
THE OATH AGAINST MODERNISM

By the Rev. SYDNEY F. SMITH, S.J.

From the beginning of this present year (1911) 
the new order instituted by the Motu Proprio, 
Sacrorum Antistitum, of September 1, 1910, has 
come into force, and, in accordance with its terms, 
a new form of oath specially directed against the 
errors of Modernism is prescribed, as, in addition 
to the Creed of Pius IV with its Vatican supple­
ment, to be taken by all clerics previously to 
receiving Holy Orders ; by all priests authorized 
to hear confessions or to preach sermons ; by all 
parish priests, Canons, or holders of benefices ; 
by all officials of Episcopal Courts or Eccle­
siastical tribunals, not excepting the Vicar-General 
and the Judges ; by all those called in to preach 
during Lent ; by all officials of the Roman" 
Congregations or tribunals, to be taken in the 
presence of the Cardinal Prefect of the respective 
Congregations or tribunals ; by the Superiors 
and Doctors of all the Religious Orders and 
Congregations.

The text of this prescribed Oath is somewhat 
long, but, as its character has been grossly mis­
represented, it is best to give it whole and entire, 
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in an English translation,1 that it may be seen 
how moderate it is in its language, and how it 
confines itself to the most essential articles of 
Catholic doctrine as the faithful have always 
understood them, and the Church has authorita­
tively defined them.

I . . . firmly embrace and receive all and singular, the things 
that have been defined, affirmed, and declared by the unerring 
magisterium of the Church, particularly those articles of doctrine 
which are directly opposed to the errors of the present age. 
And, in the first place, I acknowledge that the existence of God, 
the source and end of all things, can be certainly known and 
even demonstrated by the natural light of reason, through the 
things that have been made, that is, through the visible works 
of creation, as a cause [is known] through its effects. Secondly 
I admit and recognize the external proofs of revelation, that is 
the divine facts, and chief among these the miracles and prophecies, 
as most certain signs of the divine origin of the Christian religion, 
and as especially adapted to the intelligence of men of all ages 
and classes the present age included. Thirdly, I likewise believe 
with firm faith that the Church, the custodian and teacher of the 
revealed word, was proximately and directly instituted by the true 
historical Christ Himself whilst He was living among us, and 
ffieLrehvaS V7 Hlm °n Peter’ the PrinCe °f the§apostolic 
hierarchy, and his successors through the ages. Fourthly, I 
sen^6 ^rAth^ doctripe °f ^e faith, transmitted in the same 
the An^lS /ame ,meaning through the orthodox Fathers, from 
herefiS ennrd rn t0 Purselves > and hence I reject wholly the 
rare^ffid tol nf T °f an evolutlon of dogmas whereby these 
from what th a AL frT one.sense to another, the latter differing 
every error aeenK Previ°u?1y held > and I likewise condemn 
Church’s docS ?ing]-°-WhLCh in- place of Phe belief that the 
of Christ to be bv hJ ad\™endeP0S1t, delivered over to the Spouse 
that it is abnhhL^hfailflly P.reserved> is substituted the notion 
consciousnes^iradtaua 7v®ntl°n> Or a creation of the human 
desKTobe perfected bta^XX^ men, and
Fifthly I holdmnJt £ i an ^definite progress in the future, 
is no?k blind se ZenTS L3^ 1 Since^ely Profess that faith 
fountains of f iellgl°? sPrmging up from the secret
andbentofthe wffl X„’’etS'-Under,,the Pr.ess“re °f 'he heart 

n it is morally inclined (moraliter infor- 
^oclmen^and^re^W^ see Pather Dunford’s Roman 

that ot the “0 
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matae), but a true assent of the intellect to truth received from with­
out through the hearing ; an assent, that is, by which we believe 
in as true, on the authority of God who is supremely truthful, 
all that has been testified and revealed by the Personal God who is 
our Creator and Lord.

Moreover, I submit myself with due reverence and adhere with 
my whole soul to all the condemnations, declarations, and prescrip­
tions contained in the Encyclical Letter Pascendi and the Decree 
Lamentabili, especially in so far as they regard the so-called history of 
dogmas. Also I reprobate the error of those who affirm that the 
faith propounded by the Church may be in conflict with history ; and 
that Catholic dogmas, taken in the sense in which they are now 
understood, cannot be harmonized with the true origins of the 
Christian religion. Also I condemn and reject the opinion of those 
who say that a Christian man, if fully educated, assumes two 
characters, one that of a believer, the other that of a historian, 
as if it were lawful to him as a historian to hold for true what 
contradicts his faith as a believer, or to lay down premisses from 
which it follows that the dogmas [of faith] are false or doubtful— 
as long as he does not directly deny them. Also I reprobate 
that method of judging and interpreting Holy Scripture which, 
in disregard of the tradition of the Church, the analogy of the 
faith, and the rules laid down by the Apostolic See, adheres to the 
systems devised by the rationalists, and not less arbitrarily (licenter) 
than rashly upholds the criticism of the text as its one and supreme 
rule. Also I reject the opinion of those, who hold that a professor 
when lecturing on the history of theology, or writing on the same, 
should begin by laying aside any preconceived opinion he may 
have as to the supernatural origin of Catholic tradition, or as 
to the divine aid promised for the perpetual conservation of each 
revealed truth ; and likewise when interpreting the writings of 
any of the Fathers should be governed in his investigations solely 
by the principles of science in disregard of all sacred authority, 
and with the same freedom of judgement as he would use 
in investigating any purely secular documents. Finally and in 
general, I profess myself most opposed to the error of the 
Modernists who hold that there is nothing divine in the sacred 
tradition [of the Church] ; or even do far worse by admitting it 
in a pantheistic sense ; so that [for them] it becomes nothing more 
than a bare and simple fact, differing in no respect from the 
common facts of history ; the fact, namely, that men by their 
industry, ability, and talent have carried on through the subsequent 
generations a school [of thought] initiated by Christ and His 
Apostles. I hold therefore most firmly, and will hold to the last 
breath of my life, to the faith of the Fathers concerning the 
sure charisma of truth, which is, was, and ever will be, in the 
succession of the Episcopate from the Apostles (Iren. iv. c. 26), in 
the sense, not that that be held which appears best and fittest 
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to each age conformably with the degree of its culture, but that the 
absolute and immutable truth preached from the beginning by the 
Apostles be never believed or understood to be aught else than 
it was believed and understood to be then.

All these things I promise that I will faithfully, entirely, and 
sincerely keep and inviolably guard, so as never to depart from 
them in teaching or in any other way, by word or writing. Thus 
I promise, thus I swear, so may God help me, and these His 
Holy Gospels.

As all the world knows, the determination with 
which Pius X is striving to protect the faithful 
from this veritable cancer of Modernism, has 
been received on the part of the Modernists them­
selves within the Church and without it, with a loud 
outcry of indignation, an outcry which has been 
renewed each time some further measure directed 
to that end has emanated from the Holy See, and 
is particularly clamorous now that this latest and 
most clenching measure of requiring an anti- 
Modernist oath from all who participate in any 
way in the Church’s teaching office, is beginning 
to be put in force. It is a cruel and tyrannical 
policy, we are told by these objectors, which 
Leo XIII would never have approved, and former 
generations of Catholics would never have toler­
ated. It marks an entirely new departure from 
the sound traditions of Church government which 
have hitherto prevailed, and under which the 
Catholic Church has thriven so remarkably in 
the course of her history. It seeks to impose on 
the human conscience a perverse conflict with 
its own moral nature, and reflects a spirit of intel- 
tCtUKal^dlSh°rneSty which is Painful to witness in 

the holder °f so responsible an office. It cannot 
PvnidlCmted by any worthy motives, and is only 
explicable as prompted by a blind hatred of those 
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who strive to harmonize their faith with indisput­
able facts. It fills with amazement the devoted 
phalanx of learned Catholics whose one desire 
was to consecrate their studies to the service of 
their Church. It can only result in some terrible 
disaster to a Church already sufficiently harassed 
by the assaults of secularism ; indeed, were it not 
that it will certainly have to be revoked and 
repaired, it must sooner or later end by breaking 
up the fair creation of these nineteen Christian 
centuries. Such, in effect, are the voices of 
reproach and condemnation levelled against 
Pius X which reach us from various quarters, 
private and public, and in particular from the 
Modernist organs on the Continent, or from our 
English papers and periodicals when they lend 
their columns to the representatives of the same 
party at home.

It is not our intention in this tract to discuss 
the. Modernist system in itself, but the more 
limited subject of the propriety of this new Oath, 
in view of the campaign against the traditional 
Catholic belief which the Modernists are at present 
pursuing. To two questions we shall confine our­
selves : (1) Is the Holy See justified in exacting 
as a condition for holding office in its communion 
or receiving the Sacraments, oaths of interior 
adhesion to these formulas of faith? (2) Is the 
occasion which has now arisen sufficient to 
justify the drawing up and imposition of such 
a formula?

1. One thing is at least certain, Pius X is making 
no new departure in imposing the formula con-
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I commission to the 
Baptizing them in the name of the 

of the Holy Ghost.” 
is baptized shall be

tained in the Sacrorutn Antistitum; he is merely 
continuing the immemorial practice of the 
Catholic Church. The principle of belief imposed 
by authority as an essential condition for Baptism, 
that is for admission to membership of the 
Church, is involved in the very words, as re­
ported by St. Matthew and St. Mark, with which 
our Lord gave His final 
Apostles—“ ] 
Father and of the Son and 
—“ He that believeth and
saved, he that believeth not shall be condemned. 
And that it was so understood by the early Church 
is proved by their incorporating into the discipline 
of the catechumenate the ceremonies of the 
traditio fidei or delivery of the formula of faith 
to the aspirant for him to study, and of the subse­
quent redditio fidei when he was required to recite 
it publicly. It is possible that the original form 
of this symbol contained only the affirmation, “ I 
believe in the Father, and in the Son, and in the 
Holy Ghost ”—or what would be equivalent to 
this, an affirmative answer to a threefold interro­
gation to this effect. But at a very early date, 
as is well known, this doctrinal outline was filled 
in with articles stating explicitly the principal 
things that were to be believed concerning each 
of the three Divine Persbns. Thus developed it 
assumed the form which we know by the name 
of the Apostles’ Creed, but which seems really 
to have been the ancient baptismal symbol of 
the Roman Church, and was paralleled by 
closely similar symbols in use for the same 
purpose in other ancient Churches. Later on 
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errors arose which were in conflict with the 
meaning which the Church attached to some 
one or other article of this symbol as then 
in use, but which sought to establish 
themselves by claiming to be its legiti­
mate interpretations. Out of the controversies 
thus aroused issued, through the Councils of 
Nicaea (325) and Constantinople (381), the 
further defining clauses which mark what we call 
the Nicene Creed, a Creed which, though it has 
never supplanted the Apostles’ Creed in the 
baptismal rite of the West, has taken an even 
more solemn place in the Church’s Liturgy, by 
becoming the^ formula in which the faithful are 
called upon to confess their faith, when they take 
their part in the supreme act of Catholic worship. 
The so-called Athanasian Creed is another formula 
devised for the same purpose, and marking a 
further advance in the precision of its definitions. 
It was not compiled by any Council, and only 
gradually became a recognized formula of the 
Church. Still, it did eventually attain that rank, 
and was incorporated in the Office of Prime. This 
was to impose it as a profession of faith on all 
bound to the recitation of the Divine Office, and 
we know from modern controversies in another 
communion how authoritative and uncompro­
mising its language is felt to be.

In these three Symbols of Faith we have the 
precedents firmly set which many other similar 
formulas have followed. They exhibit, too, with 
sufficient completeness, the motive and manner 
of the consecutive enlargements. First, there is 
the principle that a more simple form which 
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sufficed for the protection of the faith at an earlier 
time, may require to be supplemented by clauses 
directed against errors that have become rampant 
in some later age. Then there is the distinction 
between additions which define- more precisely 
and with more detail the sense in which the 
Church had always understood the older forms, 
and additions introducing further articles which 
had indeed always belonged to the faith, but, until 
they were attacked or misconstrued, had not 
needed to be incorporated in lists of articles for 
public recitation which were not intended to be 
exhaustive. Instances of the former class are the 
Athanasian Creed, as supervening o.n the Nicene, 
and the Nicene, as supervening on the Apostles’ 
Creed. An instance of the latter is the expansion 
into the Apostles’ Creed of the original profession 
(if original it was) of belief in the Father, the 
Son, and the Holy Ghost.

In the past history of the Catholic Church we 
can find innumerable instances of formulas of faith 
drawn up on these principles. To none of them 
have been accorded quite the intimate place in 
her liturgical offices that has been given to the 
three already mentioned • but some of them were 
intended for general use in the Church, and some 
for administration to individuals or bodies of men 
seeking reconciliation with the Church, or to in­
dividuals or bodies of men within the Church, 
either those who on account of their official 
character and work should give specific guarantees 
of orthodoxy, or, on the other hand, those 
whose writings or actions have rendered the purity 
o t eir faith suspect. As we are writing now
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with a practical purpose, we shall not bring 
forward in illustration of what we are saying 
instances other than can easily be found by refer­
ence to. so accessible a book as Denzinger’s 
Enchiridion Sytnbolorum et Definitionum, and 
even of these it will be enough to cite a few of the 
more notable. Thus in the Plenary Council of 
Toledo held in the year 447 those present made, 
by command of Pope Leo the Great, a long and 
full profession of faith, constructed on the lines 
laid down by that Pope in a dogmatic letter 
addressed to them.1 It was directed against the 
errors of the Priscillianists, then spreading 
actively in Spain and Portugal, and was also 
imposed on the Synods of Braga and Lugo, which 
were held shortly after the Council of Toledo. In 
517, when the schism which arose out of the 
Acacian troubles was active in the East, Pope 
Hormisdas drew up the formula (JPrima saliis") 
which bears his name, and required it to be taken 
by all the Orientals. This formula, commencing 
with a decisive acknowledgement of the Bishop 
of Rome’s primacy over the whole Church and 
of the necessity of adhering to all its decrees, goes 
on to anathematize the principal heresies that had 
recently been afflicting the Church. It finishes 
with the words, “ This my profession I have 
signed with my hand and directed to thee, 
Hormisdas, holy and venerable Pope of the city 
of Rome.” 2 According to Rusticus, the Arch­
deacon of Rome who accompanied Pope Vigilius 
to Constantinople some twenty years later, the 
formula of Hormisdas was subscribed by some

1 Denzinger, ibid. No., xv. 2 Ibid, No. xx.
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2,500 Oriental Bishops.1 Another ancient Profes­
sion of Faith which stands out prominently is the 
Symbol of St. Leo IX (1049—4054)2 imposed 
on some leading heretics of his time, which is 
interesting, not merely on account of its ancient 
origin, for it is traceable back to the fourth 
century and earlier, but because it is that which, 
cut up into portions and cast into an interrogatory 
form, is administered to every Bishop consecrated 
by the Roman Pontifical ; and also makes the first 
part of the long form of Profession subscribed 
by the Eastern Emperor, Michael Palaeologus, 
and the other Eastern Bishops present at the 
Second Council of Lyons in 1274—the latter part 
of the same consisting of clauses bearing on the | 
doctrinal errors that prevailed in the East .3 We 
may cite also the Profession imposed by I 
Innocent III (1210) on those of the Waldenses | 
who sought reconciliation with the Church,4 or I 
those drawn up by Gregory XIII for the Greeks | 
OSlTrf or Urban VIII for the Armenians.6 An 

instance of a form imposed on a particular heretic 
who had shown himself insincere in previous re­
tractations is that drawn up by St. Gregory VII 
for Berengarius in 1079 ; 7 nor, on account of its 
notoriety and close bearing on the present crisis, 
must we pass over the form of Profession drawn 
up by Alexander VII, and annexed to his Constitu­
tion, Regiminis apostolici (February 15, 1664) : 

centV to the APostoIic Constitution of Inno­
cent X [viz., his Cum occasione, by which the five propositions

’ DenZ^S0  ̂is*utado’ MiSne PP LL, vol. 67, col. 1,251.
5 Rs No ixS! • XXTZ/, A{^ No-lix- 4 lbid-

lxxxnh ^id. No. lxxxiv. 7 Ibid. No. xl.

J
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extracted from the Augustinus of Cornelius Jansen were con­
demned], dated May 31,1653, and the Constitution of Alexander VII 
[Ad sanctum Petri sedem, which confirmed the Constitution of 
Innocent X], dated October 16, 1665 ; and with a sincere mind 
I reject and condemn the five propositions extracted from the 
book Augustinus of Cornelius Jansen, Bishop of Ypres, in the 
sense intended by the same author, as the Apostolic See has 
condemned them by the aforesaid Constitutions ; and so I swear. 
So may God help me, and these His holy Gospels.1

But—in view of the place it holds in the 
administration of the Church—far more important 
than those we have cited, or . than any that have 
come into existence subsequently to the Nicene 
Creed, is the Creed, as it is often called, of 
Pius IV. The Council of Trent in its Sessio 24 de 
Reformatione, cap. xiii, had decreed that all who 
should in future be appointed to any benefices to 
which cure of souls was attached and likewise 
all appointed to canonries or dignities in Cathedral 
churches, should, within two months of obtaining 
possession, under the conditions there prescribed, 
make under oath a public profession of the 
orthodox faith and promise to remain in 
obedience to the Roman Church. The Council 
did not itself prescribe any particular form of 
Profession, but it was to supply this want that 
Pius IV drew up, and promulgated by his Consti­
tution Injunctum nobis of March 20, 1565, this 
Creed, which begins with the Nicene Creed but 
adds many clauses based on the Decrees of Trent 
and directed against the principal errors of that 
time, that is, against the fundamental errors of 
Protestantism.2 Pius IV also extended the obliga­
tion of swearing to it, on their appointment to 
office, to R.eligious Superiors of all kinds.

Denzinger, No. xci. 2 Ibid. No lxxxii.
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F u rt h e r,  b y vi rt u e of t h e C o u n cil  of T r e nt,  a s  
s u p pl e m e nt e d b y  t h e l e gi sl ati o n of  t h e I nj u n ct a m  
n o bi s, o r of ot h e r s u b s e q u e nt C o n stit uti o n s  o r  
di o c e s a n  i nj u n cti o n s, t hi s C r e e d  of  Pi u s  I V m u st  
b e  r e cit e d a n d s u b s c ri b e d u n d e r  o at h  b y  all w h o  
att e n d t h ei r di o c e s a n  s y n o d s, a n d li k e wi s e b y  all  
P r of e s s o r s of T h e ol o g y  o r P hil o s o p h y, n ot t o 
s p e a k of  ot h e r s. A s  t hi s l a w h a s  b e e n  e nf o r c e d  
e v e r si n c e, it i s i m p o s si bl e f o r t h e cl e r g y, t h o u g h 
it m a y  b e  f o r t h e l ait y, n ot  t o k n o w  h o w  d e e p-  
r o ot e d a n d f a r- r e a c hi n g i n t h e C at h oli c  C h u r c h  
i s t h e p r a cti c e  of  s w e a ri n g a n d  s u b s c ri bi n g t o l o n g 
a n d  d et ail e d  d o ct ri n al  st at e m e nt s, w hi c h  h a v e  b e e n  
d r a w n  u p  a n d  i m p o s e d u n d e r  t h e a ut h o rit y  of  t h e 
H ol y  S e e.

A n d  t hi s all t h e m o r e,  b e c a u s e a p a rt f r o m 
a n d u n d e rl yi n g t h e i m p o siti o n of t h e s e p a r-  

A  A  P r of e s si o n i s t h e p ri n ci pl e  
w hi c h  w e fi n d e x pli citl y r e c o g ni z e d a s f a r 
e a ri L a S t h Se “ t hC O n d >G e n C r al  C ° U n cil - if n ot

' A A  A,  ,.t h o s e w h o  P a s s f r o m h e r e s y  t o 
S a b b al h n s N  ‘ "-’‘“ A  A ri a n s > M a c e d o ni a n s,  

o a b b ati a n s, N o v ati a n s,  Q u a rt o d e ci m a n s,  A p p ol-

“ a h  l A h h a ™ g  ̂ ‘' ^ e m a d z e d £  

0 '̂ ^  C at h oli c,  a n d 6  A p o st ol'i c b c h u r c h *  o ^ ^ d * ” ^

. C a  n  „  g O r y t h e G r e at  ’ 2 t h e
■ C a ns. q n a est c a p . r a n x x .
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P o ntifi c at e  R ot n a n u m,  w hi c h  i n it s O r  d o  a d  r e c o n-  
cili a n d u m h c e r eti c u m  p r o vi d e s  t h at, if t h e p e r s o n  
j u st r e c o n cil e d h a s  b e e n  d e e m e d  a n  h e r e si a r c h  o r  
t h e c hi ef a ut h o r of a n y h e r e s y ( a c at e g o r y i n 
w hi c h  m u st  c o m e all f r o m w h o m  it i s a d vi s a bl e  
t o e xt r a ct a d efi nit e  a n d  . d et ail e d r et r a ct ati o n) h e  
i s t o m a k e  t h e f oll o wi n g p r of e s si o n, k n e eli n g  
b ef o r e t h e P o ntiff  : “ I, r e c o g ni zi n g t h e t r u e 
C at h oli c  a n d A p o st oli c  F ait h,  a n at h e m ati z e h e r e  
p u bli cl y  e v e r y h e r e s y, e s p e ci all y t h at b y w hi c h  
I h a v e  hit h e rt o  b e e n  di s h o n o u r e d,  w hi c h  s e e k s t o 
m ai nt ai n  \t hi s o r t h at \. A n d  I a d h e r e t o t h e 
H ol y  R o m a n C h u r c h, a n d I p r of e s s t o t h e 
A p o st oli c  S e e  wit h  li p s a n d h e a rt  t h at I b eli e v e  
\t hi s o r  t h at \. " T h o s e  w h o  b e a r  t hi s p ri n ci pl e  i n 
mi n d  will  u n d e r st a n d  t h at t h e n u m e r o u s  li st s of  
w hi c h  D e n zi n g e r ’s E n c hi ri di o n  i s f ull, a r e  i nt e n d e d 
n ot  m e r el y  t o i nf o r m t h e f ait hf ul g e n e r all y  of  w h at  
i s c o n d e m n e d  b y  t h e H ol y  S e e,  b ut  al s o  t o f u r ni s h 
d efi nit e  f o r m s w hi c h  t h e a ut h o r s  of  t h e c o n d e m n e d  
p r o p o siti o n s, if t h e y wi s h  t o s u b mit t o t h e 
a ut h o rit y of t h e C h u r c h,  m a y  b e r e q ui r e d t o 
s u b s c ri b e, a s f o r i n st a n c e w e r e  t h e A b b e  B a ut ai n  
a n d hi s  f oll o w e r s i n 1 8 4 0. 1

It w a s  n e c e s s a r y  t o c all att e nti o n,  i n s o m e s u c h  
sli g ht s u m m a r y a s w e  h a v e  gi v e n, t o t hi s i n v a ri­
a bl e m et h o d  of  t h e C at h oli c  C h u r c h  i n d e ali n g  
wit h  t h e h et e r o d o x  a m o n g h e r  c hil d r e n. It w a s  
n e c e s s a r y  i n o r d e r  t o s h o w  t h at Pi u s  X,  i n e x a cti n g  
t hi s n e w  o at h,  i s v e r y f a r i n d e e d f r o m m a ki n g  a  
n e w  d e p a rt u r e  i n C at h oli c  a d mi ni st r ati o n. It i s, 
i n f a ct, ' t h e M o d e r ni st s  t h e m s el v e s w h o  a r e

1 D e n zi n g er,  i bi d. N o.  c x xiii.  
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d e m a n di n g f r o m hi m a n e w d e p a rt u r e of a  
m o m e nt o u s  ki n d w hi c h,  s u p p o si n g h e w e r e  t o 
g r a nt  it— o r  r at h e r s u p p o si n g t h e H ol y  S pi rit  w e r e  
t o l et hi m g r a nt it— w o ul d  u n d e r mi n e t h e v e r y  
f o u n d ati o n s of  t h e C at h oli c  C h u r c h,  wit h  t h e eff e ct  
of  t r a n sf o r mi n g it f r o m a C h u r c h  c o n stit ut e d o n  
C at h oli c  p ri n ci pl e s t o a C h u r c h  c o n stit ut e d o n  
r ati o n ali sti c p ri n ci pl e s . C at h oli ci s m — a n d it s 
a s s ail a nt s s h o ul d b e  a w a r e of  s o o b vi o u s  a f a ct
— i s b a s e d o n f o u r p ri n ci pl e s w hi c h  f o r m a  
s e q u e n c e  —  n a m el y, r e v el ati o n, f ait h, t r a diti o n, 
C h u r c h  a ut h o rit y s u st ai n e d b y  Di vi n e  g ui d a n c e.  
B y  t h e si d e of  h u m a n  r e a s o n a n d  t h e f a r- r e a c hi n g 
s p e c ul ati o n s i n w hi c h  it c a n i n d ul g e wit h  m o r e  
o r  l e s s s u c c e s s, C at h oli ci s m  b eli e v e s  t h at w e  h a v e  
r e v el ati o n a s a m o r e  s e c u r e a n d m o r e  f a r- 
r e a c hi n g c h a n n el f o r t h e att ai n m e nt of  r eli gi o u s  
t r ut h. R e a s o n  it a c k n o wl e d g e s t o b e i n o n e  
s e n s e ulti m at e, si n c e it i s t h e n e a r e st  t o o u r ­
s el v e s, s o t h at r e v el ati o n, if a c c o r d e d t o u s b y  
G o d,  m u st  p r e s e nt  t o r e a s o n it s s uffi ci e nt c r e d e n ­
ti al s, b ef o r e it c a n cl ai m t o b e r e c ei v e d a s a  
t r u st w o rt h y wit n e s s  f o r w h at  it affi r m s. W h at  
h a s  h a p p e n e d  t h e n i s t hi s. Fi r st  G o d,  t h r o u g h 
J e s u s C h ri st,  w h o s e  di vi n e mi s si o n  a n d o ri gi n  
H e  a ut h e nti c at e d  t h r o u g h d e ci si v e  si g n s a d d r e s s e d  

t o r e a s o n, h a s  r e v e al e d t r ut h s hi d d e n  w h oll y  o r  
p a rtl y  f r o m t h e k e n  of  h u m a n  r e a s o n. S e c o n dl y,  
m a n  h a s m a d e  t h e r e q ui r e d r e s p o n s e b y a n  
e x e r ci s e of  f ait h, t h at i s, b y  a c c e pti n g  t h e t r ut h s 
r e v e al e d, o n  t h e r ati o n al b a si s  t h at, G o d ’s k n o w-  
e g e  b ei n g  m o r e  f ull a n d  m o r e  s u r e t h a n m a n ’s,  

m a n  s h o ul d s u b mit hi s  j u d g e m e nt t o G o d ’s r e-  
v e a  e w o r d. T hi r dl y,  si n c e t h e r e v el ati o n m a d e
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b y  G o d  t h r o u g h C h ri st  i s e s s e nti all y  a n  hi st o ri c al  
f a ct b el o n gi n g  t o a d efi nit e  d at e  i n t h e p a st, if 
it s c o nt e nt s w e r e  t o r e a c h t h e f ut u r e g e n e r ati o n s,  
t hi s c o ul d o nl y b e t h r o u g h t h e m e di u m  of a  
t r a diti o n, w hi c h  h a n d e d  d o w n  t h r o u g h t h e s u c c e s ­
si o n of  g e n e r ati o n s  t h e n e e df ul  f a ct s of  t h e e a rt hl y  
lif e a n d  t e a c hi n g of  J e s u s  C h ri st — aft e r  t h e m a n n e r  
i n w hi c h  all ot h e r hi st o ri c al f a ct s a r e h a n d e d  
d o w n. F o u rt hl y,  si n c e a t r a diti o n of t hi s ki n d  
e nt r u st e d wit h  t r ut h s s o s u bli m e, s o c o m pl e x, a n d  
s o d eli c at e,  w o ul d  i n e vit a bl y h a v e  b e c o m e  c o r r u pt  
a n d p e ri s h e d  if l eft t o t h e a c ci d e nt s of h u m a n  
a cti o n, G o d  p r o vi d e d  f o r it s s af e p r e s e r v ati o n  b y  
f o r mi n g t h e f oll o w e r s of  J e s u s  C h ri st  i nt o a  C h u r c h  
h el d  t o g et h e r b y  a n  o r g a ni z e d  t e a c hi n g a ut h o rit y  ; 
t o w hi c h  all m u st  s u b mit, a n d c a n r ati o n all y  
s u b mit, b e c a u s e  i n t h e di s c h a r g e  of  it s t e a c hi n g 
offi c e  it i s g u a r d e d  b y  a  s p e ci al o v e r r uli n g  p r o vi ­
d e n c e  of  t h e H ol y  S pi rit.

T hi s  i s C at h oli ci s m,  a n d t hi s e x pl ai n s w h at  t o 
o ut si d e r s s e e m s s o st r a n g e a n d i m p r o p e r i n t h e 
attit u d e of  t h e C h u r c h  a ut h o rit y t o t h e t h e o ri e s 
p u r p o rti n g  t o b e i n c o nfli ct wit h  h e r d o ct ri n e s  
w hi c h  s p ri n g u p  o n e  aft e r  a n ot h e r i n t h e s c h o ol s  
of p hil o s o p h y, s ci e n c e, o r hi st o r y. W h y  d o e s  
R o m e  n ot  yi el d t o t h e s e a r g u m e nt s w hi c h  t o all  
of  u s  a p p e a r  s o d e ci si v e ? W h at  el s e c a n e x pl ai n  
h e r  r e si st a n c e t o s u c h cl e a r li g ht s a v e a bli n d  
o b sti n a c y c a r ri e d t o t h e l e n gt h s of d o w n ri g ht  
i nt ell e ct u al di s h o n e st y  ? O n e  a n s w e r t o t hi s 
c h all e n g e, a n d o n e t h at i s m o stl y  s uffi ci e nt of  
it s elf, i s t h at s h e k n o w s f r o m l o n g e x p e ri e n c e  
h o w e p h e m e r al t h e s e a nt a g o ni sti c t h e o ri e s a r e  
w o nt  t o b e,  a n d  t h at s h e h a s  s c h ol a r s of  h e r  o w n  
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w h o  a r e  n ot  s o o bt u s e  a s t h e y a r e  d e cl a r e d  t o b e,  
a n d  c a n u s u all y  di sti n g ui s h  b et w e e n  w h at  i s s o u n d  
a n d  u n s o u n d  i n t h e s e t h e o ri e s, s o a s  t o a p p r o p ri at e  
t h e f o r m e r f o r t h e el u ci d ati o n  of  C at h oli c  d o ct ri n e,  
a n d  a nti ci p at e  t h e a d v e r s e  j u d g e m e nt of  t h e f ut u r e 
a b o ut t h e l att e r. Still,  h e r  r a di c al a n s w e r i n all  
t h e s e c a s e s i s t h at s h e c o n s ult s h e r  o w n  d o ct ri n al  
t r a diti o n, i n t h e c o n s ci o u s n e s s t h at i n it s h e h a s  
t h e t r ut h e nt r u st e d t o h e r b y o u r L o r d  J e s u s  
C h ri st. If t hi s i s a d v e r s e t o s o m e t h e o r y i n 
f a s hi o n f o r t h e m o m e nt  s h e r ej e ct s t h e t h e o r y 
n ot  i n t h e n a m e  of  t h e di r e ct  r e a s o n s s h e c a n  
o p p o s e t o it, b ut i n t h e n a m e of t h e t r a diti o n 
it s elf, w hi c h  s h e k n o w s  c a n n ot f ail h e r. A n d  t hi s 
a g ai n  i s w h at  j u stifi e s h e r  i n i m p o si n g p r of e s si o n s  
of  f ait h o n  h e r  m e m b e r s,  a n d  d e m a n di n g  of  t h e m 
i nt e ri o r a s s e nt. S h e i s p utti n g  n o  p r e s s u r e o n  
t h ei r c o n s ci e n c e s b y  d e m a n di n g  it, f o r s h e a s k s  it 
i n t h e n a m e  of  t h e t r a diti o n, i n ot h e r  w o r d s,  of  
o u r L o r d  J e s u s C h ri st  w h o  i s it s A ut h o r,  a n d  
w h o s e  w o r d  i s a  s u r e r g u a r a nt e e  of  t r ut h t h a n a n y  
m e r e  s p e c ul ati o n s of t h e h u m a n r e a s o n.

O n  t h e ot h e r h a n d, if t h e r e a r e t h o s e w h o,  
t h o u g h r e g a r di n g t h e m s el v e s a s C at h oli c s,  d o  n ot  
t r u st t h e C h u r c h ’s m a gi st e ri u m  o r  b eli e v e  i n t h e 
v ali dit y of  h e r  t r a diti o n, it i s n at u r al  t h at t h e y 
s h o ul d r e s e nt b ei n g  c all e d u p o n  t o s u b s c ri b e t o 
t h e s e p r of e s si o n s,  a n d,  u n d e r  t h e c o v e r  of  a  mi s u s e  
of t h e t e r m “ c o n s ci e n c e, ” s h o ul d pl e a d t h e 
s u p e ri o r cl ai m s of  t h ei r o w n  p e r s o n al  j u d g e m e nt s. 
B ut  w h at  t h e n ? T h e y  m a y  l o v e m u c h  t h at i s 
c h a r a ct e ri sti c a n d di sti n cti v e of t h e C at h oli c  
C h u r c h,  t h e y m a y  l o v e h e r f o r c e rt ai n of h e r  

o ct n n e s, f o r h e r  w o r s hi p,  f o r h e r  s a c r a m e nt s,
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f o r h e r  s pi rit u alit y, f o r t h e s ai ntli n e s s of  s o m a n y  
of  ‘h e r  c hil d r e n, f o r t h e v a st n e s s a n d c o h e si o n of  
h e r  c o m m u ni o n, f o r t h e m a r v el s  of  h e r  s pl e n di d  
hi st o r y  ; b ut  f o r all t h at, a s l o n g a s t h e y r ej e ct  
h e r  a ut h o rit y a n d t h e f u n d a m e nt al p ri n ci pl e s o n  
w hi c h  it i s b a s e d,  t h e y c a n n ot e x p e ct  h e r  t o a d mit  
t h e m t o h e r  s a c r a m e nt s, a n d  m u st  n ot  b e  s u r p ri s e d  
if b y  t e n d e ri n g t o t h e m p r of e s si o n s  of  f ait h s h e  
t a k e s eff e cti v e m e a n s  t o a s c e rt ai n  w hi c h  of  t h e m 
d o  a n d  w hi c h  of  t h e m d o  n ot,  s h a r e h e r  f ait h, a n d  
m a y  b e  all o w e d t o a p p r o a c h h e r  alt a r- r ail s. It 
i s a n e x c ell e nt m et h o d  w h e n  o n e  c o m e s t o r efl e ct  
o n  it. I n t h e p a st  a s  i n t h e p r e s e nt  t h e a d h e r e nt s  
of  n e w  h e r e si e s  h a v e  b e e n  a pt  t o p r ot e st  t h at t h e y 
a r e n ot  all ali k e, a n d s o s h o ul d n ot  b e cl a s s e d  
t o g et h e r i n o n e  a n d t h e s a m e c o n d e m n ati o n. It 
w o ul d  b e  h o p el e s s  f o r t h e H ol y  S e e  t o t r y t o sift  
t h e m o ut t o t h ei r o w n s ati sf a cti o n, s o it l e a v e s 
t h e m t o sift t h e m s el v e s. It s a y s t o t h e m, “ If y o u  
a r e r e all y o rt h o d o x y o u c a n h a v e  n o diffi c ult y  
i n t a ki n g t hi s O at h,  w hi c h  s p e cifi e s t h e c o n d e m n ­
a bl e  m att e r  i n t h e n e w  h e r e s y. If y o u  t ell m e  y o u  
c a n n ot t a k e it, m y  o nl y  c o u r s e i s t o t r e at y o u a s  

[ h et e r o d o x. ”

2. A n d  if it i s t h u s s h e h a s  m et  t h e h e r e si e s  
of  t h e p a st,  a n d b y  s o d oi n g  k e pt  h e r  f ol d f r e e 
f r o m t h ei r c o nt a mi n ati o n, i s it s u r p ri si n g t h at 
Pi u s  X  s h o ul d h a v e  wi s h e d  t o m e et  t h e p r e s e nt  
s e ri o u s c ri si s, w hi c h  M o d e r ni s m  h a s  p r o v o k e d,  b y  
a d r a sti c  a p pli c ati o n of  t h e s a m e m et h o d  ? It i s 
f util e t o s a y, a s s o m e h a v e  s ai d, t h at n ot  all t h e 
p r o p o siti o n s  b r a n d e d  i n t h e n e w  O at h,  o r  i n t h e 
P a s c e n di  a n d  L a r n e  nt a bili,  t o w hi c h  it r ef e r s, t o u c h 
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o n  m att e r s  w hi c h  a r e  d e  fi d e. I n t h e fi r st pl a c e,  
t h e i m pli c ati o n i s u nf o u n d e d  ; t h e P o p e ’s p o w e r  
t o p r ot e ct  t h e f ait h w o ul d  b e  mi s e r a bl y  i n eff e cti v e 
if it di d  n ot  e xt e n d  t o m att e r s  s o cl o s el y c o n n e ct e d  
wit h  t h e f ait h t h at o nl y  m e nt al  i n c o n si st e n c y c o ul d  
affi r m t h e m wit h o ut  si m ult a n e o u sl y d e n yi n g  t h e 
f ait h. A n d  i n t h e s e c o n d pl a c e,  e v e n if w e  t a k e 
o n e  b y  o n e  t h e p r o p o siti o n s  c o n d e m n e d i n t h e s e 
t w o P a p al d o c u m e nt s a n d t h e O at h  w hi c h  
s u m m a ri z e s t h e m, t h e r e a r e f e w w hi c h  d o n ot  
a m o u nt t o d o w n ri g ht  h e r e s y  ; w hil st  if w e  t a k e 
t h e m all  t o g et h e r, a s  t h e y a r e  i nt e n d e d t o b e  t a k e n, 
t h e y f o r m a  s y st e m w hi c h  i s n ot  o nl y  a g ai n st  t h e 
f ait h, b ut  st ri k e s at  t h e m o st  f u n d a m e nt al el e m e nt s  
of  t h e f ait h, a n d  h a s  b e e n  d e s c ri b e d  b y  t h e P o p e  
wit h  o b vi o u s j u sti c e a s a “ c o n g e ri e s of all  
h e r e si e s  ” ( c o nl e ct u m o m ni u m  h c e r e s u n T) . I n d e e d,  
t h e c r e e d of  C al vi ni s m  a s s et f o rt h i n t h e W e st ­
mi n st e r  C o nf e s si o n  it s elf i s n ot  s o m u c h  o p p o s e d  
t o C at h oli ci s m  a s i s M o d e r ni s m,  e v e n i n t h e f o r m 
i n w hi c h  t h e s oi- di s a nt C at h oli c  M o d e r ni st s  p r o ­
p o u n d  it. C at h oli ci s m  b e a r s,  w e  m a y  s a y, t o t h e 
W e st mi n st e r  C o nf e s si o n  t h e r el ati o n of a w ell-  
f o r m e d h u m a n b o d y t o o n e t h at i s d ef o r m e d.  
C at h oli ci s m  b e a r s t o M o d e r ni s m  t h e r el ati o n of  
a  li vi n g h u m a n  b o d y  t o o n e  f r o m w hi c h  t h e s pi rit  
of  lif e h a s  fl e d, t o o n e t h e r ef o r e t h at, if it still  
r et ai n s t h e o ut e r  f o r m w hi c h  t h e q ui c k e ni n g  s pi rit  
g a v e, will  s o o n yi el d it t o t h e f o r c e s of d e c a y.

If a n y  a r e  di s p o s e d  t o d e n y  t hi s, d o  t h e y r e ali z e  
i n w h at  M o d e r ni s m — t h e M o d e r ni s m  r e p u di at e d  
b y  t h e n e w  O at h  c o n si st s  ? W e  n e e d  n ot  di s c u s s  
it n o w,  f o r o u r  p r e s e nt  s u bj e ct i s t h e l a wf ul n e s s 
ol p r of e s si o n s of f ait h i m p o s e d u n d e r o at h b y  
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a ut h o rit y  ; a n d  b e si d e s,  s o m u c h  h a s  b e e n  w ritt e n  
o n M o d e r ni s m  d u ri n g  t h e l a st t w o y e a r s t h at it s 
t r u e n at u r e  c a n b e  l e a r nt b y  a n y  o n e  w h o  will  b e  
at t h e p ai n s t o st u d y it. B ut  t o t a k e j u st it s 
r o ot-i d e a s. M o d e r ni s m  p r of e s s e s  t o b e  a  r ei nt e r ­
p r et ati o n of C at h oli ci s m ( w e c o nfi n e o u r s el v e s  
t o t h e “ C at h oli c  ” M o d e r ni st s)  r e q ui r e d t o e n a bl e  
m o d e r n  mi n d s  t o a s si mil at e it. T h e  p h r a s e  it s elf 
i s a d mi s si bl e. It w o ul d  b e u s el e s s  t o gi v e t h e 
C at e c hi s m  of  t h e C o u n cil  of  T r e nt  t o a K affi r  ; 
y o u m u st  i nt e r p r et it t o hi m  b y t r a n sl ati n g it s 
i d e a s i nt o f o r m s t h at h e c a n u n d e r st a n d  ; a n d  
d o u btl e s s  a n a n al o g o u s p r o c e s s  i s r e q ui r e d if w e  
a r e t o g et m e n  t r ai n e d i n m o d e r n  r ati o n ali sti c  
s c h o ol s t o u n d e r st a n d  w h at  w e  r e all y m e a n  b y  o u r  
C at h oli c  d o ct ri n e s a n d p r a cti c e s. B ut  o n t h e 
li p s of t h e M oi d e r ni st s  r ei nt e r p r et ati o n m e a n s  
s o m et hi n g q uit e diff e r e nt. It m e a n s  r et ai ni n g  
t h e t r a diti o n al t e r mi n ol o g y, b ut  u n d e r  t h e c o v e r  
t h u s s e c u r e d s u b stit uti n g f o r t h e d o ct ri n al  c o n c e p ­
ti o n s w hi c h  it h a s  hit h e rt o  e x p r e s s e d c o n c e pti o n s  
q uit e  diff e r e nt  a n d  e v e n  o p p o sit e  ; it m e a n s  t a ki n g 
a w a y  c o n c e pti o n s w hi c h  h a v e  a s u p r e m e s pi rit u al  
v al u e f o r u s,  a n d gi vi n g  u s  i n e x c h a n g e c o n c e p ­
ti o n s i n w hi c h  w e  c a n fi n d n o  s pi rit u al v al u e at  
all. F r o m  a s f a r b a c k  a s  t h e a ut h o r  of  t h e B o o k  
of Wi s d o m,  i n d e e d f r o m a ti m e m u c h  m o r e  
r e m ot e t h a n t h at, w e  h a v e  b e e n  t a u g ht t o b eli e v e  
t h at t h e a r g u m e nt s f r o m c a u s alit y, a s t h e y a r e  
c all e d, gi v e u s  a fi r m a s s u r a n c e of  t h e e xi st e n c e  
of  a P e r s o n al  G o d,  all- wi s e, all- h ol y, all-l o vi n g,  
all- p o w e rf ul, s u p r e m e. It i s a c o n c e pti o n of  t h e 
hi g h e st s pi rit u al v al u e. B ut  M o d e r ni s m  w o ul d  
s h ut u s  u p  i n s u bj e cti vi s m, t elli n g u s  t h at at  b e st
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t h o s e ti m e- h o n o u r e d a r g u m e nt s s uffi c e t o j u stif y 
a n  a s pi r ati o n,  a  c o nj e ct u r e. A n d  t h e n, t o s u p pl y  
f o r t h e d efi ci e n c y  of  t hi s c o nj e ct u r e, it off e r s  u s  
t h e t h e o r y of  a  s u p p o s e d s e n s e of  r eli gi o n s p ri n g ­
i n g u p  wit hi n  u s  f r o m t h e d e pt h s  of  s u b c o n s ci o u s ­
n e s s. S o  i nt e r p r et e d, t hi s s e n s e i s a t r e a c h e r o u s 
f o u n d ati o n o n  w hi c h  t o b uil d. W e  a r e  a s k e d, i n 
f a ct, t o r e m o v e o u r  r eli gi o n, wit h  all it s s pl e n di d  
h o p e s,  f r o m t h e fi r m r o c k t o s et it o n  t h e q ui c k ­
s a n d. T hi s  n e w  c o n st r u cti o n, t hi s s o- c all e d r e ­
i nt e r p r et ati o n, h a s  n o  v al u e f o r u s at all. W e  
a r e  a s k e d  t o t r a n sf o r m o u r  b eli ef  i n J e s u s  C h ri st,  
t o b eli e v e  t h at, w h e n  w e  w o r s hi p  Hi m  a s  G o d,  w e  
a r e  n ot  w o r s hi p pi n g  a  r e al hi st o ri c al  p e r s o n a g e  w h o  
i s G o d  a n d  r e all y b e c a m e  M a n,  b ut  o nl y  a n i d e al 
p e r s o n a g e — i n ot h e r w o r d s,  a n i d e al, c r e at e d b y  
t h e pi o u s  ill u si o n s of  t h e e a rl y C h ri sti a n  g e n e r a ­
ti o n s, w h o  mi s c o n c ei v e d  i n t h ei r i g n o r a n c e w h at  
t h e y h a d  h e a r d  of t h e C h ri st  of hi st o r y. O u r  
C at h oli c  c o n c e pti o n of  J e s u s C h ri st  h a s  s u p r e m e  
v al u e f o r u s. T hi s  w hi c h  i s off e r e d t o u s i n 
e x c h a n g e, a s a r ei nt e r p r et ati o n, h a s  n o  v al u e f o r 
u s  at  all. W e  h a v e  b e e n  t a u g ht t h at J e s u s  C h ri st,  
t h e hi st o ri c al C h ri st, b ef o r e Hi s  A s c e n si o n,  
f o u n d e d a  C h u r c h  t o l a st t h r o u g h t h e a g e s  ; t h at 
H e  e n ri c h e d it wit h  a st o r e of h ol y  d o ct ri n e s  
a n d p ri c el e s s  s a c r a m e nt s, a n d s e c u r e d t h ei r p r e ­
s e r v ati o n  b y  pl a ci n g  u s  u n d e r  a  s u c c e s si o n  of  p a st o r s  
w h o  h ol d t h ei r a ut h o rit y f r o m Hi m,  a n d c a n  
c o u nt o n  t h e u nf aili n g  g u a r di a n s hi p of  Hi s  H ol y  
S pi rit. B ut  M o d e r ni s m  a s s u r e s  u s  t h at t hi s i s all  

w r o n g  ; t h at t h e hi st o ri c al  C h ri st  m e r el y  o ri gi n - 
at 5 ^  a  r e^ ^ o u s  m o v e m e nt t h e ulti m at e  i s s u e s of  
w hi c h  H e  c o ul d n ot  f o r e s e e a n d di d  n ot  p r o vi d e



2 1T h e  O at h  a g ai n st  M o d e r ni s m  

f o r ; t h at o u r  t r a diti o n al d o ct ri n e s  a n d  s a c r a m e nt s  
a r e n ot  f r o m Hi m,  b ut a r e c o n c e pti o n s f o r m e d 
a n d  s y m b ol s d e vi s e d  a n d  el a b o r at e d  b y  t h e r efl e c ­
ti o n of s u c c e s si v e g e n e r ati o n s, w hi c h  e v e nt u all y  
a c q ui r e d a c e rt ai n fi xit y ; t h at t h e C h u r c h ’s  
hi e r a r c h y  li k e wi s e i s of  p u r el y  h u m a n  o ri gi n,  t h e 
o ut c o m e of  t h e r e ali z ati o n of  w h at  w a s  r e q ui r e d  
t o s e c u r e o r g a ni z ati o n a n d p e r m a n e n c y, t h e 
a ut h o rit y w hi c h  it e x e r ci s e s b ei n g  d e ri v e d  f r o m 
t h o s e it i s s et o v e r  a n d  r e v o c a bl e at  t h ei r pl e a s u r e.  
O n c e  m o r e,  w h at  w e  h a v e hit h e rt o  h el d i s of  
p ri c el e s s v al u e t o u s, w h at  t hi s r ei nt e r p r et ati o n  
off e r s  u s  i n e x c h a n g e i s of  n o  v al u e  at  all.

S u c h  b ei n g  t h e n at u r e  of  M o d e r ni s m  it i s m a ni ­
f e st t h at it c a n n ot b e  t ol e r at e d i n t h o s e w h o  wi s h  
t o r e m ai n i n t h e c o m m u ni o n of t h e C at h oli c  
C h u r c h. B ut  w o ul d  it n ot  h a v e  b e e n s uffi ci e nt  
t o c o n d e m n it a n d  f o r bi d t h e s a c r a m e nt s t o t h o s e 
w h o  r ef u s e d,  t o gi v e  it u p,  t r u sti n g t o t h ei r h o n o u r  
t h at, g r e atl y a s t h e y mi g ht  f e el t h e l o s s, t h e y 
w o ul d  n ot  wi s h  t o st e al t h e offi c e s  a n d  s a c r a m e nt s  
of t h e C h u r c h  b y p r a cti si n g d e c e pti o n o n t h e 
a ut h o riti e s  s et t o g u a r d  t h e m ? It mi g ht  w ell  h a v e  
s e e m e d s o, b ut  u nf o rt u n at el y  t h e e vi d e n c e i s t o o 
st r o n g t h at t hi s p a rt y w hi c h  wi s h e s  t o c o r r u pt  
o u r  d o ct ri n e s  f o r u s  h a s  e m b a r k e d  o n  a  d eli b e r at e  
p oli c y of s u c h d e c e pti o n. Mi n df ul,  w e  m a y  
i m a gi n e, of  t h e l e s s o n t a u g ht t h e m b y  t h e “ Ol d  
C at h oli ci s m  ” of  f o rt y y e a r s a g o, t h e y h a v e  f elt 
t h at t o o r g a ni z e t h e m s el v e s i nt o a n e w  s c hi s m  
w o ul d  b e t o i n vit e t h e di s a st e r of a s p e e d y  
c oll a p s e, a n d  s o t h ei r pl a n  i s t o r e m ai n w h e r e  t h e y 
a r e, i n t h e h o p e s of g r a d u all y l e a v e ni n g wit h  
t h ei r i d e a s t h e r a n k s of b ot h cl e r g y a n d l ait y.
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T h e r e  a r e M o d e r ni st s  a n d M o d e r ni st s  ; a Ri g ht  
Wi n g  w hi c h  i s s o n e a r  u s t h at w e  m o u r n  a n d  
m a r v el  t o s e e t h e m c a r ri e d a w a y b y  t hi s u nf o r ­
t u n at e m o v e m e nt,  a n d a L eft  Wi n g  h a r d  t o di s ­
ti n g ui s h f r o m t h e a d h e r e nt s of  r a bi d a nti- cl e ri ­
c ali s m. It i s t hi s L eft  Wi n g,  n o  d o u bt,  w hi c h  i s 
e n g a g e d  i n t h e cl a n d e sti n e p oli c y  of  l e a v e ni n g t o 
w hi c h  w e  a r e r ef e r ri n g, a n d w e  m a y  a v ail o u r ­
s el v e s of  P r of e s s o r  L u z zi ’s a rti cl e  i n t h e Hi b b e rt  
J o u r n al f o r J a n u a r y, 1 9 1 1, a s wit n e s si n g  t o t h e 
r e s ult s w hi c h  t h e y cl ai m t o h a v e  a c hi e v e d.

M o d er nis m  [ h e writ es]  h as  p er m e at e d  e v er y w h er e [i n It al y] : 
s e mi n ari es, m o n ast eri es,  t o w n a n d c o u ntr y p aris h es, t hr o u g h 
r e vi e ws, tr a nsl ati o ns of f or ei g n w or ks,  n e ws p a p ers, p a m p hl ets,  
s e cr et cir c ul ars,  it h as  c arri e d  e v er y w h er e  t h e br e at h  of  n e w  h o p es,  
of  n e w  i d e as, of  n e w  as pir ati o ns. I k n o w  m a n y  c ells i n diff er e nt  
c o n v e nts  ; I h a v e  e nt er e d  t h e h o m es  of  m a n y  pri ests  i n t h e c o u ntr y  
a n d t o w n ; I k n o w  w ell  w h at  t h e y o u n g  t hi n k i n m or e  t h a n o n e  
s e mi n ar y ; a n d  a m  t h er ef or e i n a  p ositi o n  t o st at e t h at of  a  h u n dr e d  
cl eri cs fr o m f ort y y e ars  of  a g e o n w ar ds,  n o  l ess t h a n si xt y k e e p  
m ost  j e al o usl y i n t h eir pri v at e  d es ks  t h e b est  pr o d u cts  of  M o d er nist  
lit er at ur e. T h e  n o w  s u p pr ess e d r e vi e ws . . . ar e s e cr etl y r e a d 
o v er  b y  t h e y o u n g  cl er g y. T h e  Pr o gr a m m e  of  t h e M o d er nists,  t h e 
L ett ers  of  a  M o d er nist  Pri est,  t h e B attl es  of  t o- d a y ( L e B att a gli e  
d a  p eri o di c al  w hi c h  w ar ml y  dis c uss es  t h e m ost  pr a cti c al  a n d  
d eli c at e  q u esti o ns  ( c o m p uls or y c eli b a c y, & c.)  . . . cir c ul at e fr e el y 
a m o n g t h e y o u n g  pri est h o o d. . . . A n d  at  e v er y  m o m e nt  vi g or o us  
cir c ul ars a n d p a m p hl ets  s u c h as U nit a  e Li b eri a,  L a  Vit a  d ell a  
C hi es a,  C h e  c os a  v o gli a m o,  Crisi  d ’a ni m e  n el  C att oli cis m o,  Il C eli b at o,  
p ass  t hr o u g h t h e r a n ks of  t h e cl er g y  li k e s u d d e n p e als  of  t h u n d er, 
a n d k e e p  m or e  t h a n e v er a w a k e t h e e x p e ct a nt m ultit u d e.

A n d  a g ai n, i n a cit ati o n of  t h e t e sti m o n y of  a  
wit n e s s  all e g e d  t o b e  b e hi n d  t h e s c e n e s :

V ati c a n  h as  i n its p oss essi o n  h u n dr e ds  of  d o c u m e nts  pr o vi n g  
R o m a n  C at h oli c  C h ur c h  t h er e e xists at pr es e nt  a s e cr et  

0 er nist or g a ni z ati o n, a n d t h at a s ort of Fr e e m as o nr y  h as  
b e e n f or m e d i n or d er t o f ost er a n d s pr e a d M o d er nis m  T h e  
X T — o 1 1 h ^ S  S U C C ^ e d F d  i n fi n di nS  o ut  t h at a  cl a n d esti n e  M o d er nist  
h pt «r A ? n n ? eil 'C e  1 S  b et w e e n s o m e c h ur c h es, a n d e v e n
s o m e « e mi't n 1 0 -U S  sc miI j ari es. It k n o ws, f or i nst a n c e, t h at fr o m 

a n es cir c ul ars a n d writi n gs  ar e p eri o di c all y iss u e d



T h e  O at h  a g ai n st  M o d e r ni s m 2 3

i n f a v o ur of M o d er nis m.  W h o e v er  t hi n ks t h at M o d er nis m  is d e a d  
or  a b o ut t o di e  is gr ossl y  mist a k e n.

W e  a r e n ot  o bli g e d  t o t a k e P r of e s s o r  L u z zi ’s  
t e sti m o n y a s u ni m p e a c h a bl e . El s e w h e r e  i n hi s  
a rti cl e  h e  c o m m e n d s t h e p r e s e nt  M a y o r  of  R o m e,  
t h e n ot o ri o u s  N at h a n,  a s “ a n o bl e- mi n d e d  m a n  
a n d  a  g r e at  p at ri ot, ” a n d c h a r a ct e ri z e s hi s  r e c e nt  
s p e e c h at t h e P o rt a  Pi a  a s “ a n el o q u e nt e ul o g y  
of  ci vil a n d  r eli gi o u s li b e rt y.” A  w rit e r  w h o  c a n  
e x p r e s s hi m s elf  t h u s di s c o u nt s  hi s  c r e di bilit y till 
t h e r e i s littl e of  it l eft. Still,  of  w h at  h e  s a y s  
a b o ut  t hi s u n d e r h a n d  c a m p ai g n  f o r t h e c o r r u pti o n  
of  t h e cl e r g y, s uffi ci e nt i s d o u btl e s s  t r u e t o e x ­
pl ai n  a n d  j u stif y t h e a cti o n  of  Pi u s  X  i n e nf o r ci n g  
s o- g e n e r all y o n t h e cl e r g y t hi s s e a r c hi n g O at h.  
It will  c o n st r ai n t h e m t o d e cl a r e  t h e m s el v e s. A n d  
p e r h a p s,  t h e n, it m a y  a p p e a r t h at t h ei r n u m b e r  
— li k e t h at of t h e 1 8 0 p ri e st s i n E n gl a n d,  w h o  
a f e w y e a r s a g o w e r e  s ai d t o b e  o n  t h e p oi nt  of  
s e c e di n g — f all s f a r s h o rt of t h e p r e di cti o n.

T r u e,  it h a s b e e n s u g g e st e d t h at, t o e s c a p e  
d et e cti o n,  m a n y  of  t h e m will  t a k e t h e O at h  wit h  
t h ei r li p s, w hil st  di s s e nti n g  f r o m it s affi r m ati o n s  
a s m u c h  a s e v e r i n t h ei r h e a rt s. T h u s,  if w e  
m a y  t r u st t h e G e n e v a  R e v u e  M o d e r ni st e  I nt e r ­
n ati o n al e f o r N o v e m b e r,  1 9 1 0, “ s o m e F r e n c h  
M o d e r ni st' p ri e st s  ” s e nt i n t h e p r e vi o u s  O ct o b e r  

t o all  t h e A r c h bi s h o p s  a n d  Bi s h o p s  of  F r a n c e  ”  
a c o p y of  a n u n si g n e d  l ett e r a d d r e s s e d t o t h e s e 
p r el at e s,  of  w hi c h  t h e f oll o wi n g i s t h e c o n cl u di n g  
p a r a g r a p h  :

t or t h es e m oti v es  a n d  m a n y  ot h ers  w hi c h  it w o ul d  t a k e t o o l o n g 
t o e n u m er at e, n u m er o us  e c cl esi asti cs b el o n gi n g  t o all t h e di o c es es  
h a v e r es ol v e d t o p erf or m t h e ' ■ a ct ' i m p os e d b y  t h e C o nstit uti o n  
S a cr or u m A ntistit u m  a n d,  b ot h u n d er  t h e pr es e nt  cir c u mst a n c es
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a n d u n d er  a n y ot h ers  of  a li k e n at ur e  t h at m a y  f urt h er pr es e nt  
t h e ms el v es, t o g o  t hr o u g h t h e f or m alit y of  t h e o at h.

B ut  b ef or e  s u b mitti n g t o t his vi ol e n c e,  t h e y wis h  t o pr ot est  b ef or e  
G o d,  b ef or e  t h e C h ur c h,  a n d b ef or e  y o u,  M o ns ei g n e ur,  t h at b y  t his 
a ct t h e y d o  n ot  bi n d  t h eir c o ns ci e n c e,  or  m o dif y  i n a n y  w a y  t h eir 
i d e as ; a n d t h at, u ntil b ett er  i nf or m e d, t h e y r e m ai n t o- d a y w h at  
t h e y w er e  y est er d a y,  a n d, r es er vi n g t h eir i nt eri or c o m pl et e a n d  
a bs ol ut e  a d h esi o n,  t h e a d h esi o n  of  t h eir w h ol e  s o uls, f or w h at  is of  
t h e ess e n c e  of  t h e f ait h, t h e y c o nt e nt  t h e ms el v es i n ot h er  r es p e cts, 
as  f ar as  is p ossi bl e,  wit h  o bs er vi n g  a  r es p e ctf ul sil e n c e.

St ri p p e d  of  it s e u p h e mi sti c v e r bi a g e, w h at  t hi s 
p r ot e st m e a n s  i s t h at, t o r et ai n t h ei r cl e ri c al  
a p p oi nt m e nt s a n d t h u s b e  t h e b ett e r  e n a bl e d t o 
di s s e mi n at e  t h ei r h e r e si e s,  t h e s e w rit e r s  p r o p o s e  
w h e n e v e r  t hi s O at h  i s t e n d e r e d t o t h e m, t o c all  
G o d  t o wit n e s s  t h at t h e y b eli e v e  si n c e r el y w h at  
i n t h ei r h e a rt s  t h e y di s b eli e v e  alt o g et h e r  ; a n d,  
e nt e ri n g t h r o u g h t hi s g at e of si nf ul p e rj u r y,  
t o s w ell t h e r a n k s of t h e hit h e rt o  r a r e cl e ri c al I 
off e n d e r s  w h o  l e a d d o u bl e  li v e s, hi di n g  t h ei r s e c r et | 

mi s c o n d u ct  b e hi n d  t h e s c r e e n of  a n  o ut w a r d  c o m- i 
pli a n c e  wit h  t h e C h u r c h ’s t e a c hi n g. It i s h a r d j 
t o u n d e r st a n d h o w p e r s o n s p r of e s si n g t o b e I 
a ct u at e d i n t h ei r r e si st a n c e t o C h u r c h  a ut h o rit y i 
b y  hi g h  m o r al  p ri n ci pl e s,  c a n d e s c e n d  t o a  c o u r s e I 
of  c o n d u ct w hi c h  m u st  b ri n g  d o w n  o n  t h e m t h e I 
r e p r o a c h e s of  all u p ri g ht  m e n,  b ut  n o  d o u bt  it |  
will  a d d v e r y s e ri o u sl y t o t h e a n xi eti e s of t h e K  
C h u r c h  s r ul e r s, a n d t h e s pi rit u al p e ril s of  li e 
c hil d r e n, if t h e r e i s i n f ut u r e t o b e  t hi s g r o u p o f 
f al s e b r et h r e n,  l u r ki n g i n t h ei r mi d st,  a n d  s e e ki n g K  
t o c o r r u pt  t h ei r mi n d s . Still,  w e  m a y  r e st a s s u r e d  l b 
of  t h e fi n al i s s u e. O v e r  a n d  o v e r  a g ai n  h a s  t h e S e e  I 
ot  P et e r  h a d  t o m e et  a n d  c o n q u e r f a r m o r e  p o w e r-  I  
i ul f o e s t h a n t h e s e, i - 1 

a g e-l o n g  t a s k of  g u a r di n g  t h e p u rit y  of  t h e F ait h.  |

P RI N T E D  A N D  P U B LI S H E D  B Y  T H E  C A T H O LI C  T R U T H  S O CI E T Y,  L O N D O N. i 
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