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Let me begin, on behalf of all of us, by thanking our brother Daniel for his stimulating and thought-provoking address this morning. Daniel, you have given us much to think about and many possibilities for further discussion.

Bridge Builders

At the beginning of his talk Daniel said: “Our main task as preachers at the frontiers is to build bridges.” And he further defined our mission as bridge builders as follows: “to bring people together…to promote unity…” and – in my favorite line in his whole talk – “to believe that differences are gifts of God and are a necessary, not an optional, dimension for a true communion to exist.”
Daniel’s image of the preacher as bridge builder is an excellent one. I think it accurately describes your work in leadership of your congregations, the pastoral ministries in which we are all engaged, the work of our affiliates, and it certainly describes what we are trying to do in the Dominican Leadership Conference: to build bridges between and among Dominicans in the U.S.

Four Main Frontiers

Daniel laid before us four main frontiers or challenges, gaps, tensions, fractures in our world that require our bridge-building efforts: inter-cultural, inter-religious, inter-gender and inter-generational.  In my response I would like to take two of these challenges and apply them more concretely to our lives as Dominicans in the United States. Perhaps my comments will also be applicable to Dominicans in other countries.
The Inter-cultural Frontier

I ask us to first consider the intercultural frontier. Obviously, there is much to be discussed about this issue on a societal level and on the level of the Church in the U.S., but I would like us to focus more narrowly on its intersection with Dominican life in our country. First of all, as Daniel mentioned in his talk, we can be proud of the “I Have Family in Iraq” campaign as a creative bridge-building effort to show that the Iraqi people are not all terrorists or monsters, but that they are human beings and are truly our family. Likewise, we can take pride in the “Voices of the Americas” meeting in December, 2005 in El Salvador between Dominicans from North, Central and South America and Rome. There was a real sense of solidarity established among us who were there. My question is: “How can we continue to deepen these relationships, this communication with each other as Dominicans?” What other bridges can we build between the North and the South?

But now, let us look at the inter-cultural frontier in terms of our individual congregations and provinces. I would like to speak for a moment to those congregations of women who have an international dimension, i.e., a presence in a foreign country. Perhaps you have been there for a number of years now and might even have a region abroad. The question I have for you is, “How do you build intercultural bridges with those sisters abroad?” In other words, how do you incorporate their voices into your congregation here in the U.S.? Or, as one sister told me not too long ago: “We have to stop thinking of ourselves as ‘an American congregation with a foreign region’ and begin thinking of ourselves as ‘an international congregation.’” To me, this kind of scenario underscores the fact that, sometimes, the most difficult bridges to build are the ones in our own minds and hearts, which force us to enlarge our own perspectives to embrace a different, broader vision.
And what about the inter-cultural frontier vis-à-vis formation? This is an issue, I believe, for both women’s and men’s congregations and provinces. Do you have people in formation who were born and raised in another country or who, even if they were raised in the U.S., relate most easily to a culture other than the dominant culture? If so, is it time to begin thinking of another model of formation other than the one-dimensional, “one-size-fits-all”– basically middle-class Anglo – model? 
And moving beyond formation into the life of our communities: are there members who have had to suppress their cultural heritage in order to conform to the dominant culture of the congregation/province? Is there a need for us to build bridges within our communities to support these African-American, Latino, Asian (or other cultures) sisters and brothers?
My final question in this intercultural frontier is: “How are our communities responding to the Hispanization/Latinization of the U.S.? If I’m not mistaken, I believe that California – where I’m from – is already approximately 33% Latino, and the rest of the country is heading in that same direction and beyond to perhaps 50% Latino in the not-too-distant future. Are we being proactive in trying to build inter-cultural bridges to respond to this reality?

The Inter-religious Frontier

The second challenge Daniel mentioned is the inter-religious frontier which I interpret to mean the dialogue needed between Catholicism/Christianity and the other major religions of the world. I am sure we all agree that there is much bridge-building needed here on all levels. However, I would like to put a different spin on this topic. I must admit I was very surprised that Daniel did not mention the intra-religious frontier here, i.e., the gap or tension that exists within our Catholic Church between – using whatever designation one prefers –liberals and conservatives, progressives and traditionalists, right and left, etc. I believe this is the frontier which causes many of us the most frustration – and perhaps even fear – especially because it seems to be an ever-widening chasm in society and in the Order as well as in the Church in our country. I actually asked Daniel this morning why he did not mention this frontier in his talk, and he responded that it is simply because it is not nearly the burning issue in Canada that it is in the United States.
At this point, I would like to utilize some of the comments of our brother, Timothy Radcliffe, who, as many of you know, has broached this topic in his most recent book and in recent talks. To begin with, Timothy feels we have been unduly influenced by secular society in using the labels or categories I mentioned above. He prefers to use the terms “Kingdom Catholics” and “Communion Catholics” to describe this division – nomenclature which seem to have less baggage and sounds less pejorative.
Timothy defines “Communion Catholics” as “those who came, after the [Vatican] council [sic], to feel the urgent need to rebuild the inner life of the church…Their theology often stressed Catholic identity, was wary of too hearty an embrace of modernity, and they stressed the cross.”
 I would add that they tend to place a high value on orthodoxy, obedience, tradition and – for those who are religious or clerics – wearing the habit or clerical collar. And they often have a devotion-oriented spirituality. This not only seems to be the direction in which the hierarchy and the institutional Church are going, but it also describes a significant portion of American Catholic young adults in their 20’s and 30’s – including many of those who are in our formation programs – as well as the congregations of Dominican Sisters who are not part of the DLC and many of the nuns and Dominican Laity.
In contrast, “Kingdom Catholics,” according to Timothy, are “those… who have a deep sense of the church as the pilgrim people of God, on the way to the kingdom. This tradition stresses openness to the world, finding the presence of the Holy Spirit working outside the church, freedom and the pursuit of justice.
  Again, I would include that they are inclined to promote an enhanced role of the laity and especially of women in the Church, are drawn to a spirituality that stresses the interrelationship of all creation and deeply care for the Earth and ecological issues. I dare say this describes many, if not most, of us in this room.
So, what do we do with this frontier? How do we build intra-religious bridges in our communities, congregations and provinces, in the Church and in society? We need to recognize that on this frontier there is much history, pain, mistrust, anger and a sense of betrayal felt by both sides. The tension between these two groups is certainly a dynamic in my province and at times has led to very political and unhealthy sorts of behaviors.
Again, I find some remarks of Timothy helpful here, and I quote: “We cannot tolerate polarization any longer. It is wounding the life and the mission of the church. Healing division requires of us, first of all, that we understand the distress of Catholics who are not like us. We must get some sense of their loss of a feeling of being at home in the church. We must open our minds and imagination to what they endure. And when conversation seems to be getting nowhere, then we need to go deeper, until we reach a level where our fundamental insights and intuitions may be reconcilable.”1
“Can we reach across the ideological fractures of our Church? It is only if we can do this that we may be a sign of the vastness of God. Communities of the like-minded are weak signs of the Kingdom.”

Obviously, there are no easy answers to this issue or to any of the frontiers which we face. I simply encourage us to undertake the task that both our brothers, Timothy and Daniel, have placed before us as preachers at the frontiers: to be bridge builders.
� May 5, 2006 edition of the National Catholic Reporter.  It is a slightly edited version of Timothy’s presentation to the Religious Education Congress held in Los Angeles in April, 2006.  
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� Address to the Conference of Major Superiors of Men: Religious Life After 11 September [2001] – What Signs Do We Offer? August, 2004.  
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