MINUTES – GENERAL MEETING

VOICE OF THE FAITHFUL SANTA BARBARA

January 24, 2011

A group of 26 members and friends gathered at the Regional Center at 7:00 pm.

Tom and Christine opened the evening with a song and prayer. Kathy introduced Fr. Denis Collins and explained the flow of the evening.

For the first half hour, John Foley led a spirited discussion of progress on the Catholic Bill of Rights and Responsibilities. This document from the American Catholic Council (ACC) is in preparation for the ACC national gathering on Pentecost weekend in Detroit this coming June. 

Background

John reminded us of the Listening Session that VOTFSBA held in September. Many people spoke there about the draft Bill, and a large proportion of them then went online to register their opinions to the ACC. At a later VOTFSBA meeting, members decided that we would draft our own version, which would be simpler in language and would incorporate Catholic responsibilities more clearly. Our ad hoc committee finished its work on December 13. Two days later the ACC published its own new draft, which seemed much improved. A handout allowed a side-by-side comparison of the two new drafts, ours and the ACC's (these are pasted at the end of these minutes).

John structured our discussion around three main issues:

1. Were we agreed that a statement of rights and responsibilities was needed? On this point there was consensus, with all but two voting in favor.

2. Did we prefer to have separate articles of rights and responsibilities (as in our VOTFSBA version) or did we like the ACC version, which combined rights and responsibilities in the same articles. Our consensus was that we liked the separate articles, on the grounds that those two terms don't always fit together; indeed, the ACC articles did not always include a responsibility to match each right.

3. Did we agree with the ten numbered articles in the ACC version?

There were many comments regarding this third question:

· What does a “right to a good name” (ACC #6, under Reputation) mean? That it does not have to be deserved? Didn't the articles about Primacy of Conscience (ACC #1) and Freedom of Expression (ACC #4) implicitly include the right to be treated with honesty and respect?

· Doesn't Freedom of Expression cover ACC's #9 on Councils? Is it appropriate that every Catholic have the right to “summon” one? On the other hand, it was pointed out that the absence of pastoral councils, or the “stacking” of councils by the pastor, can be a real problem.

· One person suggested that Catholics have the right to hear correct teaching from the magisterium of the church—which led to a brief discussion of what “magisterium” meant: The current bishops? The whole history of the church with its councils?

· ACC #10 seemed superfluous: Wasn't a “Guarantee of Rights” implied in every other article?

· In ACC #4 there was not unanimity about a right to “freedom to dissent.”

· The suggestion was made to substitute SB Right #5 for ACC #8, on the grounds that our version more accurately defined the lay role in the interpretation of church teaching.

· There was an objection to the idea that we have a “right to belong to a Eucharistic community” (SB #1), to which John agreed, saying that it is understood that “no right is absolute.” 

Regarding the whole document, there was general agreement to send our version to the ACC, with a cover letter explaining our reasoning. A suggested rewording (why “all Catholics” instead of just “Catholics”) brought out a response that we want to emphasize the inclusion of everyone, male and female, gay, straight, etc.

§  §  §  §  §

Fr. Denis Collins then offered his perspectives on what he had heard from us, before suggesting strategies for those who feel “oppressed” (taken from chapter 4 of Paulo Freire's Pedagogy of the Oppressed).

Many of the rights enumerated in the two drafts of a bill of rights are already present in the Code of Canon Law (e.g. canons 208-231). Fr. Denis recommended that ACC use the expertise of a canonist.

As an example of the kind of “oppression” that church members might feel, he recalled what happened to the Jesuit order in the early 1980's. In the wake of a stroke that incapacitated their Superior General, Fr. Pedro Arrupe, the Vatican ordered them not to hold a General Congregation, that is, a meeting at which they would elect a successor.  It was two years before permission was granted to hold that meeting.

Fr. Denis asked what we would do if the Bishop of Detroit and other bishops continue to refuse to listen with an open mind. What is left to us is our freedom to assemble and to hold discussions, but, he cautioned, this must be done with a strong dose of the virtues of  faith, hope, and charity.

Paulo Freire's four strategies (each expressed in response to the “oppressor's” ploys):

1. Against conquest and division—cooperation and unity

2. Against manipulation—organization

3. Against cultural invasion—cultural synthesis

4. Against the imposed view that “the world is a given” (and you just have to accept it)—choose the conviction that “the world is giving” (a very Catholic, and Ignatian, view that we have opportunities to move forward)

These strategies are suggested for us here in Santa Barbara—to ponder and see how they apply to our situation.

The audience expressed very warm thanks to Fr. Denis for his rich food for thought. Several specifically mentioned his statement that we can have “diversity without division” and “unity without uniformity.”

It was agreed that we would hold another meeting in a month or two to explore these ideas in greater depth.

Marie then urged members to consider attending the ACC in Detroit in June. A discounted registration fee is available until 3/31; to register, go to americancatholiccouncil.org.  She also mentioned the recent revelations that Vatican officials had sent letters to the Irish bishops in 1997 warning them not to report abuse to legal authorities and to Bishop Moreno of Tucson in 1984, instructing him not to open church records to civil authorities.

- Submitted by Anne Heck
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