FUTURECHURCH OPTIONAL CELIBACY SURVEY 2010
SUMMARY OF PERTINENT FINDINGS

INTRODUCTION

Even though the worldwide priest shortage is causing both Eucharistic famine in the developing world
and wholesale parish closings in the developed world, Roman Catholic leaders refuse to listen to calls
for changing celibacy rules. Thiespite the fact that mandatory celibacy is not a Church doctrine, and
studies have shown the main reason young Catholic men will not consider being a priest is the
obligation of lifetime celibacy. The need to discover viable strategies for encouradgitugiomsl

leadership to open discussion of optional celibacy led FutureChurch to develop a special survey to
learn what progressive Catholics believe about potentially viable strategies and next steps. From May
2008 through December 2008, FutureChurdlected data about strategies to encourage both a

married and celibate priesthood in the Latin rite of the Roman Catholic Church.

SURVEY LOGISTICS, DISCLAIMERS AND ASSUMPTIONS

The survey was sent via direct mail to 12,030 progressive Catholics, sieddntitheir membership

in various Catholic Church reform and justice organizations. (Table 1) The survey was also posted on
an online survey tool called Survey Monkey, reachable via a link from the FutureChurch website. The
web address was publicizedRratureChurch publications and via electronic email blasts.

Sr. Christine Schenk and FutureChurch staff members designed the survey instrument. Dr. Tom Shor
a statistics professor at John Carroll University (JCU), and Ms Sarah Downing, JCU undézgradua
Mathematics major assisted with statistical analysis. Decisions about the overall study design and
group comparisons were made by Sr. Christine Schenk who has experience conducting clinical
research trials as a nurse midwife at a Cleveland tertiaryamiliey. Schenk also holds Masters

degrees in Science and Theology.

Total surveys returned numbered 911, of which 186 were from the web.

The 6 percent paper response rate, while six times the expected response for direct mail fundraising,
does not wrrant making assumptions for all progressive Catholics in the United States. The results do
tell us something about the people who returned the survey. (Web returns were not counted in the
response rate since it could not be determined if they hadealsived a paper survey).

While not scientifically provable with the data at hand, FutureChurch assumed that those who
completed the survey are also among those who care the most about the issue. We therefore assume:
that survey outcomes identified helpiinformation and strategies for advancing optional celibacy in

the Catholic Church.

Since members of progressive Catholic organizations are rarely surveyed as a group in and of
themselves, responses also provided helpful information about at leasgoemsef this population
those who returned the survey.
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WHO ARE THESE PEOPLE?
(See Table 1 unless otherwise indicated)

¥ Survey respondents were highly involved in the Catholic community and Catholic parish life.
Nearly eighty eight percent (%Pb) are active in their parish.
Eighty eight percent attend Mass weekly or more.

¥ Nearly 68 percent (67.6) of respondents self identify as serving the Church as a priest, parish life
coordinator, pastoral minister, Eucharistic minister, religiodsrsi€atholic school teacher and in
many other ministerial roles. (Table 2)

¥ Sixty one percent of respondents self identify as an active member of a small faith community and
57.9 % self identify as active members of a-parish related small faith commitn (These two
items are not mutually exclusive)

¥ Nearly two thirds of respondents were women. (63.8 %)

¥ Over half (52%) were over age 66, 26% percent were between 46 and 65 and four percent were
between 18 and 45 years of age.

¥ Seventy six percent oéspondents self identify as belonging to one or more Church
renewal/justice groups. (Table 3)

EVALUATIVE COMMENTS: Progressive Catholics are often portrayed by those who disagree
with them as being far removed from Catholic experience and uncaringppposition to Church
leaders. In fact, the opposite is true for our respondents who are highly involved in parish life and
ministry. The Mass attendance figures suggest that most respondents are solid, practicing Catholics
who want the best for and frotime ChurchFurther, respondents are deeply committed to Church
renewal and justice as well as to their parish experience.

REASONS FOR REVOKING MANDATORY CELIBACY ? (TABLE 4)

Items to be Ranked
Q1_1 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy because it is a matter of justice

Q1_2 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy so Catholics can have access to the Eucharist, the
center of Catholic sacramental life.

Q1_3 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy because it reinstates the tradition of the early Church
when priests were married.

Q1_4 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy because it thwarts work of Holy Spirit that calls both
married and single people/men to the priesthood.

Q1_5 The church should revoke mandatory celibacy because the sensus fidelium (the Holy Spirit inspired
belief of the faithful) believes optional celibacy should be allowed in the priesthood.
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¥ When asked to rank from one to five the five reasons listed above édinmgymandatory celibacy,
the statement attracting theost agreementas: The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy
because it thwarts work of Holy Spirit who calls married to priesthood too.

¥ The statement attracting theast agreementasThe Churchshould revoke mandatory celibacy
because it is a matter of justice.

¥ There were no statistically significant differences between male and female responses to any of the
five statements in Question One.

¥ There were statistically significant differences awmother groups of respondents ranked each sub
statement in Question One:

People who Oserve the ChurchO
a. expressesignificantly stronger agreement compared to those who donOt serve the
church, that the church should revoke optional celibacgusecit is a matter of justice
b. expressed significantistronger agreementthat the church should revoke
mandatory celibacy because of access to the Eucharist than did people who donOt Oser
the churchO

People who do not Oserve the churchO
a. expressed significantstronger agreementthat the church should revoke mandatory
celibacy because it reinstates the tradition of married priests than did people who Oserve
the church.O
b. expressedignificantly stronger agreementthat the churclshould revoke
mandatory celibacipecause it thwarts the work of the Holy Spirit than did people who
Oserve the church.O

Members of Small Faith Communities:
a.agreed that the church should revoke mandatory celibacy because of the sensus
fideliumto a significantly greater degreeon average than did non members of SFCOs

Non members of Small Faith Communities:
a.agreed the church should revoke mandatory celibacy because of early Church
tradition to asignificantly greater degree on averge than did members of SFC.

People in the 7685 age cohortexpressed significantlstronger agreementon average that
the church should revoke optional celibacy because it is a matter of justice than dapether
cohorts.

People in the 2645 age ohort expressed significantlgss agreementon average with the
statement the church should revoke mandatory celibacy so that Catholics can have access to tf
Eucharist. compared with other age cohorts

Evaluative Comments:does the response of thaugg cohort suggest low interest in access to the
Eucharist? And, if so, what does that mean for the future?
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QUESTION TWO: THEORE TICAL SUPPORT FOR STRATEGIES
(TABLE 5)

Question Two: Support for concrete steps and strategies to Oadvance open disonssf married
priests in the Latin rite of the RCCO (779 802 people responded to any given item)

Question 2 is regarded as OtheoreticalO because the strategies do not require a commitment from
respondents as do the strategies listed in Question 3.

¥ Suwvey respondents support or strongly support a wide array of educational, prayer, petition and
organizing campaigns geared advancing the discussion of optional celibacy. All seventeen concrete
steps and strategies listed in question two of the surveyeattaimean support above 3 (1= strongly
support, 2= support 3= modest support) (Table 5).

¥ The seven strategies attracting sfi®ngest mean theoretical suppavere the following:

1. Educating Catholics about the history of mandatory celibacy and that married bishops, priests
and deacons were permitted until the 13" century (Q2_1)

2. Educating Catholics about the profound effects of the priest shortage on parish life and
worship (Q2_2)

3. (tied) Organizing a petition campaign (as was done by over 16,000 Australian priests and
laity), calling on the United States Catholic Conference of Bishops to openly discuss mandatory
celibacy and womenOs roles in the Church(Q2_5)

3. (tied) Encouraging all priests, but especially those who are struggling to staff multiple
parishes, to be public about the need to change the present discipline of mandatory celibacy.

(Q2_11)

4. Asking (through petitions, letters, emails etc.) the National Federation of Priests® Councils in
the U.S. to join the Austrian priest group, Priests Initiative and a group representing 18,000
Brazilian priests, in lobbying the Vatican for the ordination of married men and the return or
priests who left the active ministry to marry. (2_12)

5. Organizing an international petition campaign asking the worldOs Bishops to join Austrian
bishop Helmut Kratzl, Australian Bishop Geoffrey Robinson, and the president of the German
BishopsO conference Archbishop Robert Zollitch, in publicly calling for a change in the
mandatory celibacy rule (Q2_10)

6. Organizing a parish or diocesan educational program about the priest shortage, the history of
celibacy in the Catholic church, and the centrality of Eucharist to Catholic life and worship. Q2_3
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¥ The four strategies attrant theweakest mean theoretical suppwadre the followingwith
weakest listed last)

15. (tied) Writing letters to the editor educating about the need to change the celibacy rule,
every time a viable parish closes because of the priest shortage. Q2_15

15. (tied) Encouraging Catholics who have been denied the Eucharist because of the priest
shortage, to file a Oclass actionO canonical appeal addressing the fact that their right to the
spiritual goods of the church is being denied. Q2_14

16. Organizing a local prayer, reflection and action group on the need to change church
discipline on mandatory celibacy. Q2_4

17. Encouraging Catholic communities who have no priest, to follow through on the Dutch
Dominican recommendations and celebrate Eucharist themselves OIf a bishop should refuse
such a confirmation or “ordination® on the basis of arguments not involving the essence of
the Eucharist, such as obligatory celibacy Q2_7

QUESTION THREE: WHAT ATTRACTS ACTIVIST E NERGY?
(See Table 6)

Question 3 OactivistO support is so identified because those who checked on amptgiygnvetre
Owilling to contribute my time, talent and energy by organizing and/or working onO that strategy.

¥ 413 people responded to at least one possible acti@oestion 3:1 am willing to contribute
my time, talent and energy to the cause of bothraarried and celibate priesthood by
organizing and/or working on the following ...

¥ The five strategies attracting thest activist energwere:

1. Encouraging priests in my diocese to be public about the need to change the present
discipline of mandatory celibacy Part 10

2. Study and reflection on the Dutch Dominicans OThe Church and the MinistryO statement
proposing that parishes choose mass presiders from among their community and present
selected candidates Owomen or men, married or sing#O to the bishop for ordination. (available
at www.futurechurch.org) Part 8

3. A day of prayer in my diocese and/or parish calling on the Holy Spirit to inspire Church
leaders to welcome married priestly vocations in the life of the church. Part 4

4. A petition campaign asking my bishop to request the US bishopsO conference to openly
discuss mandatory celibacy Part 3

5. A prayer, reflection and action group on the need to change church discipline on mandatory
celibacy Part 2
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Evaluative Commentslt is notable that male priests, both celibate and married, ansktivdo work

for the church (other than male priests) also ranked the five strategies above as their top five though
sometimes in a slightly different order of preference. All groups agreed on the order of the top three
strategies.

¥ The three strategiestiaacting theleast activist energgre listed below (with least listed last)

14. Organizing a letter-writing campaign to my bishop asking him to reevaluate and
redefine the roles and expectation placed on our priests in light of diminishing numbers,
higher workloads and declining morale. Part 12

15. Joining with others in filing a Oclass actionO canonical appeal addressing the fact that
our right to the spiritual goods of the church is being denied. Part 13

16. A parish or diocesan education program about parish rights and responsibilities, best
practices for preserving vibrant parishes, results of parish closings in the US (and
throughout the world) and how to claim parish rights. Part 16

Evaluative Commentst is notable that male priests, both celibate and married, and those who work
for the church (other than male priests) also ranked the three stratdgpge as bottom their three
though sometimes in a slightly different order of preference.

THEORETICAL AND ACTI VIST SUPPORT FOR STRATEGIES COMPARED
(See Table 7)

It is interesting to note the differences between theoretical support for a given sarateaptivist
support for the same strategy.

¥ Two strategies (Q-B and Q24) that ranked in the bottom seven by OtheoreticalO Question 2
respondents are ranked in the top five by OactivistO Question 3 respondents. One item that
ranked tenth in theoreticaupport actually ranked second in activist energy:

a. Encouraging Catholic faith communities to study and consider the implications of acting

on a new statement by the Dutch Dominicans OThe Church and the MinistryO which was sent to
every parish in Holland. The document proposes that parishes choose Mass presiders from among
their community, and present selected candidates Owomen or men, married or singleO to the

bishop for ordination. _\Was the gecond most_ popular choice by activists, but onl
ranked tenth by Question 2 OtheoreticalO respondents.

b. Organizing a local prayer, reflection and action group on the need to change church
discipline on mandatory celibacy. ~ Was the fifth most popular choice by activists but only
ranked fourtenth by Question 2 OtheoreticalO respondents.
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Evaluative Comments:

1. Distinguishing between what people support in theory and what they may actually be willing to do
to catalyze renewal in the Church is important information for an activist orgémzsuch as
FutureChurch,

2. That the fairly controversial strategy of studying the Dutch Dominicans document attracted so much
activist support is surprising and perhaps indicative of how ready some faithful Catholics are to
consider other options fomsramental practice.

3. It is notable that the even more controversial rendition of this straf@egsuraging Catholic
communities who have no priest, to follow through on the Dutch Dominican recommendations and celebrate

Eucharist themselvesgetc®  Was lanked dead last by Question 2 Otheoretical respondents.O

DO GROUPS DIFFER IN THEORETICAL SUPPORT FOR STRATEGIES?

The list below is a compilation of significant differences within various groupings in their support of
some of concrete strategies istdid in Question 2. (Recall tHatiestion 2 is regarded as OtheoreticalO
because the strategies do not require a commitment from respondents as do the strategies listed in
Question 3).

If a particular strategy isnOt listed it is because there werenificaiy differences among the various
groups for that strategy.

People who Oserve the Church(See Table 8) )
¥ On average, those who Oserve the churchO supported educating Catholiceabtatdry
celibacy etc to a significantly greater degree thartldide who do not Oserve the church.O

¥ On average, those who Oserve the churchO supported organizing an international petition
campaign asking bishops to publicly call for change to a significantly greater degree than did
those who do not work for the cloi:

Evaluative CommentsThat Catholics closely linked to parishes as priests, pastoral ministers and lay
leaders support education of Catholics and engaging bishop leaders via petition campaigns as viable
strategies, is very affirming to the kinds ofigsem FutureChurch regularly promotes.

Non- Parish Members(See Table 9)
¥ On average, there was significantly more support amongarish memberfor
encouragingCatholic communities to study the Dutch Dominican statement than among
parish members.

¥ On average, there was significantly more support amongparish memberfor
OEncouraging Catholic communities who have no priest to follow through on the Dutch
Dominicans recommendations and celebrate Eucharist themselveseO O
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Evaluative Commentslt is perhaps not surprising that those not rooted in parishes are more willing
to support more controversial strategies than those in parishes who may be more aware of the politica
complexities of such endeavors.

Frequency of Mass Attendance (See Tablel0)
¥ On average those wladtend mass weekly or masapport organizing an educational
program about the priest shortage etc to a greater degree than those who attend Mass
infrequently or only once or twice a month

¥ On average, there is more support amiiege who attend Mass infrequently or once or
twice per montHor acting on the Dutch Dominican statement and celebrating Eucharist
themselves than among those who attend Mass weekly, or who never attend Mass

Evaluative CommentsThese group differencé@s support by frequency of Mass attendance are likely
explainable by differing respondent evaluations of the viability of a given strategy given the political
complexities of the church today.

Members of Small Faith Communities(See Table 11)
(61% (2580f 422 respondents) self identify as being active members of a small faith community)

Members of small faith communities (whether parislated or nofparishrelated is not
distinguishable in this study) registered significantly more support for 1@ dftlconcrete strategies
in Question 2 than those who were not members of small faith communities. (See Table 11 for
complete results)

The difference between groups was particularly marked in the following three strategies. (The
remaining seven stratexg had differences at the .05 confidence level)

¥ Q2_100n average significantly moraembers of small faith communitidsan non members
support organizing an international petition campaign asking the worldOs Bishops to join
Austrian bishop Helmut Kratzhustralian Bishop Geoffrey Robinson, and the president of the
German BishopsO conference Archbishop Robert Zollitch, in publicly calling for a change in
the mandatory celibacy rule. (Degree of confidence at the .001 level)

¥ Q2 _70n average significantly one members of small faith communitigsan non members
support encouraging Catholic communities who have no priest, to follow through on the Dutch
Dominican recommendations and celebrate Eucharist themselves OIf a bishop should refuse
such a confirmationr “ordination® on the basis of arguments not involving the essence of the
Eucharist, such as obligatory celibacy .O (Degree of confidence at the .01 level)

¥ Q2_110n average significanti;more members of small faith communittean non members
support ecouraging all priests, but especially those who are struggling to staff multiple
parishes, to be public about the need to change the present discipline of mandatory celibacy.
(Degree of confidence at the .01 level)
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Members of a nonparish small faith community (See Table 12)
57.9% (216 of 373 respondents) self identify as an active member ofpanmsnrelated small faith
community)

¥ On average, significantly more membersofparish small faith communitiesipport
encouraging Catholic communitiago have no priesto follow throughon the Dutch
Dominican recommendations acelebrate Eucharist themselv@ a bishop should refuse such
a confirmation or “ordination® on the basis of arguments not involving the essence of the
Eucharist, such as lippatory celibacy (Degree of confidence at the .001 level

¥ On average, significantly more members of-panish small faith communities than non
members support encouraging Catholic faith commurtiiesudy and consider the implications
of actingon a nev statement by the Dutch Dominicans OThe Church and the MinistryO which
was sent to every parish in Holland. The document proposes that parishes choose Mass preside
from among their community, and present selected candidates Owomen or men, married or
singleO to the bishop for ordinatig®egree of confidence at the .01 level)

¥ On average, significantly more members of-panish small faith communities than non
members support organizing an international petition campaign asking the worldOs Bishops to
join Austrian bishop Helmut Kratzl, Australian Bishop Geoffrey Robinson, and the president of
the German BishopsO conference Archbishop Robert Zollitch, in publicly calling for a change in
the mandatory celibacy ruléDegree of confidence at the .05 level)

Evaluative Comments:
1. These findings point to membership in a small faith community (whether parish related or not) as an
important factor in generating activism for renewal of the church.

2. Since this study essentially includedpanish-small-faith-communities in the category Osmall
faith-communitiesO, without distinguishing which of the latter were parish related, it could be that
many if not most of those responding to both items conceivably as many as 216 of 258) are part of
small faith commuities not attached to a parish. Therefore, it is not surprising that this group would
support both studying and acting on the Dutch Dominican document recommending choosing a mass
presider from their community if no priest is available to celebrate Eigthak number of noen
parish-relatedsmaltfaith-community respondents may in fact already be doing just that.

Stronger Female Support for Fifteen of Seventeen Question 2 Strateg{&ee Table 13)
¥ There were no significant differences between male emdle support for these two
strategies:

a. Question 2 Part 2 Educating Catholics about the profound effects of the priest shortage on
parish life and worship.

b. Question 2 Part 15 Writing letters to the editor educating about the need to change the
celibacy rule, every time a viable parish closes because of the priest shortage.
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¥ Female support for the remaining fifteen strategies in question two was significantly stronger
than male support. The top five strategies with the greatestedce between male and
female support are listed in order below. (See Table 13 for remaining strategies.)

1. Encouraging Catholic communities who have no priest, to follow through on the Dutch Dominican
recommendations and celebrate Eucharist themselve s OIf a bishop should refuse such a
confirmation or “ordinationO on the basis of arguments not involving the essence of the Euchatrist,

such as obligatory celibacy Question 2 Part (Degree of confidence at < 0.001 level)

2. Encouraging Catholics who have be en denied the Eucharist because of the priest shortage, to file
a Oclass actionO canonical appeal addressing the fact that their right to the spiritual goods of the

church is being denied. Question 2 Part 14Degree of confidence at < 0.001 level)

3. Organizing a letter -writing campaign to diocesan bishops asking them to reevaluate and redefine
the roles and expectations placed on priests in light of diminishing numbers, higher workloads and

declining morale. Question 2 Part 18Degree of confidence at Q@1 level)

4. Educating Catholics about the history of mandatory celibacy and that married bishops, priests and
deacons were permitted until the 13 " century Question 2 Part 1(Degree of confidence at <
0.001 level)

5. Question 2 Part drganizing a local prayer, reflection and action group on the need to change
church discipline on mandatory celibacy.  (Degree of confidence at 0.003 level)

Evaluative Comment$n 2006FutureChurchO&dvancing Women in Church Leadership Survey

also found significantly strager female support compared to male support for the vast majority of
strategies. Given that the 2006 study was concerned with womenOs roles in the church, stronger
female support was to be expected and was perhaps not particularly surprising. Tigrsteonale
support for changing celibacy rules, (which most observers believe will first impact men who are
married or who wish to marry) points to the possibility that Catholic women are more oriented to
activism about church issues in general.

10
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(Total Respondents 911)
Active in Parish= 87.5 % (603 of 689 responses 222 did not respond to this question)

Q4_4 1 =Parish

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid No 86 94 12.5 12.5
Yes 603 66.2 87.5 100.0
Total 689 75.6 100.0
Missing 222 24.4
Total 911 100.0

Active in Small Faith Community= 61.1% (258 of 422 responses . 489 did not

respond to this question)

Q4_4 2 = Small Faith Community

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid No 164 18.0 38.9 38.9
Yes 258 28.3 61.1 100.0
Total 422 46.3 100.0
Missing 489 53.7
Total 911 100.0
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Active in Non-parish related Small Faith Community = 57.9% (216 of 373
responses 538dinot respond to this question)

Q4_4 3 =Non-parish Small Faith Community

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid No 157 17.2 421 421
Yes 216 237 57.9 100.0
Total 373 40.9 100.0
Missing 538 59.1
Total 911 100.0

Mass Attendance weekly or more 88.4%
weekly or more= 88.4% ( 626 of 708 respons@93did not respond to this question)
1-2/month= 49
infrequently=30
Never= 3
Did not respond to this question=203

Serve the Church 60.2% (548 of all respondents self identify as serving the Chiarch
some way including as a priest, parish life coordinator, pastoral minister, Eucharistic minister,
religious sister, Catholic school teacher and in many other ministerial roles. (Table 2)

Belonging to one or more Church Renewal Group: 76%s93 of al
respondents) (see Table 3)
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Gender
Women 63.8 %of all who responded to the item about gender (483)
Men 36.2% of all who responded to item about gender (274)
No response to question about gender: 154

Q4 _1 = Gender
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Female 483 53.0 63.8 63.8
Male 274 30.1 36.2 100.0
Total 757 83.1 100.0
Missing 154 16.9
Total 911 100.0
Age (as corrected for 166 who skipped item)
1845 =4.1%
46-65= 26.1%
66+ = 51.%
4 2A = Age Cohort
Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid 18-45 24 2.6 3.2 3.2
26-45 14 15 1.9 5.1
46-65 238 26.1 31.9 37.0
66-75 280 30.7 37.6 74.6
76-85 153 16.8 20.5 95.2
86+ 36 4.0 4.8 100.0
Total 745 81.8 100.0
Missing 166 18.2
Total 911 100.0
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Tally of Responses to Q.4/5: Do You Serve The Church As
(616 of 911 respondents (67.6%) checked at least one item)

Priest (male, celibate)
Priest (male, married)
Priest (female, celibate)

Priest (female, married)

Deacon (6 male, 3 anonymous, 1 female)

Religious Brother

Religious Sister

Lay Ecclesial Minister

Parish Life Coordinator/Administrator
Catholic Chaplain

Spiritual Director/Counselor
Teacher in Catholic School

Pastoral Musician

Choir member

CCD/RCIA/Catechist

Eucharistic Minister.Sacristan, Lector
Hospitality Minister

Bereavement Ministry

Member of Parish Council

Member of Parish Committee

Other

45
45

10

87
53

21
60
40
25
63
58
272
43
49
62
159
169

%o of total

7.31%
7.31%
0.16%
0.81%
1.62%
1.30%
14.12%
8.60%
1.14%
3.41%
9.74%
6.49%
4.06%
10.23%
9.42%
44.16%
6.98%
7.95%
10.06%
25.81%
27.44%
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Q15. 4-6. What organizations working for Church reform and/or social justice do

do you support, either through contributions or by volunteering?

TOTAL % of

Answer Options total

Assn. for the Rights of Catholics in the Church 50 7%
Call To Action 556 80%
Catholic Democrats 20 3%
Catholics for Faithful Citizenship 12 2%
Catholics for Choice 33 5%
Catholics Speak Out/Quixote Center 145 21%
Catholic Worker 120 17%
Center for Action and Contemplation 40 6%
Celibacy is the Issue 60 9%
CORPUS 85| 12%
Dignity 47 7%
FutureChurch 436 63%
Just Faith 47 7%
MaryOs Pence 112 | 16%
National Council for Catholic Women 22 3%
Network 167 24%
New Ways Ministry 52 8%
Priests for Equality 51 7%
Pax Christi 330 48%
SurvivorOs Network of those Abused by Priests 42 6%
Voice of the Faithful 300 43%
WomenQs Ordination Conference 139 20%
answered question 693 76%
skipped question 218 24%
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Question One: Reasons to Revoke Mandatory Celibacy, Ranked

Question 1 Rank Five Statements According the Degree of Agreemdahe is most agree,
five is least agree)

Of the five statements naming possible reasons to revoke mandatory celibacy:

Question 1, Part lRevoke because it thwarts the work of the Holyr§galling

married people topis associated with theost agreemen on average.

Question 1, Part {Revoke Because it is A Matter of Justjcés associated with the
least agreementon average,

The following table contains the mean responses andatd deviations for the five parts of
Question 1:

Ranking of Reasons to revoke Mandatory Celibacy o _ Std.
Mini [Maximu Deviatio
mum m Mean n
Least |[Q1_1 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy
Agree |[because it is a matter of Justice 676 1 5 3.35| 1.456
ment
Q1L 2 Thg Church Should Revoke Manda.tory Celibacy 672 1 5| 279| 1404
because it will Increase access to Eucharist
Q1_3 The Church Should Revoke Mandatory Celibacy
because it reinstates the tradition of a married priesthood 675 1 5| 812 1437
Most |Q1_4 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy
Agree |Jbecause it thwarts work of Holy Spriit who calls married to 681 1 5| 2.24| 1.291
ment [priesthood too
Q1_5 Sensus Fidelium believes optional celibacy should be 204 1 5| 290 1391
allowed
Valid N (listwise) 647

lofl
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TABLE 4 B: DIFFERENC ES BETWEEN GROUPS: REASONS FOR REVOKING
MANDATORY CELIBACY

When asked to rank from 1 to 5 the following from five reasons for revoking mandatory celibacy, the
statement attracting threost agreementas: The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy because
it thwarts work of Holy Spirit who calls married to pridstod too.

The statement attracting theast agreementasThe Church should revoke mandatory celibacy
because it is a matter of justice.

ltems to be Ranked

Q1_1 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy because it is a matter of justice

Q1_2 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy so Catholics can have access to the Eucharist, the center
of Catholic sacramental life.

Q1_3 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy because it reinstates the tradition of the early Church
when priests were married.

Q1_4 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy because it thwarts work of Holy Spirit that calls both
married and single people/men to the priesthood.

Q1_5 The church should revoke mandatorhy celibacy because the sensus fidelium (the Holy Spirit inspired
belief of the faithful) believes optional celibacy should be allowed in the priesthood.

There were no statistically significant differences between male and female responses to any of
the five statements.

There were statistically significant differerces in how other groups of respondants ranked each
sub statement in Question One:

01 1 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy because it is a matter of justice

On average, people wiidserve the church@table 2) expressed significansiironger agreement
that the church should revoke optional celibacy because it is a matter of justice than did those who
donOt serve the church.

On average, people in tii&-85 age cohortexpressed significantistronger agreementhat the
church should revoke optial celibacy because it is a matter of justice than did other age cohorts.

01 2 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy so Catholics can have access to the
Eucharist, the center of Catholic sacramental life.

On averag@eople who Oserve the chun©expressed significantlstronger agreementthat the
church should revoke mandatory celibacy because of access to the Eucharist than did people who dor
Oserve the churchO

On average, people in tR&-45 age cohortexpressed significanthess agreemenwith the statement
the church should revoke mandatory celibacy so that Catholics can have access to the Eucharist.
compared with other age cohorts
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TABLE 4 B: DIFFERENC ES BETWEEN GROUPS: REASONS FOR REVOKING
MANDATORY CELIBACY

01 3 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy because it reinstates the tradition of the
early Church when priests were married.

On averagepeople who do not Oserve the churcle®pressed significantistronger agreementthat
the church should revoke mandatory celibacy because it reinstates the tradition of married priests in th
early church, than didgople who Oserve the church.O

On averag@eon members of Small Faith Communitiesagree the church should revoke mandatory
celibacy because of early Church tradition sigmificantly greater degreethan did members of SFC.

01 4 The Church should revoke mandatory celibacy because it thwarts work of Holy Spirit
that calls both married and single people/men to the priesthood.

On averagepeople who do not Oserve the churcle@pressedignificantly stronger agreementhat
the church should revoke mandategfibacybecause it thwarts the work of the Holy Spirit than did
people who Oserve the church.

On averageespondants over 7éad significantljjess agreementhan other age cohorts that the
church should revoke mandatory celibacy because it thwartotikeofithe Holy Spirit

Q1_5 The church should revoke mandatory celibacy because the sensus fidelium (the Holy
Spirit inspired belief of the faithful) believes optional celibacy should be allowed in the
priesthood.

On averagemembers of Small Faith Cormunities (SFC)agreed the church should revoke
mandatory celibacy because of the sensus fidebuansignificantly greater degreethan did non
members of SFCOs
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Question 2 Ranking Theoretical Support for Strategies

The following table contains the mean responses and standard deviations for the items contained in Quest
Two. Note tha779 802 people responded to any given item

Question 2. The following concete steps and strategies have been suggested (or are being used) to advan
open discussion of married priests in the Latin rite of the Roman Catholic Chufthk strong support, 2=
support, 3= modest support 4= Unsure/No Opinion, 5= Do Not support)

Attra cting the_Stronges Mean Support: Question 2 Part &ducating Catholics about the history of mandatory
celibacy and that married bishops, priests and deacons were permitted until the 13 th century has the strongest mean
support, and

Attracting the WeakestMean Support Question 2 Part Encouraging Catholic communities who have no priest,
to follow through on the Dutch Dominican recommendations and celebrate Eucharist themselves Olf a bishop should refuse
such a confirmation or “ordinationO on the basis 0 f arguments not involving the essence of the Eucharist, such as obligatory

celibacy .

Question 2 Strategies Ranked From Most to Least Support Mini |Maxi o
mu | mu .

N m m |Mean |Deviation

1 QZ_; Ed_ucating thholics about the history of m_andatory celibacy antﬂ that 800 1 5| 1.26 675
married bishops, priests and deacons were permitted until the 13 century
2 [|Q2_2 Educating Catholics about the profound effects of the priest shortage on 796 1 5| 1.36 740

Iparish life and worship

3. |Q2_5 Organizing a petition camp aign (as was done by over 16,000 Australian
|priests and laity), calling on the United States Catholic Conference of Bishops 801 1 5| 1.52 .929
to openly discuss mandatory celibacy and womenOs roles in the Church.

3 [Q2_11 Encouraging all priests, but especi ally those who are struggling to staff
multiple parishes, to be public about the need to change the present discipline 787 1 5| 1.52 .901
of mandatory celibacy.

4. |Q2_12 Asking (through petitions, letters, emails etc.) the National Federation of
PriestsO Guncils in the U.S. to join the Austrian priest group, Priests Initiative
and a group representing 18,000 Brazilian priests, in lobbying the Vatican for 787 1 5| 1.54 916
the ordination of married men and the return or priests who left the active
ministry to marry.

5. | Q2_10 Organizing an international petition campaign asking the worldOs
Bishops to join Austrian bishop Helmut Kratzl, Australian Bishop Geoffrey
Robinson, and the president of the German BishopsO conference Archbishop
Robert Zollitch, in pub licly calling for a change in the mandatory celibacy rule.

787 1 5[ 1.56 .929

6. |Q2_3 Organizing a parish or diocesan educational program about the priest
shortage, the history of celibacy in the Catholic church, and the centrality of 796 1 5| 1.58 .899
Eucharist to Catholic life and worship.
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7. 1Q2_8 Organizing a diocesan synod (meeting) with one of the main agenda
items being discussion of the priest shortage, parish closings, and mandatory
celibacy in the Latin rite. (Eastern rites of the Catholic church already have
married priests).

788 1 5[ 1.68 .965

8. |Q2_9 Organizing a national day of prayer calling on the Holy Spirit to open the
hearts and minds of the hierarchy to the sensus  -fidelium (the Spirit inspired
Jbeliefs of the faithful) and remove mandatory celibacy as a requirement for the
Roman Catholic priesthood in the Latin rite.

793 1 5( 1.71 1.021

9. |Q2_17 Organizing a parish or diocesan education program about the results of
Iparish closings in the U.S. (and throughout the world), parish rights and
responsibilities, best practices for preserving vibrant parishes, and how to
claim parish rights.

766 1 5 1.83 .984

10 [Q2_6 Encouraging Catholic faith communities to study and consider the
limplications of acting on a new statement by the Dutch Dominicans OT he
Church and the MinistryO which was sent to every parish in Holland. The
document proposes that parishes choose Mass presiders from among their
community, and present selected candidates Owomen or men, married or
singleO to the bishop for ordination.

799 1 5[ 1.86 1.167

11 |Q2_16 Caollecting signatures on a petition identifying best practices for
Ipreserving vibrant parishes including keeping parishes open with parish life 785 1 5| 1.87 1.039
coordinators rather than closing them because of too few priests.

12 |Q2_13 Organizing a letter -writing campaign to diocesan bishops asking them
to reevaluate and redefine the roles and expectations placed on priests in light 780 1 5| 1.98 1.111
of diminishing numbers, higher workloads and declining morale.

13]Q2_14 Encou raging Catholics who have been denied the Eucharist because of
the priest shortage, to file a Oclass actionO canonical appeal addressing the 783 1 5| 2.03 1.239
fact that their right to the spiritual goods of the church is being denied.

13]Q2_15 Writing le tters to the editor educating about the need to change the

celibacy rule, every time a viable parish closes because of the priest shortage. 779 L 5 203 1.151

14 ]Q2_4 Organizing a local prayer, reflection and action group on the need to

change church disc ipline on mandatory celibacy. 788 1 5 209 1.065

15 |Q2_7 Encouraging Catholic communities who have no priest, to follow through
on the Dutch Dominican recommendations and celebrate Eucharist themselves
Olf a bishop should refuse such a confirmation or ‘or  dination© on the basis of 782 1 5| 2.24 1.420
arguments not involving the essence of the Eucharist, such as obligatory
celibacy
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TABLE 6- QUESTION 3: WHAT ATTRACTS ACTIVIST ENERGY?

Question 3: | am willing to contributed my time, talent and energy to the cause of both a
married and celibate priesthood by organizing and/or working on the following(mark as
many as interest you. (413 responded to at least one itérajal Respondats= 911

Work Male Future Sorted from Most Frequently Chosen to Least Frequently

for Priests | Chch | All Chosen # %

Chch (both Mbrs

! celibate

priests | and

married)

1 1 1 1 Part 10 Encouraging priests in my diocese to be public about | 189 | 21%
the need to change the present discipline of mandatory
celibacy

2 2 2 2 Part 8 Study and reflection on the Dutch Dominicans OThe 149 | 16%

Church and the MinistryO statement proposing that parishes
choos mass presiders from amont their community and
present selected candidates Owomen or men, marrid or
singleO to the bishop for ordination. (available at
www.futurechurch.orq)

4 4 3 3 Part 4 a day of prayer in my diocese and/or parish callingon | 140 | 15%
the Holy Spirit to inspire Church leaders to welcome married
priestly vocatioins in the life of the church.

3 3 4 4 Part 3 A Petition campaign asking my bishop to request the 139 | 15%
US hishopsO conference to openly discuss mandatory
celibacy

5 5 7 5 Part 2 A prayer, reflection and action group on the need to 131 | 14%

change church discipline on mandatory celibacy

6 6 5 6 Part 7 A petition campaign asking the bishops in my diocese | 123 | 14%
to join Austrian bishop Helmut Kratzl, Australian Bishop
GeoffreyRobinson, and the president of the German Bishops
conference, Archbishop Robert Zollitch, in publicly calling for
change in the mandatory celibacy rule.

7 7 6 7 Part 11 Asking the presbyteral council in my diocese to 119 | 13%
encourage the National Federation of Priests Councils in the
U.S. to join Brazilian and Aurstian Priests in lobbying the
Vatican for the ordination of married men and the return of
priests who left the active ministry to marry.

10 10 7 8 Part 1 A parish or diocesan educational program about the 102 | 11%
priest shortage, the history of celibacy in the Catholic
Church, and the centrality of Eucharist to Catholic life and
worship.

8 8 8 9 Part 6 A diocesan synod with one of the main agenda items | 97 | 11%
being discussion of the priest shortage, parish closings and
mandatory celibacy in the Latin rite.
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TABLE 6- QUESTION 3: WHAT ATTRACTS ACTIVIST ENERGY?

Question 3: | am willing to contributed my time, talent and energy to the
cause of both a married and celibate priesthood by organizing and/or working
on the following

Work
For

Chch
|

priests

Male
Priests
rank

FC
Members

All

Sorted from Most Frequently Chosen to Least
Frequently Chosen

%

9

10

Part 9 Encouraging my parish or another that has no
priests to freely choose our own presider and share
Eucharist, if, as stated in the Dutch Dominican
document, my bishop Oshould refuse such a
confirmation or OordinationO on the basis of arguments
not involving the essence of the Eucharist such as
obligatory celibacy.

10%

11

11

11

11

Part 15 A Parish or diocesan education program
about parish rights and responsibilities, best practices
for preserving vibrant parishes, results of parish
closings in the US and how to claim parish rights.

86

9%

12

12

10

12

Part 5 A day of prayerful protest in my diocese and/or
parish calling attention to unjust parish closings and
mandatory celibacy in the Latin rite.

80

9%

13

13

13

13

Part 14 Writing letters to the editor about the need to
change the celibacy rule, every time a viable parish in
my diocese is closed or is threatened with closing
because of the priest shortage.

75

8%

15

15

12

14

Part 12 Organizing a letter-writing campaign to my
bishop asking him to reevalutate and redefine the
roles and expectation placed on our priests in light of
diminishing numbers, higher workloads and declining
morale

70

8%

14

14

10

15

Part 13 Joining with others in filing a Oclass actionO
canonical appeal addressing the fact that our right to
the spiritual goods of the church is being denied.

67

7%

16

16

14

16

Part 16 A parish or diocesan education program about
parish rights and responsibilities, best practices for
preserving vibrant parishes, results of parish closings
in the US (and throughout the world) and how to claim
parish rights.

61

7%
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Table 7
Question 2 and 3 Theoretical and Activist Support for Strategies Compared

The following table compares the mean responses and standard deviations for the items contained in Que
Two (Note thaf779 802 people responded to any given item) with the identical items attracting the most
activist support in Question 3 (note thaB4espondents checked at least one item in question 3)

Question 2 is regarded as OTheoreticalO because the strategies do not require a commitment from respor
do the strategies listed in Question three

It is notable that two lower ranking itemrs Question 2 (Q-B and Q24) are ranked in the top five of activist
items)

Theoretical and Activist Strategy Responses Compared Activist
Theoretical | (Note: not all theoretical strategies were included on the activist listif ~Strategies
Strategies survey. Ory identical strategies are included here) Ranklng
Ranking (willing to
work on)

1 n=800 most [Q2_1 Educating Catholics about the history of mandatory celibacy and that
Imarried bishops, priests and deacons were permitted until the 13" century

2 Nn=796 Q2_2 Educating Catholics about the profound effects of the priest shortage on
Iparish life and worship

3. n=801 Q2_5 Organizing a petition campaign (as was done by over 16,000 Australian |4 =139
Jpriests and laity), calling on the United States Catholic Conference of Bishops
to openly discuss mandatory celibacy and women'’s roles in the Church.

3 n=787 Q2_11 Encouraging all priests, but especially those who are struggling to staff 1 n=189 MOST
Imultiple parishes, to be public about the need to change the present discipline
of mandatory celibacy.

4. n=787 Q2_12 Asking (through petitions, letters, emails etc.) the National Federation off
Priests’ Councils in the U.S. to join the Austrian priest group, Priests Initiative 7 n=119
and a group representing 18,000 Brazilian priests, in lobbying the Vatican for
the ordination of married men and the return or priests who left the active
Iministry to marry.

5.n=787 Q2_10 Organizing an international petition campaign asking the world’s 16 n=123
Bishops to join Austrian bishop Helmut Kratzl, Australian Bishop Geoffrey
Robinson, and the president of the German Bishops’ conference Archbishop
Robert Zollitch, in publicly calling for a change in the mandatory celibacy rule.

6.n=796 Q2_3 Organizing a parish or diocesan educational program about the priest 8 n=102
shortage, the history of celibacy in the Catholic church, and the centrality of
Eucharist to Catholic life and worship.
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Question 2 and 3 Theoretical and Activist Support for Strategies Compared

7.n=788

8. n=793

9. n=766

Q2_8 Organizing a diocesan synod (meeting) with one of the main agenda
items being discussion of the priest shortage, parish closings, and mandatory
celibacy in the Latin rite. (Eastern rites of the Catholic church already have
married priests).

Q2_9 Organizing a national day of prayer calling on the Holy Spirit to open the
hearts and minds of the hierarchy to the sensus  -fidelium (the Spirit inspired
beliefs of the faithful) and remove mandatory celibacy as a requirement for the
Roman Catholic priesthood in the Latin rite.

Q2_17 Organizing a parish or d iocesan education program about the results of
parish closings in the U.S. (and throughout the world), parish rights and
responsibilities, best practices for preserving vibrant parishes, and how to

claim parish rights.

10 n=799

11 n=785

12 n=780

13 n=783

13 n=779

14 n=788

15 n=782
least

Q2_6 Encouraging Catholic faith communities to study and consider the
|implications of acting on a new statement by the Dutch Dominicans OThe
Church and the MinistryO which was sent to every parish in Holland. The
document proposes that parishes choose Mass presiders from among thei r
community, and present selected candidates Owomen or men, married or
singleO to the bishop for ordination.

Q2_16 Collecting signatures on a petition identifying best practices for
Ipreserving vibrant parishes including keeping parishes open with parish life
coordinators rather than closing them because of too few priests.

Q2_13 Organizing a letter -writing campaign to diocesan bishops asking them
to reevaluate and redefine the roles and expectations placed on priests in light
of diminishing numbers, higher workloads and declining morale.

Q2_15 Writing letters to the editor educating about the need to change the
celibacy rule, every time a viable parish closes because of the priest shortage.

Q2_4 Organiz ing a local prayer, reflection and action group on the need to
change church discipline on mandatory celibacy.

Q2_7 Encouraging Catholic communities who have no priest, to follow through
on the Dutch Dominican recommendations and ¢~ elebrate Eucharist
themselves OlIf a bishop should refuse such a confirmation or “ordination® on
the basis of arguments not involving the essence of the Eucharist, such as
obligatory celibacy
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Serve the Church: Question 2

The values in the table indicate the average response to each question by respondents who selected at
least one role in serving the Church (Yes) or who did not select any roles in serving the Church (No).

Recall that for the responses in Question 2, the value 1 indicates “Strongly Support” and 5 represents
“Do Not Support.”

Only the items for which there were significant differences between groups are reported here. Survey
Question two had 16 sub questions.

Conclusions are noted in bold

Checked at least one response for “Do you serve the Churchasa...?”

Item Yes | NO | Level

Q.2-1 Educating Catholics about the history of mandatory celibacy and that | 1.2 1.3 | *
married bishops, priests and deacons were permitted until the 13" century.

Conclusion: On average, those who work for the church supported
educating Catholics about mandatory celibacy etc to a significantly
greater degree than did those who do not work for the church.

Q 2_9 Organizing an international petition campaign asking the worldOs 1.7 1.8 | *
Bishops to join Austrian bishop Helmut Kratzl, Australian Bishop Geoffrey
Robinson, and the President of the German Bishops() conference,
archbishop Robert Zollitch, it publicly calling for a change in the mandatory
celibacy rule

Conclusion: _ On average, those who work for the church supported
organizing an international petition campaign asking bishops to
publicly call for change to a significantly greater degree than did
those who do not work for the church.

"H$106&' () 1+1,-. J01$%! 1H#OLI1H#S$!.,22$3$-/$!,%6!%,4- 2 /0-11011 1#$I5657*$8$*91++1 ., /01$%1%,4- 2,/0-/$I011 1#$!565: 1 *$8$*
+++1 -, /01$%196,4-,2,/0-/$10 1 1#$I5655: *$8*6!; " #EI+)<$3I 1#SI*$8$* 1#$143$01$31/)-2,.$-/$I 1#$3$!, %1 14011 1#$!.,22$3$-/$
($1<$$-143)=>%103%1!.=$!1)!/#0-/$61?)3I1$@0'>*$9! 1#3$$10%1$3,%A%!'$0- 1 1#$3$!,%6!B=0%11)-$1>)%%, (,*,1&!,-1:555 1 1#01!"
1 22$3$-/$!, %1, =$11)1/#0-/$1<#,*$1)-$10%1$3,%A!'$0-%6! 1#$3$!,%610171C11>)%%, (,* 1& 1#OLI1#S$!., 22$3$-/$!,%!.=$!1)/#0-/$D.
0(%$-/$1)210%1$3,%A% !, -. /BOFIRHS3S!, %!-)110196101,%1,/0%*&1%,4- 2,/0-11.,22$3$-/$!,- 1 1#$!'$0- EEDBLIIASHIE!
<,.$*&10//$>1%.1%10-.03.12) 3101%101,%1 /0**&!%4-,2 /0-11. 22$3$-/$!($1<$$-143)=>% | E-*&I1#$!, 1$'%!2) 31 <#, /#1 1#$3$!<$:
%,4-,2,/0-11.,22$3%$-/$%!($1<$$-143)=>% | ORMI $H#$3$6!F=38$&!G=$%1,)-IE-$1#0.12,8$1%=(IH=$%1,)-%6!IF=38$&!G=$%1
1<)1#0.1:11%=(1H=$%1,)-%6
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Members ofa Parish or Not

The values in the table indicate the average response to each question by respondents who self
identified as members of parishes (Yes) or not (No).

Only the items for which there were significant differences between groupeparéed here. Survey
Question two had 16 sub questions.

Conclusions are noted in bold.
Are you a member of a parish?

Iltem Yes| No

Q2_6 Encouraging Catholic faith communities to study and consider the 1916\~
implications of acting on a new statement by the Dutch Dominicans: OThe Church
and the MinistryO which was sent to every parish in Holland. The document
proposes that parishes choose Mass presiders from among their community, and
present selected candidates Owomen or men, married or singleO to the bishopif
ordination.O

Conclusion: On average, there was significantly more support among non -

parish members _for encouraging Catholic communities to study the Dutch
Dominican statement than among parish members.

Q2_7 Encouraging Catholic communities who have no priest to follow through on 2.3 1.8|*
the Dutch Dominicans recommendations and celebrate Eucharist themselves OlIf a
bishop should refuse such a confirmation or OordinationO on the basis of arguments
not involving the essence of Eucharist such as obligatory celibacy.O

Conclusion: On average, there was significantly more support among non -
parish members for encouraging Catholics to follow through on the Dutch
Dominican Document and celebrate Eucharist themselves than among

parish members.

The symbol * indicates that the difference is significant at the 0.05 level, ** indicates significance at the 0.01 level, and
*** indicates significance at the 0.001 level. (The lower the level the greater confidence there is that the differences
between groups are not due to chance. For example, three asterisks mean there is just one possibility in 1000 that the
difference is due to chance while one asterisk means there is a5 % possibility that the difference is due to chance). The
absence of asterisks indicates that there is not a statistically significant difference in the mean responses.0.05 is the
widely accepted standard for a statistically significant difference between groups Only the items for which there were
significant differences between groups are reported here. Survey Question One had five sub questions. Survey Question
two had 16 sub questions.
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Question 2: Support (Theoretical) for Concrete Strategies Comparisons of
Respondents by Frequency of Mass Attendance

Frequency of Mass Attendance

The values in the table indicate the average response to each question by resgatedenized by

their frequency of mass attendance. There is not a lot of statistical significance sprinkled among these
items and averagesn part this is because the averages are rather similar in many cases, and also
because the sample sizes for the groups other than OWeekly or moreQ are relatively small.

Recall that for the responsesQuiestion 2,the value 1 indicates OStrongly Suppan®5 represents
ODo Not Support.O

Only the items for which there were significant differences between groups are reported here.. Survey

Question two had 16 sub questions.

Conclusions are noted in bold

Frequency of Mass Attendance

Item 1-2 /month | Infreq | Never | Weekly+
Q2_3 Organizing a parish or diocesan educational program 1.8 1.9 1.5 1.6 *
about the priest shortage, the history of celibacy in the (note:
Catholic church, and the centrality of Eucharist to Catholic only two
life and worship. responded

never)
Conclusion: On average those who attend mass weekly
or more support organizing an educational program
about the priest shortage etc to a greater degree than
those who attend Mass infrequently or only once or
twice a month

1.7 1.7 2.5 2.3 *x

Q2_7 Encouraging Catholic communities who have no priest,
to follow through on the Dutch Dominican recommendations
and celebrate Eucharist themselves “If a bishop should
refuse such a confirmation or “ordination’ on the basis of
arguments not involving the essence of the Eucharist, such
as obligatory celibacy,

Conclusion On average, there is more support among
those who attend Mass infrequently or once or twice per
month for acting on the Dutch Dominican statement and
celebrating Eucharist themselves than among those who
attend Mass weekly, or who never attend Mass

"H$106&'()*1+],-. /01$%! 1#0111#$!.,22$3$-/$!,%!%,4-,2,/0- 11011 1#$I56571*$8$*91++1 ., /01$%1%,4-,2,/0-/$I0 11 L#$I565: 1 *$8$*
+++1 -, /01$%196,4-,2,/0-/$10 11 1#$I5655: *$8S+6!; "#$I+)<$3 LEENSBSUL$3!/)-2,.$-/$! 1#$3$!, %61 1#0111#$]. 22$3$-/$%!
($1<$$-143)=>06103$!-)11.=$!1)/#0-/$612)3I$@0'>*$9! 1#3$$10%1$3,%A%!'$0- 1 1#$3$!,%!B=0%11)-$!>)%%, (,*,1&!,-1:55511#0
., 22$3$-/$1,%!.=$11)I/#0-/$<#,*$1)-$10%1$3,%AI'$0-%! 1#$3$!, %1017 1C!1>) Vi, ¢S/ RDSEB-/$!, %! =$! 1) 1/#0-/$D6"#S$!
0(%$-/$1)210%1$3,%A%!,-. /01$%! 1#01!1#$3$!,%!-)11019%6101,%1,/0**&1%,4-,2,/0-11.,22$3$-/$! - | EB BOWEBSS)-%$%66!
<,.$*&10//$>1%.1%10-.03.12)31019%101,%1,/0**&!%,4-,2,/0-11., 22$3$-/$!($1<$$-143) =>PH\ B! R B #81/# 1#$351 <$3$!
%,4-,2,/0-11.,22$3$-/$%!($1<$$-143)=>%103$!3$>) 31$. #$3$6!F=38$&!G=$%1,)- E-$1#0.12,8$1%=(H=$%1,)-%6!IF=38$&(
1<)1#0.1:11%=(1H=$%1,)-%6

|



FutureChurch Optional Celibacy Survey 20 10
Table 11

I"#$%68&"()*+),"--.%)/01# #Y82345)6'.)7'(2.#%#),%.3%#8&#$+)7'9-3.8$'($)'6)
#0:#.$)'6),0344)<3&%1)7'99" (&% &¥$

Question 2 Small Faith Community Members Analyses:

The significant differences in the mean responses on items in Question 2 are all associated with
stronger support, on average, by members of small faith communities.

Recall that for the responsesQuiestion 2,the value 1 indicates OStrongly SupportO and 5 represents
ODo Not Support.O

Only the items for which there were significant differences between groups are reported here. Survey
Question One had five sub questions. Survey Question two haith HBisstions.

Conclusions are indicated in bold

Question 2 Analyses (conOt): Are you a member of a small faith community?

[tem Yes | No

Q2_4 Organizing a local prayer, reflection and action group on the need to change church discipline on 201 23| *
mandatory celibacy.

Conclusion: On average significantly more members of small faith communities support
organizing prayer/action groups than non members

Q2_5 Organizing a petition campaign (as was done by over 16,000 Australian priests and laity), calling on the 151 1.71*
United States Catholic Conference of Bishops to openly discuss mandatory celibacy and womenOs roles

Conclusion: On average significantly more members of small faith communities support
organizing a petition campaign aimed at the USCCB than nhon m embers

Q2_6 Encouraging Catholic faith communities to study and consider the implications of acting on a new 1.8/ 2.0 *
statement by the Dutch Dominicans OThe Church and the MinistryO which was sent to every parish in Holland.
The document proposes that parishes choose Mass presiders from among their community, and present
selected candidates Owomen or men, married or singleO to the bishop for ordination.

Conclusion: On average significantly more members of small faith communities support
studying and cons idering the Dutch Dominicans document than do non members

Q2_7 Encouraging Catholic communities who have no priest, to follow through on the Dutch Dominican 211 25| **
recommendations and celebrate Eucharist themselves OIf a bishop should refuse such a cofirmation or
“ordinationO on the basis of arguments not involving the essence of the Eucharist, such as obligatory celibacy

Conclusion: On average significantly more members of small faith communities support
acting on the Dutch Dominican recomendations than non members

Q2_8 Organizing a diocesan synod (meeting) with one of the main agenda items being discussion of the priest 1.6 1.8*
shortage, parish closings, and mandatory celibacy in the Latin rite. (Eastern rites of the Catholic church already
have married priests)

Conclusion: On average significantly more members of small faith communities support
organizing a diocesan synod on the priest shortage etc than non members.

Q2_9 Organizing a national day of prayer calling on the Holy Spirit to open the hearts and minds of the hierarchy | 1. 6| 1.8 | *
to the sensus-fidelium (the Spirit inspired beliefs of the faithful) and remove mandatory celibacy as a
requirement for the Roman Catholic priesthood in the Latin rite.
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Conclusion: On average significantly mor e members of small faith communities support
organizing a national day of prayer than nhon members

Q2_10 Organizing an international petition campaign asking the worldOs Bishops to joirJ Austrian bishop Helmut
Kratzl, Australian Bishop Geoffrey Robinson, and the president of the German BishopsO conference Archbishop
Robert Zollitch, in publicly calling for a change in the mandatory celibacy rule.

Conclusion: On average significantly more members of small faith communities support
organizing an int ernational petition campaign geared to the worldOs Bishops than non
members

1.4

1.8

*k*

Q2_11 Encouraging all priests, but especially those who are struggling to staff multiple parishes, to be public
about the need to change the present discipline of mandatory celibacy.

Conclusion: On average significantly more members of small faith communities support
encouraging priests to be public about the need to change celibacy rules than do non
members

1.5

1.7

*%

Q2_12 Asking (through petitions, letters, emails etc.) the National Federation of PriestsO Councils (NFPC) in the
U.S. to join the Austrian priest group, Priests Initiative and a group representing 18,000 Brazilian priests, in
lobbying the Vatican for the ordination of married men and the return of priests who left to marry.

Conclusion: On average, significantly more members of small faith communities support
asking the NFPC to lobby the Vatican for married priests than non members

1.5

1.7

Q2_14 Encouraging Catholics who have been denied the Eucharist because of the priest shortage, to file a
Oclass actionO canonical appeal addressing the fact that their right to Eucharist is being denied.

Conclusion: On average, significantly more members of small faith communities support
encouraging a class action canonical appeal over the right to Eucharist than non members

1.9

2.2
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Question 2 Analyses: No#Parish Small Faith Community or Not

The values in the table indicate the average response to each question by respondents who self
identified as members of ngurarish small faith communities (Yes) or not (No). Once again, the
significant differences in the mean responses on items in Question 2 are all associated with stronger
support, on average, by members of-panish small faith communities.

Only the items for which there were significant differences between groupgartedehere. Survey
Question One had five sub questions. Survey Question Two had 16 sub questions.

Recall that for the responsesQuiestion 2,the value 1 indicates OStrongly SupportO and 5 represents
ODo Not Support.O

Conclusions are in bold

Are you a member of a norparish small faith community (NPSFC)?

Iltem Yes| No

Q2_6 Encouraging Catholic faith communities to study and consider the implications of acting 1.7 1 2.1 **
on a new statement by the Dutch Dominicans “The Church and the Ministry” which was sent to
every parish in Holland. The document proposes that parishes choose Mass presiders from
among their community, and present selected candidates “women or men, married or single”
to the bishop for ordination.

Conclusion: On average, significantly mor e members of non -parish small faith
communities (np -sfcs) support studying the Dutch Dominican statement than
respondents who are not members of np  -sfcs

Q2_7 Encouraging Catholic communities who have no priest, to follow through on the Dutch 2.0 | 25| ***
Dominican recommendations and celebrate Eucharist themselves “If a bishop should refuse
such a confirmation or “ordination’ on the basis of arguments not involving the essence of the
Eucharist, such as obligatory celibacy

Conclusion: On average, significant ly more members of non -parish small faith
communities (np -sfcs) support acting on the Dutch Dominican statement and
celebrating Eucharist themselves, than respondents who are not members of np -sfcs
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Q2_10 Organizing an international petition campaign asking the worldOs Bishops to join
Austrian bishop Helmut Kratzl, Australian Bishop Geoffrey Robinson, and the president of the
German BishopsO conference Archbishop Robert Zollitch, in publicly calling for a change in the
mandatory celibacy rule.

Conclusion: _On average, significantly more members of non  -parish small faith
communities support organizing an international petition campaign than respondents
who are not members of np -sfcs

1.5

1.7

Q2_14 Encouraging Catholics who have been denied the Eucharist because of the priest
shortage, to file a Oclass actionO canonical appeal addressing the fact that their right to the
spiritual goods of the church is being denied.

Conclusion: _On average, significantly more members of non  -parish small faith
comm unities support fiiling a Oclass actionO canonical appeal over the right to Eucharist
than respondents who are not members of np  -sfcs

1.8

2.3

*%

Q2_18 Please share your ideas about other strategies and programs to promote removal of
mandatory celibacy as a requirement for the priesthood.

Conclusion: On average, significantly more members of non  -parish small faith
communities shared their own strategies than respondents who are not members of np -
sfcs

1.3

1.9
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A. Average responses to the subcategories of question twere not significantly different for males and
females for these two questions:

Question 2 Part Bducating Catholics about the profound effects of the priest shortage on parish life and
worship

Question 2 Part 19/riting letters to the editor educating about the need to change the celibacy rule, every time
a viable parish closes because of the priest shortage.

B. Average responses to the remaining subcategories of question twere significantly different for
males and femalesin all cases thEemale average was less thahd Male average, indicating stronger
support among Female respondent®r the remaining items as listed below.

(Arranged here with the five items with the greatest| Female Male

. Average
@fference between female support and male suppo| ayerage Response | T ovalue
listed firs) Respons statistic

e

1 Question 2 Part Encouraging Catholic communities who 2.05 2.57 -4.94 <0.001
have no priest, to follow through on the Dutch Dominican
recommendations and celebrate Eucharist themselves OIf a
bishop should refuse such a confirmatio  n or “ordination® on
the basis of arguments not involving the essence of the
Eucharist, such as obligatory celibacy

2 Question 2 Part 1Bncouraging Catholics who have been 1.87 2.24 -4.06 <0.001
denied the Eucharist because of the priest shortage, to fi lea
Oclass actionO canonical appeal addressing the fact that their
right to the spiritual goods of the church is being denied.

3 Question 2 Part 1Brganizing a letter -writing campaign to 1.86 2.13 -3.25 0.001
diocesan bishops asking them to reevaluate and redefine the
roles and expectations placed on priests in light of

diminishing numbers, higher workloads and declining morale.

4 Question 2 Part &ducating Catholics about the history of 121 1.25 -3.09 <0.001

mandatory celibacy and that married bisho  ps, priests and
deacons were permitted until the 13 t century

5 Question 2 Part &rganizing a local prayer, reflection and 1.99 2.23 -3.02 0.003
action group on the need to change church discipline on
mandatory celibacy.
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Questim 2 Part 3drganizing a parish or diocesan
educational program about the priest shortage, the history of
celibacy in the Catholic church, and the centrality of Eucharist
to Catholic life and worship.

151

1.67

-2.42

0.016

Question 2 Part Brganizing a p etition campaign (as was
done by over 16,000 Australian priests and laity), calling on
the United States Catholic Conference of Bishops to openly
discuss mandatory celibacy and womenOs roles in the Church.

1.44

1.61

-2.50

0.013

Question 2 Part Bncourag ing Catholic faith communities to
study and consider the implications of acting on a new
statement by the Dutch Dominicans OThe Church and the
MinistryO which was sent to every parish in Holland. The
document proposes that parishes choose Mass presiders

from among their community, and present selected

candidates Owomen or men, married or singleO to the bishop
for ordination.

1.77

1.97

-2.36

0.018

Question 2 Part Brganizing a diocesan synod (meeting) with
one of the main agenda items being discussion of the priest
shortage, parish closings, and mandatory celibacy in the Latin
rite. (Eastern rites of the Catholic church already have married
priests).

1.60

1.76

-2.25

0.025

Question 2 Part Brganizing a national day of prayer calling
on the Holy Spiritto open the hearts and minds of the
hierarchy to the sensus -fidelium (the Spirit inspired beliefs of
the faithful) and remove mandatory celibacy as a requirement
for the Roman Catholic priesthood in the Latin rite.

1.62

1.84

-2.88

0.004

Question 2 Part 10rganizing an international petition
campaign asking the worldOs Bishops to join Austrian bishop
Helmut Kratzl, Australian Bishop Geoffrey Robinson, and the
president of the German BishopsO conference Archbishop
Robert Zollitch, in publicly calling forac  hange in the
mandatory celibacy rule.

1.49

1.67

-2.69

0.007

Question 2 Part 1&ncouraging all priests, but especially
those who are struggling to staff multiple parishes, to be
public about the need to change the present discipline of
mandatory celibacy .

1.45

1.60

-2.31

0.021

Question 2 Part 18sking (through petitions, letters, emails
etc.) the National Federation of Priests® Councils in the U.S. to
join the Austrian priest group, Priests Initiative and a group
representing 18,000 Brazilian priests, in lobbying the Vatican
for the ordination of married men and the return or priests

who left the active ministry to marry.

1.46

1.65

-2.81

0.005
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Question 2 Part 16ollecting signatures on a petition 1.76 1.98 -2.77 0.006
identifying best practices for preserving vibrant pari shes
including keeping parishes open with parish life coordinators
rather than closing them because of too few priests.

Question 2 Part 1@rganizing a parish or diocesan education 1.73 1.95 -2.93 0.003
program about the results of parish closings in the U.S. (and
throughout the world), parish rights and responsibilities, best
practices for preserving vibrant parishes, and how to claim
parish rights.

For example, the average response to Que&tiPart 7 for females was 2,@8d the average for males was
2.57. This means that on average females indicated nearly half a point stronger support for than did males
item is:

2.7 Encouraging Catholic communities who have no priest, to follow through on the Dutch Dominica
recommendtions and celebrate Eucharist themselves OIf a bishop should refuse such a confirmatio
“ordinationO on the basis of arguments not involving the essence of the Escitériss, obligatory
celibacy.O

| chose this item because it has the smallesiye among all of the items in Question 2, indicating the greates
statistical significance between females and males. The other items in Question 2 can be similarly interpre



