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GENERAL INTRODUCTION

T
HE lot of those countless infants who die in countries where
the Gospel has been sufficiently preached' and who did not
receive Baptism in re (baptism visibly administered in water),

or baptism in blood (violent death in odium fidei or true martyrdom
as in the case of the Innocents), has of late been the subject of much
discussion between Catholic theologians. The basic point at issue
concerns the question whether Catholics are obliged to hold that
these infants will certainly and perpetually be excluded from the
beatific vision, or whether they are free either to reserve judgement
or even to envisage a more 'benign' solution.

The perpetual exclusion of these infants from the beatific vision
is defended as an at least theologically certain thesis by the vast
majority of contemporary theologians and can rightly be called
the traditional or classic view. The opposition raised against this
thesis and its alleged theological certainty is of comparatively late
origin, and it is only in our times that it has obtained a somewhat
lWhile limiting my enquiry to the lot of infants dying in countries where the Gospel
has been sufficiently promulgated, I do not, of course, intend to suggest that all infants
dying without Baptism in re outside these countries, are ipso facto lost. Quite the
contrary. There is a general agreement of theologians to the effect of there being in
their case a remedy against original sin other than Baptism in reo
(a) The existence of such a remedy - which is called 'remedium naturae' or

'remedium legis naturae', so as to distinguish it from any remedy ordained by
positive Divine Law - is generally postulated on account of the universal
salvific will of God:

'Deduction communement enseignee. - II existait, sous la loi de nature,
un remede du peche originel en faveur des enfants ...

Existence. - Elle se fonde sur Ie principe indiscutable de la volonte salvifique
universelle. Les enfants ne pouvant rien par eux - memes pour leur salut, il
faut que Ie secours leur vienne d'ailleurs, Dieu devait done rendre possible
il ces enfants, par l'aide et Ie soin des adultes aqui ils etaient confies, la remission
du peche originel. La circoncision pouvait etre un de ces moyens; mais elle
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larger following. Hence the question whether the doubts formulated
against the traditional viewmay be considered a legitimate expression
of Catholic belief.

To plead for the legitimacy of a theological thesis implies first
of all an investigation into its relationships to the official doctrine
of the Church: whether it is in conformity with or at least not in
opposition to any explicit or implicit doctrine of Scripture and
Tradition; any authoritative pronouncements of the Magisterium
in its manifold applications; or any common and unerring
consensus theologorum. If a new doctrine is found to be in
contradiction with any of these sources of infallible or certain
theological knowledge, its fate is sealed and nothing remains but
to list it among the errors opposed to the teaching of the Catholic
Church.

n'avait lieu que pour les enfants males des Juifs et seulement huit jour apres
leur naissance; done pour tous les autres enfants, il fallait un autre moyen de
salut. En absence de textes scripturaires sur I'existence de ces remedes, les
Peres n'ont pas hesite it admettre cette existence, precisement en raison de la
volonte salvifique de Dieu.' (A. Michel, 'Sacrements prechretiens', D.T.C.,
t, XIV, c. 647-8.)

(b) As to the exact nature and working of this remedium naturae there is no theological
agreement.
To-day it is more commonly believed that an internal act of faith on the part
of the parents (which would include an at least implicit faith in the coming of
the Redeemer) is not sufficient but that it should be accompanied by an outward
and visible sign or oblation. (Michel, art. cit., c. 648-52.)

(c) Is the remedium naturae still operative to-day? This question has to be reduced
to the difficult problem whether the Gospel has to-day everywhere been
sufficiently promulgated. On this question, it is hardly possible to pronounce
oneself with absolute certainty:

'l'Evangile doit-il etre considere aujourd hui comme promulgue partout et
pour tous les hommes? Question bien obscure, insoluble marne, et dans
laquelle il est difficile de prendre une position nette.' (A. Michel, art. cit., c. 653.)

(d) The remedium naturae and the modern discussions concerning the necessity of
infants receiving Baptism in reo
It will be clear from the above remarks why the modern discussions on the
necessity of infants receiving Baptism in re are limited to the case of infants
dying in countries 'where the Gospel has been sufficiently promulgated'.

A mere clarification of what is meant by a 'sufficient promulgation' of the Gospel
would not appear to solve the modern problem, since one will have to admit that
such a promulgation exists at least in a good number of countries where, nevertheless,
children die unbaptized in re - (cfr. e.g. the Tridentine formula: 'quae quidem
translatio [to the state of justification] post evangelium promulgatum sine lavacro
regenerationis aut eius voto fieri non potest', Denz., n. 796).

It has, on the other hand, been pointed out frequently that infants dying under
what is called the 'lex naturae' would appear to have had, at least in certain cases,
a better chance of being saved than children dying under the 'lex Baptismi', It cannot,
however, be my task to enter here into a discussion of this important consideration,
since I am here exclusively pre-occupied with an exact delineation of the modern
status quaestionis.
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What can be said in this respect about the view that it is at least
not theologically certain that unbaptized infants are necessarily
excluded from the beatific vision? Its opponents maintain that
such views go counter to the revealed doctrine of the necessity of
Baptism, to the constant tradition of the Church, to Councils and
Popes and, of course, also to the unerring agreement of all
generations of theologians. They conclude therefore that the
'doubts' expressed by the exponents of the liberal view are for
these reasons absolutely untenable, temerarious, erroneous infide or
even heretical.

These are, of course, serious charges, and it is therefore easy to
understand that the defenders of the liberal view are sparing no
effort to clear their opinions from such censures. Have they succeeded
in proving adequately that the traditional view on the perpetual
loss of these infants is not a theologically certain thesis, and that
it can therefore freely be called in doubt?

In my judgement, no such proof has so far been provided, even
though it must be admitted that many valuable suggestions have
been made which seem to demand a careful re-examination of the
whole extremely complex problem, as well as - at least in part
a revision of the arguments usually adduced in defence of the
traditional view. It can and must be said at the same time that
not a few of those writers who in recent times have censured the
modern doubts on the traditional view, have in actual fact either
completely ignored or else seriously underestimated the importance
of the points really at issue in the modern controversies. This
procedure certainly tends to cause confusion or even bitterness,
and hence is truly regrettable. If one wants to give an objective,
balanced account and a scientificappreciation of the modern doubts
about the traditional view and its nota theologica, it is surely not
enough to confine oneself to the examination of some rather extreme,
real or imagined, positions and then to conclude that any doubts
whatever, real or imagined, are untenable. There are certainly many
ways in which the modern doubts on the traditional thesis have been
or could be proposed, and since it seems only fair to give the more
carefully argued positions an adequate chance of being examined,
care should be taken to dissociate these accurately and persistently
from some less prudent speculations in this field.
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It seems to me, therefore, indispensable to draw attention right
from the beginning to this vital distinction, by suggesting a few
criteria by which the more carefully argued positions - the only
ones which call for further investigation - can be distinguished
from the more crude opinions which have no theological weight.

I. Doubts about the traditional position can be expressed without
denying or imperilling the orthodox Catholic teaching on original
sin.

It is, of course, absolutely essential to admit:
(a) that none of these infants is conceived without the stain of

original sin;
(b) that the presence of unforgiven original sin is incompatible

with the attainment of the beatific vision;
(c) that, in consequence, no infant will be admitted to the

beatific vision unless it be cleansed from original sin.
These admissions draw a sharp line between the Pelagian

speculations on the lot of infants dying unbaptized and the more
sober suggestions of later Catholic writers.

2. Doubts on the traditional position concerning the lot of infants
dying unbaptized can be expressed without denying or imperilling
the orthodox Catholic teaching on the necessity ofbeing cleansed
from original sin through Baptism.

It is, of course, absolutely essential to admit that in the present
order of God's providence and after sufficient preaching of the
Gospel, there is no regularly operative means of being cleansed
from original sin other than Baptism, either received in re or
in blood or in voto.

This admission draws a line of distinction between the more
carefully argued positions, and the very rare attempts to suggest
a regularly operative means of salvation for these infants,
independent of baptism and completely outside it.

In distinction from this impossible view, the more balanced
arguments ask whether Baptism Visibly administered in water is in
the case under consideration the only real means of salvation, or
whether it may be suggested that Baptism in voto is regularly
operative in the given circumstances: Baptism in voto, which
precisely as in the case of adults - far from being an independent
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means of salvation would, on the contrary, derive all its salutary
effects from Baptism in re to which it is said to refer.

3. The more balanced arguments are not just a-prioristic
speculations which ignore or are unconcerned with the positive
and historical arguments usually adduced against an attempt to
overthrow the traditional view,. much less are they the result of
untheological sentimentalism.

Any suggestion of a regularly operative means of salvation for
these infants, other than Baptism in re, goes counter to what was
generally and is still widely believed to be an at least theologically
certain doctrine. It should therefore be understood, and has indeed
been understood by the more theologically minded opponents of
the traditional view, that the only decisive argument in favour of
the suggested Baptism of desire for these infants, must be a most
extensive and detailed historical research. From this research it
would have to be clear that the proposed doubts do not contradict
any of the sources of infallible or certain theological knowledge,
and that these latter on the contrary leave open the possibility of
such a regularly operative baptism of desire.

This remark implies a distinction between the modern opponents
of the traditional view who have rightly concentrated on the study
of the positive and historical evidence, and those others, alas not
a few, who appear to have neglected this fundamental question,
whiledevoting their energy to what seem to be questions of secondary
importance. Many theories have indeed been proposed concerning
the possible structure and working of baptism of desire in infants:
in voto parentum, in voto Ecclesiae, in voto of the infants themselves
(the illumination 2 theory, in its various forms) and many arguments
t Supernatural illumination of the intellect and 'subsequent' free supernatural choice
of the will in the actual moment of death; hence the possibility of Baptism of desire
just as in any other morally adult person. There are various types of such illumination
theories, and one cannot condemn them all by the refutation of some cruder positions.
Particularly inept is the refutation which asserts that such an illumination of the soul
by God in the actual moment of death would be 'miraculous', a statement not rarely
found in the writings of the defenders of the classic view. The more representative types
of illumination theories proceed from quite different presuppositions. Cfr. besides
the articles of Mgr Glorieux to be quoted below, the study of Fr Karl Rahner, S.J ••

'Ziir Theologie des Todes ' in Synopsis. Studien aus Medizin und Naturwissenschaft. 3;
Hamburg, 1949, pp. 87-112; both authors are not directly concerned with the
problem of dying infants, bu ttheir suggestions on the theology of death are highly
relevant for a right appreciation of what an 'illumination theory 'could and perhaps
should contribute to the study of our problem.
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have been proposed with the intention of proving the suitability
or even the necessity of such baptism of desire on account of the
universal salvific will of God, or the solidarity of every existing
human being with Christ, Head and Redeemer of our fallen human
race; or again on account of the conquering power of grace more
abundant than sin, and in this order of God's providence offered
to every human being as a truly and proximately sufficient grace of
salvation, etc., etc. Interesting as these arguments may be, they
can - merely taken by themselves - nevertheless not justify a
denial of the traditional thesis, because all the criteria of our
theological reasoning will have to be found finally in the totality of
positive data of revelation as understood and taught by the Church.
If therefore, these data oblige us to adhere to the traditional thesis
on the loss of all infants unbaptized in re - and this is the
fundamental point at issue, as is repeated again and again by the
defenders of the classic view - all the above mentioned theological
speculations, far from overthrowing any of these data, should on
the contrary be modified by them.

4. The degree of certainty with which the traditional views are
denied or called in doubt.

Even if it should be established that the authoritative positive
sources of theological science do leave room for the suggestion that
baptism of desire may be regularly operative in the case of these
infants - and I do not think that one can prudently claim that
this has been proved so far - even then it would still have to be
understood that the traditional thesis on the non-salvation of
these infants could not be excluded with certainty. The new
suggestions would even then remain in the order of pure hypotheses,
unless and until they could in their turn claim to be founded on an
argumentum auctoritatis in one form or another. Since this is at
present completely out of the question, it follows that a truly
prudent opponent of the traditional view would under no account
say that these unbaptized infants can certainly attain to the beatific
vision, let alone that they do certainly attain to it. He would, on the
contrary, content himself with asking tentatively whether the positive
sources of Catholic doctrine do indeed justify the assertion that it is
theologically certain that these infants certainly cannot attain to
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the beatific vision. One may go still further and maintain that a
truly prudent theologian would not depart from this cautious
formulation, even if his exhaustive and most accurate studies of all
the positive evidence had convinced him of the tenability of the
doubts on the traditional thesis and its alleged theological certainty.
Even then he would feel inclined to present his findings modestly
and cautiously to his fellow experts, rather than to allow himself
to rely too much on his own judgement, which, after all, would go
counter to an ancient and deeply rooted conviction of so many
and such outstanding Catholic theologians.

5. The obligation of baptizing infants as soon as possible.

As far as I know only one publication, against the traditional
view, has made the serious mistake of suggesting that the obligation
of baptizing infants as soon as possible is really no longer as
urgent as was hitherto believed. There are, however, a few isolated
indications that some readers of articles in which the liberal view was
expounded, came, almost certainly against the intention of the
authors in question, to such unjustifiable conclusions. On account
of these dangerous symptoms, even though few in number, a
distinction should also be made between those authors who not
only state explicitly that such practical conclusions are intolerable,
and who moreover give full reasons why this is so, and others who
are either silent on the matter or who at least do not take enough
trouble to warn their readers with regard to it. In fact, it should
always be pointed out, as has been done very frequently, that by
reason of the lack of certainty both as regards the existence and
infallible efficacy of any of the suggested means of salvation other
than Baptism in re, the obligation to do everything in one's power
to secure heaven for these infants by incorporating them through
the infallible means of baptism in re into the visible Body of Christ,
is in no way whatever lessened on account of the modern discussions.

In this context it should not be forgotten that baptism in re is,
even in the case of the best-disposed adult, the only secure, infallible
and positively ordained means of being sufficiently linked with the
visible Church, the only area salutis, and that baptism of desire is
ontologically directed towards the sacramentum in re as towards
its end and source. Especially in view of the fact that the utility and
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necessity of infant baptism is to-day so widely discussed outside the
Catholic Church, it would be deplorable if some less prudent attacks
on the traditional view were to give the impression of under
emphasizing the obligation of baptizing infants as soon as possible,
or, in general, of not stressing sufficiently the outward and visible
elements of the Incarnation and the Church, of sacramental
incorporation into the latter and of our share in achieving this.

6. Doubts concerning the classic view and its alleged theological
certainty do not necessarily extend to all categories of infants
dying in the described circumstances.

The distinction between children dying in the womb and those
dying after birth is classic and of great importance for a right
evaluation of several ecclesiastical documents, particularly of
earlier times.

The distinction between children of Christian or even fervent
Catholic parents and those born out of other legal or illegal
relationships has also been made in the controversies, as well as
the distinction between children dying naturally and those dying
a violent death (abortion etc.) Finally, attention has been drawn
to the question whether there was in any given case a real physical
possibility of baptizing the child in water, or not (contempt of
baptism, culpable negligence, etc.).

All these qualifications do, of course, require careful consideration,
and should not be neglected in any serious historical investigation
of the doubts about the theological certainty of the traditional view
that all categories of these infants will be lost. These qualified
positions cannot simply be refuted by saying that, according to the
Council of Florence, we are obliged to hold that there are at least
some souls dying in the state of unforgiven original sin, or again
by saying that the condemnation of the jansenist synod of Pistoia
obliges us to hold the existence of Limbo and hence the factual
damnation of at least some of these infants. It should at the same
time be realized that some of these qualified positions, far from
lessening the appreciation of and zeal for infant-baptism, rather
tend to increase and promote them.

These few introductory remarks will suffice then, I hope, as a
warning against a too easy and superficial rendering of the 'liberal
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theory', and will make it clear that there is great need of
distinguishing between the more balanced positions and other less
prudent speculations.

THE PURPOSE OF THE PRESENT ARTICLE

It is not the intention to give here a detailed analysis of the various
forms of the liberal view, nor to pronounce on their respective
tenability, confronting them individually with the whole historical
and positive evidence.

I shall content myself rather with a few critical remarks on the
latest English contribution to the study of this subject, namely a
series of articles written by Dr Bernard Leeming, S.J., and published
in The Clergy Review?

The articles in question are mostly devoted to an historical
investigation of the positive evidence from the second century to
modern times, and this investigation leads the author to a very
decided negative answer to the question of the tenability of the
modern liberal view in any form. The addition of the words 'in
any form' might be misleading. There is no doubt that according
to Fr Leeming all possible forms of the liberal theory are to be
excluded and censured. But he makes little distinction between the
more carefully argued positions and the other cruder ones. One
cannot help feeling all the time that the former ask for a somewhat
more painstaking examination, both in regard to their status
quaestionis and their confrontation with the historical evidence
itself. His almost complete neglect of this vital distinction doubtless
explains how it is that Fr Leeming, while obviously claiming to
refute the liberal theories en bloque, is, in actual fact, more often
than not arguing against some extreme and perhaps imagined
positions. The inevitable result is that these articles - at least as
far as theological science is concerned - frequently become
irrelevant to the real points at issue.

There is, however, an abundant display of historical material
which, while obviously not unknown to professional theologians,
is nevertheless for the first time, as far as I know, here put at the
disposal of wider English circles. The publication of this material

8 'Is their Baptism realIy necessary?' The Clergy Review (XXXIX), February, April,
June 1954, pp. 66-85; 193-212,321-40.
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in the circumstances seems to justify a rather detailed consideration
of the Clergy Review articles.

I shall divide my remarks into two different parts. I shall first
try to correct Fr Leeming's statements on the extent and importance
of the modern reactions against the traditional view, by giving a
survey of the recent English and foreign publications which in one
way or another have pronounced themselves in favour of the
liberal view (Part I); and this done, I shall examine the value of
some historical and positive arguments adduced by Fr Leeming
in his efforts to refute the latter (Part II).

PART I.

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTES

I. The need for a full bibliography showing the spread, in modern
times, of doubts concerning the traditional view.

2. A supplement to Fr Leeming's data concerning the older
bibliography.

3. The method followed in the compilation of the modern
bibliography.

4. The modern bibliographical data.

5. Some reflections on these data.

I. Anybody who makes his first acquaintance with the liberal
theories through the Clergy Review articles, is almost bound to get
a poor and somewhat inadequate idea of those who in recent
times have pronounced themselves in favour of the view that the
classic thesis on the perpetual loss of infants unbaptized in re may
not be a theologically certain one. Without finding any detailed
bibliographical indications, the reader will be left to form his
judgement from repeated statements such as:

'There have, of course, been some who doubted (eight listed) in past
times. In recent times, there have been some writers who have
expressed doubts .. .' (p. 211, italics ours.)
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or again:

'Anyone who reads recent articles about the question must be
struck by the failure of those few who attack Limbo, to face the
fact .. .' (p. 328, italics ours).

These and similar remarks seem to suggest that those who have
called the traditional view in doubt, are not more than a negligible
quantity, some eight or nine writers for example.'

As to the theological capacities of 'those few', the impression
given by the Clergy Review articles will be still less adequate. If
indeed everything were as simple and evident as is suggested
throughout these articles, it would be impossible for the readers
to be left with the idea that anyone with the very minimum of
theological insight and knowledge could subscribe to the liberal
view. I may be allowed to reproduce a few of Fr Leeming's state
ments, which surely tend to give this impression:

'It is generally held that moral unanimity of theological judgement
persisting over a long period, is a sure index of the mind of the
Church. We may well ask: Upon what subject, before a formal
definition, has there been a clearer, a more unanimous, and a more
persistent agreement than up0n this assertion that it is part of the
faith that infants dying without Baptism are excluded from heaven?'
(p, 328).

'Theologians of all nations, of all Orders, of all schools of thought,
throughout centuries, have taught that it is the traditional faith of
the Church that infants dying unbaptized are excluded from heaven.
They taught this with the fullest knowledge of all the authorities of
the Church, they taught it as Catholic doctrine against heretics like

• Here I think I should give a short declaration on the following note added by Fr
Leeming at the end of his second article: 'The judgement of Mgr Michel, like the
Allocutio of Pius XII, was first called to my attention by my friend Fr Peter Gumpel,
s.r., who also very kindly sent me a full bibliography of recent writings on the subject,
copies of some articles and summaries of others, together with several most pertinent
suggestions. He is, of course, in no way committed to anything I say' (p. 212).

Lest this note should cause misunderstandings, I wish to make it clear that Fr
Leeming refers here, (I) to an unpublished Iicenciate essay which I wrote several
years ago while still studying at Heythrop College, and which was almost entirely
devoted to the study of the ecclesiastical documents usually quoted with reference
to our problem; (2) to a bibliographical list which I compiled more than a year ago;
(3) to some isolated data sent by me to Fr Leeming before February of this year.
Taken together, these data comprise only a small fraction of the ones to be published
below. It was only after February of this year that I was able to collect more data,
both by research in different libraries in Holland, Germany, France and Spain, and
by means of numerous contacts with theologians interested in the problem. I
take the opportunity here of thanking all those who helped in compiling this
bibliography.
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Wyclif and Calvin and the Anabaptists, they taught it to generation
after generation of future priests and bishops. Not only were they
never corrected, but, on the contrary, every pronouncement of the
Church upon the matter, down to the words of Pius XII in 1951,
has supported and repeated their teaching' (p. 330).

We shall see later (Part II) that an exact theological evaluation
of the positive evidence is by no means as simple as is here suggested.
But before entering upon this discussion of the intrinsic value of
various arguments employed by Fr Leeming, it may be useful to
proceed to the bibliographical data which I have been able to collect.
Some first-rate historians of dogma are among those who have
expressed doubtsconcerning the obligatorycharacter of the traditional
view - surely a significant indication that even competent theologians
vary de facto in their appreciation of the well-known materials to
which Fr Leeming refers. It will also be seen from these biblio
graphical data that Fr Leeming's suggestion as to the extent of the
doubts on the stricter view -'those few'- are not quite justified.
This opens the way to another important consideration, namely,
that considerable sections of the magisterium ordinarium seem to
be inclined to take a less severe view of the liberal theories, in as
far as they grant the Imprimatur to these fairly numerous publications.
Since the data in question are not only widely scattered but also
not always easily to be obtained, and in some cases - on account
of the great variety of languages employed in the discussions
even troublesome to read, it is hoped, finally, that the publication
of this bibliography will help to clarify the position and to facilitate
the study of this problem.

2. A Supplement to Father Leeming's data concerning the older
Bibliography.

Even though I intend to limit myself to the period of the last
three decades, I may be allowed to supplement some of Fr Leeming's
data concerning the older bibliography. He himself gives the
following list:

'There have, of course, been some who doubted; in past times
Durandus, d. 1332, Cardinal Cajetan, d. 1524, Eusebius Amort,
d. 1775, Bianchi, d. 1768, Louis de la Marne, in 1817, Klee, in 1835,
Caron in 1885 (on the Index), Herman Schell, in 1893 (on the Index)'
(p. 211).
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Since nothing seems to indicate that we are here presented with
a select bibliography, some readers might perhaps think that this
short list was meant to be an exhaustive one. This can hardly have
been the intention of Fr Leeming. But since it is difficult to see
what principles have dictated the selection, I take the liberty of
adding some more names. Omitting for the moment the witness of
certain theologians of the twelfth century, with whom I shall have
to deal later, it may suffice to indicate those authors usually quoted
as anticipating the modern liberal view, such as John Gerson,
d. 1429, the famous chancellor of the university of Paris, and Gabriel
BieI, 'the last of the Scholastics' and one of the most influential
theologians of his time. The former is particularly interesting on
account of his well-known invitation to pray for infants dying
unbaptized in utero :

'Debent igitur mulieres praegnantes, similiter et viri sui, per se et
alios diligenter preces fundere Deo et ad Sanctos Angelos custodes
hominum, etiam puerorum in utero; debent ad ceteros Sanctos
Sanctasque omnes confugere, quatenus nondum natus, si forte
moriturus est priusquam ad Baptismi fluminis gratiam pervenire
valeat, dignetur ipsum Dominus Jesus, summus Pontifex, baptismo
Spiritus Sancti, praeveniendo misericorditer consecrare.' (Sermo de
Nat. B.MY., cons. II, Opera omnia, Antv. 1706, t. 3 p. 1350).

Biel on the other hand states:

'Si parvuli non sunt capaces remedii baptismatis in utero, debuit
aliud remedium institui, cuius possunt esse participes et capaces ...'
(In IV dist. 4, q. 2, dub. 2).

Other authors not to be omitted in a full bibliography are
Venustianus Hiebel, d. 1769; Albertus de Bulsano (J. Knoll), d. 1863;
H. Vosen, d. 1883; E. L. Fischer, 1883 and the followers of Klee's
illumination theory: C. M. Mayrhofer, 1851 and Bishop J. Th.
Laurent, Apostolic administrator of the diocese of Luxemburg,
who went so far as to insert the following paragraph into the Major
Catechism of his diocese:

'Only those who have the use of reason can have baptismof desire.
It is nevertheless probable that infants too will acquire (moral)
self-consciousness while dying (dass auch Unmiindige beim Sterben
zum Bewusstsein kommen), and in this way it can happen by a
special mercy of God that they are illuminated by the grace of faith,
are cleansed by baptism of desire and can be saved and admitted
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to the beatific vision' (Grosserer Katechismus der Romisch
Katholischen Religion ftir das Bistum Luxemburg, 3rd ed. 1879.
p. 288. This catechism was however withdrawn sinceit was thought
to be too large for its purpose.)

Beraza" mentions moreover Hieronymus Columbus and Brenner,
1832, as well as the famous anti-Lutheran chancellor Johann Eck,
who is also mentioned by Bauerle and van Hove.

These names, together with those of the theologians of the
twelfth century referred to above, more or less triple the list provided
by Fr Leeming, even if we leave out some vaguer statements which
come from the times after Cajetan. It is possible that more accurate
research would reveal further data, but it is not my intention here
to concentrate on the older bibliography. The only reason why I
supplement the list of Fr Leeming is that the number of those who
in past times have uttered doubts about the classic view in its
extreme form, is not so small as suggested, and that the large
majority of these writings has never been officially disapproved. In
this context I may also briefly comment on the addition 'On the
Index' as placed by Fr Leeming after the two last names of his
list, Caro.n and Schell. Unless these additions are simply meant to
discredit the theological qualifications of these two authors, it
would, in my opinion, have been desirable to say a few words on
the precise impact of these and other condemnations. It would
then be clear that one cannot rightly suggestthat these condemnations
implicate, even indirectly, all the modern defenders of the liberal
views. Incidentally, it should also be noted that already Stockums
- author of a truly classic monograph on the destiny of unbaptized
children, and a most valuable source for bibliographical and other
data - pointed to the fact that even the theory of Schell (premature
death as a kind of martyrdom, and hence to a certain extent
comparable to baptism of blood) was not condemned as heretical,
but with the much milder censure of a 'audacior et temerarior
modus loquendi'. The works of Schell were moreover placed on
the Index mainly for reasons alien to the question here under
consideration. 6

5 De Deo Elevante, De Peccato Originali, De Novissimis, Bilbao, 1924, p. 467, n. 1068.
6 Cfr. Dr theo!. Wilh. Stockums; Das Los der ohne die Taufe sterbenden Kinder,
Freiburg im Breisgau, 1923, p. 107.
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3. The method followed in the compilation of the Modern
Bibliography.

The important conclusion flowing from this bibliographical data
is that the sections of the ordinary magisterium which seem to
tolerate the spread of doubts raised against the traditional view
are not after all so small. The conclusion seems to be of such
importance as to justify a departure from the method usually
employed in the compilation of this type of bibliography. I shall
therefore not divide the evidence into strictly scientific publications
and others of the more popular type, but rather arrange the evidence,
(a) chronologically, and (b) - on account of the greater possibility
of interdependence - according to the sections of the Church in
which one and the same language is employed. Nearly always it
will be evident, from the bibliographical indications themselves,
which type of publication - scientific or not - is under
consideration. In cases of possible doubt I shall add a short
explanatory note.

It follows equally from my present purpose that I confine myself
to such quotations or indications which reveal that the publication
in question considers it is at least not a theologically certain
doctrine that all categories of infants who have died without the
reception of the sacrament in re or blood, are, in this order of
God's providence, ipso facto excluded from the beatific vision. I
shall therefore not arrange the data according to the arguments
proposed to prove the liberal view ; nor according to the concrete
means by which these infants are suggested to have a chance of
attaining to heaven ; nor according to the degree of certainty with
which this general thesis is proposed.

Another preliminary remark about method concerns the
qualification by which a good number of authors limit their thesis
to particular categories of infants (infants dying in the womb;
infants of fervent Catholic parents; infants dying in circumstances
in which, through nobody's fault, the sacramentum in re could not
be conferred etc.), These authors do not call the traditional view in
doubt in the same way as those who make no restrictions whatever
as to the extension of their doubts; so it may be asked whether it
would not be best to separate these two groups of authors into
distinct categories. I have not adopted this method, because it
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would make it more difficult for the reader to see at a glance how
far the traditional view has been challenged in a given theological
milieu. I think I am justified in this course because the traditional
view has for the period of several centuries made no allowance
whatever for any of these distinctions, and has on the contrary
maintained the eternal loss of all these unbaptized infants with the
same theological strictness, making use of precisely the same
arguments for all of them. It seems therefore legitimate to bring all
the above mentioned varieties of liberal views under one common
heading, and to draw a distinction between them and the defenders
of the classic view by adopting the following minimum formula.
I shall present a writer as opposed to the traditional view, as it
has, de facto, been proposed for several centuries and up to our
modern times, if he gives us to understand that according to him
it is not a theologically certain thesis that all categories of these
infants are to be considered as perpetually lost. I shall, of course,
take care to indicate whether, and in which way, any of these
restrictions are made by any writer under consideration.

To avoid misunderstandings I may also point out why here, as
well as on previous occasions, I prefer to speak of 'all categories
of these infants', rather than choose a formula speaking of 'all
these infants' or something analogous. The reason is, that there is!
a general agreement of theologians that God might possibly intervene
in one or other individual case and save an infant in';-an'
'extraordinary' or 'abnormal' way. It would therefore be inaccurate
to choose a formula which would in its actual wording Il()1J'"~

explicitly that essential differences can exist between authors )w(m:
make such an allowance for these 'extraordinary' anarfabntmnal.'-'
means of salvation, and who by doing so mitigate the;thems t1).atiol~

infants are certainly ipso facto lost if they did :notreeeive'l1?J1e:
sacramentum in reo Here, then, we are facedbwithlJQiidifticldtly,
concerning the right appreciation of such an adm~ioil';'I&. di'ffiaul'tJ'
which is, however, more a question of termin~logylthari!.()Mdellg)

It is a fact that these terms 'extraordinary' 'and. !~~brmaVl in1eIlfiS::
of salvation have, in connexion with our- qu~ti0n{ iOOeO( 'USI:U ~ifil

widely different senses: J( :;,:(;;:r( :dGi"f: .fur: <lot)

If a child dies in the womb, or iPa newI1I-.bbm\babY4'<)ti(~~j

reason or other could not be baptized, of'even ifi'.itWKsJn~ bllptit~·

jS1
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de facto, this could be called abnormal and extraordinary with a
view to what could have happened or should have happened in
what we usually call normal and ordinary circumstances. Taking
the terms in this sense, one might discuss the problem of abnormal
and extraordinary means of salvation in opposition to the only
normal and ordinary one, namely baptism in reo Evidently such a
terminology would in no way exclude the possibility of these means
being frequently or even regularly operative in the case of infants
dying in the given circumstances. Therefore, to admit 'extraordinary'
and 'abnormal' means of salvation in this sense, can easily be
equivalent to the admission of a thesis opposed to the classic view.

Most authors do, however, use the terms 'extraordinary' and
'abnormal' in a quite different sense: when applied to our context,
these terms imply for them that there is question of a highly
exceptional or even miraculous intervention of God in some
privileged and individual cases. They practically always imply at
the same time - de facto, if perhaps not de jure - that such an
extraordinary intervention of God would have no relation whatever
to the sacramentum in re, and hence be completely outside the
ordinary law of God's providence in this present order of
Redemption. Evidently, authors who admit only in this sense the
possibility that all infants are not lost if unbaptized in re, can on
no account be said to favour the liberal view, and are hence to be
excluded from our bibliography.

Annoying as it is, this ambiguity of terminology is not a serious
hindrance to our bibliographical efforts, since in actual fact it is
not too difficult to ascertain the mind of each author from the
general trend of his exposition. Those opposed to the liberal view
usually take great care to state explicitly that an extraordinary
intervention of God would, in our present order, be nothing short
of miraculous and hence extremely rare, if ever realized at all:
miracula probanda sunt, non praesupponenda. However, so as to
exclude all ambiguity of terminology, we prefer a formula which
states the real point of divergence in its actual words, and this is
the reason why we speak of categories of infants. The classic view
does not make allowance for any category of infants dying
unbaptized in re, but excludes any regularly operative means of
salvation in the case of these infants other than the sacramentum
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in re. This, then, provides a criterion with the aid of which we can
distinguish the classic view from any other fundamentally different
position.

4. The Modern Bibliographical Data

A. - Publications in the French Language.

That the lot of infants dying unbaptized has of late been very
much discussed in France, may be gathered from a quick glance
through the indices of the well-known review for the French clergy,
L'Ami du Clerge. Here are the references:

L'Ami du Clerg«, Doctrine:
1922, 725-35
1923,231-36 ; 405-13 ; 463
1927,632-33
1928, 549-52
1931,497-512
1935, 364-65 ; 386-87 ; 660-62 ; 749
1936, 80 ; 792-93
1937, 312-14
1938, 337-40 ; 657-62
1948, 33-43
1951,97-101 ; 375-78; 569-70
1952,308-12
1953, 39

By far the greater part of these references concern the rubric:
'Questions de science ecclesiastique. Consultations diverses',

Not all the questions deal directly with our point: sometimes
it is simply presupposed that these infants cannot attain to the
beatific vision, and the nature of Limbo etc. is the only object in
view. The majority of the questions, however, and particularly
those of the last two decades, contain doubts on the impossibility
of salvation of infants unbaptized in re or in blood.

All the answers and articles mentioned are written by the famous
contributor to the Dictionnaire de Theologie Catholique, Mgr A.
Michel, a strong defender of the traditional view.

It is therefore particularly interesting to note that in a very recent
issue of the same review, namely: 1952, pp. 62-4, the liberal views
were for the first time dealt with far more sympathetically (cfr,
below: A. Bride).

To anybody who wishes to acquaint himself with the very complex
aspects of our problem, the study of the articles of Mgr Michel will
be a helpful guide. Two things, however, should be noticed:
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(a) It follows from the nature of the case that Mgr Michel has to
repeat himself frequently. On these occasions one cannot help
noticing here and there a certain inconsistency with former
statements. For example, the nota theologica attributed by Mgr
Michel to the existence of Limbo seems to be different in his
recent reply to 'un correspondant anglais' (I understand that
Mgr Michel refers here, rather to 'un correspondant americain'),
from those in some of his earlier articles; also his interpretation
of the Bull Auctorem fidei by Pius VI etc.?

(b) At times, Mgr Michel does not seem to have grasped the real
points of the arguments and suggestions proposed by his
opponents, as was also recently pointed out by Fr William
Van Roo, Professor of Dogmatic Theology at the Gregorian
University, Rome:

'With regard to the new section on the choice in the instant
of death, the author (A. Michel) does not seem to succeed
entirely in his refutation for the simple reason that he does not
- and perhaps within the limits of a brief and semi-popular
exposition could not - state the positions of the 'modern
disciples of Cajetan' with sufficient precision. Certainly one
need not have any sympathy with the illumination theory to
be dissatisfied with the broad charge that it involves merit
or demerit after death, or that the first instant of existence of
the soul in separation from the body must be regarded as a
temporal continuation of the instant of death. Certain of the
less crude forms of illumination theory demand a more
painstaking analysis' (in a recension on A. Michel 'Les
Mysteres de l'Au-dela', Paris, 1953; in Gregorianum, 35,
1954, pp. 347-8).

Mgr Michel has announced a book on the lot of infants dying
unbaptized, in which he proposes to summarize his previous articles
in L'Ami du clerg«. As far as I know, the book has not yet appeared.

Mgr Leon M. J. Durand, Bishop of Oran.
Mgr Durand defends the illumination theory, and rejects the

traditional view in two consecutive Lenten Pastorals:
(a) 'Lettre Pastorale sur les particularites de la deteriosation du

chef-d'oeuvre de la T.S. Trinite dans la posterite d'Adam et
Mandement pour Ie Careme de l'an de grace 1938' published in
La Semaine Religieuse du diocese d'Oran, 400 annie; samedi
26 fevrier 1938, n. 9, pp. 99-128.

For our subject cfr.: 'Note sur le sort des enfants d'Adam ...
pp. 119-2 3.

, May 15th, 1952, pp. 308-12.
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(b) After an attack by a then anonymous writer in l'Ami du clerge,
1938, pp. 337-40 (later revealing himself as Mgr Michel cf.
VAmi du clerge, 1948, note p. 43), Mgr Durand re-affirmed his
opinion in the Lenten Pastoral of the following year:

'Lettre Pastorale sur l'epoque choisie par la T. S. Trinite
pour l'Incamation du Verbe, et Mandement pour le careme de
l'an de grace, 1939' published in La Semaine religieuse ...
41e annee, samedi 18 fevrier 1939 (pp. 69-95).

For our subject cfr.: 'Note sur le sort des enfants morts avant
l'usage normal de la raison sur le moyen ordinaire de salut': pp.
84-7: 'C'est grace aune inspiration interieure que peuvent faire leur
salut les enfants mourant sans Ie bapteme d'eau, avons-Nous dit
dans une longue note, a la fin de Notre Lettre Pastorale du Careme
de 1938 sur les consequences du peche d'Adam.

Une contradiction a bien ete faite a cette note, mais avec une
argumentation plus que fragile aux points de vue theologique,
philosophique, canonique .. .' (loc. cit. p. 84).

L'Union Revue mensuelle du Clerge paroissial.
(Fiches pastorales) 74 annee, no 633, mai 1947. Consultation n.

3. 221, pp. 1056-8.
Question: 'Qu' en est-il a votre avis, du sort des enfants morts

sans bapteme ...T
The anonymous reply (given on the responsibility of the editor?)

contains the following statements:
'L'affirmation que les Limbes n'existent pas parait surprendre

bien des oreilles pies. Pour eviter tout scandale ace sujet rappelons
que la notion des Limbes des enfants n'est qu'une conclusion
theologique susceptible de precisions ou merne de revision, dans
la mesure OU Ie raisonnement theologique qui a servi a la deduire
de certaines donnees de la Revelation pourrait etre incrimine dans
sa rigueur logique et suspect de sophisme' (p. 1057).

'Sur la question du bapteme des enfants, le recours aux textes
patristiques, conciliaires, et scripturaires est d'un maniement
particulierement delicat puisque ce probleme n'a jamais encore
ete pose pour lui-meme, La tradition ne comporte par consequent
jusqu'ici aucune solution 'ex professo' s'appliquant exactement
a la question.' (p, 1057.)

' ... I'indice que dans l'etat actuel de la pensee de l'Eglise il ne
comporte pas encore la solution officielle' (p, 1058).

'II nous est bon de saisir cette occasion de savoir que tout n'est pas
dit encore ... meme et surtout dans les choses de Dieu' (p, 1058).

It is also said:

'La solution nouvelle et "large" obtient de plus en plus de
defenseurs' (p, 1058).
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The answer is, on the whole, extremely guarded, but leaves,
nevertheless, no doubt that the traditional view is not considered
to be a theologically certain thesis. (Cfr. also the reaction of Mgr
Michel in L'Ami du Clerge, 1948, pp. 33-5.)

Ch-V. Heris, o.r.
'Le salut des enfants morts sans bapterne' in La Maison Dieu.

Centre de Pastorale Liturgtque; X, 1947, pp. 86-105.

P. Heris defends the tenability of the position of Cajetan.
After having spoken about baptism in re and baptism in blood

as means of salvation for infants, he asks:
'Peut-en aller plus loin et soutenir qu'en cas d'impossibilite

absolue et materielle de recevoir le bapteme, Dieu supplee pour
I'enfant a cette impossibilite par une intervention normale et ordinaire
qui assure son salut?' (p, 90).

The answer given by P. Heris is summarized by himself in the
following terms:

'VI. Conclusion. En resume selon St Thomas:
(I) C'est la foi qui donne au sacrement toute sa valeur.
(2) Cette foi peut etre simplement la foi de I'Eglise.
(3) Dans Ie bapteme desenfants, la foi del'Eglise (et celle des parents

en tant qu'ils sont de I'Eglise) confere au bapteme sa valeur de
sacrement.

(4) Dans Ie bapteme de desir, la foi vivante, incluse dans Ie desir
du bapteme, suffit, sans Ie sacrement visible, pour sanctifier
l'ame,

(5) Dans I'ancienne loi, les enfants qui mouraient avant la cir
concision etaient sauves par la foi de leurs parents exprimee
par une priere ou une benediction.

Des lors, avec Cajetan, on conceit tres bien qu'on puisse pousser
plus avant, et non sans une certaine logique, appliquer la cinquieme
proposition, au cas des enfants de la nouvelle loi mourant avant leur
bapteme. On se souvient de la reflexion de Seripandi au Concile de
Trente: Si I'on condamnait l'opinion du Cardinal Cajetan, "il
s'ensuivrait, disait-il, que la foi seule des anciens etait d'une efficacite
plus grande chez les anciens que chez nous".

Enfin il est remarquable que I'attaque menee contre Cajetan ne
conceme que son opinion au sujet des enfants mourant dans le
sein de leur mere. On passe sous silence celle qui a trait aux enfants
deja venus au monde et mourant avant d'avoir pu recevoir le bapteme,
Ne serait-ce pas que toute la difficulte venait de la parole de S.
Augustin: "Neme renascitur nisi prius nascatur"? (Ep. ad Dard,
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Ep. 187) Nous n'en serions que plus it I'aise pour faire valoir les
principes invoques par Cajetan et contre lesqueIs jamais I'Eglise en
s'est elevee .. .' (pp. 103-4).

Fr Heris is professor at the Dominican faculty of theology at
Le Saulchoir (France), and is well known both in France and
abroad on account of his various scientific publications on
sacramental theology and other theological subjects.

The Editors of 'La Maison Dieu'.

While introducing the article of Pere Heris to the readers, the
editors of La Maison Dieu seem to agree that the traditional view
cannot be said to be definitely a theologically certain thesis:

'Sans pretendre apporter des solutions nouvelles, un theologien
averti nous donne un etat exact de la question. Celle-ci est peut-etre
moins radicalement tranchee qu'on ne Ie croit communement,
L'etude que nous presentons sera pour beaucoup une liberation'
(Ioc. cit., p. 4).

Mgr P. Glorieux.

Introduction aI'etude du dogme. Lille, 1948.

Mgr Glorieux refers here to the previously mentioned article of
P. Heris in La Maison Dieu and calls it 'Ia meilleure des mises au
point' (p. 310). Cf. also the following:

'Pour ce qui concerne des enfants incapables personnellement du
bapteme de desir; pour Ie difficile probleme de leur salut en dehors
du sacrement, c'est en definitive Ia question de la collation de la
grace qui est en cause: Iesacrement en est-ilIa seuleet unique voie? ...

II importe d'etre tres reserve it I'exemple de l'Eglise elle-meme;
et de se garder de deux extremes: la rigueur qui jette implacablement
tous les enfants dans les limbes (malgre ce qu'enseignent Ies
theologiens sur Ia circoncision et Ie sacrement de nature dans I'A.T.)
et une facilite trop grande qui Iaisserait conclure it I'inutilite pratique
du bapterne' (pp. 309-10).

Many data of interest for a study of the illumination theory can
be found in the two following articles of Mgr Glorieux:

(a) 'Endurcissement final et graces dernieres' in La Nouvelle
Revue Theologique, 59, 1932, pp. 865-92.

(b) 'In hora mortis' in Melanges de Science Religieuse, LilIe, 1949,
pp. 185-216.
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In these much discussed articles Mgr Glorieux does not intend
to deal explicitly with the lot of these children, but his considerations
on what might happen in the moment of death, are, of course,
very closely related to our present subject.

Mgr Glorieux is dean of the theological faculty of'Les Facultes
Catholiques de Lille' and one of the outstanding contemporary
authorities on the history of patristic and (early) scholastic theology,
to the study of which he has devoted numerous publications.

The Abbe E. Boudes.

'Reflexions sur la solidarite des hommesavec IeChrist. A I'occasion
des limbes des enfants' in La Nouvelle Revue Theologique, t. 71,
1949, pp. 589-605.

The Abbe introduces his reflexions with the following question:

'Le Christ n'est-il point le seul vrai chef de l'Humanite? Dans ce
cas peut-on concevoir l'existence des limbes des enfants, c'est it
dire l'etat d'etres humains restant it jamais sans aucun lien de
solidarite avec leur veritable chef?' (p. 589).

In answer to this question the abbe suggests the existence of some
abnormal and extraordinary (though regularly operative) means
of salvation for these infants. He bases his suggestions on the general
law of solidarity with Christ of all human beings existing in this
order of God's providence.

'L'Eglise n'a jamais presente l'existence des limbes comme une
verite de foi, pas meme comme une conclusion theologique' (p, 591).

'La certitude simplement rationelle, qu'il existe des personnes
humaines decedant avec Ie seul peche originel, parce que la
necessite du bapteme s'impose et qu'il est actuellement impossible
de concevoir une suppleance pour les petits enfants qui meurent
sans bapterne, n'est pas, it elle seule, une certitude suffisante pour
que l'existence des limbes devienne une conclusion theologique,

C'est cette certitude qui nous parait inconciliable avec la loi de
solidarite qui relie tous les etres au Christ. Certes, la necessite du
bapteme reste la loi normaIe et ordinaire du salut des hommes et
une telle necessite exclut la recherche de toute autre loi normale et
ordinaire. Toutefois, cette necessite n'exclut point les voiesanormales
et extraordinaires qu'impose l'autre necessite de la loi de solidarite
avec Ie Christ' (p, 592).

The Abbe Boudes in his subsequent considerations does not
exclude the illumination theory, but shows more sympathy for a
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solution on the line of a baptism of desire obtained through the
mediation of the Church (p. 6II ff). It should also be noted that
the abbe proposes his ideas as 'reflexions personnelles' (p. 589).

The editors of 'La Nouvelle Revue Theologique',

The editors of La Nouvelle Revue Theologique, in an introductory
note to the aforementioned article of the abbe Boudes, express
the opinion that the question of the lot of infants dying unbaptized
in re is not yet definitely settled but is still the object of legitimate
discussion. From this it seems to follow that the traditional thesis
is not considered to be a theologically certain thesis:

'Note de la Redaction ... Avec G. Mulders, S.J., Ch-V. Heris,
D.P., et N. Sanders, O.F.M., il (the abbe Boudes) pense que I'Eglise
laisse encore ouverte sur Ie sort des enfants morts sans bapteme,
certaines solutions d'esperance et de salut. Ce qui, aujourd' hui,
semble surtout souhaitable, en cette question si complexe dont
/'Eglise est seule juge, c'est que tous les principes theologiques qui
interessent Ie probleme soient mis en pleine lumiere. C'est un de ces
principes essentiels que veut souligner I'article ci-dessus: la solidarite
necessaire de toutes les creatures humaines avec Ie Christ. En Ie
faisant, I'auteur aura certainement contribue it eclairer, sous un
aspect important, cette difficile question' (loc. cit., p. 589, note).

A. Minon.

'Le salut des enfants morts sans bapteme' in: Revue ecclesiastique
de Liege', 38, 1951, pp. 385-92.

Fr Minon gives a very guarded account of the modern discussions.
It is, nevertheless, clear that according to him the stricter view cannot
be said to be theologically certain:

'Dans les arguments evoques (sc. in favour of the liberal view),
iI y a plus que la sensiblerie .. .' (p. 390).

'.... il ne faut pas ... anathematiser I'autre position (the liberal
view). Si la theorie (large) n'est pas ecartee par I'Eglise, et si on peut
essayer de I'approfondir, on ne peut cependant la considerer comme
prouvee. Evidemment, en pratique, on a de quoi consoler les parents
eplores, en leur presentant la doctrine des limbes, et en suggerant
que peut-etre les enfants qu'ils pleurent jouissent de bonheur
surnaturel' (pp. 391-2).
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In the same issue of November 1951, Fr Minon published another
article entitled: 'Dans l'intimite du Tres-Haut', where we read
about these infants:

, ... Ie sort des enfants morts sans bapteme: la solution traditionelle
est assez indulgente, et peut-etre y a-t-il des suppleances' (loc. cit.,
p.342 ) .

A. Durand, S.J. and H. Holstein, S.J.

'Jesus-Christ Maitre de Pensee.' Collection 'Fils de Lumiere',
Cours d'enseignement religieux pour les classes de secondaire. Classes
de philosophie, sciences experimentales et mathematiques ele
mentaires, Paris, 1952.

On our question, cfr. the special appendix: Section III, 3e partie, chap.
ii, Appendice: 'Le sort des enfants morts sans bapterne', pp. 260-4.

Frs Durand and Holstein clearly suggest that the traditional
view is not a theologically certain thesis:

'Sur cette question delicate, I'Eglise n'a pas pris position d'une
maniere definitive. Dans sa prudence pastorale, elle rappelle la
necessite du bapteme, et insiste pour qu'il soit confere au plus tot.
Sur le plan speculatif, elle laisse discuter les theologiens, II semble
bien que la theorie actuelle des "limbes", qui ne peut s'autoriser
d'aucun document explicite et formel du Magistere, encore qu'elle
conserve la faveur de la plupart des theologiens, puisse etre discutee,
comme le fut, abon droit, la theorie augustinienne. La porte parait
done ouverte a des recherches et explications ulterieures legitimes'
(p, 262). Etc.

A. Bride.

'Questions de Science ecclesiastique, Consultations diverses' in
L'Ami du Clerge, 1952, pp. 62-4.

Father Bride deals with the question whether an unbaptized child
of good Catholic parents may be buried ecclesiastically. The answer
is given in the negative, on positive, canonical grounds (can.
1239 etc.). After having then referred to the recent 'controverses
speculatives' (Boudes etc.), he states that those who deny the
traditional view, could logically conclude to the permissibility of
such an ecclesiastical burial, but that for the time being we have
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no certainty concerning the reality of the means of salvation
proposed by the defenders of the liberal view. He then adds:

'Lorsque l'Eglise aura admis et fait sienne cette opinion, nul
doute qu'elle n'apporte, en consequence, des modifications a la
legislation concernant la sepulture des enfants morts sans bapterne'
(p. 62).

Dealing with the pastoral aspect of the question, Fr Bride makes
the following statement which is certainly most unusual in a paper
in which till then only the voice of Mgr Michel had been heard:

'Cependant, la connaissance que nous avons de sa bonte, aussi
bien que de sa misericorde et de son inalterable equite, nous permet
de penser que la Providence sera condescendante et liberale plus
particulierement a l'egard de ces enfants qui se trouvent - sans qu'il
y ait faute de leur part ou du cote de leurs parents - "en dehors des
voies normales du salut". Et il ne nous semble ni temeraire ni absurde
de consoler des parents desoles en leur rappelant l'existence de ces
"voies divines impenetrables" et en priant avec eux pour que Dieu
daigne, dans sa bonte paternelle, ouvrir gratuitement une de ces
voies ace petit etre pour lequel son Fils a donne sa vie' (p. 63).

M. Laurenge, S.M.

'Esquisse d'une etude sur Ie sort des enfants morts sans bapteme'
in L'Annee theologique augustinienne, Lormoy (France), 1952, pp.
146-85·

Father Laurenge flatly denies that the stricter view is a theologically
certain thesis, and states explicitly that God certainly provides a
means other than the sacramentum in re to all those infants who die
without the latter:

'Done Dieu se doit a lui-meme de donner, et donne de fait aux
enfants qui meurent sans bapteme, un autre moyen qui leur rend
reellement possible d'atteindre cette fin. (sc. the beatific vision)
(p. 182).

The means of salvation proposed by Fr Laurenge would consist
in a free (supernatural) choice in the moment of death, or 'after
death'- taking this latter expression in this sense: that the soul
would elicit this free act in the first instance of its becoming an
anima separata. (One would be tempted to think that Fr Laurenge
takes this in the sense suggested by Mgr Glorieux, even though he
does not quote him.)
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Incidentally we may point to the following review of Fr Laurenge's
article by Fr Reginaldo Jannarone, D.P., who does not take up any
position, but only remarks:

'Da parte nostra al minimo pensiamo che una maggiore pacatezza
espositiva avrebbe giovato all'articolo stesso, che non manca davvero,
sia per soggetto, sia per trattazione, di notevole interesse, pur
suscitando una massa incredibile di problemi' (in Sapienza, 6, 1953,
pp. 356-7).

On the reaction of Fr F. Cayre, editor of L'Anm?e theologique
augustinienne, cfr. below.

L'Anneau d'Or.

'Morts sans Bapteme.' Anonymous. Published in L'Anneau d'Or.
Revue Intemationale de spiritualite conjugale et familiale. Directeur:
Abbe Henri Caffarel. Conseillers theologiques: R. P. D'Ouince,
s.r., R. P. Carre, O.P., no 48, Nov-Dec. 1952, pp. 423-29.

The article intends to give a reply to a letter beginning with the
following question:

'Monsieur l'Abbe, Nous avons besoin que vous nous disiez la
pensee de l'Eglise sur une question qui se pose avec acuite pour
beaucoup d'entre nous. Que deviennent les enfants que nous perdons
avant leur naissance, ceux qui meurent quelques mois, quelques
semaines apres leur conception? . . .'

The reply states:

'Les pages qui suivent voudraient repondre a cette interrogation
brulante, sinon par une certitude, du moins par une esperance. II
n'y a pas de doctrine officielle de l'Eglise sur le sort des enfants
morts sans bapteme, La theorie des Limbes n'a ete elaboree qu'au
XlIIe siele, d'une part pour eviter de mettre les enfants irresponsables
en Enfer, et d'autre part pour maintenir la necessite absolue du
Bapteme pour l'entree au ciel. Mais il est possible de reprendre le
probleme sur d'autres bases, et l'Eglise laisse la discussion ouverte a
ce sujet.'

The author of the reply further refers to the already mentioned
articles of Fr Heris and Fr Laurenge, and tries to combine the
various elements of the suggestions made by them.

The review L'Anneau d'Or, like La Maison Dieu, is very widely
read by priest and laymen, both in France and abroad.
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'Catholicisme' Hier-Aujourd 'hui-Demain'.

Encyclopedie en sept volumes, dirige par G. Jacquemet, Paris, 1948.

(a) sub voce: 'Bapteme'.

The author of this article, the abbe G. Jacquemet, refers to our
problem on columns 1219-20. After having referred to the opinions
of Cajetan and Heris, he states:

'En fait, l'opinion de Cajetan est fort loin d'etre commune dans
l'Eglise. Toutes lesobjectionsqu'on peut lui opposer ont ete presentees
plusieurs fois par L' Ami du Clerge. Nous y reviendrons nons-memes
au mot "Enfants" (Salut des)' (c. 1220).

This statement does not approve of the doubts against the
traditional view, nor does it condemn them.

The real opinion defended in this encyclopaedia can, however,
best be ascertained by the fact that the article here promised on the
destiny of infants dying without Baptism in re, was to be written,
not by a defender of the traditional view, but by Father Heris, O.P.:

(b) sub voce: 'Enfants' (Salut des).

'Enfants' (Salut des), op. cit. fasc. 13, 1953, pp. 151-7.

Fr Heris expresses here the same views as those previously
defended in La Maison Dieu, X, 1947 (cfr. above).

But at the same time, he warns his readers against certain more
liberal views and lays emphasis on the restrictions made by him.

B. - Publications in the Dutch and Flemish Languages.

Prof Mag. AI. Janssens, C.I.C.M.

'Doopsel en Vormse1' (Baptism and Confirmation), published in
the series De Katholieke Kerk. Godsdienstleer en Apologie, Kortrijk,
1938.

On the lot of infants dying unbaptized in re: cfr. op. cit., pp. 71-4,
Prof. AI. Janssens cannot be said to consider the traditional view
to be a theologically certain thesis, since he writes:

'It must, however, be said, that the question remains an open one.
If I am right, a satisfactory answer could be found if the very solid
theological principlesweretaken into account on whichthe commonly
accepted doctrine concerning the non-sacramental remedy in the
state of the natural law is founded' (p, 73).
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These principles are explained by Prof. Janssens on pp. 14-6 of
the same work.

The author explains his ideas on Limbo in another work published
in the same series:

'De Uitersten' (On the last things), De Katho/ieke Kerk ... Kortrijk,
1940. On Limbo, cfr. pp. 140 ff.

Prof Dr G. Mulders, SJ.

(a) Popular publications:

"De bedroefde moeder:

i. Is mijn kleine in de hemel?

ii. Verdoemde kinderen.

iii. De ongedoopte kinderen en het zwijgen van de Kerk.'

(The sorrowful mother:

i. Is my little one in heaven?
ii. Condemned children.

iii. The unbaptized infants and the silence of the Church.)

Published in: Verbum. Tijdschrift voor Godsdienstonderwijs.
(Periodical for catechetical instruction.) Roermond-Maaseik, 14,
1947, pp. 91-3 ; 107-09; 125-30.

(b) Strictly scientific studies:

(i) 'Geloof zonder prediking.' (Faith without preaching. A recension
on a book of this title by Dr L. Cornelissen, o.r.)

Published in Bijdragen (a scientific periodical, edited by the Dutch
and Flemish philosophical and theological faculties of the Society
of Jesus), 8, 1947, on our question: pp. 96-102.
(ii) 'Rond het Limbus-vraagstuk' (about Limbo).
Published in Bijdragen, 9, 1948, pp. 209-44. (A reply to Dom Diepen,
O.S.B., who had attacked the popular articles published in Verbum.)

(iii) 'Een onderzoek naar de theologische waarde van den Limbus
puerorum.' (An enquiry into the theological qualification of the
doctrine on Limbo.) A doctoral dissertation presented with the
authority of the theological faculty S.J. at Maastricht (Holland),
1947. Still unpublished.

Fr Mulders, S.]., who is one of the best documented defenders
of the opinion that the traditional view is not a theologically certain
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thesis, has undertaken a very extensive historical enquiry into the
relevant evidence which led him to the conclusion that the doubts
on the traditional view are tenable. His main ideas can best be
gathered from the authorized French summary of the second
article in Bijdragen:

'... l'auteur tache en premier lieu de montrer que tout Ie debat,
des la position du probleme, est domine par une question: est-il
vrai que l'Eglise ait jamais d'une maniere ou l'autre enseigne ou
laisse entendre que les enfants morts sans bapteme ne peuvent pas
entrer au ciel? La necessite indubitable du bapteme pour tous les
sujets de cet ordre de Redemption peut-elle sans plus etre identifiee
avec l'administration visible du bapteme d'eau aux enfants morts
avant l'age de raison? Les textes du magistere apportes par les
theologiens des limbes ne contiennent jamais cette identification;
on n'en peut conclure a l'alternative darnnation-limbes qu'en
s'appuyant sur un principe d'interpretation, explicite ou non, qui
contient, d'une facon ou l'autre, la supposition fondamentale de la
theorie des limbes. Cette "mineur" doit toujours, dit l'auteur, etre
proove (et it son avis ne l'a pas encore ete)' (p, 243).

The central thesis of Fr Mulders is therefore that the official
documents of the Church never identify these two propositions:
'those who die in original sin are perpetually lost', and 'All infants
who die without the reception of baptism in re, do in actual
fact die in original sin'. The co-equation of these two distinct
propositions has, according to Fr Mulders, always been presupposed
by the defenders of the traditional view, but has not yet been proved
to be itself a theologically certain thesis. From this he concludes
that it cannot be said definitely that the traditional thesis is itself
an obligatory one."

8 When Fr Mulders published his second article in Bijdragen (the one directed against
Dom Diepen, O.S.B.), he only briefly insinuated the results of his historical enquiries,
referring to his doctoral thesis on the subject which he had hoped to publish in the
immediate future. Through purely external circumstances this hope has till now been
frustrated. At the present moment it is still uncertain when Fr Mulders will be able
to resume his scientific work. The present writer has, however, been able to consult
the very extensive and highly valuable manuscripts and notes of Fr G. Mulders, and
wishes to express his gratitude for the loan of these writings as well as for many
precious indications received in the course of private consultations.

We shall refer later to the attitude of several professional theologians who examined
and approved of the opinions of Fr G. Mulders before they were published for tho
first time in Verbum.
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Dr N. Sanders, O.F.M.

'Het ongedoopte kind in het andere leven.' (The unbaptized
infant in the other life), published in: Studia Catho/ica, Nijmegen,
23, 1948, pp. 125-38.

Dr Sanders defends the position of Prof. G. Mulders against an
attack made by Dom Diepen, O.S.B. in Studia Catholica, 1947, pp.
194-215, 1948, pp. 18-38, 65-8: 'De predestinatie der kinderen',
and states clearly that the traditional view is, according to him,
not a theologically certain thesis:

'The question is, therefore, a completely free one, and we want
to make use of this freedom, to pronounce ourselves in favour of
the milder view' (p, 125).

Dr Sanders defends a theory which I have never met elsewhere.
He is of the opinion that Adam, by sinning, did not lose habitual
supernatural faith, and that a corresponding supernatural habitual
disposition is hence transmitted to infants, even after the Fall.
In this sense, no infant would ever die with original sin only. The
habitual disposition of supernatural faith not being sufficient for
actual salvation, Fr Sanders envisages a special type of justification
through supernatural charity and grace, infused into the souls of
these infants at death, in consequence of a right choice made in
virtue of habitual faith and actual grace.

Cfr. also:
Dr IV. Sanders, O.F.M.

'Katholieke Godsdienstleer' (Catholic Doctrine), Utrecht, 1944,
pp. 106-07, where the author shows already marked tendencies
towards the liberal view, without, however, saying a word as to
its speculative justification.

Dr Sanders has for many years been professor of theology for
the Dutch students of his Order, as well as a member of the board
of editors of Studio Catholica to which he has contributed regularly.

Ons Geloof (Our Faith).
'A monthly for questions of religious science.' Antwerpen, 30,

1948. On the lot of infants dying unbaptized in re: cfr. pp. 181-4.

In these pages the review publishes an account of the three
articles of Prof. G. Mulders in Verbum, without making any negative
commentary, but, on the contrary, rather in the spirit of approval.
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J. F. Van de Gent.

Godsdiensthandboek voor volwassenen. (Manual of religious
instruction for adults, particularly for those engaged in hospital
work.) Haarlem, Antwerpen, 1950, p. 124.

Fr Van de Gent mentions the traditional and the liberal views;
he introduces them by saying respectively:

'The majority of theologians are of the opinion ...
Some theologians are of the opinion . . .'

He adds in both cases that we do not know anything on this
question through revelation (p. 124).

The simple juxtaposition of the two opposed 'opinions' of
theologians, the absence of any nota theologica assigned to the
traditional view, as well as the added remark quoted above, make
it difficult (or even impossible) to believe that the author considers
the stricter view to be a theologically certain thesis.

Dr N. G. M. Van Doornik-S. Jelsma-A, Van de Lisdonk.

De Triptiek van het Godsrijk. Handboek van de Katholieke Leer.

On the lot of unbaptized infants, cfr. p. 232.
The authors certainly do not suppose that the traditional view is

a theologically certain thesis:

'The problem of the fate of the unbaptized child remains an open
problem. God can sanctify the soul of a child without Baptism
that is clear. Whether he does so, and how, wecannot tell. He wishes
to sanctify all men, and Christ died for all children. Nevertheless,
the Providence of God remains a secret: the secret of his love
traces out its own ways, far above anything which we can piece
together from any combination of texts drawn from Scripture'
(p.232).

This work was recently translated into English by Rev. John
Greenwood, and published by Sands, 1954, under the title:

The Triptych oJ the Kingdom. A Handbook oJ the Catholic Faith.
A 'Course of instruction' for enquirers on the Faith, under the
auspices of the Una Sancta Movement.

We have taken our English translation from this work, which
appeared with the Imprimatur of the archdiocese of Westminster.
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Cfr. also:

Dr N. G. M. Van Doornik.

De kleine Triptiek. (The small Triptych), Utrecht, Antwerpen,
1952, p. 94.

'The Church has never officially pronounced herself about the
lot of the souls of unbaptized infants. Many theologians have their
own opinions on the subject, but nobody is capable of understanding
God's plans with certainty as long as He does not reveal them.
But if we consider His infinite goodness to man, as well as the fact
that Christ loved children so much and that He died for all men,
we need not be too preoccupied' (p, 94).

Frs Van Doornik, Jelsma and Van de Lisdonk are missionaries
of the Sacred Heart, attached to the work of 'The Open Door',
the best Dutch enquiry centre for would-be converts.

Mgr Dr W. M. J. Koenraadt,Prof Mr J. C. Oomen,Prof DrL.J.Smit.

Verklaring van de Katechismus der Nederlandse Bisdommen.
(Explanation of the Catechism of the Dutch dioceses), Part III,
s'Hertogenbosch, 1952.

On our subject: pp. 306-10.

According to this commentary which is the most approved of in
Holland, the Church pronounces herself only on the lot of those
who die in original sin: but this is not to say that children who die
unbaptized in re, do, in actual fact, die in original sin (p. 306).

Speaking of the doctrine of the theologians, the book subsequently
explains the traditional view and then makes mention also of wider
views. The latter are said not to have proved their doctrine and
hence to be of no great authority, since we have no positive
indications for the possibility of these children really being saved
without the sacramentum in reo It is nevertheless said explicitly that
the question is not decided upon and that the theologians are therefore
obliged to continue their work of investigation (p, 310).

This attitude is tantamount to the theological qualification:
'the traditional view is probabilior, or even probabilissimus; but
the explanation given by this semi-official commentary certainly
excludes the qualification:

'the traditional view is theologically certain, and hence: the wider
views are temerarious or even erroneous in fide.'
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Dr theol. W. Bless, SJ.9

'Het derde en vierde deel van de katechismus der Nederlandse
Bisdommen.' (The third and fourth part of the Catechism of the
Dutch dioceses.) A review of the aforementioned work of Mgr
Koenraadt-Oomen-Smit, in De Linie, a Jesuit-edited weekly.
Amsterdam, Saturday, 19 Dec. 1953, no. 403, p. 4, col. 4 and 5.

Fr Bless expresses the opinion that 'the very conservative
exposition should here and there have been somewhat more
progressive: for example, on the lot of unbaptized infants .. .'

That Fr Bless does not consider the traditional view to be
theologically certain, follows also from his article:

'Bezinning en uitleg van de Nederlandse Katechismus' (Reflexion
upon and exposition of the Dutch Catechism), a series of articles
published in School en Godsdienst (School and Religion).

On the lot of unbaptized infants: cfr. ibidem:
School en Godsdienst, Maastricht, 1953, pp. 186-7.

Fr Bless recommends a prudent use of the ideas of Fr Mulders
(cfr. above) in catechetical instructions and expositions, and refers
to the Verbum articles of the latter. In no case, he says, should we
propose the traditional view with a degree of certainty which would
not be in correspondence with reality.

Prof Dr H. Schillebeeckx, o.r.
De Sacramentale Heilseconomie. (The sacramental economy of

salvation. 'A theological reflexion on the sacramental doctrine of
S. Thomas in the light of tradition and of the modern sacramenta]
problematic.') Antwerpen, 1952.

Prof. Schillebeeckx pronounces himself strongly in favour of the
doubts against the traditional view :

'It must follow from the universal salvific will of God that every
body must have a real possibility of attaining to heaven. A child
which did not receive baptism through no fault of its own - and
this fault never exists on the part of the child - must therefore still
possess another real chance of heaven. This chance is founded in
the universal idea: Deus non alligatur sacramentis' (p. 612).

'The ecclesiastical documents which say that whosoever dies in
the state of original sin cannot attain to heaven, do not say anywhere

8 Dr Bless is Director of the catechetical centre 'Canisianum', Maastricht Holland
and considered to be an authority on catechetical matters. He is largely responsible
for the formation of Dutch catechists.
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that a child who dies without baptism does in actual fact die in
original sin: and whosoever maintains that children dying without
baptism (viz.without a real chance to be baptized) areper se excluded
from heaven, denies the reality of a gratia sufficiens for this child,
and would have to conclude logically that Christ did not die for
this child' (p. 613).

The author has the following remarks about the means by which
such infants could perhaps be saved:

'The necessity of a real chance of being saved, in the case of the
real impossibility of being baptized, presupposes therefore the
possibility of pre-Sacramental sanctification, which is, in some
way or other based upon a votum baptismi, which in this case is
an unconscious but objective one' (p, 612, ).10

Theologisch Woordenboek.
A theological dictionary, edited by Dr H. Brink, O.P., sub voce:

'Doopsel' (Baptism) a contribution by B. M. (B. Melkert), fasc.
3, Roermond, 1953, col. 1168-94.

, . . . concerning children under the age of reason who die
unbaptized. No binding pronouncement of the Church exists
regarding their lot. There have been theologians (S. Bonaventure,
Cajetan) who were of the opinion that the desire of the parents
(according to Cajetan, if expressed by an outward sign) could in
exceptional cases supply for baptism and thus open heaven for
these children. The majority of theologians, however, do not agree
with this opinion, and Pope Pius V ordered the excision of these
paragraphs from the works of Cajetan. It is therefore the duty of
parents to have their children baptized as soon as possible after
birth.'

A fuller treatment of this question is reserved for the article
'Voorgeborchte' (Limbo), but the corresponding number has not
yet appeared. This fact together with the allusion to only 'exceptional
cases' (which, however, would in the case of Cajetan comprise
whole categories of infants), suggests caution in citing this writer
in favour of the liberal view. It would seem nevertheless that the
author of this article did not want to say that the traditional view
is a theologically certain thesis.
10 Prof. Dr Schillebeeckx has won a high reputation as a specialist in sacramental
theology. H. F. Dondaine, Rev. des se. Ph. et Th., 1953, pp. 747-8 (a review), P.
Smulders, SJ., Bijdragen, 1954, p. 26, speaks of him as the author of an 'extremely
important volume' (in a note added to the written communication 'A preliminary
remark on patristic sacramental doctrine: the unity of the sacramental idea', read at
the First International Patristic Conference, held at Oxford in September 1951).

Prof. Schillebeeckx has announced a fuller treatment of our problem, but I have
so far not been able to verify whether this has appeared in the meantime.
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C. - Publications in the German Language.

(Or mainly destined for German speaking countries.)

P. Parthenius Minges, a.F.M.
Compendium theologiae dogmaticae specialis, II, Ratisbonae, 1922
'Forsitan possible est eos salvos fieri si homines justi viatores

pro eis merita et pretiosum sanguinem Jesu Christi Domini
offerunt ...

Forsitan per principia catholica licet eis adscribere beatitudinem
caelestem, si alii justi pro eis dicto modo interpellant ...

Forsitan etiam parvulis in limbo detentis aperiat caelum a quo
theologiusque adhuc eos passimexcludunt ... etc. (op. cit., pp. 141-4).

Kanonikus Paul R. Pies
'Die Heilsfrage der Heiden'. (The question of the salvation of

pagans), in Abhandlungen aus Missionskunde und Missionsgeschichte.
Abhandlung 40. (Dissertations on missiology and the history of the
Missions. Dissertation n. 40.) Aachen, 1925, 1-19I.

The section devoted to the lot of children dying unbaptized: cfr.
II, 5: 'Das Los der ohne die Taufe sterbenden Kinder', pp. 137-76.

Canon Pies expresses very strong doubts on the theological
certainty of the traditional view, and unambiguously defends the
illumination theory of Prof. Klee."

A. Piekarek.
Lehrbuch [iir den katholischen Religionsunterricht an Mittelschulen.

Das Gottesreich. (Manual for Catholic religious instruction at
secondary schools. The Kingdom of God.) t. III, Diisseldorf, 1928.
On our question: pp. 65-6.

Fr Piekarek apparently does not consider the stricter view to be
a theologically certain doctrine:

'We have no revealed doctrine concerning the newly-born infants
who die unbaptized. We can only form some idea about their lot
in the other life, in accordance with the doctrines of the necessity
of baptism and the possession of sanctifying grace in the moment
of death. But we do not know what God in His love does for these
children.'

Is it possible to write in this sense for students of secondary
schools, if one thinks the traditional view to be a theologically
certain doctrine?

11 The work under consideration is of a high scholarly standing, in conformity with
the general purpose of these Abhandlungen to which outstanding scholars have
contributed.
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P. Michael Bauerle a Neukirch, O.F.M. Cap.

'Das Heil der ohne die Taufe verstorbenen Kinder.' (The lot of
infants who died unbaptized), in Theologie und Glaube, 1935, pp.
727-39·

Fr Bauerle utters strong doubts concerning the theological
certainty of the traditional view. He proposes the theory that
fervent Christian parents can by their prayers and desires merit
de congruo the admission of their child to the beatific vision by means
of a supernatural illumination at death.

Dom Daniel Feuling, O.S.B.

'Katholische Glaubenslehre'. Einfiihrung in Das theologische
Leben fur wei/ere Kreise. (The Catholic doctrine. Introduction to
Theology for wider circles.) Salzburg, 1937.

Dom Feuling suggests that children may have the possibility
of eliciting a free act far earlier than is commonly thought, and that
God might give particularly strong graces to children dying without
baptism by water (p. 902).

This doctrine should be understood in connexion with what
Dom Feuling says elsewhere concerning the freedom required in
any person who is going to be baptized in re:

'In the reception of the sacrament itself, the child- just as any
other person who is going to be baptized, adults not excluded
receives, as a first participation in baptismal grace, a certain grace
of preparationand accommodation, through which thechildpossesses
an infused, actual, supernatural (but not conceptual) knowledge,
and a likewise infused actual and supernatural freedom to make a
non-conceptual decision. In this way the child possesses that degree
of actual spirituality which is necessary for the free reception of the
freely given grace.' (p. 725)

In the light of this doctrine, which is explicitly said to be applicable
even in the case of a child in utero, it may be suggested that the above
quoted doctrine on unbaptized children really tends to question
the thesis according to which all unbaptized persons dying under
the age of reason are lost. It is in this sense that one must under
stand what the author says on p. 901 concerning the doctrine of
Limbo.
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Prof Dr Michael Schmaus.

Katholische Dogmatik, IV, I. Die Lehre von den Sakramenten.
(Catholic Dogma, IV, I. The doctrine of the sacraments.) jrd and
4th revised version, Munchen, 1952 (ist edition, 1941).

Prof. Schmaus begins by saying that nothing has been revealed
to us about the lot of infants dying unbaptized in re, but that on
the basis of the traditional view it could only be maintained with
difficulty that God would seriously wish their salvation without
at the same time arresting the ordinary course of nature or without
impeding the free actions of adults through the intervention of
which infants die unbaptized. He then concludes:

'Since revelation is silent about the difficult question of the lot
of infants dying unbaptized, it will be best to answer this question
by the belief in the universal salvific will of God. This latter
guarantees that nobody will be lost without his own personal guilt'
(p. 161; italics ours).

Limbo is said to have the great disadvantage that neither Scripture
nor Tradition know anything about a state of natural perfection:

'It is moreoverquestionablewhether this theory takes the universal
salvific will of God seriously enough' (p. 162).

With regard to the concrete means by which such infants could
be saved, Prof. Schmaus mentions, but does not declare positively
for, the following possibilities: the illumination theory of Klee,
the doctrine of Cajetan concerning the desires of the parents,
or the doctrine of death as a quasi-sacrament of salvation (p. 162).

Cfr, also M. Schmaus: 'Von den letzten Dingen' (De Novissimis),
Munster, 1948, p. 191 ff.12

Prof Dr Karl Rahner, SJ.

(a) 'Die Zugehorigkeit zur Kirche nach der Lehre der Enzyklika
Pius' XII 'Mystici Corporis'.' (The doctrine of the Encyclical
of Pius XII 'Mystici Corporis' on 'belonging to the Church'.
in Zeitschrift fur katholische Theologie, 69, 1947, pp. 129-88.)

12 Prof. Dr Schmaus is professor ordinarius of theology at the University of Munich.
Besides a good number of strictly scientific publications mainly dealing with the
history of dogma, he has gained a considerable reputation as author of the quoted
Katholische Dogmatik. This huge work went in a short time through four editions
and is, no doubt, most widely used in German-speaking seminaries.
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(b) De gratia Christi; Summa praelectionum in usum privatum
auditorum ordinata. Oeniponte, ed. 3a, 1950-1: tho I, De
universalitate voluntatis salvificae, op. cit., p. 5 S.

At various points of his article in the Zeitschrift fur katholische
Theologie, Fr Rahner seems to suggest cautiously that the question
of the lot of unbaptized infants is not yet solved in the sense of a
theologically certain doctrine of their perpetual damnation.

Cfr. pp. 157, 162, 188, etc.
That we may indeed assume that this is the mind of Fr Rahner,

may be gathered from the following paragraph in his treatise De
gratia Christi:

'IV. Non quaerimus in hac thesi ... de voluntate salvifica Dei
erga parvulos. (Cfr. Lercher, IV, I, tho 25; NB. Lercher defends the
traditional view.)

Attamen notandum est moveripossedubia circa praesuppositionem
huius thesis, sc. infantes sine baptismo morientes non posse salvari.

Vide de hac quaestione aliquam discussionem (G. Mulders, H.
Diepen, N. Sanders) expositam a G. Mulders: "Rond het Limbus
vraagstuk", Bijdragen9, (1948), 209-44' (op. cit., p. 5)13

Fr Otto Karrer.
Das ReligiOse in der Menschheit und das Christentum. (The religious

element in humanity and Christianity.) ath edition, 1949.
Fr Karrer speaks only incidentally of our problem (in connexion

with the theory of Card. BilIot, that many persons who are adults
physically are nevertheless children in the moral order, and hence
destined after death for something like Limbo).

The words of Fr Karrer are, however, sufficiently clear to give
him a place in a bibliography concerned with the destiny of
unbaptized infants:

, ... wiedie ungetauften Kinder, die vorzeitigsterben: sie konnten
nach der gewohnlichen Ansicht- nicht der iibernatiirlichen Seligkeit
teilhaftig werden . . .

Allein die Annahme eines solchen Mittelzustandes zwischen
"Himmel" und "Holle" ist keine Glaubenslehre. Wenn sie als
theologische Meinung auch viel verbreitet ist, so lehnen sie andere
wie Klee, Laurent, Pies, mit beachtenswerten Grunden ab.'

13 Dr Karl Rahner is professor of dogmatic theology at Innsbruck, and is widely
known on account of his numerous publications on matters of patristic and
speculative theology. . ..

His codex De gratia Christi, though widely known outside Innsbruck - It ISquoted
in the works of Schmaus and Semmelroth - has never been published officially. I have
therefore obtained Fr Rahner's permission to publish this fragment.
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Klee and Pies are, as it will be remembered, strong defenders of
the possibility of salvation for these infants, while Laurent inserted
this doctrine as a probable one in his catechism. Fr Karrer calls
their reasons 'beachtenswert' (worth noticing, important) in as
far as they reject Limbo, and he calls the traditional view concerning
the perpetual loss of these infants a 'gewohnliche Ansicht' (the
usual, the more common opinion). These are sufficient indications
that the traditional view is not considered by him to be a theologically
certain doctrine.

This book of Fr Karrer has been translated into French, English,
Dutch and Hungarian. I understand from the author that no
difficulty was ever raised against this paragraph even though it
goes counter to the traditional view.

Herderkorrespondenz 'Orbis Catholicus'.

(a) 'Das Schicksal der ohne die Taufe sterbenden Kinder.' (The
lot of infants dying unbaptized.) Jahrgang 1Il, 1948-9, pp. 506-08.

The Herderkorrespondenz gives here a summary account of the
article of the abbe Boudes in the Nouvelle Revue Theologique (cf.
above). The commentary is favourable rather than the reverse.

'The thesis here proposed is the personal opinion of a theologian.
But the Belgian Jesuits have given it hospitality, and in this way a
certain authority. And rightly. Because this thesis concernsa dogma
the thorough penetration of which has fallen to our period in the
history of theology.' ('Mit Recht, denn sie zieht ein Dogma in
Betracht, dessen allseitige Durchdringung unserem Zeitalter von
der Geschichte der Theologie aufgegeben ist' (p. 506 ; italics ours).

(b) Jahrgang VII, 1952-3, Idem, pp. 270-3.

A similar account of the discussions held in the Irish Ecclesiastical
Record (see below). The account given by the Herderkorrespondenz
is a summary of an article by Fr H. Drinkwater in the DOWNSIDE

REVIEW, Winter 1952-3 (see below), which is said to have closed
the controversy. The article of Fr Drinkwater is in favour of the
milder views (see below)."

14 The Herderkorrespondenz is one of the most influential, if not the most influential
ofCatholic publications for German intellectuals. Theologians ofrepute are responsible
for the theological sections.
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Josef Hassler.

Handbuch zum Katechismus. (Manual on the Catechism), t. II.
Von der Gnade. (On grace), Luzern, 1949.

Fr Hiissler gives first an explanation of the traditional view,
which he evidently thinks to be the more reasonable one to teach.
He nevertheless does not seem to consider this view to be a theolo
gically certain one, or he could not possibly have added the following
lines in favour of the illumination theory or similar suggestions:

'Perhaps God also grants them the possibility of a trial, so that
they will be able to decide either for or against Him' (p. 56).

P. Franz S. Kroesbacher, S.J.

'Was ist mit den ungetauft gestorbenen Kindem?' (What is the
lot of children who died unbaptized?) in Der Grosse Entschluss,
Monatsschrift fur aktives Christentum. Wien (8), 1952, pp. 175-8.

Fr Kroesbacher manifests strong doubts about the traditional
view. Following the article in L'Anneau d'Or (see above), he suggests
the combined theories of Frs Heris and Laurenge (see above),
with the possible exception of those children who have been deprived
by their parents of both natural and supernatural life (cf. especially
the case of abortion)."

Prof Dr Karl Adam.

On account of the great influence and authority of Prof. Dr Karl
Adam of Tiibingen University, the following authorized account
will also be of interest:

When privately informed by Dr Klemens Tillmann, 'one of the
authors of the new unified German catechism' (cfr. Lumen Vitae,
International Review of Religious Education, Vol. V, 1950, n. 4,
p. 563), that Prof. Adam in his public lectures did not propose the
stricter view as a theologically certain thesis, the present writer,

16 This article was taken over by the Jesuit-edited Austrian weekly: Das Offene Wort
(7), 1953, 14 Marz, n. 1I. It was presented as a 'Leseprobe', i.e. as a specimen of the
quality of the articles contained in 'Der Grosse Entschluss'.

The fact that precisely this article should have been chosen as a recommendation,
is certainly a strong indication of the mind of the editors of Das Offene Wort, viz.
that they are favourably disposed towards the liberal view.
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after having in vain searched for any published statements of Prof.
Adam to this effect, proposed to him the following question:

'Utrum de fidedefinita vel salternutpote theologice certum constet:
nullum infantem baptismo aquae (seu in aqua administrato) non
baptizatum - salvo casu martyrii aut exceptionalis prorsus
interventionis Dei - in regnum caelorum intrare posse?'

His reply was given in the negative:
'mihi de hac thesi non theologice certo constat,'

together with his kind permission to publish this statement.l"
To this section of our bibliography we may also add the following

interesting statement:

Dr Wi/hem Stockums.

Das Los der ohne die Taufe sterbenden Kinder. Ein Beitrag zur
Heilslehre. (The lot of infants dying unbaptized. A contribution to
the doctrine of Redemption). Freiburg im Breisgau, 1923.

The work of Dr Stockums, which, as I said, is one of the best
known and still very valuable monographs on our subject, cannot
be quoted as a defence of the liberal theories. We find nevertheless
the following rather surprising statement:

, . . . As to our judgement on the theory of Klee (illumination
theory) ... I do not think it possible to attack it theologically and
ecclesiastically, in as far as it does not claim more than a special
type of baptism of desire. This doctrine has, therefore, never been
disapproved of by the Church, and everybody is free to defend it'
(pp. 102-03).

The author then proceeds to reject the theory of Klee, mainly on
psychological grounds.

Even though Stockums is a convinced defender of Limbo and
should therefore not simply be quoted as opposed to the classic
view, this passage is extremely interesting since it stands in open
contradiction to the assertion that the liberal views are in any
form whatever theologically untenable, temerarious, erroneous in
fide, or even heretical.

16 Prof. Adam who for many years has been exercising a powerful influence on the
theological formation of large sections of the German clergy, is the author of a series
of scientific publications (including some highly appreciated essays on the theology of
St Augustine), as well as of several widely diffused books for Catholic intellectuals.
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D. - Publications in the Spanish Language.

(Or destined for a Spanish-speaking public.)

P. Michael Bduerle a Neukirch, O.F.M. Cap.
'De baptismo in voto quoad infantes praemorientes parentum

piorum' published in the Catalan periodical Estudis Franciscans,
any XXVIII, Vol. 46, Gener-Juny 1934,Barcelona-Sarria, pp. 16-31.

This article expresses the same ideas as are proposed in the
German article of Fr Bauerle (see above); only the composition,
style, etc. are somewhat different.

Juan Garcia Plaza de San Luis.
'Existe el limbo de los nifios? Ensayo de studio teologico.' (Does

the children's limbo exist? A theological essay) in Revista Ecclesiastica,
VIII, 1. X, 1936, pp. 113-55.

Fr Plaza de San Luis is strongly opposed to the thesis that
unbaptized infants are certainly excluded from the beatific vision:

'The more I study the question, the more I am convinced that
Limbo is simply and purely a scholastic invention, with no more
theological foundation than a difficulty which could not be solved
by the theologians ...

We believe sincerely that there are no clear and decisive reasons
whatever for such an exclusion (of these infants from the beatific
vision), nay, on the contrary, that there are reasons, and profound
ones in favour of their non-exclusion' (p. 114).

On pp. 137 ff. the author shows an inclination to opt for the
illumination theory."

Prof Dr F. Puso, SJ.
'Se salvan les nifios muertos sin Bautismo? '(Are unbaptized

children saved?) in Orientacion Catequtstica, ano IX, 1949, pp.
198-200.

Fr Puso gives here a summary of the article of Abbe Boudes in
the Nouvelle Revue Theologique (see above), and makes the
following statement:

'It is sufficient to cast a glance at the reviews of ecclesiastical
science during these last five years to see at once that the current
doctrine on these infants according to which they remain, more
or less happy or unhappy, outside the way of salvation, but in any

17 Fr Plaza is Professor of Dogmatic Theology at Cuenca.
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case without any relationship whatever to Christ and the super
natural world, is, indeed, far from being a definite and obligatory
doctrine in the Church, and that the questioncan to-day be believed
to be an open one.

As long as the Church, which alone cannot fail in these matters,
does not impose a way which we have to follow, the theologian can
and must, with his methods, enquire and prepare the way for more
satisfactory solutions' (p, 198).

And he concludes, after giving an exposition of the article of
the abbe Boudes:

'We have wished to inform the catechists on this new aspect of
the theological doctrine. It is important for us to know the degree
of certainty of those affirmations which are made by the text books
from which we take our information, and not to pass on to others
doctrines which we qualify as certain, and on which, in actual fact,
the Church does not seemto havesaid her last word yet .. .' (p. 200).

This article of Fr Puso was, without any commentary, reproduced
in the official paper of the Spanish Catholic Action: Ecclesia, 14
deenero 1950,. pp. 9-10, whence it passed into various diocesan
bulletins (e.g. that of the Archdiocese of Burgos).

In 1953 Father Puso published an open letter: 'Carta Abierta'
(Orientaci6n Catequistica, ano XIII, pp. 69-70), in which he spoke
of the private reactions his first article had provoked both from the
defenders of the classic view and their opponents. He protested that
his only intention had been to draw the attention of the Spanish
catechists to the article of Boudes, and that he had never intended
to defend the theory of Boudes. He also complained that his name
had frequently been abused in this sense. Nevertheless, not even
in this Carta Abierta, was it said explicitly that the modern doubts
against the classic view are theologically untenable. The Carta
Abierta was, to my knowledge, published neither in Ecclesia nor
anywhere else.

Whatever the private opinion of Dr Puso may be, it remains an
interesting fact that his commentary on the article of the abbe
Boudes was published in the Spanish catechist paper of Mgr
Tusquets, and still more, that it found its way into the pages of a
review like Ecclesia.

To my knowledge, no adverse commentary on Fr Puso's article
was ever published in Spain."
II Father Puso is Professor of Sacred Scripture at the Gregorian University, Rome.
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E. - Publications in the Italian Language.

My information on the Italian publications is almost certainly
inadequate, since I have not been able to return to Italy for an
accurate research.

That the problem has during the last decades not been completely
outside the interest of the Italian clergy may be evident from the
following statement in Perfice Munus:

'De infantium conditione sine baptismo decedentium.' Da molte
parti e ripetutamenteci sono pervenuti quesiti sulla sorte dei bambini
che muoiono senza battesimo, Pubblichiamo percio questo caso
tratto dal 'Bulletino del Clero' della Diocesi di Trento (maggio
giugno 1939). (Perfice Munus, 1941, pp. 139-45; the quotation:
p. 139.)

The case of conscience published in the Bulletino del Clero and
here reproduced by Perfice Munus as an answer to the manifold
queries, defends the stricter view and the obligatory character of
the latter. This article can therefore not be quoted as a witness to
the liberal views. It is only mentioned here so as to show that
before the beginning of the recent controversies, the traditional
doctrine was not everywhere in Italy considered to be a clearly
obligatory one.

A. Beni - (S. Cipriani)

La vera Chiesa - (Le Fonti della Rivelazione), Firenze, 1953.

The author of the first part (A. Beni) refers to our problem
mainly on page 445, note. He does not make any positive assertion,
but leaves nevertheless no doubt that he does not think the
traditional view to be, as generally presented, a theologically certain
doctrine:

'What are we to think of children who die unbaptized before
attaining to the age of reason? (He then states the traditional view
which he criticizes as follows.) When revelation affirms that God
wills all men to be saved, no distinction between adults and infants
seems to be envisaged . . . How are we to reconcile this universal
principle with the common opinion? If no one is to be excluded from
Christ and his Church except through his own fault, etc.'

It is worth noting that the anonymous reviewer of this work
in La Civilta Cattolica (a semi-official publication) refers to
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the liberal views in general as: 'an opinion of some modern
theologians which the teaching of the Church does not so far
(fin qui) seem to favour' (anno 104, Vol. IV. ottobre 3, 1953.
quad. 2479, p. 79)·

F. - Publications in the English and American Languages.

George M. Fangauer, O.S.F.S., Ph.D., D.D.

'Can the Illumination theory give a satisfactory answer?' in
The Homiletic and Pastoral Review, Aug. Sept., Oct., 1946. (Having
studied these articles in offprints, I am unable to give the exact pages.)

Fr Fangauer is strongly convinced that the traditional thesis is
not a theologically certain one, and defends the Illumination theory
of Prof. Klee emphatically.

John M. Cooper, D.D.

'Religious Outlines for Colleges, Course I,' The Catholic Education
Press, Washington, D.C., 1949.

'That unbaptized infants and adult heathens are infallibly damned
is a tenet utterly opposed to all that Catholic principles teach us of
God's goodness and mercy and justice. We shall deal with the point
more in detail in the section on Baptism' (p, 21).

'Two questions, however, arise regarding the necessity of Baptism
for salvation: How can unbaptized adults such as Jews or
Mohammedans or pagans be saved? And what of unbaptized children?
As for unbaptized infants, it is well to distinguish between what is
certain or of faith, and what is not. It is a matter of faith that original
sin on the soul is a bar to the beatific vision. It is certain, on the
other hand, that the child will not undergo the sufferings of hell.
for God would not in his justice make the child suffer thus for a
sin he did not himself commit. It is more than certain that Christ
died for all humanity. Given these accepted Catholic premises, what
is the solution? The more common one suggested is that infants
dying without baptism will not be totally separated from God and
will enjoy a natural happiness, but not the beatific vision proper.
A less common one is that God may perhaps take away original
sin by some means other than Baptism - as in pre-Christian days 
some means of which he has not told us. To act, however, on this
second assumption would be very hazardous. Practically - and it is
the practical viewpoint in which the Church is chiefly interested
the rule of action urgently demanded by our knowledge and by our
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lack of knowledge, and as urgently ordained by the Church is:
Take no chances; play safe:19 baptize the child as early as possible'
(pp, 164-5).

Preliminary Note on the Discussions in the'Irish Ecclesiastical Record'.

In the English-speaking countries of Europe, the question of the
destiny of infants dying unbaptized in re was recently brought to the
attention of wider theological circles by a lengthy controversy in
the Irish Ecclesiastical Record:

I.E.R., 1950, pp. 436-43 (a query of 'Parochus' with a reply by
Dr McCarthy in favour of the stricter view).

I.E.R., 1951, pp. 61-6 (a criticism. of the former reply of Dr
McCarthy by 'Parochus II', and a further statement of the former).

I.E.R., 1951, pp. 453-7 (continuation of the discussion of Dr
McCarthy - Parochus II,

I.E.R., 1951, pp. 319-25 with a sideline occasioned by the query
of 'Decanus').

In this controversy, only Parochus II manifested persistent
doubts on the theological certainty of the traditional view.

F. H. Drinkwater.
'The Baptism invisible and its extent' in THE DOWNSIDE REVIEW,

Winter, 1952-3, pp. 25-42 (also published in a separate, practically
unchanged reprint).

Fr Drinkwater gives in this article an account of the discussions
held in the columns of the I.E.R., and shows on this and other
occasions marked sympathies for the opinion that the traditional
thesis is not a theologically certain one.

'Of these infants we can only say that, as far as we are told by the
Faith, they would have gained no right to heaven, and we can only
leave them to the mercy of God. That is quite different from saying
that we knowfor certain that they are excludedfrom heaven.' (p, 9).

Cfr. in this same sense the following other publications of Fr
Drinkwater:

'Do unbaptized babies go to Heaven?' in The Sower. A quarterly
journal of Catholic Education, No. 175, April 1950, pp. 68-9 (D.
gives here a translated summary of the articles of Fr Puso in
Orientacion Catequistica, 1949, see above).

18 We are back in home waters now, with a vengeance! (ED.)
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'The babies and the Theologians', ibid., No. 176, July 1950,
pp. 94-5; with the clear statement that the traditional view is not
theologically certain:

'For the present at any rate, the problem is still the subject of
discussion'.

'The Abbreviated Catechism with explanations,' London, 1950.
'Q. 256: What is Baptism ... As regards the babies who die

unbaptized, we can be content to leave them in God's hands' (p. 57).
See also the humorous little anecdote reported in The Sower,

April, 1954,pp. 40-1.

Dom Bruno Webb, O.S.B.

'Unbaptized infants and the quasi-sacrament of death,' in THE

DOWNSIDE REVIEW, Summer 1953, pp. 243-57.

Dom Webb manifests a strong conviction that the traditional
view is not theologically certain. His theory can be summarized as
follows:

'It is important to realize that neither of the opinions so far
prevalent are anything more than opinions' (p. 250).

'Death never comes to anyone, whether adult or infant, except
as a channel of grace' (p. 247).

At the moment of death, Mother Church exercises her own faith
and charity in the souls of these infants who die without baptism
in re, operating through the quasi-sacrament of death just as through
the sacrament itself, and moreover by virtue of the latter.

This article was reviewedby Dom Robeyns, O.S.B., in Les Questions
liturgiques et paroissiales, n. 2 Mars-Avril, 1954,n. 194, p. 84:

'II (Dom Webb) part d'une consideration philosophique: la
personne humaine est contenu deja essentiellement mais non inte
gralement dans l'enfant des sa conception; et d'une double donnee
biblique, a savoir: Ie parallele entre Ie Christ Sauveur et Adam dans
leur fonction vis-a-vis de l'humanite, ainsi que l'affirmation certaine
de I'universalite du salut. Voici la these qu'il s'efforce d'accrediter,
Pour les enfants morts sans bapteme, la mort agirait comme un
quasi-sacrement en vertu de leur participation, dans le Christ, a la
mort redemptrice. Certains temoignages patristiques peuvent etre
interpretes dans ce sens. L'inconsistence des conceptions au sujet
des Iimbesest un autre argument, indirect. Dom W. ne cite la Iiturgie
qu'incidemment. La question se pose si dans nos documents
liturgiques il aurait pu trouver d'autres appuis pour ces considerations
qu'il soumet a l'attention des theologiens.'
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Worship.

In an editorial on sacramental theology. St John's Abbey
(Collegeville, Minnesota), May, 1953, pp. 325-6.

'Our reading over the past several years has brought conviction
that the theory of the abbe Boudes (which is essentially the theory of
Cajetan) is tenable, and maybeproposed as a probableopinion' (326).

In the same note it was also said:

'We plan to have a full-length article on the subject in an early
issue' (ibid.). This article has not yet appeared.

To these publications in the English language, must be added
the recently published translation of the Dutch work of Van
Doornik-Jelsma-Van de Lisdonk: The Triptych of the Kingdom
(referred to above), which appeared with the Imprimatur of the
Archdiocese of Westminster.

5. Some Reflexions on the Bibliography

It is inevitably somewhat boring to work one's way through a
long list of authors, especially if it has not been the intention of the
compiler to give a fully specified account of the opinions defended
by the individual writers. It is therefore possible that more than
one reader has been brought to the limit of his patience.

It seems nevertheless important to collect such data and to
publish them at some length, since up to now no similar survey
seems to exist, with the unhappy consequences which I hinted
at earlier in this article. On the basis of the data provided, it should
in future be possible to substantiate the following statements,
which I present under the form of reflexions on our bibliography.

(a) The opinion that the traditional view is not a theologically
certain thesis, is fairly widespread and seems to be spreading
fairly rapidly.

The enumeration of more than sixty publications of about fifty
different authors seems to justify this statement without further
comment; especially if it be kept in mind that these writers are of
different nationality, different sections of the Clergy, and of different
rank in the Church.

Moreover, I cannot claim to have given a complete bibliography.
It has been my intention to be exhaustive as far as scientific articles
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wholly dedicated to our problem are concerned, and in this I hope
I have succeeded; as to the other data I feel that my efforts have
been inadequate. A prolonged research in libraries of different
countries would perhaps double the quantity of our data.

I must also point out that I have not included in the bibliography
all those writers, who, while not pronouncing themselves against
the liberal views,do nevertheless not givesufficientlyclear indications
that they consider these doubts to be theologically tenable.

Finally, it should of course not be forgotten that not everybody
who is favourably disposed towards these views has committed
himself to them in writing so as to be counted in our bibliography.

(b) Doubts concerning the theological certainty of the traditional
view are found in a fair number of publications destined for
future priests and for those already engaged on pastoral duty.

The Latin text book of P. Minges, the Italian one of Rev. Beni
(Fiesole), and particularly the very widely spread Dogmatik of Dr
Schmaus (Munich) can be quoted in this sense, just as well as the
well-known codex of Fr K. Rahner (Innsbruck), and the oral
teaching of Prof. Karl Adam (Tiibingen). The publications of Fr
Heris (Le Saulchoir, France) and Fr Glorieux (Lille) appear to be
quotable in the same sense, and most probably also the teaching
of the other professors of theology enumerated above. I have more
over been able personally to verify the already well-known fact
that these doubts are sympathetically proposed to the students of a
fair number of theological faculties and seminaries.

If we turn next to publications destined for the use of the clergy
already working in the vineyard, we find that not a few defend the
wider theories, or at least suggest very clearly that the stricter view
need not to be considered as a theologically certain doctrine.
(Cf. my references to L'Union, La Maison Dieu, the Revue
ecclesiastique de Liege, L'Ami du Clerge (A. Bride), The Homiletic
and Pastoral Review etc. to which one might add the catechetical
papers mentioned above).

The case of a bishop openly defending the larger views in two
consecutive Lenten Pastorals is surely highly exceptional, but
the fact of these theories having found an entrance into one or other
theological dictionary of scientific standing is obviously significant.
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(c) The doubts raised against the traditional view are exerclsmg
influence on the actual catechetical teaching and on the
instruction of the faithful.

Anybody who compares the recent unified and other modern
catechisms with the catechisms of previous times, will notice that
in a great number of cases they are either absolutely silent or else
far more reserved, where former editions appear to be more out
spoken in favour of the traditional view.

This fact seemed to me to be of such importance that I found it
necessary to obtain first-hand information from an international
field of experts in catechetical matters. In a good number of cases
I was informed that these omissions were explicitly due to the fact
that, according to the present state of the question in theological
science, it would not be desirable to insert into the catechism a
doctrine which to all appearances, was not so certain as people
had usually believed hitherto; and that an omission of this doctrine
would not necessarily cause prejudice to the doctrine of the
obligation of baptizing infants as soon as possible, provided that
an adequate exposition of this obligation was given simultaneously.
It was evident at the same time that a fair number of these experts
were favourably disposed towards the doubts on the traditional
view, but that they did not want to mention these doubts in the
text of the catechism itself as long as the theological basis of these
doubts had not been strengthened.

As to the recent commentaries on catechetical instruction, both of
elder children and adults, and other publications destined for the laity,
I have enumerated enough examples to substantiate my assertion.

(d) The attitude of certain sections of the Magisterium ordinarium.
I do not, of course, pretend that this spread of doubts raised

against the theological certainty of the traditional thesis is, taken
by itself, a really decisive factor in favour of their tenability. It is,
however, an important phenomenon, not only in so far as it shows
the urgent need of clarification of this problem, implying the need
for caution in condemning out of hand a doctrine which has found
favour with a good many serious theologians, but also, and
principally, in so far as it shows that quite considerable sections of
the magisterium ordinarium do not think it either temerarious, let
alone erroneous in fide or heretical, to defend or to divulge these
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doubts. It simply cannot be suggested that all the ecclesiastical
censors of these publications and the ecclesiastical authorities
finallyresponsible for the Imprimatur granted to them, were unaware
of what they were doing when they declared that nothing against
faith or morals wascontained in theworks on which they pronounced.
This cannot be presupposed, I say, since the traditional view is
very well known, and since there has been, from the beginning, a
strong opposition to any attempt at overthrowing it. 20

I am not surprised, therefore, to find that the admissibility of
publishing doubts against the nota theologica of the traditional

10 I have limited myself to giving a bibliography of those writers who have pronounced
themselves in favour of the tenability of the doubts raised against the traditional
view. There is hardly any need to give a full bibliography of those publications which
defend the traditional view, since it is decidedly the more common opinion. So as
to avoid all misunderstandings, it may nevertheless be useful to indicate some
publications which were directly intended as warning against all or some modem
attempts to overthrow the traditional view.
French-speaking countries: besides the numerous notes of Mgr A. Michel, already

referred to above:
J. Lelievre: 'Sort des enfants morts sans bapteme,' in La Pensee Catholique, 1948,

pp. 43-59 (against Union and Heris),
F. Cayre: 'Une retractation de S. Augustin', in L'Annee theologique augustinienne,

1952, pp. 131-43, and the introductory note to the above mentioned article of
Fr M. Laurenge (against Laurenge and Mulders).

G. de Broglie: 'Notes sur la doctrine du peche originel' in No. 16, de la 'Catho'
(Institut Catholique de Paris), no date, p. 9.

Dutch-speaking countries:
H. Diepen, O.S.B.: 'De predestinatie der kinderen' in Studia Catholica, 1947,

pp. 194-215, 1948, pp. 18-39, 65-68. (against the Verbum articles of Fr Mulders).
F. De Pauw: '''Rond het Lot der ongedoopte kinderen,' in Collectanea

Mechliniensia, Periodici dioecesani, t. XXXIV, fasc, VI, Nov. 1949, pp.658-88.
The author discusses the views of Mulders, Sanders and Boudes and finds them
"not convincing". His judgement on their theological untenability is, however,
far more reserved.'

Spanish-speaking countries:
Hilario Yaben: 'Nuestro juicio,' in Revista Ecclesiastica, 1936, pp. 155-76 (against

Dr Plaza de S. Luis).
Jorge Sily, S.J.: 'Pueden s alvarse los niiios sin el bautismo?' in Ciencia y Fe (S.

Miguel), Julio-Dicembre, pp. 7-26 (not directed against any particular author).
Italian-speaking countries:

Cfr. our above references to Perfice Munus, which reprints the Bulletino del
clero della diocesi di Trento; and to the reviews of the work of Fr Beni resp, in
Gregorianum and La Civilta Cattolica.

English (or American) speaking countries:
Cfr. besides the answers given by Dr McCarthy in the I.E.R. (see above):

J. Le Blanc, C.J.M.: 'Children's Limbo theory or doctrine?' in The American
Ecclesiastical Review, 1947, pp. 161-83 (against Fr Fangauer).

W. O'Connor: 'Is the Limbo of infants an hypothesis?' in Homiletic and Pastoral
Review, 1947, pp. 273-9.

to whom one may most probably add all those writers who in recent times continue
to teach the traditional viewwhile stating that it is an at least theologically certain thesis.
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thesis had previously been considered with care and attention by
those responsible for the final publication. 21

It will be evident that Fr Leeming's statements are not borne
out by the evidence suggested by our bibliographical data. And
this not only as far as pure numbers are concerned ('some writers'
'those few'). Of greater importance is the recognized status of some
champions of these doubts against the classic thesis, and the fact that
the spread of these doubts has so far been tolerated. If it be true that:

'Theologians of all nations, of all Orders, of all schools of thought
throughout centuries, have thought that it is the traditional faith of
the Church that infants dying unbaptized are excluded from heaven',

and that we therefore may ask:
'Upon what subject, before a formal definition, has there been

a clearer, a more unanimous, and a more persistent agreement than
upon this assertion that it is part of the faith that infants dying
without baptism are excluded from heaven?' (p. 328);

and if it be true at the same time:
'that they (who have expresseddoubts) have not appreciably weakened
the evidence of the universal teaching of Fathers, Doctors, Councils,
Popes and theologians of the Church' (p, 212).

it is surely somewhat difficult to understand how these doubts could
have been backed up by several outstanding contemporary historians
of dogma and how they could have been allowed to be so
unequivocally voiced. As far as I am concerned I think that it
can be said safely and without prejudice to a final solution of the
problem itself, that this divergence of opinion is in great part due
to the fact that Fr Leeming's judgement concerning the modern
doubts proceeds from an inaccurate representation of the latter and
from a neglect of their essential qualifications and nuances and that
for this very reason many of the arguments of Fr Leeming against the
more carefully argued positions are ineffective and frequently beside
the point. It will be my next task to substantiate this suggestion.
11 E.g. (a) G. Mulders, S.J., Bijdragen, 1948, p. 217:

'It should be added that the thesis in question (as published in the Verbum
articles) was not at all a personal opinion of the undersigned, but that,
before any form of publication, it was lange lateque examined by
professional theologians, and we may well add that this examination
was carried out with the greatest care, precisely because the weight of
the communis opinio theologorun had to be taken into account .. .'

(b) In an introductory note to the article of M. Laurenge, the editor of
L'Annie theologique augustinienne (F. Cayre) found it necessary to state
explicitly that he had decided to allow the publication of this article only:
'par egard pour les hautes autorites qui lui ont donne I'Imprimatur'
(art. cit., p. 143).
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