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"These false evolutionary notions, with their demial of all
that is absolute or fiwed or abiding in human experience,
have paved the way for a NEW PHTILOSOPHY OF ERROR",

"And go it is with these nmodern: they go so far, some of
them, as to raise serious doubts about our theology and
its method. The demand is for their wholesale reforn,
This, we are told, would make for a more ecffective spread
of Christ's Kingdom all over the world, among men of
whatever culture, of whatever religious opinions"

"The same divine truth, they tell us, may be expressed
on the human side in two diffcrent ways, even in TWO
WAYS WHICH IN A SENSE CONTRADICT ONE ANOTHER ;, AND STILL
REALLY MEAN THE SAME THING!,

"But if reason is to perform this office adequately AND
WITHOUT FEAR O EERCR, it must be trained ON THE RIGHT
PRINCIPLES; it must be steeped in that SOUND PHILOSOPHY
which we have long possessed as an heirloom handed down
to us by former ages of Christendom. THESE PRINCIPLES ON
WHICH TIT IS BASED HAVE EEEN MADE s BY THE TEACHING AUTHO-
RITY OF THE CHUECH y INTO THE TOUCH=~STONE OF DIVINE REVEw
LATIONY

"The mind of man, when it is engaged in a sincere search
for truths, WILL NEVER LICHT N ONE WHICH CONTRADICTS

THE TRUTHS IT HAS ALREADY ASCERTAINED, The christian will
weigh the latest fantasy carefully, making sure that he
does not lose hold of the truth already in his possession
OR CONTAMINATE IT IN ANY WAY , WITH GREAT DANGER AND PERw
HAPS GREAT LOSS TO THE FAITH TLSELFM

"In view of all this it is not surprising that the Church
will have hexr future priests brought up on a philosophy
which derives its method, its system and its basic prin-
ciples from the ANGELIC DOCTOR (C.I.C. cang 1366, 2),

One thing is clearly established by the long experience
of the ages: his teaching seems to chime in, by a kind

of pre~established harmony, WITH DIVINE REVELATION: nao
surer way to safeguard the FIKST PRINCIPLES OF THE FAITHM,

"Philosophical tendencies too MUST COME UMDER THE CHURCH!S
WATCHFUL CARE, otherwise the whole of Catholic Doctrine
MAY BE UNDERMINED BY FALSE ASEIMPT IONSY

POPR PIUS XII: 'HUMANT GLEMERIST, August 12, 1950,
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FNIRODUCTION,

Broadly speaking, a philosophy iz an outlook on life., It encompasses
one's attitude to TRUTH, MORALITY, LIFE and DEATH, MAN and his MIND in
relation to GOD and RELIGICMN. - In the hands of a professional, this
outlook on life becomes a systematic study and research into the various
fields pentioned: their reason for existence, their interrelationships
and their ultimate finality. There are, of course, as many popular phi-
1cs$phies aé_fhere are human beings, but these are all modifications, .
adaptatiens and mixtures of only a handful of 'systems'! of philosophy,
oxr wuxld phllﬂsﬂph €S,

A philosophy must never be confused with a theology. A'theology is
muchy more difficult to popularize, It is by nature systematic and deals
essentlally with trhths as revealed by Gud, or believed to be revealed
a@cording to &t.Paul, rightly belongs to Philosophy,
| By its very nature a theology presupposes a philosophy: not é.vague,
popular cutlook, but a systematic, thought-out science. A good theology

r

is built on a good philosophy, but an erroneous philosophy will only
support a fallacious theology,



s it does not pay to confuse a philesophy, however good and sys-
fématic, with a theology, even more havoec results if theology iz made
éynﬂnymﬂus with faith: the acceptance of a body of articles ox dogmas,
as held up by the Church to be believed. To be more specific: catholic
theology is a systematic reflection on Revealed Txuths, but even catho-
lic theology CANNOT GIVE FAITH in these supernatural truths. Theology
doss not supplant faith nor does it take over its role and function.
Nowadays it certainly does not come as a shock to many simple catholics
that-sume'mﬂdern theologians appear to have losi altogether their
catholic Faithi... :

When a person states: !"God does not exist, '
so life after death does not exist,
: so I do not have to worry about the fafe of
my soul (if I have one}, so I can do what I like,
' subject to man-made laws,.
which can be changed if enough PIES:HIE is
put on the Government, so I coubine with others
: to put more pressure on the Government,
5o it will change the law to my liking,
20 I can be freer to do as I please...."n

then one could call such an effort a crude personal philosophy, But,
] #
although considered wrong by many people, it would nevertheless be

CONSISTENT, and, in that sense alone: LOGICAL, And so this little
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exerclse becomes a SYSTEM which must either be totaily accépted Al re-
Jected. Tt is in this sense that one of the great scholars on TEILHARD,
Cardinal JOURNET, wrote in "WOVA ET VETERA", October-Decenber 1962,
"Teilhard's system is logical and must be rejected ar acceptad
a3 a whole!,
We cannet pick out bits and pieces here snd there to our liking. JOURFET
then proceeds to show why TETLAARDISM must be rejectad,

What is missing of course in the 1ittle "system' above 1s EVIDENCE,
and Insight based on evidenecs. The absence of {hese wlll make even the
most 'logical' system completely erroneous. The first sentence is always
the most important becsuse all the others are wade to follew from it. '
In reasoning only, it is called a 'premise', or 'majop premise’; in =
SYSTEM it is called a 'first principle' or "fundamental principle'. Tt
1s ubvious that it is of the utmost importance for the whole Spstem,
THAT THIB FIRST SENTENCE IS TRUE AND BASED ON TRUE EVIDENCE.

. The Catholic Church, conbscious of Hep guardiansnip oves matters of
Catholie Faith, the Depositum Fidei, has absolute and final povwer over
catholie theolagf, ahd so also over the underlying philosophy, bs it more
lndirect. Nidt Surprisingly, over 2000 years of tending to the sheep, a
distinet catholie philosophy has developed in which the Catholiec Church
Tesls at home., According to the Popes Lhis did not ocome about 'without
the promptings of thé Holy Spirit!.

- The Catholic Church has pergistently taught the acceptance withiﬁ the
Church of the philosophy of St. THOMAS AGQUTHAS.



TAETERNI PATRISY . Leo LITT, Aug. L4, 1879, Ene clical;

,DOCTORIS ANGELICI", St. Pius X, June 25, 191L, Moty proprio:

"QUOD DE FOVENDAY, Rensdictus XV, Mareh 19, 1917, Letter to Jesguite;
- "STUDIORUM DUCENM", Pius X1, June 29, 1923, Encyclical,

aré four major Paopal vworks ENTIRELY devoted t?qﬁiiugf?mﬂs and the study
of his works. Furthermore, there is the elear directive of the Saorod
Congregation of Btudies, of March 7, 1916, and further extensive direg=-
tives laid down in TWO OTHER PAPAL ERCYCLIGALS :

"PASCENDI DOMINICI GREGIS", St. Pius Xy Sept. 8, 1907, and
"HUMANI GENERIS", Pius AII, sug. 12, 1950.

In "PASCENDI", e.g. the Holy Father clearly tolks about attempts being
made to Introduce into the Catholie Church a Dew, modernigtic theology;
about the strong link between philosophy and theology, and he pointes out
that the new (baa) theology is reguired by a new (bad) philosophy as
Lollews ;-

"Lastly, the modernists continuously and openly rebuke the Chupch
ot the grounds that She resolutely refuses to submit and accomno—
date Her Dogmas to the opinions of philosophy, while they on theinp
Blde;, having for this purpose blotted out the old theology,

endeavour to introduce a new theology which shull support the
aberrations of philoSophers...."

400 in "HUMANI GENERIS" Pope Pius XTI clearly states that contaminatisn
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of the PHILOSOPHY of Sti Thomas,.will lead to serious disorders in FATTH
itself and even to loss of Faithﬁ'(ﬂmte that the Pope does not say: the
contamination of the THEOLOGY of St Thomass No, fox disorders in Catholic
Faith to become evident, it is according to the Popes sufficient to have
a- cnntamlnailon of the PHILOSOFHY OF ST. THOMAS;)

It is against this formidahle background of persistent, uneirlng
teaching ‘by the Magisterium of the Catholic Church, that the introduction
of ANY new system of philesephy/theology/Faith into the Church must be
examlnpd.

- * .

Lathollc s when dealing with Teilhard, must keep in mind that they are
reading the works of one of whom it can truly be said "THAT THE CHURCH
HAS RESOLUTELY REFUSED T0 SUBMIT AND ACCOMMODATE HER DOGMAS TO THE OPINIONS
OF HIS PHILOSOPHY", Teilhard has no fewer than 14 known and official inteye
dicts, prohibitions and outright condemmations against his name and his
works, and at least one Encyclical: YHUMANT GENERIS'; easily a record in
modern tlmes, Furthermore, the Magisterium has been consistent in the
re;ecti&n of his books and his theories for ovexr 50 years, If it appears
to be impossible, even for a Saint, to introduce into the Catholic Church
a new- system of philosophy acceptable.to the Magisterium, what chances
has a man got censured so nany tJmes..,? And yet, not only has Teilhard
been hailed by millions as a new Sti; Thomas: he is being seriously studied
within the Catholic Church AS iF ME WAS ONE; ag0 No wonder catholics are
paying DEARLY for this betrayal and disobedience,

I
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Lastly, in dealing with the DUTCH LﬁLEcHIﬂM cathullcs. again, myst
keep in nind that the beook is so exroneous, thai ifs publication was fore
bidden by the Holy Seel: Extensive alterations in the presentatlcn of cathow
lic doetrine were grequircd. Thesc were never made by the authors* The next
best thing.then was, that 2 Commissicn of Cardinals made extensive recoms:
mendatlons. which were never incorporated in the original text, as requese
tgd They wéxe finally published aaﬁarately. Without these, the D .C, Iece
mains of course Just as erroneous as it eveg was, Anyone who will npw-heed
the numerous mutations of catholic doctrine contained in the original and’
who: pays lipgexrvice to the necessary alterations made by the Commission,
Is RE&DIHG A FORBIDDEN =00K and is culpable of discbedience to the Magise. .
tevium In g sexious mattcer,

In this treatise I will accept the fact that the works of 1cilhaid and
the D.C. contain -a philosophy in the stricter senser a system with its own .
'firsg p:inciplet. I will conpare both systems and come to some cannlu;;unsa
I fplly agree with thec remarlk of the Editor of TRIUMPH magazinej

"Teflhard did not dare to asscrt his doctrine in the works he attempted
to have published during his lifeti-ie, Hls system can -¢ understood only |
by &tudying the privately circulated wcrl{a‘ They axre tlic norxmg" (Noveg!71).

He is echoing the wvery woxds of Pope Pius XIT din SHUMANT CENERISI i»

"In published works sozc caution is still observed, but more freedom is
shown in books privately cizcui:stes, in legtures a.nd in neetings for
discussions',



INTRODUCTION

CHAPTER ONG |-
ERATIERORD:

= gection A

- fBegtion B

- Haection C

- Secfion I

-~
CHAPTER T30~

s - e 1]

- deetion A

- Section T
o

= Bectign C

i S

INDEX - A ND "SUHMAFTTY

Py 1
IBILHARD'S SYSTEHM P, 5
TETLOARD'YS PROBLIEN (The Real Distinction buw
tween the natural and the Supernatural) P, 5

TRILHARD'S HERD FOR & MOV SYSTRM, HIS AARTNESS

OF THE CONSXEQUEFCES, (His rejection of the Super-
natural as g separate and distinet Order ecalls

for a new woarld-view and phileosophiec systemy

the paramount importance of his FIRST or FUR-
DAMENTAL PRINCIPLIN), B 0

The RIERGLNCE AND FORMULATION OF THE N5/ #UN-
DAMENTAL PRINCIPIE 10 UNDERLIE IEITHARD Y ST,

THEGTIS AND S8YSTEH, (Teilhard's groping towards .

the formulation of his Pirst Principle, Its 5
outline, The presentaiion to the world, Critieal
analysis of this First Principle, Its imnediate
consequenace, ) . : ' D, &

THE IMPIACATIONS OF THIS DISCOVERY. (For the
world at large, For cathalics, For the post-
Vatican TT Church,) P, 11

TH.L BIRDAD OF LSITHARD!'S SYSTBM OVER CATHOLIC .
LUSTITUYES OF HIGIER LoARNING, & s Fds

(The spread over LOUVALN, Belgium, and HLJHEGEN,
Holland,' The -'LUMEN VITAZ! growp of Louvain,
from 1946, Detailed study of the infiltration
into the Philosophy Course of the Jasuit Col-
lege in Nijuegen‘from Lhe early 19h0ra) |

IRILHARD D CHARDIN'S INFLURNCE ON ™ PUILOW

SOPIY OF TRUTH: LOGICS, (A detailsd outlina sf

hom the IMrst Princinle of Teilhard became the

very prineiple of this philosophy discipline), P, 16

TRITAARD DE CUARDIN'S INFLUENCE Of THR THIORI.

TECAL PEYCHOLOGY (or ANIHROPOLOGY) COURS:E, - P, 20
TAILHARD DE CHARDIN'S INFLUZHCE ON TH:Z MATURAL
HORALITY (HETHICS) COURSYE, (The réjection in this
course of the real distinction between the T3

tural and supernatural goal of man,. 4 subsequent

,Papal condemnation of this), Py 21~

22



CHAPTER PHEET

- Segbion A~ -

- Sﬁﬁ'.b

JE“ -

i

iqﬁ_B

g am

*

LU INFIUSNGE OF THILHARD D3 CHARDIN ONf TE
DUTCH CATICHTBH, . -

(Teilhard!s philosophy became the foundation
for the 'theology® of the Dutgh Catechism and
in this way of any catéchisnm inspired by it,
Pailhard!s Fundamental Princinle and itz im-
nmediate consequence present in the Dutech Cate-
chism), i

The Duteh Catechismls Concept of Man: the pres

; Eh
gence of Teilhard de Chardinis PhAilosophy, 53-35

L]
The Duten Catechignls Concept of Faithy the
Aresence of YPeilhard de Chardin's "thaology!,
The ultimate rejection of the Supernatural

. Order and the consequent destruction of

CATHOLIC FAITH as defined by Vatican I ang
the, Council of Trent, s L





