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15 WOMEN AUDITORS NAMED

Cardinal Meyer Urges
Forceful Statement
On Religious Liberty

By WILLIAM F. GRANEY
Assistant Editor

ROME—The American hierarchy further developed
this week their efforts to have the Second Vatican (_loun-
cll adopf»,axfol“.'hﬂ statement on frccdon_1 of conscience.

hep-etadinal ‘Meyer, Richa, 3 Cardinai Cushing of
Bﬁ;ﬂo“:r‘-mﬂ%scph Cardinal Ritter of St, Louis all urged
the Council 10 make a strong declaration on the right
of every man to follow his own conscience in matters of

religious observance.

Wys-
L’or!: PAUL VI recelves a rosary from Stefan Cardinal

ki, Primute of Poland, who has spoken In the Ecumenlcal
E’Im
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(Continued from page 1)

God and follow It, as they
understand It,

This will show, he declared,
the right of Protestants to act
according to thelr religious
convictions.

Cardinal Cushing said it is a

cause for joy that in all lands
the Council is taking up this
matter of major importance.
The declaration, he asserted in
English, safeguards “decent re-
spect for the opinions of man-
kind."

THE CHURCH must be the
champion of religious freedom,
the Boston Cardinal declared.
The matter g not too compli-
cated—the Church In asserting
religious freedom for herself
must give to others what she
claims for herself.

Protecting religious liberty

|

contributes to the welfare of
l2 nation, (and here he quoted

rd Acton) “freedom is the !

jhighest political end.”

Alfredo  Oardinal  Ottavi-
anl, secretary of the Holy
Office, objected to the text
of the declaration.

The Rev, Francis Connell,
former dean of moral theology
at the Catholic University of
America, added a difficulty. To
the U.S. press panel, he painted
out that the Church's code of
canon law claims spiritual au-
thority over all people.

Marriage laws, for instance,
in the code sometimes exert
the Church's jurisdiction of
non-Catholics, the moral theo-
logian said,

NO FURTHER evidence has
te be presented to see why
American Protestants have in-
sisted that an official clarifica-
tion of the Church's teaching
on freedom of conscience is
vital for the contlnuation of

|| Protestant-Catholic dialogue.

Protestants say this not
from displeasure over the way

1 |
i

in which American Catholics
have conducted themsolves
publicly, but more from a fear
that official Catholic state-
ments in the past have been
contradictory or confusing on
this issue. '

They claim also that Catho-
lics are ambivalent in this
regard, “When you are in the
minority you ery out for free-
dom of conscience," they say.
South Vietnam would be an
example of this,

“But when you are in the
majority, religlous freedom
has been stified in some eoun-
tries,” they say.

Spain, where only recently
some steps have been taken 1o
correct suppression of Protes-
tants, would be an example fre-
quently proposed to describe the

| "other things"of Catholic teach-

ing on freedom of eonscience,

THIS GNAWING suspicion
of Protestants revealed itself
dyring President Kennedy's
campaign in 1960 when he was
questioned closely by the Minis-
terial association.

Since the question of reli-
glous Hherly first was brought
up as a possibility for con-
Sideration by the Council, the
American hlerarchy has
nken un ever-increasing in-
torest In It

The American bishops were
genuinely disappointed that the
subject was nol debated nor
brought to a vote for acceptance
as u basis of discussion when it
was introduced in the ueconrl)
session.

At that time, it was Chapter
Four of the treatise on ecumen.
ism. Since then, it has become
a declaration of intention for
the text on ecumenism,

MANY OTHER U.S. bishops
have submitted their requests.
Presumably they will continue
to speak for almost all of the|
American bishops and continue
their effarts to bring forth a

| | strong statement on freedom of

conscience from Vutican 1.

|

-

Cardinal Meyer, 2 Others Urge
Firm Religious Liberty Decree
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Council Fathers Urged:

Remember Iron Curtain
Nations in Liberty Text

By PATRICK RILEY
VATICAN CITY—(NC)—An Austrian cardinal has

urged the Ecumenical Council to speak in the name of
all men to seek freedom of religion behind the Iron Cur-

tain.

Franziskus Cardinal Koenig of Vienna appealed to the
Council during debate on the proposed declaration on

religious liberty not to forget “the tragic fact” that
many nations under atheistic communist rule are de-
Iprived of religious freedom and that in many such na-

| tions religious education is ei-
ther impeded or punished.

Meanwhile, an American
priest told the same meeting
(Sept. 24) that unless the
Council defends religious free-
dom, the Catholic Church can
no longer be considered a cham-
pion of liberty.

The- Rev. Joseph Buckley,
'SM., superior general of the
Marist Fathers, said a declar-
ation of religious liberty is nec-
essary to complete the Coun-
cil's work.

HE URGED the Council Fa-
thers not to disappoint the
wugld. Ermes i

t J. u 0

Is!“m--- NH., setendss the

draft declaration agamst a erit-

icism often directed against it
by Council conservatives.

1963, in which he discussed re-
ligious freedom. b

® That it implies a denial of
the right of the state to de-
termine the requirements of the
common good.

® That it falls to throw a
clear light on the obligation of
all to seck the truth,

Maost of the day's 18 spenker!
had objections to the schema in)
its form. hbist
Pietro Parente, assessor of the|
Congregation of the Holy Of-
fice, was exceptionally outspo-
ken against arguments the
schema used to bultress the
idea of religious I.i.btm

He espo on
Joseph Cardinal Illl.ter of St
Louis hud offered on the pre- -
vious day: to dispen<e with
all the whys of religlous lib-
erty and merely procluim it
as a principle. |

Cardinal Koenig called the re- |

l.mioui freedom declaration al-|

| hand, and a liberty that is

. external and social (usually
called free exercise of relig-

{ lom), on the other hand.

f

Basing himself on the unity
and indivisibility of each man
and on man's essentially social
 nature, Bishop Primeau argued
that to recognize freedom of
conscience without recognizing
the free exercise of religion is
to cut man in two.

Cardinal Koenig's speech
‘never mentioned unism,
which rules nations just across
the border from his native Aus-
tria. But his talk was aimed di-
rectly at the so-called scientific
atheism enthroned in commu-
nist countries.

THE CARDINAL pointed out
that it is against the principles
of science to force opinions on
others, but said that is pre-
cisely what these so-called sci-
entific atheists do.

He said scientific atheists in
power end up by proclaiming
themselves infallible.

He concluded his speech:
ﬂlﬂ:t&ﬂmmw
in the name of all men and
ask for better means of re-

countries can take part in the

government and the nation's

social life,”

Objections voiced at the 87th |

Council meeting (Sept. 24)
against the religious liberty
draft declaration stated:

® That it seems to give the
erronecus conscience the same
rights as a true conscience.

® That instead of being
based on the subjective rights
of the person, the schema is
based on the objective rights
of error.

® That it runs counter to

Pope Leo XIII's encyclical, Im- ||

mortale Dei, and Pope Pius
im's address, Ci Riencl to the
national convention of Italian
|Catholic jurists in December,

{others twist religious freedom

ble us it stood, |

but deplored its silence regard-
ing nations which have been
deprived of religious freedom.
Some modern governments
are militantly atheistic, while

to mean freedom from religion,
he said.

IN SUCH countries, he con-
tinued, religious education is
hobbled, barred from the use of
any means of public communi-
cation, or even punished as a
erime, This is contrary to the
1948 United Nations declara-
tion of Human Rights.

Continuing, Cardinal Koenig
sald that such countries have
two classes of citizens: Those
who profess atheism und there-
fore have access to the highest
offices of the land, and Chris-
tlans, who are excluded from
those offices. This can be easily
proved, he said.

Soch states stand against
tolerance and due respect for
the human person, he de-
clared.

They violate scientific prin-
ciples since nothing is more un-
scientific than fo force ownions‘
on others, he continued.

They harm the society mey
rule since the refusal of relig-
ious freedom turns the heart of
citizens against rulers and
makes them disinclined to co-
operate in achieving the com-
mon purposes of the nation, he
said.
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But Not Quite Fr. Murr‘ay’s:

Liberty Declaration Is Thedlogical_

OONTINUED FIOM PAGE 1
Amhlﬂa'lmp of Beville, the Archbishop

Gérdinal Michael Browne, former Mas-
fer-General of the Dominicans and now
&f' the Council Theological Commissaion,
and Cardinal Ernesto Ruffini, Arch-
bishop of Palermo.
U" 11,8, Bishops Stand Together
Some of the American bishops had
hesttations about the exact wording
of the declaration before the Fathers,
But all of them stood together in sup-
port of religious Uberty as the rlg'ht
m to-be coérced in matters of faith,
civic right of indlviduals eand of
to6 private and public mani-
festations of falth, except where public
grder or the legitimate enda of govern-
thent are immediately endangered, and
general thmamm:m
sclence.
“The revised declaration iiself —

drlafted after some 300 augguum'

were @ent into the Secretariat on
Chiristian, Unity by council Fathers —
i3’ stated in. more theological than
political terms. It beging simply with
the proposition that the act of faith
10" be meaningful must be an entirely
free act. It states that every man has
the duty to obey his own consclence,
even when his consclence is in error,
fm- ﬂdal!.ty to consclence in the last
mﬂm is obedlence to God. At the
mns time, it insists, & man has a
& duty to inform his consclence. The

itholle, in ‘particular, is required to

Lnd out what the Church authorita-

wlytaa.chesinordar as a free man,

w follow.its guid It i k

ly between the idea : that all re-
ligilong must be free before the ‘civil
laww and the idea that they are as
equally true before God,

,Bighop De Smedt, in introducing the
réyised draft, inslsted that secular
governments have no' authority to
make religious or theological judg-
memnts, to interfers directly in matters
tuching on the religious life of their
ciflzens, or'to subordinate religion to
thelr own political ends. At the same
timie, secular t9 are obliged
by, indirect medns b6 assist their peo-
ple in the pursuit of their religious

"I'omlmdmtthnswtwnﬂttthe

Father Murray -

bishop cited the example gim ‘by
Christ Himself, who showed 1|

“Intervention

seminary in Woodstock, M-aryla.ﬁd. It
was deemed dangerously unorthodox

' by the ultra-conservative theological

party then ruling ‘the roost in the
United States, and Father Murray was
censured by the Holy Office in Rome.
There was Irony, then, in seéing the
elegant Jesuit playing such a pivotal
role In Rome when the subject came
up for discussion before the bishops of
the entire world. Whatever doubts had
once been entertalned about his ortho-
doxy faded away as it became evident
that he was the chief advisor, tacticlan,

and ghost-writer for the Amerlcan
hierarchy.

There wera echoes of the Murray
political approach, for example, in the
of - Cardinal - Richard

Cushing, Archbishop of Boston, who

quoted (in English) Lord Acton's
dictum: “Freedom is the highest poli-
tical end"” Here, incldentally, was

formity alone but in the free accept-
ance of the will of God. (4). It will
aid the apostolate of the Church by
showing that religion I3 best promoted
by interior conviction. (5). It is re-
'quired If Catholics are to enter into
fruitful dialogue with their "mpa.ra.ted
{ brethren” in other Christian Churches.
“We must give to others what we
clalm for ourselves,” he -concluded
pointedLy. '
' The amitable Cardinal Joseph Ritter
‘of Saint Louis, probably, the most
“progreasive” of all Ameriecan Cardl-
nals, wasg the next American to speak.
Cardinal Ritter, unsettled perhaps by
Father Murray's suggestion that the
present declaration is -theologically
_ vulnerable but still anxious to have the
council act on the question, proposed
a change. He thought, he said, that
< all the reasons glven for religlous
liberty should be eliminated in the text
in order to avoid argument and the
council should confine itself to a sim-
ple affirmation that all men have an
« inborn right to freedom of religion.
. Cardinal Ritter's tactlcs iurmed out
to be mistaken. A few minutes later,
Cardinal Ottaviani, the quick-witted
leader of the conservativex. had the

floor pnd expressed his hearty approval -

of Cardinal Ritter's suggestion. Some
American  periti gran.ned. Cardlnal

tlveov! the force of Cardinal Ottaviant's
dietum about “arming the enemy"
that the normally quite conservative

Ritter had let himself pped. A
generalized statement on religious
liberty would be meaningless. In his
speech, Cardinal Ottaviani upheld the
private rights of conscience but in-
sisted on the obligation of a “Cathelic

" state” to profess the one true religion

and to Impede the spread of others
“when this may harm the unity of a
Catholic nation .and culminate in
weakening it." -

“Let us take care not to arm our

adversaries,” Cardina] Ottavfaul con-

cluded,
Asks Formal Protest

Cardinal Franziskus Koenlg of Vien-
na, a supporter of the declaration,
must have had something of ‘the same
idea in mind, though he applied it dif-
ferently, when he pointed up the ab-
senca of rellglous lberty in the Com-
munist countries and asked the Fa-
thers to .lodge a formal protest,
through the United Nations, against

* the harassment of religion behind the

Iron Curtain. Like Cardinal Cushing,

_he was also applauded,

It was significant, too, and indica-

bish from.the C t countries
‘who spoke favored the declaration and
pleaded eloquently for religious liberty
to ba practiced universally.

" The supporters of the declaration
generally confined themselves to the
recognition of the rights of bellevers
of whatever persuasion, But Cardinal
Paul-Emile Leger, Archbishop of Mon-
treal, went further. He criticized the
present draft because it is allent on the
rights of non-believers, agnostica, and
athedsts,

It looked though, ‘after rough asti-
mates of the ultimate votes were tak-
en, a3 if the progressive faction might
be about to enjoy still another victory,
One of the most eloquent defenses of
thelr position was given by an Itallan
bishop, Carlo Colombo. Bishop Colom-
bo was the last speaker on religious
lberty recognized before the cloture
He was given speclal attention by the
Fathers ‘because It was generally
known that he was theological advisor
to Cardinal Montini before he became
Paul VI, and is still close to the Pope.

more historical frony. Acton, a lay-
man, was a leading — and highly

guspect — figure among the losing |
“Hberal” faction in the First Vatican'|

Couneil a century ago.
Intervention on relgious liberty was

the first speech of the in-again, out- |

again Cardinal Cushing to the council
Fathers. It was delivered in a alow,
inafstent Boston-accented Latin. One
priest who heard it sald the cardinal
gspoke to his peers exactly as he might
address a motley rally of Mas-

mpeutforaﬂpmnsmddeaﬂwkﬂ:
all in accordance with the same
standard of moderation and kindliness.

Wou!lnanlStngnongh

Al it p tly st the decl
tion om m‘lis‘lbus lihww is not quite
what Father Murray would have pro-
duced, had he been charged with writ-

ing it. He made that cléar at the.
caucus meeting,
bishops,

American Bishops'
thereby confusing some of the
whohadbhoug’htofthemliglmmhber-
tion as ir
“"Courtney Murray pwmon." N
Father Murray, though, would have
put much emphasis on the
juridical and political aspecta of the
question and less on the theological

The present wording, he suggested to

at least some of his eplscopal audience,
was theologically wvulnerable to the
attacks of the conservative faction,

Fr. Murray Stands Out
A decade ago, controversy swirled
in Catholic theological circles about
the church-state position taken by Fa-
ther Mu.my, a p\mfmr at the Jesult

h tts CathoH in his beloved
archdlocese and the noble ecclesiastics
in the aula were as intent on lsten-
ing to him as hls own adoring flock
would be. ) .

The Church claims liberty for her-
solf to perform her supermatural mis-
glon, the Boston cardinal reminded the
Fathers, The Church must make the
same demand for everyone, however,
and do s0 out of respect for the human
righta of every last person on earth.

Cdl. Cushing Applanded

When he finlshed, Cardinal Cushing
wag applauded vigorously, though such
demonstrations are contrary to the
strict rules of the councll.

He was followed by the less colorful

but more scholarly Cardinal Albert
Meyer of Chlcago. Cardinal Meyer, &

former professor, sobérly clted five |'

reasons. why such a declaration is
necessary, (1). Where religlous liber-
ty ls emjoyed, a clvic welfare is In 8
flourighing state. (Z). Buch a declara-
tion will point the way to clvil gov-
ernments, - showing them how to be-
have. (3). It will show that true reli-
gion does not conslst in external con-

F"_
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REV. VINCENT A. YZERMANS'

Father Yzermans, director oj the Bureau of In=
formation, NNCW.C.; Washmgfon, D.C., is serving as
OUR .SUNDAY VISITOR’S -corres‘pandent at the third
session of the Second Vatican Council as he dtd for
the premous council séssions.

TI—IE American experiment has become, in this
City of the Council, the American experience. ‘With
the discussion of the declaration on religious freedom
American prelates and theologians have emerged as
leading voices in and ardund the Council chambers.

As everyone expected for ‘the past two wyears, -
the Americans would carry the ball of religious free-.
dom. American prelates have been politely demand-
ing such a declaration for the same number of years.
What Archbishop Robert Lucey of San-Antonio Sald
last spring is now being dramatically fulfilled dur'mg
this third session. “It would be entirely appropriate,”
said Archbishep Lucey, “that the American hierarchy
should take the lead early in the next session of the
Council to procure the adoption of a decree proclaim-
ing authentic and universal freedom of religion made
permanem. and unbreakable by constitutional guar-
antees.”

Two American priests are dlstmgu]shmg them-
selves at this time by their efforts for promoting the-
declaration on religious freedom. Father John Court-
ney Murray, 5.J. is recognized in all quarters as the
most important theologian of religious freedom. His
ideas, not too many years ago called suspect in some
highly conservative Roman circles, are now being not
only welcomed bui even uttered on the f]uor of the
Coungil. :
' Perhaps Father Murray's greatest cuntnbunon to

the subject. of religious freedom lies in the fact that *

he approaches the problem from the reality of the-
world today. ‘He insists religious freedom can dnly
truly be discussed by accepting 'the realityof a plu-’
ralistic society such as exists in the world today.
Father Murray, the distinguished professor of Wood-
stock College, Md., also insists that religious freedom
must always be considered in the light of the sacred
freedom God gives every man in making h:s own
act of faith.

s S The DISCUSSIO
RELIGIOUS

The other American priest whe is busy-busy
about many ‘things but most of all right now about
the declaration on religious freedom is Father Tom
Stransky of the Paulist Fathers. As a permanent
member of the Secretariat for Promoting Christian
Unity, Father Stransky has been especially most
solicitous for the Protestant’ observer-delegates.

Importnm overtones

Speaking of the declaration on religious free-
dom’ Father Stransky said, “Indeed, the declaration
on religious liberty will generate heated discussion,’
but from that healthy crucible may emerge one of
the most commanding documents in mnciliar his-
tory.”

Father Stransky. of course, is VLiaI!y concerned
about religious liberty because of its important ecu-
menical overtones.
one observer-delegate who told me a few days ago
that he thought one of the most important effects
of the Council to date has been the recent statement
of the Spanish bishops. He referred to the “bill of
rights” adopted by the Spanish hierarchy on the eve
of the third session which gives Protestants in Spain
the same legal status as Catholics .

" Last January Cardinal Meyer of Chicago insisted
on the importance of a conciliar statement on reli-
gious liberty when he said, “Both Protestant and
Catholic ecumenists are convinced that the ecumeni-
cal movement cannot be securely founded until a
clear statement on the subject of religlous liberty .is
fully developed.”

The declaration on religious {reedom now under

8 . October 4, 1964

- enjoy this greatest of all civic blessings.

His concern is substantiated by |

discussion by the Council Fathers will, undoubtedly,
be hailed in every part of the world as a sincere
manifestation of the Church’s concern for modern
man. It insists upon the sacred freedom of the indi-

wvidual man to follow the dictates of his own con-

science, even if that comscience be objectively erro-
neous. It further declares that this freedom is a
social right, applicable to religious groups as well as
individuals. Although it urges Catholics. “to lead"”
separated brothers and non-Christians to the benefits

- of the light, of the Gospel and of the life of the _

Church, it vehemently demands -that all Catholies

© in’all places must never ‘employ ‘coercion.

‘.Moth.er of Freedom’

As Americans we find it somewhat difficult to
understand why all this insistence upon this declara-
tion on religious freedom. This may be so because
we have lived for so long in a land of religious free-
dom- we canpot comprehend what it means not to
It ' may be, .
too, that our narrowness or smugness prevehis us
from considering the plight of the millions and mil-
lions of people who do riot now enjoy religious free-
dom. Because of these unfortunate people, who are
also’ in wvarious” ways children of the Church, the
Council Fathers want to shew the Church as the

Mother of Holy Freedom in this age, just as'she has .-

been the Mother of Saints and Scholars in past ages,
When Bishop Emile DeSmedt of Bruges, Belgium

"introduced the chapter on religious freednm durmg

the second session he gave four reasons why the

" Council .should adopt this declaratlon on rehgmus

freedom. . -
1. Tﬂlth. The Church_ must teach and de:tend
the right to religious liberty because there is ques-

‘tion .of the -truth, the care of which was comn‘lltted

to her by Christ; -
*2. Defense. The Church cannot remain- silent
today when almost half of mankind is deprived of

- religious liberty by atheistic materialism of various

kinds;
“3. Peaceful Social Life. Today in- all nations of

the world, men, who adhere to different religions or

who lack all religious belief, must live together in
one and the same human society: in the light of truth,
the Church should point the way toward'—]iving _to-
gether peacefully;

“4 Ecumenism. Many non-Catholics harhm an
aversion against the Church or at least suspect her
of a kind of Machiavellism because we-seem to them
to demand the free exercise of religion, when Catho-
lics are in a minority in any nation and at the same
time refuse and deny the same religious liber ty when
Catholics are in the majority.” -

An air of expectant confidence hangs over the
Council. Few seem to doubt that the declaration on
religious freedom will be met by the enthusiastic
support of the overwhelming number of Couneil
Fathers. The "bill of rights” of the Spanish bishops
is one indication. The spirit of good Pope John
which still breathes through the Council chambers
is another. Few bishops have forgotten Pope John's
statement in Patem in Terris: “Every human being
has the right to honor God according to the dictates
of an upright conscience, and therefore the right to
worship God publicly and privately.” .

The greatest - assurance, however, comes from
recalling the words Pope Paul addressed to partici-
pants in a United Nations Seminar on Freedom of
Information last April 17. Then he  said, “The
Church, as you know, is also concerned with . . . re-
ligious liberty. That is a question whose importance
and scope are such that the Ecumenieal Council has
been gripped by it. One can legitimately expect on
this ‘point that promulgation of a text which will be
of far-reaching .import not only for the Church but
for all those — and they are innumerable — who
feel themselves affécted by an authorized declara-
l.mn on that subject.”

£
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ROME — The Fathers of the Second
Vatican Council have been making his-
tory in the past week or so, but the
frantic pace they have been setting tends
to obscure the progress.

On a single day last week, Wednes-
day, they participated in aceremony hon-
orin e relic of St. Andrew’s head,
which is being returned to the Greeks
heard two last speakers on the revised
schema, On the Pastoral Duties of Bish-

ops, listened to an oral outline of the
Emposal on religious liberty, began de-
ates on that historic declaration and

continued their voting on the schema,
De Ecclesia.

To reporters assembled here the coun-
cil sometimes appear to be an ecclesiasti-
cal threering circus, with something
going on all the time in every ring.

The proglgsed declaration on religious
liberty is historic in that such a concept
has never been considered at any pre-
vious general council in the history of
the Roman Catholic Church. The pri-
mary reason for its consideration now is
its absolute necessity to the further de-
velopment of ecumenical dialogue with
other Christian Churches. But the dec-
laration also will have profound effects
on internal attitudes in the Church and
certainly will affect missionary activities
in the nations of Latin America and par-
ticularly Asia and Africa, where many
of the countries are predominantly non-
Christian.

The proposed text notes that it is both
a duty and honor for man to follow the
will of God according to his conscience
and that man ought to be able to prac-
tice. privately and publicly his religion
with_no restrictions imposed u im.
Society generally should establish con-
ditions which guarantee religious liberty.

Religious liberty must be recognized
and respected everywhere by all, the text
The Church, in her desire to
convert all men must not, however, use
force or coercion because the very nature
of the act of faith requires that it must
be free. Although man has the duty of
.inquiring into the divine law, he must,
however, follow the judgment of his own
conscience and no man nor any power
has the ri to induce him to act con-
trary to the dictates of his own conscience.

But, as the Rev. John Courtney Mur-
ray, S.J., pointed out at a press panel
discussion, conscience is always free,
since it is interior. A man could be in

rison or subjected to torture and still
Eis conscience can be and is free, Father
Murray said.

The text, however, goes on to pro-
claim that an essential element of religious
liberty is the right to practice one’s re-
ligion publicdy. The text notes that the

exercise of this right is subject to re-

\ striction, but these can be applied “‘only

—

when it is in grave conflict with the end
of society.” efore, state authorities
cannot lawfully discriminate in any way
against religion.

THREE OF THE FOUR American
cardinals here in Romeimmediately arose
in the council hall to voice their approval
of the proposal and urge its adoption by
the Fathers — Cardinal Cushing in a
booming voice that almost knocked the
loudspeakers from the walls of the basil-
ica.

But gerhaps the best intervention came
from Cardinal Paul Emile Leger of Mon-
treal, who approved the textgenerally but
found it too restricted. Hetold the Fathers:

**On the subject of religious liberty, what
the text says is strictly applicable to all
men without exception, even thosewhodo
not believe.

“We must affirm the freedom of re-
ligion even for those who wish to pro-
Jess no religion at all. As for the founda-
tion of religious liberty, it is inexact to
put it in !gﬂowing the will of God or
corresponding to man’s divine vocation.
This presupposes God and some will not
accept God. This foundation should be
put in the highest exercise of human
reason. Anything against religious lib-
erty is also against man and hisreason.”

Cardinal Fernando Quiroga y Palacios
of Santiago de Campostela, Spain, noted
that the text was good but feared its
application to " Catholic countries’ where,

he said, the situation was different. He
wanted the text completely recast by a
new, mixed commission.

The cardinal’s countryman, Cardinal
Jose Bueno y Monreal of Seville, tended
to agree,noting that it is sometimes law-
ful to prohibit the spread of error when
it can do harm to those who want to
Eiot:esis the faith they have received from

ris "

Speaki in the name of 58 Latin
American bishops, Cardinal Raul Silva
Henriquez of Santialfo, Chile, heartil
approved the text and said that its appll-
cation to Latin America ultimately would
Enprove the Church’s missionary efforts

ere.

Cardinal Ernesto Ruffini of Palermo,
Ita.ldy. would grant freedom only to truth
and tolerance to error. He also feared
that the various concordats the Vatican
has with many countries would be upset
Ey the council’s adoption of the declara-

of.

Finally, Cardinal Alfredo Ottaviani,
secretary of the Holy Office, took ex-
ception with the text’s statement that a
man, even though in error, must be
honored - there is a problem in that
there is no equivalemt Latin word for
respect Such a man deserves kindness
and charity, but not honor, he said.

The cardinal also observed that “'those
professing a revealed religion have rights
over and above those coming from the

(Continued on page 10)
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Council moves on freedom, col egiality, ghurcl' F

(Continued from page 1)

natural law.” .. He.. too. feared the dec-+

laration's effects on the concordats.

SUCH VIEWS were not unexpected.
Prelates from the fraditionally Catholic ;
_nations_sfill have difficulties. distinguish--
ing bétween the error, which hasnorights,
and the person in error, who retains and ,
deserves his,rights as a human person.

“But the jiiferveritions, particularly that.
of Cardinal Leger, brought up a point
that hids caused some difficulty; especially
among the American bishops. Both Car-
dinal. Cushing  and Cardinal Meyer, in-
their' talks to the council, spoke lfor ac-,
ceptance of the text basically as it is..
But the intervention of Cardinal Joseph
Rifter of St. Louis was aimed primarily
at such objections as that raised by Car-
dinal Leger.

! g
| While Cardinal Ritter, in the first part.
‘of his oral intervention, called for ap--
proval of the declaration, he also pointed

"'Accepting the substance of the den—L

' laration does not mean acce;itanoe of ;

the reasons given in the text. It is sug-
gested to the moderators that they separate
the vote on the substance of the declara- *
Ewnd[rom the vote approving the reasons
isted.

"'Consequently, the declaration is ac-;
ceptable juxtum modum and the modus;
would be (1) avoid anything smackingi
of argumentation and (2 cﬁeclare only:

that all men have an inborn right to
religious freedom.™ . i

THE CARDINAL'S intervention re:

portedly grew out of doubts-expressed at -
a meeting of the American bishops the!
first week of the conciliar session by Father>
Murray himself. - - | . 7 o awa
v clade setiidig aeh Gl sl
_Father Murray ¢~ who had no-part;in:
the writi:g of the proposed declaration |
confronted the American bishops with his.

own doubts as to the suitabllity of the.

reasons given in the text for religious lib-:

erty. He now has come to feeel that they

;re suitable with some slight modifica-
ons.

Unformnate!g, the American bishops
have retained Father Murray's doubts
and, according to several sources, they

e

-

have broken ranks on the religious lib-
erty declaration. Virtually all of them
continue lo favor a {irm conciliar dec-
laration on religious liberty. But doubts
have developed on whether the present
text is adequate. ;

Aware of these doubts, Cardinal Ritter
felt it necessary to urge the council to
approve a strong declaration, while leav-
ing the reasons out. The cardinal’s in-
tervention came as a surprise to several
members of the American bishops' press
panel. These periti (council experts) ob-
served that cardinal’s compromise
move mighf inevitably be necessary but
they thought it premature on the' first
day of debate. A

ARCHBISHOP PARENTE took up the
cardinal’s proposal.the following day
({Thursday) and asked only for a state-
ment while dropping the reasons. But it
is doubtful that Parente really wants a
statement; his intervention was regarded
as a maneuver to kill the whole proposal.

The Spaniards, for the most part, con-
tinued to attack the proposal. The heri-
tage of the "Catholic state” tradition is
proving to be difficult to overcome.

A far dilferen‘t_c;p roach was used by
Archbishop Ma bois of Besancon,
France, in his intervention. The arch-
bishop argued that the text is too phil
sophical and juridical in tone and
greater usage of scripture and tradition.

25 man must be regarded as a
man, as a member of human society and
as an object of the love of Christ,” the
archbishop argued, also noting thatsc
tural'texts themselves indicated that Christ
" Himself urged religious liberty.

The French bishops generally are re-
ported upset with the emgha.sis on phil-
osophy and the pragmatic approach in
both the text and’ the oral i,nte'rvengﬁbns‘.
They preféi'a more theclogical ‘appri
which will more securely anchor the state-
mént -itsell*and kee

. the n:hole attitude of the council.

Arguments continued to be heard onthe
effect. of the declaration on the system of
concordats. Father Muna; ar, that
it is- possible for an established church to
exist without harm -to religious liberty.
But he agrees that the ""legal intolerance”
which the state, sometimes in agreement
with the Vatican by means of a con-
cordat, exercises in regard to other
churches will be detrimentally affected by
the declaration.

. Another problem in the us lib-
erty text is the statement that the rights
of "the ge.rson may be restricted by the
state when l.he‘y are “in grave conflict
with the end of society.” e question,
taised at the press panel discussion, ob-
viously is: . "What is_the end of society
and who determines it?" :

Father Murray observed that,.on the
basis of the American experience, the
I vernment has no competence to decide
| the end of society. e term itself is
foreign tothe American experience, Father
Murray said, because there is more than
one end of society.

Three norms are observed'under the
. general haadln%_hof' civil goods, Father
Murray sald. ese norms are used in
American public life to determine when it
is necessary to restrict rights. The norms
are public peace, public morality and also
public health and finally harmony in the
exercise of civil rights. ~ -

It was obvious that some modifica-
. tions must be made in the text, the noted
Jesuit concluded.

ALTHOUGH IT IS generally exﬁ:ected
that the council will amend and finally
approve the declaration on religious lib-
erty, few persons here believe that the out-
come is absolutely certain.

—

By
urged

otich
it more in line with |

I
Members of the Secretariat of Chrisﬂ_&h
Unity are cautious in their statements.
They assert that the secretariat will con-
sider all modi or amendments submitted
to the council Fathers and that the text
will be altered in the sense desired by the
majority. :

But after revision by the secretariat, the
text must again be submitted to the full
council for a final vote. Father Stransky
of the secretariat observed that it is phy-
sically possible for the secretariat to com-
plete tl?e.revlsion for .a final vate this
session. But he could not say that a
final vote certainly will be taken'this fall.

The declaration on religious liberty;
along with that on! the Jews, was sub-
mitted to the council at the second session
last year but they never were debated.
Lack of time was given as the reason,
but it was quite obvious that the reason
was only an excuse,

»

The same thing could happen this year,
Father Stransky agreed, but itis unlikely,
Since it is not expected that the fourth and
final session of the council will be held

.applied to many bishops — particularly

for three or four years, a delay possibly

could be fatal. -

e to strength-
and, despite
lear Eastern'

believe that

“EFFORTS AREbeing ma
enthe statement on the Jew
thé’ political factor of th}:a
sitiatign, most 'persons her
th%,g‘!f%p; will be suctessfu

‘Members of the Secreiarlai! of Christian
Unity ‘were alarmed and upset about the
¢of the weakened, révised text to

the press and the resulting uproar. They
have been afraid that the heavy pressures

American bishops - might produce a
"backlash,!” But a council peritus noted

that most of the American. bishops at
ledst . believed that the Jews had a right
to be alarmed and were not particularly
upset, by the lobbying that

as gone on.

/o
{2 |




 Following is a. translation of the Latin
‘address by Cardinal Richard Cushing of
Boston, sufporting the ecumenical coun-
cil’s draft declaration on religiousliberty,
"at the council session of Sept. 23. .

THE DECLARATION on religious lib-

erty in general is acceptable. In saying
this I speak not only in my own name
but also in the name of almost all the

bishops of the United States.

It is most gratlfying to us that at long
last a full ‘and free discussion on this sub-
%cl will take place in-this council hall:
ior ir}_qux_’ time this is a practical ques-
tion ol

. +of ~the :Church and for the social and

civil life. It is alsoza doctrinal questign.;
ligious liberty in modern civil society has
not yet.been declared -clearly and unam-
biguously. ' ‘

This clear declaration is owed to the

whole world — both Catholic and non-

VATICAN CITY (NC) — Archbishop
Pericle Felici; secretary general of the
ecumenical council, called a halt to a
movement among council Fathers to cut
down the number of ‘‘yes-but” votes on
documents under debate.

Such votes are known technically as
“plocet juxta modum.” This means the
document is acceptable but with certain
changes, which the voter submits along
with his vote.

Father Yves Congar, O.P,, a French
theologian, has suﬁgcsted to many coun-
cil Fathers that 1 e-thinkinﬁ Eroups of
them meet outside the council hall to de-
cide on a single change for a document.
This change would be submitted by. one
council Father only in the vote, the rest
voting si.ml%ly “placet,”” which is an un-
qualified affirmative. - -

Archbishop Felici told the council Fa-
thers this arrangement was against the
council’s regulations.

cﬂgushi ng s

"~ can

eat importance, both for the life.

_ the. "Juxta modum’ vote is to

(X
Catholic -- which is indeed awaiting it.
Therefore, in making this declaration,
this ecumenical council will manifest, if
I may quote words famous in our Ameri-
istory, "‘a decent respect to the
opinion of mankind.”

As his excellency, the relator has said,
the text of the declaration as it stands
needs amendments here and there. But it
is  earnestly hoped that the amend-

. ments be such that the declaration
- 'be

strongér in the meaning it al-
ready -expresses-and not weaker. ‘For
the substance of the doctrine as we have

it here is true and solid. Andit is aptly , f
- gggropri_ate for our times.. Therefore the -

aration must remain intact as to,its

¥ éssential;meanilbg. = Uz &
s« Ror-.the «doctrine of the,Church on re- . :

. RDONNE B yoaleesen A
One thing is of‘ the greatest importance.
In this declaration the Church must show

_“herself to the entire modern world ‘as the

champion of liberty, of humanliberty and
of civil liberty, specifically in the matter
of religion.

‘Yes, but’ votes remain,

secretary-general says

Father, John King, O.M.1., of the U.S.
bishops’ press pane?. said Father Congar
has been suggesting the modification as
a means of ensuring broad majorities’
of affirmative votes in the council.

Father Frederick R. McManus, profes-
sor of canon law at the Catholic univer-
'sity of America, said some bishops had
espoused this idea to avoid the appear-
ance of disunity in the council. But he
said this line of thought was based on
a misunderstanding ol the principle -of
the "fuxta modum’ vote, which is not a’
part of normal parliamentary or congres-,

- sional procedure.

He said part of the very purpose of
elp in-
sure unanimity in the final vote, in which
no 'juxta modum™ votes are permitted.
"Juxta modum® votes are needed in the:
preliminary voting, he sald, precisely be-
cause the council is not a simple parlia-
ment, but a body that gives witness to the,
unity of Christian truth. :

speaks on re

ON THE ONE HAND this whole ques-
tion of religious liberty is somewhat com-
plicated. On the other hand, it seems to
me, the question is simple. The whole
matter can bereduced to two propositions.

First: Throughout her history the Cath-
olic Church has ever insisted upon her
own freedom in civil society and before
the lpubli(: powers. She has fought for
the freedom of the Pope, of the bishops to
teach and govern the people of God. She
has fought for the freedom of this.same
people of God, who have the right to live
in civil society according to the dictates
of Christian conscience without inter-
rence. The first propositon, therefore,
is’ contained in the traditional formula,

_ “libertas Ecclesfae.‘f" !

-3 e
The second’ proposition is this: That
same freedom in civil society which the

*Church has ever insisted upon for herself

and her members, she now in this our
age also champlons for other churches
and their members, indeed for every hu-
man person.

LET ME PRESENT some reasons,
briefly, for this statement. They aretaken
from the encKcl.ical letter, Pacem in Terris,
of Pope John XXIII, of most blessed
memory. -

For Pope John said in his encyclical
that every well ordered society is grounded
in truth, in justice, in love, in liberty.
Now in the first place, equal and univer-
sal religious liberty is demanded by that
fundamental truth according to which
all men, in so far as they are human
persons, are of equal

among which PopeJohn specified theright
to religious liberty.

Secondly, religious liberty is demanded
by Jjustice. For justice requires that all
citizens equally enjoy the same civil rights
‘which in our afe are acknowledged as
necessary for due civil dignity. And
among these rights the first is ﬁle right
to religious liberty.

Thirdly, religious liberty is demanded
by love. For nothing is more violently
destructive of unity and civil concord
than coercion or
legally or illegally, because of religious

‘reasons.

Fourthly, religious liberty is demand-

Him_, can serve Him,

-w.80¢I praise:and approve this

dignity; equally.
‘endowed with the same lggmt};ne?lghtg:

iscrimination, either’

ligious libe‘rty

ed by the.very principle of civil libertﬁr.
For as Lord Acton said, speakingl in the
tradition of Christian civilization: "'Free-
dom is the highest political end.” Now,
as the highest political end, civil liberty
is also the means necessary to attain the
higher ends of the human person. And
this is the mind of Pope John. In par-
ticular, religious freedom — or the im-
munity from all coercion in religious af-
fairs — is a necessary means by whic

man, in a manner which is human a
willed by God, can seek God, can

There are other arguments f
validity of the human and civil/-
to religious liberty in society, a
are stated in this declaration,
I say "‘in general is acceptab

N ]
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VATICAN CITY (NC) — De-

“bate of the Second Vatican
Council on the declaration on
religious liberty -was brought to
a close Sept. 25 afier three days
of praise and criticism.',

.One of the last to npeak In
its favor was Archbishop Karl
J. Alter of Cincinnati. Ancther
was a former personal theolp-
glan nl" Pape Paul VI

5cver|.l other bishops, includ-

ing some Americans who had
been scheduled to speak, did not
take ‘the floor because the mod-
- erator, Leo Cardinal Suenens of
- Malines-Brussels, moved that
debate had been sufficient to ex-
pose the areas of opinions on'the
document, A vast'majority, of the
Council favored closing ,debate.

A few more l.nberyemlom
would be heard later it the bish-
ops can secure the ‘slgnatures
‘showing that each speaks in the
name of 70 or mare Council
Fathers,

Archbishop Alter told the
Council that the declaration
does not affirm @ personal right
of ény individual to teach error
or to do harmi, He insisted that
the declavation does not speak
at- all of the :possible senses in

which rellgious freedom cin be’

understood, “but only refors o
the right of every t being

-sne!ely, ihe text should be so

Sept. 25 - -

Archbishop Alter moted that}

persons do not have a.personal
right to teach error or do harm.
What the declaration claims for
the “individual iz only f{reedom
from social coerclon, he said.

1 s

The prelate said that peace
and harinony would be promoted
if the council issues a clear dec=
larution dn this point/ especially
in areas where the Church is
living ‘in a pluralistic soeietys

Because Catholles have been
i of | y and

even of Jnsmoerlty, as though!
they shifted their stand on re-
Hglous liberty according to their
majority or minority in social

ed as to I any

( Church.

repetition of these doubts and
suspicions;' he” Baiﬂ

Alchblshop Alter added thaf.
the Fathers should affirm’ the
absolute incompelence of public
_|officials to judge’ religious mat-|
ters, and should relterate that
these pfficials have the nbllga-
tion 'to use all appropriate means |
to' insure practice of religion |
with safety to the individual, |

This declaration, said the|
archbishop, i3 good for lhe.
1 does not say ‘.l!dt
men enjoy an absolute right ‘to
i e  from all. author-

to be free 'of oulside force in’his
worship of God,

u

ity on carth including the|
Chiirch, he sdded,l |

//A’///)//?///////////A"///////// 70 /.'f'
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But without Jiberly for the
Church's Individual: members,
that liberly which the Church
has always clalmed for her-
sell would be useless
meaningless, he sald.

and

Support of the declaration

also came from Bishop Carlo

Colombo, head of the theologi-
val faculty of the Milan arch-
diocesan  seminary, who was
Pope Paul's theologian when the
Pontiff was Archbishop of Milan
and who -remains ' close friend
of the Pope.

Bishop Colombo defénded the

 doctrinal characier of the text
‘and said it should be retained.

He said the text, although pas-
toral in inteni, cannot avoid be-
ing doctrinal ‘al the same time
and it should set forth principles
governing relationships of per-
son§ with moral and religious
truth.

" Offering a num‘l;er of princi-

ples to guide in drawing up this

doctrine, Bishop Colombo noted
that problems offered by the
exercise of freedom of religion
cannot be solved always and
everywhere in the same way.
Solutions will différ according lo
| circumstance.

Not all of the day’s 11 speak-
ers were so'in favor., Bishap
Ubaldo Cibrian Fernandez, C.P,,

R

for Corocoro..Boll\ua, called the
declaration unacceptable.
He gave as his reason his be-
lief that it was not based on ade-
quate doen‘mal principles.

As it sumds now, he said, ]ts
teaching s in conflict with the
magis'tenl.‘!um (teaching authority)
of the Church.

The master general of the
Dominicans, Fr. Anlceto Fernan-
dez, O.P,, also crilicized the dee-
laration. He called it a sign of
our times in' that it shows a
desire .to avoid all division and
eriticism. He called It weak be-

-cause it affirms merely the sub-

ject principle as the basis for
freedom of religion, and because,
by leaving too much to the die-
tates of conscience, it obscures
the prineipal fonts of Christian
doctrine.

The 8Bth session opened with

Mass in the Syro-Antiochene
rite. *

an d

Archbishpp Felici
the distribution of the declara-
tion on the Jews, and also that
the Pope has granted all Coun-
cil Fathers who are not bishops
the same powers to hear con-
lessions in Rome as were grant-
ed to the bishops last December,

+I{ was ‘also announced that
the six schemata which have
been reduced o propositions
and which were only to be voted

i

.
\
'
"
ey

on without debate will now be
accompanied by ‘a 'brief discus-
sion in the council hall before
voting., Archbishop Feliel said
this was in response to reqguests
from many bishops.’

'

During the session votes were
taken on six more amendments
to the schema on the Church,
dealing largely with uspecta of
Intallibility.

he first speaker of the day
was Francesco Cardinal /Ro-
berti, president of the Commin-
sion on the Reform of the Ro-
man Curla. This ldentificatton
was glven in the Council press
bulletin and was the first dis-
closure of this title, although
it had been known monllv
that he had been  named to
| the post earlier by the Pope.

Cardinal Robertl stated that a
clear distinction was needed
between freedom of conscience
and freedom of consciences. As
treedom of consclence is often
understood today, he said, it
means conferring on an individ-
ual right of free personal choice,
even when confronted with the
law’ of Gbod. The Church cannot
admit freedom of conscience in
its present-day sense because the
Church could thereby be in con-
tradiction with itself. However,
the Church can admit freedom
of consciences, he said, becausel
this implies freedom .fl'am n\h‘

—

inatura of truth.

external --c,oen‘:ion in ‘the belief
and exercise of religion.

Archbishop Denis E. Hurley .ol
Durban, South Africa, made a
speech which was a vigorous: at-
tempt to. refute the classic argu-
meént. for a state's right to inter-
vene in religious matters. He
pnin}ed ‘out that if the state has
such' a right, then the.scheina
should be altered.

He reduced this classic argu-
ment to skeletal form. It be-
gins with the premise’ that man
Is & social being and is there-
fore obliged to worship in a so-

It:IaJ way. Therefore, society

should worship God in the way
God' points out.

Archbishop Hurley said that
the flaw of this argument is tkat |
it juinps from its premise to the
unwarranted conclusion that eivil
society as such must be con-
cerned -with this worship.

" He said that it God founded
a special society for this purpose,
then the “famous principle of
subsidiarity” releases civil so-
ciety from competence over re-
ligiolls matters, But God did
found such a society, the Chureh.

He said the classical argument
holds that the Church has direet
powei over civil soclety, and not
merely in what pertains to wor-
ship but even in the oivil consti-
tubion itself. But this, he said, is
no longer admitted,

eivil soclety has no obligation |
would 'not harm the Church. On

way for the Church's broader in-
fluence in a society that is not
resentful against the Church on
aceount of any authuntanamxm.

bp;nish—horn Bishop Cibrian
Fernandez objected to the text
on the grounds, that its founda-
tion should be in God and the
He wamed the
Councl] that the declaration can-
mot be in confliet with the
Church's magisterium. Basically
jwe should declare simply that
religious liberty must be imple-
mented in practice and with all

due respect for the rights of oth-
ers, he sald,

Exiled Bishop Frederick Mel-

tendro, 8.7, of Anking China an

He 'said that a declaration that |

or authority in religious malters!

\
A
it
)

72220

gested it would be best if thei-that while man's personal acts of

whole discussion of the subject
were postponed to allow the mat-
ter lo mature

()bJechng that the deeldrntlon

bases religious liberty on the
‘norm of the dictates of con-

science, he stated that it is' not

sufficient to say that men are In- |
vited td embrace the true faith.

Rather,
by the-

they are bound to do so
ivine law, he said.

Polish Archbishop Karol Woj-
tyla of Cracow declared- that all
sgduld make ceaseless efforts to
sceure full religious liberty from
1l.e state, because no state has the
power to deminate religion.
declaration of this kind is ex-
pected from the Council by peo-
ples of all 'Iaithsl, he said, -

" Archbishop Gabrlel Garrone
of Toulouse, France, said the
,apparent coniradiction between
the declaration’s. doctrine and
the actual praclice of the
Church Is not a real one. Not-
Ing the profound changes
which have taken place in the
past century, he Indlcated that
the Church formerly empha-
“sized what It saw as the threat
Trom doctrinaire liberalism,
,'Today, he sald, It stresses the
rights of man In his dally 1ife,
There have been regreitable

| incidents in the past, and for
these the Church is humbly |

penitent, he sald. But he add-
ed that the doctrine of the
declaration should point out
that no- real contradiction
exists. '

Vielnamese Blshop Simon 'Hoa

the contrary, it could pave the | 5U¥en van Hien of Dalat sald

the declaration ia of immense im-
portance for dialogues with other
Christians and In areas where

Christians are a minority, He

called for a change in the ttie
{0 “Basic principles of Religlous
Liberty," and asked for a new
paragraph treating of man's ob-
jectibe calling from God and of
the mission and function of the
Church In' relation to civil sos
ciety,

Treland's Bishop Cornelius Lu-
cey of Cork and Ross declared
Inat the liberty of conscience is
a human right and is not to be
understood 8s & personal moral
right. There 45 a universal obli-
gation to respect good faith' ne

[ . ke irane s L

A | councils.

religion are always acceptable to
God, this gives no right to inter-
fere with the acts of religion per-
formed by, others,

Last speaker of the day was
‘Bishop Colombo, and with him
debate was closed. Amendments
and votes cast that day on tha
schema on the Church follow:

}Lmendmeni ‘25—'1'11 at bishlope

-do not have the gift of infallibil-

ity @s individuals, .but that the
utiversal body of bishops ls in-
fﬂ!lihlel whe"r} it teaches solemnly,
in union with the successor of
Peter, especially  in ecumenleal
The vole was, 2,134
“yes” and 63 “no."

_Ameéndment - 26 —That the
scope of this infallibility is co-
terminus with the deposit of di-
vine revelation, The vote was
2,058 “yes” and 32 "no”

L

“Amendment 27—That the Ro-
man Pontifl is infallible, when he |
definitively proclaims a point of
faith or morals as: pastor and
tezcher of the.faithful of Christ. .
His Infallibility does not depend
on the consent of the Church,
This is becaust he does not de-
clare his opinions as'a private
person but as supreme’ teachér
of the univérsil Church. The vota
wis 2,140 “yes" and 45 “np."

tig ;
. Amendment- 28 —That -the in-
fallibility promised -to the Church
is found in.the body of -bishops
when it" exercizes the supreme
miagisterium in union with tha
successor of Peter. Such definl-
lions always have the mssent of
the Church because of the action
of the Holb’Spirit. The vote' was
2,130 “yéd'™ ahid 48-“no. " =
=" I |

Amendment: 20 -~ That when
the Roman Fontiff or the Coun-
cil issues @ définition, this-is in
keeping with Revelation, which
all are bound to accept. In the
investigation and formulation of
defnitions, the Romsn Pontift
and the b'lahopa, according to clr-
cumstances, cooperate but they
can never proclanm a new pub=
lie relation as beltmging to the
divine deposit of Taith! The vote
was 2,155 yes" and 25 “no."

Amenderient 30 — That the
bishops' office of sanctifying Is
exercised especially through the
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Milan arch-
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zian when the
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r of the text
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not avoid be-
he same time
orth principles
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ber of prinei-
-awing up this |
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ered by the!
m of rehgu:ln
alwiys and
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r according to
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favor. | Bishop |
rnandez, C.P.

P

for Corocom.. Bolivia, called the
declaration  unacceptable.
He gave as his reason his be-
lief that it was not.based on ade-
quate dulcztrinal prineciples.

As it stands now, he said, its
teaching is in conflict with the
magistenu.m {teal:hmg authnnty)
of the Church,

The master general of the
Dominicans, Fr. Aniceto Fernan-
dez, 0.P., also criticized the dec-
laration. He called it a sign of
our times in that it shows a
desire -to avoid all division and
criticism. He called it weak be-
-cause it affirms merely the sub-
ject principle as the basis for
freedom of religion, and because,
by leaving too much to the dic-
tates of consclence,
the principal fonts of Christian
doctrine.

The 88th session openeri with
Mass in the Syro-Antiochens
rite.

Alchbxahop ‘Felici announced
| the distribution of the declara-
tion on the Jews, and also that
| the Pope has granted all Coun-
cil Fathers who are not bishops
the same powers to hear con-
|Eess1ons in Rome as were grant- |
|cd to the bishops last December.

| It was ‘also announced that

the . six schemata which have
been reduced 1o propositions
|and which were only to be vntqd

L

it obscures |

on without debate will now be|
accompanied by a ‘briet discus-
gion in the muncll hail before
voting. Amhblshop Felici said
this was in response o requests
from many bishops. '

During the session votes were
taken on. six more amendments

‘1to the schema on Ithe Church,

dealing largely with aspect.s oi
infallibility.

The first speaker of the day
was Francesea Cardinal ji.n-
berti, president of the Comumis-
sion on the Reform of the Bo-
man Curia. This identification
was glven in the Council press
bulletin and was the first dis-
clogure of this title, s!tlm,\urh.
it had been known generally
that he had been mamed to

‘the post earlier by the Fope.

Cardinal Roberti stated that a
clear distinction was needed
between freedom of i
and freedom of consciences. As

| freedom of conscience is often
it}

understood today, he said,
means contemng on an individ-

external - coerclon in ‘the belief
and exercise of religion.

Archbishop Denis E. Hurley of
Durban, South Africa, made a
speech which was a vigorous at=

ment. for a state’s right to inter-
wme in religious matters. He
pmn ‘out that if thé state has
such' 'a right, thén the. schema
should be altered

He redueed this classic argu-
ment to skeletal form. It be-
gins with ‘the premisei that man
is a. social being and is. there-
fore obliged lo worship in a so-
cial way. Therefore, z=ociety
should worship G-od in the way
God' points-out.

Anchbishcp Hurley said th'm
the flaw of this argument is that
it jumps from its . .premise to the

society as such rhust be con-
cerned .with this worship®

" He said that if God founded
a special soclety for this purpose, |
| then the "mmous principle of

ual right of free personal choi

even when confronted with the
law of God. The .Church cannot
| admit freedom of conscience in
Church could thereby be in con-
tradiction with itself, However,
the Church can admit ;reedcm]
of consciences, he £aid, because]
| this implies freedom - frnm all’

e |

| its present-day sense because the !

subsidi T civil so-
ciety from competence over re-
tligiolls matters. But God did
tfound.such a soc:ety, the Church

He said the clmcal argument |,
holds that the Church has direct
power over civil society, and not
merely in whét pertains to wor-
ship but even in the civil consti-
tution itself. But this, he said, is
no longer admitted. =~ _

. ]
He 'said that a declaration that

way for the Church’s broader in-
fluence in a society that is not |
resentful against the Church on |
account of any nuthonlanamm‘l

Y

3 Spamsh-bom Bishop Clbnan
F‘emm:uiez objected to the -text

‘on the grounds ‘that its founds-

'tion should be in God and the

nature of truth. He warmed the
:Council that the declaration can-
imot be in conflict with: the
|Church’s magisterium. Basically
\we should declare simply -that
ireligious liberty must be imple-
‘mented in practice and Wwith all
idue regpect for the rights of oth-
gem he gaid.

b Exiled Bishop mdemk Mel-
endro, S.J., of Anking, China, an-

othef Spaniard, also called for
1te:|:t_|.ml reorganization and sug- |

tempt to refute the classic argu- |

- |declaration of this kind is ex-

unwarranted conclusion that civil

"ested it would be best if the
whole discussion "of the subject
were postponed to allow the mat-
ter to mature.

Objecting that the. declaration

norm of the dictates of con-
 science, he stated that it is not
sufficient to say that men are in-
vited td embrace the true faith,
Rather, they are bound' to do so
by the-divine law, he said.

Polish Archbishop Karol Woj-
‘tyla of Cracow declared that all
s?ould make ceaseless efforts to
secure full religious ]:berty from
tLe state, because no state has the
power to dominate religion. A

pected from the Council b_y peo-
ples of all falths he said.

“Archbishop Gabriel Garrone
of Toulouse,, France, sald the
;Apparent contradiction between
the declaration's doetrine .and
the actual practice. of the
Church is not a real one. Not-
,ing: pu profound c¢hanges
which' have taken place in the
past century, he indicated that
the Church formerly empha-
sized 'what It saw as the threat
from doctrinaire liheﬂlixm
Today, he said, -it siresses theé

bases religious liberty on the |

, ' ) : Pagc 3
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that while man’s personal acts of
religion are always acceptable to
God, this gives no right to inter~
fere with the acts of rellg‘mn per-
formed hy others.

Last speaker of the’ d.ay was
Bishop Colombo, and with him
debate wis closed. Améndments
and votes cast "that day on tha
schema on the Church follow: .

ity as individuals, .but that the
uriversal body of bishops is in-

in udion with ‘thé successor of
Peter, especl.ally in ecumenical
councils. The vote was, 2,134
“yes" and 63 “no."

_Amendment - 26— That
scope of this infallibility is co-
terminus with the deposit of di-
vine revelation. The vote was
2059 s es" a.nd 32. “no."

Amendm unt r2':'—‘]?1:“1!; the Ro—

deﬁmtwely proclaims a point of

.|Haith or-morals: as. pastor and
tewcher of the.faithful of Christ. .

His infallibikity ‘does not depend
on the consent of the Church,
This is becausk hée does not de<
clare his ‘opinions as a private
person but - as* supreme’ tedchér

rights of man in his dally life. )
There have been regrettable
| incidents in the past, and for

penitent, he said. But be add-
_ed_ithat the doctrine of the

civil society has no obligation
or authority in religious matters |
would ‘not harm the Church. On.
the contrary, it ecould pave the

declaration should point out
t‘h at no, real contradiction
exlsts ’ .

|~ Vietnamese Bishop Simon I'-I-‘I'oa
Nguyen van Hien of Dalat said
the declaration is of immense im-
portance for dialogues with other
Christians and in areas where
Christians are a minority. He |
called for & change in the title
to “Basic principles of Religious
Liberty,” and asked for a new
para‘g'raph treating of man's ob-
jective calling from God and of
the rhission and function of the
Church in' relation to civil so-
ciety,

* Ireland's Bishop Cornelius Lu-
cey of Cork and Ross declared
_that the liberty of conscience is
| 2 human right and is not to be
understood as a- personal moral
right. There is a universal obli-
gation to respect good faith' no
matter where it rnay be Inu_p.d, he

00d fgll_t_h, he sglg. _a__nd_”a

3id: “THeT® are even atheists in |

of the univéréal Church. The vote

| wis 2,140° "m" ‘and 45 “no. o
thes¢ {he Church is humbly |

Amendment. 28—-That the in-
fallibility-promised-to the Chureh

-lis found in-the body of -bishops

when_ it' exercises “the supreme
niagisterium in union with the
successor of Peter. Such defini-
tions always have the assent of
the Church'because of the action
of the Hobr’Spmt The vote was
2,139 “yé§™ atd {ﬁ“'no w el
LI oAt o
. Amendments 29: — Thnt when
the Roman Pontiff or the Coun-
cil issues 'a: définition, this=is in
keeping with Revelation, which
all .are bound to accept. In the
mvesnganon and formulation of
definitions, . the BRoman Pontiff
and the bLshops, aucordmg to cir-
cumstances ‘coopemte but they '
e laim a new pub-
lie relaticm L85 helo-ngmg to the
divine depas “of taith! The “vote
was 2, 155’ " and’ 25 “no.”

Amend&me‘m, 30 — That. the
bishops’ offieé “of sanctifying is
exercised &specially: through the
ce’iebranon_n‘r therHoly Eucharist.

'-Amen'dmeni: :25—That bishops ,
*|-do not have the gift of infallibil=

the -

man Pontiff is mfalhbleﬂrhen he |

fallible whzn it teaches sulemnl'j', O
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Assau.l_i'ing the Nation's Clergy

If in credifing the validity of the paperback
treatise “None Dare Call It Treason™ (by John
A. Stormer) the choice is between the creden-
tials of the clergyman-State representative from
East Pittsburgh who has endorsed the publica-
tion via paid advertisement in the local daily
press or the Office of Information of the Na-
tional Council of Churches, then there is no
hesitation on our parl. We credit the latter

The advertisement in the local press des-
cribes the paperback as “a carefully document-
ed work that is piercingly and frightenly (siec)
revealing.” The National Couneil of Churches’
agency says that it is a synthesis from sources
wha “are the well-known ‘apostles of discord’

o5 church pecple as

familiar to most responsibl
" dissidents” We are inclined to

agree. }

The thesis of "None Dare Call It Treason"
is that the Communists and their dupes have
infiltrated and threaten to control government,
courts, labor movement; mass media, education,
and even the psychiatric profession.

The whole thing is_reminiscent of the Me-
Carthy era. . Charges .of Communism in the
churches (charges repudiated by FBI Director
J. Edgar Hoover before the House Committee
on Un-American Activities) are resurrected,
And the old Air-Force Reserve Training Man-
ual (which allegett thad-the National Council of
Churches and some :chisrch leaders were sym-
pathetic to Communigm)-is dusted off. Signifi-
cantly, the paperback omits the information
that the manual was withdrawn by the Air
Force, officially retracted by the Defense De-
partment, and drew a public apology from the
Secretary of Defense to the National Council
of Churches.

The NCC's Office of Ininrmatiuu i= the
second responsible authority to challenge “None
Dare Call 1t Treason” in recent weeks. The
executive secretary of the Toledo (Ohio) Area
Council of Churches, the Rev. Garnett E. Phibbs,
declared earlier thaf the paperback is “all ‘old
hat regurgitated and chewed over again" He
charged that a thpter entitled “Subverting

Our Religious Heritage” is “a clever manipula-
tion of half-truths, guilt-by-asséciation, quot-
ing out of context and just plain character as-
sassination.”

Said Rev. Phibbs: “Not even this frightful
election year can justify such vitriolic attacks
on the loyalty of our Protestant clergy, churches
and councils! There are plenty of things wrong
with us — but we are not Communists, dupes
or sympathizers, and anyone in his right mind
knows it."

There has been a fantastic flood of radical
right literature of late. The Anti-Defamation
League of B'nai B'rith reported just the other
day that over $14-million is being spent annual -
1y in an “assault on democratic progress,” and
that this year the expenditures of “radical
right” and “lunatic fringe” groups may reach
$25-million.

The surge of extremist propaganda is such
that some of the nation's most respected relig-
ious leaders (e.g., Episcopal Bishop Arthur
Lichtenberger, Methodist Bishop Lloyd C.
Wicke, Dr. Vernon X. Miller, dean of Catholic
University's School of Law) have launched a

Council for Civic Responsibility, to count-
eract through mass media the misstataments

- and distortions of fact that are currently being

disseminated.

It is the program of an organization such
as the Council for Civic Responsibility, not dub-
ious campaigns in behall of questionable causes,
which, one would hope, would instinctively at-
tract the int t and t of one
who enjoys the prestige of both the “cloth”
and public office — as does our neighbor in East
Pittsburgh, the Rev, Earl S. Walker, Lutheran
clergyman and representative for the 16th
Legislative District.

The temptation is to impute political motives
to the endorsement, but this temptation we re-
sist, knowing how ¢ ientious are Protestant
clergymen, even those who hold public office,
about the principle of separation of church and
state.
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Is Our 'Anomie’ Showin

Despite the unprecedented prosperity and
the social and political stability of American
life, an increasing uneasiness seems . to lurk
underneath it all. It may have been this unfor-
mulated dicenti-e- A
s
11
»

- oo

attalnable, the pursuit is unen
and demoralizing.

-Qur society is so structure
little room for dissent from
maiority of peonle_conform to



COUNCIL’S DRAFT TEXT

k. .

' Religious Freedom Called
Peak Of Human Dignity

BY FATHER JOHNDONNELLY
N. C. W, C, News Service)

VATICAN CITY==The ecu-
menicsl council’s draft text of
the celebrated declaration on
religious liberty proclaims
that the freedom to follow God's
call is the peak of human dig=
nity andthe foundation and safe=
guard of other freedoms,

If adopted as it now stands
the declaration would proclaim
the right of every man tofollow
his own conscience even I It
leads him into error, provided

he forms hisconscienceunder

the guidance of prudence and
sincerity.

DETAILS of the proposedde-
claradon, drafted by the Secre-
tariat for Promoting Christian
Unity, were released in sum=-
mary form by the council press
office as debate on the docu-
ment began (Sept. 23). The
text was introduced atthe coun=
cil during last year's session
but failed to reach the floor
for discussion.
mary” runs to 5,000 words.

. The text in defining the term
religlous liberty distinguishes
. between the freedom of the in=
dividual in his relations with
God end his freedom in rela

The "sum-

dividual in his relations with
God and his freedom in rela-
tion with other men. The decla=
ration is concerned exclusive—
ly with the latter, "‘other men'”
being considered elther as inw
dividuals or as members of re-
ligious groups.

IT STATES that the foundation
of man's religious freedom
*'comes from the very serlous
obligation of respecting human
dignity and followlng the law
of God according to the dicta—
tes of a conscience sincere—

_ly formed.”

According to the press office
sunmary, the declaration as it
stands is reminiscent of the
phrasing in Pope John XXIII's
encyclical on peace, Pacem In
Terris. The States
in its first section; "‘Every hu-
man being has the right to honor
God according to the dictates
.of anupright conscience, and the
right to profess his religion
privately and publicly."”

THE DRAFT declaration re—
cognizes for religious groups
authentic religious liberty in
those things which develop
spiritual life among wen, both
private and public.

It demands the establish=
ment in society of the condi~
tions necessary to guarantee
this,

.

The problem {s an urgent one

" it states, noting that closer

1

bonds between people of diverse

cultures and religions as well
as increased awareness of
personal responsibility have
resulted from the evolution
of modern law and society.

IT PLACES emphasis on the
objective  truth— absolute an
universal = of divine law "in
such a way as to exclude all
danger of subjectivism and in-
differentism.""

Regarding the question as to
when religlous rights may be
restricted, the text states the
principle that it is the duty of

" goverfiments, in matters of re-

ligiom, to reconcile and harmon=

| ize things so that the exer-
| cise of the rights of another,

IN THIS connection it recogn=

4zes soclety's right to restrict

religious freedom as legiri-
mete only when this exer~
cise is "in grave conflict with
the purpose of soclety.” It adds:

“‘Consequently, it 15 unlawful
for state authoritiesto discrim=

inate against religion In any

ro/ /.f,,.; I.-

way. It is on the contrary their
duty to protect and encourage

religious liberty.

**Civil authorities have no
direct power to regulate rela=
tionships of citizens with God.
Hence they may not subject
religious groups to the temporal
aims of the state. On the con-
trary, it contributes to the com=
mon welfare when conditions
are created which will favor |

religious life,”

THE summary makes a dis-
tinction between the right to
propogate one's own religion
sincerely and honestly and
abuses of this right when
**dishonest means"” are em=-
ployed in religious propaganda.

Concerping missionary act-
Gospel according to the
Church’s mandate from Christ,
the text urges "love, prudence
and patience, in accordance with
the ways of God." It condemns
all corecion, direct or ine
direct, citing the traditional
teaching of the Church that by
its very nature an act of
faith must be fully free,

PROSELYTISM is condenned.
Father Thomas  Stransky,
C. S. P,, of the Christian unity
secretariat defined prosely=
tism as using ‘‘bad means'
to achieve conversion. Among
the *‘bad means” cited by the
American priest were “ca=
jolery, briberty, blackening the
name of other religlous,
or whitewashing one’s own.

(He also specified the luring
of bungry persons into the
Faith by giving them food—
so=cslled “rice™ A
Father Stransky siad that the
terms used here are the same
as those used by the World
Council of Churches. He said
that ecumenists are just beg=
inning to discusg their impli-
cations.)

THE text proclaims that re-
ligious liberty is to be respec=
ted ‘ot only by Christians
and for Christians, but by all
and for all==persons, indi=
viduals and religious groups.**

The press office summary
states that the document ends
with the ringing assertion:
“*There canbeno peaceful coex=
istence in the human family
in the world today without re-
lglous  lberty in soclety."

—_—

- —
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AY Criterion press time Thursday, national wire sorvices re- \ ¥

igious

perted that American bishops at the council had launched an

for a

heading the drive, which drew strong opposition from Spanish and
Italian prelates, were Cardinals Cushing, Meyer and Ritter. An-
other late report from Vatican Clty announced that an American
nun, Sister Mary Luke, president of the Conference of Major Reli-
gious Superiors of Women’s Institules of America, is among 15
women who have been named council auditors.

By JAMES C. O'NEILL

VATICAN CITY—By an overwhelming majority the
Second Vatican Council voted to approve the teachin
all Catholic bishops today are successors of the Apostles b
divine institution and that they, with the Pope as
make up a college like that which was formed by St. Peter

and Apostles.

Thus at the 85th general meeting of the Second Vatican
Council, the work of the First Vatican Council, begun al-
most 100 Eea:s ago, has been advanced significantly. The

First Vatican Council de-
fined the infallibility of the
Pope but was adjourned be-
fore the precise relation of

the bishops among them-
selves and to the Pope was
worked out,

Af the ggme time, while affirm-
ing the divine origin of the
episcopate and of its intimate
union with the Pope In the Col-
lege of Bishops, the councll Fa-
thers also affirmed by vote that
the College of Bishops has no au-
thority except with the Roman
Pontiff, the successor of St
Peter, as its head. It affirmed
that his power of primacy over
all, both hishops and faithiul,
remains intact.

During the September 22
mesting eight votes were taken
and eight passed with tremen-
dous majorities. These votes
approved the changes in the
third chapter of the schema on
the nature of the Church deal-
ing specifically with the place
of the bishops within the
Church and their relations to
weach other and to the Pope.
The voting at the 85th Eession

1A dke  messelboa, 'l

I

on religi liberty, Spear-

that

eir head,

‘which states that the College of
Bishops together with the Pope
and never without him have full
teaching and ruling power over
the universal Church,

The amendments and wvotes
cast September 22 are as follows;

Fifth amendment—That bishops
are the successors of the apostles
by divine institution. Total votes,
2,448; “yes," 2,198; “‘mo,” 50; null |
ballots, 0.

Sixth amendment — That the
episcopacy is a sacrament, Total
votes, 2,246; “yes,* 2,201; “'no,"
44; null ballots, 1.

Seventh amendment—That the |
fullness of the sacrament of Holy
Orders is conferred through epis-
copal comsecration, Total votes, |
2,240; ‘'yes,” 2117; “mo,” 123;
null ballots, 0. |

Eighth amendment—That epis-
copal eonsecration, together with
the duty of sanctifying, also con-
fer._s the powers of teaching and
ruling, which by their nature can
be exercised only in union with
the head of the college and other |
bishops.  Total wvotes, 2,247;
Hyps.” 1.917: Yna " 828 Al hal.

"

1ality,

|
\
|

| statement-__
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At Criterion press time Thursday, ‘natienal wire services re-
ported that American bisl ‘&t the council had lsuni  an
infensive campaign for a declaration on religious liberty. ‘Spear-
heading the drive, which drew strong opposition from Spanish and
Halian prelates, wera Cardinals Cushing, Meyer and Ritter. An-
other late report from Vaficin City announced that an American,
nun, Sister Mary Luke, president of the Conference of Major Relis
gious Superiors of Women's Institules of America, is among 15 .
women who have been named council auditors,
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. By JAMES €. O/NEILL

VATICAN CITY—By an ovéiwhelming majority the
Second Vatican Council voted to approve the teachin that
all Catholic bishops today are successors of the Apostles
divine institution and that they,
make up a college like that which was formed by St. Peter
and Apostles. B pei e E R ET
] Thus at the 85th general meeting. of the Second .Vatican

'Council, the work of -the First-Vatican Council, begun al-
most 100 years ago, has been advanced significantly. The
First Vatican Council de- - :

fined the infallibility of 'the ~ which states that the College of

Pope but was adjourned be-
fore the precise relation of
the bishc:}:s among them-
selves and to the Pope was
worked out. : :

At the same time, while aiﬁm-

Bishops together with ‘the Pope
and never without him have full
teaching. and- ruling power ‘over
the universal Church, )
The amendments and votes
! _ - cast September-22 aré as follows:
ing the divine origin of the . gipy amendment—That bishops
episcopate and- of “its intimate are.the successors of the apostles
union with the Pope In the Col- by divine. institution. Total votes,
lege of Bishops, the council Fa- 2,448; ‘'yes,” 2,198; “no,” 50; mull
thufsaulzombyhm that ballots, 0. ", ;
the College of Bishops has no‘au: . Sixth amendment — That the
thority except with the Roman episcopacy is a sacrament, Total

Pontiff, the successor - of - St.
iff, th e votes, 2,246; ‘‘yes,” 2,201; “no,"
Peter, X5 H hatd, It wifioned L G o

that his power of primacy .over

with the Pope as their head, .

all, both bishops and faithful,
remains intact. - v

During the Sepfember 22
meeting eight votes were faken
and eight passed with tremen- -
dous majorities. These wvotes
approved the changes in the
third chapter of the schema on
the nature of the Church deal-
ing specifically .with the place
of the bishops within the
Church and their relations to
each other and te the Pope. - ‘

 The voting at the 85th session
brought to 12 the number  of
amendments to the project that

have been approved. In all there.
are 39 amendments to be voted

on. Among the remaining omes,

Seventh amendment—That the
fullness of the sacrament of Holy
Orders is conferred through epis-
copal consecration. Total ‘votes,
2,240; ‘“'yes,” 2,117; “mo,” 123;
‘null ballots, 0. -
* Eighth amendment—That epis-
copal consecration, together with

- the duty of sanctifying, also con-
fers the powers of teaching and
ruling, which by their nature can
be exercised only in union with
the head of the college and. other
bishops.  Total votes, 2,247;

"y'es.l': 1,917; ““no,”.328; null bal-

Ninth amendment — That only
bishops through conferring Holy
S Orderg may -assume new mem-
nto.. the, episcopal body.

the most significant -is the one

otal votes, '2,243; “yes,” 2,085;
“no,” 156; null ballots, 0.

Tenth amendment — That just
as "Christ willed that St. Peter
and the other Apostles made up
one Apostolic College, in the
same way the Roman pontiff and
the bishops as successors of St.
Peter and the other Apostles are
joined  together, Total wvotes,
2.3‘3; ny'es'n 1,918,’ “htl,” 322;
null ballots, 2. - :

Eleventh amendment — That a
Ecrwn_ is raised to the ‘episcopacy
y . virtue, of consecration by
embers of the college and with
mmunion with the Roman pon-
tiff. Total votes, 2,213; " “yes,”
1,898; “no,” 313; null ballots, 1.

Twelfth amendment—That the
ollege of Bishops has no author-
ty except with the Roman Pon-
tiff, ‘the successor of St. Peter,
(Continued 6n page 9) J
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Cardinal ﬁslging -
.(Continued 'trom Page One)

else done at the Council will be
of much importance.” '

Cardinal Ritter indicated he -

was for an even more out-
‘spoken declaration and said the
text should . clearly state “the
inborn; ‘natural, native right of
- every man to religious free-
dom.” * = - )
- ¥he Canadian Archbishop ‘of
Montreal;’ Paul En":hi_lqncg,rdlna]-.

‘Léger, sadl"%'the declaration’

was . “acceptable, prudent ‘and-

. cautious,” . )
" “Two " ‘leading Italian = Car-
. .d!Wﬂ.',:AIerdO‘GtLavlani' of the
' - . Holy'Office and Ermesto Ruffini
of Palermo, _attacked the
Américan, view, . !
.They both said that. public
authorities have the right to
dictate'a state religion and that

it the religious liberty declara- .

- -tion .presented to. the- Council
were. passed. it would mean -an’
Catholle nations, -

A man in error should not
be _entitled to honor,” .Cardinal
_Ottaviani stated. He said there
should. be no freedom in' Cath-
olic natlons to propagate,
religious - Information which.
might be harmful to Cathol-
icism, i : :
‘Nine Cardinals in all spoke
on the key declaration pre-
pared -by the Secretariat for
Promoting Christian Unity.
" Two Spaniards lined up be-
hind the Italian view, while a
- Bouth American and a Cana-
-dlan backed the Americans in
a dramatic “encounter of the'
views of the New World against’

end. to Vatican Concordats with

the Old, ; ’

‘The “declaration ‘on religious
Uberty states that it -is - the
right of a person 'to exercise

his religion freely according-to |

the 'dictates of his conscience.
-. The _declaration also says
‘that.all persons should be im-
mune - from external force in
his relations with God.

.The declaration was first

présented last year but there )

was -no .debate. and no vote.
Since ‘then, 38 written observa-
tions and amendments to the
text -have been submitted by

Tl N e WY

Council. ars to the Secre-
tariat of Chris IUnity.
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Rellglous leerty

With freedom comes a respect for o

- 66 DECENT R.ESPECT for the
s opinions of mankind .
_is a phrase rich with the hxstcry
* of America. This week when it
echoed through the great basilica
_of St. Peter’s, Boston’s Cardinal
" Cushing was presentmg a power-
ful plea for a declaration on relig-
~ ious liberty to the Fathers of Vat-
_ican Council II. He made his plea
¢ in terms easily understood in our
* country. When he finished, a burst
. of applause indicated the hearty
- compliance of the majority of the
-bishops with the sentiments of the
" Cardinal. Other traditions may see
it differently, and they ‘have op-
: Eortumty to speak for themselves,
ut a realistic view of the world
in which we live, and the work of

the Church in that world, is bound

to favor freedom.

‘The American concept of civil
liberty has been studied by theo-
logians for years and it is in har-
mony with- authentic Catholic
 teaching and, indeed, protects those

. values most precious- to religion.

~ the individual conscience, that in-.

ternal consent which is at the :
heart- of faith, and a recognition
of the total d;gmty of each human .

person. Whatever defenses may-

have been made for the repressive

measures- of -other days, they are -
no longer relevant, and the Council

does well to place a high priority

on the Catholic commitment . to:
freedom. Cardinal Meyer' spoke

well when he said if this schema
s not, passed, nothing much else

the Council does will be of im-

portance. . -

Catholic Amencans are proud ;
of the leadership the American *
hierarchy- has provided on this :

critical subject and they are con-
fident that the call to freedom will

.. find a warm echo’'in the hearts of

the vast majority of -the bishops
of the Council. Pope John, just a

few years ago, gave a new dimen- -

A N

sion to the true meaning of liberty;

the Johannine Council, it a.ppears
will now conﬁrm it.

—




OVERWHELMING VOTE
Council F athers Approve
Collegiality Teaching

VATICAN CITY (NC)=By an
overwhelming majority the sec-
ond Vatican Council voted to

- approve- . -the-teaching ‘that -

all Catholic bishops today are
successors of the Apostles by
divine institution and that they,
with the pope as their head,
make up a college like that

. which was formed by St. Peter

antgl\poutles.

Thus ar the -85th general
meeting of the Second Vatican.
Council, the work of the First
Vatcan Council, begun almost
100 years ago, has been ad-
vanced significantly. The First
Vatican Councll defined the {n=
fallibility of the pope but was

. adjourned before the precise

relation of the bishops among
themselves and to the pope
was worked out,

AT THE same time, while
affirming the divine origin of
the episcopate and of its inti=
mate union with the pope in the
college of Bishops, the coun=
cil Fathers also affirmed by
vote that the College of Bis~
hops has no authority except
with the Roman pontiff, the suce"
cessor of St. Peter, as itshead,
It “affirmed that his power of
primacy. over all, both bishops

: and faithful, remains intact.

| 0.
|

During the Sept. 22 meeting
eight votes were taken and eight
passed with tremendous ma-
jorities. These votes approved
the changes in the third chap=
ter - of the schema on the na-
ture of the Church dealing spe-
cifically with the place of the
bishops within the Church and
their. relations to each other
and to the pope:

-The vonng at the B85th ses~
sion brought to 12 the number
of amendments to the project
that have been approved. In all

., there are 39 amendments to

be voted on. Amongthe remain-
ing - ones, the most significant
is the one which states that the
College of Bishops together with
the ‘pope and never without him
have full teaching and ruling
power over the universal
Church. - -

The amendments and voles
cast Sept. 22~= the totals of
which ~ are greater than the
individual tallies because they
do not include the “yes' votes
with reservations, which are not
supposed to be made onamend-
ments—= -are as follows

Fifth amendment— That bis-
hops are the successors of the
apostles by divine {nstimution.
Total  votes,. 2‘“& *yes,"
2,198; **no," 106 wull ballots

\rﬂ_h

-Total

Sixth amendment — That the

. eplecopacy is a sacrament, To=

tal votes, 2,246; “'yes,"’ 2 201°
“*no;"* 44y null bﬂ'.l.luis"i

" Seventh l.mendmem_ ' That :

the fulliess of the sacrament of
Holy Orders is conferred thr-
ough  episcopal consecration.
Total votes, 2,240; **yes,* 2,117
*no,” 123; null ballots, 0.

Eight - amendment -<= ,That
episcopal  consecration, to-

‘gether with the duty of sanct-

ifying, also confers the poivers=-

of teaching and ruling, which by

their namre can be exercised

only in union with the head of

the college and other bishops.

Tnml votes, 2,247; *'yes,” 1,917
,"* 328; null ballots, 1.

Ninth amendment== That only
bishops through conferring Holy
Orders may assume new mems
bers .into the episcopal body.
votes, 2,243; “'yes,"’ 2,085
"nu." 156; null balloes, 0.

Tenth amendment— That just
as Christ willed that St. Peter
and the other Apostles made up
one Apostolic College, in the
same way the Roman Pone

tff and the bishops as suc-

cessors of St. Peter and the

other Apostles are jolned to=
gether. Total votes, 2,243;
“yes," 1,918; *‘no,"” 323 nul.l
ballots, 2.

Eleventh amendment—Thata
person is raised to the epis=
copacy by virtue of consec=
ration by members of the col-
lege and with communion with
the Roman pontiff. Total votes,
2,213; "'yes,"" 1,898; "no
313; mull ballots, 1.

Twelfth amendment == That
the College of Bishops has no
authority except with the Ro=
man pontiff, the successor of-
St. Peter; as its head, and that
his power of primacy over all,
both bishops and faithful, re-

mains intact. Total votes, 2,205,

‘‘yes,” 2,114; "'no,”9Q null
ballots, 0.
In addition to the votes tak=-

en on Sept. 22, the results -

.of two vores taken Sepr. 21
on amendments three and four

were announced, They were:

Third amendment == That the
mission of the bishops endures

Press Bishop

VATICAN CITY (NC)=-Arch-
bishop Joseph T. McGucken of
San Francisco has replaced
Bishop Albert R, Zuroweste of
Belleville, Ill., as a member
of the ecumenical .. council's
Comumitree for Press Relations,
it was announced here. (Sept,
22).

until the -end of time, Total
wotes, 2,211; “yes,"” 2,109,

ﬁ- m].! ballots, 1, -

" Fourth Amendmem' — That
the mission of the -apostles is

the m:sslon of the bishops. as -

that ufst Petarlsquf
the popes. Total votes, 2,207;

“yes," 2,001; ‘o, 115: r.un.l

ballots, 1.

THE COUNCIL
opened with & Mass clebrated

by Archhishop Maurice Roy |
of Quebec. The Gospel was en~ .

throned by Coadjutor Bishop
Geraldo - Pellanda of Ponta
Grossa, Brazil. Eighteen bis=
hops spoke, including six Fre=
‘ nchmen. Debate continuedon the
schema on the pnamral duties
of bishops.

It was announced that debate
was to begin Sept. 23 on the
declaration on religious liberty,
although one more speaker was

' still scheduled to discuss the
schema on bishops.

In general, the day's debate
dealt .with relations. bet-
ween priests and hashnps and
called for the use by bishops

of more scientific sociological .

knowledge to meet the great
changes of modern times, and
for greater cooperation and un=
derstanding between bishops
and Religious- working intheir

dixese.

BISHOP Louis Guyot of Cout=
ances, France, opened the ses=
sion, speaking in part for all
the bishops of France. In the
name of the French bishops, he
called for a reorganization of
all texts dealing with priests
and the priesthood. He said that
at the present references are
scattered through several pro=
jects and propositions and that
there is a lack of organization

which does not make it easy to

have a theological vision of the
role of the prist.

Then spesking for himself
alone, Bishop Guyot made a
plea for closer relations bet-
ween bishops and their priests.
He asked for a pastoral dialo=
gue - and stated that bishops
should not be only an adminis=
trator to his priests.

BISHOP Richard Gullly, 5. J.,
of Georgetown, British Guiana,
spoke in the name of .17
council Fathers. He criticized
the schema for considering re=
lations between bishops and Re-
ligious only in terms aof the
individual diocese. He stated
that Religious should be at the
disposition of the pope and that

CONTINUED ON PAGE 8
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STRIKING ACTION in which Pope Paul VI, joined by 24 Counecil Fathers fr.ﬁ'n all around the globe, concelebrated opening Mass of the third session of

Vatican Council II (Sept. 14). Two United States prelat
bishop Lawrence J. Shehan of Baltimore.

OVERWHELMING VOTE

Council Approves Collegiality Teaching

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1

it would be well not to strike
too deeply at the exemption of
Religious from diocesan auth=
ority lest they not be aval-
lable to the pope.

Archbishop Joseph Urtasun of
Avignon, France, calledfor col-
laboration between bishops and
Religious, , saying they should
form a single family, Team=
work was called for again and
the Archbishop stressed par-
tcularly the need for it in
terms of interparish activities.

Bishop Pablo Barrachina Es-
tevan of Orihuela-Alicante,
Spain, said it is basic from
a pastorial viewpoint that the
diocese be looked on asamodel
or miniature of the univérasl
Church. He warned thatbishops
should not favor some priests
more than others because of the
income which comes with the
individual’s assignment. To do
away with this problem he re-

| commended that bishops take

steps to reduce differences

| and inequalities.

ARCHBISHOF Emile Guerry
of Cambrai, France, urged that
more stress be put on the bis=
hops’ duty of didactic preaching.
He sald thet the modern world

| calls bishops to & mew form

of preaching because they are
called on to appear mciv!.l life
and should be heard on civil
and social problems. Bishops
need to be aware of the social
problems of the day and need
the explicit knowledge of the

h Py

, Seen in

social order they can gain
from laymen, he sald,

Archbishop Guerry admltted
that this would take courage
and bhumility and the gift of
clarity. 3

Bishop Jean Sauvage of An~
necy, France, said he felt the
schema talked too much of the
relation of priests to bishops
and that it should also stress
that of bishops to priests and
the bond of unity which should
exist between them,

ARCHBISHOP Eugene D’
Souza of Bhopal, India, echo=
ed the call forcooperationbet-
ween bishops and Religlous.
Saying that in some cases.
Religious fear falling under a
diocesan dictatorship, be warn=
ed that there must be give and
take on both sides.

Religlous should not push
their privileges, he said. To
safeguard their interest he
suggested they be given a place
on national episcopal.conferen-

ces or that & mixed commis-.

sion of bishops and Religious
be set up. Lastly he warned
apainst what St. John Chrysos-
tom called “those icy words—
yours and mine."”

Another Frenchman, Auxi=
liary Bishop Marius Maziers of
Lyons, deplored the lack of a
pastoral tone in the schema
and called for emphasis to be
placed on poverty, simplicity,

humility and the need for be=
ing near the people.

A similar note was sounded
by Coadjutor Bishop Herbert
Bednorz of Katowice, Poland,
who wanted stress to be plac=
ed on the care of souls, He
emphasized the need for amis-
sionary spirit and said that a
pastor must Serve everyone,
not just Catholics, He recom=-
mended a common life for all
engaged in apostolic work,

ARCHBISHOP Miguel Miran=-
day Gomez of Mexico City de=
voted his talk to & plea to
include material on vocations,
Talking of the vocation crisis
in Latin America, he urged co=
operation of bishops and Religi=
ous in securing vocations,

Listen as well as speak; That
was the advice of Bishop Juan
Iriarte of Reconquista, Ar-
gentina. Saying that since there
bad been a change in types of
bishops from feudal times to the
period  after the Council of
Trent, so too a change is now
needed from the post-Trent era
to today and bishops mustcon=
vince rather than dominate.
Cardinal Doepfner intervenasd
to call him to marters under
discussion.

Bishop Wilhelm Pluta of
Gorzow, Poland, was another
to deplore the lack of a strong
pastoral rtone in the schema.
He asked the council Fathers
to issues a declaration <o cor=
rect the lack of concern for

pastoral theology.

THREE bishops devoted their
remarks to the needfor bishops
to use sociological studies
and other scientific means of
getting to know the needs and
problems of their pecole.

Bishops Leonidas Proano
Villalba of Riobamba, Ecuador;
Samuele Ruiz Garcia of Chia~
pas, Mexico, and Charles=
Marie Himmer of Tournai, Bel-

all stressed the fact
that a bishop cannot know his
people individually today, but
that he must know about them.
To do this he should use the
instruments which science, and
particularly sociology, give to

him,

An Eastern-rite prelate took
issue with the schema because,
be said, he felt it was wholly
directed to dioceses of the Latin
rite, Maronite-rite Archbishop
Ignace Ziade of Beirut, Leban-
on, called for revision of the
schema so that it will apply
also to the Eastern-rite areas,
In particular he called for
abolition of multiple-rite dio~

ceses with a mixture of rites 8

at left front of altar are Archbishop John J. Krol of Philadelphia and Arch-

and jurisdictions. He pointed
out that the Holy See was care=
ful not to appoint two men to
the same titular See and asked
why the same concern could
not be showntoward living Sees.

BISHOP Agostinho Lopes De
Moura, C, 5.5p., of Portalegre-
Castelo Branco, Portugal, sug-
gested various technical chan-
ges.

Hé was followed by Arche
bishop Antoni Baraniakof Poz-
ndn, Poland, who read a state=
ment of Polish Archbishop Jozef
Gawlina, who had died the day
before.
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| speaking fervently in favor
| of religious liberty, set off
|a violent counter-attack

— e —— e —

U-S Bishops Champion "%

Cause of Religious Freedom

Cushing
Leads Off
Debate

Compiled from Press Services

| VATICAN CITY, Sept.
23—Three U.S. Cardinals,

from Italian conservatives
at the Ecumenical Couneil.

Richard Cardinal Cushing,
Archbishop of Boston, led off |
the debate on freedom of wor-
ship by calling it “the most im-
portant issue before the Coun-
cil Fathers.” A burst of ap
olause greeted Cardinal Cush |
ing when he sat down.

Albert Cardinal Meyer of
Chicago and Joseph Cardinal
 Ritter of St. Louis backed Car-
dinal Cushing’s view that “we ' .
must give to others what we
claim for ourselves.”

Cardinal Cushing was the ‘THIS IS MY BLOOD . . . Concelebrants of the first Latin Rite Mass in St. Peter's Basilica opening the Vati-
(frst American and the fourth can Council's third session partake of the consecrated wine with a spoon from the chalice, as Pope Paul VI
(Cardinal to speak in the first  gands by praying. The pontiff alone drank the wine directly from the chalice. The concelebrants included three

session.. His Latin was de- : : = - 3 p P
scribed as “clear and somewhat Cordinals. 15 archbishops — two of whem were Mnf:uns. four bishops @nd two heads of religious ordfg.s s

oratorical in style” for his o N
first speech of the Council ®=
According to the NCWC
News Service's Rome Bureau,
both Cardinals, Cushing and|
Meyer, announced that they|
were speaking in the names of
virtually all the U, S. Bishops. |
Declaring that it was a
“cause of joy” that the oppor-
tunity for full and free discus—f
sion of the important topic had|
presenteq, itself in the Council|
Hall, Cardinal Cushing noted |
that the Catholic and non-Cath-
olic world alike is waiting for

this declaration.
Cardinal Cushing summed up|
the spirit of the declaration

|
(Continued on Page 15) |




Freed

(Continued from Page 1} I
with the English language
phrase from the Declaration of
independence, “a detent respect
for the opinion of mankind.":
He declared that the Church’
must champion religious liber-!

ty and that if any changes are
to be made in the Council doc-
ument, they should stremgthen
|lratlier than weaken it. .

His Eminence stressed that
the essential substance of the
d must be retained.

Church has always champiomed
freedom for its activities and
that now is the time for the
Council to proelaim that “what
‘we asked for ourselves, we also
jask for every human being.”
Towards the

used English to quote
Acton to the effect that “free-
dom

end.” He also cited Pope John

wn the point that every welld

‘ordered society seeks to guar-
antee its members a life ae
lcording to truth, justice, love
and freedom. )

Each of these characteristics
is reflected in the concept of
“religious liberty, the Cardinal
isaid.

“Truth, because all men have
\a right to human dignity and
society cannot discriminate
against its members.

“Justice, because it requires
that all men enjoy the same
eivil liberties due to human
mature and dignity.

' “Love, because nothing is
.more destructive to unity, con-
cord, and fraternal charity than
attacks on religion and belief.

“Freedom, or civil liberty,
because it is the necessary
means to achieve the highest
end of man."

He noted that Pope John
‘KXIIT had outlined the more
eogent reasons demanding such
a declaration on religious
liberty.

Cardinal Meyer said the pro-
posed declaration was absolute-
iy necessary, “It shows,™ the
|Chicago Cardinal said, “that
Frue_reliﬂon is romoted by
interior conviction and nothing
else . . . the declaration will

The Cardinal said that thel|

end of his|
speech, Cardinal Coshing again |

js the highest political,

also be most fruitful in the!

dialogue
tians.”

‘He added that the religious
liberty declaration is of such

with other Chris-

is not passed “then nothing
else done at the Council will
be of much importance.”
Cardinal Ritter indicated he
was for an even more out-
spoken declaration and said the
text should clearly state "the
inborn, natural, native right of
every man to religious free-
dom.”
* The Canadian Archbishop of
Montreal, Paul Emile Cardinal
Leger, said that the declaration
was “acceptable, prudent and
cautious.” :
Two leading Italian Car-
dinals, Alfredo Ottaviana of the
Holy Office and Ernesto Ruffini
of Palermo, attacked the Amer-
ican view,
| They both said that public
‘authorities have the right to

immense importance that if it

]

P N |
dictate a state religion and that|
if the religious liberty declara
tion presented to the Council
were passed it would mean an
end to Vatican Comcordats with,
Catholic nations.

“A man in error should not
be entitled to honor,” Cardinal
Ottaviani stated. He said there
should be no freedom in Cath-
plic nations to propagate geh‘-
gious information which' might
be harmful to Catholicism.’

Nine Cardinals in all spoke
on the key declaration pre-{
pared by the Secretariat for
Promoting Christian Unity.

Two Spaniards lined up be-|
hind the Italian wiew, while a
South American and.a Cana|
dian backed the Americans in
a d ti ter of the

e 1

|| views of

the New World
against the Old.

The declaration on religious
liberty states that it is the
right of a person fo exercise
his religion freely according to
‘the dictates of his consclence.

The declaration also says
|that all persons should be im-
mune from external force in
his relations with God.

The declaration was first
presented last year but there
was mo debate and no vote
Since then, 38 writlen observa-
tions and amendments to the
text have been submitted by
Council Fathers to the Secre-
tariat of Christian Unity.
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Right now the Vatican Councﬂ is en-

“gaged in open discussion on the issue

cof religious freedom. 'The draft that
they are presently . debating and will
“most likely pass is a radical departure

“from the Italian and Spanish “error has -

“no nghts p051t10n on this questlon

What - ‘the document fundamentall
supports is the inherent right of every
human person  to follow his own céon-
“science and-to worship God :as he sees

=fit. ‘This:means-that, even though a per-
Z“son’s conscience -is obJectwely wrong -

Zand his religion false, if he sées'them as

Ztrue, he not only has the right but the’ .
Zduty to live according to them. General-’
tly speaking, nieither the state, nor a re-

=ligious body, nor another person has the
“right to deny or diminish anyone’s free-
dom of conscience or religion.

The . question of religious freedom
has,-. a spec:al significance for Americans
_ag it'is one of the basic principles. ‘of .our

/:Constitutional . democracy. - Because ~of - ,
—thIS and the fact of religious plurahsm :

Council on Religious Freedom

in America, the American Bishops. have
* championed.-this cause at the Council.

In faét many of the central ideas of the

document reflect the thinking of the’

brilliant American .Jesuit theologian,
John Courtney Murray.

The statement, if passed w1II also .

have tremendous ecumenical 31gmf1- :
cance. Religious freedom is a basic pre- .

supposit for any type of Chrisian unity.’

Too long have many of“our: separated '

brethren labored under the misappre-
hension that the Church teaches toler-

ance of other religions only if .Catholi=

cism is the minority, that when it is in

“the majority it must curtail the.re-

ligious freedom of non-believers.. The -

" . Church in‘ its teaching has always sup- -

ported the primacy of the human person

and his freed_om of conscience”and re- .

ligion. The “error has no rights”: posi-

-~ tion, even though 1t has been implement-.

ed to one- degree 'or another in Spam
and Italy, is not ‘the general norm nor
the teaching of thg Churchy, -

e
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FIRST SECTION

~ Schema May Have
ogt
By JOBN COGLEY
VATICAN CITY (RNS) — Comser-

-
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Re.-!igious Liberty
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