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Letters Policy

The Catholic Courier wishes to
provide space for readers through- -
out the diocese to express opin-
ions on all sides of the issues. We
welcome original, signed letters
about current issues affecting
church life.

" Although we cannot publish
every letter we receive, we seek, in- -
sofar as possible, to provide a bal-
* anced representation of expressed
opinions and a variety of reflec-
tions on life in the church, We will -
choose letters for publication
based on likely reader interest,
timeliness and a sense of fair play.
Our discerning readers may de-
termine whether to agree or dis-
agree with the opinions of the let-
ter writers.

We reserve the right to edit all
letters for length as well as legal
concerns. With respect to crrors
in submitted text, we will correct
spelling only. Anonymous letters
and the use of pseudonyms are un-
acceptable.

Mail letters to: Catholic Courier,
1150 Buffalo Road, Rochester, N.Y..
14624. Please include your - full
name, phone number and complete
address for verification purposes.

Readers reac
~ Applauds dioceses

for avoiding position
on government issue

To the editors:

Regarding Rob Cullivan’s balanced
report on the Church’s reaction to fin-
gerprinting food stamp recipients
(Catholic ‘Courier, March 10: “Church’s
reaction mixed to fingerprinting”).

I normally abhor fence sitting but in .

this case I applaud the various Dioceses
which have not taken a Pro or Con stand
on fingerprinting food stamp recipients.
The issue of fingerprinting does not eas-
ily lend itself to right and wrong con-
clusions because with this subject we are
dealing with personal Feelings and Per-
ceptions; with a capital F and P.

In this case I am content to support
the judgment of the government agen-
cies which have the responsibility for
making and enforcing the rules govern-
ing the distribution of welfare benefits
and initiating systems which protect
against fraudulent receipt of food stamps
so long as there is no clearly implied
stigma attached to those systems.

In my adult life time I have had six
different jobs — I prefer to call them ca-
reer starts. I have also been unemployed
twice. Three of my jobs required fin-
gerprinting which, I could have inferred,
implied a lack of trust in me. I chose in-
stead to take the broader view that fin-
gerprinting implied a lack of trust in a
small percentage of job seekers who also
were or had been wrong doers. I wolld
have had the same view if fingerprint-
ing was required in order to receive my
unemployment check or if I was unfor-
tunate enough to require welfare bene-
fits. . :
I have been appalled by the mean-spir-
ited, counterproductive finger pointing
that has found verbal and printed ex-
pression in the community.

I submit that this subject has been
talked to death and that the responsible
government officials should either im-
plement or cancel the fingerprinting
plan. '

Richard B. Blankfield
Nichols Street
Spencerport

&

act to fingerprinting
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Stigmatizing the poor contradicts teachings

To the editors:

Regarding the article, “Church’s re-
action mixed to fingerprinting,” the fol-
lowing may be helpful for reflection for
those who find the opposition of
Church leaders less than understand-
able:

“(We) should refrain from actions,
words, or attitudes that stigmatize the
poor, that exaggerate the benefits re-
ceived by the poor, and that inflate the
amount of fraud in welfare payments.”
(From Ecoromic Justice for All, Nov.,
1986.)

Additionally, in the same document,
the bishops remind us to have the same
attitudes about programs for the poor as
programs for the middle and upper
classes: “Some of the most generous sub-
sidies for individuals and corporations
are taken for granted (e.g., tax breaks)
and are not even called benefits.”

There was no confusion in the mind
of Archbishop Oscar Romero, the 14th
anniversary of whose martyrdom is not-
ed this month, and whose life in honor

of human dignity and our Church’s pref-
erential option for the poor gave wit-
ness to his proclamation that “A Church
that does not unite itself to the poor in
order to denounce from the place of the
poor the injustice committed against
them is not truly the Church of Jesus
Christ.”

It’s hard to imagine clearer reflections
of Jesus’ own statement of his mission
as recorded in Luke 4:16-21, specifical-
ly, and generally throughout the
Gospels, and in the House of Mercy’s
Organizing Project and the Catholic
Family Center representatives’ state-
ments, we have local examples that the
mission is still envisioned and lived. To
the extent that we fail to read the signs
of the times, to that extent do we lose
sight of God’s Presence in the most un-
likely places, and even the very Good
News God continues to make known.

Judith E. Kiehl
astoral associate
Holy Trinity Church
Webster

To the editors:

The letter in the Jan. 27, 1994 issue
of the Catholic Courier from Sheryl Zabel
on feminism begged for a charitable but
truthful response. She stated that her
personal “non-serviam” was accepting
what she called, the “patriarchal au-
thoritarianism in Christianity.” What
left me astonished was her next line, in
which she emphatically stated with all
the conviction of an ex cathedra pro-
nouncement, that the Church’s patriar-
chal hierarchy, “is not an essential part
of the Good News of Jesus Christ.” I was
sent reeling. '

The historical fact is, that our Lord

Jesus Christ entrusted the full propaga- -

tion of that self-same Good News and
the fullness of the ministerial priesthood
only to the 12 apostles: The Second Vat-
ican Council’s Dogmatic Constitution
on the Church #20 said, “Therefore, the
Sacred Council teaches that bishops by
divine institution have succeeded to the
place of the apostles, as shepherds of
the Church.” ...

... The male bishop is extremely sig-

-nificant and in fact, an indispensable

part of the Goed News! It is undeniably
God’s will that a male episcopate exist

throughout all time, as was shown in the -

nianner in which He chose them. Even
the pope himself, has no authority to
change this. Also, the Blessed Virgin did

not partake of the ministerial priest-
hood, although she was more worthy
than all the apostles put together, if ho-
liness alone was the criterion. It was not.

The Scripture passage that is cited
most often, and misinterpreted most in-
evitably by feminists is Galatians 3:28 in
which St. Paul mentioned the equality
between men and women. He was sim-
ply speaking of the incorporation of the
children of God into the Mystical Body
of Christ through Baptism, regardless

of any natural differences. This has noth-

ing whatsoever to do with the minister-
ial priesthoed. Many attempt to promote
the idea that Jesus was affected by the

cultural and sociological conditions of .

the day, in His not choosing women as
apostles. However, He actually broke
with not a few of these cultural conven-
tions as is seen in Luke 7:36-560, John
4:1-45 and John 8:1-11...

... All feminists — moderate or radi-
cal — would do very well to humbly read
the Sacred Congregation for the Doc-
trine of the Faith's “Declaration on the
Admission of Women to the Ministerial
Priesthood” and also Pope John Paul IT's
“On the Dignity and Vocation of

_ Women.” There are some very beauti-

ful and profound teachings in these doc-

uments...
Certainly, we must all remember that

men and women are equal in dignity in

‘History, tradition insist on male priests

the Church but simply unequal in office
according to the mind of Christ. The
priesthood is not a “right” but a tremen-
dous gift! ... :

... In Lay Members of Christ’s Faithful
People #51, ... Pope John Paul II spoke
to us with profundity on the Church’s
ability to ordain only men. He said,
“This is a practice that the Church has
always found in the expressed will of
Christ, totally free and sovereign, who
called only men to be his apostles; a
practice that can be understood from
the rapport between Christ, the Spouse,
and his Bride, the Church. Here we arc
in the area of function, not of dignity

and holiness.”
In his address to the United States

bishops on September 23, 1983, Fhe
Holy Father said, “Bishops are 1o with-
draw all support from any individual or
organization ... who promotcs the ordi-
nation of women to the priesthood.”
With his beautifully blunt clarity, St. Au-
gustine would have rendered that, Roma
locuta est; causa finita est. That is, “Rome
has spoken; the case is closed.”
Daniel J. Sheffield
Chairman

Catholics United for the Faith
Sacred Heart of Jesus Chapter
Elmira

EDITORS’ NOTE: This letter has been
edited to comply with space limitations.
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