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·   Words to ponder 
·  More Listening Parents added to Network  
·  A Father’s Day Gift–for a Mother – Mary-Ellen Mohring  
·  Other people’s judgments – John Corvino  
·  Always and everywhere? – John Corvino 
·  Blessings!!! – Terri & Rich Dalke 
·  Family Day 2009 Proclamation – Barack Obama 
·  Suggestions for Assessing Gay and Lesbian Related 

Legislation – Casey & Mary Ellen Lopata 
·  Fortunate Families Board realignment  
·  Did you know…??? / Calendar / Thanks! 
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“… there is no scientific evidence to support the claim that unit 
cohesion will be negatively affected if homosexuals serve openly." 

--U.S. Air Force Col. Om Prakash, in a report for Joint 
Force Quarterly, as quoted by The Boston Globe 

 
"How could our society grant more rights to a heterosexual one-
night-stand wedding in Vegas, than a gay couple that has been 
together for three, five, 10 years of true love?  ….  I am willing to bet 
that same-sex marriages have a higher success rate than 
heterosexual marriages.”  

-- Baltimore Ravens linebacker Brendon Ayanbadejo in a 
Huffington Post interview, reported 10-2-09 in the Washington Blade 

 
“I understand my time in the spotlight is probably limited.  The more 
times you have to lend your name to a cause you believe in, you 
should do that.” 

-- New Orleans Saints linebacker Scott Fujita supporting 
the Oct. 11, National Equality March for LGBT rights in Washington 
DC; reported in Dave Zirin’s 10-6-09 on-line column (sports 
correspondent for the Nation Magazine). 
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s of September 19, there are 94 Listening Parents 
(in 66 households) in the Fortunate Families 

Listening Parents Network (LPN), almost double the 
number when launched on January 28, 2009.  Listening 
Parents are in 26 states and 3 Canadian provinces, and in 
50 dioceses.   
  
View the list of Catholic parents of LGBT daughters and 
sons who are willing to listen to and share their 
experiences with other parents on the Fortunate Families 
website (www.fortunatefamilies.com/listen.htm).  Sorted 
by state, you can also sort by ZIP, kinship, or name by 
clicking on the column header.  The listing also includes 
pertinent experience, education or other info for each LP 
and, in some cases, stories and articles by or about the 
LP, which a click on the title will take you to. 
  
The Listening Parents Network has given at least 30 
Catholic parents the opportunity to talk with another 
parent who has journeyed through the challenging 
process of coming to terms with the implications of 
learning that he or she has an LGBT daughter or 
son.  The expanded Network offers even more parents 
that opportunity.  Their journey would almost certainly 
be longer and bumpier without the support of a Listening 
Parent. Even for parents who don’t call, simply knowing 
this list exists, tells them they are in good company and 
gives them hope that they can get through this too.   
 
If you know any of these Listening Parents, consider 
sending them a thank you note to support them in their 
ministerial work. 
 
Thank you Listening Parents!   
 

A 
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by Mary-Ellen Mohring 
Milford CT 
 

ather’s Day 2009, my husband 
and I sat in our parish church 

of 29 years.  Though it is a warm 
parish with an honest, friendly 
priest, I often feel separate and 
lonely in my Church. The Catholic 
Church has an enormous capacity 
for loving the sick, poor and 
disenfranchised.  But to this love 
they add a huge dollop of 
intolerance and contempt of LGBT 
people.  It bears such bitter fruit.  
 
As part of his Father’s Day 
homily, our priest extolled the 

virtue of loving fathers 
of all kinds of children – 
happy children, sad 
children, bright children, 
those with disabilities, 

scalawags and the well behaved.  
On and on he spoke, including 
almost everyone.  Yet again, there 
was no mention of gay, lesbian and 
transgender children or their 
fathers.   We are the invisible 
families, the ‘elephants in the 
room.’ My child is not valued as 
others are valued. Our family is 
not acknowledged.  
 
Surprised by my deep feelings of 
pain and abandonment, I cried 
silently as I raged to our Lord 
about my frustration and 
disappointment in the Church. This 
moment was my breaking point 
and it left me feeling desolate.  I 

wondered why I was sitting there. I 
was not welcome.  I felt I should 
just leave the Roman Catholic 
Church and go elsewhere. 
   
But God has other plans.  When 
our priest gave the sending forth 
prayer from the altar, he shocked 
me by saying loud and clear: “God 
bless the fathers who love and 
support their gay and lesbian 
children.” Truly I almost fell out of 
the pew! After mass I told him 
how much that one statement 
meant to me.  He said he intended 
to include it in the homily but 
simply forgot.  Then he laughed 
and said I must have sent him 
thought waves to jog his memory. 
 
Please know that the Church did 
not fall down; people did not 
scream and run out in shock.  
Actually, no one even seemed to 
notice that one priest, in one 
parish, made LGBT families feel 
welcomed and acknowledged. He 
also kept one mother in the 
Catholic Church – at least for now. 
 
 

 

.� ��	
��	��!	���"���#	���  

 

by John Corvino.  Aug. 28, 2009  

ou don’t just want us to 
tolerate what you gay 

people do,” my skeptical 
questioner announced, “you want 
us to think that it’s RIGHT.” 

Whenever I hear this point–and it’s 
pretty often–I always think to 
myself, “Duh.” Of course I want 
people to think homosexuality is 
“right.” Why would anyone think I 
wouldn’t?  

Actually, the latter question is not 
entirely rhetorical. Even my fellow 
gays ask me why we should care 
about other people’s moral 
approval. Beyond the obvious 
pragmatic advantages - for 
example, more moral approval 
means more favorable voting 
attitudes means more legal rights 
means an easier life - why should 
we give a damn what other people 
think? And while we’re on the 
subject, why should THEY care? 
Why are our lives any of their 
business? 

There’s a myth circulating among 
well-meaning people that 
“morality is a private matter,” and 
that therefore “we shouldn’t judge 
other people.” This is nonsense of 
the highest order. Morality is about 
how we treat one another. It’s 
about fairness and justice. It’s 
about what we as a society are 
willing to tolerate, what we 
positively encourage, and what we 
absolutely forbid. It is the furthest 
thing from a private matter. 

There’s a story I always tell in my 
introductory ethics classes about a 
freshman who wrote a paper 
defending moral relativism. His 
paper was laden with references to 
what’s “true for you” versus 
what’s “true for me,” what’s “right 
for you” versus what’s “right for 
me” and so on. I gave the paper an 
F. Surprised and angry, the student 
came to my office demanding a 
justification. 

“Well,” I carefully explained, “I 
graded your paper the way I grade 
all papers. I stood at the top of a 
staircase and threw a batch of 
papers down the stairs. Those that 

landed on the 
first few stairs 
got A’s…then 
B’s, C’s and so 
on. You wrote a 

long, heavy paper. It went to the 
bottom of the stairs. It got an F.” 

F 

“Y  
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“That’s not right!” he blurted out. 

“You mean, that’s not right…FOR 
YOU,” I responded, grinning. 

The moral of the story (aside from, 
tenured professors do the darndest 
things) is this: despite all of our 
talk of “right for you,” deep down 
we believe in public moral 
standards. We may disagree about 
what those are, and about what 
actions fall under their purview - 
but we still believe that right and 
wrong aren’t entirely relative. (For 
the record, the grading story is 
entirely fictional.) 

One might object that grading 
affects other, non-consenting 
people, whereas relationships 
affect only the people involved. 
There are two problems with this 
objection. 

The main one is that the latter 
point is just false. Unless one 
endorses a “Don’t Ask, Don’t 
Tell” secrecy, relationships have a 
public presence and thus public 

consequences. Gays 
aren’t waging the 
marriage battle just so 
we can all go back in 
the closet. Like most 

people, we want to stand up before 
family and friends, proclaim our 
love, have it celebrated for the 
beautiful thing that it is. (At least, 
that’s what many of us want.) 

We want to send the message to 
young gays and lesbians that 
there’s nothing wrong with them; 
that they, too, deserve to love and 
be loved, and that there’s nothing 
sinful or wrong about that. We 
want to be treated equally in the 
eyes of the law. All of these aims 
affect other people in various 
ways. 

Second, the objection invites the 
response, “Says who?” Who 
decides that only actions affecting 
other people are appropriate targets 

of moral scrutiny? Who decides 
that that’s the right way to look at 
morality? And there’s no way to 
answer such questions without 
engaging in a bit of moralizing. 
Value judgments are inescapable 
that way. 

Those who claim that they’re not 
taking any moral stances about 
other people’s lives are, by that 
very claim, taking a moral stance 
about other people’s lives - a 
“tolerant’ one, though not 
necessarily a very admirable one. 
Sometimes, other people’s 
behavior really sucks, and we 
should say so. 

“Saying so” is part of the 
confusion here. There’s a 
difference between MAKING 
moral judgments and OFFERING 
them, not to mention a difference 

between offering them 
respectfully and wagging 

your finger in 
people’s faces. 
The latter is not 

just self-righteous; it’s generally 
counterproductive. I suspect when 
people say that “we shouldn’t 
judge other people,” it’s really the 
latter, pompous kind of moralizing 
they’re concerned to avoid. But we 
shouldn’t confuse the rejection of 
bad moralizing with the rejection 
of moralizing altogether. 

In short, we should care what other 
people think, and do, because the 
moral fabric touches us all. 

******************** 

John Corvino, Ph.D. is an author, 
speaker, and philosophy professor at 
Wayne State University in Detroit. His 
column “The Gay Moralist” appears 
Fridays on 365gay.com. 

For more about John Corvino, or to 
see clips from his “What’s Morally 
Wrong with Homosexuality?” DVD, 
visit www.johncorvino.com. 
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By John Corvino, 
Sept. 4, 2009 

arriage-
equality opponents 

frequently claim that marriage has 
been heterosexual since…well, 
since FOREVER, and that it is 
arrogant and foolish to tinker with 
such a pervasive human 
institution.  

Whatever its logical shortcomings, 
the “always and everywhere” 
argument is rhetorically effective. 
Even gay-rights advocates concede 
that marriage equality seemed 
unthinkable just a decade or two 
ago. Imagine how novel it appears 
to those who, unlike us, have no 
direct stake in the issue.   

It’s tempting to respond that lots of 
things that seemed unthinkable a 
few decades ago - iPhones, 
Facebook, Sarah Palin–are, for 
better or worse, now familiar. But 
the reluctance to tinker with 
marriage is deep-seated. The 
“always and everywhere” 
argument demands a response that 
is not only logically sound but also 
rhetorically compelling.   

Several responses are worth 
pondering. I’ve given them each 
names for convenience:  

(1) False premise: The claim that 
marriage has always been 
exclusively heterosexual suffers 
from what should be a fatal flaw: it 
is simply not true. Same-sex 
marriages have been documented 
in a number of cultures, notably 
some African and Pacific Island 
cultures.  

Marriage-equality opponents retort 
that these marriages are not quite 
the same as modern same-sex 

M 
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marriages, since they typically 
involve a kind of gender 
transformation of one of the 
partners. But this 
response is a red 
herring. Sure, 
homosexual marriages in these 
cultures look different from ours in 
various respects - but so do their 
heterosexual marriages. 

More important, it is doubtful that 
opponents would abandon their 
objection to contemporary same-
sex marriages as long as one 
partner agreed to be the “wife” and 
the other the “husband.”  

The real problem with the “false 
premise” response is rhetorical: 
The response depends on 
anthropological data unfamiliar to 
most people, and it appeals to 
“exotic” cultures whose practices 
most Americans find irrelevant.  

(2) Heteronormativity: Rhetorical 
considerations would also weigh 
against using words like 
“heteronormativity” when 
responding to people’s basic fears 
about marriage. But it’s 
nonetheless true that the “always 
and everywhere” argument begs 
the question against those who 
argue - quite rightly - that the 
heterosexual majority tends to 
oppress the homosexual minority 
always and everywhere. 

Because of that oppression, 
recorded history often ignores or 
erases our lives and 
commitments.   

Keep in mind that just a few 
decades ago, gays and lesbians 
were still considered mentally ill in 
much of the West; even today, 
gays are stoned to death in parts of 
the world. Against that backdrop, 
it’s not surprising that same-sex 
marriage seems newfangled. 

The marriage-equality movement 
owes as much to an improved 
understanding of sexuality as it 
does to changing views about 
marriage.  

(3) Not Mandatory: Even granting 
the (false) premise that marriage 
has been heterosexual “always and 
everywhere,” so what? No one is 
proposing that same-sex marriage 
be made mandatory. Heterosexual 
marriage will continue to exist 
“always and everywhere” for those 
who seek it, even while society 
recognizes that it’s not appropriate 
for everyone. The opponents’ 
argument seems to play on the 
irrational notion that giving 
marriage to gays somehow means 
taking it away from straights.  

(4) Non-Sequitur: Let’s concede to 
marriage-equality opponents that 
history and tradition are important, 
and that we should be cautious 
about changes to major social 
institutions. Yet even if (contrary 
to fact) marriage were heterosexual 
“always and everywhere,” it does 
not follow that marriage cannot 
expand and evolve. One should 
never confuse a reasonable caution 
with a stubborn complacency.  

Increasingly, that complacency is 
more than stubborn–it’s 
unconscionable. Marriage-equality 
opponents can no longer ignore the 

fact that we fall in 
love, just like they 
do; that our 

relationships have 
positive effects in our 

lives and the lives of those around 
us, and that we reasonably seek to 
protect and nurture these 
relationships. If not marriage for 
us, then what?   

Ultimately, the problem with the 
“always and everywhere” 
argument is that each new same-
sex marriage is a living 

counterexample to it. Whatever 
happened in the past, we have 
marriage equality now–in a small 
but growing number of places. 
These same-sex marriages are by 
and large bearing good fruit. 

If ignoring tradition is “arrogant 
and foolish,” ignoring the evidence 
unfolding before us is 
exponentially so.  
 
 ******************** 
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by Terri and Rich Dalke 

Blessings!!!  We 
are recipients of 
SO many.  Our 
Faith, our Faith 

Community, the 
love and acceptance 
of our God.  With 
hearts overflowing 

with gratitude we want to share a 
beautiful story made possible 
because of the gift of our precious 
son Scott, who happens to be gay.   

In 1996 when Scott came out to us 
we were overwhelmed with a 
myriad of feelings; fear, pain, loss, 
hopelessness, shame, guilt, 
powerlessness, devastation and 
betrayal. 

Today, thirteen years later, we 
continue to be amazed at the 
blessing Scott’s orientation is to 
our family. 

After ten plus years of ministry to 
parents of LGBT children we have 
begun a new journey with our faith 
community.  As a result of parish 
wide catechesis, two beautiful sets 
of same gender parents and their 
children have become our dear and 
precious friends.    

The first gay family to touch our 
lives, Ron-Michael, his partner of 
11 years, Anthony and their 



� 5 

precious son Nate (4) were joined 
by our second beautiful family, 
Ellyn, her partner of 6 years, Cathy 
and their precious daughters, 
Grace (7) and Sophie (4).  We 
have shared dinner with this 
“crew” on several occasions 
following our Saturday evening 
liturgy.  We are privileged to call 
each friend and to share a deep 
love and mutual support with these 
families.   

All three of the children are 
enrolled in our Parish Faith 
Formation Program.  Ellyn tells 
this story;   

A couple of weeks ago Grace and 
Sophie were sitting at the kitchen 
table creating beautiful works of 
art while Ellyn prepared dinner.  In 
the midst of her art work Sophie 
said “Mom, I was thinking about 
Jesus’ family.”  Ellyn asked 

“…and what were 
you thinking?”  
Four year old 
Sophie 

responded, “Well, in Jesus’ family 
there were two dads, Joseph and 
God the Father and then there was 
the birth-mom, Mary”   

With great joy, Sophie then 
proclaimed!!!!   

“Mom, Jesus’ family is ‘just’  
like Nate’s family” 

And so there we have it.  Out 
of the mouths of babes!!! 

 
Stories make a difference! 

Did something you or someone you 
know do or say make a positive 
difference? … make someone more 
empathetic—a family member, priest, 
bishop, legislator?   Tell us about it. 
Your story could make the difference 
in someone’s life.  Your story might 
be exactly what someone else needs to 
hear! 
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ur family provides one of the 
strongest influences on our 

lives. American families from 
every walk of life have taught us 
time and again that children raised 
in loving, caring homes have the 
ability to reject negative behaviors 
and reach their highest potential. 
Whether children are raised by two 
parents, a single parent, 
grandparents, a same-sex couple, 
or a guardian, families encourage 
us to do our best and enable us to 
accomplish great things. Today, 
our children are confronting issues 
of drug and alcohol use with 
astonishing regularity. On Family 
Day, we honor the dedication of 
parents, commend the 
achievements of their children, and 
celebrate the contributions our 
Nation's families have made to 
combat substance abuse among 
young people.  

The 21st century presents families 
with unprecedented challenges. 
Millions of women and men are 
struggling to balance the demands 
of their jobs with the needs of their 
families. At the same time, our 
youngest generation faces 
countless distractions in their 
social environment. They are 
coming of age in a world where 
electronic devices have replaced 

the playground, televisions have 
preempted conversation, and 
pressure to use drug and alcohol is 
far too prevalent. Parents bear 
significant stress and burdens to 
protect their children from harmful 
influences. 

It is our responsibility to talk with 
adolescents about the risks of 
abusing alcohol, tobacco, or 
prescription and illicit drugs, and 
other harmful behaviors. These 
substances can destroy the mind, 
body, and spirit of a child, 
jeopardizing their health and 
limiting their potential. Active 
parents, voicing their disapproval 
of drug use, have proven 
themselves to be the most effective 
preventative method for keeping 
our children drug-free. A strong 
and engaged family can make all 
the difference in helping young 
people make healthy decisions. 

By coming together as a family 
and discussing the events of the 
day, parents can foster open 
communication, share joys and 
concerns, and help guide their 
children toward healthy decision 
making. A strong nation is made 
up of strong families, and on this 
Family Day, we rededicate 
ourselves to ensuring that every 
American family has the chance to 
build a better, healthier future for 
themselves and their children. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, BARACK 
OBAMA, President of the United 
States of America, by virtue of the 
authority vested in me by the 
Constitution and the laws of the 
United States, do hereby proclaim 
September 28, 2009, as Family 
Day. I call upon the people of the 
United States to join together in 
observing this day with appropriate 
ceremonies and activities to honor 
and strengthen our Nation's 
families. 

O 



� 6 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have 
hereunto set my hand this twenty-
eighth day of September, in the 
year of our Lord two thousand 
nine, and of the Independence of 
the United States of America the 
two hundred and thirty-fourth. 

BARACK OBAMA 

.  

 

(���	���������
����	������
���������	�)����4	!��	��
�	���!������
by Casey Lopata 

Follow the best of the moral 
teaching tradition of the church. 

 “Homosexual [persons] have a 
right to respect, friendship and 
justice.” 

 --  “To Live in Christ Jesus,” U.S. 
Bishops, 1976; and Human 
Sexuality, USCC, 1991 

 “The teaching of the church 
makes it clear that the 
fundamental human rights of 
homosexual persons must be 
defended and that all of us must 
strive to eliminate any form of 
injustice, oppression, or violence 
against them.  It is not sufficient 
only to avoid unjust 
discrimination. . . . Nothing in 
the Bible or in Catholic teaching 
can be used to justify prejudicial 
or discriminatory attitudes and 
behaviors.” 

 --  “Always Our Children,” NCCB 
Committee on Marriage and Family, 
June 1998 

  

Don’t undermine people’s civil 
rights because of what may 
happen. 

 “Having a homosexual 
orientation does not necessarily 
mean a person will engage in 
homosexual activity.” 

 --  “Always Our Children” 

 “[T]here is no scientific 
discourse which verifies that 
punishing instances of 
discrimination against gay 
people affects the well-being of 
heterosexual couples and (or) 
their children. . . . What is more, 
there are studies which have had 
some success in demonstrating 
that the decriminalization of 
homosexuality and the adoption 
of gay and lesbian rights 
ordinances do not have an 
appreciable effect on the general 
population’s willingness to enter 
into marriage, to raise families, 
and to do both of these without 
interference; nor do they entail 
more public solicitation, an 
increase in sexually transmitted 
diseases, or other ‘negative 
consequences so often detailed in 
parliamentary debates and 
arguments of opponents’ of the 
gay liberation movement.  In 
light of this research, allowing 
oneself to be guided by the fear 
that gay rights legislation will 
sound the death knell for 
marriage and the family is at 
least as problematic as opposing 
the legal availability of 
contraceptives for the same 
reason.” 

 --  Richard Peddicord, Gay & 
Lesbian Rights: A Question: Sexual 
Ethics or Social Justice?, 1996 

 
Focus on social justice for the 
person, rather than a sexual 
ethics issue. 

 “[C]oncentrate on the person, not 
on the homosexual orientation 
itself.”  

 --  “Always Our Children” 

 “Justice 
precedes sexual 
ethics: 
regardless of the 

private sexual acts to which 
adults give their consent, they 
are, as human beings, to be 
treated fairly--with the respect 
that is their due as children of 
the one God and Father of all.” 

 
 “If . . . one accepts that people 

have the right to follow their 
conscience on such an important 
matter as their religious 
affiliation and practice . . . it 
would follow that one should be 
free from societal and (or) 
governmental interference in 
terms of a conscientious decision 
to enter into an intimate 
relationship with a member of 
the same sex.” 

 --  Two preceding quotes from 
Richard Peddicord, Gay & Lesbian 
Rights 

 
Bear in mind the distinction 
between morality and legality. 

 “It is not the direct function of 
the Church to create a social 
order, any more than it is the 
direct function of the state to 
save souls.” 

 --  John Courtney Murray, “The 
Problem of State Religion,” 
Theological Studies, 12, (1951) 

 There is no moral obligation to 
enact public policy to prohibit an 
act simply because it is immoral.  
Rather, there is a moral 
obligation to prohibit an act only 
if 1) the act poses a real and 
serious threat to society, and 2) 
prohibition of the act doesn’t 
result in greater harm to society. 

 --  Paraphrase from John Tuohey, 
“The CDF and Homosexuals: 
Rewriting the Moral Tradition,” 
America, September, 1992 

 “As long as we are dealing with 
the conscientious decisions of 
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consenting adults in private, 
government has no rationale for 
involvement and the church has 
no mandate that people be 
coerced to accept its reading of 
the moral valence of such 
behaviors.  At the same time, 
protecting the individual’s right 
to structure the intimate details 
of her private life does fall to the 
government.” 

 “[F]ornication is not a criminal 
offense in the United States.  
Does that mean that the 
unmarried American has a 
‘right’ to fornication?  Not at all.  
It simply means that she has a 
right not to be prosecuted and 
punished for her acts of 
fornication.” 

 “Support for gay and lesbian 
rights legislation and (or) 
municipal ordinances is well 
within the parameters of 
Catholic moral teaching. . . . [I]t 
is inconsistent for members of 
the American Catholic hierarchy 
to call for justice for gay people 
and then attempt to block the 
legislation which would serve to 
ensure this justice.” 

 --  Three preceding quotes from 
Richard Peddicord, Gay & Lesbian 
Rights 

 
Before acting, get the perspective 
of Catholic gay and lesbian 
people. 

 “Society criticizes us for not 
having stable relationships, and 
then criticizes us for asking for 
legislation that would encourage 
and support stable relationships 
for us.” 

 --  What you might hear from a 
Catholic gay or lesbian person 

  “[T]he structure must not only 
allow the emergence of the 
opposition, give it the 
opportunity to express itself, but 
also must make it possible for the 

opposition to function for the 
good of the community . . .” 

 --  Karol Wojtyla, later Pope John 
Paul II, in An Anthology, Alfred 
Bloch and George T. Czuczka, eds., 
(New York: Crossroads, 1981) 

These five points suggest two 
guiding principles, framed as 
questions, for assessing the merits 
of gay and lesbian related 
legislation: 

1) Does this legislation [or lack 
of it] treat justly a group of 
people who are like all other 
people except that they are 
oriented to fall in love with 
someone of the same sex? 

2) Does this legislation [or lack 
of it] pose a real and serious 
threat to society, and would 
there be greater harm to 
society with [or without] this 
law? 

 

�
L to R: Deb Word, Casey Lopata, Mary 
Ellen Lopata, Myrna Ohmann, Linda Karle 
Nelson, Tom Nelson, Ann Franczyk, Jerry 
Furlong.  Not pictured: Michael Harmuth. 
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Founded in 2004, Fortunate 
Families has grown in reach, in 
number of supporters and in 
number of board members (from 
an initial steering committee of 
five to now nine board members).  
However, our board has also 
grown in age.  But the wisdom 
gained from our experience has 
become less relevant to today’s 

Catholic parents whose children 
are coming out earlier and earlier 
(many in high school and 
increasingly in middle school as 
described in a Sept. 27, 2009 NY 
Times article which says there are 
over 4000 Gay Straight Alliances 
in U.S. high schools and at least 
120 in middle schools). 

In light of this, the 
board is addressing 
how Fortunate 
Families can better 

meet the needs of parents whose 
children are coming out now.  For 
Fortunate Families to continue to 
be effective, we hope to increase 
the number of board members 
(including, hopefully, a Latino/a 
parent) add younger parents to the 
board, and add parents to the board 
whose children came out at 
younger ages. 

We will also be looking for 
volunteers with specific skills – 
more about this in future issues. 

Board realignment: 

As one small step toward this 
future, in addition to welcoming 
two new board members in June, 
we realigned board officer 
positions in our September 
meeting.  Having served as board 
president since its founding in 
2004, Mary Ellen Lopata stepped 
away from that position, and Casey 
Lopata was elected to serve as 
president through June of 2010.  
Also elected were Myrna Ohmann, 
vice-president; Mary Ellen Lopata, 
treasurer; and Ann Franczyk, 
secretary.  

We are grateful for the presidential 
leadership provided by Mary Ellen 
during the past five years.  We are 
also grateful for the service and 
commitment of all our board 
members during the past year, 
particularly Linda Karle Nelson 
and Jerry Furlong who respectively 
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served as vice-president and 
secretary.  

We also identified more crisply the 
roles and responsibilities of 
various board members, some of 
which can be seen by the titles 
added after their names on the 
sidebar on the first page of this 
newsletter. 

How you can help: 

We’re always looking for ways in 
which Fortunate Families can 
better meet its mission – to serve 
as a resource and networking 
ministry with Catholic parents of 
lesbian, gay, bisexual and 
transgender children, promoting 
and facilitating personal, 
meaningful, and respectful 
conversation in support of justice 
for our LGBT daughters and sons.  
Your suggestions are always 
welcome! 

We’d especially like to receive 
suggestions from younger parents 
(we’ll leave “younger” undefined!) 
and from parents whose child(ren) 
came out during high school or 
earlier.   

You can contact any board 
member with your suggestions. 

Ultimately, our goal is that there 
will no longer be the need for a 
Fortunate Families group because 
the Church will be fully affirming 
of LGBT persons as who they are.  
With the empowerment of the 
Holy Spirit, may we get there  -- 
sooner rather than later.   

 

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! 

�������������7�%%%�

A Pew Research Center survey 
released Sept. 9, 2009 indicated 
that Americans believe gay and 
lesbian persons faced more 
discrimination (64% said there was 
a “lot” of discrimination against 
them) than Muslims (58%, 
Hispanics (52%), Blacks (49%), 
Women (37%), or Jews (35%)   

-- Reported in 
GayPolitics.com Set. 10, 2009 

          

 

Same-sex marriage became legal 
in Vermont on Sept. 1, 2009.  To 
celebrate, Ben & Jerry's renamed 
its Chubby Hubby ice cream flavor 
"Hubby Hubby" for the month. 

"From the very beginning of our 
30 year history, we have supported 
equal rights for all people," Walt 
Freese, Ben & Jerry's CEO, said in 
a statement. "The legalization of 
marriage for gay and lesbian 
couples in Vermont is certainly a 
step in the right direction and 
something worth celebrating with 
peace, love and plenty of ice 
cream." 

 -- Slashfood 9-1-09�
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An Oct. 3, 2009 New York Times 
story reported that a couple’s 
lifetime cost for being gay was 
between $41K and $467K.  The 
study considered health insurance, 
social security, estate taxes, 
childbearing, pension, spousal 
IRA, tax preparation, financial 
planning, and income taxes.  

6�!	���
��
Nov. 6-8, 2009 

Call To Acton, 
Milwaukee, WI.  Info: www.cta-
usa.org. 

Nov. 21, 2009 (Sat) 

Day of Reflection for Catholic 
Parents and Family Members of 
Lesbian Daughters & Gay Sons.  
9am–3pm.  Based on “Always Our 
Children.”  Benedictine Sisters 
Shalom Prayer Center, Mt. Angel, 
OR.  Florence & Steve Balog: 
Facilitators.  Info: (503) 845-7850 
or sandfbalog@mtangel.net. 

A NOTE TO “SNOWBIRDS” 
 

If you receive the FF newsletter by 
mail and plan to be away from 
home for an extended period of 
time and have your mail forwarded 
to you, please let us know.  The 
Post Office will not forward mail 
sent at bulk rates; they notify us 
with a $.50 charge for each piece.  
If we know when you’ll be gone, 
we can either send the newsletter 
by First Class mail (which will be 
forwarded) or mail those you’ve 
missed when you get back home.  
A third option is to send it by 
email—if that’s possible for you. 

 

Since our September newsletter 28 
people and/or groups contributed 
to Fortunate Families.  Thank you 
for enabling us to sustain this 
ministry to, with, for and by 
parents of lesbian, gay, bisexual 
and transgender daughters and 
sons!! 
 
Fortunate Families, Inc. is a non-
profit, tax-exempt 501(c)(3) public 
charity organization. Contributions are 
fully tax-deductible. 
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