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The Catholic League has filed an amicus brief in New Jersey
defending the rights of priests. We are represented by the
Pittsburgh office of Leech Tishman; our attorney is Russell
Giancola. The lead attorneys for the case are from Cooper
Levenson in Atlantic City, New Jersey.

This  case  began  almost  seven  years  ago.  Following  the
Pennsylvania grand jury report in 2018, the Attorney General
in New Jersey, launched an investigation of the clergy who
worked in the state’s dioceses. Prosecutors wanted a grand
jury empanelled but the Diocese of Camden objected, saying
they had no authority to do so. It is the Camden Diocese that
we are defending.

The Diocese of Camden is on solid grounds. In New Jersey,
grand juries are established to investigate public agencies
such  as  prisons  and  police  departments.  Targeting  private
individuals  or  private  institutions  are  not  permitted.
Therefore,  to  go  after  the  Catholic  clergy—investigating
alleged  molestation  of  minors  dating  back  to  1940—is
unwarranted.

In May, 2023, Superior Court Judge Peter Warshaw took the side
of the Camden Diocese. He said that state law allows special
grand juries to investigate public officials or government
agencies, not a private entity like the Catholic Church or
individual priests. He also questioned the fairness of the
probe: the accused priests will not be given a chance to
defend themselves. Judge Warshaw said this amounts to a “hit-
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and-run.”

Subsequently, the New Jersey Supreme Court ordered the records
unsealed and agreed to hear arguments in the case in April.
This means our lawyers must act with dispatch.

A grand jury allows no cross examination so the accused have
no legal recourse when their names are bandied about in the
media. This is outrageous, and it is doubly outrageous when we
note that, as always, it is the Catholic Church that is being
targeted. It is never some other religion and it sure isn’t
the public schools, the source of sexual abuse today.

On a related note, we have complained for decades about the
decision made by dioceses in the United States that post the
names of accused priests on the internet or in some other
public spot. No other institution does this—just the Catholic
Church. But in March, Pope Francis formally rejected this
practice. Henceforth, dioceses are discouraged from publishing
such a list.

Priests should have the same rights as every other American,
but they do not. Due process demands that they are assumed
innocent until proven guilty. Also, most of the bad apples are
dead or are no longer in ministry. So this grand jury is a
sham.

We will keep you posted.
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In March, a Kansas-based group, The Satanic Grotto, announced
that  it  was  planning  to  hold  a  “Black  Mass”  on  grounds
surrounding the Kansas State Capitol in Topeka at the end of
the month.

The Satanic Grotto admitted that the purpose of the “Black
Mass” is to engage in blasphemy targeted at Catholics. On
Facebook, it said, “We will be performing rites to the Black
Mass and indulging in sacrilegious blaspheme [sic].”

We contacted the governor and the entire Kansas legislature,
advising a course of action.

While it is true that blasphemy is generally seen as protected
speech under the First Amendment, in Lynch v. Donnelly (1984),
Chief  Justice  Warren  Burger  explicitly  said  that  the
Constitution “affirmatively mandates accommodation, not merely
tolerance, of all religions, and forbids hostility to all (our
italics).”

Every Christmas season, the Catholic League receives a permit
to display a nativity scene in Central Park. Central Park,
unlike property near City Hall, is considered a public forum,
a place where freedom of expression carries no appearance of
government endorsement.

Ergo, for the government of Kansas to allow an event on the
grounds of the statehouse—the express purpose of which is to
insult  Catholics—might  give  the  impression  that  it  is
endorsing this sacrilege. It would therefore be party to the
kind of “hostility” to religion that the Supreme Court said
was unconstitutional.

We suggested that an alternative site be chosen.
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William A. Donohue

On  his  first  day  in  office,  President  Trump  issued  an
executive order declaring there are only “two sexes, male and
female.” It says a lot about our society that this even has to
be said. This same phenomenon—denying the existence of human
nature and Biology 101—exists throughout western civilization.
At bottom, this is a war against God. It is a war the deniers
cannot win.

Those promoting the fiction that there are an endless number
of  sexes,  which  they  incorrectly  call  genders,  are
overwhelmingly  rich,  white,  liberal,  secularists  with
postgraduate degrees. No wonder it is their children who are
the most likely to call themselves something other than male
or female. (For more on this, see my book, Cultural Meltdown:
The Secular Roots of Our Moral Crisis.)

The latest Gallup poll shows that 9.3 percent of Americans now
identify as “LGBTQ+” persons. This is in stark contrast to
what the Trump administration is doing. The National Park
Service recently changed the Stonewall National Museum website
to  only  refer  to  lesbian,  gay  and  bisexual,  hence  the
designation  LGB.

This upset Kathy Hochul, the Catholic governor of New York;
she said it was “cruel.” No matter, transgender people have
been  eliminated.  To  be  frank,  they  never  existed  (sex  is
binary). Also, the “Q” is redundant and the “+” is plain dumb.

Gallup tells us that 1.4 percent of Americans say they are
lesbians; 2.0 percent claim to be gay; 5.2 percent identify as
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bisexual; 1.3 percent believe they are transgender; there are
a  few  other  odd  categories.  Among  the  so-called  LGBTQ+
population,  Gallup  found  that  56.3  percent  identify  as
bisexual and 13.9 percent believe they are transgender.

Who  are  the  most  likely  to  claim  they  belong  to  this
population?  Young  people,  girls,  Democrats,  liberals,  and
those who live in cities or the suburbs. Why is this not
surprising?

In the 12 years that Gallup has been tracking this issue,
those who identify as “LGBTQ+” has tripled. This suggests that
this  phenomenon  has  everything  to  do  with  culture,  not
biology. To put it simply, we are witnessing the queering of
America.

If anyone doubts that this is a culturally induced condition,
consider that young people in California are 40 percent more
likely to identify as transgender than the national average.
It is not a coincidence that California is one of the most
liberal states in the nation.

Transgenderism is flowering in colleges for the same reason.
Liberal professors, most of whom are militant secularists, are
indoctrinating their students with this mind-altering poison.
At Brown University, four in ten students (38 percent) say
they are “LGBTQI+.” The “I” stands for intersex, which is
another  fiction.  While  it  is  true  that  there  is  a  rare
disorder that allows for both male and female genitalia, all
of those people are intrinsically male or female—there is no
third form.

Between  2010  and  2023,  the  gay  and  lesbian  population
increased by 26 percent, and the percentage identifying as
bisexual increased by 232 percent. Those identifying as “other
sexual  orientations”  within  the  so-called  LGBTQ  population
increased by almost 800 percent.

These people are in serious need of professional help, making



the parents of prospective college students wonder whether
they should consider enrollment in a community college or a
trade school. Why send your kid to an Ivy League school where
he  may  come  home  at  Thanksgiving  giving  thanks  to  his
discovery  that  he  is  a  girl?
Fortunately, the Trump administration is not putting up with
this madness.

On  February  19,  The  U.S.  Department  of  Health  and  Human
Services (HHS) issued an official statement defining sex as an
immutable biological classification of male or female. HHS
Secretary  Robert  F.  Kennedy  Jr.  explained,  “This
administration is bringing back common sense and restoring
biological  truth  to  the  federal  government.  The  prior
administration’s policy of trying to engineer gender ideology
into every aspect of public life is over.”

HHS defines a female to be “A person of the sex characterized
by  a  reproductive  system  with  the  biological  function  of
producing eggs (ova).” Accordingly, it defines woman to be “An
adult  human  female.”  (Are  you  listening  Ketanji  Brown
Jackson?)  A  male  is  defined  as  “A  person  of  the  sex
characterized by a reproductive system with the biological
function of producing sperm.” Accordingly, it defines man as
“An adult human male.”

This may come as a shocker to the Washington Post—it published
an incredibly irresponsible piece on the same day of the HHS
ruling denying that sex is binary—but to most Americans not
drugged with ideology it makes perfect sense. The newspaper
continues with the fiction that “Sex is widely understood to
refer to a label assigned at birth,” when, in fact, it is
simply  recorded  at  birth.  No  one  “assigns”  our  sex—it  is
determined exclusively by our father and can be detected in
utero.

The queering of America serves no legitimate interest. It only
serves to encourage the agenda of severely addlepated men and



women, as well as those who are profiting from them either
ideologically or financially.
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Opus Dei is loved by millions of Catholics all over the world
for its yeoman efforts in getting Catholics to practice their
religion more seriously. Founded in 1928 by a Spanish priest,
Josemaria Escrivá, it is a spiritual home to lay Catholics and
clerics who are committed to living the faith on a daily
basis; most are laypersons. Escrivá was canonized by Pope John
Paul II in 2002.

Militant  secularists,  and  many  so-called  progressive
Catholics, hate Opus Dei. Why? It symbolizes everything they
detest:  it  is  unashamedly  Catholic,  orthodox,  and  wildly
successful.

The latest effort to trash Opus Dei is a book by Gareth Gore,
Opus. Like so many who hate the organization, he is caught up
in the mystique of Opus Dei. He can’t understand why men and
women are drawn to an entity that is so deeply religious,
especially  given  the  decidedly  secular  bent  of  western
civilization.

To  be  sure,  Opus  Dei  is  one  of  the  most  countercultural
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organizations in the world: it openly rejects the secular
playbook promoted by the ruling class. This is not lost on
Simon & Schuster.

The  publisher  flags  the  book  by  saying  Opus  Dei  opposes
“reproductive  freedom”  and  “LGBTQ+  rights.”  Correct.
Practicing Catholics defend life from the moment of conception
to natural death; they understand marriage to be the exclusive
union of a man and a woman; and they know that sex is binary.
In other words, Catholic teachings are in harmony with what
nature ordains and science decrees. Gore disagrees with nature
and science.

Why is it that many authors who abhor Catholicism are so
sloppy in their writings? Is it because they know they will
get a cheerful reception from their ilk and will therefore not
be held accountable for their errors? This was certainly true
of  my  old  debating  partner,  Christopher  Hitchens.  He  was
extremely well read and very bright, but he was also a lousy
researcher. His misstatements of facts about Mother Teresa
were astounding.

Gore  is  another  sloppy  writer.  Indeed,  he  is  worse  than
Hitchens. His book is strewn with hyperbole, innuendo and out-
and-out falsehoods. Yet he had the audacity to say in an
interview that his book is “100 percent correct.” Here are a
few examples of his inattention to detail.

“During a trip to Nicaragua, the pope refused to let one
cardinal  kiss  his  ring  because  he  had  disobeyed  a  papal
order.”  But  Ernesto  Cardenal  was  not  a  cardinal—he  was  a
priest. More important, he was Minister of Culture who worked
for the communist dictator, Daniel Ortega, the Sandinista thug
who has impoverished and enslaved the people of Nicaragua (he
is still doing this today). With good reason did Saint John
Paul II rebuke him.

Gore  says  that  Mother  Teresa  of  Calcutta  attended  the



beatification of Saint Josemaria—she did not. Also, when he
died the servants did not have to be awaken in the middle of
the night to make preparations—he died in the middle of the
day.

The well respected Catholic Information Center in Washington,
D.C. has not been staffed by an Opus Dei priest for the past
forty years; that didn’t happen until 1992. Gore also says
that there are “hundreds of similar centers around the world.”
In fact, there are only two.

Gore can’t get over how financially successful Opus Dei is. So
what? Does anyone complain about Harvard’s outsized endowment?
It has well over $50 billion. To show how truly sloppy he
is—his editors are just as remiss—he writes that “millions of
dollars were spent on a huge school-building program across
Spain.” Yet his footnote refers exclusively to summer camps!

It is to be expected that Gore would not pass up the chance to
trot out a case of the sexual abuse of minors. But when he
cites  the  case  of  a  married  layman  who  was  guilty  of
molestation, accusing Opus Dei of never reporting it, he is
showcasing his sophomoric research. The abuse occurred in the
man’s home and Opus Dei never knew about it.

An Opus Dei member, Bob Best, is said to have given Escrivá a
gift,  which  the  founder  then  “handed  it  to  some  Spanish
bankers, who used it to sign a check to pay for a new Opus Dei
project.” Wrong. The gift was given to Opus Dei members, not
“bankers.”  This  is  incontestable—there  is  a  tape  of  the
exchange. Also, Best did not join Opus Dei when he was in high
school; he joined when he was at Villanova. Another error:
Gore tries to link the Culture of Life Foundation to Opus Dei,
but there is no institutional connection.

Just  as  easy  to  disprove  is  the  canard  about  Opus  Dei
“recruiting” members, instructing them to keep their vocation
secret, not even telling their families. Gore says this is



part of the founders “instructions” given to Opus Dei members.
Wrong  again.  There  is  no  mention  of  this  in  the
“instructions.”

Some years ago it was rumored that FBI director Louis Freeh
was an Opus Dei member. This has been definitively proven to
be false, yet Gore continues to say it was “widely rumored.”
His ignorance is stunning.

Malice, not ignorance, is at work when Gore portrays the late
Cardinal  George  Pell  as  a  pedophile.  As  anyone  who  knows
anything about this issue, the fabricated charges against Pell
were  thrown  out  of  court.  Indeed,  he  was  unanimously
acquitted. I have personally written a great deal about this
subject, and I find mindboggling that Gore’s editors would
allow him to promote this invidious falsehood.

It is so typical of left-wing writers to malign the Catholic
Church  for  reaching  out  to  young  people,  depicting  such
efforts as something nefarious. Gore does the same to Opus
Dei.

We learn that young people are not attracted to Opus Dei
because  of  what  it  stands  for;  they  are  “recruited”  and
“captured” by its adult members. Gore must be thinking of the
way  left-wing  college  professors  manipulate  and  recruit
unsuspecting  students,  indoctrinating  them  in  the  latest
Marxist iteration.

It  is  equally  obnoxious  for  Gore  to  accuse  Opus  Dei  of
“swindling” people. Like every voluntary organization, Opus
Dei raises funds to pay for its expenses. When the ACLU raises
money,  it’s  seen  as  something  routine,  if  not  noble.  But
according to Gore, when Opus Dei raises money, they do so by
asking donors to “come up with lists of people who could be
swindled.” This is libelous.

Gore makes no bones about his politics. “For all its talk
about allegiance to the Vatican, the Church, and the teachings



of Jesus Christ,” he writes, “Opus Dei seems unconcerned that
many of the conservative forces it now embraces in the United
States are openly hostile to the pope—even going so far as to
undermine his authority and plot against him.”

Leaving aside the conspiratorial tone—no one is “plotting”
against the pope—it is true that many conservatives, including
non-Catholics, have been less than enthusiastic about some of
the  things  the  pope  has  said.  For  example,  he  is  openly
hostile  to  market  economies,  refuses  to  condemn  Communist
China’s crackdown on Catholics, and has portrayed conservative
Catholics, especially those attracted to the Latin Mass, as
pariahs.

More significant, it is rich to read Catholic bashers complain
about  conservative  critics  of  the  pope.  They  have  been
trashing Church teachings on marriage, the family, ordination,
celibacy and sexuality for decades, and their treatment of
Pope Benedict XVI and John Paul II was often brutal, yet today
they call for everyone to fall in line—perhaps because they
perceive the current moment as more favorable to their views.

Gore mentions The Da Vinci Code many times in his book. In
doing so he gives credence to the book as if it were a work of
non-fiction. This is nonsense. This matters because he insists
that his book is “100 percent correct.” Thus does he give
cover to the falsehoods in The Da Vinci Code.

I have written extensively on this issue. The fact is that the
book by Dan Brown, and the movie that was based on it by Ron
Howard, is a work of fiction.

Brown begins his book with a page titled, “Facts.” Listed as
“facts”  are  three  demonstrably  false  and  defamatory
statements.  Brown’s  first  “fact”  alleges  that  a  secret
society, the Priory of Sion, kept alive the story that Jesus
and Mary Magdalene were married. But the fact is this tale was
exposed as a hoax that was made up in the 1950s by an anti-



Semite Frenchman (who was sent to prison for fraud).

The second “fact” alleges that a “religious sect” called Opus
Dei was an evil organization. This tells us everything we need
to know about Brown.

The  third  “fact”  is  the  most  malicious:  it  claims  that
historical  documents  show  that  the  divinity  of  Jesus  was
forged in fourth century. Pure nonsense.

There are 25 references to the divinity of Christ in the
Gospels and more than 40 references in the New Testament. Not
only that, the letters of Paul were written in the 40s and
50s—earlier than the Gospels. All of these writings are much
closer  to  the  time  of  Jesus  than  the  so-called  Gnostic
Gospels, and even those books—which were excluded from the New
Testament—regard Jesus to be the Son of God.

It  is  important  to  note  that  even  fair-minded  liberal
reviewers of Gore’s book see right through his agenda. That is
why Matt Murray, the executive editor of the Washington Post,
took issue with his “rather partisan” approach, saying it
sometimes comes across as a “slog.” Indeed, Murray says that
“Gore can’t hide his disdain for the founder.” This accounts
for his “snarky” style and his “tone of snideness.” Gore’s
disdain also extends to questioning “truths,” which is why he
puts the word in quotes.

When this review was published, Gore went ballistic, invoking
obscenities. Instead of defending his work, he chose to berate
Murray for taking “time out of his busy schedule to basically
say that my book doesn’t include enough positive stuff about
Opus Dei.”

With good reason does Murray say that “some chapters read more
like a prosecutor’s brief” than a fair assessment of Opus Dei.
This leads him to conclude that the book lacks a “nuanced
understanding of the organization.” Gore greets this criticism
with indignance, but that doesn’t prove Murray wrong.



It is said that education can conquer ignorance. Not if it is
willed. Ideologues are not persuaded by empirical evidence,
data, and logic. They are informed by a set of tightly woven
ideas that are impervious to reason.

To be fair, there are conspiratorial kooks on the right who
claim bogeymen are trying to undermine America. However, they
are mostly without effect, owing to their notorious stupidity.
But those on the left, especially those who write books which
appear  to  be  well  sourced,  are  not  so  easily  identified.
That’s why they are a much bigger menace.

Historian  Arthur  Schlesinger,  Sr.  once  said  that  anti-
Catholicism  is  the  nation’s  “last  acceptable  prejudice.”
Gareth Gore’s book is the latest proof that he was right.

HOW  GAYS  CRASHED  THE  ST.
PATRICK’S DAY PARADE
This is the article that appeared in the April 2025 edition of Catalyst,

our monthly journal. The date that prints out reflects
the day that it was uploaded to our website. For a more accurate date of
when the article was first published, check out the news release, here.

Bill Donohue

As we approached the 10th anniversary of homosexuals marching
under their own banner in New York City’s St. Patrick’s Day
Parade, it behooved us to understand how this happened.

To begin with, gays were never banned from marching. As I said
on radio and TV in New York for two decades, no one ever asked
anyone what they did in bed and with whom. Gays were banned
from marching under their own banner, and that is because to
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do so would deflect from what the day is all about—honoring
St. Patrick. For the same reason, pro-life groups were banned
from marching under their own banner.

The first gay group to march was in 1991. Mayor David Dinkins
entered into a discussion with the Ancient Order of Hibernians
(AOH), the parade organizers, and a compromise was reached:
members of the Irish Lesbian and Gay Organization (ILGO) could
march with the mid-town chapter of the AOH, accompanied by the
mayor.

When  ILGO  sought  to  march  in  the  1992  parade,  they  were
barred. They were accused of “outrageous behavior” when they
marched  in  1991,  making  obscene  gestures  in  front  of  St.
Patrick’s Cathedral and in front of the reviewing stand at 5th
Avenue and 67th Street.

On January 21, 1992, the Hibernian National and State Boards
issued a joint statement asserting that “no organization or
organizations are allowed to use New York City’s 231st Annual
St. Patrick’s Day Parade on March 17, 1992 as a vehicle to
publicly insult any person or group watching or reviewing the
parade.”  They  repeated  the  charge  that  ILGO  engaged  in
“outrageous behavior and conduct.”

ILGO did not give up and proceeded to march, illegally, in the
1994 parade. They were arrested for marching without a permit
on March 17, but that didn’t make any difference to Manhattan
Supreme Court Justice Robert Sackett. On November 2, 1994, he
threw out the charges, saying the arrest of the ILGO members
was a “blatant denial of First Amendment rights.”

A week later, here is what I said about that ruling.

“Judge Sackett is an embarrassment of the courts. For him to
simply disregard the fact that ILGO (a) had no permit to march
(b) never sought one in the first place (c) was never denied
the right to protest elsewhere and (d) had already lost in the
courts in its bid to march in the St. Patrick’s Day Parade,



demonstrates that Judge Sackett shows no respect for the law.”

In 1995, the U.S. Supreme Court unanimously ruled that banning
ILGO  from  the  Boston  St.  Patrick’s  Day  Parade  was
constitutional. It was a private parade, the high court said,
and the organizers had a First Amendment right to freedom of
association, essentially affirming their right to craft their
own rules.

Meanwhile in New York, the AOH handed the parade over to a new
group, the St. Patrick’s Day Parade Committee, headed by John
Dunleavy. Even though the Supreme Court upheld the right of
parade organizers to ban ILGO, they attempted to march in the
late 1990s, and were arrested for doing so. I took pictures of
them and was assaulted by one of the lesbians. I did not hit
her back knowing the media would capture my retaliatory move,
and blame me.

Why was ILGO so determined to march? It had nothing to do with
honoring St. Patrick. This is not an opinion—it is what they
said.

In  2017,  Anne  Maguire  and  Maxine  Wolfe  published  their
reminiscences on an array of subjects, one of which was the
parade. Maguire, who was co-founder of ILGO, talked about the
politics of the group. She explicitly said that the protests
at the St. Patrick’s Day Parade “sort of dovetailed with ACT
UP.”  She  also  admitted  that  “the  vast  majority”  of  ILGO
members  were  illegal  aliens  who  sought  to  mobilize
politically.

Maguire  said  that  within  their  first  year  in  the  U.S.,
“somebody brought up in a meeting, ‘Wouldn’t it be kind of
funny if we marched in the St. Patrick’s Day parade?'” To
which most of them said, “Are you kidding me?” This is how it
all began—as a lark.

They asked for a permit, were denied, and “it just completely
blew up.” They saw homophobia everywhere, from being denied a



permit to “ACT UP and AIDS.”

Maguire’s admission that there was a nexus between the parade
and ACT UP is telling: she was referring to what ACT UP did on
December 10, 1989 at St. Patrick’s Cathedral. That was the day
when gays crashed the Sunday 10:15 a.m. Mass, celebrated by
Cardinal John O’Connor. ACT UP activists interrupted the Mass,
handcuffed  themselves  to  the  pews,  blew  whistles,  shouted
obscenities and spat the Host on the floor. One of the most
prominent members at the “Stop The Church” protest who was
arrested was Ann Northrop.

Northrop blamed Cardinal O’Connor for AIDS, not promiscuous
homosexuals. How did the archbishop cause AIDS? By saying that
monogamy protects against the sexually transmitted disease!
This is like blaming obesity on those who diet.

Further proof that ILGO’s interest in marching in the parade
was a lark, having everything to do with making a political
statement and nothing to do with honoring St. Patrick, was
made plain by Maguire. In 1996, a year after the Supreme Court
ruled against ILGO, she wrote the following.

“What is clear about ILGO and the St. Patrick’s Day parade is
that most [ILGO] people, particularly those of us who are most
actively involved, had no inclination to be associated with,
never mind march in, the parade. [The protest], very simply,
is where our ‘coming out’ took place.”

This is exactly what the AOH had been saying all along.

In September 2014, as I previously recounted in the March
Catalyst, Dunleavy was pushed aside by the vice chairman of
the St. Patrick’s Day Parade Committee, John Lahey, president
of Quinnipiac University. At a press conference held at the
New  York  Athletic  Club,  welcoming  a  gay  group  to  march,
OUT@NBCUniversal, Lahey and others spoke, but Dunleavy did
not. He was treated like dirt by the heavyweights who sucked
up to the media. I was never invited, and we all know why.



Lahey  paired  with  elites  from  other  universities,
corporations, lawyers and the media to take the reins from
Dunleavy. Dunleavy was a former transit dispatcher, a great
blue  collar  guy  from  Ireland.  He  was  outclassed  by  these
sharks. It did not matter to the elites that the Supreme Court
declared that parade officials had a First Amendment right to
bar ILGO. What mattered is that they wanted the affirmation of
elites unconnected to the parade.

Lahey and company would have us believe that the parade was
being threatened with a boycott from its sponsors, and that
they  could  not  have  it  televised  on  NBC  without  their
advertising support. It is true that Guinness, Heineken and
the Ford Motor Company were planning to do just that. It is
also true that Manhattan College, Fairfield University and the
Irish government were pressuring parade officials.

What Lahey did not say is that they could have looked for
other alternatives. What about WPIX? Would they have agreed to
televise the march? What about EWTN, the Catholic media giant?
What about looking for new sponsors? Quite simply, they used
this as an excuse to get what they wanted all along—the elites
were all on the same side.

I know that their hearts were not in it because in the spring
of 2014, right after the St. Patrick’s Day Parade, the issue
of gays marching in 2015 was coming to a head. I met with
seven  owners  of  Irish  pubs  in  New  York  City;  they  owned
roughly 25 percent of the Irish bars. All but one agreed to my
plea to boycott Guinness. Some chose to cut the price of
Guinness’ competitors, thus enticing drinkers to choose an
alternative; others simply took out the Guinness tap. But it
was not enough to change things, and that is because parade
officials wanted nothing to do with it.

On September 17, 2014, I wrote Dunleavy a letter restating how
I was lied to about gays marching in the parade. I mentioned
to him that one of the parade officials, John Fitzsimmons, an



attorney, had called me at the end of August. I knew him well
and would have fielded the call but I was in Montauk, Long
Island taking a break. The call was about including a gay
group in the parade in 2015. Here is part of what I said.

“I told Bernadette [the vice president] to let John know that
it was okay by me [to include a gay group], as long as (a)
there  was  a  formal  change  in  the  parade  rules  governing
marching units allowing those that have their own cause to
march, and (b) a pro-life group would be marching under its
own  banner  as  well.  John  said  he  believed  that  a  formal
revision of the rules had been made, but that he had to ‘check
his notes.’

“John called back saying that he checked with you about this
issue, and that he also checked his notes. He said there was,
in fact, a formal change in the rules, and that a pro-life
group would be marching. Bernadette then urged him to pick a
pro-life group so that it could be announced at the same time
as the NBC gay group [which had already been approved]. He
agreed to do this.”

It was plain that I had been lied to by Fitzsimmons, so I
closed my letter to Dunleavy saying, “John is the source of
the problem.” (Both Fitzsimmons and Dunleavy have since passed
away.) I pulled our Catholic League unit the next year and we
will never march again.

On the day that gays first marched in the St. Patrick’s Day
Parade under their own banner, March 17, 2015, Northrop said
she still wasn’t happy. She was angry that a gay group was
chosen by NBC, which televised the march, saying “it’s all a
corporate deal. It has nothing to do with really opening up
the parade and welcoming gay people in and certainly not Irish
gay people.”

It’s  never  enough  for  narcissistic  gays—it’s  always  about
them.



To  show  how  crazed  Northrop  is,  consider  that  she  once
celebrated  the  news  that  human  cloning  could  make  men
obsolete. “Essentially, this is sort of the final nail in
men’s coffins. Men are now totally irrelevant, if [cloning]
is, in fact, true and possible and becomes routine. Men are
going to have a very hard time justifying their existence on
the planet, I think.” Male hatred is not unusual among radical
lesbians, but this comment is hard to beat.

Ten years after the first gay group marched up Fifth Avenue,
there is still no pro-life group allowed to march. Each year
Irish Pro-Life USA, founded by John Aidan Byrne, requests a
permit to march, and every year he is denied. Parade organizer
Hilary Beirne never gets back to him.

In other words, the St. Patrick’s Day Parade officials allow
homosexual groups to march but not pro-life Catholics. In
short, we can thank the Irish elites, in the U.S. and Ireland,
for ganging up on John Dunleavy.

LANSING  DIOCESE  MALIGNED  BY
MICHIGAN AG
This is the article that appeared in the April 2025 edition of Catalyst,

our monthly journal. The date that prints out reflects
the day that it was uploaded to our website. For a more accurate date of
when the article was first published, check out the news release, here.

Michigan Attorney General Dana Nessel released a report in
December on sexual abuse in the Diocese of Lansing. It is
seriously flawed, though she received no pushback from the
media; they accepted the report at face value. We did not, and
with good reason: Nessel’s animus against the Catholic Church
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is indisputable (see our website for the evidence).

This is the fourth diocesan report on this subject: reports on
the  dioceses  of  Marquette,  Gaylord  and  Kalamazoo  were
previously issued. The Lansing report found that there were 56
diocesan officials who were accused of sexual abuse between
the 1950s and the 2010s. Unlike most probes on this subject,
this one includes alleged adult victims as well as minors.

The  alleged  offenders  include  one  male  teacher,  three
religious brothers and 52 ordained clergy (four deacons and
forty-eight priests). Of the 56, two-thirds are dead. Of the
one still in active ministry, the allegation was found to be
unsubstantiated by the diocese.

The report found that two-thirds of the alleged victims were
males; a quarter were females; the rest targeted males and
females. Most of the cases took place during the 1960s, 1970s
and 1980s.

Our review of Nessel’s report found serious mistakes that
inflated the total number of alleged victims and deflated the
number of male victims.

The report lists alleged male and female victims as John
Doe and Jane Doe, respectively. There were 120 John Does
and 42 Jane Does listed. However, there were also 40
other alleged victims in the report who were not listed
as either John Doe or Jane Doe. Of the unlisted, 37 were
male and three were female.
The report lists several instances where there is no
mention of a John Doe, yet they are still included in
the tally. For example, there is no record of John Doe
30 nor of Jane Doe 10.
In  some  cases,  the  report  lists  Jane  Doe  where  the
victim was male. Also, in one case Jane Doe was not a
victim, but rather the wife of a male who alleged abuse.
In another case, a Jane Doe was a sibling of a John Doe



but did not claim she was abused.

Why  would  the  report  inflate  the  total  number  of  alleged
victims and deflate the number of male victims? It is obvious
to any honest scholar who has covered this issue—to protect
homosexuals from scrutiny. For decades now there has been a
persistent cover-up of the role that homosexual priests have
played in the clergy abuse scandal (see Bill Donohue’s book,
The  Truth  about  Clergy  Sexual  Abuse).  The  guilty  parties
include  the  media,  government  officials,  educators  and
activists.

Another serious problem with the report is that it disregards
the Diocese of Lansing’s records on abuse cases. Of the 56
accused in the report, only 21 are listed in the Diocese of
Lansing’s  credibly  accused  list  (Nessel’s  report  relies
heavily  on  data  reported  on  the  website  of  bishop-
accountability.org, which is hardly a reliable source).

Upon investigation, the Lansing diocese found that many of the
accusations were not deemed to be credible: It is not easy to
substantiate  accusations  about  alleged  offenses  that  took
place decades ago. In several cases, the Diocesan Review Board
could not find any evidence of abuse. In four cases, the
accused passed a polygraph exam. Yet they were still included
in the report!

Attorney General Nessel is not interested in curbing sexual
abuse. If she were she would stop stalking the Catholic Church
and  start  probing  the  public  schools.  That’s  where  this
problem is on-going.

USA Today reporters investigated all 50 states to see how they
handle the sexual abuse of students. They gave Michigan an
overall grade of “F.” They said its background system was
“weak”  and  was  “left  to  local  school  districts.”  Also,
mandatory reporting laws were determined to be “weak.” In
terms of transparency, they found “no information online about



teacher disciplinary actions and misconduct.” To make matters
worse, information on teacher misconduct was “not shared with
other states.”

There is plenty here for Nessel to mine. It’s time for her to
investigate public school kids who have been abused in the
past, as well as those currently being raped by teachers.

Also, since Nessel did not confine her probe to minors who
have allegedly been abused by priests and other staffers, an
examination of sexual misconduct in the public schools must
include an investigation of teachers, administrators and other
school  personnel  who  have  been  accused  of  molesting  or
harassing  other  adults,  including  the  parents  of  their
students.

We contacted every lawmaker in the state to do what should
have been done a long time ago: insist on a probe of sexual
misconduct in the public schools. It’s time to stop religious
profiling and treat every segment of society equally.

U.S. ATTORNEY GEN. PAM BONDI
CONTACTED
This is the article that appeared in the April 2025 edition of Catalyst,

our monthly journal. The date that prints out reflects
the day that it was uploaded to our website. For a more accurate date of
when the article was first published, check out the news release, here.

On February 19, we contacted U.S. Attorney General Pamela
Bondi letting her know that we are delighted that President
Trump  established  a  Presidential  Commission  on  Religious
Liberty, and that he chose her to head a task force on anti-
Christian bias. We pledged to do everything we can to assist
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her in this effort.

In his letter to Bondi, Bill Donohue said the following.

“The Catholic League has more documentation on this issue than
any organization in the nation. We are currently collecting
documents for you to make it easier to access our work; we
will be sharing this with you when the process is complete.
Please see our website, catholicleague.org, for detailed news
releases, essays and reports on anti-Christian bigotry.”

KUDOS TO SEN. HAWLEY
This is the article that appeared in the April 2025 edition of Catalyst,

our monthly journal. The date that prints out reflects
the day that it was uploaded to our website. For a more accurate date of
when the article was first published, check out the news release, here.

No one has done a better job addressing modern-day child abuse
than Sen. Josh Hawley. That is why Bill Donohue wrote to him
on February 24 asking him to expand his reach.

Donohue commended him for introducing a bill, “The Jamie Reed
Protecting Our Kids from Child Abuse Act,” that would allow
minors who were harmed by sex-transition procedures to bring
lawsuits against those who participated in this abuse.

Good as this is, Donohue implored him to address the role
played  by  the  medical  schools,  the  American  Medical
Association and other professional associations. “They provide
legitimacy for these acts of child abuse,” he said. He offered
several examples how this is done.

The medical watchdog, Do No Harm, reports that in a five-year
period,  2019-2023,  approximately  14,000  children  underwent
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sex-change operations. There is big money in this scam—the
hospitals charged nearly $120 million. They have the support
of elite medical schools, the AMA, the American Academy of
Pediatrics,  the  American  Psychological  Association  and  the
American Psychiatric Association.

Mass General is the original and largest teaching hospital of
Harvard Medical School. It has a specialized gender-affirming
care unit. Surgeries include the creation of a vagina and a
penis. Boston Children’s Hospital is also a teaching hospital
at Harvard Medical School; it operates “the first pediatric
and  adolescent  transgender  health  program  in  the  United
States.”

Other medical schools that do the same work include Johns
Hopkins,  Stanford  Medicine,  the  University  of  Pennsylvania
Perelman School of Medicine, the Columbia University’s Vagelos
College of Physicians & Surgeons, the David Geffen School of
Medicine at UCLA, Yale Medicine and the Duke University School
of Medicine.

While all of these institutions matter, the AMA is the most
influential. What it professes is alarming: “Designating sex
on  birth  certificates  as  male  or  female,  and  making  that
information available on the public portion, perpetuates a
view that sex designation is permanent and fails to recognize
the medical spectrum of gender identity.”

“Self-identification is no substitute for biological truisms,”
Donohue said. “There are but two sexes—male and female—and no
amount  of  chatter  about  ‘the  medical  spectrum  of  gender
identity’ can change this verity. Quite simply, what the AMA
professes is anti-science.”

Donohue explained that given its commitment to subjectivism,
“it  is  not  surprising  to  learn  that  the  AMA  supports
transgender persons joining the military.” Regarding children,
it has a policy that says “Exclusionary Bathroom Policies Harm



Transgender Students.” This means that boys who claim to be
girls should be free to shower with girls. It also believes
that male prisoners who falsely claim to be female should be
housed in women’s prisons, no matter how violent the men are.

Donohue concluded, “You have done yeoman work. Please consider
expanding your reach to address the damage that the AMA is
doing.”

“CONCLAVE” FLOPPED
This is the article that appeared in the April 2025 edition of Catalyst,

our monthly journal. The date that prints out reflects
the day that it was uploaded to our website. For a more accurate date of
when the article was first published, check out the news release, here.

The extremely bizarre movie, “Conclave,” won some awards at
the Screen Actors Guild, and other film festivals, but it
walked away with only one Oscar, and not a coveted one.

Few go to the movies anymore, so if you missed out on this
one, let us explain why it didn’t pan out the way those
associated with the movie thought it would.

The movie was about the election of a new pope. While there
were  artistic  elements  of  some  merit,  the  only  reason  it
garnered any attention was because of the ending. That’s when
we learn that the newly elected pope has a uterus. In fact,
the pope is “intersex.”

It  failed  because  most  audiences  did  not  take  the  flick
seriously. Instead, they snickered.

It  appears  that  the  desired  outcome—to  jar  the  public,
especially Catholics—to change their mind about the Church’s
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teachings on sexuality and welcome a pope with a uterus—did
not succeed in getting through. When the audience giggles,
it’s a sure sign they failed to receive the memo. That’s why
the movie was a flop.

DEMS  WEDDED  TO  TRANSGENDER
AGENDA
This is the article that appeared in the April 2025 edition of Catalyst,

our monthly journal. The date that prints out reflects
the day that it was uploaded to our website. For a more accurate date of
when the article was first published, check out the news release, here.

Eight-in-ten  Americans  are  against  boys  and  men  competing
against girls and women in sports and showering with them.
Even  two-in-three  Democrats  take  this  position.  But  the
elected Democrats in Congress are not listening.

On March 3, a bill that would bar males from participating in
women’s sports, “The Protection of Women and Girls in Sports
Act,” failed to achieve the 60-vote margin needed to fend off
a filibuster. The Democrats killed the bill. The vote split
along party lines: 51 Republicans supported the bill and 45
Democrats opposed it. On January 14, the House voted in favor
of the bill, splitting again along party lines, 218-206; two
Texas Democrats voted with the Republicans.

Why would the Democrats, who got clobbered in the election,
want to go against the express will of the people, including
members of its own party? Money explains part of it: some very
rich individuals and foundations are committed to the radical
LGBTQ agenda. Ideology also matters: the Democratic Party has
become the party of sexual engineers, supported overwhelmingly
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by the teachers unions.

Still, why go against the grain? Isn’t it political suicide to
push an agenda that the public abhors?

After  the  Democrats  lost  in  November,  Rep.  Tom  Suozzi,  a
moderate Democrat from Long Island, said, “The Democrats have
to  stop  pandering  to  the  far  left.  I  don’t  want  to
discriminate against anybody, but I don’t think biological
boys should be playing in girls’ sports.” Another Democrat,
Rep. Seth Moulton from Massachusetts, said, “I have two little
girls. I don’t want them getting run over on a playing field
by a male or formerly male athlete, but as a Democrat, I’m
supposed to be afraid to say that.”

When it came time to vote, both Souzzi and Moulton caved and
voted to deny girls and women their right to compete against
athletes of their own sex; their right to privacy was also
shattered.

Some Democrats do get it. Former Pennsylvania Gov. Ed Rendell
noted that during the presidential campaign, Donald Trump made
hay out of the Democrats for supporting gender ideology. Ads
that were run saying, “Kamala is for they/them; President
Trump is for you,” resonated with the voters. “Week by week
when that ad hit and stuck and we didn’t respond, I think that
was the beginning of the end.”

It’s not just seasoned Democratic politicians who understand
how pivotal this issue is—liberal celebrities get it.

Bill Maher lambasted a former Obama speechwriter for defending
the rights of transgender students against their parents. “You
want to lose every election? Just keep coming down on the side
of parents coming in second in a ‘Who get to decide what goes
on with my kid contest.'”

Celebrity  fitness  trainer  Jillian  Michaels  brought  the
transgender  issue  up  in  a  recent  TV  interview,  saying  to



Democrats, “This is why your entire party got their butts
kicked in the election.” Sports commentator Stephen A. Smith
told Democrats that Trump is “closer to normal” on this issue.
He  wondered  why  they  were  catering  to  “the  transgender
community”  when  they  “pertain  to  less  than  1%  of  the
population.”

Comedian Andrew Schulz said the Democrats can’t even have a
conversation and “make jokes about pronouns” or “make a gay
joke.”  Radio  host  Charlamagne  tha  God,  noting  how  the
Democrats have sunk their teeth into the transgender issue,
opined,  “Democrats  will  never  win  another  election  ever
again.”

To deny the reality of nature-based differences between men
and women is as irrational as it is anti-science. But that is
what the Democratic Party has become.

It really is mindboggling. The Democrats, who pride themselves
as the champion of women’s rights, are doing more to destroy
them  than  any  other  segment  of  the  population.  They  have
morphed into the most misogynistic force in American society.
As the celebrities observe, good luck with that.


