Fr. Perozich comments —

Some Catholic prelates claim it is unjust to repatriate people, who
entered a country illegally, back to their countries of origin.

Some of the same prelates apply their own colloquial definitions to
church language in order to manipulate thinking according to their own
ideologies.

The key point that the article makes is that deportation
means to exile people from their native land. Repatriation
means sending people back to their native land.

Fr. Peter Totleben, O.P. defines terms, gives clarity of meaning and
intention of the authors of the teachings.

At the end of the article, he says Catholics are free to disagree
among themselves, thus including disagreeing with the prelates, on the
prudential matters of immigration and repatriation which is NOT
deportation.

In this article from Catholic vote, the authors weave the tweets from
X with their integration and interpretation of the tweets from Fr.
Totleben. The authors’ text is in black with bold highlights from me; the
tweets are in green italic.

The original article can be found here:
https://catholicvote.org/priest-clears-up-error-catholic-teaching-
deportation/?
mkt tok=NDI3LUxFUSOwWN]YAAAGYMbJZ7 3X3w t650Q7E8ZExkFotN
HeUNpAUB-cDHoD6Tm4uovQufo7GAApF-
Uge7DwcFoPAkiJ93nXvSQJ915cNKpwRvYOtYOgETJGa oCQ

Priest clears up ‘error’ in
some interpretations of
Catholic teaching on
deportation

CV NEWS FEED // In a series of posts on X (formerly
Twitter) Tuesday, Catholic priest Father Peter Totleben, O.P.,


https://catholicvote.org/priest-clears-up-error-catholic-teaching-deportation/?mkt_tok=NDI3LUxFUS0wNjYAAAGYMbJZ7_3X3w_t650Q7E8ZExkF9tNHeUNpAUB-cDHoD6Tm4uov9uf07GAApF-Uqe7DwcF0PAkiJ93nXvSQJ915cNKpwRvYOtYOgETJGa_0CQ
https://catholicvote.org/priest-clears-up-error-catholic-teaching-deportation/?mkt_tok=NDI3LUxFUS0wNjYAAAGYMbJZ7_3X3w_t650Q7E8ZExkF9tNHeUNpAUB-cDHoD6Tm4uov9uf07GAApF-Uqe7DwcF0PAkiJ93nXvSQJ915cNKpwRvYOtYOgETJGa_0CQ
https://catholicvote.org/priest-clears-up-error-catholic-teaching-deportation/?mkt_tok=NDI3LUxFUS0wNjYAAAGYMbJZ7_3X3w_t650Q7E8ZExkF9tNHeUNpAUB-cDHoD6Tm4uov9uf07GAApF-Uqe7DwcF0PAkiJ93nXvSQJ915cNKpwRvYOtYOgETJGa_0CQ
https://catholicvote.org/priest-clears-up-error-catholic-teaching-deportation/?mkt_tok=NDI3LUxFUS0wNjYAAAGYMbJZ7_3X3w_t650Q7E8ZExkF9tNHeUNpAUB-cDHoD6Tm4uov9uf07GAApF-Uqe7DwcF0PAkiJ93nXvSQJ915cNKpwRvYOtYOgETJGa_0CQ
https://catholicvote.org/priest-clears-up-error-catholic-teaching-deportation/?mkt_tok=NDI3LUxFUS0wNjYAAAGYMbJZ7_3X3w_t650Q7E8ZExkF9tNHeUNpAUB-cDHoD6Tm4uov9uf07GAApF-Uqe7DwcF0PAkiJ93nXvSQJ915cNKpwRvYOtYOgETJGa_0CQ

explained the Catholic Church’s nuanced teaching on
“deportation.”

The definition of the “deportation” explicitly
opposed in certain Catholic texts “does not apply to
deportation in the colloquial sense that Americans use
the term,” Father Totleben wrote.

The Dominican friar wrote that when recent Church
documents use the Latin word “deportatio” — usually
translated to English as “deportation” — they are not
referring to simply repatriating migrants to their
country of origin.

He specifically named the 1965 pastoral constitution
Gaudium et spes and Pope St. John Paul II's 1993 encyclical
Veritatis splendor.

“According to the dictionary (and its references to
Roman Law), ‘deportatio’ is displacing people from their
native land,” the priest explained. “So, in condemning
‘deportatio,” the Magisterium is thinking of things like
the displacement of the Jews, or various displacements
that occurred in Europe right after World War II, or
things like ethnic cleansing.”

Before this error creeps up too often, when "Gaudium et
Spes" and "Veritatis Splendor" say that "deportatio" is illegal,
they are not referring to repatriation. According to the
dictionary (and its references to Roman Law), "deportatio" is
displacing people from their native land

So, in condemning "deportatio," the Magisterium is
thinking of things like the displacement of the Jews, or various
displacements that occurred in Europe right after World War 11,
or things like ethnic cleansing.


https://www.vatican.va/archive/hist_councils/ii_vatican_council/documents/vat-ii_const_19651207_gaudium-et-spes_en.html
https://www.vatican.va/content/john-paul-ii/en/encyclicals/documents/hf_jp-ii_enc_06081993_veritatis-splendor.html

“This should be obvious,” the Dominican stressed. “The
Church teaches both that people have a right to migrate
both for asylum and economic reasons.”

However, he emphasized that the Church also teaches “that
the welcoming country has the right to regulate
immigration for economic and cultural reasons,” which
“obviously entails a right to repatriate.”

“And it should be pretty clear that if border authorities
apprehend someone in the very act of illegally crossing
the border, they are allowed to send the person back
across the border, they don’t necessarily have to give
him residency,” Father Totelben continued, summarizing the
common 21st-century American definition of “deportation.”

This should be obvious. The Church teaches both that people have
a right to migrate both for asylum and economic reasons. But
also that the welcoming country has the right to regulate
immigration for economic and cultural reasons. This obviously
entails a right to repatriate.

And it should be pretty clear that if border authorities apprehend
someone in the very act of illegally crossing the border, they are
allowed to send the person back across the border, they don't
necessarily have to give him residency. So there is a reductio ad
absurdum.

The priest added it should “be clear that ‘sending a
person back to his home country who has no legal right
to be in the present country’ and ‘exiling a person from
his native land’ are two different species of moral
action.”

“Also, notice how no Church authority when speaking
out in favor of immigrants has ever said that no
immigrant may ever be sent back to his home country,



because it is intrinsically evil to do this,” Father Totelben
highlighted.

It should also be clear that "sending a person back to his home
country who has no legal right to be in the present country" and
"exiling a person from his native land" are two different species

of moral action.

Also, notice how no Church authority when speaking out in favor
of immigrants has ever said that no immigrant may ever be sent
back to his home country, because it is intrinsically evil to do
this.

“As always, you have to find out what the people who
formulated the Church teaching meant by a term,” the
priest wrote. “You can’t apply your own definitions to
Church teaching.”

Moreover, he cautioned that not all deportation policies are
justified by Church teachings: “Just because deportations,
understood as repatriations, are not intrinsically immoral does
not mean that a particular plan for mass deportations meets the
demands of justice or prudence.”

So, Church teaching against "deportatio” does not apply to
deportation in the colloquial sense that Americans use the term.
As always, you have to find out what the people who formulated
the Church teaching meant by a term. You can't apply your own
definitions to Church teaching.

This isn't a justification for any mass deportation scheme by
the way. Just because deportations, understood as repatriations,
are not intrinsically immoral does not mean that a particular
plan for mass deportations meets the demands of justice or
prudence.



“To resolve that question,” he wrote, “you would have to
weigh a variety of factors” including “the evil of family breakup,
the potential injustice of any procedures used to effect the
deportation,” as well as “the effect on the economy.”

“And the weighing of these goods and evils are
matters that Catholics can in good faith disagree on, and
still be good Catholics who are following Catholic social
teaching,” he wrote.


https://x.com/FrTotleben92742/status/1881719691556839481

