
 

July 24, 2022 | Fax:  (301) 805-5053 | Email: office@ascensionbowie.org | www.ascensionbowie.org 

MASS SCHEDULE 
SUNDAY MASS: Saturday 4:00pm (Vigil) | Sunday 8:00am, 10:00am, 12:00pm 

DAILY MASS: Monday 9:00am | Tuesday 9:00am | Wednesday 9:00am | Friday 9:00am | Saturday 9:00am 
 

CONFESSION SCHEDULE 
C        

Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday— 8:40-9:00am (before daily Mass) 
Saturday — 8:40-9:00am (before daily Mass) | 3:00-3:30pm (before vigil Mass) 

 
ADORATION 

Perpetual Adoration: Please call the parish office for the door code 
Weekday Adoration: before and after daily Masses (8:00-9:00am, 9:30-10:00am) | Monday 5:00-9:00pm 

 
OFFICE HOURS: Monday & Tuesday 9:30-3:30pm, Wednesday 9:30-4:30pm | Closed for lunch 12:30-1:00pm 

 
PARISH STAFF 

Pastor: Rev. Timothy Daniel  
Secretary: Ms. Sharon Fanning | Bookkeeper: Mrs. Marilyn Donovan 

Coordinator of Religious Education: Mrs. Maria Centeno | Coordinator of Youth Ministry: Ms. Emma Bigony 
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MASS INTENTIONS (July 25-31) 

Monday 9:00am: +Carol Johnson Saturday 4:00pm: Tony Visk 

Tuesday 9:00am: +John G. Fanning Sunday 8:00am: Parishioners 

Wednesday 9:00am: +Reland McClure Sunday 10:00am: +Iona Hardesty 

Friday 9:00am: +Alfredo Clamor Sunday 12:00pm: Special Intention 

Saturday 9:00am: Special Intention  

A (+) indicates intention is for the repose of the person’s soul 

PRAYERS FOR OUR SICK 
Allen Barber, Francis Barnes, Mary Ann Boyer, Laura Chesnick, Al Cline, Rosita Dietrich, Elizabeth Dinsmore, 
David Divine, Cynthia Graham, Beverlee Lee, Bob Liggett, Robert Milburn, Ida Mullikin, Mary Murphy, Jean 
Mosby, Norma Perry, Norma Raffaele, Robert Raffaele Jr., Geralyn Roberson, Mickey Ryan, Bert Nemeth, Sr. 

Vincent de Paul OSF, and Amber Wist. 

Cardinal Wilton D. Gregory | Principal Celebrant and Homilist 

Sunday, August 21 @ 11:30am 

Basilica of the National Shrine of the Immaculate Conception in the Crypt Church 

400 Michigan Avenue, NE Washington, DC 20017 

Celebrate with other families from across the archdiocese and receive a blessing on your homeschool endeavors 
from Cardinal Gregory! RSVP, for planning purposes only, to Edwin Mendez via mendeze@adw.org. 

Have an extra room in your house? An international Catholic student is looking for housing as he begins a Mas-
ter’s Degree in Public Administration at Bowie State University this fall. He is a former seminarian, loves Eucha-
ristic Adoration, and enjoys singing. For more details, as well as contact information and a letter of recommenda-

tion from his pastor and spiritual director, please contact Fr. Tim. 



 

Dear Parishioners, 

This weekend I am away, so I leave it to the visiting priests to 
tackle the theme of prayer in Abraham’s bargaining with God in the first reading and the Our Father and other 
teachings of Our Lord in the Gospel. But given that I have just professed the “Oath of Fidelity” as pastor – prom-
ising to do my best to teach the fullness of our Faith – and know that there is much confusion, I believe I must ad-
dress a question in the background of the first reading: what were the sins of Sodom and Gomorrah? Were they 
really so bad, that these cities merited destruction? 

The opening lines of the reading give us a clue. God says: “The outcry against Sodom and Gomorrah is so great, 
and their sin so grave, that I must go down and see whether or not their actions fully correspond to the cry against 
them that comes to me.” 

Elsewhere in Scripture we hear of sins that likewise “cry out” to God: murder (Gen 4:10), oppression of the poor 
(Ex 2:23), and defrauding workers of just wages (James 5:4). While certainly not exhaustive of the ways we can 
fail to love God or neighbor, these particular sins, are singled out as sins that “cry out to Heaven,” showing that 
God cares deeply for human life, and wants it to be able to live in a dignified way. This is a basic clue for us in 
search of an answer: God wants what is truly good for human flourishing. 

Now as to what the sins of these cities actually were, we need to pay attention to the surrounding narrative. Just 
after Abraham had received the three mysterious angels who promised him a son (last week’s reading), God sends 
two of these angels to Sodom and Gomorrah on the mission to inspect the gravity of its sins. Meanwhile, Abraham 
bargains with God to save the city, if only there are a few righteous people living there, as we hear in today’s read-
ing. But when the angels arrive in Sodom, and are hosted graciously by Lot, all the men of the city, “both young 
and old, all the people to the last man,” surround Lot’s house and demand to lie with the angels, whom they be-
lieve to be men; and Lot responds by trying to offer his daughters in place of his guests, which offer the men re-
fuse, instead threatening to take hold of Lot. The story is rather shocking. 

Ultimately, God does send down “brimstone and fire” (Gen 19:24) to destroy the city, and only Lot and some of 
his family are saved – even Lot’s wife is turned to a “pillar of salt” when she turns back, apparently yearning for 
her lost home! – so while Abraham’s plea only succeeds for the sake of a few, the whole narrative reminds us how 
seriously God regards sin, a lesson learned earlier by means of the flood. Sin is something bad for us, and as a lov-
ing Father, God desires only what is good for humanity. 

Now more specifically the narrative also identifies the sin of Sodom – “sodomy” – in the list of sins that cry out to 
Heaven, revealing that this sin in particular somehow contradicts God’s plan for the flourishing of human life. So 
we must take this seriously, as our official Catholic teaching does. The Catechism says:  

Basing itself on Sacred Scripture, which presents homosexual acts as acts of grave depravity, tradition has 
always declared that "homosexual acts are intrinsically disordered." They are contrary to the natural law. 
They close the sexual act to the gift of life. They do not proceed from a genuine affective and sexual com-
plementarity. Under no circumstances can they be approved (Catechism 2357). 

There is a lot contained in those lines. To be “contrary to the natural law” means that reason itself can recognize 
such actions as wrong, as bad for human flourishing, to be “intrinsically disordered” means such actions cannot be 
justified in any scenario. Why? They are a misuse of the sexual organs, which are intrinsically ordered to create 
new human life, when used together with the organs of the opposite sex; in fact, this is the only appropriate use of 
these organs.  

Now many voices in our day certainly do not like this teaching, and this should not surprise us. After all, our 
Western culture has lived in the libertarian spirit of the sexual revolution for some time, assuming that freedom 
means doing whatever we would like, instead of a more classical view of freedom which knows that we are truly 
free only when we are virtuous, that is, capable of doing what is truly good. Our culture has also been formed in 
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the false notion that our sense of identity should be based above all on sexual feeling and expression, instead of 
the more classical view that identity is a matter of reason, character, and responsibility toward family, city, and 
nation. Finally our culture has also rather blindly accepted the claim that everyone is simply “born that way,” 
whereas the weight of scientific evidence in fact shows that our sexual desires are formed by environmental fac-
tors (see Mayer and McHugh, “Sexuality and Gender: Findings from the Biological, Psychological, and Social 
Sciences – Executive Summary” The New Atlantis Journal, accessed at https://www.thenewatlantis.com/
publications/executive-summary-sexuality-and-gender). 

Thus we have an uphill battle in terms of thought and assumptions. I would recommend the work of Carl Trueman 
(Strange New World; and, The Rise and Triumph of the Modern Self), Robert Reilly (Making Gay Okay), Ryan 
Anderson (When Harry Became Sally), and Mary Eberstadt (Adam and Eve After the Pill: Paradoxes of the Sexual 
Revolution), among others for understanding such attitudes; as well as the online resources of The Ruth Institute, 
The American College of Pediatrics, The New Atlantis, and Courage International. 

But we must also remember some other important principles on the subject. We are not identifying homosexual 
actions, which are sins, with the attraction, which is a temptation. To be attracted to sin is not yet a sin, even if it is 
an attraction that is “dis-ordered” – literally, directed to an object that is not good for us. This is why the Cate-
chism reminds us: 

The number of men and women who have deep-seated homosexual tendencies is not negligible. This incli-
nation, which is objectively disordered, constitutes for most of them a trial. They must be accepted with 
respect, compassion, and sensitivity. Every sign of unjust discrimination in their regard should be avoided. 
These persons are called to fulfill God's will in their lives and, if they are Christians, to unite to the sacri-
fice of the Lord's Cross the difficulties they may encounter from their condition (Catechism 2358). 

We must also remember that turning from sin requires time and grace. Receiving any Word of God that calls us to 
change is already difficult with our fallen human nature, and is doubly difficult when “the world, the flesh, and the 
Devil” are loudly telling us to do the opposite! So we need to maintain humility and patience when dealing with 
these subjects, calling to mind our own weaknesses and struggles, and recalling in gratitude how God has patiently 
dealt with us, saving us by His grace. “God desires the salvation of all” (1 Tim 2:4; cf. 1 Cor 1:28-31). 

Nevertheless, we cannot at the same time deny that sin is bad for us. We cannot give in to the error that says that 
God no longer cares about such things, or that Christ has nothing to say on the subject, or that the Church can 
simply change Christ’s teachings, or that “all that matters is love.” God does not change; the Church cannot 
change Christ’s teaching; and true love demands that we turn from sin, and try to help others do so as well (James 
5:20; Mt 18:15, etc.). And while it is true that Christ never says the word “sodomy,” He clearly condemns it, by 
placing all virtuous sexual activity within the context of chaste marital love between a married man and woman 
(see Mk 10:4-12; Mt 5:27-28, 31-32 and 19:4-6), and by condemning porneia (Mk 7:21) – all sexual acts that fall 
outside of chaste married love. This teaching is in perfect continuity with Jewish thought (e.g., Genesis 1:28, 2:18-
25; Lev 18-20; Judg 19:11-25; Mal 2:16; Tob 8:4-6; Sirach 9:1-9; 2 Macc 6:3-7; etc), and continues in perfect har-
mony with the inspired teaching of St. Paul (1 Cor 5:1ff, 6:9-19; Col 3:5; Rom 1:26-27, 8:12, 13:14; Gal 5:24; 1 
Thes 4:3-5; 1 Tim 1:8-10; Titus 2:5, etc.) and other New Testament authors (Heb 13:4; 1 Pet 3:2; James 3:17, 
etc.), thus we cannot separate one part of Scripture in this area from another. 

In short, we must continue to promote the fundamental truth about the human being: we are beloved sons and 
daughters of God, no matter what our struggles may be, and this is our deepest identity and call. To live out this 
identity means growing in holiness, including chastity, by Christ’s grace and obedience to His teaching. By help-
ing us master our desires and order them to what is truly good for us, this virtue ensures that our sexuality be-
comes a gift for our spouse, and the procreation of new life, and thus enables the integrity of the family, children, 
and society, as well as the “interior freedom” (Catechism 2359) that we all truly desire. 

God bless, Fr. Tim 
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