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Holy Cross: Yesterday, Today, and Tomorrow
Philip C. Rule, 8.

Irecently received 2 copy of 2 {erer sent by four Holy Cross alumni from the late
19405 to al] members of the classes of 1930 to 1970. As someone from the peer gToup of
those writers (approaching 71), as 2 meraber of the Holy Cross faculry for 22 years
(English Deparment), ard as a member of the Society of Jesus for 52 vears (Detroit
Province), I felt compelled to respond 1© their concerns about the religious well being of
the College of the Holy Cross.

The letter consists of two parts. It first expresses concern about the absence of an
“intense core curniculum of religion and philosophy”’ and secondly about the presence of a
growing secularization in the College. The second part of the letter lists six “indications™
of this growing seculatization, 1 wish 1o address each of these paris, but before I do that, [
must point out something that anyone wha studied minor logic here between 1941 and
1948 would be well aware of.

In minor logic we learned that any argument of dehate must begin with a clear
definition of terms. The term ugacnlarization” a¢ wsed in their lener i3 not at all clearly
defined, First one must distinguish berween tsaenlarism’” and “secularization.”

“gacularism is commonly defined as “a secular spitit, views, or the like; especially, 2

system of doctrines and practices that rejects any form of religions faith and worship.” e
It can also refer w “the belief that religion and ecciesiastical affairs should nor enter into

the functions of state, especially inio publi¢ education.” r

Their use of the Term usectilarization” seems to be refer 1o the first of the above
meanings. In fact, ugecularization’ has multiple meanings. For example, (1) “a conversion 4
from religious to civil ownership or use.” (2) “freeing of 2 priest or religious from vows -
and rules.” (3) “The depriving of any religious, character, significance, or influence.”

There is a fourth meaning current in theological and religious studies circles. L

Secularization (4) can refer to 2 de facto process in which sacred and secular roles are o
separated with no disparagement to either. Church and State, sacred and secular, each
nave their legitimate sphere of authority and influence.

1 point this out becausé, although both words can mean the diminishment of
sacred presence and values, reecylarization” need not imply this. Holy Cross initiated a
process of se larization when the Society of Jesus handed over the ownership and
governance to a lay board of trustees in 1970. Another aspect of de facto secularization is
the increasing number of faculty and administrators who are not I esuits, priests, or
members of other religious orders. To suggest that this wsecularization” is “secularism’ in
the negative sense is 10 imMpugn the moral and religious integrity of the lay members of
the faculty, Yes there is 2 change, put change is not in and of itself bad. Perhaps there has
been no greater effect of Vatican T than the recogmition of and promotion of the role of X
the laity in the Church. In fact a number of the new faculty hired this past year aré
Catholic, and severa] of that nuraber attended Jesuit colleges and universitics.

Having defined one’s terms, the arguer or debater must next check the logic of his
argumentation. 1 suggest here thart the writers of the Jetter have used faulty logic. They
assert the phenomenon of secularization and then suggest that the examples they give are
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the result of that secularization. In logic we Jearn that one cannot logically conclude: post
hoc, ergo proper hoc (after this, therefore because of this). I would suggest that most the '
points enumerated would have come about whether or not Holy Cross had maintained its
cote of theology and philosophy.
Unless I misread their letier, they seem 1o be implying that an “an intense core
curriculum of religion and philosophy” is the reason the Holy Cross of their day was more '
religious than it is today. Merely listing examples does not of itself establish a cause and |
effect relationship. In citing Father Peter Hans Kolvenbach they rely on inuendo. They
quote him as saying “For some (Jesuit) universities, it s probably 100 Jate to restore their
Catholic character.” Perhaps, but again this does not refer 1o any particular Jesuit school.
There are many other reasons Why Catholic and non-Catholic colleges are what they are
today. Thers have been enonmous, cosmie shifts in our eultural and imellectual worlds
over the past forty years; and they are mirrored in our educational institutions.
As for the idea of a core curricujum itself, apart from the role philosophy and
theology should play init, I assured them that over the past twenty-two yeats the faculty
has address the issue endlessly. The open market approach of the 70s gave way 1o the w2
digtribution requirermnents of the 80s and 90s; and we are currenty engaged, under the ;
direction of Father MecFarland, is 2 long-term assessment of our curriculum and what it
should be ar the beginning of the twenty-first century.
1 would now like to address individually the “indications” they enumerate.
|. The secularization of the facylry. This is inevitable and there is nothing wrong with it.
There is one Jesuit in the philosophy department and three in the religious srudies
deparument. Both of those departments have several purstanding Catholic professors,
yet by your definition, they are “secular.” But without them there would be no
departments. 5o in a very real sense this indicates nothing, not even symbolically.
Would we eall parishes “secularized” when lay persons officiate ar church servicesin -
the absence of a priest?
2. Their claim that Father McEarland “faces fagulry oppos itjon to his hope of re-
emphasizing courses in_philosophy and religion, establishipg a reea) coar of sudies
for the 95% Catholic student body.” Anyone who has ever been & faculty member you
would know that initially faculry oppose most administrative initiatives, and that for a
multitude of reasons. Secondly, they would be on safer ground to say *gome” faculty
oppose a change. [ personally have heard few vocal complaints.
3. The MTV disc iockey. Maybe by getting into the industry rather than just complaining
about it, some positive influence might result. And whar about the social awarencss
he manifests in other areas of his life? Apant from the nanre of that person’s show ]
and performance, one must simply ask: Is one person an indication of a rend? What '
about the fact that Holy Cross has the highest numbers (both absolute and percentage)
of graduates entering the Tesuit Volunteer Corps of any T esuit college or university in
the United States? We have students in Mexico, Appalachia, and elsewhere helping
build homes for the poor during spring break when other kids are off drinking in
Florida.
4. IMMPML\MMMWM. Fisst of all,
these groups MMMHJIEQQIL&E. The modest financial support such groups
—
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receive comes from the Student Activiry fees students pay apalt from wition and other
College costs. The students themselves allocare these funds through the Student

5. Govetnment Association. seeondly, official Church teaching on homosexuality and
bisexuality refers exclusively to a person’s sexual practice not his or her sexual
orientation. Such organizations play a vital role on a campus that is pervasively and
often eruelly homophobic. The Knights of Columbus chapter is part of an independent
outside national organization as is the Alcoholic Anonymous chapter on carnpus.

Neither receives support from student activiry funds.
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abour morzl issues. This is pure inuendo and so general as to defy response. Have
they visited Holy Cross? What schools have they visited? Why assume Holy Cross is

one of these schoois?
The sheet djstribured by Kim MeElaney,, Director of the Chaplain’s Office reveals the
gorry state of religious life on campys. The profile of students presented in the column
on the top left of the sheet is :ndeed sobering. But again, you can’'t argue posthoc
ereo propier hoc. Hoty Cross does not create such students; it inherit them from their
farnilies, just as it inhents the drinking probles students bring to college. The
Chaplain's Office, the Administration, The Jesuit Community and many Catholic
faculry members are deeply concerned with religious life on campus. But it is not
exclusively a Holy Cross problem; it is the problem of the universal Church. The
solution to this pervasive tum away from worship and sacramental life will not be
found in the knowledge gathered in philosophy and theclogy classes (aithough these )<
¢an play an ancillary role). They must be found in home life before coming to college
and in penuine self-discovery through retreats and other religious activities while at
college. I suspect that the daily Mass anendance that our generarion experienced had
far more to do with what we have become than did any formal jntroduction to
philosophy and theology. Furthermore, why not focus attention on the splendid signs
of religious interest zmong the srudents listed in the other ™o sections of the sheer?

John Henry Newman, in my opinion the patron saint of the modemn church, wrote
an essay on the limirations of book knowledge in making 2 persoll gpiritually and
religiously better. His reflection bears quoting: «“The heart is commonly reached, not
through the reason, but the imagination, by means of direct impressions, by the testimony
of facts and events, by history, by description, Persons influenee us, voices melt us, deeds
inflame us. Many a man will live and die upon a dogma: no man will be a martyr for a
conclusion. . . . . Logic makes but a sorry thetoric with the multitude; first shoot round
comers, and you may not despair of converting by a syllogism.” The kind of conversion
our culture needs will not be found primarily in philosophy and theology but in prayer
and service. “Men and women for others” and “Faith in the service of justice”™ are 1ot
watered down versions of “Ad Majorem Dei Gloriam” they are the translation of an
Ignatian ideal into the realities of the age in which we live. Anyone who has made the
3pipinial Exercises of St. Ignatius knows the famous colloquy prayer in which we ask
Christ that we may know him in order 10 lgve him, and love Wim order to serve him. This

is guill the puiding spirit of the College qf the Holy Cross.
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