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Conference on Conversion
LPC Annual Conference a Triumph

by Stephanie Block

Albuquerque, NM  (September 8, 2001) The third annual Los Pequeños Conference explored the topic of “Conversion” and opened with the spellbinding testimony of Noah Lett, a staff theologian with EWTN, and his journey into the Catholic Church.  From an irreligious background, Lett’s growing faith  moved him from an enthusiastic belief in Jesus to a conviction in His Eucharist Presence. It also led Lett from a secure position as a Lutheran minister to a period of unstable employment, teaching in  a number of Catholic schools and parishes, during which he discovered how poorly Catholics are catechized in their faith.

The second speaker was Marcella Melendez, a Spanish-language journalist and pro-life activist whose conversion story is in Donna Steichen’s Prodigal Daughters.  Melendez grew up in Bosque, New Mexico, and began with a depiction of Catholic life in a poor, large, happy New Mexican family of the 50s that clearly resonated with many in  the audience.   After the death of her mother, however, Melendez’ childhood was marked by illness, depression, and profound anger at God, which was only reconciled by recovering her faith.  Melendez came to realize that the suffering of her childhood had actually been a tremendous treasure in her life.

The Conference Mass was celebrated by Rev. John Zuhlsdorf, columnist for The Wanderer and director of a major Catholic website (www.catholic.org).  In Father’s homily, he noted that the 2000 years of historical Christianity ties contemporary Catholics to the great converts mentioned in the genealogy of Jesus.  Each person mentioned in the Gospel had a specific task they were called to; Catholics today also have a specific task at this time of history.  

The afternoon began with speaker Rosalind Moss, a Jewish convert who works as an apologist with Catholic Answers and is the host of EWTN’s program, “Household of Faith.” Her conversion story was woven with the story of her brother, David Moss, the founder and director of the Association of Hebrew Catholics.   Rosalind Moss spent eighteen years in Evangelical Protestantism before embracing Catholicism, after coming to an appreciation of the beauty of the Eucharist and the Mass.

Fr. Zuhlsdorf gave the final talk of the Conference.  He  began by saying that  conversion is an ongoing process throughout one’s lifetime. In his own case, he had begun the spiritual journey with intense curiosity about religion in general and  had explored “new age” teachings,  various Protestant denominations and Judaism.  He also loved languages, literature, and music. At some point in college, he happened to come to a Latin Mass with full orchestra and beautiful Gregorian chant.  He was overwhelmed with its beauty and began a conversion to the Catholic Church which eventually led to his ordination as a priest by Pope John Paul II in 1991.

Tapes of individual talks ($5/tape) and  of the entire conference ($30/boxed set) are available.

Call (505) 293-8006

Taos Priest Takes on School Clinic

Parents’ Group Opposes Contraception Distribution through the Schools

On August 9, 2001, the Taos News carried a story by Cornelia de Bruin, ”Parents Want Teen-clinic Plans Cancelled.”  According to the article, parents and religious leaders were pressing the Taos School District to cancel its plans for a controversial teen clinic at the high school and focus instead upon abstinence-based sex education.  The clinic had been scheduled to dispense contraceptives to area students this school year. School health officials said this action was in compliance with state and federal laws requiring the district to offer teens information and treatment on sexually transmitted diseases.

Fr. Terrence Brennan of Holy Trinity Parish, a New Mexico attorney before his ordination, joined a parents’ group, the Taos Family Council, to fight the clinic’s interpretation of these laws.  Brennan argued that contraceptives are an extremely irresponsible way of complying with the state’s mandate.  In a document prepared for the Taos Family Council and presented to the school district, Brennan stated that schools “should not be handing out contraceptives that put our children at risk to acquire STDs [sexually transmitted diseases] because there is no scientific evidence to support the claim that condoms provide universal protection against gonorrhea, chlamydia, syphilis, chancroid, trichomoniasis, or genital herpes.” Instead, Brennan asked that the school district implement abstinence-based sex education. 

The parents’ group has four primary objectives.  First, they wish to ensure that contraceptives are not given out at the school clinic.  Second, they want their parental right to make decisions about their children’s welfare respected by the school district.  Third, they want Taos school children to be given accurate and truthful information about the dangers of premarital sex.  Last, the group is investigating various abstinence-before-marriage programs around the country, looking for one with a proven track record that could be used successfully in Taos schools.

To respond to parental concerns, the Taos school district has created a ten-member task force, evenly split between those who favor and those who oppose contraception distribution at the school.  It will be co-chaired by Fr. Brennan, representing the parents’ group, and the nurse representing the school clinic.  

The task force is expected to thrash out differences and come up with a model that will both satisfy the state mandate to provide health services and the moral mandate to discourage dangerous and promiscuous behavior. “My hope is that other school districts around the state will benefit from our work,” said Fr. Brennan. 

Problematic Ecumenism

The Santa Fe New Mexican of July 8, 2001 carried the headline “Open and Affirming Congregations”  that accompanied a short article and photo of members from several Santa Fe “faith communities” standing in front of a rainbow flag, a symbol of homosexual activism.  Rev. Adam Ortega y Ortiz and his associate pastor were there to represent the Santa Maria de la Paz Catholic “Community,”  along with someone from the Chamisa Local Council of the Covenant of the Goddess, the high priestess of “Our Lady of the Woods,” and several other more mainstream groups.

The September 2, 2001 New Mexican carried another news item about Fr. Ortega.  On September 6, Santa Maria de la Paz’s “sister” congregation, St. Bede’s Episcopal, was slated to ordain a woman priest, and Fr. Ortega was scheduled to deliver the ordination homily. .  The Santa Maria de la Paz Sunday bulletin carried an open invitation to attend the event: “Our sister parish, St. Bede’s Episcopal Church invites everyone to celebrate with them the ordination of Madelynn Ruth Kirkpatrick to the SACRED ORDER OF PRIESTS...Our parish has also given toward the purchase of a stole for her use as a small token of love and support to Madelynn in her new ministry.”  

According to Michelle Parker, a Santa Fe Catholic, these “ecumenical” actions of Fr. Ortega raise a great many questions.  “It isn’t simply a question of  the appropriateness of fraternity with pagan groups,” said Ms. Parker, “but of an unambiguous expression of the Catholic faith.  I think Fr. Ortega is giving the appearance of support to female ordination and  to legitimizing homosexual activity.”

G.W.’S DECISION – A PLUS TEN?

By Sherry Dib, Project Life

The long-awaited for decision on using federal tax dollars for research on stem cells from human embryos has finally been delivered; for some – it is akin to natural childbirth with all its praises, for others – more of a C-section with a surgical knife and leftover scar tissue.  On August 9, 2001 President George W. Bush proclaimed that he would allow federal tax dollars to be spent on research of sixty lines of already existing stem cells.  He stated that these sixty lines (a single line consists of approximately 3000 embryos) were already dead embryos (before his coming into office).  His logic was that, if the Federal Government were involved, there would be some control.  To this end, he is setting up a council to discuss and monitor events as they progress.  This council will also be involved in other life issues, such as euthanasia.  In one fell swoop, he also upheld the right to life of the 100,000 or so frozen embryos.  He accomplished this by denying the use of federal tax dollars for research that would cause their death (the extraction of stem cells does cause the demise of a real human being, albeit, however so tiny in embryonic form).  

There has been much squawking  about this from all sides of the Conservative, Liberal, Moderate, Me-myself-and I debate.  (As a sidewalk counselor outside of Planned Parenthood’s San Mateo abortuary, I prefer not to be called anything except pro-life – and that means all the way!)  Perhaps the most interesting comments I heard were on a radio program that was blessing the President with accolades for his “wisdom that could only have been delivered through much prayer.”  The host had a guest and asked questions of callers to rate the President from one to ten (with ten being the best) on several aspects of his address and his decision.  In most instances, the calls were all favorable and mostly tens.  Here is my personal review.

* Politics – 10: He managed to placate John and Mary Doe Public, regardless of their position on the issue.  

* Promise Keeping – 10:  He kept his campaign promise in that federal tax dollars will not support the destruction of live, human embryos for stem cell research.

* Sincerity – 10: He made every attempt to do the right thing by seeking advice from all sides and obtaining factual information about the subject before making a decision.

* Moral Issue – 0:  What?  Three tens and a zero?  Yes!

Read on. The President and a lot of well meaning and even good Christians still do not get it; THE END NEVER JUSTIFIES THE MEANS!  

What the President has done by authorizing research on the sixty existing stem cell lines is to give a reward for a deed that was evil.  As such, he inadvertently has opened the door for other evil doings.  Even the radio announcer, who obviously is a Christian said, “Well, after all, they (referring to the stem cell lines) are no longer embryos but only biological material.”

Excuse me.  Sooner or later all dead people will be decomposed and “only biological material” but this does not mean I take a body that has been murdered and use it for fertilizer!  We have no moral right to seek benefit or expect gain from that which is rooted in or from an evil means.  

Until we, as lovers of Our Lord and Savior, get this into our heads, and start proclaiming it loudly and clearly from our hearts, there will be a lot of tens given when they should be zeros!  
Excerpts from “The Evil of Embryo Destruction”

By Archbishop Charles Chaput, O.F.M. Cap. 

....[W]e oppose the use of immoral means to achieve seemingly good goals, even when they include possible medical cures. Why? Because if the bloody legacy of the last century has taught us anything, it's that the end never justifies the means. 

The immorality of destroying human embryos does not rest on ...a “rigid postulate.” Rather, the sacredness of human life is the constant teaching of the Christian faith from the Didache of the first century through Vatican II.      

....[T]hese microscopic clumps of cells are genetically complete and unique human individuals. Their tiny size does not diminish their humanity – by exactly that same bad logic, an infant would be less human than an adult....The term “unneeded” is also quite curious. It reveals a utilitarian ethic that denies human dignity and treats people as objects to be manipulated. Practitioners of this ethic were tried as war criminals less than 60 years ago. Today, they promise miracle cures while ignoring a constant principle of morality – we may never do evil so that good may result from it. The cures promised are hypothetical, but even if real, they can never justify the evil of embryo destruction. 

Does fidelity to sound moral principles leave us without hope of medical advances? Not at all. Stem cells derived from adult tissue and from the placenta after childbirth have produced promising results, even while the use of embryonic cells to treat Parkinson's Disease patients has proved disappointing. 

Liberationism at Center for Action and Contemplation

by Stephanie Block

In 1984, the Sacred Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith published an Instruction on Certain Aspects of the “Theology of Liberation,” a document that outlined the errors of the expanding theological movement of liberationism.  Those errors are many and consequential.  Liberationism, like Marxism, perverts the Christian meaning of “the poor” and understands poverty in purely in terms of economics and class struggle. Secondly, liberationism, like Marxist relativism, abandons the truth. Liberationism also  reduces the spiritual to politics, taking concepts whose primary intention, meaning or import is spiritual and reinterpreting them to signify merely the political or material, undervaluing the effects of personal sin and overvaluing structural (or societal) sin. Economic or socio-political structures are misunderstood as root causes of evil rather than as a consequence of human actions, done by free and responsible persons. The Instruction  also notes that the radical deliverance of Christ, offered to both freeman and slave, “does not require some change in the political or social condition as a prerequisite for entrance into this freedom.” (IV.13)  The Good News cannot be reduced to an earthly gospel. (VI.4)

To support its theses, however, liberationism routinely reinterprets Scriptures and other matters of the Faith. The Instruction gives as an example: “...[T]he liberation of Exodus cannot be reduced to a liberation which is principally or exclusively political in nature.” (IV.3) Nor can scripture be used to teach that a given political or economic system liberates. “God is the defender and liberator of the poor.” (IV.6) 

Despite such clear instruction, a recent article carried by Radical Grace (July/September 2001), the newspaper published quarterly by the Center for Action and Contemplation, enthusiastically embraced the theology of liberation.  “For All Flesh that Suffers Has God Close at Hand: Liberation Theology and Gay, Lesbian, Bisexual, and Transgender Communities,” by Ellen Grigsby (a CAC Board member) finds gay, lesbian,  bisexual, and transgender (g/l/b/t) a “later development within liberation theologies.”  Grigsby’s liberationism  challenges traditional expressions of revelation by asking the reader to consider:  “[W]hat if a community begins to believe in a God who is bigger than conventional boundaries would have us accept, a God whose divinely created order is more diverse than the principalities define as normal...?”  Spiritual direction from this “god” are to come from “a Spirit-filled community” that will de-legitimize “systems of political-economic-social control.”  G/l/b/t theologians, according to Grigsby, suggest “that a close reading and careful translation/interpretation of the Bible from a contextualist/ historical perspective uncovers misreadings that have been used to attack g/l/b/t people.”  The punishment of Sodom, Grigsby writes, was not because of Sodom’s homosexuality, but for its lack of hospitality. 

The Center for Action and Contemplation operates on the Archdiocesan property of Holy Family Parish and was promoted, as recently as September 2001, in the People of God as one of several “retreat centers in the Archdiocese of Santa Fe” suggested as a place to locate a spiritual director or to “grow in the spiritual life.”  Recent speakers at the Center have included dissident Catholic Call to Action supporters, a Wiccan ecofeminist, and practitioners of eastern mystical traditions.
Bishop Trautman Cancels CAC Program

Bishop Trautman, ordinary of the Diocese of Erie in Pennsylvania, cancelled a Center for Action and Contemplation “internship on the road” program because of the activist background of  Ellen Grigsby, whose article on gay/lesbian/bisexual/transgender liberationism was featured in the August/ September issue of Radical Grace.   Grigsby is not only on the CAC Board, but serves as the Chapter Coordinator of the Southwest Chapter of the United Church of Christ Coalition for Lesbian/Gay/ Bisexual/ Transgender Concerns.   “He could not risk the possibility of a question regarding gay/lesbian “lifestyle” being raised and affirmed during any question about justice, “ Kathleen O’Malley of CAC wrote in the August/September 2001 Radical Grace article on the cancellation.
To the editor:  

During our attendance at the Southwest Charismatic Conference at Glorieta on the weekend of 8-18-01, my wife Ramona and I heard a most beautiful talk on the Eucharist by Fr. Daniel Balizan concerning  the lack of reverence with which many communicants receive Our Lord Jesus.  He reminded us about Who is present in the appearance of the bread and wine and spoke about the many ways in which some people nonchalantly go up to receive Him.  As an example, he mentioned going up to receive while chewing gum and being indifferent to the Lord’s awesome presence.  Later on, while the congregation was going up to receive the Eucharist,  I was moved almost to tears as I witnessed people approaching the priest and other Eucharistic Ministers with beautiful gestures of reverence.  Thanks to Fr. Balizan for that touching talk. 

Sincerely,

Archie Dow
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