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THOMAS F. TROY )
6101 Rudyard Drive Bethesda, Md. 20814 Tel.: (301)-530-3365

July 4, 1990
Dear Fellow Mexber of the Holy Croms Class of 1941:
With this cover letter I send you & copy of a letter whose etory I now relate.

Early in Jammary I read in Crossroade, the alumi jourmal, of a draft of the
college’s proposed miseion statement. In a letter on Japuary 19 1 asked Fr.
John E. Brooks, 5. J., our president, for a copy. On Jamuary 25 he sent both it
and the report of the committee which had imsued it. He also gaid that he would
"be interested in learming {my} reactions to the report.”

With that invitation I wrote the enclosed letter on February 7. It is, I trust,
self-explanatory. I eent a oopy to our class secretary Pud Ryan, who had
earlier suggested I write Fr. Brooks of that unhsppinese with the college which
I had privately expressed to him. I also sent an FYI copy 0 Bishop Tim
Harrington, bishop of Worcester &s well as our classmate. v

Seven weeks went by, but T heard from none of them. On March 28 I called Fr.
Brooks only to lesrn from his secretary that he had not received the letter.
Hence 1 immediately sent him another copy, this one by certified mail. Bishop
Tim s secretary said he had not received his copy: 0 I sgent him another copy
by regular meil. Bud Byan had received his copy but had done nothing about it
because, as he said, he "had not hesrd from Fr. Brooks.”

Six more weeks went by; again I heard from nobody. On May 7 1 called Bud, who
said he had not seen or talked to Fr. Brooke and had not felt free 1o uge my
letter as a class letter without hie approval. He also said he needed college
approval to give me yvour name snd address eo that I could mail it to you.

Seven and a half weeks went by; and silence still reigned. On June 28 I agzin
telephoned Bud, who told me he had diecussed my letter with the Director of
Development, Fr. George O'Brien, who had ruled that "That letter will not
clear.” Bud made it equally clear that both the college and he would have
nothing to do with mailing the letter to you. He did say I was free to make up
‘my own mailing list from available materials! Since they are perforce
incomplete and out—of-date, I am sure my mailing suffers accordingly.

Had T written glowingly about college achievements or breezily about partying
on the Cape or golfing in Florida, I would have been saluted with a roll of the
drums. However, I wrote thoughtfully tut critically about Catholic education at
Holy Cross, and that brassy deviation from standsrd conduct hae brought me an
official eilencing. A case in point: this spring Holy Crose playved host to an
excommunicated, schismstic, heretical Washington, D. C. priest now flamboyantly
flailing our "racist"” Catholie Church tut has refused to give old Tom Troy, one
of its own, your name and address! The experience makes me wonder about that
setting of freedom, tolerance, and civility.” which the draft miseion
gtatement would have ue belleve exists on Mt, St. James.

Yours A. M. . G.!

/oo

c.c. Most members of the Class of 41
Fr. Breoks, Fr. O'Brien
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Thomas F. Troy
6101 Rudyard Drive
Betheeda, Md. 20814
Tel,: 301-530-33865

Rev. Jam E. Brooks, 5. J., President February 7, 1990
College of the Holy Crose
Horcester, Mass. (1610-2395

Desy Fr. Brooks:

Thanks much for your prompt response of January 25 to my earlier request. 1
wolld have responded much sooner than now had not the flu laid me low the day
your letter arrived. Fortunately the villain has now been routed!

Let me make a few comments about the draft Holy Croves missicn sttement and the
accompanying committee report. But firet a retrovepective view, When I was at
Holy Croes, 1937-41, there was not to my kmowledge any miession statement or
discuseion therecf. Had there been any such, it probably would not have
involved the likes of me., Had I, however, or any of my classmates been asked
for a eimple statement of the college miseion, I think any of us would have
regpomded with, at most, eix worde, namely, the higher sduration of Catholic
mer. Those words as applied to Holy Croees then--avowedly and patently Catholic,
Jeguit, and liberal--would have been self-explanatory and unargusble. Perhaps 1
oversimplfy the past, but J doubt it.

Today s situation ie gquite differemt. At your direction a committee has been
't.r'ying _to define Holy Cross as still 1iberal Jesuit, and Catholic. However, in

in and dominating aach of ite five parsgraphs. That ldea, the liberal arte
element, projects Holy Cross as an environment in which pecple of diverse
traditions can discuse fundamental religious and philosophical questions. As
for the Jesuit element it gets a sentence re-affirping a commitment to the
intellectual life, to falth and justice. Ae for Catholiciem it also merits a

- gentence, on its "enrichlment]” of the college. The Holy Cross portrayed here

shapes up as a grand ecumenical discussion club, a Great Books forum, a Town
Hzll, uhere everyone agrees to disagree but of course does it in "a setting of

‘freedom, tolerance, and civility."

This Holy Cruss is clearly a far cory from the Holy Cross where the Jesuit
faculty, suffering no failure of nerve, believed it had a bedy of Imowledge,
traditions, and values to fogter and impart as well ag explore and examine. It
ig & far cry from the Holy Croee where every paper, especially test paper (1),
wes dedicated "AM.D.G." It i a further far cry from those words that no eye
could mise as one moved up the steps of Dinand-«"Ut Cognoscant Te Solum Deum
Verum Et Quem Misieti Jesum Christum.” However much any of us stumbled, we

never had any doubt as to why we were at Holy Cross and what Holy Croes meant

to us. If I may say so, there was & mission statement.

While your committee has produced ite miseion statement, it has also produced &
report in which it has rather confusedly admitted ite inabiliy to produce such

a statement! On page two of ite report it declared: "We do not believe there ia
a consensus among us of what constitutes ideal liberals arts, Jesuit and
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Catholic undergraduate education.” On page gix it further declared that
numercus discussions with other faculty members have shown that on the
Catholic, Jesuit, liberal triad “there are profound guestions on which no clear
agreerent existe.” It went on: No one at Holy Croes, and probably no one
elsewhere, can claim to knew what is required for authentic liberal arte
education today. Nor does anyone have & blueprint for Catholic and Jesuit
education, much less for education conducive to inspiring “men and women for

_ others. ™ On page eight it declared: "As & commuity we do not yet shave an
adequate language for articulating the queetion of mission, exploring its
implications, and sketching ocut poseible modes of response.” All we can do, it
concluded, is talk. Surely your committee, though obviously serious and
hardworking, has filed for bankruptcy.

The cause of bankrnuptcy seeme obvious: it iz at bottom the non-Catholio
character of the faculty and the questiocnable Catholicity of the oatensibly
Catholic mémbere Theéreof. This I submit is borne cut by many sections of the
report. For many, if not most, at the college religion is really separate frem
the scademic. It is not even academic, It ie & "non-cognitive realm of
experience.” It had only a “minimal” role in Jesuit education properly
understocd. In short, it is as peripheral to the genaine university as the
foothall team or Senior Ball., The fact that some students attend Mass, or
belong to a Su?dalit, » or say ‘the Rogary, well, everybody has the right to do
his or her thing.-Bat it's not academic,

Hence, how can Catholicism be made an essential element of today's Holy Crosee
mission statement? And ag long as Holy Crose can boast of only a hendful of
teaching Jesuits, the other profeseors, the department chieftains, can ignore
them. Indeed, the power at the college probably liee in the departmente, the
narrow, sectarisn units, which have no over-arching A.M.D.G. or Dinand
inscription to make them yield to any other ideal than themselves snd their
seli-protective “academic freedom." No, it is not surprising that your
committee can reach no consensue on Holy Cross as liberal, Jesuit, and
Catholie. It has been wreetling with what s Fordham Jesuit, Fr. Moorhouse
Millar, once described t¢ me as "sn illegitimate problem.” Sad to eay.

Let me carvy this ramble a step further. I find an echo of this lack of ‘ '
consensus in some comments attributed in the last Crossroads to Prof. David J,
O’Brien, who recently received the Outstanding Professor Award. I am sure he
dezerved it. I know of his reputation and read often in the Catholic Historical
Bevien of his activities as an historian. Howmever, this recognizably successful

and popalar teacher has given ue a discouraging picture of espable and bright

tut demoralized and alienated studente at Holy Croes. While ss individuals they
write fine papers, he lemente that there is a "flat tone” in too many of thelr O
clagaroom discussion. Too meny of them, he said, &re "terribly demoralized.” ‘
"Even the cockiest lack confidence in themselves and, especially, in their
ideas.” Their “demoralization” he attributes to the poor quality of Catholic

and national life for which he and his collesgues must bear resposibility. ‘
Studente are “alienated,” he sald, becanse "somewhow we have not pulled it .
off,” and he concluded that "we muet begin to erase the agents of alienstion -
that are affecting today’s young men and women.” Yes, a discouraging picture.™

Interetingly enough, I was reading thoge lines sbove at the very time I was
finishing Judge Robert Bork'e The Tempting of Americas. It is easily the most

(.
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stimilating book I have read in a long time, and I heartily recommend it,
especially for the left liberal in Rermedylsnd. What brought O'Brien and Bork
together for me wae the latter's observation that today’e "intellectual

clags. . .is enormously mistrustful of thie scciety and ite inetitutions, a
mistrust so deep that some commentators have characterized it as a state of
alienation.” He went on to quote a Lichter and Rothman etudy of the leaders of
74 public interest organizations (ACLU, Common Cause, Center for Law and Social
Policy, etc.). They wrote: "The liberaliem of public interest leadere eshades
into profound diseatisfaction with Americasn social and economic order...In fact
their alienation was ene of our moet striking findinge....Three out of four
believe the very structure of our eccisty causes alienation, and over 850% say
our legal system favors the wealthy...Only about half the public interest

leaders believe the syetem can be salvaged." Can O'Brien find here an
explanation for that "flat tone” in his clsssroom, the “demoralization” and

"alienation” of his studentg? Is that what he meant when admitting that "we
have not pulled it off"?

1f vou will bear my frankness, Fr. Brooks, I will link O'Brien and Bork with
Brooks! While ] have leng been respectful of the tremendous energy, enthusiasm,
and selflesaness with which you have 2o long served Holy Croes, ] have Just as
long been unhappy with the radical change of events that has gone on apace
under your administration in theme post-Vatican II years. In the face of your
abeorption in college affairs, I should tremble to challenge you, but I suspect
there are hidden, and yet perhape not hidden, dangere in your epirited advocacy
of two ideas which you obviously hold vital to today’s and tomorrow s Holy
Cross. The Ffirst is the contemporary Jesuit emphasis on "education for others,"
a puzzling re-writing of the Ten Commandments, which I suspect the average non-
Catholic faculty mathematician, linguist, economist, and political scientist
finds rather quaint. The second, allied to the first, is the current Jesuit
formulation of promoting justice, what vou ¢all eliminating the "shameful and
abhorrent inequalitiies” afflicting the world (thée bourdecis capitallem -
supporting the Holy Cross plant?!) Are these twin goale contributing to
O'Brien's demoralization and alienation? Are they part of the confusion of
goals that stymies the mission committee? Is not the Holy Crose intellectual
class, a la Bork, turning its own students against thelr own society? 1 think
Holy Cross has been cut off from its Jesuit and Catholic roots and ie being
similtanecusly irreversibly secularized and launched on a social revolutionary,
nesrly Jacobin, trajectory foreign to American society. :

One last word. You may use this too-long letter as you wieh; you may send it to
the misicn committee, to Dr. O Brien in particular. I hope you don’t think you
owe me a reply in extenso. Having written it, I've had my therapy. Anyhow 1
den’t wigh to be remembered as Fr. Brooke'e Charles Kingsley. Remember, it'e
all A, M. D. G.! !

I shall eend a copy to my clasemate Bud Ryan, who has served the Class of "41--
86 fine a body of men ag I have ever known--as generously as you have served
Holy Croes.

Sincerely voure in Christ.

T

TOTAL F.84



