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Lessons Learned from a Catholic College Summer Bulletin 

Todd M. Aglialoro | Column 

5/31/08

t’s late spring here in New Hampshire. Birds are 

chirping, frogs are cheeping, and loons are warbling. 

Red Sox fans, insufferable in victory, are crawling 

out of hibernation. After the long, snowy winter, two 

other unmistakable signals herald the arrival of warmer 

weather: 

Motorcycles. Phalanxes of Harley-Davidsons, in 

fact, their baffled stock exhaust systems replaced with 

extrude-honed straight pipes, roaring up and down our 

scenic byways – mostly the one in front of my house. 

The BLAAAT BLAAAT of each stroke of their pony-keg-

sized cylinders rattling windows, shaking loose fillings, 

and inspiring in me wicked daydreams involving taut 

fishing line and my .22 Ruger. 

Mosquitoes, gorging themselves on my blood and 

my children’s till their eyes bubble. Not just any 

mosquitoes, mind you, but some kind of Africanized 

hybrid mosquito that scares bats and shows up on 

radar. And they fly by night and day, fearing not the 

sun. I call them the Biting Uruk-Hai. 

But that’s not all. Across all of New England, a 

hothouse of academia, the month of May also means 

the publication of summer-session bulletins from our 

many fine colleges and universities. I happen to have 

two of these in front of me now – one from a well-

known Catholic school whose faculty placed an ad in the 

NY Times protesting the Mandatum, but whose football 

team almost beat Clemson last year; and the other from 

a small startup college well-known for its fidelity to the 

Magisterium, ubiquity of jumpers and rosary rings, and 

predominantly homeschooled student body. And I’m 

happy to share some of their highlights with you: 

  

 

 

Holy Dame University of Boston in the Jesuit Tradition 

Theology 000: The Via Negativa 

Ancient theologians taught that we are to pursue 

knowledge of divine truth by negation: since God is 

essentially unknowable, the path to wisdom consists in 

freeing ourselves of dogmatic formulas that can never 

express the full truth about the Creator. Students will 

therefore begin by reading the Summa Theologica and 

Enchiridion Symbolorum, then regress slowly to the 

Baltimore Catechism, back issues of Catholic Digest, 

the Joshua novels, and finally, Hope for the Flowers.  

Deconstructing the Jesus Seminar 

For decades we have been taught to believe in the 

literal existence of a Jesus Seminar (or “Jesus 

Seminar”), whose idealized, quasi-historical members 

are said to convene in Northern California twice a year 

to vote on the actual words and actions of Jesus. But 

recent scholarship casts fresh doubts on that 

traditional dogma. This course will demonstrate how 

the idea of the Jesus Seminar was not “revealed” to 

progressive Episcopalians, but was actually borrowed 

from a Canadian academic myth-tradition and adapted 

to the Dark Age culture of the Reagan Administration; 

that what we call the “Seminar” today was really a 

group of separate and autonomous local seminars: 

some voting with colored beads, others using slips of 

paper, still others preferring to send email; and that 

the Seminar’s entire canon of annual reports, with its 

textual variations and befuddling self-contradictions, in 

fact derives from a single, unified proto-report that no 

one has ever seen but, doggone it, has to exist. 

Possible excursus (time permitting): In Search of the 

Real John Shelby Spong. 

The Vagina Monologues 

This mainstay of Catholic university theater is justly 

renowned for its frank and unflinching examination of 

I 

http://www.hopefortheflowers.com/index.html
http://www.westarinstitute.org/Jesus_Seminar/jesus_seminar.html
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rape, incest, genital mutilation, sadomasochism, and 

other common vagina-centric experiences of which we 

all need graphic annual reminders. Course will 

exhaustively review and compare Monologues 

performances of years past to determine which most 

successfully challenge the forces of Phallocracy . . . and 

in the hopes of inspiring fruitful vagina dialogues among 

all studynts. 

Liberation Theology for Undergraduates 

Did you know that the early Christians, like, sold all their 

possessions and shared the money equally with each 

other? In a wild immersion experience, this course will 

totally explore the true original meaning of Christianity, 

before the Man came along and harshed it. Hands-on 

practicum will include eBaying all your gear, growing 

beans, picking beans, cleaning beans, eating bean mush, 

selling flowers at the airport, as well as making hemp 

sandals that are so like the ones John the Baptist wore. 

Cost per credit: how much you got? 

Special Seminars: 

¶ Comparative Religion: Whatever You Believe, 

That’s Great Too 

¶ Liturgical Flashdance: Advanced Choreography, 

Costume Design, and Pyrotechnics for Today’s 

Worship-Space Needs 

¶ The Social Gospel: How to Make it Pay Off (in 

five easy steps) 

  

College of John Paul II the Awesome 

Theology of Everything 

You’ve heard of the Theology of the Body – well, that’s 

just the beginning! In this course you’ll learn how every 

field of human knowledge can be imbued with a 

tantalizingly vague spiritual significance. From the 

Trinitarian model of time, space, and energy 

(astrophysics majors, take note), to the Eucharistic 

symbols in Moby Dick; from the curious (though not 

accidental, as you’ll see) prevalence of the number 

seven in accounting textbooks, to the parallels between 

corporate law and the Mosaic Law – whatever your field 

of study, you’ll find a way to make it more Catholic. 

Praying for Stuff 

Do you have any prayer intentions? Sure, everybody 

does. This course will focus on praying for them, and for 

the intentions of other students, their families, and 

friends. The varied survey approach will utilize mental 

“offering up” as well as vocal prayer both rote and 

spontaneous, and touch on specialized intercessory 

forms such as the novena, prayer chain, fast from 

dessert, and Storming Heaven. Auditors and unnamed 

“special intentions” also welcome. Extra credit for 

miraculous healings, roses from heaven, and having 

your prayer answered according to your will instead of 

God’s. 

Ressourcement, Old-School  

It is widely recognized that true understanding of the 

foundational ideas of Western Civilization cannot be 

achieved through lectures or textbooks, but only by 

reading the original sources themselves. Those who 

are wiser still know not to trust the work of 

translators, who can rob Homer, Plato, Dante, 

Augustine, and Thomas of their poetical fire and 

nuances of meaning, and would therefore never dream 

of opening any text that some interloper had 

wrenched, in the interest of “readability,” from its 

original Greek, Latin, or even Middle English. In this 

course, students will go one step better, by 

encountering classical and early Christian source texts 

of philosophy, drama, poetry, and theology as God 

intended: through laborious examination of their 

original scroll or codex manuscripts. For only when 

stripped of modern accretions such as punctuation, 

minuscule, and word spacing can the Great Thoughts 

be appreciated in their most original, and therefore 

best, form. 

Christian Marriage 

This course explores the theological foundations for 

the Sacrament of Matrimony and a Catholic approach 

to sexuality, as presented in Scripture and Tradition, 
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and in modern-day papal documents such as Casti 

Connubi, Humanae Vitae, and the Letter to Families. In 

addition to classroom study, field work (please sign up 

in mixed groups of two) will include intimate late-night 

rosaries, a trip to meet her parents, eight hours of 

sympto-thermal training, and learning to leave room for 

the Holy Spirit. Optional project for men: devising new 

ways to get that pesky vocations director off your back. 

Special Seminars: 

¶ From Youth Minister to DRE: A Spectrum of 

Exciting Career Possibilities for the Theology 

Major 

¶ What Does the Pope Say? How to Stay 

Orthodox in Every Conceivable Circumstance 

¶ Dorms, Debt, and Dirty Laundry: And Other 

Ways It’s Like Going to a Real College 

 

Todd M. Aglialoro is the editor for Sophia Institute Press 

and a columnist and blogger for 

www.InsideCatholic.com. 

http://www.insidecatholic.com/
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John McCain Is Losing the Religious Right 
Deal W. Hudson| Column 

6/2/08

vangelicals feel like they have been served 

their divorce papers," said one major 

Evangelical leader in an interview on 

Saturday. "They don't know exactly what they are going 

to do," he told me, adding, "There are going to be 

meetings all over the country in the next few weeks to 

decide our strategy." 

Events of the past few months are coalescing to 

convince Evangelicals, and some conservative Catholics, 

that the GOP has grown hostile to religious 

conservatives: 

¶ Republican Senator Charles Grassley (IA) called 

Congressional hearings to investigate the 

finances of mega-church pastors, including 

Kenneth Copeland and Benny Hinn.  

¶ A group of Republican-appointed judges on the 

California Supreme Court voted to legitimize 

gay marriage. 

¶ Republican presidential nominee John McCain 

explicitly rejected the endorsement of Rev. John 

Hagee and Rev. Rod Parsley, two nationally 

recognized mega-church pastors and 

televangelists. 

It didn't help that one week after the decision on gay 

marriage in California, McCain appeared on The Ellen 

DeGeneres Show. McCain did say what religious 

conservatives wanted to hear: "I just believe in the 

unique status of marriage between a man and a 

woman, and I know that we have a respectful 

disagreement on that issue," but that may not matter. 

Religious conservatives, outraged at the California 

decision, didn't pay attention to what McCain said. 

What they saw was McCain choosing to go on the 

television show of a woman who is about to marry 

another woman. (DeGeneres will soon marry her 

girlfriend, Portia de Rossi.) 

Government interference in religious liberty 

combined with government hostility toward the 

traditional family is precisely what started the Religious 

Right in the first place. 

The Carter administration's attack on the non-profit 

status of Christian schools in the South was the last 

straw for Evangelical pastors, who began their political 

organizing in the late 1970s. Add to that the counter-

attack on the ERA and the post-Roe anti-abortion 

movement, and Catholics and Evangelicals suddenly 

merged into what became known as the "Religious 

Right." 

Since the 1980 election of Ronald Reagan, the 

religious conservative vote has belonged to the GOP. 

When these voters were dispirited in 1992 and 1996, 

the Republicans lost the White House. 

Like Evangelicals, Catholic voters are showing less 

affection for the GOP, primarily because of 

dissatisfaction with the Iraq War. Unlike 2004, when 

the war did not affect the Catholic voter, Catholics are 

now much more aware of Vatican criticism leveled at 

the U.S. invasion and occupation. As Douglas Belkin 

reported in Thursday's Wall Street Journal, 

"Conservative Catholics now appear to be more 

concerned about the economy and the war in Iraq, and 

less motivated by abortion, the issue that has long 

kept the voting bloc aligned with Republicans." 

It must have been a great relief to John McCain 

and the Republican Party that Benedict XVI did not 

underscore his differences with President Bush on Iraq 

during his recent visit. 

McCain faces a tall challenge. Evangelicals feel 

rejected, and faithful Catholics are confused. 

Evangelicals have seen McCain ask for their 

endorsement and then give it back to them. At the 

same time, many Catholics wonder if McCain's support 

"E 

http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=16860611
http://www.latimes.com/news/local/la-me-gaymarriage16-2008may16,0,6182317.story
http://www.newsmax.com/insidecover/mccain_degeneres/2008/05/22/98153.html?utm_medium=RSS
http://www.newsmax.com/insidecover/mccain_degeneres/2008/05/22/98153.html?utm_medium=RSS
http://www.newsmax.com/insidecover/mccain_degeneres/2008/05/22/98153.html?utm_medium=RSS
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of embryonic stem cell research weakens his pro-life 

position enough to justify a vote against him on the 

basis of the Iraq War. 

Obama's weakness with Catholic voters may help 

ameliorate McCain's concern about Catholic discontent 

over Iraq. But will the Catholic Democrats who voted for 

Clinton abandon party loyalties and support McCain? 

Obama's extremism on abortion, along with his support 

for gay marriage, may remind them of why they voted 

for Reagan (and even Bush). 

It's doubtful, however, that McCain can depend on 

moderate Republicans and Democrats -- many of whom 

are blue-collar Catholics -- to win in November. Just as 

the Religious Right emerged quickly to support Reagan's 

candidacy, it may just as quickly decide to challenge the 

GOP in some fashion before the election. 

As another Evangelical leader told me, "We should 

not be led by Republicans -- we are primarily a spiritual 

movement and should be influencing them." Right now, 

the generals and the ground troops of the Religious 

Right feel as if their influence has lost. At the moment, 

they're looking for a clear signal from the McCain 

campaign that he is going to make it a priority to 

protect marriage. 

At present, McCain opposes a federal constitutional 

amendment banning gay marriage -- he prefers states 

to make their own decision on the issue. A decision by 

McCain, in response to the threat posed by the 

California decision, to back a constitutional amendment 

would electrify religious conservatives. 

Without a gesture of this sort, the McCain 

candidacy will not have the enthusiastic backing of 

voters who have provided the winning difference for 

the GOP over the past 30 years, and will face the 

prospect of a highly energized Obama campaign. 

 

Deal W. Hudson is the director of InsideCatholic.com 

and the author of Onward, Christian Soldiers: The 

Growing Political Power of Catholics and Evangelicals 

in the United States (Simon and Schuster, 2008). 

http://insidecatholic.com/Joomla/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=2871&Itemid=48
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/04/01/AR2008040102197_pf.html
http://www.christianpost.com/article/20080318/31556_McCain_Pressed_to_Clarify_Stance_on_Marriage.htm
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/1416524428/insidecatcom-20
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/1416524428/insidecatcom-20
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/1416524428/insidecatcom-20
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A Diva's Sentiments 
Tom Howard | Column 

6/2/08 

ome time ago, I happened to hear a recital by 

one of the great Metropolitan Opera mezzo-

sopranos. Opera lovers will know her name well. 

When my wife and I lived in New York, she was one of 

our favorites at the Met.  

The nice thing about a recital like this is that you get 

to hear all of your favorite arias all in one swat. It can, of 

course, be argued that this isn't what opera is about -- 

all icing and no cake, so to speak. It does a disservice (so 

the objection might run) to the real genius of opera to 

lump miscellaneous arias together like this, cut off from 

the whole musical setting that should draw the 

audience along toward the thrill of the aria. 

Nevertheless, such recitals are a great source of 

pleasure. 

At the end of this performance, the audience rose 

for a standing ovation, which was quite the right thing 

to do in this case. The clapping and cheering went on 

and on, and the grateful soprano bowed again and 

again. Finally she signaled for quiet, and made a little 

speech, the theme of which was her overflowing love 

for the audience. "I love you," she told the people. "I 

love you." 

One of the pleasures attending on these occasions -

- opera, theater, ballet, concerts, recitals -- is this 

intense and happy exchange between artists and 

audience. We step out from the rigorous protocol that 

presides over the performance itself and give 

spontaneous voice to our joy, one of whose aspects 

seems to be this effusion of mutual affection. We feel 

that we do indeed love the artist, and she us. 

The phenomenon raises an interesting point. The 

"love" that suffuses things in such a situation rushes 

upon us the audience in response to something 

gloriously executed. For the artist, it overflows in 

response to the outpouring of adulation certifying the 

splendor of her achievement. Most of us mortals will 

never know quite this happy experience since our own 

work is, more often than not, somewhat humdrum, and 

rarely entails much of an audience. 

I found myself mulling over that "I love you." No 

doubt the woman expressed, quite sincerely and 

accurately, the feelings that suffused her whole being 

in response to the ovation. Why -- all of these people 

here are clearly wonderful people, full of happiness 

and love, and they are so very generous in their 

appreciation for my own work here on the stage. How 

can I not love them? 

Who will cavil?  

The dynamics might possibly alter somewhat if she 

were to encounter me under other circumstances. She 

loved me while I was clapping: What about when I cut 

off her car in traffic, or cut into line at the grocery 

store? (This imagines that she drives herself and does 

her own shopping.) She loved me while I was clapping: 

Suppose her desk were next to mine month after 

month, and she found me querulous, petty, vain, and 

altogether tedious?  She loved me while I was 

clapping: What if she discovered the sort of a person I 

really am? 

She is not likely to be put to this test. But it does 

raise some piquant questions about the conditions 

under which we find ourselves able to say that we love 

someone else. For her that night, all was bliss, as it was 

for us in the audience. Love seemed to preside over 

the whole glorious occasion. Love was, shall we say, 

easy. 

But would this love (our adulatory love; her 

grateful love) have sustained the tests that love worthy 

of its name is asked to sustain? St. Paul's porcelain 

filter might bring on somber reflections. 

Love is patient, he says. But the lady hadn't been 

asked to put up with me. Love bears all things, hopes 

S 
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all things, endures all things, believes all things, and 

never ends.  

Oh.  

It may very well be the case that our mezzo-soprano 

is filled with just the sort of love of which St. Paul 

speaks. But her pledge to the audience that night 

scarcely needed to draw upon this heroic and selfless 

love -- a point with which she would no doubt agree.  

In the ordinary run of things, the school of love may 

or may not offer to us the blissful and intense moments 

on whose wings we may breathe out such happy and 

spontaneous exhalations. Nevertheless, to enter the 

long school of this love -- it is the love of God shed 

abroad in our hearts by the Holy Ghost -- and to reach 

the end of the course is to find a bliss unimaginable 

even to the happy moments like that recital, when 

"love" did not seem to make any very searching 

demands.  

 

Tom Howard is retired from 40 years of teaching English 

in private schools, college, and seminary in England and 

America. 
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Five Myths about No-Fault Divorce 
Stephen Baskerville | Column 

6/3/08 

lmost four decades after the "no-fault" divorce 

revolution began in California, misconceptions 

abound. Even the many books about divorce, 

including myriad self-help manuals, are full of 

inaccurate and misleading information. No public 

debate preceded the introduction of no-fault divorce 

laws in the 1970s, and no debate has taken place since.  

Yet divorce-on-demand is exacting a devastating toll 

on our children, our social order, our economy, and 

even our constitutional rights. A recent study estimates 

the financial cost of divorce to taxpayers at $112 billion 

annually. Recent demands to legitimize same-sex 

marriage almost certainly follow from the divorce 

revolution, since gay activists readily acknowledge that 

they only desire to marry under the loosened terms that 

have resulted from the new divorce laws. Divorce also 

contributes to a dangerous increase in the power of the 

state over private life. 

Here are some of the most common clichés and 

misconceptions about modern divorce, along with the 

facts. 

Myth 1: No-fault divorce permitted divorce by mutual 

consent, thus making divorce less acrimonious. 

Fact: No-fault divorce is unilateral divorce. It permits 

divorce by one spouse acting alone for any reason or no 

reason. No "grounds" are required, and the 

involuntarily divorced spouse need commit no legal 

infraction, either criminal or civil. It is therefore forced 

divorce, meaning you can be divorced over your 

objections. (Some 80 percent of divorces today are 

unilateral.)  

Even more serious, you can be forcibly separated 

from your children, your home, and your property, also 

through literally "no fault" of your own. Failure to 

cooperate with the divorce opens the innocent spouse 

to criminal penalties. No-fault divorce made divorce far 

more destructive by allowing the state to undertake 

court proceedings against innocent people, confiscate 

everything they have, and incarcerate them without 

trial. 

Myth 2: We cannot force people to remain married and 

should not try. 

Fact: It is not a matter of forcing anyone to remain 

married. The issue is taking responsibility for one's 

actions in abrogating an agreement. With no-fault 

divorce, the spouse who divorces without grounds or 

otherwise breaks the marriage agreement (for 

example, by adultery or desertion) thereby incurs no 

onus of responsibility. Indeed, that spouse gains 

advantages.  

Courts therefore do not dispense justice against a 

legal wrong. Instead, every divorce is granted 

automatically, and the courts simply divvy up the 

goods -- including the children -- according to any 

criteria they choose, including separating the innocent 

spouse from his or her children without having to give 

any reason. Because the divorce creates work and 

earnings for judges, lawyers, and other court 

personnel, there is a strong incentive for these officials 

to reward the guilty spouse in order to encourage 

more divorces and more business for the courts. As 

Charles Dickens pointed out, "The one great principle 

of the . . . law is to make business for itself." 

Myth 3: No-fault divorce has led men to abandon their 

wives and children. 

Fact: This does happen (wives more often than 

children), but it is greatly exaggerated. The vast 

majority of no-fault divorces -- especially those 

involving children -- are filed by wives. In fact, as Judy 

Parejko, author of Stolen Vows, has shown, the no-

fault revolution was engineered largely by feminist 

lawyers, with the cooperation of the bar associations, 

A 

http://www.americanvalues.org/html/coff_mediaadvisory.htm
http://www.stephenbaskerville.net/
http://www.stephenbaskerville.net/
http://www.amazon.com/Stolen-Vows-Illusion-No-Fault-American/dp/1591960223/ref=pd_bbs_sr_1?ie=UTF8&s=books&qid=1212463971&sr=8-1


 

in
si

d
e
ca

th
o
lic

.c
o
m

 

10 

 

as part of the sexual revolution. Overwhelmingly, it has 

served to separate large numbers of children from their 

fathers. Sometimes the genders are reversed, so that 

fathers take children from mothers. But either way, the 

main effect of no-fault is to make children weapons and 

pawns to gain power through the courts, not the 

"abandonment" of them by either parent. 

Myth 4: When couples cannot agree or cooperate about 

matters like how the children should be raised, a judge 

must decide according to "the best interest of the child." 

Fact: It is not the business of government officials to 

supervise the raising of other people's children. The 

entire point of a marriage and family is for mothers and 

fathers to cooperate and compromise for the sake of 

children and provide an example to those children of 

precisely these principles, without which no family can 

operate. Allowing one parent to surrender both 

parents' decision-making rights over the children to 

government officials because of "disagreement" -- 

without any infraction by the other (who may 

"disagree" only about losing his or her children) -- 

negates the very principle of private family life and 

invites collusion between the divorcing parent and state 

officials.  

Judges and civil servants are not disinterested. 

When we give government officials the power to make 

decisions about the best interest of other people's 

children, it may well become the best interest of the 

officials. Allowing them to control the private lives of 

citizens' who have committed no legal infraction simply 

by invoking "disagreement" gives them an incentive to 

reward the parent that is being the most disagreeable. 

That is precisely the reason for the runaway divorce 

epidemic. 

Myth 5: Divorce must be made easy because of 

domestic violence. 

Fact: Actual physical violence is legitimate grounds for 

divorce and always has been. So it does not justify 

dispensing with all standards of justice, which is what 

no-fault entails. On the contrary, openly false 

accusations of domestic violence and child abuse have 

become an industry in themselves, mostly to secure 

child custody. By dispensing with standards of justice 

for divorce, we have allowed them to be abandoned for 

criminal justice too. Thus "domestic violence" and "child 

abuse" are not adjudicated as criminal assault, and the 

accused seldom receives a trial or chance to clear his 

name. Instead he simply loses his children until he can 

prove his innocence, an impossible standard.  

Most domestic violence and child abuse take place 

during and after family dissolution; very little occurs in 

intact families. So domestic violence is a red herring. 

Federal funds for domestic violence and child abuse 

now serve effectively as a subsidy on divorce in every 

state in America, encouraging spouses to bring false 

accusations and law-enforcement officials to reward 

them. This shatters another myth: that family law is 

the province of states. 

No-fault divorce has exacerbated the divorce 

epidemic on almost every count. We urgently need an 

extensive public debate on divorce and the connected 

issues of child custody, domestic violence, child abuse, 

and child support -- precisely the debate that the 

divorce industry has suppressed for four decades.  

 

Stephen Baskerville is associate professor of 

government at Patrick Henry College and author of 

Taken Into Custody: The War Against Fathers, 

Marriage, and the Family (Cumberland House, 2007). 

http://www.amazon.com/Taken-into-Custody-Fatherhood-Marriage/dp/1581825943/sr=8-2/qid=1169683598/ref=sr_1_2/102-0715661-8120912?ie=UTF8&s=books
http://www.amazon.com/Taken-into-Custody-Fatherhood-Marriage/dp/1581825943/sr=8-2/qid=1169683598/ref=sr_1_2/102-0715661-8120912?ie=UTF8&s=books
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A Sociologist against Women's Ordination 

David R. Carlin | Column 

6/3/08 
he old saying "Roma locuta est, causa finita est" 

apparently doesn't hold as much water as it did 

once upon a time. Although Rome has clearly 

said that women will never be admitted to the 

priesthood, discussion about the desirability of 

ordaining women continues. A case in point is a 

featured article in Commonweal on April 11, 2008. 

Often the discussion is theological, pros and cons 

being tossed about as to whether, Jesus having been a 

male, all priests must therefore be male. I'm not a 

theologian, so I have some difficulty following those 

arguments. 

More often still the discussion has to do with 

equity: Is it fair or reasonable to keep women out of the 

priesthood? Well, it all depends what you mean by 

"reasonable." What counts as reasonable varies from 

age to age. We happen to be living in the modern (or 

postmodern) world, and what seems unreasonable to 

typical 21st-century people like ourselves used to seem 

reasonable to ancients and medieval, and will perhaps 

again seem reasonable to our remote descendents. And 

there appears to be no way we can say that our current 

concept of reasonableness is superior to ancient or 

medieval or futuristic concepts. 

If X is counted as reasonable because it appeals to 

that species of common sense that happens to flourish 

in societies which -- like those of the United States and 

Western Europe -- are modernized and wealthy, then of 

course a male-only priesthood is unreasonable. But so, 

then, is Christianity in general. From the point of view of 

modernistic common sense, the Trinity is unreasonable 

(how can something be both three and one?), the 

Incarnation is unreasonable (how can a person be both 

God and man?), the Virgin Birth is unreasonable (virgins 

don't have babies), the Resurrection is unreasonable 

(dead men don't return to life), and so on. Christianity is 

a religion permeated with paradoxes. If we Catholics 

swallow the camel of "unreasonable" Christianity, why 

should we strain at the gnat of a male-only priesthood? 

Speaking for myself, not a theologian but a 

sociologist, I have two sociological objections to the 

introduction of priestly ordination for women. The first 

has to do with tradition. Catholicism is a strongly 

traditionalistic religion. Its legitimacy in the eyes of its 

believers depends heavily upon loyalty to tradition. 

Break with tradition, and you cause many believers to 

doubt that the Church is what it claims to be: the true 

Church of Christ. Of course advocates of female 

ordination can make a distinction between essential 

and non-essential traditions, and argue that a male-

only priesthood is a non-essential tradition -- in 

contrast, say, to the primacy of the Roman bishop. 

Leaving aside the question of what criterion will be 

used to distinguish between essential and non-

essential traditions, we may remind those advocates 

that even the discontinuity of traditions that are 

clearly non-essential can produce earthquakes among 

Catholics. Think of the dropping of the Latin Mass, 

think of the priest turning around to face the 

congregation, think of other abandonments of non-

essential tradition in the wake of Vatican II. Can 

anybody who lived through the earthquake produced 

by those minor changes (and we are still feeling the 

after-shocks of that great earthquake) doubt that the 

introduction of a bi-gendered priesthood would 

produce a further and even larger earthquake? 

And then there is my second objection. 

Catholicism is a strongly "feminine" religion, by which I 

mean this: Certain virtues are more "feminine," while 

others are more "masculine." That is to say, certain 

virtues (chastity, for instance, or patient long-suffering) 

are more typically found among women than among 

men. Other virtues (patriotism, courage in battle, etc.) 

are more typically found among men. I don't profess to 

know whether this distribution of virtue by sex/gender 

T 

http://www.commonwealmagazine.org/article.php3?id_article=2184&var_recherche=women+priests
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is the result of nature or the result of culture. All I know 

is this: that it's a historical fact. The world has always 

held that it is more shameful for a man to be cowardly 

than unchaste, and more shameful for a woman to be 

unchaste than cowardly. 

The world has always held this, but not Catholicism. 

Catholicism, on the contrary, has held that everybody -- 

men as well as women -- must exhibit the "feminine" 

virtues. Men too must be chaste; men too must be 

patient in long-suffering; men too must be 

compassionate and kind to those in need; men too must 

be loving and affectionate (and not just proud) parents. 

Of course Catholic men on average have not lived up to 

these standards of virtue as well as Catholic women. In 

general, it seems, it's easier for women than for men to 

be virtuous Christians. 

But to all this an advocate of women's ordination 

might reply: "If Catholicism, as you contend, is a 

feminine religion, isn't it all the more appropriate that 

the Catholic Church should have female priests? If 

women have more of an aptitude than men for 

Christian sanctity, doesn't that mean that they are 

called more than men to the priesthood?" I don't know 

whether they are more "called" or not, but their 

aptitude for Christian sanctity is precisely the reason, as 

I see it, that they should be kept out of the priesthood. 

For if women were to be ordained, they would soon -- 

within 50 years, I'd guess -- become overwhelmingly 

predominant in the priesthood. Female priests would 

outnumber male priests by ten or 20 to one, if not 

more. Catholicism would be perceived, and correctly so, 

not just as a "feminine" religion but as a female religion. 

Males would pretty much abandon it. 

For many centuries now the Catholic religion has 

kept males within the fold by virtue of having a male-

only priesthood. Males are always tempted to live 

according to the purely "masculine" side of their 

nature (sexual license, love of combat, love of power, 

etc.). Let Catholicism shift to a female-dominated 

priesthood, and this temptation will be more and more 

succumbed to. This is not to mention that Catholicism 

will be forced to abandon its claim to be a universal 

religion, for how can a single-sex religion be universal? 

 

David R. Carlin is the author of The Decline and Fall of 

the Catholic Church in America (Sophia Institute Press, 

2003). He can be reached at drcarlin@hotmail.com.  

http://www.amazon.com/Decline-Fall-Catholic-Church-America/dp/1928832792
http://www.amazon.com/Decline-Fall-Catholic-Church-America/dp/1928832792
mailto:drcarlin@hotmail.com
mailto:drcarlin@hotmail.com
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How Catholics Gave Governor Paterson Cover 

Patrick J. Reilly | Column 

6/4/08 

hen New York's Governor David Paterson 

ordered state agencies to recognize same-

sex "marriages" performed outside the 

state last month, the New York State Catholic 

Conference was quick to respond with justifiable anger. 

"No single politician or court or legislature should 

attempt to redefine the very building block of our 

society in a way that alters its entire meaning and 

purpose," Conference director Richard Barnes told 

reporters. 

The reaction was appropriate and praiseworthy, but 

probably not very effective. It's easy to imagine 

Paterson scoffing at Barnes' bravado -- and with good 

reason. 

In Albany just a few weeks earlier, on May 10, the 

Catholic College of Saint Rose publicly honored Paterson 

as its commencement speaker and recipient of an 

honorary degree. This despite protests from the 

Cardinal Newman Society that the pro-abortion 

governor received a 100 percent rating from NARAL 

while serving in the state senate and was awarded the 

2004 "Margaret Sanger Award" from Family Planning 

Advocates of New York State. Paterson proposed a bill 

providing $1 billion in taxpayer funding for embryonic 

stem cell research, and he has endorsed cloning stem 

cells for research purposes. 

At best, Paterson's honorary degree displays 

Catholic educators' ambivalence about his horrific views 

and policies. That's bad news for Catholics like Barnes 

who are on the front lines, trying to translate Catholic 

principles into public policy. 

Such honors from Catholic institutions must 

reassure every pro-abortion, pro-embryonic stem cell 

research, pro-same-sex marriage politician across the 

United States that opposition from the bishops on life 

issues and sexual morality are but a minor threat. 

Catholic honors to such politicians -- with little 

discernable outrage from the Catholic leadership and 

laity -- are stark reminders of the fact that large 

numbers of Catholics disagree with the Church on legal 

recognition of same-sex "marriage," stem cell research, 

and contraception. Catholics who attend Mass regularly 

are with the bishops on abortion, but less faithful 

Catholics support abortion rights. 

In 2004, the U.S. bishops grappled with these 

concerns. In the statement "Catholics in Political Life," 

they issued a clear mandate:  

The Catholic community and Catholic institutions 

should not honor those who act in defiance of our 

fundamental moral principles. They should not be 

given awards, honors or platforms which would 

suggest support for their actions. 

In February, a coalition of Catholic organizations 

issued a similar statement urging Catholic institutions 

to "refrain from all activities that provide a public 

platform to, or imply support or even neutrality 

toward, political leaders and candidates who advocate 

positions on serious moral issues that are clearly 

contrary to Catholic teaching." 

Nevertheless, last month Regis College in 

Massachusetts awarded an honorary degree to its 

commencement speaker, Massachusetts State Rep. 

Lida Harkins, who supports same-sex "marriage" and 

abortion rights. 

Kathleen Kennedy Townsend, the pro-abortion 

former lieutenant governor of Maryland, was the 

commencement speaker at Mount Mercy College in 

Iowa. 

Saint Ambrose University, also in Iowa, awarded an 

honorary degree to Margaret Tinsman, a former state 

senator with a pro-abortion voting record. 
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The number of scandalous commencement 

speakers at Catholic colleges is rapidly declining: from 

24 in 2006, to 13 last year, to just eight this spring. 

That's great news. 

But in the meantime, Governor Paterson has taken 

a significant step toward dismantling American society. 

What makes him think that he can do that without vocal 

opposition from New York's bishops? 

He can't. He knows the bishops oppose his action, 

but -- finding comfort in the accolades received from a 

Catholic college named for a virgin saint, and Catholic 

educators' apparent complacency about his long history 

of immoral politics -- Paterson doesn't care. 

 

Patrick J. Reilly is founder and president of the Cardinal 

Newman Society, a national organization to advocate 

and support the renewal of faithful Catholic higher 

education. 

http://www.cardinalnewmansociety.org/
http://www.cardinalnewmansociety.org/
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The Delusion of the Familiar 

Mark P. Shea | Column 

6/4/08

y line of work as a writer and speaker on 

things Catholic has, thanks be to God, taken 

me to some wonderful places, both in the 

States and abroad. Last November, I was given the 

wonderful opportunity to visit England. Through the 

miracle of the Internet, I had gotten to know a 

delightful young couple named James and Ella Preece, 

who live in Hull (Kingston-upon-Hull, to be precise). 

They were marvelously generous with their time and 

were gracious enough to make the long trek from their 

home to Stanstead Airport and back.  

During my brief visit, they took me to both 

Cambridge and York. In Cambridge, I was rightly and 

properly besotted with the magnificent wild clanging of 

the church bells as we strolled through the town on a 

Sunday morning. You could actually hear heaven 

exulting. And when you looked down on the Cam, you 

could practically see Ratty and Mole out for a boat ride. 

Then the next day, they took me to York. You know: Old 

York, the original one -- the one the founders of New 

York were missing when they stepped on to the shore 

of North America. 

I kept asking James and Ella, "Do you realize you live 

in England?" but they seemed to be under the 

impression they lived somewhere ordinary. I tried to get 

them to see that Seattle (where I live) is ordinary, but 

England is a magical far-off land that positively bristles 

with literary, religious, cultural, and historical meaning.  

Here in Seattle, when you park your car, you are 

just parking your car. When you do it in England, you 

are parking next to the River Ouse, where the poet 

William Cowper drowned himself in despair that he was 

not one of Calvin's Elect.  

When you take a walk in Seattle, you're just taking a 

walk. When you take a walk in York, you are walking 

past the Tower where the Jews of York committed mass 

suicide when a mob of locals tried to forcibly baptize 

them in 1190. When you turn a corner, there's the 

house of St. Margaret Clitherow, pressed to death for 

the crime of being a Catholic under Bad Queen Bess. It 

sits right in the middle of the Shambles, a genuine 

medieval street. Go a couple of blocks over, and there's 

a Roman column from the camp of Constantine, who 

was sitting right there when word came that he had 

better hie himself back to Rome if he wanted to be 

emperor. The entire destiny of Christianity was altered 

by a message delivered to a man who once stood 

where I am standing. 

And there is York Cathedral, right across the street 

-- one of the most awesome architectural 

achievements of the High Middle Ages. We in Seattle 

have the Space Needle. Cool, in a Jetsons sort of way. 

But really, it can't hold a candle to York Cathedral. And 

when you go inside, you can practically trace the 

history of the West for the past 800 years or so as you 

watch the various layers of art and architecture build 

upon one another. You pass from the tomb of the 

bishop who founded the cathedral, watch the glorious 

artwork of the High Middle Ages in full flower, witness 

the effects of the English Reformation, observe the 

church become a tomb for the wealthy and 

respectable upper classes of the 17th through the 19th 

centuries, see the memorials to the dead of the two 

great wars of the 20th century, watch art devolve from 

utter splendor of the Rose Window to stuff so dorky it 

could only have been a product of the last 40 years 

(such as Laser Beam Jesus or headless saints spelling 

out "Christ is here" in semaphore, like some bizarre 

Monty Python sketch). It's half the history of the West 

in stone. Marvelous! 

Meanwhile, the only way you can trace the last 

800 years of history where I live is by counting rings on 

old-growth trees in the Olympic Rain Forest. History, 

for Seattleites, means remembering Elvis in It 

Happened at the World's Fair, Heart's "Crazy on You" 

M 

http://www.lovingit.co.uk/
http://www.davidpaulstainedglass.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/2006/12/rose-window-york-minster-sf.jpg
http://www.churchart.co.uk/findanartist/viewArtwork.php?artistID=113&photoID=449
http://farm1.static.flickr.com/128/422044599_07de785c01.jpg?v=0
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going gold, and Microsoft programs that only required 

64K of RAM. 

 

The romance of distance is one of the pleasures of 

childhood that stays fresh with age. My children are 

already steeped in it. Recently, James wrote me: 

I thought of you recently because Ella has been 

learning archery and she wanted to buy a 

traditional longbow. Where do you go for 

longbows? Nottingham of course! Close to 

Nottingham is the village of Kegworth and we drove 

there to meet the man who makes the bows. It was 

a sunny day in a sweet little village and here behind 

the pub is a little workshop where a man is making 

longbows the traditional way and I thought, if Mark 

Shea were here, he would say SEE! You *DO* live in 

England . . . 

My youngest son, Sean, was amazed by this. "You 

mean, Nottingham is a real place?" he said. (He's been 

watching DVDs of the recent Robin Hood series made by 

the Beeb and is interested in all things heroic and 

medieval.) I stunned him by saying that not only did 

Nottingham exist, but I had flown out of Robin Hood 

Airport near Nottingham. He stood in jaw-dropped 

amazement that such places actually exist in this world. 

Such was his astonishment that I had to write James 

and Ella back to inform them that, by the power vested 

in me by God as head of the Family Shea, I was dubbing 

them Sir and Lady Awesomeness. 

It would all be enough to make a prosaic Yankee like 

me give in completely to the Grass-Is-Always-Greener-

on-the-Other-Side-of-Pond Syndrome if James and Ella 

had not done me one final favor before I reluctantly left 

their wonderful country: They introduced me to Ella's 

Dad. In the midst of a wonderful and endless dinner 

lubricated by ever so much ale and wine, Ella's Dad 

mentioned that he too had visited a magical far off land. 

It was called "the West Coast of the United States." 

In the course of his travels, it turns out he had driven 

right past my house on the same stretch of freeway I 

cover every time we have to go to church or do a little 

shopping. He spoke admiringly of the mountains, of the 

sheer size of the land, of the kindness and goodness of 

the people he met everywhere (much like the 

goodness and kindness of the people I met in England 

and Ireland). He hoped one day he could return. I told 

him that I'd happily give him the Nickel Tour of Seattle 

if he did. He got a little glint of wanderlust in his eye 

that I knew only too well. 

I learned something that evening. For 99.9 percent 

of the human race, my back yard (like yours) is the 

magical far-off place. I'd just missed it because I'd 

come to live in the delusion that seeing something 

often makes it something other than strange and 

wonderful. 

 

Mark P. Shea is a senior editor at 

www.CatholicExchange.com and a columnist for 

InsideCatholic.com. Visit his blog at 

www.markshea.blogspot.com. 

http://www.catholicexchange.com/
http://www.insidecatholic.com/
http://www.markshea.blogspot.com/
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Crossing the Wires 
Anthony Esolen | Column 

6/5/08

ecently my state, Rhode Island, became the 

second in the nation to ban discrimination 

against people who have employed surgery and 

massive doses of hormones to form upon their bodies 

parodies of the sex God saw fit not to give them. 

Justices in California, meanwhile, overruling the little 

wards of that state (once upon a time called "free 

people"), have exercised their divine right and decreed 

that couples who do not possess the wherewithal to 

marry shall do so anyway.  

Not to be outdone -- and knowing full well that to 

allow homosexual "marriage," biologically absurd and a 

new thing in the history of mankind, one must of course 

accept polygamy, biologically feasible and very old 

indeed -- the philosopher Martha Nussbaum has argued 

that it is time to let "polyamorists" fling the doors of the 

boudoir wide open, come one, come all. For a Canadian 

court, though, even a three-way marriage vow 

equipped with adapters is too onerous for people 

looking for quick kicks. It is unconstitutional, the court 

intoned, to shut down a public swingers' club merely on 

the grounds of "moral taste," rather than for proven 

"harm."  

The irrational tics of taste are what sexual activity is 

all about, according to a British text handed out to 

schoolchildren, wherein they are to learn that some 

people enjoy, well, what used to be called "buggery," 

and some people don't, just as some people enjoy "ham 

and cheese sarnies" and some people don't. From 

Ferdinand and Miranda to this. 

And what is my Church doing to drive back the 

barbarians? Hard to tell. If you're at one of the local 

Catholic high schools here in Rhode Island, you're being 

enrolled on the other side, but slyly, and without your 

clear consent. According to the book Building Your Own 

Conscience by Rev. William O'Malley, S.J. -- a popular 

high school text for pretended moral catechesis -- the 

only objective difference between males and females is 

genital. That's it. Father O'Malley has never been to a 

neuropsychology lab, or to a criminal forensics lab. Or 

to a choir, a beach, a dugout -- you name it. His book 

consistently (and cruelly) scoffs at the beauty of 

traditional manhood and womanhood, especially 

manhood, and perversely argues that you can't really be 

a man or a woman until you have developed the inner 

woman or man.  

The ideal, though many people (especially boys 

and men) will be too blockheaded to see it, is 

androgyny. So Father O'Malley quotes with approval 

the warrioress against boys, Carol Gilligan, and the 

despiser of housewives, Simone Beauvoir. The whole 

sexual order was collapsing around him back in the 

Seventies, and what does he single out for execration? 

What hurt the family worst of all? Not no-fault divorce, 

not a culture of fornication. Not hedonism, not the 

new mechanization of sex. No, it was The Waltons -- 

that odd mix of nostalgia, family duty, and treacly 

liberalism. 

But I shouldn't focus on one bad book. When you 

are being routed from the battlefield, an extra deserter 

here and there doesn't make much difference. Where, 

in the midst of all this confusion, does the Church raise 

her clear voice in defense not simply of man's 

supernatural end, but of the holiness of our created 

nature as man and woman, made for one another? I'm 

not speaking now of the valiant popes, but of the rest 

of us, pastors, teachers, catechists, fathers, and 

mothers. Do we even know what is at stake here? 

It is not just a matter of providing "rights" to a few 

people with their sexual wires crossed. It is a matter of 

defending what it is to be human, against those who 

would unmoor man from both his physical nature and 

God, leaving him helpless on both sides. Man shall be 

his own god, whisper the serpents, building his own 

conscience. But that makes it all the easier for him to 

slide back into the animal, while his "tastes" are 

R 

http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&ct=res&cd=1&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.philly.com%2Finquirer%2Fcurrents%2F20080518_Polygamy__It_s_positively_biblical.html&ei=BPJHSNr7AYj0ee-q6MAE&usg=AFQjCNH-wcTPETLc6njLHcBdDzuSr0rHIA&sig2=3XjvmZxnKeuK5GukDxuRFQ
http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&ct=res&cd=1&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.canada.com%2Fvancouversun%2Fnews%2Fstory.html%3Fid%3Dcfafe135-d41e-4d29-88a9-ae727ded02e6%26k%3D55301&ei=QfJHSKDaH6Csef283NsF&usg=AFQjCNFrKi0SXknFQ9WAhH3r8tHnuhV9tw&sig2=S1GUN0Y3oNWpVqmIhumJ9w
http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&ct=res&cd=1&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.canada.com%2Fvancouversun%2Fnews%2Fstory.html%3Fid%3Dcfafe135-d41e-4d29-88a9-ae727ded02e6%26k%3D55301&ei=QfJHSKDaH6Csef283NsF&usg=AFQjCNFrKi0SXknFQ9WAhH3r8tHnuhV9tw&sig2=S1GUN0Y3oNWpVqmIhumJ9w
http://www.google.com/url?sa=t&ct=res&cd=1&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.telegraph.co.uk%2Fnews%2Fuknews%2F1510279%2FSex-guide-is-%27too-explicit%27-for-schools.html&ei=bfJHSIzUOYqwefrxmcUE&usg=AFQjCNFWqhaNEVj78utVy13sx-RkdL7GWw&sig2=Q_S7IKFjxgbYRxXsYHU8oA
http://www.amazon.com/Building-Your-Conscience-Batteries-Included/dp/0782901123/ref=sr_1_1?ie=UTF8&s=books&qid=1212622633&sr=8-1
http://www.amazon.com/Building-Your-Conscience-Batteries-Included/dp/0782901123/ref=sr_1_1?ie=UTF8&s=books&qid=1212622633&sr=8-1
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managed by an elite corps of technocrats and social 

workers, changing his diapers from womb to tomb. 

Trusting to soar above his nature, he will sink lower 

than ever, and when his freedoms are taken away one 

by one, he will have no name of God to invoke against 

his tyrannical helpers.  

We have now not even the severe pagan 

philosophies of Greece and Rome to assist us; education 

has seen to that. We will reject our sexes, design 

ourselves, plot out our offspring, even hybridize them 

for commercial or medical or economic purposes, and, 

strutting like little gods, demote ourselves in the very 

act of "transcending" nature, becoming tools and 

products, petty, absurd, programmed, obsolete. 

 

Anthony Esolen is a professor of English at Providence 

College and a contributing editor for Touchstone 

ƳŀƎŀȊƛƴŜΦ IŜ Ƙŀǎ ǘǊŀƴǎƭŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŜŘƛǘŜŘ 5ŀƴǘŜΩǎ Divine 

Comedy, in three volumes, for Modern Library (Random 

House). 

http://www.touchstonemag.com/
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/0812970063/insidecatcom-20
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/0812970063/insidecatcom-20
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Progressive Catholicism Is Alive and Well 
Todd Flowerday | Column 

6/5/08 

ver the past few weeks, I've read lots of 

congratulatory backslapping over David Van 

Biema's piece in Time, "Is Liberal Catholicism 

Dead?" Let me offer some words of caution for my 

friends here at InsideCatholic and in the Church at large: 

Be very distrustful of the news of liberals you hear 

borne on the tongues of conservatives. (And vice versa, 

naturally.)  

Here's a corollary: Take with a grain of salt whatever 

you read about religion in the secular press. 

What does it mean to be a progressive? Is it better 

or different from being a liberal? Some quibble over the 

terms, and the dictionary provides a distinction, but I 

believe they are interrelated insofar as each seeks 

authentic reform. Each yearns -- through faith and 

optimism -- for something better than the way things 

are.  

Being a progressive is a natural attitude when a 

person is convinced that reform is not only possible, but 

necessary. My own Catholic liberalism is based on this 

same optimism: Like the bishops of Vatican II, I feel a 

sense of hope for the Church. This hope is not grounded 

in human activity, but in having the faith to enter into a 

partnership with the Living God. Many of my liberal 

friends think big, dream big, and put their trust in God 

as they do so. Conservatives, while perhaps not sharing 

that particular emphasis, serve as a helpful 

counterbalance to us when our own liberal hubris 

threatens to overhaul the Divine Partnership. 

I'm often asked if my progressive Catholicism comes 

with a different set of beliefs from other Catholics. It's a 

good question, if I take its meaning. Is progressive 

reform rooted in a change in essential dogma? Can one 

claim a personal orthodoxy while advocating for the 

Church to mark a distance from certain time-honored 

aspects? If those aspects are outside the essence of 

Catholicism, I think the answer is yes.  

(To give one example, questioning how the Church 

now selects bishops falls well within the realm of 

orthodoxy. Do I think we might get better bishops if 

they were chosen locally and verified in Rome? Not 

necessarily. But I would look for a solution superior to 

the careerism and file-shuffling in the curia.) 

In some circles, such thinking will get me labeled a 

"dissenter." I don't mind. This is a healthy dissent -- 

necessary even. I don't have a problem distancing 

myself from conventional practice, even if it does have 

a long pedigree in the small-"t" tradition. Nor would I 

hesitate to dissent when others are simply wrong or 

misguided. For that, I'm in the same boat as Dorothy 

Day, a staunch Catholic and quite traditional in 

morality and piety. She was dissatisfied with both 

Church and society for a lack of care for the poor and 

too much indulgence in war. 

Day typifies for me the ancient dictum, In 

necessariis unitas, in dubiis libertas, in omnibus autem 

caritas -- in essentials unity, in nonessentials liberty, in 

all things charity. The difference between 

conservatives and progressives comes down to how 

they sort out the necessariis and dubiis.  

  

Today it has become fashionable to criticize Vatican II 

-- dismiss its spirit, quench its hope, dilute its message, 

cast doubts on its application, and remind us that the 

young are ignorant of it. I refuse to surrender so easily.  

Long before either Vatican Council, Ralph Waldo 

Emerson had the measure of all of us in his famous 

lecture, "The Conservative":  

Conservatism makes no poetry, breathes no 

prayer, has no invention; it is all memory. Reform 

has no gratitude, no prudence, no husbandry. 

O 

http://www.time.com/time/nation/article/0,8599,1737323,00.html?imw=Y
http://www.time.com/time/nation/article/0,8599,1737323,00.html?imw=Y
http://www.vcu.edu/engweb/transcendentalism/authors/emerson/essays/conservative.html
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We would do well to recall with Emerson that "it may 

be safely affirmed of these two metaphysical 

antagonists, that each is a good half, but an impossible 

whole. Each exposes the abuses of the other, but in a 

true society, in a true man, both must combine." 

Emerson speaks of reform -- what today we might 

call the progressive approach -- as the opposite of 

conservatism. Such reform is essential to the serious 

believer. Jesus preached metanoia -- a personal reform, 

a turning around to align the person with God and the 

Divine Will. How can any believer expect to maintain a 

steady state without reform? And wouldn't that hold 

true for the various communal expressions of our 

Catholic society? 

The authentically Catholic progressive finds 

empowerment through God's grace. But the sensible 

progressive also knows that memory, gratitude, and 

prudence are essential for the good of the whole, be it 

for an individual, the community, or for the larger 

society. And so the progressive is actually more 

effective with the support (or the watch-dogging) of 

conservatives, and with the knowledge that a prayerful 

approach has unified the entire community behind the 

effort. 

There are those who want to split ideologies in our 

Catholic tradition, to tell us that one side can thrive 

without the other. This is naïve. In the parish, people of 

all views work together, pray together, and share the 

same aspirations for holiness. 

Remember the example of the early Church in the 

Acts of the Apostles: A conservative approach -- keeping 

the believers under the umbrella of Judaism -- was 

unquestionably wise for the early Christians. And yet in 

Acts 15, when confronted with the challenge of Gentile 

conversions, the apostles bravely changed the course of 

the Church, setting aside all but the most essential 

traditions of Judaism.  

That same dynamic existed in the various reform 

movements throughout Church history: the Desert 

Fathers, the Trappists, and the Capuchins, among 

others. Each worked to reform their traditions -- to 

become something more radical, closer to the original 

intent. Yet they all combined it with the commitment 

to conserve those things that were valuable and good 

in their traditions. 

Following their example, progressive Catholicism is 

truly Catholic when it seeks God's will to change what 

must be changed. This impulse -- this necessity -- 

hasn't gone anywhere. Progressive Catholicism is alive 

and well, because the Church is alive and well.  

 

Todd Flowerday has served the Catholic Church as an 

ecclesial lay minister for 20 years. He and his family will 

be relocating soon to serve at the campus parish for 

Iowa State University. Online you can find him at his 

blog Catholic Sensibility. 

 

http://catholicsensibility.wordpress.com/
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Friendly Fire: The Rough and Tumble World of the Stem Cell 

Debate 
Dawn Eden | Column 

6/6/08

ith the announcement last November that 

Ian Wilmut, who cloned Dolly the sheep, 

was ditching cloning in favor of the 

"amazingly efficient" method of induced pluripotent 

stem-cell research (iPS) -- which reprograms adult stem 

cells into embryonic ones without using human 

embryos or eggs -- pro-lifers had reason to celebrate. 

The most prominent cloning researcher had done an 

about-face in favor of research that would avoid not 

only the destruction of embryos but also other ethical 

dilemmas, such as the potential need for widespread 

collection of human eggs. 

However, even as pro-lifers' champagne-glass 

clinking continues with further iPS breakthroughs, a 

prominent academic is pursuing taxpayer funding for a 

type of stem-cell research using human egg cells that 

has sparked heated debate among Catholic ethicists. 

And, to hear him tell it, he's got the ear of Sen. John 

McCain. 

The technique is known as Altered Nuclear Transfer 

(ANT), and its proponent is William Hurlbut, M.D., a 

self-described "generic Christian" Stanford University 

consulting professor and member of the President's 

Council on Bioethics. ANT and its variant ANT-OAR 

involve a modification of the human cloning process. In 

normal human cloning, DNA from a person's cell is put 

into a human egg; the result is an embryo, which is an 

identical clone of the person who contributed the donor 

cell. In ANT, the same process is used, except that either 

a negative or positive mutation is added to the donor 

cell.  

The result of the ANT process, Hurlbut argues, is not 

an embryo, but merely biological material from which 

human embryonic stem cells can be gleaned. For this 

reason, the professor promotes the process as an 

"ethical" way to do embryonic stem cell research, and 

he has acquired the backing of some well-regarded pro-

lifers. In 2005, after ANT was discussed in a White Paper 

by the President's Council on Bioethics, the Westchester 

Institute, a Catholic think tank directed by Rev. Thomas 

Berg, L.C., brought Hurlbut together with 34 

intellectual leaders, producing a "Joint 

Statement"endorsing animal trials of ANT-OAR. 

However, other respected pro-lifers, including 

David Schindler, Dean of the John Paul II Institute for 

Studies on Marriage and Family, and Adrian Walker, 

associate editor of the scholarly journal Communio and 

English translator of many of Pope Benedict XVI's 

books, aren't so confident. In their view, the product of 

ANT is actually a radically defective human embryo -- a 

person purposefully created so as to die before birth.  

Understanding the theological and philosophical 

issues surrounding ANT is a stretch for the layman. 

What is clear is that reasonable and respected minds 

can and do disagree sharply about whether at some 

point during the ANT process, a human embryo -- and 

hence new human life -- comes into existence, even if 

in mutated form. The Congregation for the Doctrine of 

the Faith is known to be studying ANT, and a 

comprehensive collection of arguments from Catholic 

academics on both sides of the issue is available on the 

Communio Web site.  

In the meantime, the effort of Hurlbut and others 

to seek taxpayer funding for ANT continues. For pro-

lifers wishing to understand what is at stake politically, 

a historical perspective is in order.  

  

Ten years ago, abortion was the dominant pro-life 

issue. Certainly, there was a contentious debate over 

the use of fetal tissue in the late 1980s and early 1990s 

W 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/04/30/AR2008043001786.html
http://www.wired.com/wired/archive/13.06/stemcells.html
http://www.bioethics.gov/reports/white_paper/text.html
http://www.westchesterinstitute.net/
http://www.westchesterinstitute.net/
http://www.westchesterinstitute.net/programs/ant_oocyte.htm
http://www.westchesterinstitute.net/programs/ant_oocyte.htm
http://www.communio-icr.com/ant.htm
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with the federal government adopting a liberalized 

policy, yet most pro-life Americans still viewed the life 

issue singularly, condemning abortion as an obvious 

taking of human life. 

That focus changed with a rapid series of 

developments in the scientific realm, including Wilmut's 

cloning of Dolly and University of Wisconsin professor 

James Thomson's isolating human embryonic stem cells 

using a technique resulting in the destruction of human 

embryos. (Thomson, like Wilmut, also made headlines 

last November declaring that iPS would likely make 

embryo-destructive research unnecessary.) 

Pro-life Americans were initially opposed. For 

Catholics in particular, the language of the Church, as 

stated by Pope John Paul II in Evangelium Vitae, was 

clear that "the use of human embryos . . . as an object 

of experimentation constitutes a crime against their 

dignity as human beings" and that "this moral 

condemnation also regards procedures that exploit 

living human embryos . . . either to be used as 

'biological material' or as providers of organs or tissue 

for transplants in the treatment of certain diseases. The 

killing of innocent human creatures, even if carried out 

to help others, constitutes an absolutely unacceptable 

act." 

The muddying of the pro-life waters really began in 

the spring of 2001, when proponents of human 

embryonic stem cell research, boosted by Superman-

star-turned-patient-advocate Christopher Reeve, 

launched an emotional media campaign to provide 

taxpayer funding for the human-destructive research. 

At the same time, Pennsylvania Republican Sen. Arlen 

Specter was pushing for such funding via his Stem Cell 

Research Act. Then, on May 24, Vermont Sen. Jim 

Jeffords switched parties from Republican to 

Independent -- handing control of the previously evenly 

divided Congress from Republicans to Democrats. 

At the time of Jeffords's shift, President Bush 

appeared to be stalwartly opposed to the Stem Cell 

Research Enhancement Act. He had written to the 

Culture of Life Foundation on May 18 that he would 

"oppose Federal funding for stem-cell research that 

involves destroying living human embryos." Despite the 

president's stand, as well as Kansas Republican Sen. 

Sam Brownback's commitment to filibuster any 

legislation that would fund the human-destructive 

research, some pro-life leaders sought a compromise to 

alleviate the political pressure. 

That compromise materialized on August 9, 2001, 

when President Bush announced that the federal 

government -- for the first time ever -- would fund 

human embryonic stem cell research. The caveat was 

given that only those human embryonic stem cell lines 

in existence prior to his announcement would be 

funded. 

For researchers, the effective message was that 

the government would fund embryonic stem cell 

research, even if not to the extent desired by those 

conducting the human experimentation. The policy 

gave researchers reason to believe that if they 

continued to destroy embryos to create cell lines, their 

lines might conceivably be eligible for such funding in 

future, should a later executive order allow the 

funding of lines created after the arbitrary date of 

Bush's announcement. 

It is ironic that President Bush is often blamed by 

human embryonic stem cell research proponents for 

blocking the research. Whether one views Bush's 

action as praiseworthy or blameworthy, the fact is that 

under his leadership the United States began funding 

human embryonic stem cell research.  

In his August 9 announcement, Bush announced 

the formation of the President's Council on Bioethics 

to consider matters relating to stem cell research and 

other new scientific developments. Five months later, 

the president named the council's charter members -- 

Dr. Hurlbut among them. 

  

During an August 2002 conference in Australia, 

Hurlbut noted the speculative promise for treatments 

using human embryonic stem cells while 

simultaneously casting doubt upon the breadth of 

therapeutic treatments from adult stem cells. The Age 

http://www.nytimes.com/2007/11/22/science/22stem.html?_r=2&oref=slogin&oref=slogin
http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2002/01/20020116-9.html
http://www.theage.com.au/articles/2002/08/11/1028158047318.html
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newspaper reported he "offered a proposal to exploit 

the potential of new cloning technologies while 

avoiding moral concerns. He said it might be possible to 

create a 'clonal artifact' with 'no potential for human 

life' by combining cloning and genetic engineering 

techniques."  

By the fall of 2004, Hurlbut had settled upon ANT as 

the means of pursuing his vision and had begun his 

campaign to pursue funding for research. His lobbying 

efforts followed quickly on the heels of the passage of a 

California ballot initiative known as Proposition 71, 

which earmarked $3 billion in state taxpayer funds over 

a ten-year period for stem cell research, with particular 

emphasis on research involving embryonic stem cells.  

Before pro-life advocates and all but a small group 

of Catholic thinkers had vetted let alone heard of ANT, 

Hurlbut managed to persuade then-Archbishop William 

Levada to write a letter to President Bush on August 4, 

2004. Levada assured the president of the U.S. 

Conference of Catholic Bishops' "interest in and 

encouragement of Dr. Hurbut's proposal." He 

continued, "I hope it will also receive active 

consideration and support from your office." 

Within months, Hurlbut brought his proposal to 

Washington, D.C., and in June 2005 the "Joint 

Statement" in favor of ANT-OAR that was produced 

with the aid of the Westchester Institute added fuel to 

his efforts. Even so, the professor met with less 

enthusiasm than he expected, according to one Capitol 

Hill veteran. "It was almost like Hurlbut assumed that 

ANT would be universally supported because a few 

leading Catholic academics with credibility in the pro-

life community claimed ANT was ethical," the aide told 

me. 

The professor's lobbying efforts affected the 109th 

Congress in two ways: On the legislative side, a bill to 

endorse "alternatives" to embryonic stem cell research 

passed the Senate unanimously, but was defeated in 

the House of Representatives. His second legacy was 

much more damaging, potentially costing the Senate a 

pro-life vote -- U.S. Sen. Jim Talent -- in future 

Congresses. 

At the time that Hurlbut met Talent, the Missouri 

Republican had joined Sens. Sam Brownback and Mary 

Landrieu in sponsoring the Human Cloning Prohibition 

Act. The bill had the backing of pro-lifers, environmental 

activists, and even some advocates for the ill and 

disabled, who wished to see federal funding focused on 

ethical adult stem cell treatments that had already 

proven effective for over 60 conditions. After meeting 

with the professor, Talent withdrew his co-sponsorship 

on the grounds that the legislation might impede ANT.  

On February 10, 2006, the day he pulled his 

support, Talent said on the Senate floor that a key 

problem for him was the anti-cloning bill's language, 

which would have prevented the production of "a 

living organism (at any stage of development) that is 

genetically virtually identical to an existing or 

previously existing human organism": 

The author and most vocal champion of ANT is Dr. 

William Hurlbut of Stanford. Dr. Hurlbut assured 

me months ago that ANT was technologically 

feasible and would soon be validated through 

animal models. . . . [T]here is a danger that the 

[human cloning ban] . . . would outlaw or imperil 

precisely those alternatives which hold the 

greatest promise of allowing stem cell research 

while protecting the integrity of human life. I 

discussed this problem with Doctor Hurlbut and, in 

a recent letter, he expressed concern that [the 

human cloning ban] as drafted might be 

misinterpreted to outlaw ANT. He pointed out that 

the term 'virtually identical' is vague and 

unscientific and, therefore, could be open to 

misinterpretation either more broadly or more 

narrowly than intended by the proponents of this 

legislation. 

For pro-lifers with ethical concerns about ANT, Talent's 

announcement that the "product" of ANT could be 

perceived as "virtually identical" to an embryo raised 

an additional red flag.  

Talent's reversal did not sit well with pro-life 

advocates in his home state. "We're very 

disappointed," commented Pam Fichter, president of 
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Missouri Right to Life, to the St. Louis Post-Dispatch. The 

newspaper noted that Missouri Right to Life was "the 

state's largest anti-abortion group and one known for 

helping to swing close state elections." It would not be 

unreasonable to wonder if Talent's actions on February 

10 contributed to his narrow defeat for re-election later 

that November. 

  

As the campaign for the 2008 Republican presidential 

nomination shifted into gear, Hurlbut found an ally in 

former Massachusetts Gov. Mitt Romney, who even 

mentioned the professor in the first GOP candidates' 

debate on May 3, 2007. Asked his position on 

embryonic stem-cell research, Romney replied:  

Altered Nuclear Transfer, I think, is perhaps the best 

course . . . . Altered Nuclear Transfer creates 

embryo-like cells that can be used for stem cell 

research. In my view, that's the most promising 

source . . . . I want our government funds to be used 

on Dr. Hurlbut's method, which is Altered Nuclear 

Transfer. 

When Romney dropped out of the race, Hurlbut shifted 

his sights to John McCain. In mid-April, he met with the 

presumptive GOP nominee and afterwards told the 

press that McCain "wants to honor all sides of the 

issue."  

Reached by phone for InsideCatholic, Hurlbut 

offered more details. "Senator McCain was very 

attentive, very thoughtful and, I felt, humble about this 

difficult issue -- and, he seemed eager to consider the 

full range of perspectives on it," he told me. 

"As to what he will do, it was not that kind of 

discussion. It was a discussion about what the realities 

are out there. I gave him a broad overview of the stem-

cell situation on the whole spectrum of stem cell 

research and that of course included discussion of the 

hopeful alternatives. I gave him my perspectives on this 

-- he wanted to know what I thought." 

Embryonic stem cell research is inevitable, Hurlbut 

said, and pro-lifers fail to understand that ANT is a 

means of gaining "moral consensus" on the issue. 

"The pro-life community has a history of at times 

being somewhat unstrategic, and this is a situation 

where really deep knowledge needs to govern," he said. 

"You are not going to be able to convince the general 

public there is no value in embryonic stem cell 

research." 

I observed to him that some pro-lifers would be 

cautious about moving forward with ANT unless the 

Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith declared it 

ethical. 

"The CDF couldn't do it until the research on 

animals is done," Hurlbut replied, adding that he had 

talked with Bishop Elio Sgreccia, head of the Pontifical 

Academy of Life. The bishop, he said, "seemed open 

and interested, but wanted to know more about the 

science of what is proposed." 

In the meantime, while others urge delay out of 

prudence until the Vatican provides clarity on the 

issue, Dr. Hurlbut presses on. His approach continues 

to enjoy the support of some notable pro-life 

academics and, if he has his way, maybe even the next 

president. 

 

Dawn Eden is author of The Thrill of the Chaste: 

Finding Fulfillment While Keeping Your Clothes 

On (Thomas Nelson, 2006) and has been featured on 

NBC's Today show and EWTN's Life on the Rock. She 

lives in Washington, D.C. Visit her online 

at thrillofthechaste.com or her blog, The Dawn Patrol. 

http://www.camradvocacy.org/news_detail.aspx?id=021206B
http://www.californiahealthline.org/articles/2008/5/20/Next-President-Could-Reshape-Stem-Cell-Research-Policy.aspx?a=1
http://www.californiahealthline.org/articles/2008/5/20/Next-President-Could-Reshape-Stem-Cell-Research-Policy.aspx?a=1
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/084991311X/insidecatcom-20
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/084991311X/insidecatcom-20
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/084991311X/insidecatcom-20
http://www.thrillofthechaste.com/
http://dawneden.blogspot.com/
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Spring Floods 

Robert R. Reilly | Review 

6/6/08 
pending three of the last four months on 

American music has meant that I have become 

derelict in bringing a flood of superb new releases 

to your attention this spring. I also failed to fulfill my 

promise to cover other American composers whose 

works are also part of the good news, like Peter 

Lieberson, Jon Bauman, Ned Rorem, Joan Tower, and 

Morten Lauridsen. However, if you jibed with my 

general orientation in the three-part American music 

series, trust me on these.  

Even if you do not, take comfort from the recently 

reported rehabilitative powers of listening to music. As 

cited in the May 2008 Gramophone magazine, the BBC 

News has reported on a Finnish study of 60 stroke 

victims. Those "who listened to music for a few hours 

every day showed 'better recovery of memory and 

attention skills, and more positive frame of mind,'" than 

those who did not. The difference is huge. "Verbal 

memory improves by 60 percent in the music group, 

compared with 18 percent in the audio book group, and 

29 percent in non-listeners." (What books could these 

people have been listening to?) Even if you have not 

had a stroke, let me help you get into the 60 percent 

group.  

On these first two CDs, you can also trust the 

Grammy winners. Joan Tower's Naxos CD (8.559328) 

won the Triple Crown -- Best Orchestral Performance, 

Best Classical Contemporary Composition, and Best 

Classical Album. The Made in America composition, 

which leads the album, is the result of a neat idea: Sixty-

five of the smaller-budget orchestras in the United 

States banded together, with help from the NEA (thank 

you, Dana Gioia), to commission this piece.  

It is a wonderful reward -- a challenging fantasy on 

America the Beautiful. You may not think anyone has 

anything new to say on this theme, but Tower does. It is 

a tour de force, a dizzying dynamo of a piece. The big 

Concerto for Orchestra that fills most of the CD is like 

listening to a spring being coiled. The tension keeps 

ratcheting up, with all the attendant suspense. It is a 

high-wire act. Huzzahs for the Nashville Symphony 

Orchestra, under Leonard Slatkin! 

Peter Lieberson's Neruda Songs on Nonesuch 

(79954-2) won Best Classical Vocal Performance. These 

love songs, set to Pablo Neruda's poetry, are sung by 

Lorraine Hunt Lieberson, Peter's wife, as she was dying 

from cancer. What can one say here? These luscious 

orchestral settings, with soaring vocal lines, retain a 

marvelous sense of intimacy and a reflective quality. 

One cannot help but be struck by the valedictory 

aspect of these songs, as the last of them ends with 

Hunt's exquisite voice fading pianissimo, on the word 

amor. Knowing that she would not sing it again makes 

it a heart-stopping moment. Lieberson studied 12-tone 

composition with Milton Babbitt and other icons of the 

avant-garde. This work proves George Rochberg's 

contention that dodecaphony cannot express love, or 

grief. So, despite his background, Lieberson did it the 

right way. 

Who is Jon Ward Bauman? Apparently, he is a 

neighbor in Frostburg, Maryland. Almost by accident, I 

picked up a CD (DK-0078-2) with his Second Symphony, 

two versions of a work called Horizons (one for 

orchestra, the other for strings), and a Divertimento 

for String Orchestra. In the popular 

Copland/Barber/Harris mainstream, these works are 

so attractive and immediately ingratiating that I was 

floored. There is nothing terribly complicated here, 

just well-crafted music infused with beautiful melodies 

and an uplifting, open-hearted spirit. I have listened to 

this CD many times and it never fails to please and 

inspire. If you like Copland, you'll like this. You can find 

it at ArkivMusic.com and other Internet sites. There is 

more, and the composer has graciously sent me CDs of 

his other symphonies and some chamber music, which 

S 

http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000OQDRWI/insidecatcom-20
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000JU8HJ2/insidecatcom-20
http://www.arkivmusic.com/classical/main.jsp
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I will report back on. Meanwhile, enjoy this very 

pleasant surprise. 

 

Speaking of beautiful melodies, you probably thought 

that you would never hear another great Puccini opera 

(because he is dead), right? Wrong. Wait till you hear 

Mexican composer Daniel Catán's Florencia en el 

Amazonas, premiered in 1998, and available on Albany 

Records (Troy 531/32) from a live Houston Grand Opera 

performance in 2001. With masterful understatement, 

Catán has said, "In my work . . . perhaps, the greatest of 

my debts is having learnt that the originality of an opera 

need not involve the rejection of our tradition . . . but 

rather the profound assimilation of it." I'll say. How else 

could he have gotten the nerve to write such impossibly 

beautiful, ecstatic music?  

Catán believes that "what opera is really about is 

those expressions which are the foundation of our 

humanity: love, death, passion, happiness and that kind 

of basic emotion. There is really very little else in life 

that is as powerful as that which makes two people's 

destiny into one -- that, and death. That's where the 

great tradition lies. That is what opera is great at doing: 

It touches on those things and takes you through them. 

It's something that has been absent from modern works 

for a long time and we need to get back to that."  

Catán has succeeded supremely in that effort in 

Florencia. If this opera does not take your breath away, 

you have not had a stroke; you are dead. But this might 

actually bring you back. Everyone and everything in this 

recording are wonderful. If you have even a faint 

interest in opera, this purchase is de rigueur. 

 If Ravel or Poulenc had been American, they might 

have written Ned Rorem's scintillating Piano Concerto 

No. 2, offered by Naxos (8.559315), with conducting 

magician José Serebrier, the Royal Scottish National 

Orchestra, and pianist Simon Mulligan. Whimsy, charm, 

wit, and melody, as conveyed to and by an American in 

Paris. This is simply delightful. What a disgrace this 

concerto was set aside for half a century. Welcome 

back, along with the more recent Cello Concerto (2002) 

accompanying it.  

I recommended a CD with Daniel Godfrey's string 

quartets on Koch some time ago. Now Koch has 

released a recording of seven compositions under the 

title Wrinkled Moon (KIC-CD-7679), played by members 

of the St. Paul Chamber Orchestra in various 

combinations, but also including piano solo in Festoons. 

As I detected in his fine quartets, Godfrey is also a 

musical Francophile, all to good effect. Even when the 

source of his inspiration is Russian, as in the folk 

material in From a Dream of Russia, the accent remains 

French. This is finely jeweled, attractively subtle, 

reflective music. 

Morten Lauridsen has written some of the most 

beautiful religious choral music of our time. You simply 

must hear his Lux Aeterna and Ave Maria (on 

Hyperion). He also has a secular side, on exhibit on a 

new Hyperion CD (CDA 67580), which contains his Mid-

Winter Songs (Robert Graves), Les Chansons des Roses 

(Rainer Maria Rilke), and Nocturnes, along with a few 

shorter religious pieces. In these secular works, 

Lauridsen writes spirited, dramatic music, tinged with 

the influence of Benjamin Britten’s brilliant choral 

music and song settings.Things simply do not get 

lovelier than the last two songs of Les Chansons -- La 

rose complete and Dirait-on -- except perhaps on the 

less secular side, with the exquisite Ave, dulcissima 

Maria, which is redolent of Lauridsen's sublime Ave 

Maria. (Clearly, this man is in love with Mary.) 

Polyphony sings brilliantly with the Britten Sinfonia, 

under Stephen Layton. I know the composer was 

thrilled with this performance, because he told me so 

from London. You will be, too. 

Anton Bruckner's Eighth Symphony is one of the 

greatest orchestral utterances ever composed. It is the 

cathedral in sound. Günter Wand is my lodestar 

conductor in this work, in any one of his three 

available live performances. Now, however, I must add 

another sublime interpretation: BBC has issued a 

stunning release of a 1981 live performance by the 

London Philharmonic Orchestra, conducted by Klaus 

Tennstedt (LPO-0032). Listening to another Bruckner 

recording recently, I thought: This conductor is simply 

playing it as music, instead of using music as a 

http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00007IG3O/insidecatcom-20
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000U7V94Y/insidecatcom-20
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000PAAIB6/insidecatcom-20
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0007PM006%20/insidecatcom-20
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000KGGHTW/insidecatcom-20
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000H4VZIU/insidecatcom-20
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language to express something else -- something 

inexpressible -- which is why, in the greatest 

performances, there is always felt a sense of strain, if 

not desperation, in reaching for the infinite through the 

finite.  

That is what Tennstedt achieves in this entirely 

gripping performance. His is a very different and faster 

approach than Wand's, but not so fast that it seems 

rushed -- as does Otto Klemperer's 1957 Eighth, just 

reissued on WDR (MM021-2). Tennstedt's performance 

is less magisterial than Wand's, but more spontaneous 

and viscerally exciting in its inexorable drive. I think it is 

one of the great ones. 

I will open the sluice gates in June with many more 

recommendations for the summer.  

 

Robert R. Reilly is the music critic for InsideCatholic.com. 

Contact him at rrreilly@msn.com. 

mailto:rrreilly@msn.com
mailto:rrreilly@msn.com
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Of God and Guests 

Joseph Susanka | Review 

6/6/08 

Ushpizin, PG, 90 minutes 

 

Ye shall dwell in booths seven days; all that are 

Israelites born shall dwell in booths, that your 

generations may know that I made the children of 

Israel to dwell in booths when I brought them out of 

the land of Egypt: I am the Lord your God (Lev 

23:42-43). 

very now and then, I come across a film of such 

unexpected charm and emotional power that I 

find myself compelled to recommend it to 

anyone and everyone who will listen. Pavel Lungin's 

Ostrov, which I reviewed here several months ago, is 

just such a film, as is Carl Theodor Dreyer's frighteningly 

powerful Passion of Joan of Arc. But perhaps the best 

example of my "Recommend at All Costs" compulsion is 

the Jewish film Ushpizin (The Holy Guests) -- a film 

about the miraculous power of prayer and the 

importance of maintaining a simple, childlike faith. 

Made nearly four years ago, it recounts the story of 

Moshe and Malli Bellanga: a devout, childless Chasidic 

couple struggling to make ends meet in the modern-day 

city of Jerusalem. The feast of Sukkot (most commonly 

known as the Festival of Booths) is fast approaching, 

and the Bellangas find themselves financially incapable 

of making the necessary preparations for the feast. 

(Sukkot commemorates the 40 years that the Israelites 

spent wandering the desert after their escape from 

Egypt; an exile the Jewish community recalls by the 

building of temporary shelters, or sukkahs, such as their 

ancestors would have constructed in the wilderness.) 

Desperate to celebrate the feast in the prescribed 

manner, Moshe and his wife lay siege to heaven with 

their prayers, never once doubting that Hashem will 

provide. And He does indeed provide, with a 

promptness and profusion that leaves the faithful pair 

overwhelmed. The scenes of Moshe's prayer and Malli's 

thanksgiving are especially moving and memorable -- 

and the latter is a high-ranking entry on the list of "Most 

Appropriate Use of Chasidic Pop Music." (Of course, it's 

a short list.) 

However, God also supplies them with a little more 

than they prayed for: two unexpected (and most 

definitely unholy) guests appear on their doorstep, 

bringing with them the memories of Moshe's troubled 

past, as well as the revelation that he is a Baal teshuva: 

"one who has done repentance." Moshe and his wife 

struggle to deal with the unexpected strain these 

unwelcome recollections bring to their marriage, as 

well as the community's reactions to the defiantly non-

kosher attitudes of their two "guests." 

Despite the fairly predictable fashion in which the 

story unfolds, the film is filled with charming and 

unexpectedly insightful details. The extraordinary 

chemistry between Moshe and Malli -- praying, 

arguing, complaining, sorrowing, and coming to love 

one another more through it all -- is the real backbone 

of the piece, and the nuances explored in their 

relationship make the film eminently re-watchable. 

Plus, its finale features a "Come to Hashem" moment 

that is as satisfying and cathartic as one could possibly 

hope for.  

  

Although the story bears a more-than-passing 

similarity to Amos Gitai's Kadosh (a bleak, award-

winning Jewish film from 1999 that focuses on the 

"heartless" way in which Orthodox Jews deal with 

infertility), Ushpizin stands apart from its Jewish art-

house counterpart by virtue of its overwhelmingly 

positive, joy-filled portrayal of the Chasidic 

community: faithful, religious men and women who 

are committed to a "harsh" code of morality, belief, 

and self-sacrifice, and a group all too often either 

E 

http://insidecatholic.com/Joomla/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=2888&Itemid=48
http://www.imdb.com/title/tt0019254/
http://www.imdb.com/title/tt0426155/
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unfairly dismissed or brutally dissected by the film 

industry. As the New York Times's Stephen Holden 

recounts, this film is above all "a joyful affirmation of 

unshakable faith." 

The story behind the film is almost as remarkable. 

Shuli Rand, the film's screenwriter as well as its star, 

was raised in an Orthodox Jewish household but left his 

traditional beliefs and practices behind to enter the 

Nisan Nativ Acting Studio in Tel Aviv. After several years 

of astonishing success -- Rand was named Israel's 

Theater Actor of the Year several times -- he 

experienced a profound conversion and returned to the 

faith of his fathers, moving to Jerusalem to study under 

Rabbi Shalom Arush. 

Israeli director Giddi Dar, who had previously 

worked with Rand on the 1992 feature Eddie King, 

convinced the former actor to consider an artistic 

return, arguing that there was much good to be done by 

creating a positive cinematic portrayal of Chasidim. As 

Dar himself said, "There have been films done about 

this society in the past, but they've always been done 

from the outside using actors and usually from a very 

critical point of view. I wasn't interested in criticizing 

them."  

Finally, with the persuasive assistance of Rabbi 

Arush himself, Rand agreed to make the film, but with 

two important conditions: Dar and his production 

company must promise to forbid the showing of the 

film in Israel on the Sabbath, and Michal Bat-Sheva 

Rand -- Shuli's actual wife and the mother of his seven 

children -- must play the role of Malli. 

The director agreed, and the film was made with 

the full-throated support of Jerusalem's Orthodox 

Jewish community. After its Sabbath-free run in Israel, 

the film headed out into deeper waters, appearing as an 

official selection at the 2005 Rotterdam Film Festival, 

and making its American debut at Tribeca. Sadly, though 

it ran for nearly 14 weeks in the States, it brought in 

barely over $1.5 million -- yet another indication of how 

unnecessary is the link between cinematic quality and 

box-office success. 

 

Experiencing the film's wonderfully realized mood of 

joy and contentment in finding and doing the will of the 

Almighty is truly a rewarding cinematic experience. 

There is something refreshingly Capraesque in its 

insistence on the fundamental goodness of human 

nature, and on the unimaginable appropriateness with 

which God answers our prayers. Few movies are as 

unrepentant in their portrayal of the underlying 

confidence and happiness faith brings to every 

situation, no matter how difficult. 

But perhaps the most compelling aspect of the film 

is its ability to provide Catholic audiences with an 

emotional reminder of the profound and unbreakable 

link between Judaism and Christianity. It is a work 

steeped in the customs and traditions of an entirely 

different religion, yet it conveys a vague (and 

sometimes inexplicable) sense of familiarity that 

prevents these same traditions and customs from ever 

feeling truly. A friend once remarked that Ushpizin was 

"the most religious, most deeply Catholic movie" he'd 

seen since Babette's Feast -- and he was absolutely 

right. 

Pope Paul VI's Declaration on the Relation of the 

Church to Non-Christian Religions -- a work referenced 

repeatedly by Pope Benedict XVI in his message to the 

Jewish community delivered during his recent visit to 

the States -- discusses the "great spiritual patrimony 

common to Christians and Jews." It reminds us that the 

Church must never forget "that she draws sustenance 

from the root of that well-cultivated olive tree onto 

which have been grafted the wild shoots, the 

Gentiles." Think of Ushpizin as the film version of 

Nostra Aetate. 

 

Joseph Susanka writes from Lander, Wyoming. 

 

http://movies.nytimes.com/2005/10/19/movies/19ushp.html?_r=1&ex=1134018000&en=757a5ed6adaf1a6b&ei=5070&oref=slogin
http://www.imdb.com/title/tt0104164/
http://www.vatican.va/archive/hist_councils/ii_vatican_council/documents/vat-ii_decl_19651028_nostra-aetate_en.html
http://www.vatican.va/archive/hist_councils/ii_vatican_council/documents/vat-ii_decl_19651028_nostra-aetate_en.html

