ldI I «oiir oiv11 couiltry. So it is that each of these, an&1 othersas im orta h of anti-Catholic agitators is repnrtec nf mong the sorry rrewith the rivile
el attack on the Catholic priest oo . e

The
privilege and the responsibility of teaching Catholic truth. preparing a somewhat nnve a

' -t oo . e

arra of notations from the literaturee Catholic publicist who sets out to answer attacks made ssembled a forni
rial on thea ainst the Ch

s ac s m
uotations deal with mateg 'e Church in terms of these assertions must, if he is to be of moral theology, These Ifaithful to his e

'

tlie sacrament of mais own vocation, be interested primarily in the task of sixth commandment and on t ie
the anti-Catholic statem t i i h

ex oundin
ently he hopes to bring people to i gen y e o 'ma ine that our priests s ow an

denial For this reason he should answer anti interest in these sub3Catholic char es hges that the hierarchy seeks power by an accurate
un ea y ine

k if it is ever published, be aan occasion of uiistate ment of the authority Our Lord entrusted to the Po e and to

es ..
Such a boo can, i 1 . bl the

e cause of Catholic truth. It will ena ethe bisho s in Hip 'n is Church. Assertions that the Church is opposed

o e ope an o
mense benefit to the cause o '"

ke noticeho will be called upon toto " ro ress" in it Cathohc controversia ists
of the

p g s relection of such moral monstrosities as abnr
I t and effective statement o

clear s
tion and the murder of the sick should be d b fis oppose y rm amc ear statements of the natural law on these points. Char es thatCatholic schools tends end to develop a close social union among Cath-

e poin s. arges t at
publicist wi e to point out

olic children should be met with an explanation of the kind ofassociation Christ Himself instituted and commanded among His rather small but a quite impo "
t to show that this teachi gdisciples.

A Catholic ('onfessors, train'"gttention to individual charges against the Ch h 'rcin no way is art of the training give
I crament of penanceimplies any explicit notice of individual bigots. M t f hos o t ese in- Used in the administration 0 "' . f, . th t1th reat clarity the actividuals are notorious publicity-seekers. Th '

eir unsavory business emp oy t is nccasI th asion tn bring home g
I su) Ill shc)rt lie wlli iethrives on the attention they receive from Cath I'l', Fo ic pu icists. Fur- tne sacrament o pen'nallce deals ivitll real 't Keith Chester-therm&ere these individuals show a strikin I k fing ac o originality. in a position to bring ou

ier 0 ilfar»e. The
t that lesson which Gilbert ei

Fxcept. in the rare ease where a person of nat'na iona importance ton expressed so io«e u y CI&ief Itfaur&)er ofturns against the'Church;in open attack, no particular g od 'gois to incomparable r ath« P ov;n says:g
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you only pardon the ins It lou & rui I reafff Anot er weaA h . kness in some contelnporary Catholic polemic is
in sin u. You only forgive criminals when the '

d t interpret every outburst against the Cat io ic

onventional duel, just Churc as anCh h attack against all religion. Some non-Cat o ic
y u tolerate a conventional d&&orce I f h ed a variation &&f thi'actic as a highly e ective

e Path par&foui» all
y g to be forgiien ( o on &our o»n debating proce ure.'.d . The Catholic controversialist, however, is no

to our f
" yo favorite vices and bein d with cleverness in repartee, but with trut i.

shionable crimes; and I primamly concerne wi I c
looked

k 't the true Church of Jesus Christ should be loo -e
o console those who reall . need cons An attacl& agams" affy ind f M

. y nee consolation; ».1„,,1„e ensi e things that neither the llpon and deal't willi &&I w 1;i if -1; t it is. The defc»&ler ot'atholic truth
can defend and b

ei er e wor «nor the& th&»&~cf&c&; an none but a priest will pa«on.s »ill only»eaken h Io iti »
oi ld ~s in «&»&c»41 a Iomt concern

struggle for Christ in this»orld is
'eac

" privileged to defend the Ch of the Catholic Church a»d oi other religious societie . The Church

t be
c as our ant and the Church alone is ( hrist's king&RE», . is I'slica o&.

"' wi I have the opportunity to hoonsls ellt y with its
low e . i»rr. cart'n. ny e ec iveh. A ff t've &fefeiise of the Chun.li or of its leacliings i»»st

it truth.sins are forgiven in the sa

'
own divine teaching to the effect that e exp ici cognizance of If» s p

juri ical absolution. The co f
d'

in e sacrament of penance through a definit~ I 1 ents of Modern Religious ont y

o d ssor '&lust'now wh t J h C thbert I-fedfey, O.S.H., considered Catholic po emi-or er to exercise his absolvin
emp its confessors from the st d

o '
a so ving power. The Church does no«x- caf writings c»e y1

'
1
'l . from the point of view of c&&nverts w o mig

irse willnee to know in order t

e '

e study of any material which the 'ill broug I 'ln'tobe b h h Church 1&y means of it." This, of course, wi

ry o Christ.
r er to perform their sacerdotal works for their always be an impor an1 b

' t aspect of this type of work. There is, how-

Tl 'll other function of this labor which must be kept in
iere are certain fault ever, sti ano erau ts which almost completely nullify tile lcm&stvalue of those works of Catholic polelnic which th f h'ch h b n misstated by enemies of the Church is ikewise

ese ls t e tendency to use the polemic itself as an defending and protecting the faith of those witiin tie o
instrument to score a oint

poin ivi in
' d's household will proflt also from

Christ. These children of God s
atholic Church itself.

f
'ense of Catholic truth.

N was ostensiM otic ii euf a vigorous and accurate defense o C

d ' " e of th
against it b the E . ins JOSEPII CI IFFORD FENTDN

y, owever New . ~ adstone. U fo„ug 'sh politician
The Catholic Ut&t'vers&'ty uf AINericI'"himself fash;onedattack on his Catholi f

e i also as a kind of side Washitigtu&I, D. C.
had worked for th

s a o ic ellow-count menion of papal infallibility in the Vatican Council.' I AER
os o its effiectiveness as a statem

&I Ie ense of the Catholic Church.even now, we see this r d
'c iurc I. Occasionally,is procedure repeated, and alwa s w'!trous results for the pre' t'resentation of Catholic truth.

:i Cf&cs&cr&o», Tf&c .'&'ccrct of Futhcr Bru«ur& Newruioa ( ew York: Dodd, Mead and
MISSION INTENTION

John Henry Ne» man and lt b Atheists" is the Mission Intention for the
RR&ili&y," in .-IFR C&(III, 4

ie Vatican 'Mission, Threatened y ei
(Oci'. 19451 5pp 3&p

u» n&

month of January, 1950.


