
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
Please accept this email and the attached letter to our Premier as a message of support for authentic 
Catholic resistance to legislative overreach by our “progressive” NDP government.  As I am only a 
humble rural school teacher, I realize that there are many forces and contingencies involved in fighting 
this attack on Catholic education.  My hope is that the voice of authentic mercy and compassion are heard 
from ALL Catholic school leaders in the province; speaking in one voice that the Catholic education that 
pays our paycheques is the very best form of primary and secondary education in the world, and we will 
not be moved. 
 
In times like these, when Christ’s teaching is at odds with the confusion and irrationality of the secular 
world, there is often a temptation to try to cozy up to “the World” and render unto Caesar what is actually 
God’s.  The unfortunate failure of some in the Edmonton Catholic district earlier this year to hold to the 
truth and living it out in love is a case in point.  One cannot claim to be more compassionate than Christ 
and His Church, even if it may please the harpies and sycophants for a brief time.  Instead, we are all 
called to take courage, relying on the strength of the Holy Spirit, following the saints in their refusal to 
betray even “one iota” of Christ’s teaching for the benefit of “getting along”.  We have had enough 
cowardice, accommodation and Orwellian newspeak.  Now we need to live out the authentic mercy to 
which all Catholics are called by Pope Francis during this Jubilee of Mercy:  “to comfort the sorrowful”, 
“to bear wrongs patiently”, “to counsel the doubtful”, “to instruct the ignorant”, “to admonish sinners”, 
etc.   
 
Considering some historical context might be helpful for us; attacks on the Church by secular 
governments is certainly nothing new.  Around 500 years ago, good King Henry VIII attacked and 
destroyed the Church in England mostly for reasons of “genital politics”.  Here we are half a millennium 
later being forced to deal again with the same matters.  Note too, that Henry and his media sycophants 
claimed that their solution was the more “merciful” and “loving” option, even though it denied reality 
(indissolubility of Holy Matrimony) and Christ’s words.  A perfect example of what Aristotle reminds us 
of: that men usually start revolutions for reasons connected to their private lives. (Ethics)  Fortunately 
knowing this historical context should also give us hope.  Attempts to push the Church and Christians to 
deny Christ are always met by God’s raising up of saints like St. John Fisher (the only faithful English 
bishop), St. Thomas More, St. Paul, St. Agnes, our rock St. Peter, and on and on through the many 
martyrs of the Church.  For those who need to stand up to Caesar, we have much help! 
 
Thank you for all your work in building up and supporting Catholic education.  Please know that you 
have my continued prayers and support in all endeavours that will serve to maintain and strengthen 
authentic Catholic education – one that renders to Caesar what is Caesar’s, but far more importantly, to 
God what is God’s.  May God help us in this worthy task 
 
Sincerely in Christ, 
T. R. 
 
 
----------------------------------- 

An Open Letter To the Honourable Ms. Rachel Notley, 
 
Please accept this letter as a protest against the embarrassing ideological attack that has been launched by 
the NDP government and its cohorts against authentic diversity in the schools in Alberta.  Your mandate 
that Catholic Separate schools must follow the “letter” of an unjust law that inculcates a foreign and 



perverse ideology is a gross overreach of your proper authority as representatives and governors of all 
Albertans.  It seems, from this legislation and other recent moves, that your government has decided that 
it will attempt to push its radical agenda as hard as possible on the majority of Albertans, in a desperate 
attempt to push its cause, realizing that the NDP’s victory in the election was an accident of political 
circumstances rather than a popular mandate for so-called progressivism. 
 
As a life-long Albertan and teacher in a Catholic school, I have seen the creep of the current 
“progressive” agenda in education over the past decade.  Noting that the ATA (of which I am a reluctant 
member) and other educrats in the government and universities have been on-side with all this 
moral/political ideology, it may seem to you that there should be no resistance.  However, the 
constitutionally protected right to Catholic education means that authentic Catholics (not collaborators 
with “progressivism” such as some in the ECSD), as well as others of good will, will stand up to this 
attack on the very foundations of Catholic schooling and Catholic moral thought.  Hopefully your 
knowledge of history allows you to realize that caesaro-papism will not succeed in pushing the Church 
(nor Catholic schools) to teach whatever Caesar or the NDP desires. 
 
Having strongly stated my disapproval and embarrassment over your recent “democratic” actions, I would 
like to pose a few questions: 
 

1. Why is the pushing of the LGBTQQIA2… agenda so very important to this governing party and 
its cohorts?   

a. Is this really the most essential activity that your government, and more specifically 
Education Alberta should be doing right now?   

b. In our current economic crisis, when Alberta’s situation is set to go from bad to worse, is 
this attack on Catholic education, and reality, a cynical distraction from the dire situation 
and imprudent NDP moves that seem to be exacerbating the situation? 

 
2. What are (and will be) the complete legal and legislative causes and effects of this overreach? 

a. Does the NDP government believe that this sort of action is essential because of some 
great unmet need, or is it due to ideological factors only? 

b. How much power do tiny but very loud advocacy groups have in pressuring the 
government upon this course of action?  Contrary to the PAC “Progress Alberta”, it’s not 
that Albertans are “more progressive than you think”, but that most of them are trying to 
get along in life with their families, communities and jobs, and do not have the time to 
waste campaigning and advocating for reality and common sense, like those who are 
unattached and tend to be active in “progressive” advocacy. (At the moment, they may be 
too worried about trying to keep their jobs and pay the bills, considering the current 
economic catastrophe.) 

c. What is the inspiration for this move on Catholic education (and other schools)?  Is it to 
model the Alberta NDP government after the Ontario Liberal government and its 
immoral overreach into education?  Should we really look to the province with massive 
school-walkouts, a culture of corruption and the largest sub-sovereign debt as a model for 
our province? 

d. What are the legal ramifications of the actions of the NDP government?  Are they 
defensible in court (let alone honourable and moral) or is the government setting itself up 
for years of expensive lawsuits from aggrieved parties at a time when cashflow and 
deficits are already hurting? 

 
3. Does the estimated number of individuals who self-identify as same-sex attracted justify the 

enormous media and legislative attention given to them? (Estimates of 25-30% are now common 



in opinion polls, far higher than the long discounted 10% of Kinsey.  The actual statistics lie 
between 1-2% in legitimate scientific/statistical studies, including from Stats Canada.) 

a. How many of the children who struggle with gender identity disorder and other similar 
psychological issues come from very difficult, if not completely broken homes?  In my 
experience, all of the students who have suffered from such issues have comes from 
home lives that have been destroyed. 

b. As a social worker of my acquaintance has asked, if we must shy away from psycho-
sexual disorders that are at root mind-body identity disorders due to political factors, 
what scientific and rational reason do we have for treating other related disorders such as 
anorexia? 
 

4. If we want to deal with real educational crisis, perhaps we should take an honest (hide the 
educrats who must justify their positions) look at the woeful state of K-12 education in Alberta.   

a. Why is it that so many of our students are semi, if not functionally illiterate?   
b. Why is it that texts that used to be readable by grade 6-7 students can no longer be 

understood by students in grade 12 (and perhaps college) because they are “too difficult” 
or “too advanced”?   

c. Why is it that students who graduate from our secondary schools must then take courses 
in their first two years of university to remediate that which they should have learned in 
high school? (Humanities, Sciences and Mathematics) 

d. The litany of very real crisis in our education system could go on and on.  Bullying of 
same-sex or gender “non-conforming” students is not the most important educational 
concern, nor is even the most common cause of bullying in schools.  (Socio-economic 
status, racism, sexism, physical appearance/size, etc. are far more prevalent causes of real 
bullying in schools.)  Of course this does not mean any sort of (real) bullying is okay, as 
it is not, but rather that some more realistic perspective is needed. (Catholic teaching, as 
you should know, does not accept any sort of violence or bullying, but rather demands 
that all persons be treated with respect and love.) 
 

5. Where is the legitimate evidence of egregious rates of violence and bullying (real, not imagined) 
found in Catholic schools in Alberta?  (Other than the vacuous dissertation by a pseudo-academic 
at the U. of Calgary – “Holy Homophobia” – I have never seen any concerted effort to 
demonstrate any authentic harm that Catholic teaching and Catholic schools are doing.  Asking 
people to use the proper bathroom is not a source of violence or harm except to the perpetually 
aggrieved or confused.) 

a. To put this question in a more legal manner – where is the evidence of harm? 
b. The Church’s teaching on those with same-sex attraction or gender identity disorder (and 

a whole host of other moral and psychological disorders) is very straightforward, rational, 
and supported by both common sense and good science.  Just because the 
LGBTQQIA2… movement is the darling of “progressive” media and “social justice” 
groups does not mean that it can or should change what the Church teaches, nor what 
Catholic parents should be able to have their children taught in the separate schools 
funded by their taxes. 

c. The Catholic Church’s teaching does not say we should hate or hurt any individual, 
especially the social outcast or wounded child.  If or when such activities have occurred 
in Catholic schools, this should be considered as directly contradictory of Catholic moral 
theology and Natural Law morality.  We do not condone any sort of violence or unjust 
discrimination toward any person.   

d. Why is it that the very natural reluctance and shame involved with having a member of 
the opposite sex in the same change room or bathroom is now considered discrimination 
or intolerance?  If this is true, why do we even have separate change rooms and 



bathrooms for males and females?  Perhaps we should all just have one androgynous 
option… or independent stalls for everyone? 

e. Speaking of harm, what if we find in a few decades that this move to make sexual 
realities merely contrived or artificial actually causes great harm to both individuals and 
society? 

 
6. Why is it that Catholic schools (and Protestant schools) cannot teach an ethic of authentic love, 

while also reminding individuals that there is both a Natural Law basis of human morality, and a 
logical order to God’s creation?   

a. If your “progressive” ideology is as strong and true as you would claim, why is it that you 
must use the organs of the state to bully ALL citizens into at least tacitly accepting 
it?  Perhaps your government fears that its ideology cannot face up to the rigourous cross-
examination it would receive in the marketplace of ideas if it were not mandated with the 
full powers of the provincial government. (Intellectual cowards enjoy bully-pulpits.) 

b. Catholic teaching is forced to be part of the marketplace of ideas, constantly under attack 
by secular and “progressive” forces, but all the better for it, as it sharpens the reasoning.   

c. If Catholic teaching is not appreciated by some members of Albertan society, isn’t it 
wonderful that we have other options for schooling in this province?  We have numerous 
public school boards that already indoctrinate students into the secular-“progressive” 
worldview through their curricula, activities, moral formation, etc.  If one takes such 
offense against Catholic teaching, why not support/attend a non-Catholic school?  If I 
were to teach at or send my students to the atheistic public school down the road would I 
expect or demand that they catechize my children properly?  Of course not.  One wonders 
then if perhaps Bishop Henry’s statement about anti-Catholicism is quite true.  Is the 
reason for this movement by your government an example of some sort of anti-Catholic 
or anti-Christian animus? (…perhaps thinly veiled behind ideological newspeak) 

d. Does the Alberta NDP government really just hope to get rid of Catholic separate schools 
and is this the convenient wedge to do so?  A Catholic school that cannot teach or live the 
doctrine and morality of the Church is no Catholic school at all.  Perhaps this is the 
cynical ploy.  (n.b. Contrary to the Catholic-lite leadership of the Edmonton Catholic 
schools, Christianity does not merely teach “luv” and “non-judgmentalism”.  As St. 
Thomas Aquinas would remind such highly-placed professional Catholics, an error about 
creation always ends up being an error about the Creator.)   

e. Following upon the previous point, if your government has real concern for students who 
suffer from same-sex attraction and gender identity disorders, why not enhance the 
plurality of the offerings available for schooling in Alberta?  Why not follow the lead of 
some other constituencies and start opening specialty, enhanced LGBTQQIA2… schools 
for any interested students?  This would seem to be the most authentically diverse and 
tolerant thing to do – and most fitting for a post-modern government in a “progressive” 
province like Alberta. (They could be either public schools or charter schools!) 

 
7. Why have progressive ideologues changed the meaning of important ethical terms?  To 

paraphrase a famous 20th Century German philosopher, “An abuse of language is always a subtle 
attempt to abuse power.” – Josef Pieper  

a. Why does your government, and its allies (i.e. ATA, etc.) manipulate language in the 
most Orwellian manner? 

b. Why does “tolerance” no longer mean permitting opinions, views, actions and teachings 
that one disagrees with in order to avoid greater evils (i.e. totalitarian 
control)?  According to your government, tolerance means being in lockstep with your 
so-called progressive ideology.  This is not tolerance, this is manipulation of language 
and abuse of power. 



c. Why does “diversity” no longer mean an actual plurality of views, systems, teachings, 
actions and worldviews?  Your government’s use of this codeword is frighteningly 
cynical.  In the name of so-called diversity, you are enforcing a very narrow, unscientific 
and morally flawed worldview, and not allowing anyone else to have an authentic place 
at the table. 

i. In classical literature, one might say that your government suffers from hubris – a 
lack of healthy skepticism about the absolute truth of one’s political or 
ideological views. 

d. Why does “discrimination” no longer mean setting something apart, but is now a non-PC 
bad word?  I discriminate among women all the time – one of them is my wife and all 
others are not.  She is “set apart” in a special way from all others.  You too discriminate: 
you would not accept my standing before the legislature and bestowing upon myself the 
title of MLA for Mossleigh-Strathmore.  Similarly, those who are biologically male have 
a bathroom set apart for them, and those who are female have one set apart for 
them.  There is nothing “unjust” about this sort of discrimination, but rather a recognition 
of reality minus the blinders of a confused ideology. 

i. The Church explicitly states in the Catechism that all unjust discrimination 
toward same-sex attracted individuals is dead wrong.  Remember, Catholics are 
called to offer authentic love and compassion, not the hatred that the media tends 
to imagine. 

e. Why are “hatred” and “phobia” such over-used words by your government, its organs, 
and allied progressive causes?  

i. Does disagreeing with someone’s ideology and the practical outcomes of said 
ideology really mean you “hate” a person or group?  This seems like lazy 
thinking, similar in many ways to the logical fallacy of an ad hominem 
argument.  In a post-modern world, wherein all “values”, ethical norms, and 
worldviews are up for grabs in the marketplace of ideas, it is amazing that we are 
so sensitive to criticism of our worldview.  A fortiori, if you really value freedom 
and liberalism, etc., perhaps you should be willing to give other peaceful 
worldviews a chance to be heard rather than acting the part of the coward and 
threatening people who do not agree with you (dissenting boards) with 
punishment and dissolution.  Such acts are not fitting for a truly progressive 
authority and government. 

ii. “Homophobia”, “transphobia”, “queerphobia”, etc.  Again, these are merely 
bully-terms to try to shut down debate.  No rational person actually thinks these 
are mental illnesses.  Rather, they are a useful tool to abuse opponents of the 
LGBTQQIA2… movement, making them seem as if they are mentally ill.  If 
such were actually the case, would we not give them some sort of counselling 
(not “re-education” or “sensitivity training” mind you) or medication to assist 
them?  We should, thankfully, no longer stigmatize real psychological disorder in 
this “enlightened” era, yet why is it that these medical-sounding terms are used as 
bully-terms to silence opponents of an ideology rather than to assist?  Perhaps 
we’re right back at the ad hominem argument – the last respite for those who 
have little to no rational backing for their argument. 

iii. Are “compassion” and “love” always shown in agreeing with people or letting 
them do whatever they want?  If a parent were to act accordingly, one would be 
both negligent and dangerous to one’s children. 

 
8. Does the legislative step taken by the current government mean that they hope that Albertans will 

sign onto the whole confused and irrational philosophical worldview that underpins gender 
ideology and the LGBTQQIA2… movement? 



a. Will Albertans be taught or come to understand 20th Century Atheistic Existentialism 
(Sartre, de Beauvoir, etc.), Critical Theory, the Frankfurt School, Gramscian thought, 
etc.?  These provide the ideological underpinnings of so much of your government’s new 
commandments. 

b. Do they know pseudo-academic realities of “Gender Studies” and other grievance 
“studies” departments in post-secondary institution?  Do they realize how embarrassingly 
non-academic most of the work produced by such departments and institutions really is?  

c. Will Albertans be taught how fluid and confused is the whole ideology that rejects reality 
and in its place puts an always increasing number of “genders” and “sexualities”? 

i. Will they learn that sex and gender are different? (Gender used to be a term used 
in language, but has now been manipulated to mean something new.) 

ii. Will they learn of all the different possible genders one can choose from or “self-
identify” as; not merely male, female, and “trans”, but rather a whole circus of 
options: agender, bigender, demigender, gender fluid, genderflux, gender*ck, 
genderless, intergender, neutrois, pangender, third gender, trigender, etc. 
(http://genderqueerid.com/gq-terms ) 

iii. Will they also learn about how all traditional morality and social organization 
was merely socially constructed for the benefit of the “cis-male heteronormative 
hegemony”?  And now, in our enlightened post-modern and progressive era, 
because it’s “2015” we realize that all of this “social construction” should be 
rejected and replaced with personal “self-indentification” on the gender-sexuality 
spectrum (Genderbread Person 2.0)? 

d. Will Albertans be taught the proper limits of self-identification according to the 
“progressive” ideology?  

i. We are able to self-identify and express whatever “gender”/”sexuality” we 
desire, but we may not self-identify as a different race or cultural group can we? 

ii. One would think that self-identified age would be right out, but we have learned 
from the case of Paul Woscht and others that this presumption is incorrect.  Do 
we have the freedom to self-identify our age according to our sincere and life-
long feelings?  

iii. What if my “gender”/”sexuality” self-identification is not the most important 
source of my personal identity?  What if I hold my identification as a Catholic (or 
Muslim, etc.) as more fundamental than my sex, age, ethnicity or cultural group? 
How will the “progressive” NDP government protect my self-identification, 
especially since it is already a long-standing right protected by the Charter of 
Rights and Freedoms? 

 
9. Where is all of this supposed to lead? 

a. Realizing that the NDP government is all-in when it comes to making Alberta more 
“progressive”, what is this supposed to mean? 

b. Where are we going?  What is the end goal of the NDP’s “progressive” vision? (To 
where/what are you progressing?)  Is some sort of “progressive” utopia being created by 
government fiat, or are we going to end up with a province that is both poor and very 
confused about the realities of life, personal identity and moral formation? 

c. In a “progressive”, tolerant and diverse 21st Century Alberta, shouldn’t Catholic 
Albertans have the right to the sort of education guaranteed by the fundamental laws of 
the province and nation?   

 
I will close with a few comments.  Firstly, I hope that you and your government realizes that your move 
against Catholic education is not merely a “progressive” move against an archaic and irrational moral 
system.  Benighted as your caucus, supporters and pseudo-academics like Kris Wells think you are, the 

http://genderqueerid.com/gq-terms


fundamental issue at the root of all this is actually a question of reality.  The “progressive” ideology of 
secular hedonism and “progressivism” makes certain very definite claims about reality. (i.e. Gender is 
different from sexuality, sex differences are almost non-existent, the fundamentals of morality must 
change with the calendar, etc.)  On the other hand, the Catholic worldview makes very strong claims 
about reality that are diametrically opposed to your ideology.  (You will note in my letter I have used the 
rhetorical device of scare quotes to demonstrate this opposition to the secular fundamentalism at play in 
so much of the newspeak we are fed by your government and allies confused.)  There is therefore a state 
of tension and radical disagreement.  From the actions your government has taken and threatened, it 
seems that sadly you have decided to trod the historically well-worn path of attempting to force Catholics 
to follow Caesar rather than their Lord.  If such is the case, you will have many predecessors such as 
Diocletian, Henry VIII and Josef Stalin, while we may follow the example of countless saints like St. 
Athanasius, St. John Fisher and St. John Paul II.   
 
Secondly, although you may hold the reins of power (for the next few years at least), please realize that 
mere positive law, created by a government, is not enough to force Catholics to do what is objectively 
immoral.  To paraphrase St. Augustine, lex iniusta non est lex (“An unjust law is no law at all.”)  We will 
challenge and fight your egregious executive overreach to the furthest extent, and we will resist it by all 
peaceful means necessary.  Understanding this, I would ask on behalf of my family and Catholic 
education, that you cease your unwarranted and completely unnecessary attack on Catholic schools (and 
reality), and move to create a better policy that ensures that all Albertans are benefitted by your 
government.  Let us hope that under NDP governance Alberta may be a province of authentic progress 
and diversity, ruled in “peace, order and good government.” 
 
Thank you very much for your time and consideration.  I hope that you and your party may change course 
and return to prudential and rational governance of our fair province.  May God guide you into all truth 
and charity. 
 
Sincerely, 
T. R. 
 


