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Boy Scouts Vindicated
By Michelle Parker
     It has been fascinating to watch the metamorphosis of reporting about the Catholic Church’s current difficulties.   At first, the news media wrote about the “pedophile priest” problem. Then, almost overnight, it became the “sex abuse scandal.”  But, when the title changed, no one in the media reported why the issue had become one simply of “sex” and not “pedophilia.”  Why?  Frankly, it boils down to something the liberal press is very uncomfortable acknowledging: the Boy Scouts of America are right to keep homosexuals from becoming Scout Masters.

     In the early 1970’s, the sexual revolution infected Catholics along with the rest of society. The cancer of liberalism entered the Church and Catholics openly dissented against Church teaching about abortion, contraception, fornication, divorce and homosexuality.  Liberals interpreted Vatican II as a mandate for democratic rule by the laity to guide the Church instead of the revealed truth of Holy Scripture and Christian tradition.  With Catholic moral guard down, homosexual men began entering the priesthood in great numbers.  The Church is now reeling from this fatal error.

    To speak of such things is to enter into politically incorrect territory.  But, examination of the legal cases against the Church demonstrates that a very small number deal with true pedophilia.  The vast majority (about 95% by most counts) deal with homosexual relationships between priests and teenaged males. Take, for instance, the case of Reverend Paul Shanley, a Catholic priest accused of molesting countless young boys in the Archdiocese of Boston.  In the early 1970’s Shanley gave a speech advocating sex between men and boys. That speech was the impetus for the formation of the North American Man Boy Love Association (NAMBLA), an organization that Shanley has stayed intimately associated with. 

     There is an interesting correlation between Shanley’s situation and the efforts to get rid of the Santa Fe Public Schools’ Gay Lesbian Youth Preventing Homophobia curriculum.  The Gay Lesbian Straight Education Network (GLSEN) was founded in Boston, the epicenter of the Church’s current scandal. With the blessing of then Governor Paul Cellucci, GLSEN was formed with taxpayer dollars appropriated by the Governor himself. It was also in Boston that the first Gay Straight Alliance formed under the guidance of GLSEN.  Now, there is a desperate struggle to keep the Homosexual Activists, fueled by the well-organized Gay Lesbian Straight Education Network, from infiltrating a pro-homosexual agenda in the public schools.  It was also in Boston at Tufts University that the first “Teach Out” was held, where children as young as twelve received graphic instruction in the how-to's of gay sex – paid for with taxpayer dollars under the organization of GLSEN.

     A powerful lesson can be found in the rubble of the current scandal for all Christians.  We must remain vigilant in our efforts to speak the truth about God’s plan for human sexuality and can never succumb to the smoke screen of  “rights,” thrown up each time we object to the normalization of homosexual behavior.  It is an unpopular view to have, but the homosexual activist movement is all about sex – sex with whomever, wherever, whenever and at whatever age is wanted.  The Catholic Church would have done well to have taken the lead presented by the Boy Scouts and to have barred homosexual men from any contact with young boys.  Sadly, in an effort to be more welcoming and tolerant, people in the Church have compromised the Church’s own principles.  

     Liberal Catholics have thrown up smokescreens by pinning the current scandal on the issue of celibacy or the ordination of women.  If celibacy is not a gift from God and sexual urges are not controllable, then there is little point in struggling. Marriage was never a cure for promiscuity.  

      Where does the church go from here?  It is a multifaceted question with many answers.  Clearly, the church hierarchy has issues of responsibility and complicity to answer.  After that, a complete restoration and fidelity to Catholic moral teaching must be embraced.  Then, the Church must deal with the homosexual activists within its midst. 

     The Catechism of the Catholic Church states that homosexual attractions, though not sin, per se, are disordered. Only the homosexual act is a sin.  It is the disordered nature of homosexuality that the Bishops must deal with as it relates to the suitability of homosexual candidates to the priesthood, just as the Boy Scouts have done.  Concerning this subject, Cardinal Anthony J. Bevilacqua of Philadelphia recently declared, “By his orientation, he (the homosexual) is not giving up family and marriage.  He’s giving up what the Church considers an aberration, a moral evil.”  Bevilacqua went on to say that because of this aberration, gays are not suitable for the priesthood even if they remain celibate.

     Indeed, it is the disordered nature of homosexuality to which Christians object.  No one should be affirmed in a disordered lifestyle.  A disordered nature isn’t something to be celebrated nor is it something to take pride in.  Counter to the wisdom of popular culture, homosexuality is a psychological disorder.

     Pray for the Catholic Church.  That is the most important action Christians can take to heal the body of Christ at this crucial time in history.  Pray that the Catholic bishops will take a strong moral stand regarding homosexuality in the priesthood and, that having taken such an unpopular stand as the largest Christian denomination in the US, it will become a beacon of truth for all people of Faith who fight to uphold scriptural teachings. (
Pius HS Student Paper Substantiates Parental Concerns

Stephanie Block

     While parents and administration attempt to bring about reforms at St. Pius X High School of the Archdiocese of Santa Fe, the student newspaper, The Oracle, provides an impressive illustration of the problems under discussion.

     The student paper does demonstrate lots of bright awareness of the world.  Topics in the March-April 2002 issue include body piercing, gun control, teen pregnancy, use of anti-depressants, sports, and a couple of responses to the “parental activists” who have “bombarded” other students and parents with their worries about “the future of the children at St. Pius.” (Quoting student Matt Stevens, “A Response to the letter written by Parents for a Roman Catholic Education, The Oracle, 3-4/02.)

      What seems to be lacking from the editorial choices of The Oracle is a cultivation of the life of the soul – odd for a “Christian” school. One article, “It’s My Choice,” offers the pros and cons of remaining Catholic after graduation.  For the “con” side of the argument, student author Carly Moya echoes the mantra of pop wisdom: “Don’t rush into a commitment of religion.  You need to remember that this is your life and your choice.”  

     The one article that might be construed as actually addressing a “religious issue” is titled “What Color Is God’s Face,” by Patrick Furlong. It concerns a student’s frustration over multicultural liturgies.  Referring to the school’s Christmas Mass, he writes: “We had so much of an emphasis on Guadalupe, that I almost forgot it was the ever so sacred Christmas Mass…”  

     Kids reflect their environment.  Older teenagers struggle to demonstrate independent thought, but are still largely products of their training.  Looking back at Matt Stevens’ complaint against the Parents for a Roman Catholic Education, one finds this insightful line.  Describing the parents’ efforts to obtain meeting space at the Catholic Center: “If they have such valid issues and concerns, why can’t they be forthcoming and honest with the archdiocese, and why must they wish to quietly sneak in the backdoor undetected?”  Since Matt began his article by accusing the parent group of “bombarding” other parents and students with its concerns, there’s a disturbing disconnect of logic in the young man’s thought.  Are the parents being aggressively in-your-face with their concerns, or are they being sneaky?  Really, you can’t have it both ways.

     Unless, of course, you’re emotionally upset and have ceased being rational.  Or, if you’re parroting someone else.  Where did this fellow’s knowledge of the incident originate?  He wasn’t part of the parent group nor is he part of the Pius High School Administration.   His information, therefore, is second hand and reflective of things he’s been told.  

     No wonder parents are concerned.  There’s a wedge being driven between them and their kids – and the Faith they had hoped to pass on. (
The Martin Marty Talk
By Stephanie Block

On May 2, 2002 at the St. Pius X Performing Arts Center, the Dominican Ecclesial Institute sponsored a lecture by the Lutheran minister, author, and Professor Emeritus of the Divinity School at the University of Chicago, Dr. Martin Marty.  His topic was “The Church in Civil Society.” 

     The title of Dr. Marty’s talk was somewhat misleading, however.  He had little to say about the Church, but was concerned, rather, with intersection of secular society and its many religious groups.   Looking at recent events – the catastrophe of September 11th, the economic betrayal of Enron, the loss of trust in Church leadership (which Marty hastened to explain was not peculiar to Catholics), and the general crisis in our moral systems – Marty noted that the “public discourse” of religious bodies was changing, but said little about what that change might be.  The bombing of the World Trade Center seemed to elevate the respect received by these bodies: the pastors of various communities were quoted by the news media because they “knew the hearts” of their congregations.  The loss of trust in religious leaders, however, might be presumed to have the opposite effect, though Marty had little to say about it.

     The other essential point of the lecture hinged around three “religious” activities of organized religion that Dr. Marty identified as important to society: attesting, contesting and protesting.  Attesting – affirmation – was the positive function of religion to bless an imperfect world.  The function of contesting appeared to be limited to countercultural individuals and groups, whose radical vision of religion led them to reject society altogether.  The protesting function of religion was its measurement of the civil order “against the light of the kingdom.”  It “projects hope backward,” looking realistically at the world and projecting onto it “one’s vision of justice.”  Without this protest function becoming part of the civil discourse, Marty said, something else – often detrimental to society – comes in to fill the void.   

     Lastly, Marty assured the audience that the discourse of local communities was the same as those carried out on a regional or national scale.  This discourse was not an “argument one must win” but a “conversation between equals,” seeking to solve a problem together.

     A brief intermission was followed by a substantive question and answer period.  To a question about the ethical difficulties in contemporary medicine, Marty told two medical students that while the bottom line was that they must follow their consciences, Dietrich Bonhoeffer had observed that absolute truth doesn’t work in the real world.   

     To the next question, about the difficulty of civil discourse in a world where money buys access to power, Marty picked up his Bonhoeffer thought and said that bumper sticker mentality can’t to justice to reality or aid in discourse.  Life is too complex.  Claiming either that “abortion is murder” or that “it’s a women’s choice” were both too facile for Dr. Marty’s ethical sensibilities.

     Other questions concerned the public dimensions of worship, the problem of keeping discourse civil, and the gap between a “visionary’s” conversation for justice and institutional response. Marty cheerfully informed the audience that it generally takes the Christian church 300 years to resolve any moral issue. 

      One question that still remains to be answered is why Dr. Marty was invited to speak for the Dominican Ecclesial Institute and given so much publicity by the Archdiocesan newspaper, The People of God.  Although eloquent and entertaining, Marty’s shallow remarks about ethics had little to inspire, and – surprisingly for such a renowned intellectual –had little to say about the way religious bodies influence or operate in society, purportedly the theme of his lecture.   

In April 1992, Dr. Martin Marty wrote in Lutheran, a publication of the Evangelical Lutheran Church of America, “resurrection does not mean that God reanimated the cells of the dead body of the crucified Jesus.” In an interview for Playboy (June 1967) he says, “I could conceive, from the pastoral point of view, the legitimacy of something like adultery in extreme situations.”  He also supported procuring abortion in certain circumstances, saying that faced with a Thalidomide deformed fetus “I would access human values and probably vote more for an actual mother than for a potential monster.”(
Operation Plainspeak: An Open Letter to US Bishops

Excerpts from a Project of Catholic World News 

Your Excellencies,

     At your June meeting, you will discuss the scandal that has enveloped the Catholic Church in the United States. As faithful Catholics we feel an obligation to raise our voices, to raise this respectful plea for plain speech and bold leadership.

     The severity of this crisis should not be underestimated. This scandal has not been created by the mass media; secular reporters have merely exposed the unhappy truth, uncovering a frightening pattern of abuse and corruption within the Church.

     The results have been catastrophic. The Church has been exposed to public ridicule. The laity have become increasingly angry, confused, and demoralized. Worst of all, the work of evangelization has been hindered, and salvation of souls has been jeopardized….A public scandal calls for a public response. You, as leaders of the Catholic Church in America, must speak and act decisively to repair the grave damage that our Church has suffered.

     The problems that we face have been caused, in no small part, by a failure to act forthrightly: to acknowledge inconvenient facts and to deal with unwelcome truths. As you address these problems today you must face the facts squarely, and proclaim the truth boldly--confident in the knowledge that “the truth will set you free.”

     Media accounts regularly identify the current scandal as a matter of “priestly pedophilia.” But that description is not accurate, for two reasons.

First, the sexual misbehavior of Catholic priests is only one part of the current crisis. The problem has been compounded, and the scandal has been exacerbated, by the failure of Church leaders to intervene to stop the sexual abuse. The flagrant and widespread abdication of pastoral responsibility has shown a deep corruption with the American hierarchy. In many ways the tepid response to priestly sexual abuse has been more scandalous than the abuse itself. 

     Second, the sexual misconduct of American priests has not been confined to pedophilia--that is, the abuse of young children. In the vast majority of cases, the priests’ victims have been adolescent boys or young men. Emerging evidence makes it impossible to ignore the widespread toleration of homosexual activity among American priests.

     This widespread acceptance of homosexual activity is a grave problem in itself because it causes disdain for Catholic doctrine and fosters a climate of hypocrisy among those who are the official representatives of Church teaching.

     We believe that the current scandal is a direct consequence of a failure to uphold and promote the teachings of the Catholic Church regarding sexual morality. When bishops do not accept, understand, and boldly proclaim the necessary link between sexual intimacy and procreation, they cannot expect the faithful of their dioceses to uphold that magisterial teaching….

For the complete text of this excellent letter, and an opportunity to sign it, go to

cwnews.com/promo/promopage.cfm 

A History of Clerical Celibacy

     Revisionist history claims that mandatory celibacy for Catholic clergy is a medieval discipline that was developed to avoid property battles.  Unfortunately, the facts don’t support this. 

     The Council of Nicea, the First Ecumenical Council, solemnly proclaimed the tradition of clerical celibacy, in 325. Canon No. 3, unanimously approved by the Fathers, admitted of no exceptions whatsoever. The Council considered that the prohibition imposed thereby on all bishops, priests, and deacons against having a wife absolute. All subsequent councils that have addressed the subject have renewed this interdiction. 

     Not only would it be a violation of Sacred Tradition to blot out a custom decreed for 2,000 years to be absolutely obligatory, but it must also be recognized that clerical celibacy is to be seen not merely as of ecclesiastical institution, but part of what is more broadly known in Catholic moral theology as “divine positive law,” initiated by Christ and His Apostles. That is, it is not merely disciplinary in nature. Additional historical facts:

· The Council of Carthage in 390 stated that celibacy is of Apostolic origin.

· St. Epiphanius of Salamis (ca. 315-403) wrote: “It is the Apostles themselves who decreed this law.”

· St. Jerome (ca. 342-420): “Priests and deacons must be either virgins or widowers before being ordained, or at least observe perpetual continence after their ordination.... If married men find this difficult to endure, they should not turn against me, but rather against Holy Writ and the entire ecclesiastical order.”

· Pope St. Innocent 1(401-417): “This is not a matter of imposing upon the clergy new and arbitrary obligations, but rather of reminding them of those which the tradition of the Apostles and the Fathers has transmitted to us.”
· St. Peter Damian (1007-1072) wrote: “No one can be ignorant of the fact that all the Fathers of the Catholic Church unanimously imposed the inviolable rule of continence on clerics in major orders.” 

· St Jerome in his treatise “Adversus Jovinianum,” bases clerical celibacy on the virginity of Christ. (
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