The Faithful of St. Brendan Pavish

384 Bartiord Bberue
Bellingham, Maggachusetts 02019-1217
Tel. 508-966-0260 / ffax. 508-966-4404

Good Shepherd Sunday
April 13, 2008

His Eminence Sean P. O’Malley, OFM Cap.
Archbishop of Boston

2121 Commonwealth Avenue

Brighton, Massachusetts 02135

Your Eminence,
May the joy of the Risen Lord be with you! Surrexit sicut dixit!

We, the faithful members and parents of St. Brendan Parish in Bellingham, after having met recently
twice on this matter, wish to address our concerns to you, our shepherd, regarding the “safe environment”
programs that the Archdiocese has imposed on other parishes and is attempting to impose on ours. We are
convinced that these programs endanger the innocence of our children and are contrary to the Natural Law,
the principle of subsidiarity, and the guidelines given by the Sacred Congregation on Education (Educational
Guidance in Human Love, 1983) and the Pontifical Council on the Family (The Truth and Meaning of
Human Sexuality, 1996). Specifically, these programs target children in the primary grades and seek to
impart sexual information that we don’t want them to have since it is damaging to them while they are in
their “latency period.” '

God, in His divine wisdom, gave our children to us, so that we could be their loving parents and guide
their formation as children of God; as such, we firmly believe that chancery officials should not arrogate this
prerogative to themselves or to others. Our children are safe when we instruct them and when we put them
under the guidance of priests who love the Faith and respect the God-given innocence of the Little ones in the
parish. They are not safe under the tutelage of godless programs, such as the “safe environment” programs
emanating from the Office of Child Advocacy. We are thankful for Father Mullen and for his relentiess
guardianship of our spiritual well being. Please know that even had Father Mullen not been persistent in
opposing these programs we, as parents, would have resisted TAT or any other TAT-like programs.

The Catholic Medical Association (CMA) criticized these programs in their report of 2006 entitled “To
Prevent and to Protect” (TPP), quoting TTMOHS: “At this stage of development, children are not fully

capable of understanding the value of the affective dimension of sexuality. They cannot zénd_erstand and ...
control sexual imagery within the proper context of moral principles and cannot integrate premature sexual .-
information with responsibility. Such information tends to shatter their emotional and educational -

development and to disturb the natural serenity of this period of life."(#83) The CMA did not produce its

report in a vacium, but had conferred with various Congregations of the Holy See: “In January'h2006, .'
officers of the Catholic Medical Association visited several Congregations in Rome. They learned that the - ..

Pontifical Council for the Family had received from the United States and elsewhere, petitions requesting '_ :
the Council to speak on the issue of safe-child programs for the prevention of sexual abuse. The '

Congregations for Bishaps, Clergy and the Doctrine of the Faith were also very much aware of the tension

surrounding the mandated training of children in sexual abuse prevention. The Congregations and Councils -
all expressed support and appreciation when informed of the intention of the Catholic Medical Association
to form a task force to study more thoroughly the issue. “(IPP, p.4) The CMA concluded their study with
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this recommendation: “We conclude, from study of the pertinent research, that child- and adolescent-
empowerment prevention programs are not effective and are inconsistent with Church teaching and with the
science of child development. These programs disrupt the most delicate and intimate elements of child and
adolescent life and interfere with parental rights and responsibilities. Child empowerment programs are,
therefore, in clear conflict with the Church’s traditional support of the family and recognition of parents as
the primary educators and protectors of their children. We therefore recommend that U.S. bishops rescind
the safe-environment mandate as it applies to children and adolescents and discontinue all child-
empowerment programs for preventing child sexual abuse.”(IPP, p.49)

Hence, your Eminence, we refuse the use of such programs which put the children of your flock in the
Archdiocese of Boston at risk. We are also concerned that faithful priests like our pastor, Fr. Mullen, will be
punished because they are faithful to the Church, respectfil of parents’ rights, and are zealous in preserving
the innocence of our litfle ones. Fr. Mullen sent a letier to Bp. Lennon when he was Apostolic
Administrator, which was copied to you when you became our ordinary, and he addressed several others to
you over the last six years on the problems of archdiocesan “safe environment” programs and not one of
them was answered or even acknowledged. Frankly, we are quite distressed that his concerns have gone
unheeded. Your priests should be respected as pastors of souls, including the very young ones, and their
advice should be sought on such weighty matters as the safety of our children. We remind you that the
Archdiocese has a very poor record in this regard, which is why our patrimony has been sold off to pay for
court settlements. The “safe environment programs” that are being imposed on the parishes further lessens
our confidence that our children; body, soul, emotions, and intellect; are safe in the hands of the
Archdiocese. -

1t saddens us that the Archdiocese would try, as they have, to force parish priests and DREs to conduct

programs that they do not think are appropriate or moral. In this effort, rather than being the protector of

conscience, the Archdiocese, in the matter of “safe environment™ programs, accomplishes the opposite.
In summary, we respectfully request of you three things:

1. That Saint Brendan’s be allowed to run the program “God Made me Holy”, which handles the issue
of children’s sexual safety by teaching the parents, who in turn, and at their discretion, will teach
their own children, or alternatively, permit the use of the program developed by The Most Reverend
Robert F. Vasa, Bishop of Baker, which also complies with Vatican directives of addressing such
issues through the parents instead of CCD teachers;

2. For a delegation from our parish, including Father David Mullen, to meet with you directly, and not

with a representative, at a convenient time (evenings or weekends would be preferable) to resolve -

our concerns over TAT or similar programs. We may be contacted at (508) 966-0260, o

3. Your consideration of the total elimination of TAT or similar programs throughout the archdmcese
that violate parents’ rights, the principle of subsidiarity, Natural Law, the learned and recent study by
the US Catholic Medical Association, and clear Vatican directives.

/ We assure you of our continued prayers as you seek to fulfill the will of God in Boston.

Respectfully yours in Christ _+*;

cc: The Auxiliary Bishops of the Archdiocese of Boston
Deacon Anthony Rizzuto
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