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there is any relationship between the late Oliver J
Flanagan and the current Fine Gael deputy for LaoisOffaly, Charles Flanagan. Though it is hard to see
when one hears Deputy Charlie Flanagan call for the
Nuncio to be run out of Ireland, he is Oliver J
Flanagan’s son, but apparently he doesn’t like being
reminded of it.
I would be interested if any readers out there can
give me a reference to the Christy Moore song where
Mr Moore expresses affection for the old Latin Mass.

***********
If this Review may be seen as reporting on bad
news stories, let us look at a success story. The movement Ireland Stand Up (http://irelandstandup.org/)
falls in this category. The group has two aims: to get
the government to invite Pope Benedict to Ireland to
attend the Eucharistic Congress and to restore diplomatic relations to the Holy See to the previous position of having a resident ambassador.
The decision to close the Embassy to the Holy See
was a serious miscalculation by the government and
it also indicates how misleading comments in comboxes to online news stories are as a gauge of public
opinion. If there was a belief that this story would
blow over, the 96,000 post cards sent to Enda Kenny
by members of the public in support of Ireland Stand
Up’s campaign. In addition, The Irish Examiner
obtained a representative sample of the correspondence to the Department of Foreign Affairs on the
issue through the Freedom of Information Act and
found over 93% of the letters were critical of the minister’s decision and only 6% were supportive. On 18
January, 82 of the 226 members of the Oireachtas met
with supporters of the Ireland Stand Up campaign.
Even the younger Deputy Flanagan has noticed.
Few people are persuaded by the argument that this
move was economic in basis. The story seems to have
touched a very raw nerve in the Irish public and even
Labour Party representatives are taking opposition on
board. This cause is worthy of sustained support.

***********
Goldhawk in The Phoenix magazine consistently
calls professionals or business people he refers to frequently as his “old friends”. It may well be that such
acquaintances will materialise in this column, but
among Irish public representatives I will single
Aodhán Ó Ríordáin TD (Labour, Dublin North
Central) out for special mention. Deputy Ó Ríordáin
is a new TD, who served on Dublin City Council
between 2004-11 and who was a teacher and subsequently principal of St Laurence O’Toole’s Girls’
National School, Sheriff St (that’s right; it’s a
Catholic school) between 2000 and his election. Dr
Murray draws our attention to some of his ideas on
education above. I suggest readers, especially Dublin
North Central constituents, keep a close eye on this
deputy and listen carefully to what he has to say, as I
imagine we’ll hear quite a lot from the gentleman
between now and the next election.

***********
The biggest challenge facing the Review is maintaining a niche in a situation where print media is
becoming a thing of the past and new media is in the
ascendant. Much activity takes place in cyberspace
these days. The Brandsma Review facebook page
(http://www.facebook.com/groups/31043775231410
2/355640484460495/) has becoming the focus of
some very lively discussion. There are many good
Catholic blogs, but so far only a few have emerged in
this country.
However, one may count The Thirsty Gargoyle
(http://thethirstygargoyle.blogspot.com/), Donum
Vitae (http://donum-vitae-blog.blogspot.com/), Fr
Gabriel Burke (http://www.frgabrielburke.com/),
Lux Occulta (http://lxoa.wordpress.com/), Irish
Papist (http://irishpapist.blogspot.com/) and the
quirky Heelers Diaries (http://theheelersdiaries.
blogspot.com/) as part of the response. For a general
discussion, go to the Irish Catholics Forum
(http://irishcatholics.proboards.com/index.cgi)
Watch this space for further information.
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A DISASTER IN VIRTUALLY EVERY RESPECT
By JAMES R. LOTHIAN

T

HE PONTIFICAL COUNCIL for Justice and
Peace (PCJP) issued a white paper on the world
economy in October, “Towards Reforming the
International Financial and Monetary Systems in the
Context of Global Public Authority”, that within days
of its release provoked a firestorm of criticism. And
deservedly so.
The document is a disaster in virtually every

respect. It is a mixture of empirical assertions, halfbaked economic theorising, dubious moral theology
and tendentious textual exegesis. It is also quite
unevenly written, with the rambling style, off-kilter
transitions and subordinate clauses seeming to appear
from nowhere that smack of a work by committee. Its
bottom line is a call for a world political body—
dubbed in rather Orwellian fashion by the document’s
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authors “the Authority”.
The desirability of such a body the authors assert is
“obvious if we consider the fact that the agenda of
questions to be dealt with globally is becoming ever
longer”. Here they catalogue “peace and security; disarmament and arms control; promotion and protection of fundamental human rights; management of the
economy and development policies; management of
the migratory flows and food security, and protection
of the environment”.
“In all these areas”, they go on to say, “the growing interdependence between states and regions of the
world becomes more and more obvious as well as the
need for answers that are not just sectorial and isolated, but systematic and integrated, rich in solidarity
and subsidiarity and geared to the universal common
good.”

Two Expressed Concerns
What should this world political body be?
According to the Pontifical Council: “[It] should have
a realistic structure and be set up gradually. It should
be favourable to the existence of efficient and effective monetary and financial systems; that is, free and
stable markets overseen by a suitable legal framework, well functioning in support of sustainable
development and social progress of all, and inspired
by the values of charity and truth.”
Underlying the Pontifical Council’s proposal are
two sets of expressed concerns: the economic dislocations stemming from the recent financial crisis and
a supposedly widening income gap between rich and
poor countries. The culprit in both instances, according to the PCJP, is the market economy, or what they
term “economic liberalism”. Their putative solution
is intervention of various sorts by the Authority.
“Economic liberalism”, the PCJP write, “is … a
form of ‘economic apriorism’ that purports to derive
laws for how markets function from theory.” This is,
true at least to some extent, but beside the point. Any
scientific theory has a strong a priori element to it.
But if a particular theory survives over a long period
of time, which the theory supporting the superiority
of a market economy has done, it gets amended as
new empirical evidence comes to light.
The PJCP, however, go on to suggest that there is
in fact no empirical evidence to support the superiority of a market economy. They write: “An economic
system of thought that sets down a priori the laws of
market functioning and economic development, without measuring them against reality, runs the risk of
becoming an instrument subordinated to the interests
of the countries that effectively enjoy a position of
economic and financial advantage.”
The PJCP are wrong, both in the small and in the
large. Ample empirical evidence derived from studies
of regulated industries, exists showing that in most
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instances regulation does more harm than good.
Political failure, in effect, trumps the market failure—
real or imagined—that gave rise to the government
intervention.
On a country-wide level, the PCJP are also wrong.
An absence of distorting government intervention
and the pursuit of other good policies like price stability and the opening up of international trade—coupled with good institutions, the enforcement of private property being key—enable growth. They provide the incentives to entrepreneurs to engage in the
activities that reduce costs, raise the rate of return to
investment and thus foster faster economic growth.
With increased economic growth, in turn, comes a
reduction in poverty.
The increased growth in China and India that followed economic liberalisation in both countries in the
1980s is a major case in point. On one set of estimates, the result has been a reduction in China since
1981 of 600 million out of 1.3 billion people living in
extreme poverty, defined as those earning less than
one dollar per day. In India, the comparable figure is
a reduction of 300 million out of 1.1 billion people
living in abject poverty.

Advantageous to Society
Two centuries ago, Adam Smith stated the theoretical case for a market economy very clearly in his
Wealth of Nations. In a particularly telling passage
Smith wrote:
Every individual is continually exerting himself to find
out the most advantageous employment for whatever

capital he can command. It is his own advantage,
indeed, and not that of the society, which he has in
view. But the study of his own advantage naturally, or rather necessarily, leads him to prefer that
employment which is most advantageous to the
society.
Nobelist George J. Stgler called Smith’s analysis
here an “an overwhelmingly important triumph”.
Smith, Stigler says, “put into the centre of economics
the systematic analysis of the behaviour of individuals pursuing their self-interests under conditions of
competition. … [His] proposition that resources seek
their most profitable uses, so that in equilibrium the
rates of return to a resource in various uses will be
equal, is still the most important substantive proposition in all of economics.”
Economists give two reasons supporting this
proposition. The first is based on information. In a
market-centred economy the action takes place
between individual producers and consumers. Those
producers have the detailed day-to-day knowledge of
the markets in which they operate that a government
regulator or government planner cannot possibly
have. Prices, therefore, reflect relative values more

BR118_Brans 21/03/2012 09:18 Page 16

Page 16

The Brandsma Review

closely than prices set by the regulator’s or planner’s
dictate.
The second has to do with human behaviour more
generally. Adam Smith justified his proposition using
his famous—and often foolishly derided—metaphor
of the “invisible hand”:
As every individual, therefore, endeavours as much as
he can both to employ his capital in the support of
domestic industry, and so to direct that industry that its
produce may be of the greatest value; every individual
necessarily labours to render the annual revenue of the
society as great as he can. He generally, indeed, neither
intends to promote the public interest, nor knows how
much he is promoting it. By preferring the support of
domestic to that of foreign industry, he intends only his
own security; and by directing that industry in such a
manner as its produce may be of the greatest value, he
intends only his own gain, and he is in this, as in many
other cases, led by an invisible hand to promote an end
which was no part of his intention.

The underlying notion here is that markets provide
a way of constructively harnessing individual selfinterest so that society at large benefits.
The idea certainly did not originate with Smith, as
the following quote from the late-scholastic priest

and theologian Tomás de Mercado, O.P. (c. 15001575) indicates:
We cannot find a person who does not favor his own
interests or who does not prefer to furnish his own home
rather than that of the republic. We can see that pri-

vately owned property flourishes, while city- and
council-owned property suffers from inadequate
care and worse management. ... If universal love
will not induce people to take care of things, private interest will. Hence, privately owned goods
will multiply. Had they remained in common possession, the opposite would be true.
The contrast between the views of Smith and
Mercado and the views of PCJP could not be starker.
Smith and Mercado inhabit the Christian world in
which original sin and concupiscence are realities.
The PCJP authors inhabit a very different world. It is
the world of Rosseau, or going back farther in time,
Pelagius.
I can think of no more thoughtless—and indeed
pernicious—scheme than the PCJP’ s call to set up a
world “Authority” with both political and economic
power.

WHEN A CRIME BECOMES MEDICAL TREATMENT
By DAVID MANLY
Euthanasia and assisted suicide have gone…from being
the unthinkable, to the debatable, to the justifiable, and
is on its way to the unexceptional. —Wesley J. Smith

W

HEN PRO-LIFERS in the Seventies warned
that the legalisation of abortion would lead to
euthanasia, they were ridiculed as neurotic alarmists.
Today, aggressive campaigns to bring about the complete decriminalisation of euthanasia are ongoing in
nearly every country in the West—the USA, Canada,
the 27 members of the European Union, Switserland,
Australia and New Sealand. In the Netherlands and
Belgium, euthanasia—direct or indirect—is commonplace, and widens its reach to include those
unable to express their wishes as well as newborns
with serious but not terminal neurological disorders.
Yet the issue is far from being resolved. In the
United Kingdom, Lord Falconer’s bogus
“Commission on Assisted Dying”, masquerading as a
parliamentary body, but in fact funded and organised
by pro-euthanasia enthusiasts, has been branded on
all sides as a blatant propaganda exercise, and there is
little likelihood that the country’s parliament will
approve any measure to legalise euthanasia in the
near future.
On 26 January 2012, the Parliamentary Assembly
of the Council of Europe (PACE) adopted a (non-

binding) resolution that read: “Euthanasia, in the
sense of the intentional killing by act or omission of
a dependent human being for his or her alleged benefit, must always be prohibited.” The language of the
resolution was clear and precise, and also laid down
definite limits for “living wills”.
At the same time, we should not get carried away
by these events, keeping in mind the confusing ruling
of the European Court of Human Rights on 20
January 2011 in Haas v. Switzerland, stating that,
while there is a “human right” to suicide under the
right to privacy in article 8 of the Charter of Human
Rights, the state has no obligation to provide citizens
with the means to commit suicide.
Christian thought once underpinned civil law that
actively sought to preserve life and oppose suicide as
a social evil. Suicide used to be regarded as an objective evil, and civil law treated both suicide and assistance to commit it as criminal acts. Human life was
God’s gift, and only He had the authority to bring life
to an end. The taking of another’s life—be it in the
womb or at the close of a life—was deemed to be
murder.
For the pro-euthanasia lobby, this pro-life mindset
belongs to an age that is passed. Their aim is to render the law neutral regarding an individual’s choice to

