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Part Two of Two

continued from Part One

The Register Steps Into the Ring

The Features Editor of the National Catholic Register, one David
Pearson, says he's "hopping mad" at the New Oxford Review and Michael
S. Rose {Register, June 30-July 6). He's decided to jump into the ring and let
us have it.

First let's review the chronology. In the February 2002 NOR, Rose had a
guest column called "MTV: A Recruiting Ground for Priests?," wherein he
stated:

"In January 1999 the Diocese of Providence, one of the more liberal
East Coast dioceses, initiated a major media blitz to 'target' potential
candidates to the priesthood.... The Diocese has been running
television commercials on the MTV network, a pop/rock music video
station that doesn't exactly promote Catholic morals, thought, or
teaching. The Diocese's Vocations Director explained that 'the best
place to reach potential candidates would be on MTV and the Comedy
Channel'.... Thoughtful Catholics wonder why a Catholic diocese
would advertise to an audience that sits on the couch plugged into
video music from bands such as Marilyn Manson, Godsmack, Limp
Bizkit, and Porno for Pyros. This is the ultimate in 'cold call' marketing
techniques, and even makes faithful Catholics wonder if the Diocese is
trying to attract un-churched men [into the priesthood]. Jason Bodoin,
who told me that he 'wouldn't be caught dead watching MTV,' wonders

4/15/2004



•FOCUS (octl 1fcs.htm) Page 2of8

why the Diocese would advertise on MTV instead of Mother Angelica's
EWTN. Bodoin, who considers himself an orthodox Catholic, applied to
the priestly formation program in the Diocese of Providence in 1999....
After being interviewed by a woman he describes as a 'radical ex-nun,'
he was declared 'rigid,' 'hostile,' and 'reactionary' for holding to Church
teaching on essential issues of the Faith.... Soon thereafter he
received a rejection notice."

Aswas explained in the column, Jason Bodoin is a pseudonym, so as "to
protect his identity as he seeks another diocese to accept him into
seminary."

The essence of the above was reprinted in Rose's book Goodbye, Good
Men (Regnery edition, pp. 237-38; Aquinas edition, pp. 338-39). In the book.
Rose identified the Vocations Director as Fr. Marcel L. Taillon, and added
another quotation from Fr. Taillon explaining the campaign as well as a
quotation from the diocesan newspaperjustifying the MTV commercials.
Also, the pseudonym of the rejected candidate was changed from Jason
Bodoin to Patrick Simmons. In the Introduction to his book. Rose explained
why some of the people he interviewed chose pseudonyms: "Some of my
sources have asked to remain anonymous for obvious reasons — priests,
because they fear retribution from their bishops or brother priests; and
current seminarians, because they believe their frankness would jeopardize
their chances of being recommended for ordination.... Some former
seminarians and those who have not yet been accepted into a formation
program also chose to remain nameless to maximize their chances of being
accepted into a diocese or religious order."

Then, in the May NOR in response to Rose's column, there appeared a
letter from Bradford Lefoley, saying: "Let me introduce you to the priest
behind the [MTV] media folly: He is the chaplain at the high school I attend,
and allow me to give you some background on what he (being very
influential at my school and deeply involved in Peer Ministry) has allowed...."
Lefoley didn't identify Fr. Taillon by name, but he listed seven problematic
items, adding, "These are just a few of many injustices on which this priest
has remained silent or in which he has participated."

So why is the Register's Pearson so enraged by all this? Because Fr.
Taillon is a "personal friend" of Pearson's. And Pearson describes Fr. Taillon
in glowing terms: "steadfast," "dedicated," "very faithful," "holy," and a "great
priest." Not only that, but Fr. Taillon is virtually on par with the eucharistic
Christ: "I've seen him consecrate and adore and reverence and preach the
Eucharist so zealously and so often that I can no longer call one to mind
without thinking of the other."

Fr. Taillon may be holy, but holiness does not guarantee good judgment.
One can certainly question the wisdom of trying to recruit holy priests from
the MTV milieu. The Christ of the Eucharist earlier walked this earth, saying,
"Cast not your pearis before swine, lest they trample them under their
feet, and turn and tear you in pieces" (Matthew 7:6). In this context, that's
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probably too harsh, so let's go with a modern paraphrase ofthat verse which
is most apt: "Don't be flip with the sacred.... Don't reduce holy mysteries to
slogans. In trying to be relevant, you're only being cute and inviting
sacrilege" {THE MESSAGE werslon). Rose's book is aboutcertain kinds of
men who have entered our seminaries and become priests, and who, as we
all know, have turned against their vow of celibacyand torn the Church's
reputation to pieces.

Well, Pearson comes out swinging, announcing that "I'm going to set the
record straight on FatherTaillon." Pearson is very agitated with the NOR for
publishing Lefoley's letter. Pearson nonetheless says nothing about six of
the seven particulars Lefoley listed. But he takes a swing at one of them.
Here it is, in Lefoley's words: "Then there is the torture orthodox Catholic
students are forced to endure in Lifeteen 'Liturgies,' in which the Blessed
Sacrament is crushed into the floor and the electric guitars shatter what
should be a sacred silence. During these 'Liturgies,' the priest in question
has composed little ditties to the Blessed Mother out of such songs as
'Mambo #5.'" Pearson says this "allegation" is "despicable," but does not
refute Lefoley's account and does not even say it's false. It's just a wild
swing that completely misses the target.

Then instead of trying to land a blow, Pearson just talks trash: Lefoley is
"hysterical" and his letter is "rubbish" and a "tirade" and a "wacky rant," even
insinuating that Lefoley is "unbalanced mentally or emotionally."

Pearson lunges at the NOR, saying "Teen-agers [such as Lefoley] who rail
against authority figu.res in their life should be at the top of the list of those
whose accusations should never run unchecked." Thus, asserts Pearson,
the NOR lacks "journalisticexcellence." As a matter of fact, the Editor of the
NOR did call Lefoley (on March 5, 2002) to get background on him and
check out his story before printing the letter, something that is rarely done
with letters to the editor. Pearson also lunges at Rose, saying that in the
book Rose "shot his own credibility squarely in the foot." Pearson makes this
grandiose judgment on the basis of reading only two pages of the book,
those on his persona! friend, Fr. Taillon. Pearson admits he's read nothing
else in the book and makes bold to say he "will never" do so. Curiously,
Pearson's lengthy niece is basically presented as a commentary on Rose's
book. What kind of "journalistic excellence" is it thai evaluates a book based
on only two pages about a personal friend?

With regard to both Rose's column in the NOR and Rose's book, Pearson
huffs and puffs at Rose: "Interview multiple sources. Only quote people
willing to give their names and speak on the record." Pearson's piece as it
appears on the Internet (noregister.com) ends with this: "For sound
journalism on the seminary crisis, see John Burger's 'Wnat's Going on in the
U.S.? Seminarians Have Surprising Answers to the Pope's vQuestion' from
the April 21-27 National Catholic Register "

OK, we read thai ariicie, and here's what we found:
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9"Oneformeryocationsdirector,whoaskednottobeidentiTied,reii
that...;'

-"Onevocationsdirectorwhoaskednottobeidentifiedsaidthat...."
•"Someobserverssaidthaimanyseminariescontinueto..

Somuchfor"oniyquotingpeoplewillingtogivetheirnames"!Andwefound
this:

TheBurgerarticleinterviewedF»,JohnCanary,rectorofStMaryofthe
LakeSem^iaryinWundelein,lir(knownsimplyasMundelein),givinghis
takeonthesituationatMundelein.FrCanary'sverdict;Alliswell.(Not
surprisingly,thisCanarywithavestedinterestisnocanary,)Didthe
Registercite"multiple"opinionsaboutMundelein?NoJustCanary's,But
theRegistercou\deasilyhavedoneso,BurgermadereferencetoGoodbye,
GoodMeninhisarticle—andgavenoindicationthathefoundanything
wrongwiththebook—butdidnotmentionanythingaboutMundeleinfrom
Ros^book.Whynot?SufficeittosaythatCanary'sr^undeleinis.
accordingtoRose'sbook,oneofthemostflagrantlyhomosexual-friendly
seminariesinthecountry.Andtwoofthosewhotestifygavetheiractual
names.SeeGoodbye,GoodMen(Regneryedition,np55,59-63,71-78^
Aquinasedition,pp.91,95-100,112-22).

SohowisitthattheReg/s/erdemandscertainthingsofjournaliststhatit
itselfdoesn'tpractice?Withallthisheavybreathingandflailing,Pearson
onlytripshimselfupNotaprettysight

Butthere'smore;TheJuly7-13RegisteraletterfromRose
defendinghisbook.ButtheEditoroftheRegislerjumpsintotheringwitha
reply,suggestingthatRosehasdone"significantdamage"toFr.Taillon's
"reputation"becauseRosebasedhisreportonanamelesssource("it'sbad
journalismtobaseaninvestigativereportonthetestimonyofananonymous
source")andthatin"impugning"Fr.Taillon'sreputationRosemayhave
committedamortalsin("forCatholics,theimpugningofpeople'sreputations
—particularlythoseofpriestsandbishops—constitutesgravematter")
However,theInformationonFr.Taillon'sM!vcommercialswasnotbased
onananonymoussource;ItwasbasedonFr,Taillon'sownwordsfroman
articleinthediocesanpaperofProvidence,uFr,Taillon'sreputationhas
beendamaged,itwasaself-inflictedwoundAndthentheJuly14-20
RegistercarnesaletterdefendingRose,andtheEditoragainjumpsinwith
areply,denouncingRoseagainandpointingtoJohnBurger'sarticleinthe
Registera'S'anexampleofsoundjournalism.Aswesaw,thatarticlerelied
onanonymoussources,oneofwhicheveniiripugnedthe"doctrinal"integrity
of"bishops"'Ishypocrisy,wewonder,"gravematter"?

Ontopofthis,theRegisterr^ectedadvertisingforGoodbye,Good
Meninitspages,Somethingfunnyisgoingonhere.

WhenitcomestointernalChurchbattles—thefightforIhesoulofthe
Church—theRegister\susuallycontenttositinthecrowdmunching
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peanuts. But not wUh r^ichael Rose. Fine. Actua^iy, we're g!ad to see the
jump into the ring —even if on the v^rong side. Advice to the

Roister for next time: If you ever expect to Jay a glove on anyone, you must
get in shape, get a good trainer, and practice v^ith a sparring partner. Above
a'L get your head in the game.

Dale Vr66: EdrlO;" ;Vtrtr wA;Q/"U Ktrt'7ei¥

For the first part of this article. return to Part One

Editor's Note: Below is an article from CNS from October 8th. Though
it is written by the liberal CNS, could it be that the Vatican will crack
down? As much as faithful Catholics would hope, by the time it comes
down the pike it could be so watered down with so many "exceptions"
that it will have no teeth, carry no clout. Ifonly it would. Anyway, we
provide the story below as a tie-in to Vree's article above.

While you're reading it, you might ask, as we do, why has
psychological screening become so necessary in the Conciliar
Church? Before Vatican II there were no psychologists evaluating
seminarians, only dedicated Pastors, Vocations Directors, Rectors and
Spiritual Directors. Of course that was when vocations were sensed at
the grade school and high school level, where prospective priests
came from nourishing homes and parishes and all could attest to the
candidate's sincerity. The minor seminary also served as a weeding
out process as well as a harvesting ground for solid Catholic
leadership in lay roles. This was often the case for many candidates,
including this editor, realized he had been called, but not chosen by
God for the sacerdotal office. Minor seminaries served as solid fields of
orthodoxy in preparing young Catholic men to preserve the Truths and
Traditions of Holy Mother Church for future generations.

The Revolution realized this was an obstacle to detroying the Church
and so, the minor seminaries had to go and the major ones reformed
and relaxed. Once the minor seminaries were eliminated, anyone
could enter a major seminary if he had a college degree, was willing to
go through the Vatican ll-oriented psychobabble and conform to what
was 'best' for the community in sacrificing his own individual spirituality.
And we wonder today, forty years later what went wrong? To quote
Dale, "Puh-leasel"

Vatican prepares draft directives against
cauiiKSLtiisM MSIV3 ao pticoto

8y John Thavis, Catholic News Service
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VATICAN CITY (CNS) - The Vatican has prepared a draft document
containing directives against the admission of homosexuals to the
priesthood, informed Vatican sources said.

The document takes the position that since the church considers the
homosexual onentation as Sbjectively disordered" suchjoeople should not
be admitted to the seminary or ordained, the sources said Oct. 8.

The question of excluding homosexuals from the priesthood had been
quietly considered at the Vatican for years without finding a consensus. It
received new and more urgent attention in the wake of U.S. clerical sex
abuse cases, many of which involved homosexual acts.

The Conqregation for Catholic Education prepared the draft document in
collaboration with the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith and other
Vatican agencies, the sources said. The ofafi was being circulated for
commentIn October among a wide range ofconsultants, including
theologians, canon lawyers and other experts, they said.

At the same time, the education congregation has finished work on a
separate document thatexamines how psychological sciences can be used
in discerning vocations - another hotly debated issue at the Vatican in
recent years. Its publication was expected before the end of the year.

The document on psychological testing will take the form of guidelines or
orientations for bishops to use in their seminaries, the sources said.

However, the draft documeni on hoiTiOsexusIs will take Ine form of
directives or normtS, to be used throughout the universal church, they said

"The documerit s position (on admission of homosexuals to the priesthood)
is negative, based in part on what the 'Catechism of the Catholic Church'
says in its revised edition, that the homosexual orientation Is 'objectively
disordered,'" said one source.

"Therefore, independent of any judgment on the homosexual person, a
person of this orientation should not be admitted to the seminary and, if it is
discovered iater, should not be ordained," he said.

Last year Archbishop Tarcisio Bertone, secretary of the Vatican's doctrinal
congregation, said in a Catholic News Service interview, "Persons with a
homosexual inclination should not be admitted So the seminary/'

In September a U.S. Vatican official at the Congregation for Bishops,
Father Andrew R, Baker, articulated arguments against accepiar^ce of
homosexuals as priesthood candidates in an article published by the
Catholic magazine America

Father Baker said that if a man has a predominant or exclusive same-sex
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attractionthatinitselfisgroundsforbishopstohave"aprudentdoubt
regardingthecandidate'ssuitability"forreceivingthesacramentoforders.
Churchlawsaysifsuchadoubtexiststhepersonshouldnotbeordained.

FatherBakersaidhomosexualitywasa"disorderedattraction"thatcan
•Viever'imageGodandnevercontributetothegoodofthepersonor
society."Kecitedpotentialujfficulttesforl"?0fn0sex!jalsenHnarfaf'tSut
tl'ieyiricludedproblet'-^sdealiffOWfthtlfe??'tersdenciesinalargely
I'seterosexualsociety,questiorfsabouladherencetounufuitoho
MossibletefHptatioriSpresentedir*maleenvtrotHHeritslikein--:Henttftcffyu?
uieptiestl'food.

Fcithr?^Bcike^SHfd1nSt?ulfe;feflHCtrjUHriSUU^HfU??cjffUHUlif!t7
uffiuicilPUoiiiu?tufilftiVcsttUcfM.WImIhVatiUc;;!UHiUSrjiotidVt;
cjirttifafVtHWi?,uinH?>5UO?HJHft-yUthcri?cir;tilitytifUiiUWfciHUUUi
candidatestothepnestltoodwouldrelytooTteavifyun
evaluationsofanindividual'ssexuality.

Tlteorfiuialswl?UbpukcluGHifTultCNevv>?Sir^tvtueS^HJUltir'aWdSnu
definitivefran'^efortliedocun"ter?tonhu-MusHAUcJittyauMHSofOHlu
lifepfiestlfOuu.

"OnlytheHolySpfrttki'towsthat,"sa^uoneofficial.

Becauseoftl'<esensitivityoftheissuesinvolved.PopeJoltnPaul11and
othertopVaticat"-officialswillbecarefullyreviewingitbeforepublication,the
sourcessaid.

"Therecouldbechanges,especiallybecauseihtstSaf'?interdfcasterfal
(iriterdepartn"tental)work.Tlierearesomepassagesthatmustbewritten
withverycarefulattention,"saidoneofficial

Tl'iewordinginthecatecl'tismtl'jatdescribesII?el^omosexualinclinationas
"objectivelydisordered"wasaddedwtieritl"?edefinitiveLatif"?textofthe
catecnismwasreleasedinEarliereditionsofihecatecnismsaid
homosexualactswereIntrinsicallydisorderedandsaidI'lomosexual
ier?UH?tuiHi?ftjp-rtSHrHr?UrjIfjdlfufpHUplfc:

Thedocumer-tonpsychologicaltesting,titled"OrientationsfortheUseof
Psychological*"etl'iodsit'itheAdiuissfOi'tai'iuForn^atior!ofGai>didatestothe
Priestl'tood,"wasdiscussedattheeducatiO<'<congregation'splenary
asseiublviffFebruarv, <*^

Atthattif'ne,tliepopetoldt'>ecof'tut'egation'smeinbersthatguidelinesori
tlieuseofpsycliologytoevaluateseniit'-atycarididatescouldhelpidetitify
realvocationsandensurethatsuchdecisionsaremadewith"awidersense
ofawareness.''

Thepopesaidthesupportfiompsychologica'sciettcesshouldbeusedin
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S.brtl8n06?uW^ypetitofthyOV^rd"v'OOrttfOnrt!pHth,H"tt^O<"^teuif?a
fo^'iVt^t'Oi'iHhu_>p^yOtcOO'CafiHyitiuOS

chhonlyut'Mjet'stoouinthocont^^xtortbo"cMjnbsieofr^»»!!V'tb^tinHsfsj*ust;
vocationaldecision.

Fsycholouici^lfMi^tbOuS"donoto'in'Hf'fdtfefyvHiytyp9ofuffficufty^nd
tHf'ibiOf't,butf«^VOfcSWKJ^rof6iWar»^ntrj?Scis^UaGXH'LifijyUtiiUrtfiV
wb^nitcon'jestotl^wcbHltenMinocbotooofs.pntrstlyv0Cb«tt0f\ijaiu,

MyiVyV^ttiCtSi'ioffiCi^iS(IhV'hprjVdtti'yv'O^C^ub!j,>OuiuVGi-
•onpsyCboiOOtOalHl0thodStOSC»'8«t!tutufeipH^isiitUUU,
ThedOCUni^iftisStiidlOrtddiOSStbOSOCuf'fO^snsby^bbil«nC6d
aOOrO^Cbtb^ftf'trCOOihZ0StuHpotentidlCOntnbutiOnSofpsycbo'ooy.i>ui
witriirfS.Hi'HliHdHvjbejtttjfC0HiUe;Lb«'H;t7.
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