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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. 

An Unremembered Life 
A life not worth living 

S 
ad the thought: living without 

hope; desperation so profound 

one satisfies the darkness of the 

soul with fifteen minutes of 

infamy over Warhol’s fifteen minutes of 

fame. So many empty lives now search-

ing for a jot of meaning 

to their poor existence; 

lacking hope, they ob-

tain some brief respite 

lashing out at inno-

cence.   

It is all too easy, 

this game we play with 

such unreasoned aban-

don, to stand among 

the riotous throng and 

lay claim to self-righteous indignation 

derived from self-inflicted ignorance. 

Why, the reasonable person is wont to 

ask, is it no longer permissible to dis-

criminate, to hold differing points of 

view, to simply agree to disagree, to give 

as well as take?  

Dissent is no longer permissible,  

freedom to speak one’s mind restricted 

to agreement with the absurd. Tribal 

warfare has turned normalcy on its head; 

either you are with me—except, you can-

not be since you dare challenge my opin-

ion—or you must be consequently dis-

missed, denigrated and summarily cate-

gorized as racist, bigoted, hateful, pho-

bic, maniacal, misogynistic, or perhaps 

all of the above or a thing yet unspoken.    

Reason usurped by 

madness; all rational 

thought supplanted by 

raw emotion and va-

grant feelings; culture 

corrupted,  language 

babbled, and God de-

nied. Life disenfran-

chised from all mean-

ing, devoid of purpose; 

morality and con-

science set aside on 

capricious whims, with neither rhyme 

nor reason, yet stridently demanded by 

unruly mobs.  

T 
he sound of silence over-

whelmed, resounded by angry 

voices spewing vitriol and ha-

tred for any incongruent thought not 

their own. Voices crying out in anger, for  
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justice where no injustice has been 

served, for defending the indefensible, 

for righting where no wrongdoing has 

been done, for undeserved compas-

sion, for understanding the incompre-

hensible.     

T 
here is a slippery slope upon 

which we have been sliding; 

with ever increasing velocity 

we descend into obliviousness, no 

longer wanting or caring to know 

what lies before us, enjoying nothing 

more than the thrill of now. Like giddy 

schoolchildren on recess we rejoice in 

our release from the stultifying limits 

which unduly bind us. Granted an 

inch, we take a mile and laugh at the 

ease with which we take it, never 

mindful of the cost.    

Small steps compound, inexorably 

growing into larger ones, each incre-

ment insignificant in itself, each too 

easily deemed justified, each rational-

ized by “caring” and “compassionate” 

hearts.  

Early advocate for birth control, 

Marie Stopes, wrote in her book, “A 

New Gospel to All Peoples,” published in 

1922, that God had told her sexual un-

ion was not for procreation but for 

pleasure, that couples should use the 

best means of birth control “placed at 

man’s service by Science.” Along with 

her counterpart in the U.S., Margaret 

Sanger, she spent much of her life pro-

moting birth control, although she 

never condoned abortion as Sanger 

did.  

But the first small step was instil-

ling in the minds of many the idea that 

sexual union was for pleasure, not pro-

creation. Controversial nearly a centu-

ry ago, today, sexual union—in to-

day’s parlance, what are crassly 

termed a hookup—is now considered 

little more than a compatibility test to 

determine whether someone is worth 

liking. Procreative sexual congress has 

become an odd archaic misnomer, an 

unfortunate byproduct of a pleasura-

ble experience, easily avoided through 

contraceptive means or should procre-

ation result, various abortifacients 

(including surgical abortion) are readi-

ly available.  

Small steps, small steps.  

Changing the tune from classical 

to popular has corrupted far more 

than the melody. It has warped and 

twisted the mind, hardened the heart, 

and sullied the soul; it has damaged 

senses and the nature of our humanity.  

Pleasure is but a fleeting passion, last-

ing only for a moment, such passion 

quickly fades to wanting; pleasure de-

mands nothing, wants nothing, loves 

nothing, for it is its own reward. Com-

mitment, obligation, responsibility, 

love, devotion, selflessness inevitably 

give way to pleasure.  

W 
ithout purpose beyond 

pleasure, marriage fades 

into blear oblivion, pro-

creation becomes dully productive, 

gender becomes self-definable and 

meaningless, sexuality turns porno-

graphic, humanity devolves to un-

thinking animal, and inevitably, life 

loses purpose, value, and meaning.  

Small steps. Small steps.     

Here now, let us once again pause 

and take up again the aside begun a 

few issues ago.   

Catholicism À  La Carte  
Choosing what to believe 

(The paragraph below is reprinted from last week for 
continuity and to better understand what follows. It is 
the final paragraph in a longer article written for 
Catholic Answers under the subject of Birth Control 
and can be read in its entirety at http://
www.catholic.com/tracts/birth-control.) 

There is no way to deny the fact that the 

Church has always and everywhere condemned 

artificial contraception. The matter has already 

been infallibly decided. The so-called 

"individual conscience" argument amounts to 

"individual disobedience."  

I 
 would redirect the reader to the 

final paragraph above. Please 

take careful note of what it 

states: “The Catholic Church has 

always and everywhere condemned artifi-

cial contraception.” There is nothing 

ambiguous with that statement; con-

traception is condemned. Even more 

damning is the fact that “The matter has 

already been infallibly decided.” It can-

not be altered, modified, changed, de-

leted, or ignored. For Catholics this 

means that dissenting opinions are 

without merit .  

As for the statements that follow 

concerning the opinions held by many 

Catholics: “And many Catholics, especial-

ly women disagree with you. Many of 

them are in church with you on Sun-

days. It would be wise on the part of our 

church to respect their voice on the subject 

since it can be morally justified much easi-

er than yours. Arguments against contra-

ception are fine with many people even if 

they do not make sense because they can be 

justifiably ignored,“ we now find our-

selves back to my opening statements. 

Here I would argue the writer has 

proved my case concerning the current 

state of the Catholic mind.  

CONTINUED ON PAGE 3  
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I 
 will admit to complete agreement 

with the first sentence, with one 

exception. Yes—sadly many Cath-

olics and almost certainly a large pro-

portion of Catholic women disagree 

with—here is my one exception—the 

doctrine of the Catholic Church on birth 

control and contraception. I can only 

respond by asking, “So what is your 

point?” Far too many Catholics hold 

the mistaken notion that the Catholic 

Church is a social society whose mem-

bers are free to decide what they be-

lieve and what they might choose to 

ignore. How many ways can I say 

“WRONG?”    

While many may agree with 

“Arguments against contraception are fine 

with many people even if they do not make 

sense because they can be justifiably ig-

nored,” their agreement does not 

change the facts. If the “Arguments 

against contraception” don’t make sense 

to them, Catholics cannot simply agree 

to disagree and ignore doctrine, espe-

cially doctrine declared infallible. To 

do so constitutes a deliberate and will-

ful act of disobedience and a mortal 

sin . 

God gave us the Ten Command-

ments and his only Son added to them. 

These are obligations placed upon 

each of us. They are not up for debate. 

They are required standards of moral 

behavior given by God to man and 

must be obeyed without amendment 

or equivocation.  This should be a no 

brainer. They are God’s laws not 

man’s. 

So, what part of “commandment” 

do you not understand? God didn’t 

say, “Thou shalt not kill unless you really 

feel like it.” God didn’t say, “Keep holy 

the Sabbath unless you are too hung over 

or tired or whatever.” God didn’t say, 

“Thou shalt not covet thy neighbor’s wife 

unless she is just too hot to handle.” The 

last time I looked God was very clear 

on the ‘shalls’ and ‘shall nots’; I cannot 

recall a single ‘unless’. Please let me 

know when you find one. 

The next few sentences in the dis-

senting email I choose to leave for an-

other discussion as they are not direct-

ly germane to the issue of contracep-

tion and they read much too much like 

a diatribe or rant of personal opinion 

rather than a reasoned point of discus-

sion. “What cannot be ignored is an argu-

ment that equates contraception with the 

extinction of species.  Given that fact that 

every living thing on this planet is a gift 

from God, it is dangerous to imply that it 

is ok to over populate the planet to the 

point of extinction of any living creature. 

Wars are fought and ecosystems destroyed 

because of selfishness and competition for 

natural resources directly related to over 

population. Contraception could be consid-

ered an effective tool against that kind of 

greed.”  

I 
 have already provided a re-

sponse to the next sentence so I 

will skip to the remaining sen-

tences of the email: “There is no law, 

natural or otherwise that says an expres-

sion of love should lead to unintended 

pregnancies. And there is nothing para-

doxical about your argument.  It is simply 

misguided.” What shall I say here that I 

haven’t already said before?  Allow me 

to reiterate: conflating sexual inter-

course with “an expression of love” is 

“simply misguided” and wrong. 

Most of us who have lived more 

than say forty or fifty years can recall 

our mother asking, “If your friend told 

you to jump off a building would you do 

it?” A rhetorical question for sure but 

the message was clear: just because 

everyone else is doing something 

doesn’t mean it is the right thing to do. 

W 
e have, as a society, for-

gotten or ignored that 

message when it comes 

to sex. We have turned it into a recrea-

tional sport. We have conveniently 

forgotten its holy purpose, its only 

purpose: procreation. The deep and 

abiding love engendered by a man and 

a woman united in the bonds of holy 

matrimony and faithfully expressed by 

their mutual giving of self to the other 

in the intimacy of the conjugal act has 

been lost or deemed irrelevant. Love 

has been divorced from sex, leaving 

those who would engage in fornication 

performing nothing more than private 

porn. 

No one, including Jesus, has ever 

promised that the road to heaven 

would be easy. Quite to the contrary, 

for Jesus said that we must first pick 

up our cross and follow him. And that 

will always be a heavy burden but 

shouldn’t heaven be worth any bur-

den? 

As Catholics we have a clear 

choice: we can choose to accept and 

live as God desires or we can choose to 

delude ourselves into believing that 

what God has ordained man can justi-

fiably ignore. Catholics, who choose to 

delude themselves, who act with de-

liberate ignorance and willful disobe-

dience in contravention to the doctrine 
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of the church and the natural law of 

God, place themselves in a state of 

moral sin, thereby dramatically in-

creasing the risk of losing any oppor-

tunity to spend an eternity with God 

in heaven.  

A 
t the very least, anyone so 

inclined should seriously 

consider the cost and then 

ask whether it is truly worth the risk.  

Et Quod Hoc ...  
This and that ... 

G 
iven the rather quaint 

notion many hold of the 

sanctity of sacramental 

marriage these days, I 

find myself in a rather odd position, 

having been marvelously joined in 

holy wedlock for precisely fifty years 

to my partner, my soulmate, my one-

and-only spouse, and the love of my 

life, Janet. Given also, the brevity upon 

which far too many marriages last in 

the current day, the longevity of our 

marriage only goes to punctuate the 

point made earlier: our secular, hedon-

istic culture holds little or no value for 

human life, for long-term, life-long 

commitments, or to living as our God, 

who created us, intended. It is to God 

we should be offering our thanks and 

praise not ourselves, and yet, we have 

made pleasure our chief pursuit, our 

sole purpose and lost our humanity 

and our souls in doing so.  

   

A 
 recent Sunday cartoon 

(Doonesbury, April 22, 

2018) appeared to cap-

ture the current trend 

toward lowering the bar on Christian 

values to accommodate those who are 

uncomfortable with the “unduly” re-

strictive and proscriptive nature of 

Christian doctrine. A minister behind 

the pulpit makes this announcement to 

his congregation: 

“There has been some confusion 

among evangelicals as to what currently 

constitutes sin in the eyes of the church. So 

to clarify, we now condone the following 

conduct: lewdness, vulgarity, profanity, 

adultery and sexual assault. Exemptions 

to Christian values also include greed, 

bullying, conspiring, boasting, lying, 

cheating, sloth, envy, wrath, gluttony and 

pride. Others TBA. Lastly, we’re willing 

to overlook biblical illiteracy, church non-

attendance and no credible sign of faith.” 

In the final frame congregants 

show their appreciation, with one stat-

ing “Lovin’ the lower bar, pastor!” while 

another says, “Me, too. I feel like a freak-

in’ saint now!” to which the pastor 

simply says, “Enjoy.”  

   

F 
ather Hugh Barbour writes 

in a thought provoking arti-

cle (Contraception and Spiritual Strug-

gle, Catholic Answers Magazine, May-

June 2018, pp. 20-24) that “Human procrea-

tion has everything to do with the im-

mense struggle between God and the Evil 

One over the destiny of the human race.” 

He points out that man’s rational na-

ture requires a proper bodily complex-

ion and a refined reason, that the two 

go together, and that because of this 

deep union all activities that flow from 

our nature are necessarily meant to be 

both bodily and rational. This further 

means that the most fundamental ac-

tivity of human nature is procreation. 

As a reminder, he goes on to write 

that according to God’s original de-

sign, human procreation was meant to 

be both a bodily and a rational activi-

ty. Man was not meant to simply imi-

tate animal instinct in procreative ac-

tivities but to use personal, rational 

judgment in seeking out the action and 

union of procreation.  

All that beautiful design flew out 

the window with the fall. As Father 

Barbour explains: 

“The envy of the fallen angels sought 

to disrupt this order by successfully tempt-

ing our first parents as depicted in Gene-

sis, not only in the first chapters but also 

throughout the whole book, introduced 

irrationality and disorder in the procrea-

tion of the human race. The demons were 

pleased to make the very means of procre-

ating the beautiful bodily and rational 

nature of man, made male and female in 

God’s image, into an occasion of the loss of 

reason and the misuse of human freedom 

and right feeling. Let us keep in mind that, 

in the traditional patristic teaching, the 

increase of the human race was precisely to 

replace and even exceed the number of the 

angels who fell from grace. This provides a 

motive for the demons’ intense spiritual 

envy and hatred of human procreation. 

All the Fathers without exception, and 

St. Thomas with the greatest precision and 

insight, teach that before the fall—or if 

there had been no fall of man at all—

human sexual intercourse would have been 

without irrational passion and completely  
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within the control of reason. Now, St. 

Thomas makes it clear that this means that 

intercourse in that unfallen state would 

have been more pleasurable than it is now, 

because it would have been compatible 

with the use of our higher powers. 

It is supremely irrational to exclude 

procreation deliberately, the very end of 

marital intercourse, from the act of marital 

union. Yes, the union of man and woman 

in sexual relations is meant to be pleasura-

ble, but according to reason—that is, ac-

cording to the essence of the human na-

ture—they exist to bring about through 

procreation.” 

There is much more to be gleaned 

from Father Barbour’s insightful arti-

cle. I encourage everyone to take the 

time to read and absorb all that he has 

to say. 

   

E 
. Christian Brugger in a 

blog for the National Catho-

lic Register (April 26, 2018) 

discusses the moral impli-

cations and civil overreach that have 

been the central focal points in The Ag-

onizing Case of Alfie Evans. His post can 

be read in its entirety at http://

www.ncregister.com/blog/christianbrugger/the-

agonizing-case-of-alfie-evans.  

For those who may be unaware of 

this particular case: Alfie Evans is a 

terminally ill infant suffering from a 

degenerative neurological disorder 

that has left him in a semi-vegetative 

state. He is currently a patient at Alder 

Hey Children’s Hospital in Liverpool, 

England where doctors have decided 

that it is in Alfie’s “best interests” to 

remove him from life support and fur-

ther feeding—in other words, to allow 

him to die. The Italian government has 

granted Alfie citizenship in order for 

him to obtain further medical treat-

ment in Italy which Alfie’s parents 

wish to do. Neither the hospital nor 

the British government would incur 

any expenses as a result of such a 

move. The doctors and the hospital 

have denied the parents their right to 

take Alfie to Italy, the British Court of 

Appeal has upheld a ruling preventing 

Alfie’s parents from taking their son 

for treatment to Italy, thus overruling 

the moral duty of Alfie’s parents.     

Answering whether taking Alfie 

off of life support was in his “best in-

terests” Brugger writes, “I think refer-

ring to the category of best interests to 

justify the hospital’s decision is misplaced. 

Since it is never better for a person to die 

than to remain alive—since bodily life... is 

always good, and death is the absence of 

that good—it is never in someone’s inter-

ests to cease to exist in this world. There-

fore, use of that term indicates the decision

-makers are operating from an ideological-

ly influenced “quality-of-life’ scale for de-

termining the value of Alfie’s life.” 

Was the hospital justified in refus-

ing to allow Alfie’s transport to Rome, 

given all expenses would be covered 

by private funds? “No. … The hospital’s 

obstinacy, therefore, and the repeated deni-

als of redress by the courts have been, in 

my opinion, immoral.” 

What this case elicits is the ever 

eroding value of human life, the odi-

ous idea of a “life not worth living,” and 

the growing disdain for weakness and 

disability.  

Small steps. Small steps. 

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 

The Closing of the American Mind 

Allan Bloom 

Simon & Schuster 

19877, 402 pages. 

The Demon in Democracy 

Ryszard Legutko 

Encounter Books 

2016, 182 pages. 

Strangers in a Strange Land 

Charles J. Chaput 

Henry Holt and Co.  

February 21, 2017, 288 pages. 
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First Things  
Institute on Religion and Public Life 

Editor: R. R. Reno 
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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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