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I greet all of you with fraternal affection and I pray 
that this pilgrimage of spiritual renewal and deep-
ened communion will confirm you in faith and 
commitment to your task as Pastors of the Church 
in the United States of America. As you know, it is 
my intention in the course of this year to reflect 
with you on some of the spiritual and cultural chal-
lenges of the new evangelization.

One of the most memorable aspects of my Pas-
toral Visit to the United States was the opportunity 
it afforded me to reflect on America’s historical 
experience of religious freedom, and specifically 
the relationship between religion and culture. At 
the heart of every culture, whether perceived or 
not, is a consensus about the nature of reality and 
the moral good, and thus about the conditions for 
human flourishing. In America, that consensus, as 
enshrined in your nation’s founding documents, 
was grounded in a worldview shaped not only by 
faith but a commitment to certain ethical principles 
deriving from nature and nature’s God. Today that 
consensus has eroded significantly in the face of 
powerful new cultural currents which are not only 
directly opposed to core moral teachings of the 
Judeo-Christian tradition, but increasingly hostile 
to Christianity as such.

For her part, the Church in the United States is 
called, in season and out of season, to proclaim a 
Gospel which not only proposes unchanging 
moral truths but proposes them precisely as the 
key to human happiness and social prospering (cf. 
Gaudium et Spes, 10). To the extent that some 
current cultural trends contain elements that would 
curtail the proclamation of these truths, whether 
constricting it within the limits of a merely scientific 
rationality, or suppressing it in the name of politi-
cal power or majority rule, they represent a threat 
not just to Christian faith, but also to humanity it-
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The most perniciously typical aspect of the modern era consists 
in the absurd attempt to reconstruct a solid and fruitful temporal 
order divorced from God, who is, in fact, the only foundation on 
which it can endure.

Mater et Magistra, John XVIII
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Signs
(Continued from page 1)

courage to counter a reductive secu-
larism which would delegitimize the 
Church’s participation in public debate 
about the issues which are determin-
ing the future of American society. 
The preparation of committed lay 
leaders and the presentation of a con-
vincing articulation of the Christian 
vision of man and society remain a 
primary task of the Church in your 
country; as essential components of 
the new evangelization, these con-

cerns must shape the vision and goals of catechetical 
programs at every level.

In this regard, I would mention with appreciation your ef-
forts to maintain contacts with Catholics involved in politi-
cal life and to help them understand their personal re-
sponsibility to offer public witness to their faith, especially 
with regard to the great moral issues of our time: respect 
for God’s gift of life, the protection of human dignity and 
the promotion of authentic human rights. As the Council 
noted, and I wished to reiterate during my Pastoral Visit, 
respect for the just autonomy of the secular sphere must 
also take into consideration the truth that there is no 
realm of worldly affairs which can be withdrawn from the 
Creator and his dominion (cf. Gaudium et Spes, 36). 
There can be no doubt that a more consistent witness on 
the part of America’s Catholics to their deepest convic-
tions would make a major contribution to the renewal of 
society as a whole.

Dear Brother Bishops, in these brief remarks I have 
wished to touch upon some of the pressing issues which 
you face in your service to the Gospel and their signifi-
cance for the evangelization of American culture. No one 
who looks at these issues realistically can ignore the 
genuine difficulties which the Church encounters at the 
present moment. Yet in faith we can take heart from the 
growing awareness of the need to preserve a civil order 
clearly rooted in the Judeo-Christian tradition, as well as 
from the promise offered by a new generation of Catholics 
whose experience and convictions will have a decisive 
role in renewing the Church’s presence and witness in 
American society. The hope which these “signs of the 
times” give us is itself a reason to renew our efforts to 
mobilize the intellectual and moral resources of the entire 
Catholic community in the service of the evangelization of 
American culture and the building of the civilization of 
love. With great affection I commend all of you, and the 
flock entrusted to your care, to the prayers of Mary, 
Mother of Hope, and cordially impart my Apostolic Bless-
ing as a pledge of grace and peace in Jesus Christ our 
Lord.

Address of His Holiness Benedict XVI  To the Bishops of 
the United States of America  on Their "Ad Limina" Visit
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self and to the deepest truth about our 
being and ultimate vocation, our rela-
tionship to God. When a culture at-
tempts to suppress the dimension of 
ultimate mystery, and to close the 
doors to transcendent truth, it inevita-
bly becomes impoverished and falls 
prey, as the late Pope John Paul II so 
clearly saw, to reductionist and totali-
tarian readings of the human person 
and the nature of society.

With her long tradition of respect for the right relationship 
between faith and reason, the Church has a critical role to 
play in countering cultural currents which, on the basis of 
an extreme individualism, seek to promote notions of free-
dom detached from moral truth. Our tradition does not 
speak from blind faith, but from a rational perspective 
which links our commitment to building an authentically 
just, humane and prosperous society to our ultimate as-
surance that the cosmos is possessed of an inner logic 
accessible to human reasoning. The Church’s defense of 
a moral reasoning based on the natural law is grounded 
on her conviction that this law is not a threat to our free-
dom, but rather a “language” which enables us to under-
stand ourselves and the truth of our being, and so to 
shape a more just and humane world. She thus proposes 
her moral teaching as a message not of constraint but of 
liberation, and as the basis for building a secure future.

The Church’s witness, then, is of its nature public: she 
seeks to convince by proposing rational arguments in the 
public square. The legitimate separation of Church and 
State cannot be taken to mean that the Church must be 
silent on certain issues, nor that the State may choose not 
to engage, or be engaged by, the voices of committed 
believers in determining the values which will shape the 
future of the nation.

In the light of these considerations, it is imperative that 
the entire Catholic community in the United States come 
to realize the grave threats to the Church’s public moral 
witness presented by a radical secularism which finds 
increasing expression in the political and cultural spheres. 
The seriousness of these threats needs to be clearly ap-
preciated at every level of ecclesial life. Of particular con-
cern are certain attempts being made to limit that most 
cherished of American freedoms, the freedom of religion. 
Many of you have pointed out that concerted efforts have 
been made to deny the right of conscientious objection on 
the part of Catholic individuals and institutions with regard 
to cooperation in intrinsically evil practices. Others have 
spoken to me of a worrying tendency to reduce religious 
freedom to mere freedom of worship without guarantees 
of respect for freedom of conscience.

Here once more we see the need for an engaged, articu-
late and well-formed Catholic laity endowed with a strong 
critical sense vis-à-vis the dominant culture and with the 
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Praised be Jesus!

this new rule. We intend to require employers that do not 
offer coverage of contraceptive services to provide notice 
to employees, which will also state that contraceptive ser-
vices are available at sites such as community health 
centers, public clinics, and hospitals with income-based 
support”. 

What it boils down to is this:  The new law takes effect on 
August 1, 2012, but since Catholic organizations and uni-
versities called the administration on the carpet for this, 
they decided to give them one more year to come to 
terms with the fact that they must comply or they’ll be out 
of business.  Outrageous.  Then to add insult to injury, 
they are “intending to require” (which is a nice way of say-
ing “demanding”) employers that do not offer coverage of 
contraceptives (Churches) to post a notice to their em-
ployees telling them where they can get it.  Doubly outra-
geous.  The government is forcing the Church to preach 
against Her own teachings.  This violates every aspect of 
religious freedom.

In the opening article, Pope Benedict refers to a “worrying 
tendency to reduce religious freedom to mere freedom of 
worship without guarantees of respect for freedom of con-
science”.  This new law is a prime example of the Pope’s 
statement.  While it may sound like the same thing, free-
dom of worship and freedom of religion are very different.  
Freedom of worship means you are free to worship in the 
confines of a church or your home.  Once you walk out-
side into the public, you have no religious freedom.  That 
means you can’t have any expressions or symbols of your 
faith, you can’t go to a hospital or nursing home or prison 
and preach the Gospel.  You can’t stand on the street 
corner and talk about Jesus.  All that and more is forbid-
den under freedom of worship.  Freedom of religion gives 
you the right to engage in all those activities and gives the 
Church and religious organizations protection from any 
infringements by guaranteeing their right to conscientious 
objections.

The Pope further warns us in his article that, “It is impera-
tive that the entire Catholic community in the United 
States comes to realize the grave threats to the Church’s 
public witness”. Without freedom of religion, we cannot be 
a witness to our faith in Jesus, and fulfill His mandate for 

Lent provides us with the invitation to pray, fast and give 
alms.  Scripture speaks to us of the benefits of these 
practices “But this kind is not cast out but by prayer and 
fasting (Matthew 17:21); and, “Prayer and fasting are 
good, but better than these is almsgiving” (Tobit 12: 8-9).  
Our Lady has since reminded us of the importance of 
prayer and penance in several of her apparitions.  She 
has been noted to say that, “through prayer and fasting 
you can stop wars and suspend natural laws”.  As we look 
at the recent events in our country, we can see the urgent 
need of prayer and fasting to suspend a very unnatural 
law.

Cardinal Dolan of New York recently stated, "Never be-
fore has the federal government forced individuals and 
organizations to go out into the marketplace and buy a 
product that violates their conscience. This shouldn't hap-
pen in a land where free exercise of religion ranks first in 
the Bill of Rights."  The Cardinal continues, "This latest 
erosion of our first freedom should make all Americans 
pause. When the government tampers with a freedom so 
fundamental to the life of our nation, one shudders to 
think what lies ahead."  

He is, of course, referring to The Health and Human Ser-
vices Secretary Kathleen Sebelius ordering all health-care 
plans in the United States to cover sterilizations and all 
FDA-approved contraceptives, including those that induce 
abortions.  While an exemption is made for “religious em-
ployers”, in order to qualify for this exemption they must 
employ persons of their faith who are actively involved in 
the teaching of the faith.  This excludes hospitals, univer-
sities and organizations like Catholic Charities.  There is 
no exemption for private citizens or business owners. 
Here’s a statement from Kathleen Sebelius:

“After evaluating comments, we have decided to add an 
additional element to the final rule. Nonprofit employers 
who, based on religious beliefs, do not currently provide 
contraceptive coverage in their insurance plan, will be 
provided an additional year, until August 1, 2013, to com-
ply with the new law. Employers wishing to take advan-
tage of the additional year must certify that they qualify for 
the delayed implementation. This additional year will allow 
these organizations more time and flexibility to adapt to 

The one only reason which men have for not obeying is when anything is demanded of them which is openly repugnant 
to the natural or the divine law, for it is equally unlawful to command to do anything in which the law of nature or the will 
of God is violated. If, therefore, it should happen to any one to be compelled to prefer one or the other, viz., to disregard 
either the commands of God or those of rulers, he must obey Jesus Christ, who commands us to "give to Caesar the 
things that are Caesar's, and to God the things that are God's," and must reply courageously after the example of the 
Apostles: "We ought to obey God rather than men." And yet there is no reason why those who so behave themselves 
should be accused of refusing obedience; for, if the will of rulers is opposed to the will and the laws of God, they them-
selves exceed the bounds of their own power and pervert justice; nor can their authority then be valid, which, when 
there is no justice, is null.

Leo XIII, Diuturnum (On the Origin of Civil Power)

(Continued on next page)
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First they came for the communists, and I didn't speak 
out because I wasn't a communist.
Then they came for the trade unionists, and I didn't 
speak out because I wasn't a trade unionist.
Then they came for the Jews, and I didn't speak out 
because I wasn't a Jew.
Then they came for the Catholics, and I didn't speak out 
because I was Protestant.
Then they came for me and there was no one left to 
speak out for me.

"We'll see to it that the churches cannot spread abroad teach-
ings in conflict with the interests of the State. We shall con-
tinue to preach the doctrine of National Socialism, and the 
young will no longer be taught anything but the truth."                     
- Adolph Hitler

 It is time for us to speak out.  We must bring our consci-
entious objections to the public square.  Call or write your 
congressmen and senators.  Call Kathleen Sebelius’ of-
fice and mention that you are “intending to require” her 
office to adhere to the Constitution.

Finally, pray and fast like never before.  If we don’t, Lent 
might last a lot longer than 40 days.

May Our Lord be your strength and courage this Lenten 
Season.

God Bless you,
Denise Harvey
Vice President

us to go and preach the Gospel to all nations.  To that 
end, Our Holy Father calls for “An engaged, articulate and 
well-formed Catholic laity to participate in public debate 
about the issues that are determining the future of Ameri-
can society”.  The Dominican Laity, above all, must re-
spond to this call.

Certainly, if these were simply passing fads or trends, The 
Holy Father along with the Bishops, the laity, universities 
and countless members of different faiths, would not be 
so concerned over these developments.  Indeed, these 
developments are merely the latest, and most blatant, in a 
series of attempts to silence the Church and Her partici-
pation in the public square.  If this law is not challenged 
and defeated, the freedom we enjoy today may be gone 
tomorrow.  This is true not only of the Catholic faith, but of 
all faiths.

One Protestant man puts it this way; “Whether one 
agrees with the Catholic Church’s teachings or not, this 
overreach of our government imposes a sweeping amoral 
agenda on us all.  It’s the Catholics now, but it will be 
Methodists, Baptists, or Church XYZ next”.

How true.

Martin Niemöller was a pastor in Germany during the Nazi 
regime.  He was eventually sent to a concentration camp 
for speaking out against the erosion of freedom in his 
country.  Here’s what he had to say;

Dear Brothers and Sisters in St. Dominic,

With so much difficult news out there for our Catholic 
hearts these days, I thought I would take a very brief look 
at our way of life, at the season of Lent, and the gift from 
our Lord that this season is for us.  Because, as lay mem-
bers of the Dominican Order, so much of our Rule and 
Particular Directory keep the elements of Lent ever pre-
sent for us in the Dominican Laity throughout the year, so 
much so that, by the time Lent rolls around every spring, 
we should feel as though we’ve been in training all year 
for just this season.

Everything about our Rule and PD – from the discipline of 
keeping the hours of the day with the Office and all our 
other promised duties, to the daily commemoration of our 
beloved deceased – lends itself to the rigors and peni-
tence associated with the Lenten period.  Fasting is a 
constant for us:  daily (when possible) Mass requires a 
fast, we abstain from meat on all Fridays of the year, and 

we fast and abstain from meat not only when the Church 
does so, but also on the vigils of our special feasts (April 
28, August 7 and October 6).  Our Rule calls for frequent 
celebration of the Sacrament of Reconciliation, too, and, 
while the PD suggests a monthly routine, I know a num-
ber of holy Lay Dominicans who try to go weekly.  And, of 
course there’s that one particular admonition in the Rule 
where we promise to pursue a “conversion of heart ac-
cording to the spirit and practice of evangelical penance”. 

Our Rule is a blueprint for our living penitential lives, all 
designed for us prepare ourselves for an abundance of 
contemplation, focused on our Lord, for whatever apos-
tolic activity He has in mind for us.  What a blessing our 
Rule is!

May you have a blessed and fruitful Lent,

Tony Galati
President

From the President

Praised be Jesus
(Continued from previous page)
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We belong to the Church militant; and she is militant be-
cause on earth the powers of darkness are ever restless 
to encompass her destruction. Not only in the far-off cen-
turies of the early Church, but down through the ages 
and in this our day, the enemies of God and Christian 
civilization make bold to attack the Creator’s supreme 
dominion and sacrosanct human rights. 

Pius XII, 1953

From the DLIPC Representative

(Continued on next page)

This is the first time in the history of the United States 
that a presidential administration has purposely tried to 
interfere in the internal working of the Catholic Church, 
playing one group off against another for political gain. 
What isn’t always understood is that the Bishops of the 
Church make no attempt to speak for all Catholics; they 
never have. The Bishops speak for the Catholic and ap-
ostolic faith, and those who hold that faith gather around 
them. Others disperse.

Cardinal Francis George, (Link)

It was a pretty serious rule in my house, growing up, that 
one did not (i.e., DID NOT) talk religion or politics in 
"polite company." That meant we did not discuss either 
when we had company over, or when we visited friends. 
That is not to say my folks didn't have strong political 
views, they were very clear and very strong. But one did 
not discuss them in conversations with friends, or ac-
quaintances, especially, during dinner.

We have been told time and time again that we should 
keep religion and politics as private matters and not bring 
them into the public square.  Perhaps it was because, as 
Catholics, we were not part of the dominant culture. Al-
though our faith formed western culture, influenced the 
arts, created the sciences we were still separate and 
apart from the dominant Protestant culture. We were sup-
posed to know, and keep, our place. 

In the last 50-years Catholics have made many suc-
cesses in the public arena. We have been accepted by 
mainstream society, including the electoral polls. But 
these have been a Pyrrhic victory. We have accepted the 
illogic of splitting our private and public lives. To be patri-
otic Americans meant, to far too many, demonstrating that 
we could keep out faith compartmentalized and separate 
from our daily lives. How many times have we heard 
"Catholic" politicians say they would not "impose" their 
personal (faith-filled?) views on the public they repre-
sented?

Although Catholics make up some 24% of the U.S. popu-
lation we make up some 28% of the total Congress. What 
evidence of moral leadership do we have from this 
“accomplishment?” One measure is the National Right to 
Life “pro-life rating” of the members. By that measure thir-
teen Senators (out of 20, or 65%) had a 50%, or less, 
“pro-life rating.” (NOTE: this rating is from last December 
and there were four incoming Catholic senators who were 
not included in the rating.) Only 4 (20%) senators had 
greater than 90% rating. 

The NRL rated 96 Catholic Representatives (some 30 
incoming members of the House were not included in the 
year-end rating). Of the 96 Representatives rated, almost 
20% (19 individuals) were rated zero percent. Another 
20% were rated between 1% and 8%. So, 40% of House 
members had a pro-life rating below 10%. It should be a 
complete scandal that some 77% of Catholic House of 

Representatives members had a pro-life rating of 50% or 
less. One-third of the Catholic House members had a 
90%, or greater, rating. (See http://www.ncregister.com/
daily-news/meet-the-catholics-in-congress/ for a detailed 
breakdown.)

In 1967, following the apparent successes in political are-
nas we saw a full-out assault on Catholic higher educa-
tion. The "Land O' Lakes Conference and Statement" was 
developed and signed by a group of Catholic educators in 
an effort to define the relationship between the modern 
American university and the Church; and between the 
Catholic university and American intellectual life. Unfortu-
nately its legacy was the separation of the Catholic uni-
versity from Holy Mother Church in a misbegotten attempt 
to demonstrate its independence. "Academic Freedom" 
might be the clarion call of the modern university, but 
what if it comes at the cost of "Veritas," the first charge of 
the institution?  

We must realize that to live such compartmentalized lives 
is not only schizophrenic, it is a lie. This has been so am-
ply demonstrated by recent public and political events. 
Now, for the first time in our country's history, the federal 
government is prepared to limit the religious freedom of 
its citizens on a national scale. It is that serious and we 
must respond.

Too often we, as Third Order Dominicans (or Lay Domini-
cans, in the parlance of the day) get caught up in the 
never ending conversations (“dialogs,” so help me) about 
collaborations with the Friars, preaching in the various 
conferences and reflections and retreats, and such. We 
get caught up with worlds of our own inventions, while 
Rome (and Washington, DC) burns. A few salient exam-
ples:

 Humanae Vitae ... we, the laity, allowed ourselves to 
be "co-opted" by activist clergy and laity promoting an 
agenda of self-gratification and utilitarianism. We al-
lowed ourselves to be lied to: "the church hasn't made 
up her mind;"  “this is something you have to decide 
for yourselves;" and other such rubbish.
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What Makes Killing Wrong?
(Excusing Murder for Profit)

What makes an act of killing morally wrong is not that the 
act causes loss of life or consciousness but rather that 
the act causes loss of all remaining abilities. This ac-
count implies that it is not even pro tanto morally wrong 
to kill patients who are universally and irreversibly dis-
abled, because they have no abilities to lose. Applied to 
vital organ transplantation, this account undermines the 
dead donor rule and shows how current practices are 
compatible with morality.

Walter Sinnott-Armstrong, Franklin G Miller, 
Journal of Medical Ethics (Link)

Harvesting Humans

Doctors should abandon the “dangerously misleading” 
policy of having to declare donors dead before their or-
gans can be extracted for transplant, and adopt a more 
honest policy that acknowledges some patients may still 
be technically alive, Canadian and Spanish experts sug-
gest in a provocative new commentary.

They advocate replacing the current “dead-donor rule” 
with a policy that educates the public about the true na-
ture of patients used in transplant, obtains informed con-
sent — and ensures the donor does not suffer during the 
organ harvesting

Tom Blackwell, The National Post (Link)

pharmacists are under increasing pressure to ignore 
their moral reservations and cooperate with evil by 
prescribing and dispensing artificial birth control. 

 Artificial conception and embryonic stem cell research 
resulting in the destruction of human beings on a co-
lossal scale.

 Sex-Ed that works to corrupt our youth.

 Public funding of abortionists, including the public 
leaders extorting private institutions to support 
Planned Parenthood.

 "Public accommodation" to include wedding planners, 
photographers, etc., being legally forced to provide 
services to homosexual couples.

 And the list goes on. 

We must engage the marketplace. We must not succumb 
to the false distinction of “public” and “private” issues. We 
must insist on the distinction between partisan versus po-
litical discourse. Our political discussions are informed by 
our Faith; which, in turn will inform our public life. 

We must refuse to be quiet and know our place. We must 
insist on our rights as humans made in His likeness and 
image to worship Him in our way and manner, and obey 
His laws. The freedom of religion is not just one of many 
rights ... it is the ULTIMATE right, No crown, no sover-
eign; no administration can insert itself between us and 
Our Lord. 

We must preach.
Preach now.

Gary Sims
DLIPC Representative

 Roe v Wade stands out as the lowest point in our 
country's moral, cultural, and political life. It has been 
observed that if the bishops had "gone to the mat" 
and fought the decision in the public square it would 
not have stood. But we both knew our place. They, 
and we, were silent. 

 We allowed ourselves to be co-opted by the 
"seamless garment" nonsense. It was a way to dilute 
the prolife message to fit a political agenda wrapped 
in supposed dogma. And we STILL find ourselves 
haunted by this ludicrous proposition. 

 IVF -- artificial conception. This should be, in common 
jargon, a "no brainer." Yet I have met so many Catho-
lics that think this is perfectly acceptable. How di-
vorced from reality can one be?

It doesn't stop there. Now we are expected, by those 
whom most Catholic voters supported, to not only remain 
silent in the public square but to turn our back on our reli-
gious principles. Voters who, undoubtedly thought they 
we demonstrating their support for the poor, the down-
trodden, the dispossessed, and dare I say it ... the 99%, 
have seen the Catholic leaders they supported bow to 
mammon and expect us to do the same. We are left hold-
ing the bag and living in the society that suffers the con-
sequences:

 Illegitimacy rates at alarming scales, and they are 
growing.

 More and more couples electing to co-habit instead of 
forming stable households. 

 Homosexual "marriage" is promoted as “equal 
rights.” (Recently made possible in my state by our 
"Catholic” governor.)

 Artificial contraception as a "right" that Catholic em-
ployers have to provide. Additionally, doctors and 

DLIPC Representative
(Continued from previous page)
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After-Birth Abortion: 
Why Should the Baby Live?

“Abortion is largely accepted even for reasons that do 
not have anything to do with the fetus’ health. By show-
ing that (1) both fetuses and newborns do not have the 
same moral status as actual persons, (2) the fact that 
both are potential persons is morally irrelevant and (3) 
adoption is not always in the best interest of actual peo-
ple, the authors argue that what we call ‘after-birth abor-
tion’ (killing a newborn) should be permissible in all the 
cases where abortion is, including cases where the new-
born is not disabled.”

Alberto Giubilini and Francesca Minerva, 
Journal of Medical Ethics (Link)

We are certainly starting 2012 off with a bang, so to 
speak. The shot fired over the bow of the Barque of Peter 
in these United States is by now well known; the mandate 
by the department of Health and Human Services which 
requires Catholic institutions (and all employers of good 
will) to either violate the tenants of their religious faith (as 
well as the natural law), or to chose between abandoning 
active ministry or paying heavy fines for non-compliance.

To date, 181 bishops (100% of US Dioceses) have spo-
ken out against the HHS mandate (see http://
www.catholicvote.org/discuss/index.php?p=25591).  This 
truly is a remarkable juncture, and even most of those 
who disagree with Church doctrine in this particular area, 
understand the gravity of the offense against religious 
liberty it represents.

It really wouldn’t matter if 99% of Catholics wanted these 
things, for the Church’s responsibility is to the truth, not to 
the shifting sands of public opinion. As someone who was 
raised a Quaker, I have a deep appreciation for this na-
tion’s legal tradition of respect for religious conscience, 
especially where that differs dramatically with the prevail-
ing public opinion. At least in China, the state is up front 
about taking over the Church; here we have been whittled 
away over the last 50 years, but this last affront is so 
egregious that even those who are nearly asleep have 
been awakened.

Certainly there is a critical self-reflection that is long over-
due. The Second Vatican Council tasked us to rediscover 
and return to our roots, and the Order of Preachers called 
for an examination of conscience in this regard (St Domi-
nic, Preacher of Grace, Truth Be Told, Issue 5, p9). But 
rather than look back at the plethora of failures, we have 
a future of new evangelization to look forward to. And, as 
Cardinal Timothy Dolan has said, a future that will afford 
opportunity to make saints of us the easy way, through 
martyrdom.

“As religion includes all that relates to communion with 
God, it must in some form be inseparable from every 
living act of man, both individually and socially; and, in 
the long run, men must conform either their politics to 
their religion or their religion to their politics. Christianity 
is constantly at work, molding political society in its own 
image and likeness, and every political system strug-
gles to harmonize Christianity with itself.” - Orestes 
Brownson, The American Republic, 1865.

In other words, are we working to bring Christ to the cul-
ture, or working to make His Church like the culture, a 
tame civil religion?

Mark Gross
Editor

From the Editor
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(Continued on next page)

The Faith in Which Man Encounters the Truth
Benedict XVI

It is always a joy for me to meet with you on the occasion 
of your plenary session and to express my appreciation 
for the service that you undertake for the Church and es-
pecially for the Successor of Peter in his office of confirm-
ing the brethren in faith (cf. Luke 22:32). I thank Cardinal 
Levada for his cordial address of greeting in which he re-
called some important tasks discharged by the dicastery 
in recent years. And I am particularly grateful to the Con-
gregation for its work with the Pontifical Council for Pro-
moting New Evangelization in preparing the Year of Faith, 
recognizing in it a propitious moment for re-proposing to 
all the gift of faith in the risen Christ, the luminous teach-
ing of Vatican Council II and the precious doctrinal syn-
thesis offered by the Catechism of the Catholic Church.

As we know, in vast areas of the world the faith is in dan-
ger of being extinguished, like a flame that has lost its 
fuel. We are facing a profound crisis of faith, a loss of the 
religious sense, that constitutes the Church's greatest 
challenge today. The renewal of faith, then, must be the 
priority in the work of the whole Church in our time. It is 
my wish that the Year of Faith contribute, with the cordial 
collaboration of all of the People of God, to making God 
present again in this world and to opening to men the way 
to faith, to entrusting themselves to that God who loved 
us to the end (cf. John 13:1), in Jesus Christ crucified and 
risen. The theme of the unity of Christians is closely con-
nected to this task. I would therefore like to reflect on 
some doctrinal aspects that regard the Church's ecumeni-
cal path, which has been the object of deep reflection dur-
ing this plenary session, coinciding with the conclusion of 
the Week of Prayer for Christian Unity. In fact, the spirit of 
ecumenical work must begin with that "spiritual ecumen-
ism," with that "soul of the whole ecumenical move-
ment" ("Unitatis redintegratio," 8), which is found in the 
spirit of prayer that "all may be one" (John 17:21).

The consistency of the ecumenical task with the teaching 
of Vatican II and with the whole tradition has been one of 
the areas to which the Congregation, in collaboration with 
the Pontifical Council for Promoting Christian Unity, has 
given its attention. Today we can observe that many good 
fruits have been produced from ecumenical dialogues but 
we must also note that the risk of a false irenicism and of 
an indifferentism, that is completely alien to the mind of 
Vatican II, require our vigilance. This indifferentism is 
caused by the opinion, which continues to spread, that 
truth is not accessible to man and that it is thus necessary 
to limit ourselves to finding rules for a praxis that would be 
capable of improving the world. And in this way the faith 
would be replaced by a moralism without any deep foun-
dation. The center of true ecumenism is instead the faith 
in which man encounters the truth that is revealed in the 
Word of God. Without the faith the whole ecumenical 
movement would be reduced to a form of "social contract" 

that is agreed to because of a common interest, a 
"praxeology" aimed at creating a better world. The logic of 
Vatican II is completely different: the pursuit of the com-
plete unity of Christians is a dynamism animated by the 
Word of God, by the divine Truth that speaks to us in this 
Word.

The crucial problem, which cuts across ecumenical dia-
logues, is therefore the question of the structure of revela-
tion -- the relation between sacred Scripture, the living 
Tradition of the Church and the office of the successors of 
the Apostles as witness to the true faith: and here the 
theme of ecclesiology, which is a part of this issue, is im-
plicit: how God's truth reaches us. The discernment be-
tween Tradition with a capital "T" and traditions, among 
other things, is fundamental here. I do not wish to enter 
into details but only to make an observation. An important 
step in such a discernment was accomplished in the 
preparation and application of provisions for groups of 
faithful coming from Anglicanism, who desire to enter into 
full communion with the Church, into the unity of the com-
mon and essential divine Tradition, maintaining their own 
spiritual, liturgical and pastoral traditions, which are in 
conformity with the Catholic faith (cf. "Anglicanorum co-
etibus," art. III). There exists, in fact, a spiritual richness in 
the different Christian confessions, which is the expres-
sion of the one faith and a gift to share and discover to-
gether in the Tradition of the Church.

Today, then, one of the fundamental questions has to do 
with the problem of the appropriate methods in various 
ecumenical dialogues. These too must reflect the priority 
of faith. Knowing the truth is the right of every interlocutor 
in true dialogue. It is the demand of charity itself for our 
brother. In this sense, it is necessary even to face contro-
versial questions and to do so with courage, always in the 
spirit of fraternity and reciprocal respect. It is important, 
moreover, to offer a correct interpretation of that "order or 
'hierarchy' of truths in Catholic doctrine" spoken of by the 
decree "Unitatis redintegratio" (n. 11), which does not in 
any way mean reducing the deposit of faith, but making 
its internal organic structure emerge. The study docu-
ments produced by various ecumenical dialogues also 
have great relevance. Such texts cannot be ignored since 
they constitute an important fruit, even if provisional, of 
common reflection that has developed over the years. 
Nonetheless, their proper significance must be recog-
nized as contributions offered to the competent Authority 
of the Church, who alone is called to judge them in a de-
finitive way. To ascribe to such texts a binding or almost 
conclusive weight in thorny questions of dialogue without 
the necessary evaluation by the ecclesial Authority would, 
in the final analysis, not help the path toward full unity in 
the faith.
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 We cannot—we will not—comply with this unjust law. 
People of faith cannot be made second-class citizens. We 
are already joined by our brothers and sisters of all faiths 
and many others of good will in this important effort to 
regain our religious freedom. Our parents and grandpar-
ents did not come to these shores to help build America’s 
cities and towns, its infrastructure and institutions, its en-
terprise and culture, only to have their posterity stripped 
of their God given rights. In generations past, the Church 
has always been able to count on the faithful to stand up 
and protect her sacred rights and duties. I hope and trust 
she can count on this generation of Catholics to do the 
same. Your children and grandchildren deserve nothing 
less.

Therefore, I ask two things of you. First, as a community 
of faith we must commit ourselves to prayer and fasting 
that wisdom and justice may prevail, and religious liberty 
may be restored. Without God, we can do nothing; with 
God, nothing is impossible. Second, I would also recom-
mend visiting www.usccb.org/conscience, to learn more 
about this severe assault on religious liberty, and how to 
contact Congress in support of legislation that would re-
verse the Administration’s decision.

Grateful even now for your support, I remain

Sincerely in Christ,
(Most Reverend) Timothy P. Broglio
Archbishop for the Military Services
(Link)

Faith
(Continued from previous page)

not only openly opposed to the will of Christ, but it is also 
a scandal to the world and damages the holiest of 
causes: the preaching of the Gospel to every crea-
ture" ("Unitatis redintegratio," 1). Unity is therefore not 
only the fruit of faith but also a means and almost a pre-
supposition of proclaiming the faith in an ever more credi-
ble way to those who do not yet know the Savior. Jesus 
prayed: "As you, Father, are in me and I in you, may they 
also be one in us, that the world believe that you have 
sent me" (John 17:21).

In renewing my gratitude for your service, I assure you of 
my constant spiritual nearness and from my heart impart 
to you the Apostolic Blessing. Thank you.

Benedict XVI's Address to Congregation for the Doctrine 
of the Faith, Zenit., 29 Jan 2012 (Link)

Archbishop Broglio Calls on Faithful

A last question that I would like finally to mention is the 
issue of morality, which is a new challenge for the ecu-
menical journey. In dialogues we cannot ignore the great 
moral questions about human life, the family, sexuality, 
bioethics, freedom, justice and peace. It will be important 
to speak on these topics with one voice, drawing from the 
foundation of Scripture and the living tradition of the 
Church. This tradition helps us to decipher the language 
of the Creator in his creation. Defending fundamental val-
ues of the great tradition of the Church, we defend man, 
we defend creation.

In concluding these reflections, I hope for the Congrega-
tion's close and fraternal collaboration with the Pontifical 
Council for Promoting Christian Unity with the goal of ef-
fectively promoting the re-establishment of complete unity 
among Christians. Division among Christians, in fact, "is 

It is imperative that I call to your attention an alarming and 
serious matter that negatively impacts the Church in the 
United States directly, and that strikes at the fundamental 
right to religious liberty for all citizens of any faith. The 
federal government, which claims to be “of, by, and for 
the people,” has just dealt a heavy blow to almost a quar-
ter of those people—the Catholic population—and to the 
millions more who are served by the Catholic faithful. It is 
a blow to a freedom that you have fought to defend and 
for which you have seen your buddies fall in battle.

The U.S. Department of Health and Human Services an-
nounced last week that almost all employers, including 
Catholic employers, will be forced to offer their employ-
ees’ health coverage that includes sterilization, abortion-
inducing drugs, and contraception. Almost all health insur-
ers will be forced to include those immoral “services” in 
the health policies they write. And almost all individuals 
will be forced to buy that coverage as a part of their poli-
cies.

In so ruling, the Administration has cast aside the First 
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States, de-
nying to Catholics our Nation’s first and most fundamental 
freedom, that of religious liberty. And as a result, unless 
the rule is overturned, we Catholics will be compelled to 
choose between violating our consciences or dropping 
health coverage for our employees (and suffering the 
penalties for doing so). The Administration’s sole conces-
sion was to give our institutions one year to comply.
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It is really hard to believe that it happened. It comes like a 
slap in the face. The Obama administration has just told 
the Catholics of the United States, “To Hell with you!” 
There is no other way to put it.

 In early August, the Department for Health and Human 
Services in the Obama administration released guidelines 
as part of the implementation of the Patient Protection 
and Affordable Care Act. The guidelines mandated that 
by Summer 2012 all individual and group health insur-
ance plans, including self-insured plans, cover all FDA-
approved contraception, sterilization procedures and 
pharmaceuticals that even result in abortion.

  A million things are wrong with this: equating pregnancy 
with disease;  mandating that every employer pay for con-
traception procedures including alleged contraceptives 
that are actually abortion-inducing drugs; forcing Ameri-
can citizens to chose between violating their consciences 
or providing health care services; mandating such cover-
age on every individual woman without allowing her to 
even choose not to have it; forcing every person to pay 
for that coverage no matter the dictates of their con-
science.

 Let’s be blunt. This whole process of mandating these 
guidelines undermines the democratic process itself.  In 
this instance, the mandate declares pregnancy a disease, 
forces a culture of contraception and abortion on society, 
all while completely bypassing the legislative process.

This is government by fiat that attacks the rights of every-
one – not only Catholics; not only people of all religion.  At 
no other time in memory or history has there been such a 
governmental intrusion on freedom not only with regard to 
religion, but even across-the-board with all citizens. It 
forces every employer to subsidize an ideology or pay a 
penalty while searching for alternatives to heath care cov-
erage. It undermines the whole concept and hope for 
health care reform by inextricably linking it to the zealotry 
of pro-abortion bureaucrats.        

 For our Church this mandate would apply in virtually 
every instance where the Catholic Church serves as an 
employer. The mandate would require the Catholic 
Church as an employer to violate its fundamental beliefs 
concerning human life and human dignity by forcing 
Catholic entities to provide contraceptive, sterilization cov-
erage and even pharmaceuticals that result in abortion.

There was a so-called “religious exemption” to the man-
date, but it was so narrowly drawn that, as critics charged, 
Jesus Christ and his Apostles would not fit the exemption. 
The so-called exemption would only apply to the vast ar-
ray of Catholic institutions where the following applied:

Only Catholics are employed;
 The primary purpose of the institution or service pro-

vided is the direct instruction in Catholic belief;
 The only persons served by the institution are those 

that share Catholic religious tenets. (Try to fit this in 
with our local Catholic Charities that serve 80,000 
every year without discrimination according to faith. It 
would be impossible!)

Practically speaking under the proposed mandate there 
would be no “religious exemption” for Catholic hospitals 
universities, colleges, nursing homes and numerous 
Catholic social service agencies such as Catholic Chari-
ties. It could easily be determined that the “religious ex-
emption” would not apply as well to Catholic high schools, 
elementary schools and Catholic parishes since many 
employ non-Catholics and serve both students and, 
through social outreach, many who do not share Catholic 
religious beliefs. Such a narrow “religious exemption” is 
simply unprecedented in federal law.

Last September I asked you to protest those guidelines to 
Kathleen Sebelius, secretary of the U.S. Department for 
Health and Human Services, and contact your political 
leadership in the federal government. I asked that you 
request that this flawed mandate be withdrawn because 
of its unprecedented interference in the religious liberty 
and freedom of conscience of the Catholic community, 
and our basic democratic process.

You did. And you were joined by Catholics throughout the 
country (and many others as well) who raised their voices 
against the mandate, raised their voices against a mean-
ingless religious exemption.

On January 20, 2012, the Obama administration an-
swered you and me. The response was very simple: “To 
Hell with You.”

Kathleen Sebelius announced that the mandate would not 
be withdrawn and the religious exemption would not be 
expanded. Instead, she stated that nonprofit groups –
which include the Catholic Church – will get a year “to 
adapt to this new rule.” She simply dismissed Catholic 
concerns as standing in the way of allegedly respecting 
the health concerns and choices of women.

 Could Catholics be insulted any more, suggesting that 
we have no concern for women’s health issues? The 
Catholic Church and the Catholic people have erected 
health care facilities that are recognized worldwide for 
their compassionate care for everyone regardless of their 
creed, their economic circumstances and, most certainly, 
their gender. In so many parts of the globe – the United 
States included – the Church is health care.    

HHS Edict Will Force Catholics to Violate Conscience 
Bishop David A. Zubik



Truth Be Told 21                                                Page 11                                                  Mar-Apr 

Kathleen Sebelius and through her, the Obama admini-
stration, have said “To Hell with You” to the Catholic faith-
ful of the United States.

 To Hell with your religious beliefs,
 To Hell with your religious liberty,
 To Hell with your freedom of conscience.

We’ll give you a year, they are saying, and then you have 
to knuckle under. As Cardinal-designate Timothy Dolan, 
archbishop of New York and president of the U.S. Confer-
ence of Catholic Bishops responded, “in effect, the presi-
dent is saying that we have a year to figure out how to 
violate our consciences.”

As I wrote to you last September, with this mandate the 
democratic process is being ignored while we are being 
ordered to ignore our religious beliefs. And we are being 
told not only to violate our beliefs, but to pay directly for 
that violation; to subsidize the imposition of a contracep-
tive and abortion culture on every person in the United 
States.

It is time to go back to work. They have given us a year to 
adapt to this rule.  We can’t! We simply cannot!

Write to the president.

Write to Secretary Sebelius.

Write to our Senators.

Write to those in Congress.

Here’s what you can write:

“Dear (Representative):

“In early August, the Department for Health and Hu-
man Services released guidelines that would force 
Catholic institutions to subsidize through their health 
care plans contraception, sterilization procedures and 
pharmaceuticals that even result in abortion.

“It was announced on January 20thby Kathleen Se-
belius, secretary of the U.S. Department for Health 
and Human Services, that this mandate is affirmed 
and that non-profit institutions, including the Catholic 
Church, have one year to adapt to the mandate.

“This is a direct threat to the religious liberty of Catho-
lics, freedom of conscience and the social service min-
istry of the Catholic Church. The so-called ‘religious 
exemption’ in the mandate is no exemption at all as it 
would require any Catholic institution (that serves non-
Catholics or employs non-Catholics) to violate Catholic 
belief, discontinue to provide health care, or close its 
doors.

“I ask that you do all possible to rescind the 
‘Preventive Service Mandate’ as an unprecedented 
federal interference in the right of Catholics to serve 
their community without violating their fundamental 
moral beliefs.”  

This mandate can be changed by Congressional pres-
sure. The only way that action will happen is if you and I 
take action.

Let them know that you and I will not allow ourselves to 
be pushed around (or worse yet) be dismissed because 
of our Catholic faith.

Let them know that you and I will not allow our religious 
freedom to be compromised.  

Let them know that you and I will not allow our religious 
liberty to be rescinded.           

Nobody, not even the president of the United States or 
anyone who represents him, has the right to say to you 
and to me as U.S. citizens, as Catholics, or as both: “To 
Hell with You.”

The president and our elected leaders need to hear from 
you and me and to listen to us NOW.

And if NOT now, HOW can we get the president to listen 
to us???          

Contact your political leaders

President Barack Obama, The White House, 1600 
Pennsylvania Ave. NW, Washington, D.C. 20500 (202-
456-1111).

U.S. Senate : http:/ /www.senate.gov/general/
contact_information/senators_cfm.cfm

U.S. Congress: https://writerep.house.gov/writerep/
welcome.shtml

Bishop David A. Zubik, Diocese of Pittsburg, 
Jan 27, 2012 (Link)

Conscience
(Continued from previous page)
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Thank you, brothers, for the opportunity to provide this 
update to you and the dioceses you serve. Many of you 
have expressed your thanks for what we have achieved 
together in so few weeks, especially the data provided 
and the leadership given by brother bishops, our confer-
ence staff and Catholic faithful. And you now ask the obvi-
ous question, “What’s next?” Please allow me to share 
with you now some thoughts about events and efforts to 
date and where we might go next.

Since January 20, when the final, restrictive HHS Rule 
was first announced, we have become certain of two 
things: religious freedom is under attack, and we will not 
cease our struggle to protect it. We recall the words of our 
Holy Father Benedict XVI to our brother bishops on their 
recent ad limina visit: “Of particular concern are certain 
attempts being made to limit that most cherished of 
American freedoms, the freedom of religion.” Bishop 
Stephen Blaire and Bishop William Lori, with so many 
others, have admirably kept us focused on this one prior-
ity of protecting religious freedom. We have made it clear 
in no uncertain terms to the government that we are not at 
peace with its invasive attempt to curtail the religious free-
dom we cherish as Catholics and Americans. We did not 
ask for this fight, but we will not run from it. 

As pastors and shepherds, each of us would prefer to 
spend our energy engaged in and promoting the works of 
mercy to which the Church is dedicated: healing the sick, 
teaching our youth, and helping the poor. Yet, precisely 
because we are pastors and shepherds, we recognize 
that each of the ministries entrusted to us by Jesus is now 
in jeopardy due to this bureaucratic intrusion into the in-
ternal life of the church. You and I both know well that we 
were doing those extensive and noble works rather well 
without these radical new constrictive and forbidding man-
dates. Our Church has a long tradition of effective part-
nership with government and the wider community in the 
service of the sick, our children, our elders, and the poor 
at home and abroad, and we sure hope to continue it.

Of course, we maintained from the start that this is not a 
“Catholic” fight alone. I like to quote as often as possible a 
nurse who emailed me, “I’m not so much mad about all 
this as a Catholic, but as an American.” And as we recall, 
a Baptist minister, Governor Mike Huckabee, observed, 
“In this matter, we’re all Catholics.” No doubt you have 
heard numerous statements just like these. We are grate-
ful to know so many of our fellow Americans, especially 
our friends in the ecumenical and interreligious dialogue, 
stand together in this important moment in our country. 
They know that this is not just about sterilization, abortifa-
cients, and chemical contraception. It’s about religious 
freedom, the sacred right of any Church to define its own 
teaching and ministry.

When the President announced on January 20th that the 
choking mandates from HHS would remain, not only we 

bishops and our Catholic faithful, but people of every 
faith, or none at all, rallied in protest. The worry that we 
had expressed -- that such government control was con-
trary to our deepest political values -- was eloquently ar-
ticulated by constitutional scholars and leaders of every 
creed.

On February 10th, the President announced that the in-
surance providers would have to pay the bill, instead of 
the Church’s schools, hospitals, clinics, or vast network of 
charitable outreach having to do so. He considered this 
“concession” adequate. Did this help? We wondered if it 
would, and you will recall that the Conference announced 
at first that, while withholding final judgment, we would 
certainly give the President’s proposal close scrutiny. 
Well, we did -- and as you know, we are as worried as 
ever.

For one, there was not even a nod to the deeper con-
cerns about trespassing upon religious freedom, or of 
modifying the HHS’ attempt to define the how and who of 
our ministry. Two, since a big part of our ministries are 
“self-insured,” we still ask how this protects us. We’ll still 
have to pay and, in addition to that, we’ll still have to 
maintain in our policies practices which our Church has 
consistently taught are grave wrongs in which we cannot 
participate. And what about forcing individual believers to 
pay for what violates their religious freedom and con-
science? We can’t abandon the hard working person of 
faith who has a right to religious freedom. And three, 
there was still no resolution about the handcuffs placed 
upon renowned Catholic charitable agencies, both na-
tional and international, and their exclusion from contracts 
just because they will not refer victims of human traffick-
ing, immigrants and refugees, and the hungry of the 
world, for abortions, sterilization, or contraception. In 
many ways, the announcement of February 10 solved 
little and complicated a lot. We now have more questions 
than answers, more confusion than clarity.

So the important question arises: What to do now? How 
can we bishops best respond, especially united in our 
common pastoral ministry as an Episcopal Conference? 
For one, under the ongoing leadership of Cardinal Daniel 
DiNardo, Cardinal Donald Wuerl, Bishop Blaire and 
Bishop Lori we will continue our strong efforts of advo-
cacy and education. In the coming weeks the Conference 
will continue to provide you, among other things, with 
catechetical resources on the significance of religious 
freedom to the Church and the Church’s teaching on it 
from a doctrinal and moral perspective. We are develop-
ing liturgical aids to encourage prayer in our efforts and 
plans on how we can continue to voice our public and 
strong opposition to this infringement on our freedom. 
And the Ad Hoc Committee on Religious Liberty, that has 
served the Conference so well in its short lifespan, will 
continue its extraordinary work in service to this important 
cause.

Archbishop Dolan’s Update to the Bishops
On the HHS Mandate
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Two, we will ardently continue to seek a rescinding of the 
suffocating mandates that require us to violate our moral 
convictions, or at least insist upon a much wider latitude 
to the exemptions so that churches can be free of the 
new, rigidly narrow definition of church, minister and min-
istry that would prevent us from helping those in need, 
educating children and healing the sick, no matter their 
religion.

In this regard, the President invited us to “work out the 
wrinkles.” We have accepted that invitation. Unfortu-
nately, this seems to be stalled: the White House Press 
Secretary, for instance, informed the nation that the man-
dates are a fait accompli (and, embarrassingly for him, 
commented that we bishops have always opposed Health 
Care anyway, a charge that is scurrilous and insulting, not 
to mention flat out wrong. Bishop Blaire did a fine job of 
setting the record straight.) The White House already noti-
fied Congress that the dreaded mandates are now pub-
lished in the Federal Registry “without change.” The Sec-
retary of HHS is widely quoted as saying, “Religious in-
surance companies don’t really design the plans they sell 
based on their own religious tenets.” That doesn’t bode 
well for their getting a truly acceptable “accommodation.”

At a recent meeting between staff of the bishops’ confer-
ence and the White House staff, our staff members asked 
directly whether the broader concerns of religious free-
dom—that is, revisiting the straight-jacketing mandates, 
or broadening the maligned exemption—are all off the 
table. They were informed that they are. So much for 
“working out the wrinkles.” Instead, they advised the bish-
ops’ conference that we should listen to the “enlightened” 
voices of accommodation, such as the recent, hardly sur-
prising yet terribly unfortunate editorial in America. The 
White House seems to think we bishops simply do not 
know or understand Catholic teaching and so, taking a 
cue from its own definition of religious freedom, now has 
nominated its own handpicked official Catholic teachers.

We will continue to accept invitations to meet with and to 
voice our concerns to anyone of any party, for this is 
hardly partisan, who is willing to correct the infringements 
on religious freedom that we are now under. But as we do 
so, we cannot rely on off the record promises of fixes 
without deadlines and without assurances of proposals 
that will concretely address the concerns in a manner that 
does not conflict with our principles and teaching.

Congress might provide more hope, since thoughtful 
elected officials have proposed legislation to protect what 
should be so obvious: religious freedom. Meanwhile, in 
our recent debate in the senate, our opponents sought to 
obscure what is really a religious freedom issue by main-
taining that abortion inducing drugs and the like are a 
“woman’s health issue.” We will not let this deception 

stand. Our commitment to seeking legislative remedies 
remains strong. And it is about remedies to the assault on 
religious freedom. Period. (By the way, the Church hardly 
needs to be lectured about health care for women. 
Thanks mostly to our Sisters, the Church is the largest 
private provider of health care for women and their babies 
in the country.) Bishop William Lori, Chairman of our Ad 
Hoc Committee on Religious Liberty, stated it well in a 
recent press release: “We will build on this base of sup-
port as we pursue legislation in the House of Representa-
tives, urge the Administration to change its course on this 
issue, and explore our legal rights under the Constitution 
and the Religious Freedom Restoration Act.”

Perhaps the courts offer the most light. In the recent Ho-
sanna-Tabor ruling, the Supreme Court unanimously de-
fended the right of a Church to define its own ministry and 
services, a dramatic rebuff to the administration, appar-
ently unheeded by the White House. Thus, our bishops’ 
conference, many individual religious entities, and other 
people of good will are working with some top-notch law 
firms who feel so strongly about this that they will repre-
sent us pro-bono. In the upcoming days, you will hear 
much more about this encouraging and welcome develop-
ment.

Given this climate, we have to prepare for tough times. 
Some, like America magazine, want us to cave-in and 
stop fighting, saying this is simply a policy issue; some 
want us to close everything down rather than comply (In 
an excellent article, Cardinal Francis George wrote that 
the administration apparently wants us to “give up for 
Lent” our schools, hospitals, and charitable ministries); 
some, like Bishop Robert Lynch wisely noted, wonder 
whether we might have to engage in civil disobedience 
and risk steep fines; some worry that we’ll have to face a 
decision between two ethically repugnant choices: subsi-
dizing immoral services or no longer offering insurance 
coverage, a road none of us wants to travel.

Brothers, we know so very well that religious freedom is 
our heritage, our legacy and our firm belief, both as loyal 
Catholics and Americans. There have been many threats 
to religious freedom over the decades and years, but 
these often came from without. This one sadly comes 
from within. As our ancestors did with previous threats, 
we will tirelessly defend the timeless and enduring truth of 
religious freedom.

With prayerful best wishes, I am
Fraternally in Christ,

Timothy Cardinal Dolan
Archbishop of New York
President, United States Conference of Catholic Bishops 
(Link)

Update
(Continued from previous page)
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« Go tell my brothers! » (Jn 20:15): Dominican women 
and evangelization

This appeal of the Christ to Mary at the dawn of the resur-
rection was chosen as the theme for this fourth year of 
the novena as we prepare to celebrate the Jubilee of the 
Order. This year titled “Dominican Women and Preach-
ing” invites us to place the announcement of the resurrec-
tion at the source of our mission in the Order. 

This very simple sentence initially reminded me of the 
emotion I felt a few years ago in the church of a town in 
Iraq. Morning had just broken and we were preparing to 
celebrate the entrance to the novitiate and the profession 
of some young brothers. A crowd of women were already 
in the church as they waited for the celebration; among 
them, there were Dominican mothers, sisters, friends, 
apostolic sisters and lay women. All together, they filled 
the church with the dense silence of their prayers while 
the entire country was suffering from chaos, violence and 
threats. In that silence and in the presence of the Father, 
these women prayed with such intensity that at the heart 
of the chaos, which wreaked havoc in the country and 
ripped it apart with all sorts of divisions, they conveyed 
the assurance that nothing can silence the message of 
life. One day, in this world, dawn broke out in the country 
of Judaea, through the birth of a child, the Prince of 
Peace. In spite of appearances, His coming pushed back 
darkness forever and the night was definitively torn open 
when, from the depths of a death inflicted on him, He 
gave his life. Often, in certain parts of the world, where 
violence repeatedly claims to destroy all social ties, 
women and mothers act as guardians of life to testify that, 
in spite of the appearances, no one can claim to become 
the master of a life that is received, primarily so that it can 
be given away. Go tell my brothers! Tell them of the 
strength of life, the unheard story of a humanity that, day 
after day, is born again in the Spirit of life and given away, 
through the Passion, all the way to the Resurrection. 
These women in Iraq showed the vast horizon of the mis-
sion of evangelization: to inscribe into the heart of human 
history the joy and hope of Christ, who gave his life so 
that the world may live and learn to be his witnesses.

As part of the Dominican family, women – nuns, apostolic 
sisters, Dominican lay women, and members of secular 
institutes – make an essential contribution to the evangel-
izing mission of the Order. Rather than talk about preach-
ing, I choose the definition of our mission that was given 
at the time of the foundation of our Order: totally devoted 
to the evangelization of the Word of God. We belong first 
and foremost to the family of «Preachers», because as 
men and women we have committed our lives to this ad-
venture of evangelization. All of us, in one way or another, 
and according to our particular state of life and ministry, 
choose first a way of «life», and only then do we describe 
the «actions».

Letter of the Master of the Order 
Fr Bruno Cadoré OP

Go tell my brothers! Through this sending, Christ asks 
Mary and the others to invite the Church to be born from 
the preaching. This evokes for us the first intuition that 
preaching will be the foundation of the Order. At the be-
ginning of this new adventure of evangelizing led by 
Dominic, it is in fact women who first come to join him, 
followed by the laity, providing for us a picture of the 
evangelization effort: a sort of “small church”, a commu-
nity gathered by the power of the spoken Word, gathered 
to listen to this Word together and to take it to the world. 
As it occurred with Jesus, according to Luke (8, 1-4), the 
community gathers at the very moment it has an intuition 
to become a “community for evangelization”. Even from 
the beginning, and as strange as it may appear for that 
time, women were part of the community that had gath-
ered around Jesus. There is no room for the world’s cate-
gories when it comes to being disciples. Let us imagine 
this community that was being formed as it followed Je-
sus on the first path of evangelization. It went beyond the 
weaknesses, failures, sins and fragilities that can only be 
healed by Jesus. The holy preaching is established be-
cause of His mercy, felt in so many different ways. By 
seeing Him live and teach, the disciples probably had 
many occasions to share the experiences of their per-
sonal encounters with Him. And the women of the Gospel 
had the opportunity to give witness to the words that He 
had addressed to them: a Word that announces resurrec-
tion, one that recognizes faith and the promise of salva-
tion, a Word of life and pardon, of healing and trust. He 
spoke to them in a heart-felt way, respectful of their femi-
ninity and their familiarity with giving life. He was mindful 
of their capacity to care for and protect fragile life, of the 
power of their confidence in creativity and endurance in 
the face of life’s difficulties. The women were with Him 
along the path leading to Calvary; they waited in the gar-
den, near the tomb, and again they set off along the roads 
and byways, running to announce to the apostles that He 
had risen. The mission of evangelization needs this wit-
ness and this announcement to help the world hear this 
Word that carries life within it.

Since its foundation, when the first «Dominican women» 
came to join Dominic, giving birth to the «holy preaching 
of Prouilhe», our own «communion for evangelization», 
the Dominican family, has the need to be composed of 
men and women, religious and laity, so that it can be an 
image of the first community that walks along the paths 
with Jesus, learning from Him how to love and speak to 
the world, how to seek the Father, receiving everything 
from Him. All together, with our diversity and complemen-
tarity, as well as a mutual respect for differences and the 
common will to share in equality, we must all carry out 
this «task of being brothers and sisters», in order to be 
signs in the world and the Church. Ours is a community of 
brothers and sisters that knows that the equal recognition 
of each member often suffers because of worldly limita-
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tions. In particular, there is still much to do so that every-
where the words of women and men may have equal 
value, rejecting all injustices and violence that still affect 
so many women throughout the world. Dominican 
women, in the adventure of the “holy preaching”, have the 
task of reminding all, even in the midst of many odds, that 
the world may not be «at peace» as long as these ine-
qualities are not resolved. We must learn to become sis-
ters and brothers, to identify the injustices, to fight them 
through this long and beautiful task of listening and of 
mutual esteem. However, we must also express that 
evangelization is not mainly a matter of this or that minis-
try, rather an invitation to a certain way of life, one which 
is totally devoted to ensuring that the Word of God be 
good news for the world. Deep down, we often spend 
time examining what differentiates us within the Domini-
can family. Let us instead be attentive to what gathers us 
and brings us together: the grace of the Word of God, the 
Word’s truth and strength, its life and mercy. Dominican 
women and preaching? It is first of all our duty to share 
with them, to be open to all that they have received and 

achieved through the grace of the “evangelization of the 
Word of God”, so that the community may be built and 
consolidated as a common mission.

To speak of Dominican women – nuns, sisters, conse-
crated women and laity – is, before all else, to speak of 
the immense role that they have had and continue to 
have in this task of evangelization, in this engendering of 
hope through the “evangelization of the Word of God” in 
the world. The places of prayer and of sisterly/fraternal 
communion, of contemplation and hospitality, which are 
the monasteries of the Order, are the foundational stones 
of the preaching. In these places, the cries and the needs, 
the distress and the hope of the whole world are brought 
into the prayers of the sisters and presented to God, the 
Father. Dominican contemplation is just that – preaching 
– totally and profoundly. It is impossible to list the count-
less commitments, friendships and works carried out by 
the apostolic sisters of the Order. Their presence and ac-
tions render the Word Good News for their contemporar-
ies, as they concern themselves with searching for ever-
new ways to «light the fire» of the Grace of the Spirit in 
this world. This concern was manifested throughout the 
centuries by their foundresses or founders, working in 
contexts where the place of women and their recognition 
were not always evident. Regarding our sisters in the la-
ity, be it within their families, groups of friends or profes-
sional relationships, we see once again their great crea-
tivity and diversity being manifest so that the Word may 
be seen and heard as Good News, thus giving birth to 
hope in the resurrection.

In speaking of Dominican women and preaching, it is not 
my desire to elaborate here on the topic of complementar-
ity, which is so evident, nor on the topic of ordination and 
the ministry of preaching. As you have understood by 
now, the issue is not primarily what is done, rather what is 
contributed to the common good of the holy preaching, 
and how we may together be organized to receive what is 
offered. Dominican women, I believe – though it is really 
up to them to say it – bring to the holy preaching a unique 
experience in their relationship with Christ, a particular 
manner for studying the Word, a precise way to organize 
a chapter, a vulnerability regarding what brings life and 
what causes death in our world, a way to say God.

They also contribute a great diversity in the way that the 
Dominican intuition is interpreted, as transmitted by their 
founders, providing us with a dramatic understanding, at a 
given moment of human history, of the freshness of Domi-
nic’s intuition in whatever context and in whatever task 
offered in the service of humanity. Go tell my brothers! 
This is perhaps what our sisters – lay and religious – can 
teach us, and this could also be, perhaps, what the broth-
ers would like to learn. To learn about the world together, 
particularly during this year; for the brothers to learn from 
the sisters, and sisters among themselves, beyond our 

Go tell
(Continued from previous page)

(Continued on next page)St Catherine of Siena receiving the stigmata
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differences, so that, at the heart of holy preaching in our 
day, we may thirst for the Word of resurrection. In a fam-
ily, the strongest and most beautiful ties are often the 
ones that are woven by the sharing of joys and sorrows, 
by the mutual offering of shared friendship and support 
when the world’s trials make us doubt whether we know 
how to find the future. In a family, isn’t it often the women 
who establish the relationships, forging the link among 
one another, simply because they give life? Are they not 
the ones who inspire enough confidence so that all the 
members desire to be born anew – as brothers and sis-
ters, as sons and daughters? And for us, in the family of 
Dominic, do we not desire to listen to and love the world 
as daughters and sons of the Father, as the sisters and 
brothers of humanity, a desire to be in this world as 
«sacraments of fraternal and sisterly communion»?

Go tell my brothers! I believe that when we speak of Do-
minican women in their relation to preaching, we must 
recall the difficult experience that many congregations of 
apostolic sisters and several monasteries of the Order are 
facing today. After years of growth and development, 
there is no sign of relief for the immediate future. We must 
face this challenge together, supporting one another in his 
or her own specificity and autonomy, while also witness-
ing to the fact that the mission of preaching, carried out 
together, is on one hand the fruit of all that has been 
sown before us, and on the other hand, larger than the 
specific mission of any given institution. I cannot ignore 
the fact that it may be difficult to face concretely such a 
test in a realistic and creative manner, without resignation 
nor obstinacy. We must make an 
option for true hope in life, even 
when we perceive death up close, 
even when a large number of houses 
must be closed, and many beloved 
sisters laid to rest in the ground. Dur-
ing this transition, we are in absolute 
need of our solidarity and our unity, 
so that we can prepare the future of 
the mission of the holy preaching 
based on our present strengths. We 
do this without dreaming about the 
strengths that are no longer a reality, 
nor deciding what they should be in 
the future, but by receiving, with sim-
plicity, the grace of the vocations that 
are given, ordering them to the com-
mon mission carried out by all. Con-
secration and religious life must open 
our hope up as wide as the dimen-
sions of the world, and for the world, 
freeing us from living paralyzed by 
either the memory of past glories or 
the challenge of present difficulties. 
We often hear that in many parts of 

the world, apostolic religious life – and thus Dominican as 
well – is aging significantly and will not succeed in renew-
ing itself as it did in the past. Certainly, but there is a great 
adventure to be lived in old age, when one can be grateful 
for having borne much fruit for the life of the Church and 
for so many human communities: Can we together learn 
to be carried away by the lightness of our giving thanks, 
rather than be discouraged by the weight of the lost fu-
ture? Above all, and we firmly believe this, the holy 
preaching has the need – an absolute need – for the con-
tribution of Dominican women who totally consecrate their 
lives to it. It is by being gathered together, therefore, and 
building on what is already very much alive among us, 
that we must prepare the framework for this preaching. 
This need, this urgency – to call women to join the mis-
sion of the Order under its many different forms – is the 
responsibility of all the members of the Dominican family, 
men as well as women.

Just like the preaching in the days of Jesus, or like that of 
the apostolic times, or when the Order was founded, and 
now at this time in which the Church is emphasizing the 
urgency of evangelization, the family of Saint Dominic, 
«the family for evangelization» has today more than ever 
the duty of joining together brothers and sisters who 
«preach the Word». Go tell my brothers…

A Good and Happy New Year to all!

Rome, January 13, 2012
Fr Bruno Cadoré OP, Master of the Order (Link)

Go tell
(Continued from previous page)

Mystical marriage of St Catherine de Ricci
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FAITH - REJECTING ONE ARTICLE OF

"To reject any article of the faith is to reject the faith itself. 
This is like pulling one stone out of an arch; it is like put-
ting one hole in the hull of a ship. The whole arch tumbles 
down; the whole ship sinks. A man who has the faith, ac-
cepts God's word. Now, God's word has set up the 
Church as man's infallible teacher and guide. If a man, 
therefore, rejects one article of the faith, and says that he 
believes all the other articles, he believes these by his 
own choice and opinion, not by faith. Rejecting one article 
of the faith, he rejects the whole authority of the Church, 
and he rejects the authority of God who has set up and 
authorized the Church to teach truth. Hence, it is entirely 
incorrect to say that am man may have lifeless or form-
less faith in some article of the Creed while he rejects oth-
ers; such a man has not the faith at all, living or lifeless." 

Tour of the Summa, IIa IIae Q5 

Additional Resources

Thomas Aquinas

 The Dumb Ox, GK Chesterton (Link)

 Summa Theologica (Link)

 Companion to the Summa, Walter Farrell OP (Link)

 Tour of the Summa, Paul Glen  (Link)

 The Catena Aurea for Matthew, Mark, Luke, and
 John

 Thomas Links (Link)

 Corpus Thomisticum (Link) 

 The Thomist (Link)

 The Internet Archive, digital books online (Link)

- Dominican Supplies
 Orders for Dominican supplies—call Claire Rogus, 

(650) 570-7835
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Preaching on the Penitential Psalms he was led to review 
and bewail the state of Christendom, and unconsciously 
sketches his own position in it.

"The religion of Christian Faith," he says, "is greatly dimin-
ished ; we be very few ; and where as sometime we were 
spread almost through the world, now we be thrust down 
into a very straight angle or corner. Our enemies held 
away from us Asia and Africa, two of the greatest parts of 
the world. Also, they hold from us a great portion of this 
part, called Europe, which we now inhabit, so that scant 
the sixth part that we had in possession before is left unto 
us. Besides this, our enemies daily lay await to have this 
little portion. There fore, good Lord, without Thy help, the 
name of Christian men shall utterly be destroyed and for-
done. ... Therefore, merciful Lord, exercise Thy mercy, 
show it indeed upon Thy Church, quia tempus est miser-
endi ejus. If there be many righteous people in Thy 
Church militant, hear us, wretched sinners, for the love of 
them; be merciful unto Zion, that is to say, to all Thy 
Church. If in Thy Church be but a few righteous persons, 
so much the more is our wretchedness, and the more 
need we have of Thy mercy."

"And Abraham said what if ten [just men] be found there, 
and He said I will not destroy it for the sake of ten." GEN. 
xviii. 32.

Ten Just Men
St John Fisher, Cardinal, 1535

Dutch Mobile Euthanasia Unit 
Set For Launch

Plans for an on-call euthanasia team to kill people in their 
homes have been given the go-ahead in Holland. The 
mobile unit will be dispatched when family doctors refuse 
to administer lethal drugs on ethical grounds. They are 
expected to send the number of euthanasia cases in Hol-
land soaring, with campaigners claiming they will end the 
lives of an additional 1,000 patients a year. Officially, 
2,700 Dutch people a year choose assisted suicide, but 
critics say the real figure is far higher.

The launch of the first unit, which will consist of at least a 
doctor and a nurse, was confirmed on Radio Netherlands 
by the country’s Right to Die Association. The group con-
firmed the unit in The Hague will be the first of six that will 
target borderline cases in which family GPs are reluctant 
to administer euthanasia. It is likely to be used with men-
tally ill patients or those with early dementia, involving the 
patient’s GP only ‘if possible’, the association has said. 
The group has previously claimed that 80 per cent of peo-
ple with dementia or mental illnesses were being ‘missed’ 
by the country’s euthanasia laws.

But the Federation of Dutch Physicians fears the teams 
may end the lives of people who could be treated. ‘In the 
worst cases, people could die who perhaps could have 
received some other help,’ a spokesman said.

In Britain, Phyllis Bowman of Right to Life said she was 
“absolutely appalled” by the development. “This is a real 
tragedy when you consider that in the Second World War 
the Dutch refused to implement the Nazi euthanasia pro-
gram.”

The units, which are backed by the Dutch government, 
must conform to the 2002 law that made Holland the first 
country in the world to allow euthanasia since Nazi Ger-
many. This law stipulates that a person can only quality 
for euthanasia if their suffering is lasting and unbearable.

The units were first revealed by Health Minister Edith 
Schippers in the Dutch parliament late last year. She said 
that units “for patients who meet the criteria for euthana-
sia but whose doctors are unwilling to carry it out” was 
worthy of consideration.

In Holland, euthanasia is carried out by administering a 
strong sedative to put the patient in a coma, followed by a 
drug to stop breathing and cause death. The Dutch gov-
ernment insists “the greatest care” is taken to offer eutha-
nasia only to patients “who are suffering unbearably with 
no prospect of improvement”. 

The Daily Mail (UK). February 10, 
reported by ProLife Ireland (Link) 
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O THOU, the Most High, have mercy on us.
Mighty One of Jacob, have mercy on us.
Divine Spirit, have mercy on us.
Great Triune God, have mercy on us.

Glorious Mother of the King of kings, pray for us.
Saint Thomas Aquinas, pray for us.
Worthy child of the Queen of Virgins...
Aquinas most chaste...
Aquinas most patient...
Prodigy of science...
Silently eloquent...
Reproach of the ambitious...
Lover of that life which is hidden with Christ 
in God...
Fragrant flower in the parterre of St. Dominic...
Glory of Friars Preachers...
Illumined from on high...
Angel of the Schools...
Oracle of the Church...
Incomparable scribe of the Man-God...
Satiated with the odor of His perfumes...
Perfect in the school of His Cross...
Intoxicated with the strong wine of His charity...
Glittering gem in the cabinet of the Lord...
Model of perfect obedience...
Endowed with the true spirit of holy poverty...

Lamb of God, You take away the sins of the world: 
have mercy on us.
Lamb of God, You take away the sins of the world: 
have mercy on us.
Lamb of God, You take away the sins of the world: 
grant us peace.

Ant.— Oh, how beautiful is the chaste generation with glory, for the memory thereof is immortal, because it is 
known with God and man, and it triumphs crowned for ever.

V. Oh! what have I in heaven, or what do I desire on earth?
R. Thou art the God of my heart, and my portion for ever.

Prayer:

O God, who has ordained that blessed Thomas should enlighten Thy Church, grant that through his prayers 
we may practice what he taught, through Christ our Lord. Amen

 The Dominican Manual: A Selection of Prayers and Devotions, 1913. (Link)
.

Litany of St. Thomas Aquinas
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One of the most common forms of illogical argumentation 
is the fallacy of "ignoring the issue". For example, univer-
sity students have been known to argue for a higher 
course grade on the premise that it would please their 
parents, or that it would help them to retain their scholar-
ships, or assist them in getting a good job, or for many 
other reasons that ignore the basic and most relevant is-
sue, which is the quality of their academic performance.

The arguments for same-sex marriage offer particularly 
striking examples of this fallacy. Such arguments routinely 
omit all discussion of that which is most central, namely, 
the essential nature of marriage itself. They erroneously 
contend that same-sex marriage is a civil-rights issue, 
and that traditional marriage is primarily rooted in religion 
or a legally malleable contract. They also mistakenly 
equate marriage with "love", or merely with a strong per-
sonal desire or preference.

Another common way of avoiding the issue of the nature 
of marriage is to malign those who support the traditional 
understanding of the institution. A New York Times col-
umnist has called proponents of conjugal marriage 
"bigots". Certain organizations have gone so far as to 
classify defenders of traditional marriage as showing 
"moral insanity, malice, prejudice, and hatred". A Cana-
dian professor believes that we are obligated in justice to 
"denormalize monogamy as a way of life" for the sake of 
"rectifying past discrimination against homosexuals, bi-
sexuals, polygamists, and care networks". But the basic 
question, "What is Marriage?" is steadfastly ignored.

"What is Marriage?" is the title of a superb analysis of the 
nature of marriage by three scholars, Sherif Girgis, Robert 
P. George, and Ryan T. Anderson. It appeared in the 
prestigious Harvard Journal of Law & Public Policy 
(Winter 2010). It is, quite simply, a masterpiece of thor-
ough analysis, though its 43 pages and 120 footnotes 
may daunt many readers. The present article is intended 
as a readable summary of "What is Marriage?", recount-
ing five major points concerning what marriage is not, fol-
lowed by a succinct statement of what marriage is.

What Marriage is Not:

1) "We argue in this Article," state the authors, "for legally 
enshrining the conjugal view of marriage, using argu-
ments that require no appeal to religious authority." This 
may surprise many people. However, in accordance even 
with the Judaeo-Christian tradition, nature comes first; 
religion is an affirmation and extension of nature. Without 
a basis in nature, marriage would hover over a void and 
consequently be anything anyone wanted it to be. But 
marriage would never have come into being, given such 

an amorphous meaning. Therefore, as the authors reiter-
ate, ". ..the human good of marriage, and its implications 
for the common good of human communities, can be un-
derstood, analyzed, and discussed without engaging spe-
cifically theological issues and debates." 

2) The state cannot change the essence of "real mar-
riage", although it can obscure what that essence truly is. 
The state can no more change the nature of marriage 
than it can repeal the Law of Gravity. Since marriage has 
a prior basis in nature, the role of the state is to under-
stand, honor, and protect it, not to alter it radically. The 
common fallacy that marriage is 'just a piece of paper" or 
'just .a contract" ignores the fundamental reality that the 
contract serves to confirm. The contract does not deter-
mine marriage; it documents it. A batter hits a home run, 
and then it goes into the record books. But the recording 
of the home run is not to be identified with the home run 
itself.  Fans cheer for the home run, not for its documen-
tation. A "real marriage", the authors write, "has its own 
value and structure, whether the state recognizes it or 
not, and is not changed by laws based on a false concep-
tion of it."

3) Marriage is a moral reality, not a legal one. Marriage, 
being moral, involves the whole person, as does the rela-
tionship between parents and children, creating, at the 
same time, moral privileges and moral obligations. Its root 
is not in law, but in the personal interrelationship and 
bond that exists in a special way between a man and a 
woman. This relationship is formed and sustained inde-
pendently of legal enforcement. Accordingly, the state 
was stepping out of bounds when, in some historical 
situations, it forbade interracial marriages that were true 
interpersonal marriages. In the words of the authors, "the 
state is justified in recognizing only real marriages as 
marriages."

4) "Love" alone does not justify marriage ("there is no 
general right to marry the one you love.") This is because 
of the comprehensive nature of marriage. Parents who 
love their children are not, by that single fact, entitled to 
marry them. Marriage involves the body and a conjugal 
union that is possible only between a man and a woman. 
"Because our bodies are truly dimensions of us as per-
sons, any union of two people that did not involve bodily 
union would not be comprehensive--it would leave out an 
important part of each person's being." The state has no 
interest in regulating or setting terms for friendships. But it 
does have a special interest in marriage because of its 
potentiality for producing children (citizens) and the impor-
tant consequences, for good or for ill, that it has, both for 
the partners and for society in general.

Doing Justice to the Notion of Marriage
Donald DeMarco, Ph.D.

Continued on next page)
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5) No individual has a right to marry the partner of his 
choice. Real marriage requires mutual consent. It is not 
simply a matter of one person's choosing to marry an-
other. Marriage requires the consent of both parties. But it 
also requires the acceptance by the partners of the nature 
of marriage, including the "deep (if implicit) connections in 
their minds between marriage, bodily union, and children." 
Marriage goes far beyond two persons' merely saying 
"yes" to each other. As the authors point out, two individu-
als who pledge to play tennis with each other exclusively 
are not thereby married to each other. Marriage requires 
the two partners to choose each other, but also to choose 
the real nature of marriage in the process.

What Marriage is:

The authors aver that "marriage is a comprehensive union 
of two sexually complementary persons who seal 
(consummate or complete) their relationship by the gen-
erative act - the kind of activity that is by its nature fulfilled 
by the conception of a child." Same-sex arrangements are 
neither "comprehensive", "complementary" nor 
"procreative". Nor can they be truly "consummated". Here 
is the relevant and vital difference between marriage and 
same-sex pairings.

The authors note that a heterosexual marriage does not 
cease to be a marriage if it is childless. A real marriage 
occurs when husband and wife consummate it through 
conjugal intimacy. The authors employ, in order to illus-
trate this point, a baseball analogy. Baseball players play 
the game to win. But they do not cease to be baseball 
players if they do not win. Likewise, conjugal union be-
tween male and female is structured to produce offspring. 
But if the offspring are not conceived, the marriage still 
obtains. The procreative act may not be fulfilled, but it is, 
nonetheless, a "procreative-type" act that has no counter-
part for same-sex couples.

The fact that real marriage involves a comprehensive and 
complementary union of two body/soul persons, joined 
together in a most intimate act that is oriented to the bear-
ing, rearing, and education of children, gives it a meaning 
that is distinctive and not to be compared with same-sex 
congress.

With regard to the notion of intimacy, the authors point to 
a survey done in the 1980s. Professors David McWhirter 
and Andrew Mattison, two men who were in a sexual rela-
tionship with each other, sought to prove that same-sex 
couples can remain faithful to each other. However, they 
ended by proving the opposite. Of 156 same-sex couples 
they surveyed whose relationships had lasted from one to 
thirty-seven years, more than sixty per cent had entered 
the relationship expecting sexual exclusivity, but not one 

A good notion
(Continued from previous page)

couple remained sexually exclusive longer than five 
years. The results of the survey led McWhirter and Matti-
son to arrive at the following conclusion: "The expectation 
for outside sexual activity was the rule for male couples 
and the exception for heterosexuals."

The authors of" What is Marriage?" provide documented 
evidence that real marriage truly serves the good of chil-
dren, the good of spouses, and the common good of soci-
ety. Children need a mother and a father. They fare best, 
by most indicators of health and wellbeing, when they are 
reared by their wedded biological parents. Society needs 
a stable basis in strong, committed marriages wherein 
children are educated and prepared to take a responsible 
place in the world. The authors express the fear that "the 
further erosion of marital norms would adversely affect 
children, forcing the state to play a larger role in their 
health, education, and formation more generally."

Conclusion:

The title of this summary article is purposely equivocal, in 
that it has a dual implication. It refers to the widespread 
practice, in the lobbying that goes on for "same-sex mar-
riage," of ignoring the issue--that issue being marriage 
itself. Its second meaning refers to the prevalent ignoring 
of the procreative aspect of heterosexual intimacy-the 
issue of children. The pervasive acceptance of contracep-
tion has inaugurated the separation of sexual union from 
the production of offspring. Concomitant with this separa-
tion is the reduction of heterosexual partners to equiva-
lence with same-sex partners, who are unable to procre-
ate. One writer celebrates the fact that accepting same-
sex unions would make marriage "ever after stand for the 
sexual choice, for cutting the link between sex and dia-
pers."

Contraception severed this link long before promoters of 
same-sex marriage could celebrate it in their own terms. 
The approval of same-sex marriage would not have been 
possible had not partners in heterosexual unions deliber-
ately made themselves sterile. In order to maintain this 
severance between sex and issue, abortion became 
widely accepted. Same-sex marriage has arrived, not be-
cause arguments in its behalf were decisive, or persua-
sive in themselves, but because the pervasive use of con-
traception, sterilization, and abortion among heterosexu-
als provided a model for marriage that homoerotes could 
imitate.

Social Justice Review, May-June 2011. 
Dr. DeMarco, an Advisory Editor of Social Justice Review, 

teaches at Holy Apostles College and Seminary in 
Cromwell, Conn. He is Professor Emeritus of 

St. Jerome's University, Waterloo, Ontario.
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people see that we are not our sexual urges.

A church, or any authority, like a parent, who would stand 
up and say this is who you are, this is your birthright, and 
there are certain things you can and can’t do because it 
detracts from who you are, this is thought to be verboten 
today. For some reason, we have put our foot in our 
mouth when we have tried to say these things, and I don’t 
know how we get out from that. I’d like to think we’re the 
best friend of humanity, no matter what their urges might 
be or what their inclinations might be, because for all that 
is secondary to who we are: children of God, made in his 
image and likeness…

A People of Hope – “Archbishop Timothy Dolan in 
Conversation with John L. Allen Jr.”  2012, Random 
House – p. 66-68 (provided by George H. Kubeck)

What is the Church actually saying to homosexuals?
                
First of all, we’re saying that it’s absurd to identify yourself 
with your sexual urges. When somebody comes to me, as 
people often do, and says, “I must tell you, I am a homo-
sexual,” or “I am gay,” I say. “Well thanks for your confi-
dence. Nice to meet you, sit down, you’re welcome here, 
but as a matter of fact, no you’re not. You happen to be 
John Jones, who is a child of God and redeemed by the 
blood of his only begotten Son, destined to spend eternity 
with him.

When God looks at you, he sees a work of art. That’s who 
you are. You happen to be sexually attracted to men, but 
that doesn’t define who you are.” Now, I happen to think 
that’s rather liberating, it’s ennobling, but our culture 
doesn’t see that. There’s the great challenge, to make 

(Continued on next page)

A People of Hope 
Archbishop Timothy Dolan 

ing to the limits of what they are. Oak trees, for instance, 
reproduce by dropping acorns, not puppies; and it’s the 
nature of an acorn to grow into an oak tree, not an aard-
vark.

Likewise, there are limits to the human condition; we can 
act productively or fruitfully in some ways and not in oth-
ers simply because of the way in which we are. Because 
things have natures, they also act for an end. In fact, eve-
rything in the world, whether consciously or uncon-
sciously, is striving towards the fulfillment of its nature. 
The end of the human person, as a rational animal, is 
happiness. And happiness is constituted, not by our pref-
erences, but by what will make us flourish. Only certain 
things will make us flourish, and, therefore, only certain 
things will make us happy.

Twenty-first-century America, however, prefers to think 
that man can seek fulfillment by following his desires, his 
preferences. Accordingly, each person has a self-
validating way of life; he is unable to make mistakes. A 
man can no more be wrong about what makes him 
“happy” than he can be wrong about any of his prefer-
ences. This is directly opposed not just to Christian moral 
thought, but also to the ancient philosophical tradition, 
coming especially through Plato and Aristotle and the 
schools they founded. It was clear to them that happiness 
is constituted by objective goods, about which it is quite 
possible to be mistaken—a supposition confirmed, we 
might add, by everyday experience.

[On March 1st], the governor of Maryland signed a bill 
according homosexual unions the same legal status as 
marriage. Maryland, in now recognizing same-sex unions 
as marriages, has joined the ranks of seven states and 
the District of Columbia. The measure had previously 
been approved by the state Senate, but polls reveal the 
issue to be so contentious and the opinions of the citizens 
of the state to be so divided, it is likely the issue will re-
main unsettled until determined by a statewide referen-
dum. How then have the debates surrounding the same-
sex marriage issue become so divisive? Why does it 
seem that the defenders of Church teaching are simply 
talking past contemporary culture?

Throughout history, moral questions have typically been 
raised in the midst of some practical dilemma or dispute. 
A person’s beliefs, opinions, or inclinations are challenged 
in some way, and, as a result, he feels compelled to jus-
tify them. In today’s world, however, “justification” tends to 
take the form of unreflective “sound bites” or impassioned 
denunciation. Reasoned, critical investigation of moral 
principles is rare, and moral discourse tends to degener-
ate into the mere assertion of personal preference.

In such a climate, it is difficult to appeal to the Catholic 
natural law tradition or to the ordered nature of creation. 
Terms such as “teleology”—the study of the natural ends 
that are “built into” the natures of things—are distasteful 
or inaccessible to contemporary culture. For centuries, 
Christianity has taught that created things operate accord-

Maryland, America, and Morality
Br Patrick Mary Briscoe, OP
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We Cannot Afford to Indulge this Madness 
  Cardinal Keith O'Brien

The Government is this month launching a consultation 
on same-sex marriage, asking the public whether it 
should be introduced in England and Wales. 

I hope many respond and consider signing the petition in 
support of traditional marriage organized by a new organi-
zation, the Coalition for Marriage. 

On the surface, the question of same-sex marriage may 
seem to be an innocuous one. 

Civil partnerships have been in place for several years 
now, allowing same-sex couples to register their relation-
ship and enjoy a variety of legal protections. 

When these arrangements were introduced, supporters 
were at pains to point out that they didn’t want marriage, 
accepting that marriage had only ever meant the legal 
union of a man and a woman. 

Those of us who were not in favor of civil partnership, be-
lieving that such relationships are harmful to the physical, 
mental and spiritual wellbeing of those involved, warned 
that in time marriage would be demanded too. We were 
accused of scaremongering then, yet exactly such de-
mands are upon us now. 

Since all the legal rights of marriage are already available 
to homosexual couples, it is clear that this proposal is not 
about rights, but rather is an attempt to redefine marriage 
for the whole of society at the behest of a small minority 
of activists. 

Redefining marriage will have huge implications for what 
is taught in our schools, and for wider society. It will rede-
fine society since the institution of marriage is one of the 
fundamental building blocks of society. The repercussions 
of enacting same-sex marriage into law will be immense. 

But can we simply redefine terms at a whim? Can a word 
whose meaning has been clearly understood in every so-
ciety throughout history suddenly be changed to mean 
something else? 

If same-sex marriage is enacted into law what will happen 
to the teacher who wants to tell pupils that marriage can 
only mean – and has only ever meant – the union of a 
man and a woman? 

Will that teacher’s right to hold and teach this view be re-
spected or will it be removed? Will both teacher and pu-
pils simply become the next victims of the tyranny of toler-
ance, heretics, whose dissent from state-imposed ortho-
doxy must be crushed at all costs? 

In Article 16 of the Universal Declaration on Human 
Rights, marriage is defined as a relationship between 
men and women. But when our politicians suggest jetti-
soning the established understanding of marriage and 
subverting its meaning they aren’t derided. 

Instead, their attempt to redefine reality is given a polite 
hearing, their madness is indulged. Their proposal repre-
sents a grotesque subversion of a universally accepted 
human right. 

As an institution, marriage long predates the existence of 
any state or government. It was not created by govern-
ments and should not be changed by them. Instead, rec-
ognizing the innumerable benefits which marriage brings 
to society, they should act to protect and uphold marriage, 
not attack or dismantle it. 

This is a point of view that would have been endorsed 
and accepted only a few years ago, yet today advancing 
a traditional understanding of marriage risks one being 
labeled an intolerant bigot. 

(Continued on next page)

more ordinary and familiar language, are essential to an 
adequate representation and defense of the Catholic 
teaching on same-sex marriage, among other things. 
Faith believes and reason affirms that human persons 
were made for a purpose—for something far greater, in 
fact, than our brief life on this earth. This is a truth that 
can be quite challenging to those who live only for the 
here and now.

Br Patrick Mary Briscoe, OP, in Dominicana (Link)

Nowadays, it upsets people even to suggest that there 
might be such a thing as an objective moral order, but, in 
the dispute over same-sex marriage, we must cast off any 
fear of inquiry. Without careful reflection, people of faith 
will have little to contribute to the debate. In order to 
clearly articulate the beauty and fullness of Christian 
moral truth, Christians should be asking questions about 
“natures,” “essences,” and, in general, about what it 
means to act for an end or purpose. Such categories, 
whether proposed in precise philosophical terms or in 

Morality
(Continued from previous page)
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Flee to the Church

St. Irenaeus of Lyons was an expert on heresies—you might say he wrote the book on them. Everyone who thinks he’s 
smarter than the Church, says St. Irenaeus, is doomed to failure. To keep from being caught up in that failure, we 
should run to the Church and stay there.

Those who desert the preaching of the Church call into question the teachings of the holy elders. They don’t even con-
sider how much more a religious man is worth—even in private life—than a blasphemous and insolent pseudo-
intellectual.

That’s what all the heretics are, and all those who imagine they’ve found something more beyond the truth. Following all 
the heresies I’ve talked about, they go on their way in all different directions, with no agreement, and foolishly.

They don’t always keep the same opinions about the same things. They’re like the blind leading the blind. They deserve 
to fall into the ditch of ignorance that runs along their path, always looking for the truth and never finding it.

We should avoid their teachings, and be careful not to be injured by them.

Instead, we should flee to the Church, and be brought up in her bosom, and be nourished with the Lord’s Scriptures.

–St. Irenaeus, Against Heresies, 5.20.2

plicit manual of homosexual advocacy entitled The Little 
Black Book: Queer in the 21st Century. Education sud-
denly had to comply with what was now deemed “normal”. 

Disingenuously, the Government has suggested that 
same-sex marriage wouldn’t be compulsory and churches 
could choose to opt out. This is staggeringly arrogant. 

No Government has the moral authority to dismantle the 
universally understood meaning of marriage. 

Imagine for a moment that the Government had decided 
to legalize slavery but assured us that “no one will be 
forced to keep a slave”. 

Would such worthless assurances calm our fury? Would 
they justify dismantling a fundamental human right? Or 
would they simply amount to weasel words masking a 
great wrong? 

The Universal Declaration on Human Rights is crystal 
clear: marriage is a right which applies to men and 
women, “the family is the natural and fundamental group 
unit of society and is entitled to protection by society and 
the State”. 

This universal truth is so self-evident that it shouldn’t need 
to be repeated. If the Government attempts to demolish a 
universally recognized human right, they will have for-
feited the trust which society has placed in them and their 
intolerance will shame the United Kingdom in the eyes of 
the world. 

Cardinal O’Brien is President of the Bishops’ Conference 
of Scotland and Britain’s most senior Catholic. 

© Copyright of Telegraph Media Group Limited 2012
As reported by CatholicCulture.org (Link)

There is no doubt that, as a society, we have become 
blasé about the importance of marriage as a stabilizing 
influence and less inclined to prize it as a worthwhile insti-
tution. 

It has been damaged and undermined over the course of 
a generation, yet marriage has always existed in order to 
bring men and women together so that the children born 
of those unions will have a mother and a father. 

This brings us to the one perspective which seems to be 
completely lost or ignored: the point of view of the child. 
All children deserve to begin life with a mother and father; 
the evidence in favor of the stability and well-being which 
this provides is overwhelming and unequivocal. It cannot 
be provided by a same-sex couple, however well-
intentioned they may be. 

Same-sex marriage would eliminate entirely in law the 
basic idea of a mother and a father for every child. It 
would create a society which deliberately chooses to de-
prive a child of either a mother or a father. 

Other dangers exist. If marriage can be redefined so that 
it no longer means a man and a woman but two men or 
two women, why stop there? Why not allow three men or 
a woman and two men to constitute a marriage, if they 
pledge their fidelity to one another? If marriage is simply 
about adults who love each other, on what basis can 
three adults who love each other be prevented from mar-
rying? 

In November 2003, after a court decision in Massachu-
setts to legalize gay marriage, school libraries were re-
quired to stock same-sex literature; primary schoolchil-
dren were given homosexual fairy stories such as King & 
King. Some high school students were even given an ex-

Morality
(Continued from previous page)
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Morally; a vineyard has been let out to each of us to 
dress, when the mystery of baptism was given us, to be 
cultivated by action. Servants one, two, and three are 
sent us when Law, Psalm, and Prophecy are read, after 
whose instructions we are to work well. He that is sent 
is beaten and cast out when the word is rejected, or, 
which is worse, is blasphemed. He kills (as far as in him 
lies) the heir, who tramples under foot the Son, and 
does despite to the Spirit of grace. The wicked hus-
bandman is destroyed, and the vineyard is given to an-
other, when the gift of grace which the proud has con-
temned is given to the lowly. 

-Raban (Preacher's sketchbook)

New Evangelization and Families
Roger Vignocchi 

A recent news story from EWTN said that the Synod of 
Bishops set to meet in October is expected to focus on 
the family’s role in the New Evangelization. Many people 
would think of evangelization happening dramatically on 
some mission field rather than in the day-to-day drum of 
family life, but this underestimates the effect of early for-
mation. 

One reason we need a new evangelization is that the 
world and the devil have built up such a groundswell of 
opposition to faith that people have lost sight of God. 
Even in countries with a long Christian history, God is op-
posed and faith is resisted. As Pope John Paul II said, 
and Pope Benedict repeated, our vision of God has been 
blocked, sort of like when the sun is in eclipse by the 
moon. This eclipse is first dealt with in the family, as the 
parents fight to guide their children into the right paths.

I recently read The Galleys at Lepanto by Jack Beeching, 
probably the best historical book I have ever found. Lep-
anto was a great naval battle in 1571 between Christian 
and Muslim forces. An overwhelming Christian victory 
ended Turkish Muslim plans to conquer and Islamicize 
Western Europe. What made the book so interesting is 
the amount of detail about the major and minor characters 
and the complex trade and political relations between the 
countries. The very different family backgrounds of the 
two major characters, Don Juan of Austria and Sultan 
Selim, affected the outcome.

Don Juan, the leader of the Christian side, was believed 
to be the illegitimate son of the King of Spain. He was 
raised by a very honorable and decent couple who taught 
him that his duty of serving God as a Christian Knight was 
to be done with honor and moral virtue. Don Juan had a 
strong sense of chivalry, and this manly virtue gave his 
men the pattern and inspiration they needed to bravely 
fight the fearsome and seemingly invincible enemies of 
their religion.

Selim, the son of Suleiman the Magnificent, an honorable 
and decent Muslim Sultan, was raised in his father’s 
harem, where scheming, murderous intrigues between 
the wives was the typical way of life. Selim came to the 
throne by the ingenuity of his mother, and his lack of mili-
tary and governing skills weakened the Turkish forces.

Other factors in the Christian victory were the fervent 
prayers brought forth by the Dominican Saint, Pope Pius 
V, and three tactical adaptations to their ships and their 
use of guns, but it was God who brought the specific indi-
viduals to the fore at the critical moment, and one of them 
had been formed from his youth by pious and loving fos-
ter parents. Don Juan accepted the three tactical adapta-
tions, which were suggested by his least admired admiral. 
Don Juan saw the value in the ideas, even when they 
came from an unworthy leader. He recognized truth.

In the battles that seem to be rushing upon us, God will 
also use specific individuals to turn the tide. People who 
are formed to serve Christ will be brought to the fore 
when they are needed. 

So, how can we support this work? First, by prayer; we 
have to trust God above everything else. Second, by lov-
ing our neighbors and doing our Christian duty to every 
person, especially the young who are in our care, whether 
our own or those entrusted to us for education and forma-
tion. Third, to always keep ourselves in charity, which is 
our greatest truth and our greatest strength. God can be 
in our brother so we must overlook his faults and recog-
nize the good he has to give us. Those who are formed in 
truth will find it, while others not so formed will miss its 
calling.

Roger Vignocchi writes from the
St Dominic Chapter in Eagle Rock
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Litany
Little Office of the Blessed Virgin Mary

1956
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St Francis de Capillas and Companions
Br Peter Martyr Yungwirth OP 

The Protomartyr of China, St. Francis de Capillas (1607-
1648, feast – Jan. 15) shed his blood in China, consecrat-
ing the ground and preparing it for the other 133 Chinese 
martyrs who would offer their lives for the spread of the 
Gospel within the following century.

The Dominican Martyrs of China died between 1648 and 
1748.  They bore heroic witness to the Truth of the Gos-
pel.  Through enduring the tortures and cruelties they suf-
fered, they showed that there was something deeper and 
more important to seek than worldly comfort.  During his 
stay in prison, St. Francis de Capillas wrote,

I am here with other prisoners and we have developed 
a fellowship. They ask me about the Gospel of the Lord. 
I am not concerned about getting out of here because 
here I know I am doing the will of God. They do not let 
me stay up at night to pray, so I pray in bed before 
dawn. I live here in great joy without any worry, knowing 
that I am here because of Jesus Christ. The pearls I 
have found here these days are not always easy to find.

When Saints Peter Sanz, Francis Serrano, John Alcober, 
Joachim Royo, and Francis Diaz were asked if they could 
feel the pain from their torture, St. Peter Sanz responded, 
“Indeed I do, but I think of my Savior’s sufferings.”  The 
guards didn’t understand them because they continued to 

evangelize even amidst the grueling conditions of their 
imprisonment.  The viceroy of Peking wrote about them,

What are we to do with these men? Their lives are cer-
tainly irreproachable; even in prison they convert men 
to their opinions, and their doctrines so seize upon the 
heart that their adepts fear neither torments nor captiv-
ity. They themselves are joyous in their chains. The 
jailors and their families become their disciples, and 
those condemned to death embrace their religion. To 
prolong this state is only to give them the opportunity of 
increasing the number of Christians.

May their witness of the Gospel inspire us that we might 
too face challenges and difficulties with a spirit of joy and 
perseverance so that one day we may utter the same 
words St. Peter Sanz’s said at his execution, “Rejoice 
with me, my friend; I am going to heaven!”

Almighty and merciful God, you filled the hearts of the 
peoples of the Orient with the knowledge of your only-
begotten Son through the preaching of your holy martyrs, 
Francis and his companions.  Through their prayers may 
you now confirm those same peoples in the faith.  
Through Christ our Lord.

Br. Peter Martyr Yungwirth, O.P., Dominicana (Link)
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Prayer Request

Please pray for Fr. 
George Matanic, be-
loved former Provincial 
Promoter of the Laity, 
who recently was diag-
nosed with a cancer-
ous tumor in the kidney 
after difficulties with a 
foot surgery. 

The council is working on a Day of Recollection to be held 
during Lent, if possible.

Prayer requests: Theresa Lorentz, Cecilia Hoesly and her 
mother, Jane Hoesly, John Fazio's father, Jack, Sandy 
Miller's relatives in Italy who live near the place where the 
cruise ship crashed, Roberta Powell's mother, Ruth Ann 
Saul, Barbara Pommier's sons, Nicholas and Alex.

Ms Roberta Powell, OP

Bl Margaret of Castello, Boise

In January, Fr Brian Mullady, OP gave the chapter a 
weekend retreat on the theme of personal holiness. After 
his series of conferences, Fr. Mullady held forth in the 
freezing night air with the men of the chapter and some 
fine cigars at the home of his hostess, subprioress Mrs 
Carolyn Reese, OP.  

The chapter has officially begun its project to create a 
memorial garden, under the patronage of Blessed Marga-
ret, in honor of babies lost to abortion, miscarriage, and 
other causes of infant death. The memorial garden is be-
ing built at the chapter property in Homedale.  We have 
begun taking orders for “Crosses of Remembrance” to be 
erected in the memorial.  The crosses will go into a cross-
shaped plot of ground next to the chapter cemetery; the 
site will be landscaped and opened to visitors at certain 
times of the year for quiet meditation.  

Your prayers are requested for the members of our chap-
ter and their relatives who are ill.  We ask especially for 
continued prayers for our prioress, Mrs Kathleen Schuck 
OP, who is still undergoing chemotherapy.

Miss Anita Moore OP

From the Chapters

St Dominic, Eagle Rock

The Chapter held a day of renewal on Saturday, February 
4 at our normal meeting place in the hall of St. Dominic's 
Church. Almost the entire Chapter attended, and we had 
a few guests. Fr Jerome Cudden OP presented a Lenten 
preparation program using material from Bishop Fulton 
Sheen's work on The Characters of the Passion. Fr. Cud-
den selected nine characters, Peter, Judas, Pilate, Herod, 
Pilate's wife, Herod's wife, Barabbas, Dismas and Jesus, 
to give us insights into how we sin and how we can turn 
away from it. Our monthly meetings were held on the third 
Sundays of January and February, and we continued our 
study of Matthew's Gospel. 

One of our prayer members, Leona Nelson, celebrated 
her 100th birthday on Feb. 12. Attending her party were 
Chapter members Fran Barrios, Concie Kibbe and 
Lillian Torrent. Leona was the Chapter's Treasurer, back 
in the 80's, when she was a mere youth in her 70's. 

We are looking forward to April when we will have our 
Professions. This time no one will be Received, but a 
bunch of people will make Life Profession. Our elections 
also are coming up in April. Our Community Life seems to 
be thriving. We have so much fun in our meetings that we 
really can say, "the joy of the Lord is my strength”!

Roger Vignocchi

Holy Rosary, Portland

On January 8 the chapter held our annual Epiphany Party 
at Mary Fazio's home, This year we also had a baby 
shower for Grace Theresa Lesniak who was born to 
Chris and Maria Lesniak on October 31, 2011. The 
house was warm despite the fact that the furnace wasn't 
working. Grace Theresa was a happy addition to the fes-
tivities. Mary Halvorson distributed the prayer cards that 
Marjie Leo prepared for 2012 so we each have a living 
and a deceased chapter member to pray for this year, as 
well as a special Dominican Saint to pray to and contem-
plate.

Several chapter members joined Fr Antoninus Wall, OP 
for his "Mission at the Mall' at Lloyd Center Shopping Mall 
on the Saturdays in January and helped spread the Gos-
pel and religious items such as holy cards, rosaries and 
informational pamphlets to passing shoppers.

On February 7 we remembered Deceased parents of Do-
minicans by attending Mass, praying the rosary and the 
Office for the Dead together.

For Ongoing Formation, we are continuing our study of 
"Jesus of Nazareth" part two by Pope Benedict, which 
focuses on Palm Sunday through the Resurrection 
(perfect reading for Lent).
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In line with one of the Dominican charisms to pray for the 
dead, The Blessed Margaret of Castello Chapter, Boise, 
spearheaded by Prioress Kathleen Schuck, is creating a 
Cross of Remembrance Memorial Garden.  This garden 
will be a permanent place of memory for those who have 
lost babies to abortion, miscarriage, or other causes. 

The memorial garden is located on the Lay Dominican 
property west of Homedale, Idaho in the southwest corner 
of the state.  The land is high desert and landscaping will 
include indigenous vegetation for xeriscaping benefits. 
The memorial garden itself will be an 80 x 50 x 10 ft wide 
cross surrounded by a walkway of brick pavers 
(continuing the cross shape). It is located down the hill 
from the site of a planned future chapel and near the 
cemetery which was initiated in 2004 upon the first death 
of one of our members.  

The brick pavers around the cross can also be personal-
ized, providing another source of prayer for our Lay Do-
minicans.  The bricks can honor the babies again, other 
children, family, friends or memorable events in life.

The garden will be “planted” with personalized crosses. 
Each cross will represent an individual lost child and will 
either be personalized or will contain the message on the 
adhered plastic tag “Jesus Loves Me.”  The crosses are 

made of concrete and are finished in bright white acrylic 
coating, suitable for the local environment.  The garden 
will be able to hold up to 1,000 little crosses. Benches will 
be strategically placed in the corners of the cross to allow 
for quiet meditation.  

The memorial garden will be open for visitors on special 
occasions during the year.  The Lay Dominican grounds 
also include a multi-use building which is used throughout 
the year for retreats, First Friday masses, special events 
and for visiting priests and guests. 

The cost of each personalized cross is $75 and each 
brick paver is $35 (personalized or not).  The Lay Domini-
cans will initiate a campaign with the local Catholic Par-
ishes and will advertise in the state Catholic newspaper.  
The chapter is looking into a nation-wide bulk mailing pro-
gram.  Already, our Prioress has written to each of the 
Parishes and Deacons in the state to let them know of 
this program.  If any other the chapters would like to help 
get the word out, please call me at 208-249-2635 for bro-
chures and order forms.  We know the healing from lost 
babies is desperately needed as part of the healing for 
the entire nation.

Bonnie Fitzpatrick
Historian

Cross of Remembrance Memorial Garden,
A Project to Honor and Remember the Lost Babies

Layout of memorial

Individual Cross of Remembrance
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Contact Truth Be Told
mark.gross.op@gmail.com

3337 S. Minuteman Pl.
Boise, ID 83706

 Please notify by email if you would like to 
be added to the regular emailing list.

 There is no subscription fee.  
Truth Be Told is a bimonthly publication. It is released 
on or around the first bimonthly, by email and web 
(http://laydominicanswest.org/newsletter).  Deadline for 
contributions is one week before the end of the month 
(but preferably by the 15th of the prior month).

Editor – Mark Gross

Submissions to the Editor

Readers are encouraged to contribute letters or arti-
cles, in particular presentations made at chapter meet-
ings.  We cannot guarantee that all will be published, 
and we reserve the right to edit submissions.  The pur-
pose of sharing submissions is to pass on relevant in-
formation and suggestions for proclaiming the Good 
News of the Gospel according to the charism of St. 
Dominic, and in accord with the Catechism of the 
Catholic Church.  

Let us, then, not light the lamp by 
contemplation and action, only to put 
it under a bushel - that lamp, I mean, 
which is the enlightening word of 
knowledge - lest we be condemned 
for restricting by the letter the incom-
prehensible power of wisdom. Rather 
let us place it upon the lampstand of 
holy Church, on the heights of true 
contemplation, where it may kindle 
for all men the light of divine teach-
ing.    -St. Maximus the Confessor

Mary, our mother
And mother of the Redeemer,

Gate of heaven and Star of the sea,
Come to the aid of your people,

Who have sinned,
Yet also yearn to rise again!
Come to the Church’s aid,

Enlighten your devoted children,
Strengthen the faithful throughout the world,

Let those who have drifted 
Hear your call,

And may they who live as prisoners of evil
Be converted!

Pope John Paul II

So let us remain with Jesus, the eternal and 
incarnate Wisdom. Apart from him, there is 
nothing but aimless wandering, untruth and 
death. "I am the way, I am the truth, I am the 
life" (Jn. 14:6). Now let us see the effects of 
Wisdom in souls.

The Love of Eternal Wisdom, St. Louis de Montfort

“Frequently he made a special personal peti-

tion that God would deign to grant him a genu-

ine charity, effective in caring for and obtaining 

the salvation of men. For he believed that only 

then would he be truly a member of Christ, 

when he had given himself totally for the sal-

vation of men, just as the Lord Jesus, the Sav-

ior of all, had offered himself completely for 

our salvation. So, for this work, after a lengthy 

period of careful and provident planning, he 

founded the Order of Friars Preachers.”
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