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It is well known that what is 'normal'
loes not make news. Nor cloes what

is 'normal', what receives support
frotn a wide spectruin of people, stand
out in the public eye.

A nuinber of different explanations
(and they are not mutually exclusive)
can be given to explain the persistence
with which Opus Dei is criticized.

Supplying the market

The first, somewhat trivial, reason is
that Opus Dei, like it or not, is `topi-
cal ' . Here we have something which is
Catholic, is spread all over the world,
and which, besides, is seen to 'work'.
Much has been written about it and
nobody doubts its iinportance. An un-
scrupulous journalist (by that I mean
one who is not too concerned about
obtaining accurate information about
Opus Dei or simply wants to organize
a debate among supposed experts) will
occasionally just launch forth. Porhim
or her Opus Dei is just one topic in a
list of thirty or forty which are deemed
`sensational'. Not all, or even the ma-
jority of publications, go in for sensa-
tionalism but in every country there are
newspapers, magazines, radio and TV
programs which specialize in such
matters. It is a market which has to be
supplied and accommodated.

In a secularist society

Secondly, it is possible that Opus Dei
grates on some people. The Regional
Vicar of Opus Dei in Italy, a priest and

forinerly an engineer, Mgr Mario Lan-
tini has written that 'one ott2ht not to
be surprisecl that in a society strongly
influenced by "secularism" there are
people who do not unclerstand and fiad
annoying the veiy existence of Chris-
tians who try to live to the full all the
implications of their baptismal calling,
not only in the intimacy of their con-
science and within the structures of a
parish but also in their work, and in
their cultural and social activities.' It
may seem paradoxical that some peo-
ple get angry with other people's life-
styles (nortnally there things are put to
one side and ignored), especially in
today's sanitizccl society which con-
siders tolerance a paramount value.
But that is the way it is.

No true grasp

Thirdly, in mattets of public opinion,
disinformation often originates in the
case with which people write about
matters they do not understand. This
happens, not because of bac' will, but
because there are so many iteras to be
dealt with that time does not allow a
person to gather together sufficient
docunientation. Sometimes, of course,
sheer laziness lies at the root of such
an attitude.

Genuinely interested

Fourthly, it must be acknowledgecl that
from time to time the attacks against
Opus Dei in the miss media do not
arise from a desire for the sensational.
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There is a germine attempt to treat the
matter seriously. Then what about
criticisms levelled against Opus Dei
and backed up by some churclunan or
woman (generally a religious, I mi gin
add)? How can this be explainecl? By
way of answer it is worth noting that
in pone of the biographies of Blessed
Josemaría, nor in the detailed study to
be found in a recent publication: The
Canonical Path of Opus Dei, nor in
books or anides published by Opus
Dei members or `sympathizers' is
there any reason given for the why and
wherefore of these attacks which have
been on the go at least since 1934. On
the other hand, in publications which
are denigratory in character a frequent
topic which crops up is the supposed
confrontation between the Society of
Jesus and Opus Dei.

This topic carne up during the years
when the medía spotlight was on Opus
Dei. In an interview with Tad Szulc of
the New York Times, in 1966, the
Founder of Opus Dei was asked: 'Why
is Opus Dei, in your opinion, resented
by numerous religious orders, such as
the Society of Jesus?' His reply was
quite nuanced: we are not religious,
but we esteem them and there are many
who return our affection. He then
said: 'There will never be a dispute be-
tween Opus Dei and a religious; it
takes two to make an argument, and we
have no desire to argue with anyone. .
.. With respect to the Society of Jesus,
I am personally acquainted with Fr
Arrupe, its Superior General, and can
assure you that our relations are of
mutual esteem and affection.'

As can be seen, the Founder of Opus
Dei did not become embroiled in the

matter of possible attacks by individ-
ual Jesuits and much less by the Order
as a whole. What is palpably clear is
lis refusal to become involved in pub-
lic or private arguments. Hence one
can unclerstand why the writings of
Opus Dei mernbers are silent about
these tnatters, and do not even mention
the narres of those who did the attack-
ing.

Unjust accusation

Nevertheless, it is not by chance that
one of the most unjust books ever writ-
ten about Opus Dei—the one authored
by Michael Walsh which simply re-
cycles a whole post of false accusa-
tions long since disproven—comes
from the pen of a person who, when Ile
began the book, was a Jesuit. (It is also
significant that by the time he actually
published the book he liad left the So-
ciety.)

Opus Dei 's unwillingness to be-
come involved in arguments in gen-
eral, and with other Catholic institu-
tions in particular, is understandable
when one reads the history of the
Church. This history is replete with
divisions between religious orders and
congregations, with accusations
hurled against one another, and with
declarations of condemnation. Time
has shown that, on being attacked from
very early on, and attacked with. invec-
tive, Opus Dei has never counter-at-
tacked. There is not a single book or
article emanating from the Prelature in
general or from any individual mem-
ber against anyone. `There will never
be a dispute between Opus Dei and a
religious.' l'he Founder's example in
this matter has been followed to the
letter.
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Blowing one's own trtnnpet

Fifthly, it is within the bounds of pos-
sibility that, when faced with people
who are unwilling or unable to under-
stand, Opus Dei members have not
been good at giving adequate explana-
tions. There is also the question
whether a Church institution can or
should engage in publicizing the good
it is doing. In principie, it might seem
that it should not, on the basis of 'giv-
ing all the glory to God'. But the times
in which we live make such a modus
vivendi practically impossible. The
mass inedia are always hungry for
news and normally good news is no
news. It should also be borne in mirad
that no individual member of Opus Dei
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represents the Prelature, nor does he or
she speak on its behalf. Being one of
the faithful of the Prelature affects only
a person's interior life and apostolate.
So, there is absolutely no reason why
membership should be alluded to
when speaking about other matters.
The problem is that, by not referring to
one's membership, the faithful who do
belong to Opus Dei are accused of
using secrecy as a weapon whereas in
actual fact they are just being reserved
in what has to do with their prívate
lives.
This is a [taus:latión of a charter from El
Opus Dei: una explicación (Madrid 1992).

Rafael Gómez is a well known Spanish
journalist and a member of Opus Dei.
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