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ABSTRACT

Within the Catholic Church aﬁ ﬁhe p:eéent time there is a
great deal of unrest wirth regards the probler of compulsory clerical
celibacy. The purposa of this thesis waslte analyze the results of
the various surveys of diocesan prieats on the guestion of compulsory
clerical celibacy. Although there have been many surveys, there was
a nead to analvze the data from these surveys, Through this analysis
it was hoped that a factual Basis for serious discussion of the iséue
of opticnal celibacy could be established.

In order to put the results from the surveys in true perspective
a short history of compulsory clerical celibacy within the Catholic
Church was.adﬁed to the review of pertinent literature. The results
from the surveys were then analyzed and.put into.Table form so.that the
salient pointé wpuld be highlighted,

Five major conclusians.weré yieided from the data of these
diccesan surveys: | |

1. Support for Epigcopal Leadership. Priests who want optional

celibacy degire that the Bishops of the country take the initiative to
resolve this problem. Suppert for change is not an indication of current

rebellion against episcopal leadership but rather of substantial

iv



dissatisfaction with official atritudes towards the celibacy problem.

2. More than 7,000 Priests want Optional Celibacy. The gurveys

conducted in fifty-two dioceses yielded 3,666 responses favoring optional
celibacy. Since the surveys reached forty-six per cent of the diocesan
priests in the United States, it seemed a reasonably conservative esti-
mate that not less than 7,000 diocesan priests want the freedom to marry,

3. Assistant Pastors Lead Support for Changze. More than half

of the priests who want optional celibacy (2,052) are curxently assistant
pagtors, In practically all dioceses, whether large or small, and in all
parts cof the country, assistants faver the right to marry in meaningful
majorities.

4. Differences Between Regions: Size of Diocese is Key Factor.

The surveys show that support for optiomal celibacy is weak in some
geographical regions and strong in others. The explanation seemed to
lie in the fact that the smaller the diocese the more favorable the
attitude towards optional celibacy.

5. Celibacy is not a Closed Issue, The results of the surveys

do not support the view that priests have understood the Encyclical,

Sacevdotalis Coelibatus, as a final word on the subject.

The survey results reported give adequate proof that cleriecal
celibacy is an urgent problem in the American Catholic Church. A4s such,
it was recommended that a detailed report of each diocesan survey should
be sent to the National Conference of Bishops, and also that a formal

presentation of the data of the surveys be made at the next meeting of the



Kational Ceonference of Bishops. Finally, it was recommended that

an independent study should be econdacted to determine the reasons why

priests are leaving the ministry.
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CHAPTER 1
THE PROBLEM AND DEFINITIONS OF TERMS

On January 25, 1959 when Pope John XXIII decided to ecall an
Ecumenical Council, few people, if any, were able to envisage the vast
ramifications of this Couneil. When the Council finally was convoked
after two years of intense preparation, the Tathers of the Second
Vatican Council noted the universality and rapidity of social change
in contemporary societv. What is even more significant, and not so
often perceived, is the fact that social change is a permanent phenome-
non of our technological and industrial society. Hence, the Council
Fathers were quick to perceive that the Church as a human institution
is caught up in this pheronenon of social change. Therefore, the renewgl,
the "aggiornamento"”, must be a continuing rénewal and not something that

is ever accomplished.

Within this framework of renewal, the question of clerical
celibacy is one which has received a vast amount of publicity both in
secular and religious journals. Nevertheless, there is probably no
aspect of the life of the Catholie priest of the Latiﬁ Rite which stands
today in more desperate need of apen; frank and honest discussion than
that of ecelibacy. Despite.the fact that Pope Paul VI withdreﬁ it from
public.discussion in the closing days of the last sessicn of the Council
and informed the bishops that they could transmit their views privately

te him, the subject will net die down.



I. THE PROBLEM

Statement of the problem. The purpuse of this study is to give

an analysis of the various surveys of diocesan priests on the problem
of compulsory clerical celibacy within the Cathelic Church as revealed
through a review of the pertirent religious and secular literature and

the dicceszan questionnaires,

Need for the study. B8inece the beginning of the Vatican Council,

there have been a number of surveys on the guestion of clerical celibacy;
however, there has been ne attempt to compile the warifous survey results
on this delicate guestion or to analyze the results. Thus, this study

was undertaken in order to meet this need.

Delimitations. The delimitating factors in this study will be

that only surveys dealing with Catholic priests who belong to the
American clergy, who belong to the Latin Rite, and who are diocesan

priests will be studied.

.Limitations. One of the méjor Iimitations is the fact éhat
becaunse of the delicacy of the question not all the survey results
have been made public. Another importanrt liﬁiéaticn is the fact that
some of the surveys excluded pastors and only included assistant

rastors. '



IT, DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED

Aposgtoliic. The term refers to the time of the apostles of Jesus
Christ or to the type of work which the apostles performed: preaching

the gospel of Jesus Christ.!

Archdiccese. An ececlesiastical province containing one or more

dioceses presided over by an archbiahop.z

Canonical. The term refers to the "statutes and regulations
enacted by the highest church authorities for the government of

ecclesiastical affairs."3

Celibacy. "The law which forbids those in Holy Orders to marry."4

| Clerical.. The term aﬁplied te those separated from the laify
and attaﬁhed in some special mammer to the church. The term is
often synonymous with priest. Cleric is the ecclesiastical noun form.>
Council. The term applies to "asgemblies of the rulers of the

Church legally convoked for the settlement of ecelesiastical affairs."®

lFelician Foy, O.F.M., 1967 National Catholiec Almanac,
{Paterson: St. Anthony's Guild, 1967), p. 245.

2Conde Pallen and John Wynne {ed.), The Catholic Dictionary,
(New York: Universal Encwledge ¥oundationm, 1949}, p. 62.

31bid., p. 163,

4Charles Henry Bowden, Catholic Dictionary, (New York: Paulist
Press, 1955), p. 1l.

5Conde, op. cit., p. 224.

6Bowden, op. cit., p. 16.
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Deacon. One ordained to the second of the major orders: the last

step before one is ordained a priest.7

Diccesan. This term refers to a definite ecclesiastical territory
with 1t¢s pepulation, priests and laity, who are under the jurisdiction of

a bishop.s

Feelesiastical., This term refers to the Church or the Church's

authority.9

Fcumenical. This term is synonymous with general or world wide

Council presided over by the Pope or his repr&sentative.lo

Ecumenical Movement. The term means "those activities and enter-

prises which, according to various needs of the Church and opportune
cccasions, are started and organized for the festering of unity among

Christians,"11

Encyclical, A letter from the Pope "which is addressed to all
bishops and ordinaries in communion with the Holy See on matters which

are predominately doctrimal and social in_character."12

7Foy, op. eit., p. 307.
81pid., p. 308.

%1bid., p. 319.

19Bowden, op. eit., p. 16.
11Foy, op. cit., p. 303.
121bid., p. 208. |



Jesuit. A member of a scciety of priests and brothers in the

Catholic Church founded in 1534913

Laicization. "The act of reducing ecclesiastical persons or

things to a mon-ecclesiastical or lay condition; secularization.”l%

Latin Rite. A rite is the manver in which liturgical worship is
carried out. Within the Catholie Church there are different liturgical
forms; however, in the Westerm Church the Latin or Roman Rite prevails

and Latin is the official language.15

Manichean. A teaching, which was condemned by the Church, based
on the "assumption that there are two supreme principles of being, one

which was good, and the other evil,"16

National Association for Pastoral Renewal. "The Association is a

nationwide group of priests and laymen that seeks to provide a forum for
the constructive study of current pastoral problems of the Church and a

workshop for devising practical solutions for these problems."l7

National Conference of Bishops. The term refers to the meeting of

131hid., p. 486.

lﬁconde, op- cit., p. 538,
lsFoy, op. cit., p. 262,
161h1d., p. 170

17g4itorial in the Renewal, (New Haven: 1968), p. 1.



the Catholic Bishops of the United States "which has juridical status
and authority im law to take binding actiom in some matters concerning

the 1ife of the Church in the United States,"l8

Papal. The term refers to the Pope the head of the Catholic

Church or to the Vatican, the place where the Pope resides.1?

Synod, The term given to "meetings of priests and cther parsons
of a diocese called to consider matters for the welfare of the clergy

and £aithful,"2C

Vatican Council, The term refers to the latest General or

Ecumenical Council held in Reme, 21

Western Chureh. The term refers to that section of the Catholic

Church where the Roman or Latin Rite is the predominant rite.22

laFoy, op. cit., p. 95.

lgConde, op. cit., p. 724,
20Foy, op, ecit., p. 354, -
Zlﬁawden, op. cit., p. 53.

22Foy, op. cit., p. 263.



CHAPTER IX
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE AXD A SHORT HISTORY

The unrest among the American clergy over the question of
celibacy first leaked to the public when a leading secular magazine
carried an article by a Catholic priest whe clamored for the right to
marry.,23 The priest, who wrote under a pseudonym, had been ordained
for fourteen years. The guestion for him was a wital one. A&fter his
many years of service, he felt that he was not completely a man. He
said he felt the need to seek his other half so that he could be a
whole man and thereby be a whole priest. Although he did not claim
that every priest should be a married man, he did claim that some

priests are only half men because they are not allowed to get married.

He went on to point out that clerical celibacy is not a theologi-

cal necessity and that only. the discipline of the Church has made celi-
bacy the mark of the priesthood of the West. The author further stated
that although celibacy has been beneficial to the Church in some areas,
it has also been detrimental in other areas. The priest pointed out
that we live in a modern age and the demands of celibacy are tearing
thousands of priests asunder and that thére is no argument which can

support this growing travesty,

In one Catholic journal, a report by a psychiatrist and psychologist

23¢y. Stephen Nash, "I am a Priest - I want to Marry,” The
Saturday-Evening Post, 6:10~12, March, 1966,
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working with priests stated that the binding of celibacy to the priesthood
iz a badly motivated package deal,24 Having worked with priests for a
number of years, they claimed that men can live in accordance with a
freely accepted celibacy provided they have been raised in favorable
circumstances and have truly experienced emotional maturity before they
definitely decide to accept celibacy. In short, they recommended that
celibacy should not be a law or condition "sine qua non" but rather a
conscious choice.

One priest wrote that diocesan priests are affected more by under-
neath the surface problems of a mixed or indeterminate sort than they
are by the extermal, clearly limmed and much publicized problem of
clerical celibacy.zs_-To him, celibacy was not a main problem. On the
other hand a priest wrote in a recent psychological jcournal that the
Church cannot deny him the right to be a man, that he would not live with
the religious hang-ups which make a man a slave,2®

One bishop wrote that celibacy is being questioned not only outside

the Church but alsoc within_it.Z? He mentioned that some envisage the

243,, Van Wersch and Henk Suer, "Celibacy im Holland,”" The
Catholic Worlid, 204:177-179, August, 1966.

25parrick Sandford, "Problems Facing Parish Priests," America,
116:870-873, Junsa, 1967. - '

26Rev. James Kavanaugh, "Religious Hang-Ups," Psychology Todéy,

1:16-24, July, 1967.

2?Bish0p Alfred Ancel, "The Celibacy Question Framkly Considered,”
Pastoral Life, 15:389-397, July~August, 1967.




posasibility of a married clergy in the Westerm Church such as there is

in the Eastern Church. He then went on to make the distinction between

a married clergy and the marriage of priests. He stated that the Council
did not envigage that a priest would be given permission to marry and
continue his priestly ministry. However, there would be married men who
would be called to be priests. In other words, once a man was ordailned,
he could nct hope to get married and continue to fﬁnction as a priest.

On the other hand, a married man could be ordained a priest and then
function as a married priest, In short, the bishop recommended the
practice which now exists in the Eastern Church.

A Lutheran clergyman wrote that the articles by priests have left
him with mixed emdtions.za' He wrote that his oscillation was perhaps
symptomatic of the inner turmoil which he periodically experienced when
his marriage vow and his calling to serve God polarized. He said he
knew the inner discord which the basic dichotomy of his two vows pro~
duced in his soul., Of one tﬁing he said he was certaln -~ that narriage
has provided him with one possible sclution to the essential lomeliness
of his ¢alling. A loneliness which came from the fact that he was set
apért from his fellow man by the sacredness of his office. He further
stated that aithough he needed a wifé ard a family to fulfill himself as
a person, this need was obtained at a price pald by his family and by his

minigtry.

284nus Lutheranus, "A Lutheran Clergyman Looks at Marriage,” The
Catholic World, 204:174-176, December, 1966,
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A young cleric responded to the Lutheran clergyman's article on the
tension of being a married pastcr.zg The respondent, after agreeing with
the Lutheran mipister that marriage is not a panacea for the problems of
the Catholic priest, went on to stzate that the minister's essay had
several difficulties: (1) an overly dramatic and idealistiec conception
of the ministry; (2} a rather naive notion of what it means. te be celibate;
and (3) an inference that his experience is necessarily common to zll
devoted married ministers. The author then stated some of his own conclu-~
sions. First, neither celibacy nor marriage was for all servants of the
Lord the better way, but rather that each was a unique style of Christian
life, to be freely accepted as an invitation by those to whom each was
offered by the Spirit. Second, the tension created by unattained ideals
was a malady which was not reserved only to the married clergy. Finally,
the auther stated that the task before the Catholic Church was not to find
better arguments to prove that celibacy was the only way of life for minis-
ters of the Word but to decide whether the Church was te offer to warried
men through ordination a full share in the bishop's priestly powers.

4 young man who has only one year left in his preparation for the priest-—
hood wrote why he wanted to be a prigst.so After a short background of his

Seminary training and experiences, the author pinpointed his own reflections

2991{11iam P. 0'Connell, 8.J., "A Celibate Cleric Responds to a
Married Minister," Pastoral Life, 23:575-579, May, 1968.

0parrick J..Ryan, "Why I Want to be a Priest,"” America, 118:751-
752, June, 1988,
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by bringing in the councept of ministerial priesthood. He wrote that
ministerial priesthood is a life of religious dedication or prophetic
witness to society., 1t has been his experlence that ministerial priesz-
heod 1s meaningful both within and without the christian community. The
seminarian concluded by stating that he wants to be a priest because of
his belief in God, as a response to the call of God, and because God
deigns to use human Instruments to speak to his people.

A Catholic theologian writing inm a popular clerical magazine sta-
ted three main reasons for a marvied as well as a celibate priesthood.3l
First, a married priesthood might dispel forever the Manichean aura of
gullt that still surrounds many Catholics in the area of marital rela-
tions. Second, a married clergy might well open the door to more voca-
tions to the priesthood since there 1s at present a crisis in clerical
vocations. Finally, a married clergy would give a strong impetus to the
ecumenical movement. Many dedicated Protestant clergymen might well
come into the Catholic Church if they could enter as priests rather than
layman because of the law of celibacy.

Another theologian stated that a renunciation such as that of
celibacy could only be intelligible when it was in some sense "for God.
The decision then testified to the person'’s faith, his belief in God.

Thus, the renunciation became the basis of a prophetic witness. In other

| 31y4311am R, Murphy, S.T.D., "Must We Live Without Sex," The
Priest, 23:531~5336, July, 1967.

32gev. Felix F. Gardegna, S.J., "Religious Celibacy,” The Sacred
Heart Messenger, 250:16-20, March, 1967.

n32
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12
words, religious celibacy brought into existence a specilal Christian
"community of faith.’ The purpose of this 'community of faith' was to
witness to the fact that 'God 1s' and to the person's personal belief in
God., Celibates were meant to be living witnesses to God. Otherwise,
they make no sense! They risk everything in order that they might pro-
claim by their very lives that God is and that this is all-important
to man,

In a monthly review of the Christian world, a Catholic layman
asked the guestion: "Must Celibacy be Ccmpulscry?”33 After citing Pope

Paul's letter "Sacerdotalis Caelibatus" which expressed the Pope's in-

sistence on the maintenance of the present Latin discipline of priestly
celibacy, the author went on to line up the arguments against celibacy
which were as follows: (1) that the New Testament did not demand compul—
sory celibacy as a condition for entéring the prlesthood; (2) that the
connection which the Fathers of the Church encouraged between priesthood
and celibacy seemed often to be based ultimately on an over-pessimistic
view of man's earthly condition or on a certain notion of the purity
.necessary for contact with sacred things, while also reflecting a
different social and cultural milieu; {(3) that maintaining celibacy
damaged the Church in regions where there was a shortage of priests;

(4) that celibacy was detrimental to the development of a mature and
well-balanced human personality. The article after demenstrating that

the Pope's letter answered the main objections to celibacy went on to’

33Robert Nowell, "Must Celibacy be Compulsbry?“ Herder Corre-
spondence, 5:67-72, March 1968.
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state that the argument from the standpoint of a shortage of priests
seemed virtually unanswerable especially in regioms such as Latin America
and Africa. For example, the ratio of priests to Cathelice in Africa in
1966 was 1:1800 (one priest for every thousand Catholics is a fair ratio}.
And in Wigeria the ratio was 1:3043. The author coneluded by stating
unless the present discipline of celibacy was modified, the missionary
effort expended by the Church cver the last century or s¢ would be brought
to naught,

A Jesuit sociologilst wrete in a recent publication that the priest-
hood was in a critiecal period.34 Critical because it was a period of
change and because there have been very high expectationg for change on
the part of prilests as a result of the Second Vatican Council. The
priest—sociologist stated that he did not think that there was a shortage
of wocations but that there was a maldistribution of talent., TFurthermore,
he proposed the ordaining of married laymen and laywomen who are well--
educated and apostolically orientated. The article concluded by stressing
the fact that the real problem facing the Catholic Church is not birth
contrel or married clergy but the problem of maladministration.

in another article the same Jesuit sociologist stated that bishops
cught to marry and to have large families.35 The main argument of the

priest was sociological rather than theological or scriptural, If priests

by, Joseph Fichter, "The Priesthood Today and Tomorrow," U.S.
Catholic, 34:6-11, June, 1968.

33pr, Joseph Fichter, "Bishops Ought to Marry," Commonweal,
89:289-292, May, 1968,
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married and their bishops stayed single, a new wedge of separation would
be Iintroduced into the Christian community. This sociological expecta-
tion has been the experience of the Eastern Church. The married priest
stayed at the lowest rung of the ecclesiastical ladder. He had no hope
of promotion im his priestly career because all of the important higher
positions in the Church were reserved for celibates. He was often
assigned to the least desirable parishes in the most poverty-stricken
areas, and he was treated like a second~class citizen by his celibate
fellow priests. The article concluded by stating that there are intel-
ligent arguments for and against the change to optiomal clerical marriage.
However, if reason were.to govern the reform of Church law allowing &
married clergy, it was not feasible to excliude bishops and other Church
dignitaries from the option and from a sociological point of view it was
preierable that bishops be required to marryy.

A discussion among three married clergymen revealed that although
many responsibilities are placed cm a wife and family of a minister or
priest, there are also advantages which help to foster good family situ-
atio:}.s.36 One participant felt that celibates should remain in a monastic
setting and not be placed in a parochial settimp. All three clergymen
spoke of the conflict between the two rvoles —- marvied man and ministerz.

Nevertheless, they believed that celibacy, although a good, should not

36py, William Johngson, Fr. Thomas Pike, and Fr. Thomas Volaitis,
"A Wife in the Rectory,” Jubllee, 14:12-19, January, 1967.
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be enforced but rather be voluntary. On the other hand, they felt that
marriage should not be entered into lightly by the clergy because of the
dual demands -~ on the minister and om his family.

4 questlon closely related to celibacy is the discussion concerning
the restoration of the diaconate.a? One author deseribed that this was
a burning subject of.discussion among the Bishops at the Council. One of
the main reasons for the restoration of the diaconate was the urgent need
of clergy. For example, in Latin America, the author reported that there
is only one priest for 53,000 parishioners and in some areas the ratie is
1:20,000 whereas in the United States the ratio is 1:900. However, even
though there is a great need, the author stated that there was much
discussion on wﬁether.the deacﬁns would be married or celibate and if
married, what effect this would have oﬁ celibate priests. The consensus

was reported to be in favor of married deacons.

37Pau1 Velde, "The Lay Deacons,”" Jubilee, 11:22-23, April, 1964,
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A SHORT HISTORY OF CLERICAL CELIBACY

Clerical celibacy has its roots iu the 0ld Testament .38 Although
celibacy wag in no manmer common or imposed, a certain requirement of
chastity can be seen in the prescription of the 0ld Testament about
priests: fcr_the seven day period of théir consecration, Aaron and his
sons had to stay in the Fabernacle day and nlght, and so to practice
continence. Eowever, before the time of Christ Judaism considered
marriage as & duty and had ounly scorn for the celibate or the sterile.
Jesus Christ, the founder of Christianity, was himself celibate and all
celibacy is directly related to him; vet he himself did not oblige all
to follow his example. In fact, Christ declared that celibacy was a
particular vocation or way of life which was not given to all. The
apostle Paul recommended celibacy as a speclal way of 1ife particularly
adapted to the service of the Kingdom of God. Celibacy became an unique
ministerial commiiment whereby preachers of the gospel were able to give
all their time and all their precccupations to the dirgct service of God
and Church.39

In the early Church the freguency of communal living grew apace
with the increasing insistence uﬁon a celibate clergy.éo There was a

tendency among the members of the clergy themselves to voluntarily embrace

33Joseph ¥ichtner, 0.5.C., "The Relevancy of the Patristic Priest-
hood," Pastoral Life, 16:203, April, 1968,

BQJoseph Lecuyer, C.5.5p., What Is a Priest? (Vol. LIII of the
Twentieth Century Encyclopedia of Catholicism, ed. Henri Daniel-Rops.
150 vols; New York: Hawthorn Books, Inc., 1959), p. 31.

4OFichtner, loe. cit.
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celibacy. On the other hand, the faithful came to consider those priests
who lived in complete continence as the wost perfect. Nevertheless, in
the apostolic ere and into the fourth ceatury, there was ne law of celi-
bacy in the West and married priests were common. Some bishops at the
Ecumenical Council of Nicaea in 325 proposed a new law forbidding bishops,
priests and deacons to have marital relarioms with their wives after
ordination, but their proposal didn’t carry’.z’l

The first coumecil to impose celibacy upon priests was a local
council at Elwira, Spain early in the fourth century.42 Thereafter,
many Western councils repeated the law, extended it to deacons and sub-
deacons and even, at times, forbade the married elergy to have inter-
course with their wives. Tha centuries following upon the patristic
period——9th, 10th, ilth--submit ample evidence that the clergy quite
commonly disregarded the law,

In the East during the same period legislation was less severe and
tevealed a great diversity in practice.43 In 420 bishops were to observe
continence, but there was no law limiting the marriage rights of priests.
It was the Council of Trulle of 692 which finally fixes the practice of
the Eastern Churches. Bishops were bound to absolute continence,
Priests, deacons and subdeacons could not marry after ordination; but if

they were married before their ordination, they could centinue to live

41Lecuyer, op. eit., p. 33.

42pichter, loc. eit.

43Lecuyer, loc. cit,
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as a married couple. In the West, in spite of variations and countless
local resistances, the requirement cf celibacy bascame increasingly defi-
nite,%% In 1123 at the Council of the Lateran marriages by priests,
deacons, and subdeacons were declared unlawful and invalid and further
that candidates for sacred orders who were previously married must break
off all relations with their wives., Nevertheless, these strong measures
did not end the custom of a married clergy and disregard for the law of
celibacy was fairly widespread for several centuries. Finally, the
Council of Trent (1545-63} in its twenty—fourth Session reinforced the
decisions of the Council of the lLateran.%> The Code of Church Law (Canon
9877 renewed these decisions and added certain penalties for clerics who
contravened them, After these canonical decisions, the guestion of clerical

celibacy became a closed issue within the Catholic Church until the present %
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CHAPTER III
PROCEDURES AND METHODOLOGY

General Method. Between May 15 and October 10, 1967, a series

of celibacy surveys ware conducted in fifty-two dioceses and archdioceses

located in all regions of the United States.46

All of the dioceses in
the states of Californis, Connmecticut, Delaware, Florida, Idaho, Illineis,
Maryland, Minnesota, Montana, NHew Jersey, Oregon, Washington, Wisconsin,
and the District of Columbia were included plus selected dioceses in the
states of Missouri, New York and Peansylvania. A little less than fifty
per cent of all diocesan priests in the United States are attached to
the diocesas surveyed.

Through these surveys it was hoped that a factual basis for
serious diécussion of the issue of optional celibacy could be established.
It was thought that the National Conference of Bishops could provide more

relevant leadership in this matter once the dimensions and location of

support for change or for the status quo were clearly known,

Sample. The surveys were not designed as a random sample of diocce-
san priests in the United States.éy All priests in the designated dioceses
received a questionnaire. All were free to answer anonymously. No

attempt was made to elicit respomses from those who did not reply. As a

4GNational Association for Pastoral Remewal, Final Report on NAPR
Celibacy Surveys, A Report Prepared by the Beard on Clerical Celibacy
{(New York: National Association for Pastoral Remewal, 1967}, p. G.

1bid., p. 7
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result of this choice of survey technique, the percentages of "Yes" and
"¥o" in the results are mot strictly applicable to the priests who did
not respond or to the priests who were not surveyed. Howemer, the
percentages are a rough yet good indicator of the general climate of
oplnion.

Data. All of the surveys were conducted im 2 similar fashion.*3
Members of the Natiomal Asscciation for Pastoral Renewal formed an inter-
diocesan priests' committee in the state or region to be surveyed. This
group undertook full responsibility for the mechanics of the survay.
Brief questionnaires were mailed to all diocesan priests in the area

selected. Local bishops were informed of the initiative and provided

with a copy of the survey results.

Statistical Analysis., A statistical design as such will not be

employed since there is nothing to compare the data with at this time.
Actually, the very fact of the surveys is, itself, significant since

this type of survey is something entirely new within the Catholic Church.
Nevertheless, the data will be presented in table form in order to high-

light salient points.

Facilities. The literature reviewed was obtained by the usual
library procedure. Much of the literature wazs cbtained from theological

libraries. The facilities of the National Association for Pastoral

“81pid., p. 8
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Renewal were alsec used in order to obtain survey data and to facilitate
diocesan contacts. Likewise, the data which was used to construct the
Tables in this study was obtained from the Report of the Natiomal

Association for Pastoral Renewal.&g

“1p1d., pp. 9-12



CHA¥TER 1V
PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS

The diocesan surveys on celibacy, conducted among forty-six per
cent of dioccesan priests in the United States, vielded five major conclu~
sions.so

1. Support for Episcopal Leadership. Priests who want optional

celibacy almost unanimoﬁsly favered an imitiative by the National Confer-
ence of Bishops to secure the power to introduce optional celibacy in

the United States.. A comparison of Tables I and IY shows this pattern.
In other woxrds, prilests who favor a chaﬁge of.discipline are not '"rebel'
priests. They presume apiscoPai leadership and regular proéedures of
canonical change and tﬁey favor specific action to effect change ét the
present time.

Support for episcopal leadership is consistent with measurable
dissatisfaction wifh current Church practice of dismissing priests who
have married. Table III, in coﬁparison with Table TI, shows this atti-
tude, Asked whether pfiests who have married should be allowed to return
as "married priests” to active ministry, the survey responses become more
affirmative or more ﬁncertain, 5ut.a1waf§ iess negative. Alﬁheck of the
respéﬁses showe& mény instances whefe priests opposed to optional céli—
baﬁy wouid not.disapprove of the readmission to ministry of those who

had violated the current law. This kind of response implies a lack of

501bid,, p. 1

Lo huwdoa, oz
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confidence in established procedures ~— such as long delays in the hapd-
ling of request for release from celibacy, official reluctance o grant
"before the fact" permission for marriage, the implicit degradation of
the lalcization process, and the official refﬁsal te concede that

dedicated priests might have a right conscience imn this matter.

2. More than 7,000 Priests Want Optional Celibacy. A&s Table I

shows, the surveys revealed that 3,666 diocesan priests faver the right
to marry. The judgement that twice this number represents a reasomnable
and conservative estimate of the minimum number of diocesan priests who
favor optional celibacy rests on three comsiderations. First, the
surveys raported here reached nearly one~half {(forty-six per cent) of
all the diocesan priests in the United States. Secend, the surveys were
carried out in scattered areas all over the United States. Priests not
surveyed in each area share the same climate of opinion as those whe
received questionnaires. Third, the responses came from diccesan priests
of all age groups and from men engaged in a full range of clergy occupa-
tions. The age and occupation profile of the respondents indicates a
broadly representative response from the groups surveyed. With these
factors in mind, it is solidly founded deduction that a large body of
Catholic priests in the United States, numbering at least 7,000 want the
freedom to marry.

3. Assistant Pastors Lead Support for Change. The survey shows

that the group most faverable to optional celibacf is that of zssistant

pastors, and support may be_growing within this group. Table I shows
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TABLE T
RESPONSE OF DIOCESAN CLERGY T0 QUESTION: DO YOU FAVOR &

CHANGE TO OPTTONAL CELIBACY ¥OR THE DIOCESAN
CLERGY?" BY TYPE OF ASSIGKMENT *

Pastors Assistants Others TOTAL No. of re-

gpondents
Yes 38.8 65.7 54.4 54,6 (3,666)
Ko 59.5 32.1 40.5 42,7 (2,872)
No opinicn 1.7 2.2 ' 5.1 2.7 (175)
No. of re-
spondents (2,189) (3,121) {1,403) - (6,713)

*Due credit for the data which was used tc construct these Tables must
be given to the National Association for Pastoral Renmewal. Cfr. p. 21,

TABLE 11

RESPONSE OF DIOCESAN CLERGY TO QUESTION: "DO YOU FAVOR A REQUEST
TO THE SYNOD OF ROME BY THE NATIOMAL CONFERENCE OF AMERICAN
BISHOPS THAT THE CONFERENCE BE EMPOWERED TO INTRCDUCE

OPTIONAL CELIBACY IN THE UNITED STATES?” BY TYPE
OF ASSIGNMENT :

Pastors Assistants Others_ TOTAL No. of re-

spondents
Yas 39,0 65,0 54,7 54.4  (3,658)
No- o 58.5 2.2 42.4 43.0 (2,887)
No opinion 2.5 2.8 2.9 2.6 (168)

No, of re- :
spondents (2,189) {3,121) - {1,503) = {6,713)
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that assistants favor the freedom to marry by a margin of two to one.
Table IV suggests that the "Yes"” response may be understated due to a
growth of support over the past three months. When one contrasts the
surveys conducted during May and June,with those caﬁried out in September,
there is a spread of tweﬁty percentage points between the two groups of
assistants. - Admittedly, the assistants surveyed in late spring live in
dioceses where comservative thought is the dominant style; also, they
are an colder group of men on the average (due to lengthy waits for
pastoral appointments), and they were the first to express their views
on a sensitive subject. But these factors are inadequate to account
for such a substantial difference in attitude. It is, therefore, likely
that support for opticmal celibacy has been growing among assistant
pastors and that the "Yes" response of sastern seaboard assistants re-
ported here is considerably understated.

Assistants favered change in fifty of the fifty-two dioceses
surveyed. The two dioceses reporting opposition to optiomal celibacy
account for only ten responses. The surveys show the overwhelming
support for change among assistants in more than half of the dioceses:
surveyed., In sixteen out of twenty midwestern dioceses, seventy-five
per cent or more of the assistants favor optional celibacy. The same
éroportions hold in six out of eight dioceses of the Northwest and in
both dioceses of Florida.

The solid support for change among assistants carries a message
that cannot be ignored without.jeOPardizing the present and future

welfare of the Church. 1In all but the smallest dioceses, assistant
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TABLE III
RESPONSE OF DIOCESAN CLERGY TC QUESTION: DO YOU FAVOR THE READMISSION

TO ACTIVE MINISTRY OF THOSE MARRIED PRIESTS WHO WISH T0 RETURN TO
PRIESTLY MINISTRY?" BY TYPE OF ASSIGNMENT

Pastors Assistants Others TOTAL No., of re-

spondents
YTes 43.2 65.7 49,8 56.5 (3,794
No 50.7 29.6 38.5 38.3 (2,567}
No opinicn 6.1 4.7 11.7 5.2 (352)
No. of re-
spondents (2,189) {3,121} (1,403 - (6,713)

TABLE IV

AFFIRMATIVE RESPONSE OVER TIME TC QUESTION: "DO YOU FAVOR A CHANGE TO
OPTIONAL CELIBACY FOR THE DIOCESAN CLERCY?" BY TYPE OF

ASSTGNMENT
Pastors Assistants Others TOTAL Ne. of re~
spondents
May-June 24.9 56.0 44.7 46,7 (1,317}
September 44.3 76.0 61.8 60.3 (2,349}
TOTAL 39.8 65.7 54.4 54.6 .

No, of re-
spondents (850) {2,052) (764) - (3,666)

Ry e
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TABLE V

AFFIRMATIVE RESPONSE OVER TIME TO QUESTION: "DO YOU FAVOR A REQUEST TO
THE SYNOD OF ROME BY THE NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF AMERICAN BISHOZS
THAT THE CONFERENCE BE EMPOWERED TO INTRODUCE OPTIONAL
CELIBACY IN THE UNITED STATES?" BY TYPE OF
ASSIGNMENT

Pastors Asgigtants QOthers TOTAL No. of re-

spondents

May-June 25,2 56,5 | 46.4 47.5 (1,338}

September 44.5 74.2 61.3 59.5 (2,320}

TOTAL 39.0 65.0 54.7 54.4 -

No. of re-~

spondents (855} (2,034) {769) - {3,658)

q
TABLE VI _

AFFIRMATIVE RESPONSE OVER TIME TO QUESTION: "DO YOU FAVOR THE READMIS-
SION TO ACTIVE MINISTRY OF THOSE MARRIED PRIESTS WHO WISH TO '
RETURN TO PRIESTLY MINISIRY?" BY TYPE OF ASSTGNMENT

Pastors Assistants Others TOTAL No. of re-

spondents
May-June 28.1  57.5 49,0 49.5 (1,394)
September 48.8 74.8 61.8 61.6 (2,400)
TOTAL 43.2 65,7 $6.3 56,5 -

No of re-~ ;
spondents (946) (2,058) _ (790) : - (3,794)




28
pastors constitute the largest clergy group. These assistants represeafl
an entire generation of priests on whom the Church depends for her future
pastors and bishops. More importantly, Fichter's 1566 survey of assist-
ant pastors showed that those who support opticnal celibacy are also the
ones most committed to the reforms initiated by the Second Vatican
Coun@il?o Finally, assistants comprise the age-group for whom marriage
is most likely to be a personal concern and a deecision that they will
not long postpone,

£,

4. Regional Differences and the Factor of Size. Clear regiomal

differences appear in Tables VII, VIII, and IX. The dioceses of the
Northwest and of Florida are most favorable to change; even the pastor-
group in these regicons shows a majority of "Yes" responses. The Mid-
western and California dioceses fall into a middle position, favorable
but by smaller majorities, and the Eastern seaboard remains the only
region with a small majority of "No" responses. However, for the same
reasons that suggest that support for opticonmal celibacy among Eastern
assistants may be uﬁderstated, the overall results for Eastern seaboard
priests may represent an underestimate of the current climate of suéport
for change.

A key factor that may explain the regiomal diiferences is reported
in Figure I, When the forty-five dioceses with majorities of "Yes”
responses and the seven dioceses with majorities of "No” replies are
arranged by size {(number of priests), a clear pattern emerges. The
smaller the diocese, the more likely that a majority of its priests

will favor optional celibacy. The tendency is confirmed both by the

50Fichter, op. cit,, p. 290.
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TABLE VIX

ATFIRMATIVE RESPONSE BY REGION TO QUESTION: DO YOU FAVOR A CHANGE 70
OPTIONAL CELIBACY FOR THE DIOCESAN CLERGY?" BY TYPE OF ASSIGNMENT

Pastors Assistants Others TOTAL No. of re-

spondents

*Eastern

seaboard 24.9 56.0 44,7 46,7 (L,317)
West-California 36.6 66.3 5%.8 54.2 (461)
#Midwest 37.9 73.8 60.3 57.5 (1,450)
South-Florida 70.2 39.7 85.3 81.5 (106)
*Northwest 80.4 91.6 75.8 34.2 (332)
TOTAL 139.8 65.7 5h.4 54.6 -
No. of re-
spondents (850) {2,052) (?64) = {3,666}

*FEastern seaboard includes all of the dicceses of Connecticut
and New Jersey; also Brooklyn, New York, Rockville Centre,
Philadelphia, Baltimore, Wilmington and Washington, D.C.
Midwest includes all dloceses in 1llinois, Minnescta, Missouri
{except Jefferson City), and Wisconsin. Northwest includes all
diocceses of Oregon, Washington, Montana and Idaho.
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TABLE VIIT

AFFIRMATIVE RESPONSE BY REGION TO QUESTION: ‘DO YOU FAVOR A REQUEST
TO THE SYNOD OF ROME BY THE NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF AMERICAN
BISHOPS THAT THE CONFERENCE BE EMPOWERED T0 INTRODUCE
OPTIONAL CELIBACY IN THE UNITED STATES?" BY TYPE
OF ASSIGNMENT

Pastors Assistants Others TOTAL No. of re-
spondents

Eastern

seaboard 25.2 536.5 46.4 47.5 (1,338)
West~California 35.4 64,7 61.7 53.3 (454)
Midwest 38.7 4.6 39.3 56.9 (1,434)
South-Florida 68.0 B5.7 §2.3 78.5 (102)
Nerthwest 80.4 G0.4 72.3 83.7 (330)
TOTAL 35.0 65.0 54.7 54.4 -
No. of re~-

spondents (855) (2,034} (769) - (3,658)




DISTRIBUTION OF DIGCHESES BY NUMBER OF PRIESTS:

FIGURE I

MAJORITY "YES" AND "-"A MAJORITY "NO" TO QUESTION:
FAVOR A CHANGE TO OPTIONAL CELIBACY FOR THE DIOCESAN

CLERGY?"
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Yesponse 48.5 53.6 1.9 69.8
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~New York #Trenton #5t. Cloud 1#Great Falls
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TABLE IX
AFFIRMATIVE RESPORSE BY REGION TO QUESTION: ™DO YOU FAVOR THE READMIS-

SIOGN TO ACTIVE MINISTRY OF THOSE MARRIED PRIESTS WHO WISH TO
RETURN TO PRIESTLY MINISTRY?" BY TYPE OF ASSIGNMENT

Pastors  Assistants Others TOTAL No. of re-
: spcndents
Fastern
seaboard 29.1 37.3 49.0 49,5 (1,394}
West-California 4&1.5 65.8 63.0 36.3 {479}
Hidwest 43.0 74.3 59.5 58.6 (1,477
South-Florida 68.0 61.8 85,2_ 81.5 (108%)
Horthwest 82.8 91.6 75.8 85.7 {338)
TOTAL 43.2 65.? 5693 5605 o
Ne. of re~-
spondents’ {946 (2,058) (750} - {3,7%4)
TABLE X

PERCENTAGE OF QUESTIONNAIRES RETURNED BY PRIESTS OF EACE DIOCESE:
COMPARISON OVER TIME

Percentage of  Less than 407  40-49.9% More than 50% Average _
dioceses where returned returned returned retura

May~-June 521 42,9 0.0 36,2%

September 41.7 36.8 21.5 41,3
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i

average "'Yes" response for each size group and by the fact that five out

of the seven dicceses with "No" response majorities fall into the twe
largest size grouns.

Figure I alsc shows that four cut of the five major dicceses
with "No" majorities belong to the Eastern seaboard. These results
also imply that attitudes toward a married clergy vary considerably
within each region. Hence, no plan for imtroducing optional celibacy
will prove widely acceptable unless its design will tolerate a continu-
ation of the present discipline in some dioceses wnile others initiate a
narried clergy at a pace that responds fto local needs.

5. Celibacy is Not 2 Closed Issue. After the encyclical,

Sacerdotalis Coelibatus {official letter of Pope Paul IV om priestly

celibacy}, appeared in Jupne of 1967, some Church publications suggested
that priests would no longer feel free tc discuss the issue of optiomal
celibacy in the Latin Rite. Tables IV, V, and VI offer evidence that

contradict this opinion. All of the surveys conducted several months

after publication of the encyclical yielded larger "'Yes” responses than ?ﬁ
those carried out in May and Jume. Regional differences in attitudes

contribute to the stronger support for change in September, but it is

difficult to believe that these regional facteors are so stromg that the
percentage gap was much larger in June (1967} end has been narrowing since

the publication of the encyclical. Tt is mere likely that the percent-

age difference hetween late spring results and those of September is too

large to be explained simply by regional differences; rvather it is an

indicatjon of the support for change that has been growing among the

clergy in all parts of the country.
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Ancther indication of the willingness of priests to discuss
celibacy since Pope Paul’s letter in June is the 1érger percentage of
survey questionnaires returned. Table X reports these results,
notably amn overall improvement of fourteen per cent in the percentage
of gquestionnaires returned. There is no reason to interpret these
results as 3 rejection of the principle of Papal authority of the
authority of loeal bishops. Rather, the responses indicate the great
perscenal interest of many priests in this issue and their strong desire
to express their views to those responsible for the maintenance of

élteration of Church discipline.



CRAPTER V

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Five major conclusions were yielded by the data from the diocesan
surveys conducted among forty—-six per cent of the diocesan priests in
the United States.

1. Support for Episcopal Leadership. Priests who want optional.

celibacy will strongly suppert episcopal inftiatives te resolve this
problem for the United States. Support for change is not an indica-

tion of current rebellion against episcopal leadership. It is associated,
however, with substantizl dissatisfaction with official artitudes towards
priests who wish te marry and who have wmarried.

2. More than 7,000 Priests want Optional Celibacy. The surveys

in fifty-two dicceses (te which nearly haif of all dioccesan priests in
the United States are attached) yielded 3,666 responses favoring optional
celibacy. Burveys among the remaining diocesan priests wduld most prob-
ably produce similar results. It.is, therefore, a reasonably conserva-
tive estimate that not less than.Y,OOO diocesan priests in the United
States want the freédom to marry.

3. Assistant Pastors Lead Support for Chanse, More than half of

the priests who want ﬁptional celibacy (2,052} are cufrently assistant
pastors. In practically all dicceses, whethér large or small and iﬁ all
parts of the country, assistants favor the right to marry in meaningful
majorities,

4. Differences between regioms: size of diccese is key factor.
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The surveys show trhat support for optional celibacy is weak in some

geographic regions and stronmg in others. The explanation mey lie in
the survey indications that, the smaller the dioccese, the more favor-

able the attitude of its priests towards optiomal celibacy.

J. Celibacy is not a €losed Issue. Survey results do not

support the view that priests have understood the encyclical,

Sacerdotalis Coelibatus, as & final word on ths subject, A comparison
of surveys conducted during May and June--shortly before and after the
encyclical was published--with those run in September shows that éhe
respense {questionnaire returned) has grown markedly, and that the

favorable replies have also increased by substantial proportions.

Concluding Observations

The survey results reported here should serve as adequate proof

EESYUIET

s

that celibacy is an urgent problem of significant dimensions in the

American Catholic Church. As such, it deserves the urgent and serious

£k

attention of the National Conferemce of Bishops lest those who now look 5
to theixr bishops for leadership be disappointed and turn elsewhere,

However omne interprets the percentages yielded by these surveys, the

fact remainé that a large body of American priests are on record as

favoring optiounal celibacy. Unless this problem is resolved in the very

near future, an alarming number of these priests may swell the ranks of

those who have already withdrawn from pastoral work im order to marry.



CHAPTER VI
RECOMMENDATIONS

1. A detailed report om each diocesan survey, along with the
total survey results, should be sent to the National Conference of
Bishops throughout the nation.

2. The National Association for Pastoral Renewal should request
permission to make a formal presentation of the data om clerical celi-
bacy at the next meeting of the Naticnal Conference of Bishops.

3. An independent study should be conducted to determine the

reasons why priests are leaving the ministry.
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APPENDIX A

QUESTIONNAIRE
Diocese Diocesan Priest
Religious Priest .
Principal Work: Pastor Assistant
Chaplain Teacher
Chancery Cffice _____ other work

Do you favor a change to optional celibacy for the Diceessn
Clergy?

YES NO NO OPINION

Do vou favor a request to the Synod of Rome by the National
Conference of American Bishops that the Conference be empowered
to introduce optional celibacy in the United States?

YES NO NO OPINION

Do you favor the readmission to active ministry for those
married priests who wish to return to priestly ministry?

YES NO NO OPINION

—— ——
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APPENDIX B

REPORT ON PRIESTS WHO HAVE LEFT THE MINISTRY IN 196& and 1967

TABLE I

DIQCESAN® PRIESTS BY YEAR OF DEPARTURE AND MARITAL STATUS

1967 1966 Total
Married: 138 84 222

Not Married: 147 50 197
Not Reporced: _60 _22 82
TOTAL: 345 156 506

*0f the 501 Diocesan priests reported in the survey, 70 were
ordained more than fifteen yvears. Of the remainder, 353 were
in the category of three to twelve years ordaimed. On the basis
of actuarial tables probably 8000 Diocesan priests in the
United States are in this category. Thus, approximately 4.5
per cent of 211 Diocesan priests in this category left the
ministry in the two year period. Of all departures, 70.8 per
cent occurred in this category.

TABLE IT

DIOCESAN PRIESTS ACCORDING TO TYPE OF ASSIGNMENTS HELD

Chancery officials 8

Seminary professors 18
Pastors 34
Parish Assistants 341
Newman Chaplains 17
Teachers in high schools 49
Special work 34

TOTAL 501
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