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Jan. 8 – 13th................ St. Rita’s, Castlegar, BC
Jan. 16 – 20th.............. Sacred Heart, Estonia, SK
Jan. 22 – 27th..............   Our Lady of Rosary, Langford, BC
Jan. 29 - Feb. 3rd....... St. Nicholas, Langley, BC
Feb. 5 - 10th................ Sacred Heart,  Davidson, SK
Feb. 12 - 17th.............. St. Theresa, Burnaby, BC
Feb. 19 - 24th.............. St. Joseph, Salmon Arm, BC
Feb. 26 – Mar. 3rd...... St. Stephen, N. Vancouver, BC
Mar. 5 - 10th................ St. Joseph, N. Battleford, SK
Mar. 12 - 17th.............. St. Anne,  Saskatoon, SK
Mar. 19 - 24th.............. St. Peter, Calgary, AB
Mar. 26 - 31st.............. St. Martha, Lethbridge, AB
Apr. 2 - 7th................... Corpus Christi, Calgary, AB
Apr. 9 - 15th................. St. Joseph, Smithers, BC

Please pray for all those attending  
Parish Missions 

with Father Lucien Larre

See: www.fatherlarre.com

Everyone welcome!

Bottling up discontent over water issues

Selling churches expresses a type of spiritual death
A culture expresses itself in 

what it chooses to build. Ancient 
Egypt gave us the pyramids, 
tombs of their god-kings. Medi-
eval France gave us the Gothic 

Texas gives us a $1.2-billion foot-
ball stadium.

Recently the Quebec provincial 
government and the Quebec City 
municipal government announced 
$400 million in funding for a new 
hockey arena. It will be the new 
home of what remains, up to now, 
an imaginary Quebec City NHL 
team.

Juxtapose that with the recent 
news that Quebec’s Catholic bish-
ops have asked the province to as-
sist with the maintenance of the 
hundreds of historic churches that 
are no longer sustainable by the 
dwindling number of Quebeckers 
who practise their faith.

There is plenty of money for 
an arena which no one doubts will 

no team yet to worship. There is 
a dire lack of money for houses of 
God which have no one to worship 
Him.

That management of decline 
is not a happy task. Yet for most 
of Canada’s bishops it constitutes 
an important part of their minis-
try. There are vibrant and growing 
parts of the Church in Canada, but 
there are also places where the de-
cline in Mass attendance, the lack 
of priestly vocations, and shifting 
populations mean that the Church 

is in decline, sometimes terminal 
decline.

The situation in Quebec is 
more severe because when the 
province was devoutly Catholic 
even the smallest village built a 
grand church. Today, when rural 
areas are depopulating and urban 
areas are increasingly secular, par-

to maintain their buildings. The 
result is that church properties are 
either abandoned and shuttered or 
sold to developers who turn them 
into artistic spaces or condomini-
ums.

“The Church is rich in pat-
rimony, but not in monetary 
capital,” Quebec’s bishops said. 

revenues, nor does she have the 
power to tax.” Nor should she. 
The Church depends on the freely 
given offerings of the faithful; a 
healthy Church will have more 
than enough for her buildings and 
programs: churches, music, art, 
schools, hospitals, and social ser-
vices.

John Zucchi, a McGill historian, 
notes that the request of the Que-
bec bishops to maintain churches 
as part of the province’s cultural 

heritage raises broad questions 
about whether such houses of wor-
ship are “museums that essentially 
speak to our past.” A museum 
preserves the past; a church lives 
in the present. The conversion of 
a church into a museum is a sign 
that the Church is moving from 
the present into the past, from the 
living to the dead.

A museum is not a bad thing in 
itself, and it may be that hundreds 
of Quebec towns and villages wish 
to preserve relics of how their 
grandparents used to live. That’s 
a matter for Quebec civil society, 
which, in practice, means the Que-
bec state.

For the Church the question 
is different. The mission of the 
Church is to proclaim the Gospel, 
to build a culture which has at least 
as much desire for the things of 
God as it does for an NHL hockey 
team. Buildings are a necessary 
part of any institution, especially 
culture-shaping institutions, which 
need a tangible expression of the 
intangible purposes they serve. 
Yet buildings can also become a 
burden, an obstacle to evangeli-
zation by absorbing all available 
energies.

There are thousands of parish 
councils across the land whose 
principal work is maintaining their 
buildings, and not spreading the 
Gospel.

The church building points to 
the city of God in the midst of 
the city of man, so the faithful are 

rightly reluctant to abandon it for 
religious reasons alone, let alone 
cultural ones. Yet it is hard to see 
how an empty church can convert 
the city. Quebec’s bishops are 
right to consider whether the pres-
ervation of buildings is rightly the 
mission of the Church.

The conversion of a church into 
an art gallery or concert hall or 
condominium block is enormous-
ly sad. But the real sadness came 
much earlier, when the church lost 
its congregation; the closing down 
and selling of the building is the 

physical expression of that spiri-
tual death. It’s like a reverse sacra-
ment: an outward sign of a lack of 
inward grace.

Earlier generations of Quebec 

steeples that mark every skyline in 
the province. The faithless genera-
tion that has succeeded them must 
decide whether to preserve these 
reminders of what they have cho-
sen not to be.

But that’s an existential ques-
tion of some depth; it’s easier just 
to watch hockey. 

Father Raymond J. 
de Souza

“By C.S. Morrissey 
Special to The B.C. Catholic

If the Catholic Church told you that it 
preferred you to no longer buy your grocer-
ies from a store, saying your right to food 
means that food should only be owned and 
distributed by the government, you would 
think that was nuts. But the Church doesn’t 
teach such crazy things about food. Or about 
water.

In response to an article of mine, my 
brother in Christ, Mr. Andrew Conradi, 
writes (B.C. Catholic, Feb. 14, 2011), “The 
Church clearly prefers publicly owned sys-
tems,” but also writes, “Should I have men-
tioned the fact that the Church is in favour 
of private property ownership (including 
of water)? Is this fact not common knowl-
edge?”

But what is the Church clearly in favour 
of? What does it clearly prefer? With such 
open contradictions, Conradi, doesn’t dis-
cuss the very things that he assumes. Those 
troubled by his argument’s omissions are 
dismissed, as appealing only to the “obvi-
ous.” He persistently sees the water debate 
only as a simple choice of private versus 
public. But that approach casts everything 

-
cal Council for Justice and Peace offers us 
productive clarity:

“The debate today is not whether the pri-
vate sector will be involved but how and to 
what extent it will be present as the actual 
provider of water services. In any formation 
of private sector involvement with the state, 
there must exist a general parity among the 

parties allowing for informed decisions and 
sound agreements. A core concern in private 
sector involvement in the water sector is to 
ensure that efforts to achieve a water service 

-
due negative effects for the poor and low-
income families.”

Therefore Conradi falsely claims “the 
Church’s doctrine is clearly against the use of 
water bottled commercially in plastic,” (B.C. 
Catholic Jan, 17, 2011). His insinuation that 
I am making an attack on the archbishop and 
the Church, is unedifying. I have quoted Pope 
Benedict XVI’s teaching in Caritas in Veri-
tate at length in order to explain my thinking. 
And I do not presume to be the archbishops’ 
spokesman on any issue.

When I make distinctions about exactly 
who said what, I seek to establish the levels 
of magisterial teaching on the water issue, 
so that I may think carefully with the mind 
of the Church. It is not academic nitpicking. 
But I am of the opinion that attentive and 
diligent thought on this issue is mandatory, 
because we cannot afford hasty or simple 
solutions that pit the public and private sec-
tors against one another.

The right to access water is only going  

to get more and more vis-
ible as a topic for political 
discussion in the years 
ahead. Because water 
scarcity is going to grow 
at an alarming rate in 
those areas with the great-
est population growth, 
Catholics need to lead the 
way with a civil and fruitful 
discussion that defends the 
fullness of Catholic teach-
ing. Recourse to familiar 
but worldly political para-
digms is inadequate.

Conradi thinks Church 
teaching prefers to solve the 
water problem with the pe-
culiar socialist model that 
he personally favours, 
but that is not true. The 
Church is far wiser and 
much more prudent than 
those activists who mis-
understand and misuse the 
language in her magiste-
rial documents about human 
rights and public goods.

The Compendium of the Social 
Doctrine of the Church (n.485) 
states only that public agencies 
“traditionally” distribute water, 
but it does not teach that this is 

necessary or even preferable. 
Instead, it leaves room for 

prudence to decide locally 
how justice may be done 

to ensure the right to wa-
ter. It outlines how wa-
ter distribution may be 
justly “entrusted to the 
private sector.”

-
cil for Justice and Peace 

can “protect the public in-
terest” if it is “set within 
a clear legislative frame-
work.” In other words, 
fostering the rule of law 
is much more important 
than fruitless ideological 
squabbles over public or 
private distribution.

C.S. Morrissey is an 
assistant professor of 
philosophy at Redeem-

-

Catholics need to lead the way with a  
civil and fruitful discussion that defends  

the fullness of Catholic teaching.

http://www.fatherlarre.com

