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A sinister drumbeat and forzato strings accompanied the voice-over: “A billion Catholics have a new leader. The new Pope has a fearsome reputation as a right-wing authoritarian (switch to shots of the Ku Klux Klan  - or was it just Spanish penitents in pointy hats?) ….Some claim he was just obeying the orders of his superior…. His victims (shots of police beating university students and firing water cannons) fear that supreme power in the Church has now gone to the man they know as God’s Rottweiler.”


Were the opening minutes of Channel Four’s documentary “God’s Rottweiler?” about Pope Benedict XVI sponsored by Dr Paisley’s Martyrs Memorial Church? It certainly deserved this year’s Crass Anti-Papal Propaganda Prize.

Next, his first Papal Audience: “Jolly nuns and the oompah bands cannot hide the fact that this is a Church in deep crisis, for the Catholic cardinals have elected a man whose right-wing views may lead the Church to destruction. For 27 years he was head of the institution which used to be called the Inquisition, the Vatican’s thought police.”


The Tablet’s Vatican correspondent told a bleeding heart story, about a bishop in St Peter’s Square - when Ratzinger’s election was announced “he dropped his head…crying…..not tears of joy….visibly distraught.” 
Well, is it news that there are bishops of dubious convictions in the Church?


Once the programme moved onto Joseph Ratzinger’s biography, it became moderately sane. The Bavarian childhood idyll: homogeneous Catholicism, his parents, Marktl-am-Inn, an interview with his brother Georg. 
The chaos and destruction of the Nazi era, John Allen said, taught the young Joseph that:

“Wrong ideas have toxic consequences, and where that led was to Auschwitz. If you compromise on truth, you end in chaos. This is the leitmotiv, the idée fixé which runs through JR’s life – the defence of objective Truth. Truth in the end is our only protection against chaos.”

Before Vatican II. the Church “wallowed in traditions handed down through the centuries.” The Latin Mass was “a complete mystery to the congregation” – Not quite. Many people followed bilingual missals.

At the Council of aggiornamento, Ratzinger was a peritus to Cardinal Frings of Cologne, a moderate reformer. Hans Kung and Ratzinger were humorously referred to as the “teenager theologians.” The vernacular Mass and a new openness to non-Catholics were on their agenda.

Ex-nun Lavinia Byrne appeared in an expensive costume and a nice set of pearls. Vatican II taught us, she claimed: “that every single feeling, every aspiration of the heart, was important to God,… that we should “go with our aspirations.” 
This not only misrepresents Vatican II, it is plain stupid. What if you have a feeling or aspiration that you fancy another man’s wife. Should you “go with that”? Or an aspiration to tax evasion? Is that “important to God?”
Fr Timothy Radcliffe was far more sensible. He explained that after Vatican II there occurred a split within the reform-minded group. Some wanted to engage ever more with modernity. Others, Ratzinger included, felt it was more important to preserve the identity of Catholicism. 
The presenters found it difficult to reconcile the picture of a reformer at Vatican II.with the later  image of Benedict XVI as a conservative reactionary. 

There exists a simple solution. Vatican II was never so revolutionary as is often suggested by those who aim to deconstruct Catholic doctrine. However, the Council’s moderate renewal became “wholesale devastation, much too fast, uncritically.” (Allen)
Secondly, Ratzinger has suffered prolonged calumny and unjust attacks from liberal dissenters within the Church, who suckled the anti-Catholic media on their bile.
Kung proposed Ratzinger for the Tübingen theology faculty in 1965. However, the 1968 student riots made him far more cautious about modernity. With the campus in chaos, teaching authority collapsed. Ratzinger evacuated to a new faculty in peaceful Regensburg. 
One of his graduate students here, Rev Dr Vincent Twomey, praised him: “I know no one who can conduct a discussion as well as Ratzinger… He did attract thinking students who wanted to be liberated from the tyranny of the liberal establishment.”

Later, as Archbishop of Munich, he played some part in the withdrawal of Hans Kung’s licence to teach Catholic theology. Kung preferred his own infallibility to that of the Pope. 
In 1981 John Paul II summoned Ratzinger to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith – “a brilliant theological mind. Someone willing to make a stirring defence of Christian orthodoxy.” Cue: “chief of police”, vast power, Inquisition, “bad cop Ratzinger patrolling the beat in Rome” as JPII wowed the world. 

There followed liberation theology, homosexuality, feminism, paedophilia and other religions. Ratzinger had “insulted Turkish Muslims”, “silenced left wing liberation theologians, stifled the debate about women priests.”
In 1984 Ratzinger criticised liberation theology for mixing Marxist revolution with Gospel preaching. Allen pointed out that he considered Marxism the symptom rather than the disease. For if you no longer believe in the supernatural, in life beyond, then you put all your energy into building the Kingdom here and now.” Only divine grace brings integral salvation.


Rev. Bernard Lynch from New York, who obviously had an issue with Church teaching on homosexual acts, was shocked that the Vatican originally described AIDS as “the natural result of unnatural acts.” Why do such people never admit that if we all lived by Christ’s teaching, millions of AIDS victims would still be living healthy lives?

On the feminist front, Lavinia Byrne gave a heart-rending account of how she had been “driven” to abandon her nun’s vocation by Ratzinger’s department. One half expected a Vatican water cannon to materialise and blast her across the street outside Heythrop.

Hans Kung reappeared to accuse his former colleague of “creating a 20th century Inquisition” “He is certainly responsible for the suffering of innumerous (sic) theologians, priests of the Catholic Church.” 
Ironically, in China, priests and bishops are imprisoned and beaten to death for maintaining links with Rome. In the west, well-salaried liberal theologians whinge when they are rebuked for modernist relativism, while still drawing handsome salaries for supposedly teaching the Catholic faith.


How did Ratzinger “the bureaucrat” persuade the Cardinals in the conclave that he was the man to replace John Paul II? The programme failed to mention that three times he had requested retirement to Bavaria to write books. Hardly the wish of an ambitious man.

Why did the Cardinals select “a Catholic fundamentalist, a bruiser, a divider, an enforcer,” as the liberal demonology put it?  Probably because he isn’t. As Fr Ratcliffe said: “The Rottweiler image is very unfair. When I have met him he was always respectful, affable, courteous, and keen to engage with what you really thought.”


They elected him rather because he can answer the question: “How do you stand for truth in a culture which has abandoned the whole idea that there is such a thing as Truth?”  He chose the name Benedict because St Benedict is Patron of Europe, and the last Benedict steered the Church through the horrors of World War I (Kasper)

To describe Ratzinger, the scholarly Mozart-loving intellectual, as a fundamentalist, says more about the programme’s liberal bigotry than about him.
 “The Church could break under the weight of a fundamentalist message…Fundamentalism is dangerous in our history. Danger does not come from the liberals, it comes from fascisistic (sic) “I’m right, you’re wrong.” (Rev. Lynch)

“Whatever is received is received according to the capacity of the recipient” (Aristotle) “God’s Rottweiler” showed Channel Four’s superficiality, their inability to really get inside both the Catholic faith, and a man of Pope Benedict’s depth and sanctity.

Films of Jesus’ life often fail to capture His vertical relationship with His heavenly Father. Yet that was the defining characteristic of His mission – doing the Father’s will. Similarly TV programmes often fail to grasp capture the vertical dimension of the Church – her link with the living God. Instead they dole out a horizontal, politicised analysis of the Church, polarised between liberal goodies and right-wing baddies.

As Alice von Hildebrand notes, labels such as left-wing, right-wing, have no place in the household of faith. The one thing necessary is, do we accept Catholic Faith as supernatural Revelation come down from God? If we do, and live it, we are good Catholics. If not, if we treat it as a social construct, alterable at whim, then we have already lost the Faith. 

The comments on the Channel 4 feedback website said it all: 

This was religious journalism at its worst - manipulative presentation, ….
Didn't feel I learnt anything from the programme other than how with the right music the power of the media can seek to suggest some sort of Nazi darkness to a holy man. Unhelpful, misleading and worrying.

A long life of thought and holiness can't be dismissed by a brief hour's mischief making.

…we got the childish caricatures and a procession of the disaffected who clearly do not accept the magisterium of the Church they claim to belong to. We also got the Scooby-doo scary music, and the Allo Allo teuton dictatorship references. 

 Once again the secular media has revealed itself as intellectually immature, preferring style over content and willing to provide a stage for any individual or group which concurs with its' own liberal and atheistic agenda.

