Restoring St. Thomas after the October 25 Revolution.

On October 25, 2007, the Board of Trustees of thwelisity of St.
Thomas voted unanimously to free themselves fra tibligation to
accept the Archbishop of St. Paul & Minneapolis ArsdVicar General as
the chairman and vice chairman of the Board of fBes This would also in
effect end the century old tradition of requirifgt the President of the
University serve as the sitting archbishop’s chaicevith his continued
approval. This revolutionary act was scarcely dethait the full board
meeting. It was announced as a passing thoughiteoimside pages of a
board newsletter. The big news from the board tetegbrecent fundraising
triumphs. It is just this nonchalant presentatimthie full board and lack of
truthful dialogue among faculty, alumni, parentslmcesan priests which
betrays the deceit at the heart of this sordidraftawas no coup of men.
Like any seduction, the betrayal was accomplishefhmiliarity, not force.

The Board did not understand the full import ofitlaetion but the
Executive Committee knew full well what they weeeommending. The
Executive Committee is chaired by Eighth Circuiu@af Appeals Judge,
Diana Murphy. (There is probably no woman in thelMest who has
personally done more to further the Abortion regim@&merica. Her
participation on the St. Thomas Board is not singa@semonial. She is chair
of its most important policy committee. Her rolepirotecting abortion is a
chilling reminder that putting judicial robes omvaman has not exactly
brought our law under the sway of a maternal h&a¢Abortion’s
Handmaid.) The Executive Committee with Fr. Dease, Judgeg¥iyiand
John Morrison as key players knew what they weragland they knew the

trusting souls whom they were misleading. Publgcdssion seemed



unnecessary until an unpleasant column in the aepuéss (Star Tribune
articles Nov. 7 and Dec. 5 by Katherine Kerstemgjgasted this by-law
change may be part of a larger project at the Usityeof St. Thomas to
shed its Catholic identity. For an unsuspectingt@ad most laity, the
October 25 meeting did not seem to be a revolutyoeaent, but a promise
of continuity with trusted clergy. Fr. Dennis Dea8echbishop Harry Flynn
and Father Kevin McDonough were elected unanimoaistizat same
meeting to five year terms as Board members. Redimed so cordial and
comforting. All three priests were in their collaFather said it was ok. The
archbishop said it was ok too. Life and love iswthiaust. How can you not
trust your priests? Priests would be on the Boandarchbishop would be
on the Board. How Catholic can you get?

Well sometimes it turns out you can’t trust ypuest and you can’t
trust your archbishop either. You can't trust thentell the truth and you
can’t trust them to act in love for God or for yowfor the Church. And
when you find out the archbishop and the priestsaating deliberately
against the Church rather than for the good oftherch and for their good
as men with souls, you owe it to them to speakrité in love. If we act as
if anything father does is ok even if we know itneong, then the wrongs
will multiply and gullible adults will not be thenty victims of a father who

IS no longer a father at all.



Fr. Dennis Dease, the president of the Univeitgt. Thomas, in a
column for the student newspaper said the “simpason for the change
was that a bishop was too busy to be the Chairrh#red3oard. The Chair
of the Executive Committee is an Eighth Circuit @af Appeals judge.
This is the second highest court in the entirerf@dadiciary system and she
seems pretty busy too. But she knows, like the amhbishop knows, and
like Fr. Dease knows, that this is a very importawmdird and a crucial
cultural institution worth a considerable investitnehtime. Fr. Dease
insulted every Catholic adult and student with gimaple answer for
simpletons. He depended on the students suspetidirggitical thinking
they supposedly learn at St. Thomas just as heegnibe eighth
commandment, which he had learned in Catholic gsatieol.

The immediate reason for stripping St. Thomas ftieenauthoritative
reach of the sitting bishop is that the incomingtishop John Nienstedt
envisioned a much more active role in the govereariche university than
the more passive Archbishop Harry Flynn. In the therbefore the October
meeting, President Dease had seen two vivid inegaotthe moral clarity
which Archbishop Nienstedt would bring to the Baakdchbishop
Nienstedt was willing to stand for moral boundamésch must define a
Catholic medical school in the face of a large oagent of Allina medical
professionals. He defended a lone unknown Catlfatlner (see Michael
Bird’'s website: Class Action) in repudiating therpagraphic propaganda of
the English Department’'s Handmaid’s Tdke. Dease knew the incoming

archbishop was a different shepherd - very differ€he university would
become a radically transfigured place if he waauthority. The chance that

Fr. Dease would keep his presidency, his $240,8G0ysand his beloved



president’s house was nil. If the bylaws stayedstimae, Archbishop Flynn
would certainly, and Fathers McDonough and Deasddhdkely lose their

seats on this high-status board to the new arcbpjdiis new vicar general
and a new president.

Archbishop Nienstedt had already flunked his ggttim-know-the-
board-members test. He was no good at the kintlibtbat expected at
gatherings for a drink with the wealthy at Fr. Deaglace. It seemed the
new archbishop had a very strong sense of hislssiatais but he answered
to a very different “court of reputation.” The loega of hobnobbing for
approval with the rich and famous was coming t@iaah for the three
priests. For Archbishop Nienstedt, his relationgbighe Church and the
unseen communion of saints was the only socialgvauere he sought
good reputation. He responded to a single fathanguish but was
unimpressed by the regal excesses of the richaildtdishop’s demeanor
thoroughly disoriented venture philanthropists likkeecutive Committee
member John Morrison who knew money talked andghbhishops
listened.

At the October meeting Father Dease described Vengupbeat
moment.”

A framed certificate of appreciation was presemntedrchbishop Flynn
citing his “intellectual and moral courage” alse@sng him “you exemplify
caritas” (that is Latin for charity). This momerft@mnning a medal on the
cowardly lion and praising him for Christian cityajust as Archbishop
Flynn was knifing his brother apostle in the baskhe perfect sacramental
of discordance. The Christian reality of the orddm/e which abides in the

truth was now being simulated by the press releasdglatitudes of Fr.



Dennis Dease. Apparently if you tell a lie in Latincounts as “continuing
the Catholic tradition.”

The full story of the betrayal of the archdioce€dmnurch by three
individual priests is related to the complementggndas of the new
venture philanthropists and the old depersonalaetiemasculating
ideology of a feminist judge. (We tell the storytive longer articleA Trust
Betrayed) The three priests actually sold St. Thomas foy \itle. They
were quite modest in their asking price for therpefgreat price they
handed the secularists. But such asymmetry inikher pieces received and
the Body betrayed is a story we have heard before.

This short summary is meant simply to alert Cattsolhat the action
of October 25, 2007 was an act of revolution -amtnsignificant bylaw
change. It is also meant to rouse the slumberirigdlias so paralyzed by
spiritual sloth that they accept any outrage adamé deal.” This alienation
of our common wealth by bureaucratic intrigue wit stand if met with
persistent fortitude and articulate hope. This esighwill affect for
generations the cost, quality and even the posggibil higher Catholic
education for poor and working Catholics throughibwet state. It is a blow
against our new archbishop by his brother bishaptao prominent priests
in alliance with enemies of human life and of tHeu€@h. On the website:
docsociety.org, there are several longer narratwethe nature of this battle
and the key players involved.

Our new archbishop needs us, priests and laitg aiikinsure that the
secular press and his clerical betrayers do nttessdim in a manner which
invites dismissal of the apostolic gospel he authtively preaches and even
violence against his person. From this Octobeoftieachery will come a

cleansing battle. We should be thankful for sustofable ground. Let the



stone statues of Aquinas and Albertus and Irelaattihwvus win back this
sacred place of worship and learning. This schad lwilt by our
immigrant fathers with a manly tradition of pubfiootection, military duty
and priestly formation. Its student body is spratkivith young veterans of
our nation’s battles. They are ready to tell thecisaist clerics and faculty
that the baby-boomer tenure is over. October 25thvaslay of Lenin’s
revolution but it will not stand in St. Paul. Théoadescent party is over. The
students are more mature than the administratidati#er is coming. The
warrior King returns. No one need fight alone.

Laymen, priests, faculty and students: let us fogether so our
archbishop is not alone! On this campus let ustfigh us fast, and let us
feast. There are no better ways to greet our cofaitigr and join our arms

and hearts for the restoration of all things ini€thr

From David Pence and the docsociety



