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Colloquī is a Deacon’s Cor-

ner weekly journal. Its mission 

and purpose: to encourage seri-

ous discussion, to promote rea-

soned debate, and to provide 

serious content for those who 

hope to find their own pathway 

to God.  

Each week Colloquī will 

contain articles on theology, 

philosophy, faith, religion, Ca-

tholicism, and much more.  

Be forewarned! Articles 

may and often will contain fuel 

for controversy, but always 

with the express intent to seek 

the Truth, the whole truth, and 

nothing but the truth, so help us 

God. 

Let Us Suffer Together 
On the exploitation of compassion 

T 
here are those among us, few 

though they are, who are 

quick of wit: owning the abil-

ity to instantaneously re-

spond to any issue that comes before 

them with alacrity, keenness of mind 

and clarity of thought.  

Far more of us lack 

such an exquisite gift, 

requiring us to hesi-

tate, stammer and 

sputter before blurting 

out something, any-

thing, so as to not ap-

pear complete slow-

witted, doltish dim-

wits. The usual result, 

of course, is most often 

precisely that impres-

sion, that which we so ardently wished 

not to convey; a malady commonly diag-

nosed as “foot in mouth” disease.     

Being perceived as slow-witted is 

not the same as actually being slow-

witted. In his early years, Albert Einstein 

was considered by many to be stupid, 

yet as he himself once observed, 

“Everybody is a genius. But if you judge a 

fish by its ability to climb a tree it will live its 

whole life believing that it is stupid.”  

Likewise, those quick-witted and 

glib of tongue are not necessarily the 

sharpest tacks in the box. All one has to 

do is listen to a politician spew forth 

nonsense with all the sanguinity of a 

snake-oil salesman to recognize that in-

telligence and oratory 

prowess are often but 

distant cousins. 

Each and every person 

has been created with 

talents uniquely their 

own, gifted to them by 

God. It is our task to 

use them to the ut-

most, to not squander 

those God-given tal-

ents.  

F 
or some, discovery is easily ob-

tained; for others, discernment 

elusive, yet talents are there, 

nonetheless. These thoughts came to 

mind subsequent to a recent conversa-

tion with a friend. For my part, these are  

CONTINUED ON PAGE 4 



2 

 

Ask, Seek, Knock  
Hungry for faith 

T 
his Monday, January 15th,  

is a federal holiday honor-

ing the memory of Martin 

Luther King, Jr., who was 

murdered forty-four years ago at the 

age of thirty-nine. His legacy of striv-

ing for equal rights and justice for all, 

his advocacy for non-violent protest 

and peace, and his marvelous elo-

quence will undoubtedly live on for 

generations to come.  

This holiday holds special 

significance for me personally, 

for it was  thirty-two years ago 

that I received a phone call in-

forming me that my parents 

had been killed in an automo-

bile accident.  I have spoken of 

this before and won’t elaborate 

today on their untimely deaths. 

Rather, I wish to speak of 

someone who was passionately 

in love with words, both 

written and spoken.  For my 

mother, words were the essen-

tial vehicle for conveying ideas, 

discerning concepts, and un-

derstanding the world around 

us. 

I am told that the average person 

has a vocabulary of about 10,000 

words. The Second Edition of the 

twenty volume Oxford English Dic-

tionary contains approximately 

250,000 words. I tell you this because I 

honestly believe that my mother knew 

most—if not all—of those 250,000 

words. As children, we used to chal-

lenge her by trying to find the most 

obscure and difficult words and then 

asking her to tell us what they meant 

and how to spell them. I cannot recall 

ever winning at that game; she was 

simply that good. She was a marvel-

ous reader, reading books to each of us 

from cradle to when we could read on 

our own and she instilled in each of us 

a love for prose that is, sadly I believe, 

very rare these days. She was also an 

award winning journalist and gifted 

writer. I suppose that is where I get 

my love for the language, the reading 

and the writing, the teaching and the 

telling. 

F 
ive years ago, I listened to Dr. 

Marti Jewell speak at our Dioc-

esan conference. She spoke of 

the emerging model of church and the 

changes that are happening in our par-

ishes. She mentioned that from her 

research she found that parish com-

munities were hungry—really hun-

gry—for greater understanding of 

their faith, for having the opportunity 

to learn what it all means and for how 

to defend it when called upon to do so. 

At a couple of meetings recently, I 

listened as the speaker was discussing 

a number of topics for future discus-

sion and as I looked around the room I 

saw faces that looked like “deer in the 

headlights.” They were nodding their 

heads as if they understood—but their 

eyes were glazed over—and they truly 

had no clue as to what was being said.  

T 
his became painfully obvious 

when, after some moments 

had passed, one of the 

attendees raised their hand and asked 

what Christological meant. I have been 

present when words like exegesis, 

apologetics, and hermeneutical 

were spoken as if they were com-

mon words that anyone would 

understand.  

Now I do not know whether you 

know what Christological, exege-

sis, apologetics, or hermeneutical 

mean, but I will tell you what my 

mother would tell us when we 

failed to recognize a word and its 

meaning. She would point to the 

very large dictionary that we 

owned and say “Look it up.” 

But, I believe, beyond the “big and 

unfamiliar words” lies a far more 

fundamental problem. As com-

munity and church, we often do not 

have a solid grasp of what it is exactly 

that we do believe. We certainly don’t 

know what we don’t know, we know 

what we know without understand-

ing, and in truth we often do not un-

derstand what we believe we do 

know.  

And to make matters even worse, 

we almost never ask even the simplest 

of questions. We may be hungry for  
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the truth, but we are reluctant to come 

to the table to satisfy our hunger. 

J esus almost always asked simple 

questions didn’t he? We heard him 

today ask two disciples of John 

one of the most fundamental questions 

of life, “What are you looking for?” What 

were they looking for; what were they 

aiming to get out of life?  

And he is asks us the same ques-

tion “What are you looking for?” Jesus 

invites us to come and see, to ask, to 

discover for ourselves what He is all 

about, what God is all about; it is a 

personal  invitation to build a closer 

relationship with the One who made 

us in love to love and for love. 

Once when an elderly gentleman 

was being admitted to a hospital, he 

was asked, "What is your religious pref-

erence?" The man looked at the nurse 

and replied, "I am awfully glad you asked 

me that. I have always wanted to be a 

Catholic, but nobody has asked ever me 

that before." 

Andrew's sharing of his faith in 

Jesus in the Gospel today, and the old 

man's response, are reminders that in 

order to respond to the question “What 

are you looking for?” we must ask ques-

tions of our own and proactively dis-

cover the richness and depth of our 

faith. 

In the coming months each of us 

will have opportunities to satisfy our 

hunger for a deeper, richer, more satis-

fying understanding of our faith. But 

we must be open and willing to partic-

ipate in dialog and community forums 

when they are provided. We must ac-

tively seek the answers; we cannot sit 

back and expect understanding to 

come to us without any effort. 

Jesus gave us our instructions 

when he said “Ask and it will be given to 

you; seek and you will find; knock and the 

door will be opened to you. For everyone 

who asks, receives; and the one who seeks, 

finds; and to the one who knocks, the door 

will be opened.”1 

Jesus commands us to ask, seek, 

and knock in order to know him. For 

us to answer the question “What am I 

looking for?” we must, as my mother 

would say, “Look it up.” 

Amen. 

 

Homily  for the 
The Second Sunday in Ordinary Time (B) 

1 Samuel 3:3-10, 19  
1 Cor 6:13-15, 17-20  

John 1:35-42 

 
    

1. Matthew 7:7-8. 

 

 

The Deacon writes: 

The homily this week has been 

adapted from a homily given five 

years ago, on January 14th, 2012. 

That year, Martin Luther King holi-

day was observed on January 16th 

which was coincidentally the date 

on which my parents were killed in 

1985.  

Deacon’s Diner 
Food for a restless mind 

F 
or those restless minds 

that hunger and thirst for 

more. Each week  this 

space will offer a menu of 

interesting and provocative titles, 

written by Catholic authors, in 

addition to those referenced in the 

articles, for you to feed your restless 

mind.  

BOOKS 

On Conscience 

Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger 

Ignatius Press 

2007, 82 pages. 

Society and Sanity 

Frank Sheed 

Sheed & Ward, New York 

1953, 270 pages. 

Strangers in a Strange Land 

Charles J. Chaput 

Henry Holt and Co.  

February 21, 2017, 288 pages. 

  

PERIODICALS 

First Things  
Institute on Religion and Public Life 

Editor: R. R. Reno 

Ten Issues per year. 

www.firstthings.com 

Touchstone  
A Journal of Mere Christianity 

Editor: James M. Kushiner 

Bi-Monthly. 

www.touchstonemag.com 

Catholic Answers Magazine 

Share the Faith, Defend the Faith 

Editor: Tim Ryland 

Bi-Monthly. 

www.catholic.com 
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nothing new. I have readily acknowl-

edged them to myself and others in the 

past, and have no reluctance in doing 

so again. When it comes to glibness of 

tongue, I am seriously slow of wit. 

Smooth repartee is honestly not my 

forte; simply put, in free-wheeling ora-

tory, words fail me.  

A 
nd yet, words are funda-

mental to my poor genius. 

Eloquence of speech eludes 

me, for my thoughts demand time for 

devoted cogitation and quiet contem-

plation (case in point: these two sen-

tences have occupied some thirty 

minutes to compose.) Reason argues 

such verbal torment unreasonable, yet 

my muse resists mediocrity.    

Of the words I pen I do not boast, 

for such poor talent I may possess is 

not a product of my own devices; ra-

ther, what small talent I may own is a 

precious gift from Almighty God. I am 

reminded of the words from the Apos-

tle Paul, “But we will not boast beyond 

limit, but will keep to the limits God has 

apportioned us, … Let him who boasts, 

boast of the Lord. For it is not the man 

who commends himself that is accepted, 

but the man whom the Lord com-

mends” (2 Cor 10:13, 17-18), which 

leads me to Joshua, “but as for me and 

my house, we will serve the Lord” (Joshua 

24:15).  

As for that recent conversation, I 

must admit to a certain arrogance in 

speech of which I truly regret. I spoke 

without thought and my words failed 

honest charity. Such flippancy justly 

deserved the rejoinder I received, that 

my notion of “compassion” was mis-

guided and wrong.  

While I humbly admit to an unfor-

tunate case of “foot in mouth,” I most 

strenuously object to being labeled as 

someone lacking compassion.  

The etymology of the word 

“compassion” is Latin, meaning “co-

suffering.” “Compassion” is related in 

origin, form and meaning to the Eng-

lish noun patient (i.e. one who suffers), 

and literally means “to suffer with.” 

Compassion is synonymous with em-

pathic distress, characterized by a feel-

ing of distress in connection with an-

other’s suffering.  

Compassion calls us to love others 

as our self; it is commensurate with the 

commandment “You shall love your 

neighbor as yourself” (Matthew 22:39) 

which Jesus extracted and distilled 

from Leviticus 19:9-18. 

Verses 9-10 call us to live gener-

ously toward the poor and the alien: 

“9When you reap the harvest of your 

land, you shall not reap your field to its 

very border, neither shall you gather the 

gleanings after your harvest. 10And you 

shall not strip your vineyard bare, neither 

shall you gather the fallen grapes of your 

vineyard; you shall leave them for the poor 

and for the sojourner: I am the Lord your 

God.”  

V 
erses 11-12 command us to 

deal honestly and truthfully 

with one another, especially 

when we swear in God’s name to the 

truth:   

“11You shall not steal, nor deal falsely, 

nor lie to one another. 12And you shall not 

swear by my name falsely, and so profane 

the name of your God: I am the Lord.”  

V 
erse 13-14 call for us to treat 

others fairly and with digni-

ty as human beings, especial-

ly those with disabilities: 

“13You shall not oppress your neigh-

bor or rob him. The wages of a hired serv-

ant shall not remain with you all night 

until the morning. 14You shall not curse 

the deaf or put a stumbling block before the 

blind, but you shall fear your God: I am 

the Lord.”  

Verse 15 demands honesty and 

fairness to all, whether rich or poor. 

We must treat our neighbor, no matter 

their station in life, with impartiality; 

treating everyone with righteousness. 

“15You shall do no injustice in judg-

ment; you shall not be partial to the poor 

or defer to the great, but in righteousness 

shall you judge your neighbor.” 

Verse 16 requires a bit of explana-

tion. The word slander in Hebrew is 

rakhil, related to the term rokheleth, 

which means merchant. Thus this verse 

admonishes us not to commit financial 

fraud against our neighbor. 

“16You shall not go up and down as a 

slanderer among your people, and you 

shall not stand forth against the life of 

your neighbor: I am the Lord.” 

And in verses 17 and 18 we come 

to the source and summit of the law 

which Jesus commands us to follow:   

defining how we are to treat others: 

We must not hate our brother, our 

neighbor, others, but love them as we 

love ourselves. To do otherwise places 

the burden of sin on our immortal 

souls. 

CONTINUED ON PAGE 5  
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“17You shall not hate your brother in 

your heart, but you shall reason with your 

neighbor, lest you bear sin because of him. 

18You shall not take vengeance or bear any 

grudge against the sons of your own peo-

ple, but you shall love your neighbor as 

yourself: I am the Lord.”  

W 
hat is essential for us to 

understand is this: both 

compassion and love call 

us to justice, to treat others justly as we 

would ask others to treat us. This is 

not only the Christian thing to do, it is 

the right thing to do.  

 Equally important for us to recog-

nize is what compassion and love of 

neighbor do not command. We are not 

called or asked to accept another’s bur-

dens, to carry another’s cross along 

with our own. Simon the Cyrene may 

have felt compassion for Jesus but it 

wasn’t compassion which compelled 

him to carry his cross: the Romans 

forced him to do so.  

Compassion for the plight of oth-

ers calls us to respond out of charity 

(love) and whenever possible to work 

toward alleviating the suffering of oth-

ers. Compassion does not demand the 

compassionate to remedy the suffer-

ing.  Let me explain with a couple of 

examples: 

Homelessness is a tragic and 

heartrending reality for far too many. 

The plight of those left without shelter, 

especially during the winter months, is 

difficult to imagine and solutions are 

difficult to find. Whenever one en-

counters those who are homeless, it is 

hard to not have compassion for their 

plight. They are our neighbors and we 

are called to love them as ourselves. 

But what are we called to do about it?  

Imagine for a moment, that you 

and your family return home from a 

week or two of vacation and upon en-

tering your home you find strangers 

comfortably ensconced there, watch-

ing your television, eating your food, 

sleeping in your beds, wearing your 

clothes. They were homeless and since 

you obviously were not in need of 

food, shelter, and clothing, they con-

sidered it available for their use. Now 

that you have returned, they not only 

refuse to leave but consider you the 

intruders and insist that you vacate the 

premises immediately.  

 What should you do? Does com-

passion demand that you give what 

you have so that others can have what 

you had? That is not what Jesus asks 

of us, that is not what compassion re-

quires of us, that is not the love of 

neighbor God commands us to em-

brace. God calls us to treat others with 

justice; God does not demand we rem-

edy their injustice with injustice of our 

own.  

Yes, Christian charity calls us to 

help, “to the extent we are able to do so,” 

out of compassion and love, but salv-

ing the wound without removing the 

knife remedies nothing.  

A 
nd then there is the ever-

present elephant in the 

room: immigration. There is 

perhaps no more divisive issue facing 

our nation, the world, the Church and 

we, its members, today. The divisive 

divide so wide; a leap of faith impossi-

ble to fathom; hearts and minds firmly 

convicted.  

Rational, deliberative dialog on 

either side of the debate is and has 

been starkly absent;  compassion and 

love of neighbor exploited for emo-

tional leverage and factional ad-

vantage.  

B 
eyond the vitriolic rhetoric, 

the violent anger and the vi-

cious animus, what tragically 

has been lost and forgotten is that 

which is shared by all, our common 

heritage: our humanity. Governments, 

political parties and special interest 

groups weep crocodile tears, garnering 

favor by demonizing those with differ-

ing positions and proffering false hope 

to those with whom they are hypocriti-

cally aligned.  

Reality is a cruel mistress; no 

matter which side of the immigration 

debate one resides, no one wins, hu-

manity loses. We all lose because we 

have turned our backs to the truth: we 

are creatures, created by God in his 

image and likeness and that truth is 

paramount.  

“Every institution is inspired, at least 

implicitly, by a vision of man and his des-

tiny, from which it derives the point of 

reference for its judgment, its hierarchy of 

values, its line of conduct. Most societies 

have formed their institutions in the recog-

nition of a certain preeminence of man 

over things. Only the divinely revealed 

religion has clearly recognized man’s 

origin and destiny in God, the Creator and 

Redeemer. The Church invites political 

authorities to measure their judgments 

and decisions against this inspired truth 

about God and man: 

Societies not recognizing this vision 

or rejecting it in the name of their inde-

pendence from God are brought to seek 

their criteria and goal in themselves or to 

borrow them from some ideology. 

CONTINUED ON PAGE 6  
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Since they do not admit that one can de-

fend an objective criterion of good and evil, 

they arrogate to themselves an explicit or 

implicit totalitarian power over man and 

his destiny, as history shows.”1 

T 
he Church teaches and we 

believe that “[Christians] reside 

in their own nations, but as resi-

dent aliens. They participate in all things 

as citizens and endure all things as for-

eigners. … They obey the established laws 

and their way of life surpasses the laws. … 

So noble is the position to which God has 

assigned them that they are not allowed to 

desert it.”2 This is crucial to the debate: 

we, as Christians, are all foreigners, 

resident aliens in our own nations be-

cause, as human beings, we are bound 

by the laws of Almighty God before 

the laws of man. 

In 2013, the United States Confer-

ence of Catholic Bishops (USCCB) is-

sued a statement on immigration re-

form. At its core were two essential 

principles:  

“The Catholic Catechism instructs the 

faithful that good government has two 

duties, both of which must be carried out 

and neither of which can be ignored. The 

first duty is to welcome the foreigner out 

of charity and respect for the human per-

son. Persons have the right to immigrate 

and thus government must accommodate 

this right to the greatest extent possible, 

especially financially blessed nations: “The 

more prosperous nations are obliged, to the 

extent they are able, to welcome 

the foreigner in search of the security and 

the means of livelihood which he cannot 

find in his country of origin. Public au-

thorities should see to it that the natural 

right is respected that places a guest under 

the protection of those who receive him.” 

Catechism of the Catholic Church, §2241. 

The second duty is to secure one’s 

border and enforce the law for the sake of 

the common good. Sovereign nations have 

the right to enforce their laws and all per-

sons must respect the legitimate exercise of 

this right: “Political authorities, for the 

sake of the common good for which they 

are responsible may make the exercise of 

the right to immigrate subject to various 

juridical conditions, especially with regard 

to the immigrants’ duties toward their 

country of adoption. Immigrants are 

obliged to respect with gratitude the mate-

rial and spiritual heritage of the country 

that receives them, to obey its laws and to 

assist in carrying civic burdens.” Catholic 

Catechism, §2241.” 

As Father Dwight Longenecker 

recently asked, “It seems to me that the 

bishops are very vocal about the first prin-

ciple, but rather more subdued about the 

second. Wouldn’t their case for the first 

principle be stronger if they were also more 

supportive of the second? 

… they could be more supportive of a 

whole range of initiatives that secure the 

border not only for American citizens, but 

also for those who wish to immigrate—

doing so legally and avoiding the human 

traffickers and criminals who take ad-

vantage of the immigrants. Border control 

is not only to keep criminals out. It is also 

to establish safe zones and proper proce-

dures to welcome immigrants safely.”3 

T 
he bishops suggested in their 

2013 statement on immigra-

tion a number of ways the two 

principles might be enacted. Two 

stand out as especially germane and 

useful: 

“Addressing Root Causes: Con-

gress should examine the root causes of 

migration, such as under‐development and 

poverty in sending countries, and seek 

long‐term solutions. The antidote to the 

problem of illegal immigration is sustaina-

ble economic development in sending 

countries. In an ideal world, migration 

should be driven by choice, not necessity. 

Enforcement: The U.S. Catholic 

Bishops accept the legitimate role of the 

U.S. government in intercepting unau-

thorized migrants who attempt to travel to 

the United States. The Bishops also believe 

that by increasing lawful means for mi-

grants to enter, live, and work in the Unit-

ed States, law enforcement will be better 

able to focus upon those who truly threat-

en public safety: drug and human traffick-

ers, smugglers, and would‐be terrorists. 

Any enforcement measures must be target-

ed, proportional, and humane.” 

 Father Longenecker concludes: 

“Many people are reacting to the pro-

posal of a wall with strong sentimentally 

based opposition. Surely a wall–in and of 

itself–is not necessarily racist, ugly and 

exclusive. It depends how a physical barri-

er is combined with other forms of immi-

gration control, and how it could be used 

to filter those who we should rightly wel-

come. 

My personal opinion is that the idea of 

a couple of thousand miles of a “great big 

beautiful wall” is not particularly racist or 

oppressive. It’s just dumb. 

Why build a wall? Can’t the same 

objectives can be obtained by a combina-

tion of many other far less obtrusive and 

expensive security measures?”  

CONTINUED ON PAGE 7  
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T 
he Bishops’ statement and 

Father Longenecker’s article 

are as pertinent today, per-

haps even more so, given the intensity 

of the issue now before us.  

Reform must, of necessity, begin at 

home (the migrant’s place of origin), 

focusing on the “root causes of migra-

tion.” As noted previously, salving the 

wound without removing the knife 

remedies nothing. Although admitted-

ly, true and legitimate immigration 

reform is much needed within our 

own borders, such reform will inevita-

bly prove futile unless and until the 

root causes of the problem are rightly 

addressed.  

We are, as is so often noted, a na-

tion of immigrants. We are a compas-

sionate people, hearing the cries of the 

poor and oppressed. Beneath the lady 

with a lamp, graven upon a tablet, are 

these words4: 

Not like the brazen giant of Greek fame, 

With conquering limbs astride  

from land to land; 

Here at our sea-washed,  

sunset gates shall stand 

A mighty woman with a torch, 

whose flame is the imprisoned lightning, 

and her name Mother of Exiles. 

From her beacon-hand 

glows world-wide welcome; 

her mild eyes command 

the air-bridged harbor 

that twin cities frame. 

“Keep ancient lands, your storied pomp!” 

cries she with silent lips. 

“Give me your tired, your poor,  

your huddled masses  

yearning to breathe free, 

the wretched refuse of your teeming shore. 

Send these, the homeless, tempest-tost to me, 

I lift my lamp beside the golden door!”  

We are a people filled with pas-

sion (compassion) for the less fortunate 

and the oppressed. We care for the 

plight of others because of our Chris-

tian heritage, our belief that it is our 

duty and responsibility to love our 

neighbor as our self. And, it is our 

compassion which is so often manipu-

lated by those who have little of it, for 

their own purposes.  

I am reminded of this whenever I 

happen upon one of those heart-

rending television commercials plead-

ing for your financial support for some 

worthy cause. No matter the cause, the 

approach is guilelessly emotional, 

clearly manipulative, meant only to 

tear at the heart strings.  

In 2014, Cardinal O’Malley paid a 

visit to the Mexican-US border and 

took advantage of a photo op, giving 

communion to some people through 

the slats of a fence. It was both emo-

tional and manipulative. It served no 

useful purpose. The plight of those to 

whom he served communion was not 

alleviated or changed, the root causes 

were not addressed, but it made the 

news. 

The root causes are well-known 

but finding solutions difficult, costly, 

and cynically, will not win votes for 

those who have the power to address 

them. The bishops acknowledged the 

root of the problem in their position 

statement: 

“According to the Pew Hispanic Cen-

ter, there are currently 11.2 million unau-

thorized persons residing in the United 

States. Each year, approximately 300,000 

more unauthorized immigrants enter the 

country. In large part, these immigrants 

feel compelled to enter by either the explicit 

or implicit promise of employment in the 

U.S. agriculture, construction, and service 

industries, among others. Most of this 

unauthorized flow comes from Mexico, a 

nation struggling with severe poverty, 

where it is often impossible for many to 

earn a living wage and meet the basic 

needs of their families. 

Survival has thus become the primary 

impetus for unauthorized immigration 

flows into the United States. Today’s un-

authorized immigrants are largely low‐

skilled workers who come to the United 

States for work to support their families.  

…many unauthorized consider the 

prospect of being apprehended for crossing 

illegally into the United States a necessary 

risk. Even after being arrested and deport-

ed, reports indicate that many immigrants 

attempt to re‐enter the United States once 

again in the hope of bettering their lives.” 

Current immigration law is similar 

to the first part of the proverb, “give a 

man a fish and you feed him for a day;” 

while ignoring the second part, “teach 

a man to fish and you feed him for a life-

time.” There is, however, something off

-putting here. Let’s faced it, “When a 

person is starving, that’s not the time to 

fill their head with knowledge. The right 

thing to do is to first give the person a fish 

— banishing their hunger — and only 

then teach them to fish.” Immigration 

reform without addressing migration’s 

root causes as well as the immigrant in 

our midst solves nothing; more than 

that, it lacks compassion. 

    

1. Catechism of the Catholic Church, § 2244. 

2. CCC § 2240. 

3. Dwight Longenecker, “Can a Catholic Support 

Trump’s Wall?”, Patheos, April 4, 2017. 

4. Emma Lazarus, The New Colossus, a poem 

engraved below the Statue of Liberty. 
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