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Letters Policy

The Catholic Courier wishes to pro-
vide space for readers throughout the
diocese to express opinions on all
sides of the issues. We welcome orig-
inal, signed letters about current is-
sues affecting church life.

Although we cannot publish every
letter we receive, we seek, insofar as
possible, to provide a balanced rep-
resentation of expressed opinions
and a variety of reflections on life in
the church. We will choose letters for
publication based on likely reader in-
terest, timeliness and a sense of fair

.play. Our discerning readers may de-
termine whether to agree or disagree
with the letter writers’ opinions.

Letters must not exceed 500
words. Anonymous letters and the
use of pseudonyms are unacceptable.
We reserve the right to edit letters for
legal and other concerns. With re-
spect to errors in submitted text, we
will correct spelling only.

‘Mail letters to: Catholic Courier,
P.O."Box 24379, Rochester, N.Y.
14624, Please include your full name,
phone number and complete address
forpurpos&s of venf’ cation. - '
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(Critical ‘-huse’ can’t foster vocations

To the editors:
1.am deeply woubled. It seems to me

that week after week I read one-article-af-
ter another in both the' Catholic and sec- |
ular press concerning -the shortage of,

priests and how we as a diocese are-not

doing. anythmg -about.it. The critics. seem |

to be on-all sides:” Many who. dentlfy, }

themselves as more. “traditiona ""or “o

thodox” point to dioceses and rd;glous or
ders which seem to abound in their num-

bers.of seminarians and ordinations to

priesthood.. Yet, these same people do not

look-at the number of resignations from -
active-ministry of the néwly ordained.

Mariy of these-dioceses and orders have
very: low retention rates — our diocese has
quite a high. one! Some $ay that we —
meaning the ordzined clergy and those

who work for the diocese - are not domg .
enough to promote vocatxops toithe pnest- :

hood and that-we are not.prometing an
idea of priesthood as a “higher calling”
apart from, let’s say, marriage. While I wﬂl
admit to not havmg a perfect memory, I

do not recall in any sacramental theology .
class any proféssor stating that the Sacra- -

ment of Orders was qualitatively superior

to the Sacrament of Marriage. I do re-

member-that we believe all sacraments to

“ .} -be vehicles.of God's grace.

- Lest we think the critics of the vocation
issue are only on the right, the “left” has
spoken out many times as well. Many will

. ranks to swell. I-didn’t realize that celiba-
..y was that awful or had become a four let-
- ter word. Other quick fix solutions
abound: Get the priests from Africa and
Third World nations to come here. Even

growing at high rates in Africa and that
Lthe dioceses of Africa experience a worse:
clergy shortage than we — our American
- arrogance takes over and we want priests
to come here so that we can continue be-
ing spoiled with many Masses, available

- forget those who advocate a no ordination

policy — that if everyone can’t be or-

. dained, no one should be ordained. I have

never understood how if a celibate young

" man denies his own vocation how that will
promote another’s?

~Isn’t it time to stop finger pointing,

blaming, judging and accusing? Do we

. honestly think that condemning our bish-

op or diocese or church will bring about

more vocations to the priesthood or reli-

speak out that a “repeal” of the mandato-
| vy celibacy is all that is needed for the

. though the numbers of Catholics are

. when’we want them. Further, let us not |

gious life? If one grows up in a house of
constant condemnation of the legal sys-
tem — it is highly doubtful that house will
produce a lawyer. If one grows up in a
house of constant condemnation of the
church — it is highly doubtful that house
will produce a priest or sister. It seems
more and more clear to me that we have
to stop finding fault and begin affirming
the giftedness of the church, those who
serve us in'ministry and those around us.
Having staffed the retreat of some 40
young men who gathered to learn about
the priesthood, having talked to more
than that about the priesthood, and being
able to serve a parish community that sup-
ports all vocations to church ministry — I
am grateful! I find great affirmation and
hope in these things. But, unfortunately, I
have encountered too many — including
some clergy and religious — who have
nothing but negative things to say about
our church. Maybe we need to heed Pope
John XXIII's words at the opening of Vat-
ican Council II and not pay attention to
the prophets of doom and gloom. With
him, I prefer to look for the giftedness of
all people. In His Name,
Father Lee Chase, pastor
St. Thomas More Church, Brighton

Penalties aid

In preserving

community

To the editors:

A recent letter to the Courier (June 29:
“Remove punishment from the canons”)
opined that canonical penalties such as ex-
communication reflect an exclusionist
mentality, are somewhat “medieval” and
should not be a part of the structure of
church order today. In fact, following the
Second Vatican Council and the efforts
made to revise the Church’s legal system,
there was much discussion among the
members of the code of canon law’s revi-
sion commission about the propriety of
maintaining the penal system that had de-
veloped over the centuries. Some members
argued in a similar vein to the Courier
writer, ingisting that in the post-Vatican II
Church, a serious overhaul and even re-
moval of sanctions was now appropriate.

The consensus that seemed to emerge
and that was reflected in the 1983 Code of
Canon Law was that some means were still
needed to ensure that those important as-
pects of the Church’s life such as doctrine
and essential church teachings needed to
be preserved in some fashion. There was
an acknowledgment that although the
church exists as a “graced community,” it
is also a community of sinners with all the
limitations that humanity imposes. Unfor-
tunately, and occasionally, there will be cir-
cumstances when the behavior of certain
members contradicts what can be de-
scribed as the Christian way of life — e.g.,
sexual misconduct involving minors by
those in leadership positions. Such behav-
ior has devastating effects upon the entirc
ecclesial life and some remedies must be
available to those in authority in order to
maintain the integrity of the faith and life
of the community.

In keeping with the pastoral mission of
church law that had been the hallmark of
Pope Paul VI's papal ministry, the code
commission pushed to reduce the number
of penalties. Of great concern, and in-
cluded in the code is that due process and
rights be scrupulously observed in any pe-
nal process. The code was also to empha-
size a non-penal, “pastoral” approach, with
the infliction of a penalty to be used only
as a last resort, with all other means for
correcting the offender exhausted.

: - Father Kevin E. McKenna

Chancellor, Diocese of Rochester

e L



http://www.cathouccourier.com
mailto:cathcoui@firontieniet.net

