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·   Words to ponder 
·  My Big Fat Straight Wedding—Andrew Sullivan 
·  Moving Cardinal Newman's body runs into controversy—

Dennis Coday, NCR 
·  Mitcham wins Gold!—Cyd Zeigler, jr 
·   Gay Medal Count—Ryan Quinn  
·   Gay advocate criticizes cardinal's remarks before 

Anglicans—Tom Roberts, NCR 
·  Always Our Children: Accepting God’s Plan and the 

Church’s Ministry—Jackie Frett 
·  Did you know … ? 
·  Calendar/Thanks!  
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“I believe that as you tell your story, it helps you understand that you 
are not alone and that many other people have gay children or know 
someone who does. Telling your story to anyone willing to listen 
helps to dismiss the myths that the LGBT community are not just like 
everyone else. When was the last time you thought about choosing 
your sexuality or felt as a heterosexual that you could not be 
affectionate with your significant other in public without fear or 
judgment? I tell my story every chance I get...I want to educate and 
advocate. We should not care who people choose to LOVE!” 

-- Parent of LGBT person, commenting about 2006 Parents 
Voice Project survey question about “sharing.” 

“I believe that the more parents that can share with others that they 
have a GLBTQ child the more others will realize how common it 
really is. After all, we all have a sexuality and none of us got up one 
morning and decided that from this day forward I will only love men 
or women. I feel we are all born with the sexuality that we express."  

-- Parent of LGBT person, commenting about 2006 Parents 
Voice Project survey question about “sharing.” 
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Comment  September 2008  Atlantic Monthly 

By Andrew Sullivan 

Reprinted with permission�

What’s the difference between homosexuals and 
heterosexuals? In matters outside the bedroom, American 
culture and law are at last acknowledging that there is none. 
 
What if gays were straight? 
 
The question is absurd—gays are defined as not straight, 
right?—yet increasingly central to the debate over civil-
marriage rights. Here is how California’s Supreme Court 
put it in a key passage in its now-famous May 15 ruling 
that gay couples in California must be granted the right 
to marry, with no qualifications or euphemisms:  
 

These core substantive rights include, most 
fundamentally, the opportunity of an individual to 
establish—with the person with whom the individual 
has chosen to share his or her life—an officially 
recognized and protected family possessing mutual 
rights and responsibilities and entitled to the same 
respect and dignity accorded a union traditionally 
designated as marriage.  

 
What’s notable here is the starting point of the 
discussion: an “individual.” The individual citizen 
posited by the court is defined as prior to his or her 
sexual orientation. He or she exists as a person before he 
or she exists as straight or gay. And the right under 
discussion is defined as “the opportunity of an 
individual” to choose another “person” to “establish a 
family” in which reproduction and children are not 
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necessary. And so the distinction 
between gay and straight is 
essentially abolished. For all the 
debate about the law in this 
decision, the debate about the 
terms under 
discussion has been 
close to nonexistent. 
And yet in many ways, 
these terms are at the core of the 
decision, and are the reason why it 
is such a watershed. The ruling, 
and the language it uses, represents 
the removal of the premise of the 
last generation in favor of a 
premise accepted as a given by the 
next. 
 
The premise used to be that 
homosexuality was an activity, that 
gays were people who chose to 
behave badly; or, if they weren’t 
choosing to behave badly, were 
nonetheless suffering from a form 
of sickness or, in the words of the 
Vatican, an “objective disorder.” 
And so the question of whether to 
permit the acts and activities of 
such disordered individuals was a 
legitimate area of legislation and 
regulation.  
 
But when gays are seen as the 
same as straights—as individuals; 
as normal, well-adjusted, human 
individuals—the argument changes 
altogether. The question becomes a 
matter of how we treat a minority 
with an involuntary, defining 
characteristic along the lines of 
gender or race. And when a 
generation came of age that did not 
merely grasp this intellectually, but 
knew it from their own lives and 
friends and family members, then 
the logic for full equality became 
irresistible.  
 
This transformation in 
understanding happened 
organically. It began with the 
sexual revolution in the 1970s, and 
then came crashing into countless 

previously unaware families, as 
their sons and uncles and fathers 
died in vast numbers from AIDS in 
the 1980s and 1990s. It emerged as 
younger generations came out 
earlier and earlier, and as their 
peers came to see gay people as 
fellows and siblings, rather than as 
denizens of some distant and alien 
subculture. It happened as lesbian 
couples became parents and as gay 
soldiers challenged the 
discrimination against them. And it 
percolated up through 
the popular culture—
from Will & Grace and 
Ellen to almost every 
reality show since The Real World.  
 
What California’s court did, then, 
was not to recognize a new right to 
same-sex marriage. It was to 
acknowledge an emergent cultural 
consensus. And once that 
consensus had been accepted, the 
denial of the right to marry 
became, for many, a constitutional 
outrage. The right to marry, after 
all, is, as the court put it, “one of 
the basic, inalienable civil rights 
guaranteed to an individual.” Its 
denial was necessarily an 
outrage—and not merely an 
anomaly—because the right to 
marry has such deep and 
inalienable status in American 
constitutional law.  
 
The political theorist Hannah 
Arendt, addressing the debate over 
miscegenation laws during the 
civil-rights movement of the 
1950s, put it clearly enough:  
 

The right to marry whoever one 
wishes is an 

elementary 
human right 
compared to 

which ‘the right to attend an 
integrated school, the right to sit 
where one pleases on a bus, the 
right to go into any hotel or 

recreation area or place of 
amusement, regardless of one’s 
skin or color or race’ are minor 
indeed. Even political rights, like 
the right to vote, and nearly all 
other rights enumerated in the 
Constitution, are secondary to 
the inalienable human rights to 
‘life, liberty and the pursuit of 
happiness’ proclaimed in the 
Declaration of Independence; 
and to this category the right to 
home and marriage 
unquestionably belongs.  

 
Note that Arendt put the right to 
marry before even the right to 
vote. And this is how many gay 
people of the next generation see 
it. Born into straight families and 
reared to see homosexuality as a 
form of difference, not disability, 
they naturally wonder why they 
would be excluded from the 
integral institution of their own 
families’ lives and history. They 
see this exclusion as 
unimaginable—as unimaginable as 
straight people would if they were 
told that they could not legally 
marry someone of their choosing. 
No other institution has an 
equivalent power to include people 
in their own familial narrative or 
civic history as deeply or as 
powerfully as civil marriage does. 
And the next generation see 
themselves as people first and gay 
second.  
 
Born in a different era, I reached 
that conclusion through more pain 
and fear and self-loathing than my 
20-something fellow homosexuals 
do today. But it was always clear 
to me nonetheless. It just never 
fully came home to me until I too 
got married.  
 
It happened first when we told our 
families and friends of our 
intentions. Suddenly, they had a 
vocabulary to describe and 
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understand our relationship. I was 
no longer my partner’s “friend” or 
“boyfriend”; I was his fiancé. 
Suddenly, everyone involved 
themselves in our love. They asked 
how I had proposed; they inquired 
when the wedding would be; my 
straight friends made jokes about 
marriage that simply included me 
as one of them. At that first post-
engagement Christmas with my in-
laws, I felt something shift. They 
had always been welcoming and 
supportive. But now I was family. 
I felt an end—a sudden, fateful 
end—to an emotional 
displacement I had experienced 
since childhood.  
 

The wedding occurred 
last August in 

Massachusetts in 
front of a small 

group of family and close friends. 
And in that group, I suddenly 
realized, it was the heterosexuals 
who knew what to do, who guided 
the gay couple and our friends into 
the rituals and rites of family. Ours 
was not, we realized, a different 
institution, after all, and we were 
not different kinds of people. In 
the doing of it, it was the same as 
my sister’s wedding and we were 
the same as my sister and brother-
in-law. The strange, bewildering 
emotions of the moment, the cake 
and reception, the distracted 
children and weeping mothers, the 
morning’s butterflies and the 
night’s drunkenness: this was not a 
gay marriage; it was a marriage. 
  
And our families instantly and for 
the first time since our early 
childhood became not just 
institutions in which we were 
included, but institutions that we 
too owned and perpetuated. My 
sister spoke of her marriage as if it 
were interchangeable with my 
own, and my niece and nephew 
had no qualms in referring to my 

husband as their new uncle. The 
embossed invitations and the floral 
bouquets and the fear of fluffing 
our vows: in these tiny, bonding 
gestures of integration, we all 
came to see an alienating 
distinction become a unifying 
difference.  
 
It was a moment that shifted a 
sense of our own identity within 
our psyches and even our souls. 
Once this happens, the law 
eventually follows. In California 
this spring, it did. 
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By Dennis Coday, an NCR staff writer. His 
e-mail address is dcoday@ncronline.org.) 

Published: August 22, 2008 

Reprinted with permission 

The Catholic church’s attempt to 
exhume and quietly move the body 
of Cardinal John Henry Newman 
has run into controversy, with 
some saying Newman’s dying 
wishes are being ignored. 
 
Church officials plan to move 
Newman’s remains from a grave in 
a small cemetery in the English 
town of Rednal to the Oratory 
church in the city of Birmingham 
where it will be transferred to a 
marble sarcophagus and can be 
venerated by pilgrims. 
 
Newman wrote in his will that he 
wanted to be buried in the same 
grave as his longtime friend and 
spiritual companion, Fr. Ambrose 
St. John, whom Newman describes 
as the one great love of his life. 
 

Newman was an Anglican priest 
who led the Oxford movement in 
the 1830s to draw Anglicans to 
their Catholic roots. He converted 
to Catholicism at the age of 44 
after a succession of clashes with 
Anglican bishops made him a 
virtual outcast from the Church of 
England. He died in 1890. 
 
Church officials say the Vatican 
Congregation for Saints’ Causes 
wants Newman’s body to be 
moved into a setting that befits his 
status as a potential saint. His 
beatification is expected to be 
announced later this year.  
 
But British gay rights activist Peter 
Tatchell has described the removal 
“an act of religious desecration and 
moral vandalism.”  
 
In an interview with Ecumenical 
News International, Tatchell said, 
“Newman repeatedly made it clear 
that he wanted to be buried next to 
his life-long partner, Ambrose St 
John. No one gave the pope 
permission to defy Newman’s 
wishes.  
 
“The re-burial has only one aim in 
mind: to cover up Newman’s 
homosexuality and to disavow his 
love for another man. It is an act of 
shameless dishonesty and personal 
betrayal by the gay-hating Catholic 
Church,” Tatchell said. 
 

Ambrose St. John 
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Whether Newman and St. John’s 
relationship was an actively sexual 
one has never been clear, but it 
was indisputably intimate. 
 
After St John’s death in 1875, 
Newman wrote: “I have ever 
thought no bereavement was equal 
to that of a husband’s or wife’s, 
but I feel it difficult to believe that 
any can be greater, or anyone’s 
sorrow greater than mine.”  
 
St. John was also an Anglican 
priest who converted to 
Catholicism and joined Newman at 
the Oratory in Birmingham. (The 
Oratory of Saint Philip Neri is a 
congregation of Catholic priests 
and lay-brothers who live together 
in a community bound together by 
no formal vows but only with the 
bond of charity. Newman founded 
the Oratory in Birmingham in 
1848.) 
 
Their burial in the same 
grave was Newman’s 
emphatic wish, 
expressed in a note 
he wrote July 23, 
1876, to Fr. William 
Neville, his literary executor. The 
note reads: “I wish, with all my 
heart, to be buried in Fr. Ambrose 
St. John’s grave – and I give this 
my last, my imperative will.” 
 
It is the same note in which he 
dictates what would become his 
motto: Ex umbris et imaginibus in 
veritatem (from shadows and 
images into truth). 
 
The depth of Newman’s and St. 
John’s relationship is detailed in 
scholarly work on “loving 
coupledom,” titled The Friend by 
Allen Bray (University of Chicago 
Press, 2003). The Friend was 
named book of the year in 2004 by 
History Today, and received an 

Award for Excellence from the 
American Academy of Religion.  
 
One chapter of The Friend focuses 
on Newman and St. John. In it, 
Bray, a gay rights activist and 
respected British historian, 
explores the published works as 
well as memoirs, sermon notes and 
journals of Newman and his 
contemporaries. With this he 
reveals the intensity of Newman’s 
feelings for St. John.  
 
Newman was overwhelmed with 

grief at St. John’s death. 
He wrote: “This is the 
greatest affliction I 

have had in my life” 
and later: “a day does 

not pass without my having violent 
bursts of crying and they weaken 
me, I dread them.” 
 
Newman dedicated his Apologia to 
St. John: 
 
Bray concludes of Newman and St. 
John: “Their bond was spiritual. … 
Their love was not the less intense 
for being spiritual. Perhaps it was 
the more so.” 
 
Burial with St. John was not 
Newman’s only wish, according to 
Bray. He found in one of 
Newman’s manuscripts a sketch of 
a grave site that shows “a-s-j” 
buried below him and “e” and 
“joseph” on either side. At the 
actual site in Rednal, Newman’s 
casket rests on St. John’s and 
between Edward Caswall and 
Joseph Gordon, two men who 
joined Newman’s Oratory in its 
earliest days. All preceded him in 
death. 
 
Bray then tells this story:  
 
“Newman’s room in the Oratory at 
Birmingham [is] exactly as 
Newman left it when he died in 

1890. At the far side of the room is 
the altar where Newman (as a 
cardinal) said Mass, with the 
pictures of friends that he would 
remember at his Mass on the wall 
beside the altar. There one can see 
the pictures of Joseph Gordon, 
Ambrose St. John and Edward 
Caswall. These were as he put it, 
‘The three who from the first threw 
in their lot with me, from the 
moment they could do so.’ “ 
 
Church Times, a London-based 
Anglican newspaper, is conducting 
an online poll, asking the question: 
“Should Cardinal Newman’s 
remains be moved?” As this story 
was being posted the Church 
Times‘ poll was running 22 percent 
in favor of moving the body and 
78 percent against.  
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By Cyd Zeigler jr 

August 23rd, 2008, OutSports.com.   

Reprinted with permission 

In one of the biggest upsets at the 
Beijing Olympics, out diver 
Matthew Mitcham won a gold 
medal in the 10m platform. The 
Chinese were heavily favored in 
the event, and Mitcham was 
behind Zhou Luxin by about 35 
points going into the final dive. 
But Mitcham hit an unbelievable 
score of 112.10 on his sixth and 
final dive to win by just over three 
points. 
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“It’s absolutely surreal. I never 
thought that this would be 
possible,” Mitcham said. 

“I wasn’t even sure of my medal 
chances at all. After I did my last 
dive and I saw I was in first, I 
thought, “That’s it, it’s a silver 
medal, I am so happy with this’ 
and then I won. I can’t believe it, 
I’m so happy.” 

The win capped an amazing 
journey for Mitcham, who had quit 
diving two years ago battling 
depression and burnout. 

“Coming back and doing 
everything I did was to win an 
Olympic gold medal,” Mitcham 
said. “When I was training every 
single day, twice a day, eleven 
sessions a week, thirty hours a 
week before every single dive I 
said to myself; ‘I want to win an 
Olympic gold’. “It was all worth 
it.” 

Mitcham’s win denied China a 
sweep of the men’s and women’s 
diving gold medals. On his final 
dive, Mitcham to decided to go for 
broke, attempting a routine with a 
high degree of difficulty — a back 
2 1/2 somersault with 2 1/2 twists. 
He nailed it and scored a stunning 
112.10 points, getting perfect 10s 
from four of the seven judges.  

The door to the gold was left open 
when the previous diver and 
leader, China’s Zhou Luxin, 
flubbed his last dive, a reverse 3-
1/2 somersault in the tuck position. 
He got a quite low 74.80 score, 

which put Mitcham in front by 
only 4.8 points. How close was it? 
Zhou’s score on his last dive was 
seven points less than his second-
lowest scoring dive of the round. 

In the crowd watching his day for 
ages were members of his family 
and friends and his partner, 
Lachlan. Mitcham celebrated, 
cried and laughed as the results 
were announced. 

Lisa Dillman of the Los Angeles 
Times described the scene after: 
“Not only did he quit diving, but 
he battled depression and then took 
a big step, coming out in an 
interview with the Sydney 
Morning Herald earlier this year. 
The first thing he did in the mixed 
zone with print journalists was hug 
the reporter who handled the story 
with particular sensitivity.” 

“Being gay and diving are 
completely separate parts of my 
life,” he told journalists. “I’m 
happy with myself the way I am.” 

Exhausted, Mitcham let the 
moment sink in. 

“My cheeks hurt from smiling, my 
face hurts from the chlorine, my 
legs are sore from jumping up and 
down,” Mitcham said. 

“I’m in pain and I’m tired, but I’m 
so happy.” 
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By Ryan Quinn 

OutSports.com, August 23rd, 2008 

Statistically speaking, out athletes 
have been, as a group, 
disproportionately successful at 
these Olympic Games. The 11 
openly GLBT athletes Outsports 
has followed over the past two 
weeks raked in 4 golds, 2 silvers 
and 1 bronze medal. In other 
words, 64% of out athletes won a 
medal; a third of all out athletes 
won a gold medal. The medalists 
are: 

Gold: 

Matthew 
Mitcham, 
Australia 
(Diving, 10m 
platform); 
Natasha Kai, 
USA 
(Soccer); Gro Hammerseng & 
Katya Nyberg, Norway (Handball) 

Silver: 

Lauren Lappin 
and bi athlete 
Vicky Galindo, 
USA (Softball) 

 

Bronze: 

Linda 
Bresonik, 
Germany 
(Soccer) 
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Cardinal Walter Kasper, left, walks with 
Anglican Archbishop Rowan Williams of 
Canterbury (CNS photo/courtesy of 
Anglican Communion News Service) 
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By Tom Roberts 

Published August 6, 2008 on National 
Catholic Reporter 
(http://ncronline3.org/drupal) 

Reprinted with permission 

The leader of a group that 
advocates for gays and lesbians 
within the Catholic church took 
issue this week with Cardinal 
Walter Kasper’s speech before 
Anglican church leaders July 31 in 
which he reasserted the church’s 
view that homosexual behavior is 
“disordered.” Kasper sought a 
similar condemnation from the 
Anglican church. 

Francis DeBernardo, director of 
New Ways Ministry, a group that 
describes itself as a “gay-positive 
ministry of advocacy and justice 
for lesbian and gay Catholics,” 
said the cardinal’s remarks ignored 
certain elements of evolution in 
church thinking on homosexuality 
and the possibility that the thinking 
might develop further. 

Kasper, in his remarks to the 
Anglican bishops, drew attention 

to an earlier document that had 
been a product of dialogue 
between the two denominations 
“where it was noted that Anglicans 
agree with Catholics that 
homosexual activity is disordered, 
but that we might differ in the 
moral and pastoral advice we 
would offer to those seeking our 
counsel." 

In his speech to the Lambeth 
Conference in England, the once-
a-decade gathering of Anglican 
leaders, Kasper, head of the 
pontifical council for promoting 
Christian unity, also said that the 
Catholic church’s teaching on 
homosexuality “is well founded in 
the Old and in the New Testament, 
and therefore that faithfulness to 
the Scriptures and to apostolic 
tradition is at stake.”  

The worldwide Anglican 
communion is torn over the issue 
of homosexuality and the 
ordination of homosexuals. 

In the 1970s, said DeBernardo in 
an interview with NCR, the 
teaching against homosexual 
activity was based on natural law 
theory. “It wasn’t until 1986 that 
the Vatican introduced scriptural 

arguments to support 
this teaching. So 

the idea that 
upholding this 
teaching is 

necessary to be 
faithful to Scripture 

does not hold true.”  

He added that the Vatican’s view 
would uphold only “a particular 
interpretation of those texts which 
supports the Catholic teaching. 
Many scripture scholars, Catholic 
and Protestant, find that those texts 
do not refer to our contemporary 
understanding of homosexuality or 
to the concept of a loving 
committed relationship. The texts 

only refer to abusive sexual 
activity.” 

As for the claim of apostolic 
tradition, he said that tradition “has 
been evolving constantly over the 
centuries, even in regard to 
homosexuality.” In an earlier era, 
he said, the church did not claim, 
as it now does, that homosexual 
persons “had to be respected 
because of their intrinsic human 
dignity. That was an evolution in 
the tradition.”  If that sort of 
evolution can occur, he asks, “why 
can’t it also change in the area of 
sexual activity in the context of a 
committed relationship?” 
 
Roberts can be reached at 
troberts@ncronline.org [1]. 

Copyright © The National Catholic 
Reporter Publishing Company 
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Bulletin notice, by Jackie Frett, 
Clarendon Hills, IL Gay and Lesbian 
Ministry, jackiekf@aol.com. 
 
“The teachings of the Church make it 
clear that the fundamental human 
rights of homosexual persons must be 
defended and that all of us must strive 
to eliminate any forms of injustice, 
oppression, or violence against them.” 
(cf. The Pastoral Care of Homosexual 
Persons,1986,no.10) Excerpt from 
AOC 1997 
  
What can you say to “That’s so 
Gay?” 
It’s the start of another school year 
and along with it comes name 
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calling and bullying.  Some would 
prefer not to discuss GLBT (gay, 
lesbian, bisexual, transgender) 
issues insisting it has no place in 
school.  The fact is that it is 
already there in the form of anti-
GLBT hostility. Parents and 
teachers work diligently to create 
an atmosphere where all our 
children feel safe and ready to 
learn. But how do you stop the 
name calling?  What can you say 
to “That’s so Gay?” The following, 
from The Welcoming Schools 
Guide (2007), can help. 
 

·  Stop It 
 Keep it simple and quick. 
“Remember we don’t use put 
downs” 
“It’s not OK to use that Phrase.” 
“Do you know what gay means?” 
If you have time to educate on the 
spot do it. If not make time later. 

·  Educate 
Be clear that when 
they use the word 
“gay” in a negative 
way they are being 
disrespectful. They 
should know that this is hurtful to 
others who may have parents, 
aunts, uncles or other family 
members who are gay. 

·  Be Proactive 
Develop an environment of respect 
and caring for all students in your 
class and school. Establish school 
wide and classroom policies 
against name–calling.  

·  Don’t Ignore It 
Ignoring name-calling allows it to 
continue and possibly get worse. If 
students see you do nothing, they 
get the message that there is 
nothing wrong with it. 

·  Don’t Excuse The Behavior 
Saying “He doesn’t know what it 
means.” or “She’s just kidding” 
excuses the behavior. 

·  Don’t Try To Judge How 
Upset The Victim Was 

Often victims are embarrassed and 
pretend that they were not 
offended or hurt. Saying “Michael 
didn’t seem upset by Laura’s 
remark.” trivializes the victim’s 
feelings. It tells the harasser that it 
is OK to make hurtful comments. 
It teaches the victim and others in 
hearing range that they will not be 
protected from harassment. 
 
Just remember to act quickly and 
never ignore hurtful words or 
behavior. 
 
You can find helpful advice for 
teens at http://kidshealth.org look 
for Dealing With Bullying. 
 

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! 
 
 

 
 

)���*���+����,�---����
Hallmark Greeting Cards now 
offers same-sex wedding cards.  
Each store, however, can choose 
whether they want to offer them. 
-- AP. Aug. 21, 2008 

          
Starting in 2009, Norway will be 
the sixth country to extend 
marriage equality to same-sex 

couples.  The other five are 
Belgium, Canada, Netherlands, 
South Africa, and Spain. 
-- The Advocate.com  June 12, 2008 

          

The 2008 Out & Equal Workplace 
Survey found that 71% of 
heterosexual adults agree that how 
an employee performs at their job 
should be the standard for judging 
an employee, not whether or not 
they are transgender. 
-- MarketWatch, Sept. 2, 2008 

          

A Tufts University study reported 
in July’s Journal of Experimental 
Social Psychology suggests that 
there really is “Gaydar.”  The 
study claims that people can guess 
(better than chance) whether men 
were gay or straight by looking at 
photos of their faces.  Fifteen 
undergrads accurately determined 
whether men in the photos were 
gay or straight 60% of the time. 

-- Courant.com, Aug. 21, 2008 

          

A recent Zogby International poll 
indicates that more than 60% of 
registered voters would support a 
qualified gay candidate for the 
presidency. 
 -- Los Angeles Times, Aug. 27, 2008 

          

On Sept. 6, 2008, Fortunate 
Families facilitated a Day of 
Reflection for Catholic parents of 
LGBT persons at St. Matthew’s in 
Baltimore, MD.  Twenty-three 
people participated.  Photo below. 
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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! 

����
����	���
������
Oct 3-5, 2008 

New Ways 
Ministry 
Workshop/Retreat 
for Lesbian/Gay Catholics, 
Parents, Pastoral Ministers and 
other interested persons.  
Franciscan Spiritual Center, 
Aston, PA (outside Philadelphia).  
Fr. James Halstead, Facilitator.  
Info: www.newwaysministry.org. 

Oct 17-19, 2008 

Emmaus retreat for Gay & 
Lesbian Catholics and Parents of 
Gay & Lesbian Catholics.  Jesuit 
Retreat House, Cleveland OH.  
Info: www.jrh-cleveland.org. 

Oct. 17-19, 2008 

Next Steps: Developing Catholic 
Lesbian/Gay Ministry, Eureka, 
MO (near St. Louis).  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: 
NewWaysM@verizon.net, or 
www.newwaysministry.org. 

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.  They will also present 
a workshop.  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.  [See Oct. 17-19 Next Steps 
event for description.] Info: 
NewWaysM@verizon.net. 

Jan. 23-25, 2009 

Next Steps: Developing Catholic 
Lesbian/Gay Ministry, St. Leo, 
FL (near Tampa).  [See Oct. 17-
19 Next Steps event for 
description.] Info: 
NewWaysM@verizon.net. 

Feb. 20-22, 2009 

Next Steps: Developing Catholic 
Lesbian/Gay Ministry, St. David, 
AZ (near Tucson).  [See Oct. 17-
19 Next Steps event for 
description.] Info: 
NewWaysM@verizon.net. 

Feb. 27-Mar. 6, 2009 

Sr. Jeannine Gramick LGBT-
friendly pilgrimage to El 
Salvador: Land of Martyrs .  
Contact: Sr. Jeannine Gramick at 
301-864-3604 or 
Gramick@juno.com. 

May 1-3, 2009 

Next Steps: Developing Catholic 
Lesbian/Gay Ministry, Tiffin, 
OH (near Toledo).  [See Oct. 17-
19 Next Steps event for 
description.] Info: 
NewWaysM@verizon.net. 

 

 

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 Oct. 17-19 Next 
Steps event for description.] Info: 
NewWaysM@verizon.net. 

 

 
 

Since our August newsletter, 
19 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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