The racent' agreement mvolvmg the
: _]"esmt-sponsored Saiiit Louis University,

- ' thie Holy. See.and the archbistiop: of St.

1. ty s-hospital to Tenet, a for-profit ‘health:
| -care corporatron ‘has the shape of aTro- :
1 Jan horse:” . .

77 While'the settlement may appear to
‘| ‘be limited in scope; it has'the potential ©
| of reaching into the internal affairs.of -
~ | ~Catholic universities themsélves. One-
;| "has ‘only ‘to- study Archblshop Jusun B
‘| Rigali’s statément about the sale 1o veri- |
b fy this concern: :

1. . He points out- that he only agreed to.
.+ | " the sile because:the Holy See authorized
it. And the Holy-See® authorized 4t.in’*
“virtue-of ifs claim that the- umversrty, not -
| “just the hosprtal is church property-and -
~* cannot be alienated (the canonical térm -

|- Holy See itself. - ‘
o Butisi't Saint. Louls Unlversrtyalegal
iy auténornous entity? Didniot the Jesuits |
| dike other religious: orders)‘relmqmsh
-] control of theboard of tnlstees 1967.
I whep ‘the board becarie self-pérpetuat:
| ing, ‘with a'-majority of lay’ members’ .-

N necessary canomcal perrmss' n,was not

e authonty over the umversnty s property |
b from the Mrssourr Provmce of the'_ocr

» | .1y parents, godparents and._children:.
A arormdthealtarafterthehonuly buta’ |

"] host of cameras’and video' recorders in

" full actionat'the font. - .~ -

W . .| . At the end, the congregatron ap- 1

- plauds -and Mass is resumed."

LA nerghbormg priest. told. e he drs- B

o 'agrees Nothing shénild drsrupt the con- |

. tinuity of the Mass, he says. The ‘church' |

r <_1m38) ‘when mtsf_ruptmns are eXPected _

New Yoik). -
S 'I'he church thturgy provrdes for,
| -and sometiines highly recommends, the |
' '_"celebratton durmg Mass of all the sacra
ments ‘except. penatice.
Confirmatnon, holy orders and mar- -
nage {at ‘least: when-both people are .

' | provides special liturgies (funerals, wed- | cludes.

‘*-The cardmal heads of the Vatxcan N
| Congregation® ‘for- Institutes. of Conse-. |
j_ crated Lifé-and  Societies of Apostolic-
Life, and: the Congregauon for Catholic -
.Educatron noted that the: goal of the .
" 1967 actioh was.the incorporation of lay.
e 1. people into the board -of trustees; inac-"|
“} for: sold”) without the ‘permission ‘of -cordance with thé spirit of the Second: .

. _church authorltles, and ultrmately of the |- Vatican Council. It Wwas“nota transfer of |
e property, buta change in structureof the |

governing body'of the University.” t
.. The logtc behind:the. -Holy See’s decr-:
sxon is clear, and. Archbrshop.Rrgah cap-f
|- tured’it well'in his own:statement: “The |
1 sale: as proposed ‘by*.the Board."
j ,'Trustees needs.the approval of: the reh--‘: .
“The'Holy See says; “No,” because the | gious instituts -the y

thohc)arerouunelycelebrateddunng ] rly

| ect to church laws clear

) * | ple,.and. map'
1 Mass:

: .; “Prayer; final blessings)..

tutlonal autonomy of Cathohc universi-
~ tiés are also expressed in’the archbrsh-

ops statement ‘In thrs regard 1t lS 1m- '

Umverstty has been clanfied by the Holy
: ‘That Saint Louis University is:sub-; -

y canonical -

! oprmon that negates thlS is - unaccept-

‘J.-able.”

-The last step’

‘look. forward ‘to collabo- -
the jesutt authontres the

paragrapl

“rating wi

"Board of Trustees.and FatherBiondi,: the :
umversrty ’s Jesuit presrdent, in'order to |’ the. leadershrp of Father Théodore Hes- -
: strengthen. " Saint . Louis University's
{Catholic 1dentrty and its mstrtutronal re-

1. lanonshrp with the Cathelic Church-.

-"Ifa mistake'was. .made‘in thrs matter, rt

mayhave been by Father Peter Hans Xol- -

venbach, the respected Supenor Gener- 1

‘al of ‘the Society-of Jesus; in‘asking the -

e Vatlcan, apparently -at-the prodding of
. 1ga

for clarification of.

the’¢anonical status theumversrty in -

view of the. proposed salé ofits hospltal

| }-When the-Vatican: js-asked -a question..
like that, thie-answer is predlctable

“Would it" not have been better to leave

j--| the decision to.the  university's presrdent

: d.«board of trustees> This would have - |

. been more; consistent with- the: canoniecal. -
"| opinion that the transfer of; power from
) rehgrous orders to predommantly lay

' Interestmgly the quote 1 Just gave lre-

| g-ardmg baptism of children-énds by say-

. ing, “This -(baptism -t Sunday Mass)

o should not bedone t00-often.”

Thé.concern.is, of ‘COUTSE, - that the
_ practice’ cou_ld become tedious for, -peo-’
) "ately lengthen the

: That does g need o happen Some
arts of the baptism ceremony, (nammg

readmg, professron of farth the Lord’

In.my experience, if well prepared a.

A ’baptrsm neéd.not. add more. than a few -
‘| minutes to the Mass.. And the photo ex-
o tmvaganzacan easily be contiolled. . .|
1y | :So, whilé there’s nothing wrong orim- |

A proper wrth what your pastor is domg, R

| -and sighing of the child with the cross, |
| blessing of the. baptism ‘water if neces-- |
|- sary) may| 'be done pnvately before Mass. .
‘| - “Other. parts, may. ‘be_omitted or aré-al- -|:
ready included in the Mass. (Scnpture ‘

‘-’1

umversmes areno longer under even in-

trol through the’ ..aucan s authonty over : -
1 the sponsoring religious:orders. -

‘Now that the decision has’been hand-

thorlty -ovei the internal governarice of

Cathohc umversmes, mcludmg eventu-

ally évén the. hmng, promotlon and dlS- -l
I mrssal of faculty? . '

“In 1967, 96- Cathohc educators under

burgh, CSC, -thén presrdenq of Notre- -

mumty itself” ©

' Dame, issued the: Land O’Lakes State-
. ment on Catliolic universitiés: The state-
- ‘mient déclared: “To performits. teachmg
,and research funcuons effectwely the

‘p.face of authorrtyof whateverlund lay or - S
,clerrcal -external ‘to. t'he acadermc com- ) ‘__-pi_r_: . ;

P S

boards of‘trustees ‘means- that Cathohc . B s

|-ed’ down, .we will;have to walt and see. % I
| :whether it is mdeed a Trojan horse
1. Speaﬁcally, was the hospitalsale-the oc-. | -
_ + | casion’ for the HoljSee’s: exerting aw- |

: i ".thrs loglc-al progres-
|.-sionis taken mArchbrshop Rigali’s final "

Tt is no-secret-that many members of o}

1--the hlerarchy, and many in-the Vatrcan it |-
- self, ‘have never -accepted. the central

- prmcrples of that: statement. The resolu: -
- tion:of the controversy in St, Louls 1shke-

. ly to please them very much )

Father McBnen 5 professor of theok)gy

" at the- Umvmzty of Notre Dgme. . _

f. much depends on what a: pan
" tomed:-to, how it understands the con-
_nection between: baptlsm and-Eacharist; -
and ‘how the:ceremony:is <carried out. .
- - Q.. Whi were thé Nicolaitans? In Rev-. . ~
- elauon,Jesus commends-one church«for i
_hating thém and praises: another forcon- ..} -~ .
".demning them: (Rev 2 6 15) What was .o
. thelr problem? . g

(Mrssoun)

A, Apparently, the Nrcolartans were”

Chnstram

‘one of. several sects or trends.in early .

ttacked by the apostles for * | »

their rejection’of aiy-moral norms and .

=the1r ambiguity in- cooperatmg with: Ro-

‘man sacrifices to idols. ~-. - .
~As a form O gnostlcrsm, it seems the 1

i Nrcolartans ‘were among  those ‘who .

| claimed a “hrgher knowledge than oth- - |-

| e Christians, a knowledge John refersto - |

“the dee p:secrets of: Satap” (Rev 2: 24)

- Qrzestwns for this wlumnshould be sent to
'_.Iz‘atheertzen atBox325 -Peorza, IlL 61651.
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