Recovering the Sacred Center:
The Resignation of Fr. Dennis Dease

“The aim of liberal education is to unsettle preptions, to defamiliarize
the familiar, to reveal what is going on beneatt behind appearances, to
disorient young people and to help them find waysebrient themselves.”

Final report of task feran General Education
HarddJniversity 2007

The secular project of attempting to educate witleaognizing
transcendent truths has caused a crisis in meé&oiigperal education. The
celebration of the critical thinking, the self ariang, value-clarifying
individual has produced a generation of atomistidragynous souls whose
only sense of piety and duty to history and comityusitheir obligation to
repay school debt. Individualistic teachers, & tlame of academic
freedom, have become self centered critics of amdtire. With contempt
for the religious and military traditions of saard, the modern faculty
members relinquish their public vocations as teexchétradition while
clinging to the individual security of tenure. livary real sense we can say
that the faculty as a community of teachers noéomxists. Another
communio sacrificed on the altar of autonomy.

This secular collapse should provide a great morogrihe Catholic
university. Our tradition of worship, study, workdacontest is a much
richer and more communal approach to the transomssi culture and
learning. For the Catholic, intellect begins wiitle orienting act of worship.
We think there is an external reality - a livinghé&t to Whom we submit and

give praise. This act of worship does not rendesragh-dead. It orients us



to the personal reality at the center of the cosmbat does not cut off
guestions or thinking; it sets them alive and repleith meaning. Likewise,
the commitment to certain truths does not cut aftienent. Argument
becomes a means of engaging a culture that refeetsbject of our
worship. The Catholic university orients the intell for engaging that
culture and provides a place where the argumentlbaggined.

As a local Catholic church (in Catholic talk tha¢ams a Diocese
under a Bishop) the Archdiocese of St Paul & Mimpadis must recognize
that Fr. Dennis Dease is no longer capable of¢hgious, moral and
intellectual clarity needed to lead a universitghe Catholic tradition. He
cannot authoritatively discipline or teach his &i$; he cannot lead his
faculty or resist his board. He sounds an uncettampet in the city for the
Catholic intellectual tradition. He is no defendéifree speech. Worst of all
he has deliberately deceived the students, doalked the faculty and
reduced the mission of the institution to a funsireg campaign. He has a
great house and keeps a nice lawn but he canriaidied morally and is
simply over his head intellectually. Those are chairges. Here is our

argument.

The best paid priest in the Archdiocese-conflictinterest?

We begin with simple questions of propriety. Albdesan priests are
to receive a comparable salary. Visiting priesthUniversity of St.
Thomas are usually paid at a regular faculty rateabchdiocesan priests are
paid a standard salary (around $30,000) and thereifce between that and
the going rate is considered an in-kind contributi/e assume the practice
is the same with Fr. Dease and his $249,000 saty. does he return that
excess? And why was that salary so hyperinflated fariest of the



archdiocese? Has there been some agenda to diherpeesidency from
the priesthood so the university presidency wouwltlds reflect the
individual autonomy of the rich man? Is this ateipt to divorce the
governance of the university from men bound byahtns of obedience
which mark a priestly life?

There has been a major renovation of Fr. Deaseisén(not just
adding screen windows). Who paid for that and dioesgender any
obligations which may compromise the presidentaaging his trust to the
archdiocese and the mission of the school? WhatRunaDease’s role in the
decision to divorce the university from the arcludi®e and the impending
authority of Archbishop Nienstedt? Which board mermsbwvere most
influential in the discussion? Now that the univgrss not a diocesan
institution does that mean his salary is his tqoRelBoes a decision that
radically changes governance and involves overlleomidollars in
compensation for a single officer, present a condf interest for that
officer? These are the questions which we hopgtim@alism and business
ethics students at the University of St. Thomassaiously explore. While
we don’t want to listen to the Harvard boys abdutgsophy or theology,
this is a great opportunity to employ their casglgtmodel. We seriously
suggest case studies of topics that are quiteathein analyzing non-profits:
“Conflicts of Interest: Losing One’s Mission by @uhting a Board,” and,
“Fostering Venture Philanthropy While Maximizing &utive

Compensation.”

A Protected Place for Contest-Can We Talk?



A Catholic university that vigorously defends tleadhing of the
Church is not afraid of debate. Certain honorificuins and public
addresses are not allowed for enemies of humantgignof the Church,;
but with so many enemies and so few places to engedebate, a Catholic
university can have no fear of engaging error. &lege two limits of speech
which abide in a Catholic community. Our speechecfmabids blasphemy
(commandment Il) and obscenity (commandment VidsBhemy and
obscenity are verbal violations of the sacred athGlic category which we
protect by the rules of our common life.

There are three notorious failures of Prediflerase to teach students
about civil discourse and to present the Cathatigersity as a community
dedicated to both liberty and truth. The speak®rslved were Bishop
Desmond Tutu, Ann Coulter, and Tommie of the Y8an Kessler.

The Tutu insult was an embarrassment for theeusity displaying the
deep flaws of Father Dease’s almost adolescenteisspynability. Some
Jewish friends of Fr. Dease thought Bishop Tuss an kind to Israel.
Fair enough. Personally | support all of Israehirthe Jordan River to the
Mediterranean and | wouldn’t like Desmond Tutu angua justice case in
the UN. And yes it is true; Bishop Tutu has saiddl about Israel which
were “hurtful.” Hurtful? In the Mideast? Someonasahurt by something
said about the rights of states in the Mideast? Wxow there is some
news! Well, when Fr. Dease found out that the Jastish guy he talked to
was “hurt,” he decided there will be no more huria university. So Fr.
Dennis Dease, President of the largest Catholieeusity in the upper
Midwest, declared there would be no lecture by Bpsbesmond Tutu.

After some well deserved bad press and a quickepday check,

Father got himself back on earth. Possibly helhiach with a different



Jewish friend who said it was ok, or maybe he nmdbalem or maybe he
met a grownup. And we wonder why “Catholic intetled” is considered an
oxymoron.

Now slide over on the right side and picture thgehaverflow crowds
for speaker Ann Coulter for her speech on campusgnil of 2005. She was
flanked by several guards because members of r@amd left in the school
had made threats. She held her own amidst shoatading several male
students using the F-word. The policy of the ursitgr which Fr. Dease is
supposed to execute is that “the university wiume that these dialogues
occur in an arena free of fear of reproach or s/

The next day Fr. Dease added his thoughts. An ggpdlat a speaker
needs an armed escort on a Catholic university’apltogy that young men
yelled obscenities at a woman, speaking as a gfigs¢ university? No, Fr.
Dease labeled her talk “hate speech.” “Hate speschéither obscenity nor
blasphemy - the Catholic categories of the forbnddeate speech” is the
forbidden category of the perpetually offended.aase let the aggrieved
catcallers know he was with them. What are a fesutd? She should have
been banned! You see, “hate speech” is even wbhasehurtful. The lesson
that public catcalling would be tolerated was weéfned and the new
barbarians were given their own commencement tamdstrate the benefits
of their Catholic university education.

Fr. Dease assures us that St Thomas is the amithfess secularized
university. He states that Catholic identity istopgf stronger. Ask Ben
Kessler. He addressed the graduating class of2@@¢ as Tommie of the
Year. He spoke on happiness - the real meaningmbiness. He made a
classical kind of Catholic argument relating mdirial ends and nature to

real happiness. He named several examples offs®dfs - the opposite of



true happiness. He related happiness to the gofisglf. He listed several
of the school year’s controversies as evidencelfibness - using birth
control, food fights in the refectory requiring seity guards, and sex out of
wedlock. He confessed that he too was selfish. &eed men who were not
selfish: “Ghandi, Martin Luther King and dare | saylesus Christ.” When |
read his speech, | was a little miffed that he Sdadte | say” before
mentioning Christ's name on a Catholic campus. Theatched the speech
on U Tube. Sure enough, when he said Jesus dikesg catcall from hell
there were loud and persistent boos. For a seamednte repeated his
refrain that to be happy is to give, give, givefelow graduate stood up and
yelled in time “Gay, Gay, Gay.” Kessler asked rhiegly, “What would
make you happy?” A student rose and yelled “If gaoit this **** speech.
That would make me happy!” They booed, they yelf&aine more sensitive
souls wept. Father Dease’s ever-more-Catholic usityeand his petulant
graduates had their participatory Tommie speech.rnéxt day the president
apologized - for Ben Kessler, that he had made resna an inappropriate
setting. Ben Kessler apologized too. He had leah&éesson from the
Catholic president. The progressives on campus kvedebut proud, as
several letter writers wrote that the Kessleriagaa#t on their sensibilities
had been answered immediately with direct actibine “orthodox” faculty
ducked for cover in a Catholic Studies closet. &tministration’s
spokesperson noted that mail had been overwhelynmegjative toward
Kessler. We might label this the new “What is ymail running?” test for
Christian witness.

A courageous isolated Catholic youth went tooiahinking he
could say in public what a few of his teachers tadgm in class. The

progressive bullies enforced the “Don’t talk abgotir Jesus to me!” rule.



That was Fr. Dease’s ever deepening Catholic @lticommencement,
2006. Since commencement addresses are our sabgbétarvard a model,
let us close this section with a few words fromar\tdrd commencement
back in 1978.

“ A Decline in Courage may be the most strikiagture which an outside
observer notices in the West in our days. The Westerld has lost its civil
courage, both as a whole and separately, in eaghtrgp each government,
each political party and of course in the Unitedidtes. Such a decline in
courage is particularly noticeable among the rugngups and the
intellectual elite, causing an impression of losaurage by the entire
society. Of course there are many courageous uhaias but they have no
determining influence on public life. Political amdellectual bureaucrats
show depression, passivity and perplexity in thetrons and in their
statements and even more so in theoretical reflestio explain how
realistic, reasonable as well as intellectually eamein morally warranted it is
to base state policies on weakness and cowardrkdAcline in courage is
ironically emphasized by occasional explosionsngfeat and inflexibility on
the part of the same bureaucrats when dealingwettk governments and
weak countries, not supported by anyone, or withetuis which cannot
offer any resistance. But they get tongue-tied @ar@lyzed when they deal
with powerful governments and threatening forca#) wggressors and
international terrorists... Should one point out thhaim ancient times
decline in courage has been considered the begjmiithe end?”

Alexander Solzhenitsyn at Harvard University
Thursday June 8, 1978

St. Thomas, Moral Incoherence and Race

As recently as the academic year of 2007, thregkdsmale students
have had racist remarks and notes placed in thems. They required
security guards in their hallways. How can a Cathethool, thirty years

after the real civil rights movement, sink so lowRat is the experience of



black students on campus? Is there a Catholic contynio greet and
embrace them? Not really. The few black studeng&.athomas are
perpetually separated for multicultural events sagregated facilities.
Blackness trumps all other loyalties and interéatisen President Dease
goes to lunch with a student, he tries to pick @adbar black student if
possible. (If you wonder why there are more Saudslms than Sudanese
Christians at the school, think “petrodollars \efugees.”) A black girl
complains that speakers continually say we havioterate African
Americans.” She objects to this and students laolwith bewilderment.
Toleration is the by-word here, not love. The blatkie head of diversity
writes in homosexual magazines of the need to a¢tmeposexual acts as
love, not sin. When he says “brother,” who knowsate means? And
people wonder why healthy young black males shyydvwan St. Thomas.
As if the College of St. Catherine’s feminist fasya@ampus is not enough,
the diversity world at St. Thomas lumps wealthy a8 (see Dummer
center), homosexuals and cross-dressers as thaaraisgof the oppressed.
The few black and Hispanic students are then wetcbas part of this
diversity circus of aggrieved pathologies. Whatresult to the black
Baptists who fought and died in the real civil tiglmovement.

White students, of course, come to quickly reskistmindless
fragmentation of students and erection of barrieas.too few make any
attempt to break through the institutional segregatvith the normal forms
of Christian friendship. The black students exgece what the black
Anglican bishops of Africa have so forcefully olted to. Being black really
Is not the same as being homosexual. That is dtieyansult even in the
mouth of an official black homosexual salaried Ihg $chool to “live out the

experience of a salaried holder of double opprasseng black and being



gay.” The resentment on campus is high and givergeneral permission
to act out when offended it is a risky place fofethseless women of color.
One wonders; where is the chivalry? The notionhas dld military campus
that every male is a protector of every femaleoisstdered a primitive and
unsophisticated old-style Catholic belief, assigteethat same discarded
category as the physical resurrection of Chriser&éhs no wide-radius
identity which students share together. Walk onclm®pus. There once was
a deep communal core. It has disappeared. Thereudia sick cross
between the individualistic world of the aggrievatt the individualistic
world of the careerist. There is an occasionabtifhe hat to the common
good but that has been reduced to service prd@ctesume building.
White kids who have known real black peoglenfe jerks and some
friends) in high school or the army are told they laolders of white
privilege. Black people are continually set ajgeand told to emphasize their
racial identity above any other communal groupirigoly might make then
commit that horrible sin against diversity: thagyhmight “forget” for a
nanosecond they are black. They might think theyaaman or a woman or
an American or a Catholic... or even a busy studenly in sports is the
racial highlight pen put away. In dating, raciatriexs seem unassailable
walls but then dating itself, as a formal ritualnodle-female meeting, has
given way to the house party. Racism is fosterstitutionally at St.
Thomas by clinging to a failed separatism movemeaude laughable by the
paucity of black students maintaining their blad&ritity under the stern
glance of middle class middle-aged white women whob is to keep races
and sexes apart while fostering deeper bonds efpa@nce between
homosexuals and their homophobic peers. Doesdhisdsincoherent?

Welcome to the University of St. Thomas. If you bBlack and nineteen,



expect to be confused and alienated. There isrged@ommunity you are
being welcomed to. You will be separated and brdn¥eur skin color puts
you in a category aligned with sexual perversita.d lot like the Jim Crow
days. The likelihood your picture will be on a stuntipamphlet is ten times
that of a white student. Fr. Dease is much mosrdytiko take you to lunch.
But if you came to a Catholic university to deepenr prayer life, receive a
rigorous education, and form friendships with feliG@atholics regardless of
skin color—we can arrange counseling to help yod fiour real identity as
an “African American.”

Moral Incoherence and Hypocrisy

In March, 2006, 140 faculty and staff members af8bmas signed a
petition accusing the administration of hypocrigg @ lack of integrity in
dealing with a faculty members who wished to brumgnarried partners on a
school choir trip. The faculty petition argued: (W#l use initials for the

name referenced. If her faculty supporters canish) we can.)

A.S. came to St. Thomas under the impression tlikes not
discriminate based on sexual orientation. This avesasonable
assumption given the school’s publicly posted n@mtimination
policy.

However, when A. planned to travel abroad with$he
Thomas Liturgical Choir accompanied by her pararet son,
university officials forbade her family’s attendanciting the “moral
dilemma” such arrangements would cause students.

We do not believe that a couple in a committedingv
relationship traveling with students presents aaindifemma.”

They concluded their petition with:



It is the administration’s hypocritical behavioatthas served
as a bad role model for our students, not the behaxhibited by our
colleagues.

We align ourselves with these three colleagues hé@ve been
discriminated against by our administration becawgee of us can
find sure footing on the slippery slope upon whicé administration
has placed its faculty and staff.

We do not accept the administration’s retroactppligation of
an unwritten policy that is contradictory, discnmatory and applied
without due consideration for those affected By it.

Yours in solidarity,
140 names (mostly faculty, some staff - tnmlents).

This petition is a stunning argument against Flad&és contention that the
school is growing more Catholic under his leadgrskn fact, the only group
of faculty members with the courage and claritgpeak are clearly opposed
as a matter of principle to fundamental Catholectengs. There was no
similar faculty defense for the Christian witne§8en Kessler, nor any
serious faculty response to ripping the collegenfits diocesan center. But
once we recover from the effect of the desacralsstsibility of human
sexuality in this petition, we have to grant th® 1deir due. They have
made a reasoned and quite irrefutable argumentrbddease
administration has been contradictory and retrgacdti applying standards
that all at St. Thomas had come to believe no Ioegisted. They did this in
an admirable manner in keeping with the intellelctigadition. They came
together and made a common argument. They sigeadi@imes though it
did entail a matter of risk. They fashioned theguament like a concerned
and reasonable faculty at a secular school. Shedacsociety is all about

public face to face dialogue, we appreciate thieetsof the petitioners.



The feminists in the faculty might have also nateat with all the
male homosexual liaisons in the deep underbeltoThomas culture in
the last forty years that it was odd to publiclastise two lesbians interested
only in one another. One might think the homoseXiaalisemother” in
Rome (part of Fr. Dease’s litany of great Cathatibievements), who
shares his apartment keys and counseling adviteunguspecting college
males in the program, might have been criticizadp&sibly, St. Thomas
might stop giving awards to notorious campus chapkr. Greg Tolaas.
Since his tyrannical relativistic reign, homosexyahas been accepted and
fostered in numerous departments and throughostwalent services
especially the chaplaincy, student housing, the &dscenter and the
diversity department. The last award Tolaas reckivas accepted
posthumously by another openly homosexual priest hvied with him as
his “best friend.” Wink, wink, wink! Everybody wheas anybody knew all
of this but officially it is just Father this andther that. The choir lady who
was outed was quite accurate in sensing she sasvaspecial case for
sabotage. The faculty is certainly right that these been both an unspoken
and implied(in the codes of discrimination and dsiy) acceptance of
homosexuality as a personal choice and just one foom of committed
love. It began with a priest chaplain who substitugay identity support
groups for the confessional and has ended withr@@mtingency of the
disoriented now teaching our Catholic youth.

There is no reason to expect that the dissatisfiedlty members will
be acting as a group against the contradictory midimation in our fight to
win back St. Thomas for the Church. The sexualltgianaries will much
prefer the duplicity of Fr. Dease to the clarityAthbishop Nienstedt. We
should not expect too many of these petitionefsitoa principled fight



against this larceny of a Catholic institution faet, the faculty protestors
will see that an autonomous board and an unencwabi&esident Dease
will actually lead to just the free-lifestyle wortdey want. In a year or two
the lesbian couple will probably be honored on Matuther King Day as
civil rights heroes. Fr. Dease will apologize foeir previous persecution
and Judge Diana Murphy will beam with pride as ahesiders that this
joyous day would never have happened if she hadhémed to liberate the
university from the patriarchal stranglehold of @atholic Church. By then
the white homosexual students will vastly outnuneck and Hispanic
men students. The October revolution will be congple
Fathers Murphy and Dease and their Boards:
The Difference between Leading and Being Purchased.

It is the responsibility of the president to leadleveloping among all

elements of the university a spirit of understaggimutual respect

and a common understanding of the Catholic misSoich a spirit is

especially important in the relationship betweenftculty and the
board of trustees.

Msgr. Terrence Murphy, Presidaf St. Thomas (1966-1995)

Throughout his excellent book,Catholic University, Monsignor Murphy

emphasizes leadership and the proper selectidredoard of Trustees.

The fear that lay board would lead to secularizatias happened in
some protestant universities - was groundless.nh@aybers are as
committed to Catholic identity as clergy...greatecaust be exercised
to get people who are competent, fair-minded andatdave a
special cause to advance, and who are committdebtgoals of the
University. Generally such people are availabltheouniversity
because there is little the university can offenthn their business
profession. Certainly the experience at St. Thonaesbeen that no
one has asked for special consideration.



Here we see the difference between a war vetdtsbig-hearted
and self-assured Monsignor, and his secretive saafand easily bedazzled
successor. Monsignor Murphy knew a lot about bissmeanagement and
leadership but he hadn’'t heard of venture philayir He had a chivalrous
attitude toward women and it disposed him to gfamale requests. He did
not imagine that a feminist ideologue would arghwe,tby its nature,
designated male leadership is a violation of jestite had never seen a
board member ask for special consideration. Henloadnet the new kind of
board members that Fr. Dennis Dease brought to esinkfe had not met
Diana Murphy or John Morrison. Wbortion’s Handmaidwe introduce
Diana Murphy. The board changed its bylaws at doemmendation of the
Association of Governing Boards of Universities &ulleges. The mission
of this aggressively secular group is to help gdland university presidents
handpick boards and then institute self-perpetgatiactive boards in the
name of democracy - “this country’s form of goverca.” They are
adamant secularizers trying to divorce universisieg colleges from their
sectarian (read: religious) roots and authoritytires. Diana Murphy is a
financial donor and the Vice Chair of that orgatiama Who is driving
whom? Judge Murphy had been favoring this changa fong time with
little effect on the Archbishop. Suddenly in thé & 2007, Archbishop
Flynn reversed his long-standing opposition anddiéed was done. Fr.
Dease needed no convincing. He had been on baagdalgo.

We tell more of this tale ifirust Betrayedas we look at the
incredible expenditure of money and time by facaltgl administrators for

Allina Healthcare’s project to train primary cangypicians. As spokesman



Doug Hennes told us, “It was Allina’s idea - theymee to us. We were
launching a $500 million campaign and none of is\ia@ a medical school.”
When asked what Morrison thought, he said, “He @dnis to pursue it.”
That is putting his role mildly. The ex-Allina CE&hd board member did
some steering of his own. We have to remember Mwrigon is not Mr.,
Schulze who built Best Buy from a single store or Rlauenhorst who built
Opus Corporation by constructing great buildindssTs a venture
philanthropist using his board membership as aecan®ve Trust Betrayed
Is what happened when Mr. Morrison ran into & agastle- Archbishop
John Nienstedt. It is not a pretty tale.

Msgr. Murphy titled one of his chaptdviany Lead, One Governs.
The Dease legacy is that many govern and one cesaWhen the governor

Is weak, agendas multiply.

“...lay members are as committed to the Qathdentity as the clergy.
As long as persons are selected for the board lmasedlid principles
of commitment to the principles of the universityddfit” its spirit,
the board will continue to discharge its basic oesbility of holding
the university in trust from generation to genenafi

Msgr. Terrence Murphy, President of St Ther(11965-1995)
Protecting a Sacred Center - Giving a Credible Wass

Monsignor Murphy began his book on the Catholicuérsity with a
brief discussion of the two most respected histaiaf the secularization of
American universities, James Burtchaell and Gebtgesden. He wrote his
Ph.D. and a book oGensorship: Government and Obscenity.

“Nothing,” he said, “is more vital to the colledean strengthening its

religious character.” Read through the last felsdly Fr. Dease to his



assembled college faculty and students. See ifwldind a trace of such
intellect, a whisper of Catholic character for fiigwr students. Listen for
the name of Christ. The idea of the Catholic tiadibhas become a kind of
biographical inheritance. There is no duty to the/believing Catholic
immigrants nor to the old believers who went befdilgere is no sensibility
of “a trust from generation to generation.”(Joheldnd) Instead, a new set
of “stakeholders” share employment and statusestsy some of whom
went to local Catholic schools. Catholicism becomémd of alumni club
defined by whatever group of individuals happebeemployed at a
particular place and time in the life of a partanuinstitution. The alumni
Catholics were almost all confirmed; but that peswsacrament of
Initiation, binding the baptized to a local livitgshop, seems strangely
forgotten in this present moment. What we are vgsiieg under President
Dease is an emerging faculty of protest and a Bo&fldustees dominated
by a few aggressive abortion advocates. It is thet@ College model of
Catholicism, not a tradition to safeguard butirdrerited entitlement to
redefine.

At the center of Catholic culture is a ddfon of life as sacred. A
man’s seed, a woman'’s virginity, the sacramentajuggal act and at the
very center the incarnational presence of God ins€and the Eucharist.
All of these sacred centers in a world of evil mustprotected and
defended. So we teach young men and women sexusl @od temperance.
We initiate courting rituals and formalize consentvedding feasts. We
personalize a sacred private space for sexual gsiprein marriage. The
Body of Christ is surrounded in every diocese Ipyaective body of
celibate men under the fatherhood of a bishopofAlhese sacred centers

need personalities and communities of protectiosateguard them. This



ordering for beauty to protect the sacred is thén@ec masculine culture
that unites the priest, the soldier, the scholdrtae father. It is why
Archbishop Ireland created a college for classstadlies (for future doctors
and lawyers) tied to a seminary centered on thguodogl philosophy. It is
why St. Thomas has always had a strong militagiticn and why
Archbishop Ireland saw patriotism and love of Clwuas deeply resonant
communal bonds of love. There will be no sacrederenhere life can be
lived at its highest and most beautiful level iita are not men in
communion who unite to protect and safeguard whatldeen given to us.

Our present campus culture treats what is sacrdéspsesable. The
University chapel is being renovated to make a rableealtar so the space
is more amenable to concerts. King David criechtoltord “How can | live
in this palace when thou art in a tent?” Fr. Ddas®renovated his own
house and asked the Lord to share His quarterspeitiormers. In personal
morality and public worship, the university is logithe sacred center which
defines its mission inside the larger communal iorssf the local church.
Only a strong bishop grounded in sacred worshipreanent the university
so we might reorder student life, reinvigorate facaoherence and remind
a board they are serving a trust. Father Deastbtkis own sense of the
sacred. He has become disoriented. He is no langexdible witness to the
good news. If he would resign and reflect, theneosloubt he could return
some day to serve the Church in some other capatayurge him to a
heroic repentance which would insure the many gbod)s he has done
will not be lost to the Church he once served awveéd so well.

David Pence for the docsociety






