
HISTORISCHE [ HEOLOGIE

MCLLROY, ROBERT W) The Search for Amerıcan Public Theology. The Contribution
ot John Courtney Murray. New ork: Paulıst Press 1989 216

urray W A VEC. influential 1ın the Amerıican debate about natıonal xoals an
publıc polıcy from the en of World War 11 untiıl atıcan I where hıs notions of relı-
Z10US lıberty Were 1n pPart adopted by the Counsaıl. Thoug_h the study interests pr1-
marıly the Amerıcan people, 1ItS underlyıng 1SSUes CVECIYV democratıc an
constitutional sOCcIety. Employıng Man y hitherto unpublished talks an artıcles, McE
has presented clear, stra1ıghtforward analysıs of Murray's „public theology”. AdG
though thıs term W as coined atter Murray’'s death, McE SCS the Ialn PUrpDOSC of Mur-
ray's liıte-work ave een the insıstence upOnNn the ımportance of relıg10uUs values In
conducting the natıonal debate about publıc polıcy. The first chapter identities the

secularısm, which Murray recognized thanks the warnıngs of the Popes an
such thinkers de Lubac an Marıtaın. „Modernity” W as attempting destroy the
medieval,; Gelasıan balance between Church AB PTFESCIVC sOoCclety’s
go0od order. For by attempting Iımıt relıg10n the SaCcrısty an the prıvate realm of
conscıence modernıty W as renderıng ıt inettective fill the VAaCUuUI of spirıtual 1C4-

nıng an combat the totalıtarıan tendencıies of the secular Men Were in danger
otf losıng their anchoring iın transcendent order that guaranteed the res SACTAEC, the pCI-
sonal dignity an reedom of I11C  — In Just SOCIeEty under Go The second chapter OUutL-
Iınes Murray’s proposal tor reclaımıng the cultural order from secularısm. 'The
unifyıng tunction ot COMMON values provıdes the bedrock ot sOCIeETY. In combattıng
technological secularısm, practical materıalısm, and philosophical pluralısm Murray
appealed the natural |aw tradıtıon form normatıvely the public ONSCNSU. hıs
tradıtıon that linked TCASOIMN an moralıty had be taught by the unıversıtlies and g1-
VCI ItSs abandonment by secular unıversıtlies, Murray stressed the essential role of reli-
gio0us-affiliated unıversıiıtlies maıntaiıned by the legal profession, and chared by the
Catholic communıty, which he challenged contribute the natıonal debate.

The thırd chapter deals wiıth Murray’'s proposed renewal of the polıtıcal order.
Agaılnst the secular doectrine that grounds |aw in the ıll ot the people the balancıng
of VarıOus interest ZTrOUDS, Murray insısted that law MUSLT be based upOon reason an
man’s sacred dignity. Indeed, Since the 15 SErVC INan, It CAannOL claım indepen-
ent authority. urther lımıtatıon of oWas due the primacy of sOCIEty
ver the S  9 which functions ınstrument attaın certaın of soclety’s legıtımate
polıtıcal ends Hence he argued that the rested upON contractual relations between
ruler an ruled Within that greater soclety pluralısm had to be recognized whıle the
COMIMMON xood WAas being preserved an tostered. For the political COMMON xo0d CONSI1-
sted otf five-fold en domestic tranquıilıty (internal unıty), (prgtegtion of moral
standards), reedom (empowerment do what One ought an Immunıty trom coercıon

do what ONne ought not), fullness otf human weltare (publıc Prospex_‘ity distributed
proportionately in equality), an COMMON defense from external eNCMIES In PrOMOL-
ing moralıty an prosperiıtYy, however, the state’s role should be the ınımal NECESSATYV,
and the rest 15 be eft other Organızatlions. Though the indıividual’s claım immu-
nıty W as NOL totally inviolable, Murray consıdered ıt almost 1ın the realm of relıg10uUs
belief; only wıth overwhelmıng evidence that SOCIeELY W as rısk might the overnment
intertere wıth person’'s relıg10us beliets and practices. Inversely, relıg10n assured
the health of sOoCcIlety by grounding the dıignity ot the human PCrSON, overnment had
obligation FECOPNIZC and foster It where possıble. ÜE SuppOrt thıs posıtion Murray
appealed the Foundıing Fathers of the United States, who an cthought 1n
of God and the natural law before the French Revolution established aggress1iVe,
antı-relig10us secularısm. hus Catholic thought, relyıng natural law moralıty, W as

closer the Foundıng Fathers’ intentions than other VIEWS which developed thereaft-
tOTs an Catholics, long consıdered outsıders, had call the natıon iıtselt. hıs

struggle agalnst the iıdolızatıon ot democracy sımple maJorıty ] an
procedure wıthout regard the nds intended. It Iso involved resistance the abso-
lute separatıon of relıg10n an proposed by Ianı y the neglect of an discrimına-
tion agalnst relıg10n, especıially In publıc educatıon.
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The tourth chapter outlınes Murray’s applicatiıon of natural |aw moralıty In the 1N-
ternational order. Contrary polıtıcal „realısts” ıke Hans Morgenthau an Reinhold
Niebuhr, Murray held that the United States W as obliged HN ItSs 192 promote
internationally Justice, treedom, securIıty, the general welfare, and cıvıl unıty. He Iso
argued for the constıtution of internatıional institution capable of establishing moral
an legal standards in regulatıng relatıons natıons an endowed wiıth COeEerCIve
o detend cthat juridıcal order. Communısm W 4a5 identitied the maJor LNENACC

thıs order, an Murray stressed the eed of meeting It NOTLT Just wiıtch force but CSPC-
cially wıth coherent, persuasıve SYyStEmM of democratıc values rooted 1n natural |aw
theory. Despıte al hıs idealısm Murray remaıned VEC. much realıst, see1ing real diffi-
culties yeL fundamentally hopetful about men’s abılıty build better world

In all of the above McE has cshown himselt able synthesızer of Murray’s thought
in lucıid, succınct style. hıs synthesıs of Murray’s „publıc theology“ deserves be
read by those engaged 1ın the publıc debate about the role of relıgı1on 1ın setting publıc
polıcy. It 15 ditficult SCC how moral PEerson might dısagree wıth Murray’s
SLancCce that moral behavıor In polıtıcs chould be rooted 1n TE aSON. Secularısts might
POSC hıs groundıng of the human person’s dıgnıty iın transcenden order, 1in God, but
that debate MUSLT be resolved by nes  > readıng of history and, LLNOIC tundamentally, 1n
metaphysıcs. But the rea]l dıfficulty ot Murray’s posıtıon hıs understandıng of
the natural law How Can finıte human rcason be raised absolute status” And how
oes ON!: distinguish what belongs essentially the natural |aw from what 15 time-con-
ditione ideological baggage, est jettisoned quickly possıble? These difficulties
EMETHC strikıngly when McKE.’s fifch chapter detend Murray’s method an
CONtent 1n the face of VAarıoOus er1ıtic1sms. In the charge that Murray did NOL

develop theology, overlookıng the of bıblıcal images, McE wrıtes that „INany
theologians ave pointed OUuL that the materı1al CONLENET of Christian ethıcs 15 identical
wıth that of the human ethıics produced by reason. 50) Then, borrowing Tracy’s dis-
tinction of theological audıences, he argues that ın the publıc sphere Murray’s selflimı-
tatıon natural law language W as tactıcal decısıon, NOL necessarıly „non-theologi-
cal.“ But the identification of Christian ethics’ CONLENLTL wıth human ethıcs’ CONLENLTL 15
reEcent. development resultıng from the applıcatıon of transcendental Thomısm moral
theology. Not only 15 the supposıtıon VC. debatable, but Lt Iso tollowed Murray’s
death Moreover would NOL transcendental Thomism’s distinction of natural an
supernatural orders ead the destruction of the clear Churchstate separatıon CSPOU-
sed by Murray, 45 15 actually happening in lıberatıon theology, the ottshoot of 1N5-
cendental Thomism? Indeed, ıf natural law 15 avaılable Tecason an each iındıvyıdual 15
responsıble for forming hıs OW!] CONSCIENCE, oes NOL the Church’s role become Cr-
fluous? (especlally ıf 15 g1ven anonymously all; elevatıng motivatıon

ell content) Indıyıdual Churchmen INaYy speak OutL but only indıviduals
endowed wiıth specıal intellectual; persuasıve, organızatiıonal o1ifts. Is NnOL that the tr1-
umph of secularısm?

The tinal chapter Iso attempted apply Murray’s princıples Current problems of
socıal moralıty. bıt LOO easıly McE throws Murray’s mantle Vr hıs OW) pOS1It1ONS

nuclear deterrence, socıal welfare, an publıc sexual moralıty. It pornography and
homosexualıty AIiIC really pervers1i0ns, Can appeal reedom the ©: choose
the z00d) Justify the state’s retusal restrict prohiıbit them? There 15 eed of urther
retlection an these poıints. Murray’'s polıtical theology reterred Ame-
rıca of the ’40s an ’50s Much has changed 1n the meanwhiıle. Polıitical theology MUSL
be constantly rethought. At least after McLE.’s presentation future generations ll ave
the advantage of knowıng the doctrine of J Murray, fine thinker, borth tradıtional
and creatıve, an NOL be condemned sımply repeatiıng the mistakes of the Dast
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