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·   Words to ponder 
·  CA priest: ‘bishops wrong on same-sex marriage ban’ 
·  CA Catholic Bishops’ statement supporting Prop 8  
·  From the bottom of my heart …  
·   San Diego Union Tribune editorial: No on Prop 8 
·   Palm Beach Post editorial: End gay adoption ban 
·  Offended by homily?  Write! 
·  Partner benefits for gay federal workers makes sense. 
·  Did you know … ? 
·  Calendar/Thanks!  
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"Chastity means the successful integration of sexuality within the 
person and thus the inner unity of man [sic] in his [or her] bodily 
and spiritual being.” 

-- Catechism of the Catholic Church, 1994, # 2337 

"Chastity truly consists in the long-term integration of one's thoughts, 
feelings, and actions in a way that values, esteems, and respects the 
dignity of oneself and others." 

-- USCC, Human Sexuality, 1991, p.19. 

"Chastity is reverence in relationships."   

-- Sr. Fran Ferder, FSPA, 9-20-08 at NACDLGM Conference 

"Change happens when you experience it and it's no longer a fear” 

 -- Terry DeCrescenzo, 9-19-08 at NACDLGM Conference 

"We cannot be witnesses to Jesus' humanity if we have false halos 
which Jesus stripped himself of.  In humility lies the only route to 
solidarity, especially with the marginalized." 

-- Mexican Bishop Raul Vera Lopez, OP, 9-21-08 at NACDLGM 
Conference 
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A photographer takes a photo of Amy and Jenelle Ferhart after their 
civil marriage ceremony at the San Diego City and County 
Administration Building in San Diego June 17. (CNS photo/David 
Maung) FRESNO, Calif. 
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By Chuck Colbert 

Published October 9, 2008 on National Catholic Reporter: 
(http://ncronline3.org/drupal). Reprinted with permission. 

In his Sunday homily Oct. 6, Fr. Geoffrey Farrow, a 
diocesan priest, criticized church leadership for 
supporting Proposition 8, a state ballot measure that 
would make it unconstitutional for same-sex couples to 
marry. 

“In directing the faithful to vote ‘Yes’ on Proposition 8, 
the California bishops are not only entering the political 
arena, they are ignoring the advances and insights of 
neurology, psychology, and the very statements by the 
church itself that homosexuality is [an] innate 
[orientation],” Farrow told the congregation at the St. 
Paul Newman Center at the University of California in 
Fresno. 

In May, the California Supreme Court ruled that a state 
law defining marriage as between a man and a woman is 
unconstitutional and that same-sex couples have the 
right to designate their unions as marriages. 

The California bishops called the ruling a “radical 
change in public policy” that “discounts the biological 
and organic reality of marriage.” They climbed aboard a 
movement to reverse the ruling by getting Proposition 8 
onto the state ballot in November. And they encouraged 
“Catholics to provide both the financial support and the 
volunteer efforts needed for the passage of” Proposition 
8. 
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In a statement to Catholics issued 
in August, the bishops had written 
that the court ruling is a “radical 
change in public policy” insofar as 
it “discounts the biological and 
organic reality of marriage” what 
they consider “the ideal 
relationship between a man and a 
woman for the purpose of 
procreation and the continuation of 
the human race.” 

The ruling also “diminishes the 
word marriage to mean 

only a ‘partnership’ a 
purely adult 
contractual 
arrangement for 

individuals over the age of 18,” 
according to the bishops. 

Farrow told worshippers the 
bishops’ support for Proposition 8 
“has placed me in a moral 
predicament.” He added, “At what 
point do you cease to be an agent 
for healing and growth and 
become an accomplice of 
injustice?” 

He continued: “The statement 
made by the bishop reaffirms the 
feelings of exclusion and 
alienation that are suffered by 
individuals and their loved ones 
who have left the church over this 
very issue. . . .  

“How exactly is society helped by 
singling out a minority and 
excluding them from the union of 
love and life, which is marriage? 
How is marriage protected by 
intimidating gay and lesbian 
people into loveless and lonely 
lives? . . . 

“This ‘theology,’ which is parroted 
by clerics in polished tones from 
pulpits, produces the very 
prejudice and hatred in our society 
which they claim to abhor. . . .  

“I do not presume to tell you how 
to vote, but I do ask that you pray 
to the Creator of us all. Think and 

consider the effects of your vote on 
others, especially minorities in our 
society who are sitting next to you 
in church, and at work. … 
Personally, I am morally 
compelled to vote ‘No’ on 
Proposition 8.” 

Farrow also told local media, he is 
a gay man. “It’s a secondary issue. 
But, yes, I am,” he said. 

Farrow told NCR Oct. 8 that he 
had taken a personal retreat this 
week. He said he had written to his 
bishop, John Steinbock, saying that 
he planned to return to the 
Newman Center and his job as 
pastor there Oct. 13.  

A spokesman for the Fresno 
diocese said Farrow’s whereabouts 
were unknown and he had no 
comment about the priest’s status.  

In 2000, Californian voters 
approved a similar 

initiative banning same-sex 
marriage by a wide 

margin (61 percent to 
38 percent). But in May 
2008, California’s 

highest court struck down that 
initiative, setting the stage for 
another ballot question. 

This is the first time, however, 
voters anywhere will be asked to 
approve a marriage ban where 
same-sex couples have already 
wed. For that reason, all eyes are 
on California, often considered a 
cultural bellwether.  

A Sept. 18 Field Poll found that 38 
percent of likely voters support the 
initiative, with 55 percent opposed. 
A CBS poll, conducted Oct. 4-5 
among 670 likely voters, showed 
Proposition 8 winning statewide by 
a five-point margin, 42-to-47 
percent.  

The San Diego Union-Tribune 
reports that supporters of the 
initiative have raised $28.6 million 
-- including a $1.275 million 

contribution from the Connecticut-
based Knights of Columbus, a 
Catholic fraternal order -- while 
opponents have pulled in $21.4 
million. Raising funds is crucial in 
California where television 
advertising sets the tone, tenor, and 
messaging for each side.  

The economic benefits of equal 
marriage are also at play. Already, 
thousands of same sex couples 
have married in California and 
51,000 more are expected to marry 
over the next three years. This 
increase, according to the Williams 
Institute of the University of 
California in Los Angeles, 
will help the state 
wedding industry grow 
by $684 million and 
could create 2,100 new jobs. Equal 
marriage would add $64 million in 
revenue to the state budget, 
according to the report. 

On Election Day, Catholic voters 
could be key to the outcome. 
Catholics are the largest single 
denomination in the state, 31 
percent, according to the Pew 
Forum on Religion and Public 
Life, with Evangelical Protestants 
at 18 percent and Mormons at two 
percent. Those three 
denominations form the core 
religious support for the initiative.  

How active will the church 
leadership be? “Each bishop will 
do his own thing,” says Carol 
Hogan, director of pastoral 
projects and communications for 
the California Catholic 
Conference, the bishops’ lobbying 
arm. “Some will be out there more 
than others.” 

In Los Angeles, Fr. Kevin Steen, a 
former Benedictine monk, is 
working to defeat Proposition 8. 

“The bishops are trying to impose 
their theology on everybody else,” 
said Steen, who works with 
California Faith for Equality, a 
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statewide interfaith network of 
congregations and people of faith. 
“Marriage is a civil matter best left 
to [secular] authorities.”  

A member of the Catholic 
organization for gay, lesbian and 
transgender person, Dignity, Steen 
says he and others have written to 
Los Angeles Cardinal Roger 
Mahoney, requesting to speak with 
him. “We send letters and get form 
letters back. It’s very sad and 
hurtful he won’t speak with us and 
listen to our stories.”  

A spokesperson for the cardinal 
said Steen is not in official 
standing with the Los Angeles 
archdiocese. 

(Chuck Colbert, a frequent contributor 
to NCR, writes from Boston.) 

Editor’s Note:  His bishop has since 
suspended Fr. Geoff Farrow as a 
priest and removed him as pastor.  
For further updates, or to contact Fr. 
Farrow, you can go to his Blog at:  
http://fathergeofffarrow.blogspot.com/ 
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A Constitutional Amendment to 
Restore the Definition of Marriage  

"Only the rock of complete and 
irrevocable love between man and 
woman is capable of acting as a 
foundation for a society that can be 
home to all human beings."  

— Pope Benedict XVI, addressing the 
John Paul II Institute for Studies on 
Marriage and the Family, May 11, 
2006 

  
The issue before us with 
Proposition 8 is "marriage"—an 

ancient, yet modern, human 
institution which pre-exists both 
Church and government. Marriage, 
history shows us, is intrinsic to 
stable, flourishing and hospitable 
societies. Although cultural 
differences have occurred, what 
has never changed is that marriage 
is the ideal relationship between a 
man and a woman for the purpose 
of procreation and the continuation 
of the human race.  

On May 15, 2008, the California 
Supreme Court ruled that the 

current law defining 
marriage as between a 
man and a woman is 
unconstitutional. This 

radical change in public policy will 
have many profound effects on our 
society, because it   

·  Discounts the biological and 
organic reality of marriage—and 
how deeply embedded it is in our 
culture, our language and our 
laws and ignores the common 
understanding of the word 
marriage; and because it   

·  Diminishes the word "marriage" 
to mean only a "partnership"-a 
purely adult contractual 
arrangement for individuals over 
the age of 18. Children—if there 
are any—are no longer a primary 
societal rationale for the 
institution.   

As teachers of the faith, we invite 
our faithful Catholics to carefully 
form their consciences. We do that 
by drawing on the revelation of 
Scripture, the wisdom of Tradition, 
the experience and insights of holy 
men and women as well as on 
what can be known by reason 
alone.  

Crystallizing the teaching on 
marriage, the Catechism of the 
Catholic Church (1603, 1604) 
proclaims:  

God himself is the author of 
marriage. The vocation to 
marriage is written in the very 
nature of man and woman as they 
came from the hand of the Creator. 
Marriage is not a purely human 
institution despite the many 
variations it may have undergone 
through the centuries in different 
cultures, social structures, and 
spiritual attitudes. The well-being 
of the individual person and of 
both human and Christian society 
is closely bound up with the 
healthy state of conjugal and 
family life.  

With all this in mind, we, as 
bishops, offer counsel to our 
Catholic people in California in 
their response to this radical 
change in California's public 
policy regarding marriage.  

First, same-sex unions are not the 
same as opposite-sex unions. The 
marriage of a man and a woman 
embraces not only their sexual 
complementarity as designed by 
nature but includes their ability to 

procreate. The ideal for 
the well being of 
children is to be born 

into a traditional 
marriage and to be raised by both a 
mother and a father. We recognize 
that there are parents who are 
single and we laud them for the 
great sacrifices they make in 
raising their children.  

Second, we need to recall that 
marriage mirrors God's 
relationship with us-and that 
marriage completes, enriches and 
perpetuates humanity. When men 
and women consummate their 
marriage they offer themselves to 
God as co-creators of a new human 
being. Any other pairing-while 
possibly offering security and 
companionship to the individuals 
involved—is not marriage. We 
must support traditional marriage 
as the source of our civilization, 
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the foundation for a society that 
can be home to all human beings, 
and the reflection of our 
relationship with God.  

Third, we need to remember that 
we are all children of God 
possessed of human dignity and 
that each of us is created in God's 
image. Protecting the traditional 
understanding of marriage should 
not in any way disparage our 
brothers and sisters—even if they 
disagree with us.  

Fourth, we must pray and work for 
a just resolution of this issue which 
is so important to the well being of 
the human family.  

Fifth, as citizens of California, we 
need to avail ourselves of the 
opportunity to overturn this ruling 
by the California Supreme Court. 
On the November 
general election 
ballot, there will be 
Proposition 8 
which reads: "Only 
marriage between a man and a 
woman is valid or recognized in 
California." That language simply 
affirms the historic, logical and 
reasonable definition of 
marriage—and does not remove 
any benefits from other contractual 
arrangements.  

And finally, we strongly encourage 
Catholics to provide both the 
financial support and the volunteer 
efforts needed for the passage of 
Proposition 8. And—please 
exercise your citizenship and vote 
in November. 

          

You can also read Sacramento 
coadjutor Bishop Jaime Soto’s 
NACLDM 2008 talk supporting 
Proposition 8 by going to: 
http://www.diocese-
sacramento.org/Soto_speakingonm
arriage_LongBeach.html (too long 
to print here) 
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Jan Cotant forwarded Fr. Geoff Farrow’s 
public declaration of his opposition to 
California’s Proposition 8 to her gay son, 
who with his partner sent this letter to Fr. 
Farrow. Reprinted with permission 

From the bottom of my heart, I 
would like to thank you for the 
courageous stance you took on 
Proposition 8 at your mass on 
Sunday.  I am not a parishioner of 
yours, but I was sent a link to the 
news story regarding your homily 
by my mother and was touched by 
it.  My husband and I were married 
on July 28th.  We adopted a baby 
last December and are desperate to 
keep our family intact.  It is people 
like you that will make the 
difference in this fight against 
bigotry.  Your courage may have 
changed some votes in historically 
conservative Fresno and we thank 
you for that. 

I have attached a picture of my 
family so that you can see what 
your words mean to a real family 
with a sincere hope that they can 

remain a family.  Please 
know that you have 
acted as Jesus would 

have acted.  Most 
Christians have lost sight 
of why they are called 
Christians; they are 

expected to act like Christ toward 
their fellow humans.  Hold your 
head high, knowing that what you 
have done is morally right and in 
the spirit of Jesus. 

Thank you again. 

Warmest Regards, 

Jim Cotant, Franklin Hernandez,  
and Sofía Hernandez Cotant 
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Gay marriage right should not be repealed  

September 18, 2008 
Reprinted with permission 

The right of gay and lesbian 
couples to wed on an equal legal 
basis with heterosexual couples 
has long stirred opposition not 
only among social conservatives 
but also among a much broader 
swath of society. But in the four 
short months since a landmark 
California Supreme Court ruling 
legalized gay marriage, a 
significant social shift seems to 
have occurred. 

As gay couples have 
gone to the courthouse 
and entered into 
matrimony, usually 

surrounded by champagne, family 
and friends, the worst fears of gay 
marriage opponents suddenly seem 
greatly inflated. For instance, 
Christian conservatives have 
asserted for years that allowing 
gays to marry would undermine 
heterosexual unions – hence, such 
laws as the Defense of Marriage 
Act. In truth, however, there has 
been no discernible impact on 
traditional marriage between a man 
and a woman now that gay couples 
in California have the same right.  

With gay marriage a fait accompli, 
society has not crumbled. The 
long-standing institution of 
marriage is not in crisis. 
Californians have taken this 
change in stride. Indeed, there 
appears to be a marked shift in 



�5 

public opinion toward acceptance 
of gay marriage. 

Consider that in 2000, when 
California voters last weighed the 
issue, fully 61 percent supported a 
ban on gay marriage. Today, with 
Proposition 8 on the Nov. 4 ballot, 
polls show that Californians 
support gay marriage by a margin 
of 54 percent to 40 percent, with 6 
percent offering no opinion. The 
trend suggests that, by Election 
Day, a solid majority of 
Californians will register their 
approval of gay marriage. 

Proposition 8 would repeal the 
right of gay and lesbian couples to 
marry. It stipulates, by a one-
sentence amendment to the state 
constitution, that only marriage 
between a man and a woman is 
valid or recognized in California. 
Our guess is that even voters who 
may have reservations about gay 
marriage will be reluctant to repeal 
a right that now exists as a matter 
of law. To do so would smack of 
singling out a particular group for 

discrimination, a 
move that 
offends many 

Californians' sense of fairness. 

Supporters of Proposition 8 make 
two arguments. The first is that, for 
thousands of years, marriage has 
been defined as between a man and 
a woman exclusively. Considering 
how Californians historically have 
been wide open to change, this 
appeal is not likely to carry much 
force. 

The second argument made by 
supporters is that children should 
be raised solely by a father and a 
mother, not by two fathers or two 
mothers. Yet the debate over child-
rearing is entirely beside the point, 
because Proposition 8 is about 
marriage only. It would do nothing 
to prevent gay couples from 
adopting children or from having 

children through artificial means. 
Indeed, all Proposition 8 would do 
is ensure that the children of gay 
couples would be raised in 
households where the parents were 
unmarried. Would that be a 
healthier situation for children? 

In the past, this page has advocated 
civil unions for gay couples rather 
than marriage. But our thinking 
has changed, along with that of 
many other Californians. Gay and 
lesbian couples deserve the same 
dignity and respect in marriage 
that heterosexual couples have 
long enjoyed. We urge a No vote 
on Proposition 8. 

�
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Palm Beach Post Editorial.  Reprinted 
with permission. 

Saturday, September 20, 2008 

He's 12 years old. He lives in Key 
West. He likes to fish and go to the 
beach. As his teacher says, he 
doesn't like schoolwork, but he's 
begun "looking at the girls." 
Nothing unusual about that, right? 

No, unless you consider that this is 
the boy whom a gay Monroe 
County man wanted to adopt. A 
cruel, cowardly 31-year-old 
Florida law prevents homosexuals 
from adopting. But this man, who 
for seven years has been the boy's 
foster parent and guardian, 
challenged the law as 
unconstitutional. Last week, Judge 
David Audlin agreed. Barring an 
appeal by the state, the boy who 

asked the plaintiff, "Will you be 
my daddy?" will get his wish. 

Neither the attorney general's 
office nor the Department of 
Children and Families intervened. 
If only the Legislature had been 
more sensible in 1977, when 
Tallahassee ran scared during a 
nasty anti-gay rights campaign in 
Miami-Dade County. After a 
"debate" that featured a Polk 
County senator 
telling gays to "get 
back in the closet," 
the Legislature 
passed the most 
restrictive adoption ban in the 
country, and then-Gov. Reubin 
Askew signed it. 

In 2004, several gay men 
challenged the ban in federal court. 
The challenge failed on a 6-6 vote 
of the 11th U.S. Circuit Court of 
Appeals, with the judge who wrote 
the prevailing opinion saying that 
if he were in the Legislature, he 
would vote to overturn the ban. 
This court ruling should spur a 
new Legislature to take the law off 
the books. 

Ideally, adoptive children would 
go to two loving, 
heterosexual 
parents. But the 
children whom 
homosexuals have 

tried to adopt are the hardest to 
place. The boy in the Key West 
case has a learning disability, and 
spent two years on the state 
adoption list. But as a social 
worker observed, the churchgoing 
plaintiff and his partner have an 
"appropriate relationship" to raise 
the child. This ban has more to do 
with hurting homosexuals than 
helping children. Why deprive a 
boy of a father? 
Copyright 2008  The Palm Beach Post 
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Here’s what I did.  Something to consider 
if you’re faced with a similar situation. 

By Deb Word (debword@hotmail.com) 

August 28, 2008 

Dear Father __________ 

I am not a parishioner at _______ 
but I have a friend who is a 
parishioner.  I write this 
tentatively, since I did not hear 
your homily, and only have 
‘hearsay’ to go on, but the topic is 
dear to my heart. 

My friend’s brother recently ‘came 
out’ to his family, who are deeply 
spiritual cradle Catholics.  My 
friend is at peace with her 
brother’s orientation, but their 
mother is having a difficult time 
processing the fact that her son is 
gay.  Mom was beginning to make 
progress accepting this fact about 
her son, and has no doubt that she 
loves him dearly.  She is 
concerned for him in society in 
general, and particularly for his 
spiritual life. 

My friend tells me it was very 
difficult to watch her mom when 
you gave your ‘the Church has to 
have rules’ sermon recently, and 
repeatedly railed against the ‘gay 
lifestyle.’ She said Mom was 
physically uncomfortable, and 
finally tearful.  I asked, and she 
said there was no mention of 
“Always Our Children” or that our 
gay and lesbian children by the rite 
of baptism always have a place at 
the table. 

As the parent of a gay son, I too 
had to come to terms with my love 

for both Church and my child.  
When asked why he waited 2 years 
after he knew he was gay to share 
that with us… He replied that he 
had to come to terms with going to 
hell.  When I asked where that 
came from ….he replied “mom, 
it’s your club, you know the rules.” 

This child of mine was the altar 
server, choir leader, and Church 
musician, and somehow both my 
Church and I failed to let him 
know how much he is loved by our 
God, and that he will always have 
a place in God’s house. 

I write this to you, not 
to admonish, but to let 
you know that you have 

unknowing caused a struggling 
mom even more grief.  I am 
enclosing information on the 
Catholic Ministry with Gay and 
Lesbian Persons Parent Support 
Group, and inviting you to join us 
for a potluck supper at the 
Cathedral some time soon.  I 
would also beg you to begin the 
dialog with parents and gay and 
lesbian children, so that you can 
come at the issue from a base of 
understanding of the pain these 
‘new’ parents go through, and so 
that you can come to see that these 
children of ours are Always’ God’s 
Children as well. 

Thank you very much for your 
time, and I look forward to seeing 
you at a Potluck dinner soon as my 
guest. 
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By Deb Price�
When U.S. Sen. Susan Collins, a 
Maine Republican, pointed out that 
providing benefits to the partners 

of gay employees would be a smart 
way for Uncle Sam to attract and 
keep talented workers, she 
explained why she's sure: The 
strategy is a success in her home 
state. 

"The state of Maine has already 
worked through (possible 
stumbling blocks). And has a lot of 
safeguards built in," Collins said at 
the first congressional hearing on 
legislation to give gay partnered 
federal workers the same benefits 
as married heterosexuals. These 
include health care, retirement 
benefits, relocation expenses and 
coverage under the Family and 
Medical Leave Act. 

The Sept. 24 hearing before the 
Senate Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs Committee 
was a critical first step for a plan 
that Congress could pass as early 
as next year. 

The federal government needs its 
benefits package to catch up to 
what workers -- especially young 
gay and gay-friendly workers -- 
already expect and find offered by 
15 state governments and more 
than half the Fortune 500 
companies. 

But the hearing -- by spotlighting 
corporate and state role 
models -- also 
underscored an 
encouraging fact about 

Congress: More and more 
lawmakers represent states that in 
their own employment practices or 
in those of their major private 
employers already provide such 
partner benefits. That "back-home" 
connection is incredibly important 
to getting politicians to grasp that 
offering these benefits is a smart 
business move. 

The 15 states that have led the way 
are Vermont, New York, Hawaii, 
Oregon, California, Connecticut, 
Maine, Rhode Island, Washington 
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state, Iowa, New Mexico, New 
Jersey, Montana, Alaska and 
Illinois. They'll be joined by 
Arizona in October. 

So about one-third of 
both House members 
and senators hail from 
states that have taken 

the step for their own government 
workers proposed in legislation 
introduced by the Senate panel's 
chairman, Sen. Joe Lieberman, 
Connecticut independent, and Rep. 
Tammy Baldwin, D-Wis. Those 
states' delegations include both 
presidential nominees -- Sen. 
Barack Obama of Illinois, already 
a co-sponsor, and Sen. John 
McCain of Arizona. 

Major employers in the other states 
-- from the Big Three automakers 
in Michigan to Office Depot 
headquartered in Florida to J.C. 
Penney headquartered in Texas -- 
offer partner benefits as a way to 
get top workers and send a signal 
about their inclusive corporate 
values. 

Witnesses, who included an 
executive from diversity-champion 
IBM and leaders of federal 
employee unions, stressed the 
urgency of updating federal 
benefits packages: 

The federal government is 
expected to lose a third of its full-
time workforce during the next 
five years, a whopping 530,000 
retiring workers. 

Sadly, Howard Weizmann, deputy 
director of the U.S. Office of 
Personnel Management, argued 
against partner benefits, repeating 
feeble hypotheticals, such as the 
potential for fraud, that other 
witnesses easily shot down. 

But no one explained better than 
Collins why the nation's largest 
employer needs to modernize: "...If 
the federal government is going to 

compete with the private sector for 
some of the most talented work 
force, we need to use some of the 
same incentives to attract ... and 
keep qualified individuals." 

Congress needs to get the message: 
Equal pay and benefits for equal 
work isn't just a matter of fairness. 
It also makes good business sense, 
whether for private enterprise or 
Uncle Sam. 
Detnews.com  Monday, September 29, 2008 
© Copyright 2008 The Detroit News. 
Reprinted with permission. 

Reach Deb Price at or (202) 662-8736 or 
dprice@detnews.com. 

 

Stories make a difference! 
Did something you or someone you 
know do or say make a positive 
difference?  Make someone more 
empathetic—perhaps a family member 
or priest or bishop or legislator or a 
LGBT person?   Please tell us about it. 
Your story might encourage others 
whose stories might be exactly what 
someone else needs to hear! 
 

 
 

*���0���1����#�---����
On Oct. 10, 2008, the Connecticut 
Supreme Court ruled that same-sex 
couples have the right to marry.  
Effective Oct. 28, CT joins MA 
and CA as states in which same-
sex marriage is legal. 
-- Courant.com.  Oct. 10, 2008 

          
A University of Illinois study 
indicates that gay and lesbian 
couples with children and strong 
religious beliefs are more likely to 
legalize their relationship and hold 
a commitment ceremony than 
other gay and lesbian couples. 

-- www.sciencecodex.com, July 30, 
2008 

          

A March 2007 report says: 
- More than 1 in 3 lesbians has 
given birth and 1 in 6 gay men 
have fathered or adopted a child. 
- More than 1/2 of gay men and 41 
% of lesbians want to have a child. 
- An estimated 65,500 adopted 
children are living with a lesbian 
or gay parent. 
- Gay and lesbian parents are 
raising 4% of all adopted children 
in the U.S. 
- An estimated 14,100 foster 
children are living with lesbian or 
gay parents. 
- Gay and lesbian parents are 
raising 3% of foster children in the 
U.S. 
-- “Adoption and Foster Care by Gay 
and Lesbian Parents in the United 
States,” The Williams Institute, March 
2007 

          
 

Getting this 
newsletter by U.S. 
Postal delivery?  

You can reduce our mailing costs 
(and folding and stuffing labor) if 
you request email notification of 
future newsletters and download 
them from our website.  Thanks! 

����
����	���
������
Nov. 7-9, 2008 

Call To Acton, 
Milwaukee, 
WI .  New Ways 
Ministry Executive Director Frank 
DeBernardo and Sr. Jeannine 
Gramick will lead the seminar, 
Next Steps: Developing Catholic 
Lesbian/Gay Ministry Programs, 
and also present a workshop.  
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Marianne Duddy-Burke, Executive 
Director of DignityUSA, will also 
present a workshop.  Fortunate 
Families will facilitate a caucus 
for parents, and have an exhibit 
table. Info: www.cta-usa.org. 

Nov. 14-16, 2008 

Next Steps: Developing Catholic 
Lesbian/Gay Ministry, St. Paul, 
MN.  New Ways Ministry program 
for all interested in learning to 
develop lesbian/gay ministry 
programs—starting one or 
developing next steps for existing 
programs.  See other dates and 
locations below.  Info: 
info@newwaysministry.org OR 
www.newwaysministry.org OR 
301-277-5674. 

Jan. 23-25, 2009 

Next Steps: Developing Catholic 
Lesbian/Gay Ministry, St. Leo, 
FL (near Tampa).  [See Nov. 14-
16] Info: 
info@newwaysministry.org OR 
www.newwaysministry.org OR 
301-277-5674. 

Feb. 7, 2009 

Day of Reflection for Parents of 
Lesbian Daughter & Gay Sons, 
Rochester, NY.  Catholic Gay & 
Lesbian Family Ministry, 
facilitated by Mary Ellen & Casey 
Lopata.  Info: fkennedy@dor.org. 

Feb. 20-22, 2009 

Next Steps: Developing Catholic 
Lesbian/Gay Ministry, St. David, 
AZ (near Tucson).  [See Nov. 14-
16.] Info: 
info@newwaysministry.org OR 
www.newwaysministry.org OR 
301-277-5674. 

Feb. 27-Mar. 6, 2009 

Sr. Jeannine Gramick, SL, 
LGBT-friendly pilgrimage to El 
Salvador: Land of Martyrs.  
Itinerary includes liturgy at site of 
Archbishop Romero's martyrdom.  
Info:  

www.newwaysministry.org/Pilgri
mage/pilg09brochure.pdf OR Sr. 
Jeannine at 301-864-3604 OR 
gramick@juno.com. 

May 1-3, 2009 

Next Steps: Developing Catholic 
Lesbian/Gay Ministry, Tiffin, 
OH (near Toledo).  [See Nov. 14-
16.] Info: 
info@newwaysministry.org OR 
www.newwaysministry.org OR 
301-277-5674. 

Jun 22-24, 2009 

New Ways Ministry retreat 
facilitated by Rev. Diarmuid 
O’Murchu.  Daylesford Abbey, 
Paoli, PA (near Philadelphia).  
Info: info@newwaysministry.org 
OR www.newwaysministry.org 
OR 301-277-5674. 

Jul 2-5, 2009 

DignityUSA 19th Biennial 
Convention.  Speakers include: 
Dr. Mary Hunt and Richard 
Rodriguez.  San Francisco, CA.  
Info: www.dignityusa.org. 

Aug. 7-9, 2009 

Next Steps: Developing Catholic 
Lesbian/Gay Ministry, Baton 
Rouge, LA.  [See Nov. 14-16.] 
Info: info@newwaysministry.org 
OR www.newwaysministry.org 
OR 301-277-5674. 

Sep. 23, 2009 

National Bisexuality Day.  Info: 
www.thetaskforce.org 

Sep 24-27, 2009 

Catholic Association of Lesbian 
and Gay Ministries (CALGM) 
National Conference.  Las Vegas 
NV.  Info: www.nacdlgm.org. 

Oct. 9-11, 2009 

New Ways Ministry retreat 
facilitated by Michael Crosby, 
OFM Cap.  Stella Maris Retreat 
Center, Skaneateles, NY (near 
Syracuse).  Info: 

info@newwaysministry.org OR 
www.newwaysministry.org OR 
301-277-5674. 

Oct. 11, 2009 

Solidarity Sunday.  Dedicated to 
the memory of the many, including 
LGBT persons, who lost their lives 
through violence because of who 
they were or who they were 
perceived to be. Info: 
www.dignityusa.org/solidarity.  
Oct. 11 is also National Coming 
Day. 

 

 
 

Since our August newsletter, 
25 people and/or groups 
contributed to Fortunate Families.  
Thank you so much for your 
commitment to supporting our 
efforts!!! 

Your donations enable us to 
produce this newsletter and to 
identify and produce resources for 
ministers, parents, and others. 

Contributions to the Len 
Szumiloski Memorial Fund enable 
us to send resources—including 
the book, Fortunate Families, and 
resource manuals, Seeds of Hope 
and More Seeds—to parents or 
pastoral ministers who may not be 
able to afford them. 

Your prayers and support 
strengthen our commitment to help 
families with LGBT members to 
know they are fortunate families. 

You can contribute online at 
www.fortunatefamilies.com/donate
.htm.  There, you can also print a 
form and send a check or charge. 

 
Fortunate Families, Inc. is a non-
profit, tax-exempt 501(c)(3) public 
charity organization. Contributions 
are fully tax-deductible. 
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