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IInnttrroodduuccttiioonn    BBiisshhoopp  TToomm  GGuummbblleettoonn  

                                                                                                                                                                        
This is one of the few times that we've had a 
repeat speaker, someone who spoke to us 
before, and so most of you have already 
have a sense of familiarity with Dr. Stephen 
Pope, and your presence here shows that 
you certainly appreciated his past talk; and I 
am sure you will appreciate his talk today.  
Just as a reminder, Dr. Pope comes to us 
from Boston College, which is a university. 
He got his doctorate in philosophy at the University of Chicago in social 
ethics.  
 
He comes to us today at a very important time, and certainly with the 
presence here of so many, indicates how we do feel his topic is important.  
As you probably know, just yesterday, President Trump presented his 
budget to the Congress.  That budget indicates so clearly that much of the 
program of President Trump is in opposition to very important core gospel 
teachings, teachings such as: preferential option for the poor, the common 
good, stewardship of our planet, the intrinsic dignity and worth of every 
person.  And a good part of the budget is directed toward what will come to 
be increased war making, as he increases our defense budget by ten 
percent, and diminishes the budget for the State Department, where we 
might pursue peace through diplomacy.  Dr. Pope will address this conflict 
between the proposals of President Trump, his policies, and our Catholic 
teaching.  And sometimes, I am sure, he will make this clear, as followers of 
Jesus, we do have to stand in opposition to the policies of our own 
government and what may also be difficult for many of us identifying 
destruction in our Catholic community.   
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I love that reading that we had today; Bishop McElroy is very on the mark 
when he says, "That this is the time for destruction".  So, within our own 
Catholic community, we will be facing some of that, as we confront the 
possibility that some of our government's policies are going to be in 
profound disagreement with our Catholic teaching.  Dr. Pope, today, I hope 
and expect, will help us to understand where those conflicts are, and also, 
give us guidance on how to resolve the conflicts with our government, and 
even more perhaps, without our own Catholic Christian community.   And 
so, I ask you to please welcome Dr. Stephen Pope once more.  (applause) 
 

AA  CCaatthhoolliicc  RReessppoonnssee  ttoo  tthhee  PPrreessiiddeennccyy  

ooff  DDoonnaalldd  TTrruummpp 

 SStteepphheenn  PPooppee 

                                                     

I want to thank you for coming out to listen 
to me.  I want to lower your expectations.  I 
do not have a lot of answers about how to 
resolve what seem to be intractable disputes 
or conflicts between Catholicism and the 
current presidential administration.  I do 
think that we have learn to live and act 
within those conflicts in a way that is 
dignified and Christian, in a way that is 

constructive, rather than causing unnecessary conflict and destructive 
relationships.  So, I want to begin the talk by making it clear that I am going 
to speak as a moral theologian, rather than as a political scientist, public 
policy expert, or community organizer, or 
politician.  I am a Catholic theologian 
interested in what the norms of Catholic 
social ethics tell us about how to be 
engaged in our wider political community 
under the administration of President 
Donald Trump.  And, not just the Trump 
administration, but also the judicial and 
legislative branches of government as 
well.  The issue isn't just one person.   
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I take it that we are convinced that the Gospel calls us to give our primary 
loyalty to Christ and his community of disciples, the Church, and to view all 
other loyalties, including those of family and country as secondaryðgood, 
but secondary.  We have a duty to obey legitimate laws, and to respect 
legitimate state authority; but, in cases of conflict, as St. Peter says in Acts 
of the Apostles, "We must obey God rather than human beings."   
How then are we, as Catholics, supposed to respond to the Trump 
presidency in particular?   
 
My answer is that we are all calledðeach and every one of usðto exercise 
prophetic citizenship.  Citizenship is a status that confers a set of rights and 
responsibilities.  We exercise these rights and duties in a prophetic way 
when we act in tune with the ancient biblical prophetsô message of justice 

and mercy.  The person, I think today, who is the 
most visible prophet of justice and mercy is Pope 
Francis.  (phone ringing) He may be calling right 
now. (laughter) But you recall on his flight, coming 
back from Mexico, he was asked a question about 
what he thought about the proposal of the then 
candidate Trump to build a wall.  And he famously 
said "A person who only thinks about building 
walls, wherever they may be, and not building 
bridges, is not Christian.  This is not in the gospel." 

(applause) The two words for the Pope, Pontifex Maximus, in Latin means: a 
great bridge builder, not the wall builder.   
 
But each of us, as Christians, are all supposed to be a little bridge builder in 
some way.  So, we have to try hard not to be building walls with people in 
our own communities that voted differently than we did, or have different 
political priorities than we did or do.  How do we build bridges in our lives?  
The candidate did not appreciate papal 
commentary.  (laughter) ñThat is not a nice 
thing to say.ò  Yeah!  Breaking news!  But 
then, there are a lot of things in the Bible 
that aren't nice.  There is the Bible as a two-
edged sword.  There's the Bible that divides, 
not intentionally, not for the sake of division, 
but out of integrity.   
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There is the Cross, a sign of contradiction.  There is a cultural tension 
between the culture of Christianity and the dominant culture of many 
societies, in fact, really, all societies. And we tend to lose this in societies 
that call themselves, and have historically been Christian.   

 
This is the priority I think that Pope 
Francis is talking about, that Jesus 
called us to, that the prophets spoke 
to.  And I think it is the most pithy 
summary of the message of the entire 
Bible.  This is what God asks of you 
only this: ñTo act justly, to love 
tenderly, and to walk humbly with your 
God.ò  (Micah 6:8) That's not easy: to 
be loving and just and humble, not 
taking turns with those virtues but 
embodying them every moment. 

 
So, the eighth century prophet Isaiah captures the imperative addressed to 
all of us when he says, ñLearn to do right, 
seek justice, defend the orphan, plead for 
the widow.ò  Jesus did not just defend the 
oppressed; he went a step further.  As we 
heard from the readings today, from the 
Gospel of Matthew, he identified with the 
oppressed.  It wasn't concern from a 
distance, it was incarnation.  So, that we go 
to the poor, not to bring Christ to the poor, 
but to have the poor bring Christ to us.  
Thus, the message of the prophets.   
 
So, I'd like to start with a disclaimer.  While I tried to be fair, I do not pretend 
to be completely unbiased.  I don't think anyone is.  So, I will say it, and 
confess I speak as a grudging and dissatisfied Democrat, who voted for 
Hilary Clinton, despite her elitism; her contempt for the deplorables was a 
huge mistake, I thinkðI don't mind saying it, but the reality of it!   
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But, I think, her elitism, her shady financial dealings, her hawkish tendencies 
on foreign policy, which I was most worried about, and her uncompromising 
pro-choice agenda.  But, despite these I judged her to be less a threat to 
human dignity and the common good than her competitor.   
 
I proceed today by describing a few salient features of our current context, 
as I understand them, and then try to respond to them, in light of a Catholic 
account of the duties and responsibilities of citizenship.   
 
My main point is that citizenship, in the face of governmental or social 
injustice, requires each of us to act prophetically. We must commit 
ourselves to undertaking specific and concrete commitments for the sake of 
the common good.  We have to do something, and not just be obsessed 
with the news.  And it has to be focused on the common good, which the 
Church defines as the sum total of conditions, which allow people, either as 
groups or as individuals, to reach their fulfillment more readily and more 
easily.  The common good has three components: 
 

1. Respect for every person and protection of his or her rights. 
2. Promotion of the integral human development of all members of the 

community, and access to basic goods, such as food, clothing, health, 
work, education and culture, suitable information and the right to 
establish a family, and so on. 

3. Protection of the peace and security of the community through the use 
of legitimate or licit means, not unjust means.   

 
In this perspective, each citizen has a duty to participate in civic life in 
whatever ways are appropriate and possible for us for the sake of the 
common good.  So, those are the three dimensions:  respect for the dignity 
of the individual, and meeting of basic needs, and protection of peace and 
security. 
 
The Fathers of the Second Vatican Council suggested that Christian 
engagement in the world best proceeds when we read the sign of the times, 
and respond to them in light of the Gospel.  As responsible citizens, we 
ought to respond to the opportunities and dangers that we encounter today.  
As Catholics, we are called to address these threats and challenges through 
the normative lens provided by the Gospel and Catholic social teachings.  
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Before we act, we need to pay attention to what's going on, understand how 
itôs affecting people, especially the most vulnerable, and identify the 
conditions or causes that led to it. 
 
So, we can begin with a brief review of the events that happened in the last 
year. 
  
There seem to be countless post op theories about how a candidate with the 
high negatives that Donald Trump had, managed to pull off the electoral 
college win.   
 
Salon Magazine, among many others, counted fourteen factors; but there 
are probably more.  These include: voter fear, resentment, white 
supremacy, misogyny, declining economic mobility, media bias, antipathy to 
cultural elites, Russian meddling, FBI Director Comey's intervention, voter 
suppression and gerrymandering, skepticism about Hilary Clinton, etc.   
 
It's enough to make your head swim.  But from what I can tell, being a 
simple person, just to boil it down to some fundamental factors.  It seems to 
me, Trump was victorious because of the strange convergence of two 
contradictory sentiments coming from different sectors of our society.  And I 
really just throw this as a hypothesis; so, if it matches your experience, 
maybe it would make sense, maybe not; but this is my sense of it:   
 

On the one hand, a significant number of 
traditionally Democratic voters broke ranks 
this election because they thought Trump 
would shake things up.  Theyôre accurate!   
 
On the other hand, a significant number of 
voters, who supported Barak Obama in his 
two presidential runs, decided to stay home 
last November, because they really didn't 
think either candidate would make any 
significant difference for their lives.   
 

The former group was significantly motivated by a strong dose of politically 
charged anger.   



 7 

The latter seems to have been influenced by some kind of a mix of political 
resignation, disappointment, and maybe even fatalism.  What neither of 
these groups realized is what my Irish forebears did:  that there is nothing so 
bad, that it can't be worse.  Happy St. Patrick's Day.  (laughter)   
 
Change was, of course, the major concern for the majority of the people who 
showed up at the polls.  Obama energized a significant sector of the 
electorate in 2008, on the promise of 
real change.   
 
Bernie Sanders drew his energy from 
people clamoring for substantial 
change; and Trump did the same with 
working class voters in 2016.  He 
convinced them that he knows them, 
and he cares about them, and that he 
will improve their lot.  The American 
economy has doubled in the last 50 
years, but real wages have stayed flat 
for the bottom half of American 
households.   
 
The wealthiest 100 households own as much wealth as all fourteen million 
African-American households.  Donald Trump convinced people that they 
will move economically; enough people - certainly not all people - but 
enough people to move the dial in his favor.  It is interesting to know, 
however, that Trump's white/blue collar supporters tend to be both more 
affluent and more pessimistic than non-Trump blue collar voters.  They 
typically live in communities marked by a majority white population, marked 
by downward economic mobility, and declining public health.  They tend to 
be displeased by their financial situation, and dismayed about their 
children's prospects.  They were not convinced that they would be helped by 
Clinton's proposal to fund worker training, apprentice-ship programs, and 
college affordability.  Trump was much more effective in communicating, 
verbally and nonverbally, signals to these men and their familiesðand I 
stressed men and their familiesðthat he knew their pain, and would do 
something about it.   
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As strange as it sounds, Trump came off to many people, to millions of 
voters, as the more empathic, more empathically attuned to their pain.   
 

That's a red and blue distinguish map for who voted, where.   
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This is a bar (chart) about Catholic voting. 

 
 
So, the Catholic vote was decisive in this election.  Catholics comprised 
23% of the electorate.  52% of Catholic voters overall cast their vote for 
Trump, and 45% for Clinton.  This marks a significant change from the 
previous two presidential elections, when Catholics voted for Obama by 
margins of 9% in 2008 and 2% in 2012.   
 
White Catholics supported Trump over Clinton by a 23% margin, 60-37 
percent.  56% of Catholics, who go to church regularly, voted for Trump.   
 
So, the more you went to church, the more likely you were to vote for Trump.  
Trump was preferred by both white working class and, by a slimmer margin, 
by college educated white male Catholics.   
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Latino Catholics went for Clinton over Trump by a 41% margin.  So, you can 
see the white Catholic gender gap here.  
 

 
White Catholic men: 33% voted for Hilary Clinton: 58% voted for Donald 
Trump.  The majority of Catholic white women voted for Hilary Clinton: 38% 
voted for Donald Trump: but 4 out of 10, all most Catholic women, voted for 
Donald Trump, after, and in light of, the disclosures about his sexual 
predator behavior; it still wasn't enough to sway their vote.  So, I personally 
found that mind boggling. 
 
Now about you.  Rust-belt Catholics were decisive.   
 
According to George Marlin, a statistician socio-analyst, Pennsylvania 
Catholics came out in force for the first time in decades, and gave Trump his 
one percent margin of victory.   
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Trump became the first Republican to take the state of Wisconsin in 32 
years; he did so with 50.4% of the vote, because of high voting turnout 
among white collar voters, and low turnout of African American voters.   
 
And, of course, in Michigan, Clinton lost by 11,000 votes out of 4.5 million 
castð11,000 out of 4.5 millionðbecause of the increase in white/blue collar 
Catholic voters and a decrease in African-American turnout compared to 
other elections.  That's a lot to absorb, isn't it?  The slimmest of margins!   
 
At the present time, Trump has given every indication he intends to fulfill all 
of his campaign promises.  He has only been in office two month; but 
viewed from the lens of Catholic social ethics, he has given us plenty of 
grounds for grave concern; and the budget, that Bishop Gumbleton just 
mentioned, is high on that list of things that concern.   
 
Statements he made on the campaign trail failed to meet even a minimal 
interpretation of the standards advanced by Catholic social and moral 
teaching.  From what I can tell, the one topic that Catholics point to, who 
supported his presidency, is the opposition to abortion, a position he 
adopted in 2011.  The man who, what is he 70? and he took this policy, 
when he decided to become a political figureðjust a coincidence, maybe.   
 
So, his pro-life stance has pleased many Catholics; yet heôs miles away 
from a Catholic interpretation of moral standards that pertain to immigration 
and refugees, the use of torture, targeting non-combatants, racial justice, 
the dignity of women, religious tolerance, environmental responsibility, and 
the right to health care.  That's a lot!   
 

These are the basic principles of Catholic 
social teaching.  We have the principle of 
human dignity that is said to be the 
foundation, or the central moral value, the 
dignity of the person is made in God's 
image, and that each of the other principles 
is a way of defending and extending respect 
for human dignity, in work, in our 
identification with the poor, in solidarity, in 
stewardship, in care for the environment,  
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the respect for life, not only in utero but as Cardinal Bernardinðthe late, 
great Cardinal Bernardinðsaid, "from womb to tomb."  Remember the 
consistent ethic of life (the right to life does not end at birth): care for the 
family, participation in the community, the common good, and the rights and 
duties of individuals; and then the option for the poor, and the right to work 
and to work under decent employment conditions.   
 
So, the president has appointed Scott Pruitt, an avid climate change denier, 
to head the EPA, and Betsy DeVosðshe's one of yours, I think [a lot of 
people talking among themselves after he said that,] and so he says, ñOkay! 
I take it back, yours in a broad sense; she's not an Elephant; I know thatð
someone with no demonstrated knowledge or commitment to public 
education as Secretary of Education!  It seems the fox is in charge of the 
chicken coop.   
 
These disparities are not just fantasies of empirical judgment, but about 
empirically complex matters, but rather fundamental moral norms.   It's not 
that we disagree about how to get a particular way of respecting women 
most efficiently distributed in place; it's really (at a) much more core level of 
disagreement, more fundamental; but rather about fundamental alarms.   
 
But most notably, the equal dignity of every human being, regardless of your 
color, your religion; the hospitality to the stranger as a binding moral norm, 
not just a nice idea; the preferential option for the poor as a way of imitating 
Jesus; and stewardship for the environment, as something that is a grave 
moral obligation that we have, not just cool, if you have the time and money 
to do it.   
 
But, instead of going point by point through these and other issues, I'll 
confine my comments to two very significant domains in which Donald 
Trump's values run directly contrary to the core convictions, not just of 
Catholic social teaching, but to our faith to Jesus.   
 
I want to emphasize these norms of Catholic social teachings don't 
constitute uniquely Catholic convictions, but rather pertain to what the 
tradition calls the natural moral law.  That is, what we can expect any 
reasonable person, who is morally decent, to recognize as binding. 
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The topics I want to talk about first is ethno-nationalism, and secondly, lying.  
And theyôre closely related, actually.   
 
So, the first major topic concerns Trumpôs adoption of ethno-nationalism and 
the second, his indifference, even hostility, to truth.  It's important to 
remember that Jesus identified love and truth as two sides of the same coin, 
two intimately related and complimentary values.  Conversely, we can infer 
that cruelty and deception are also two sides of the other coin.  Theyôre two 
constant companions and inextricably linked evils; wherever you find cruelty, 
you find lying.  To anticipate prophetic citizenship requires us to identify and 
denounce lies and cruelty, wherever they are found; and to protect and 
promote truth, wherever we can.   
 

Ethno-Nationalism 
Trumpôs core message has been defined as nation/state populism, or in 
Patrick Buchanan's term, ethno- nationalism.  Ethno-nationalism is marked 
by suspicion of outsiders, and hostility to immigration, free trade 
agreements, global trans-national ethical requirements. Ethno-nationalists 
use code language to signal what they take to be the dangers presented to 
our country by escalating racial, religious, and cultural diversity.  They try to 
build national unity, especially to energize their base, by stoking fear of the 
other; both the enemy without: terrorists, Mexicans, Chineseðfill in the 
blankðand the enemy within: criminals, immigrants, refugees, the media, the 
enemy of the people.  Ethno-nationalists warn us that we can only be made 
safe by overpowering national security i.e., having an overpowering force of 
national security and the military.  Ethno-nationalism is most successful 
when advanced by authoritarian control of government and civil society.  Itôs 
important to recognize the implications that people naturally draw from an 
ethno-nationalist perspective on the world; and they give them permission to 
vent the bigotry and hatred that they have harbored quietly, but then too 
afraid to utter publicly, because it would be disapproved of.   
 
And, you know these swastikas are in many 
places in this country.  Something like a 
hundred different Jewish cemeteries have 
been desecrated since the Trump election.   
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And that is just one example of the kind of implications people draw from the 
permission given by ethno-nationalists to privilege our own white Christian 
nation, the way they conceive of it.   
 
The Catholic tradition praises authentic or 
properly ordered patriotism, which is simply the 
healthy love of your own country.  Patriotism is a 
reasonable attachment to oneôs land and culture 
and people. It flows from gratitude for benefits 
received, and generates a sense of duty to serve 
the common good of one's country.  John Paul II, 
who praised Polish patriotism highly, because he 
saw that it could provide leverage against the Communists.  He says, 
ñPatriotism is a love for everything to do with our native land.  Every danger 
that threatens the overall good of our native land becomes an occasion to 
demonstrate this love.  Patriotism justifies the right use of a country to 
reasonable and just means to secure its borders.  It is also fully consistent 
with recognizing the right of human beings to migrate when they cannot 
attain a dignified life in their home country, especially when they are fleeing 
criminal, political, or state sponsored violence.ò  So, patriotism isn't the 
enemy of migration, and itôs not the enemy of hospitality.   
 
The question is: how do you order them and balance them?  Catholic 
teachings affirm patriotism, but repudiate ethno-nationalism.  Ethno-
nationalism flows from fear, generates hostility to the other, and gives rise to 
dehumanizing attitudes to anyone who is defined as not one of us.  We can 
see its ugly affects today in xenophobic violence in Myanmar, China, and 
South Africa, among many other places.   
 
We must be honest and recognize that Catholicism has a history of lending 
itself to ethno-nationalists and authoritarian movements.  Catholics in 
Bavaria were among the first and strongest supporters of Adolf Hitler.  
Catholics defended the torture and disappearances of thousands during the 
dirty war in Argentina in the 1980s, in purported defense of western 
Christian civilization.  Catholic heritage did not make the Croat paramilitaries 
any less prone to engage in ethnic cleansing than their Serbian orthodox 
enemies in the 1990s.  And, in 1994, Rwanda, the most Catholic country in 
Africa, saw the genocide of 800,000 Tutsi and Hutu moderates.   
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Many were killed in churches, because they trusted their pastors, who told 
them to go to the churches.  The Interahamwe, the death squads, locked the 
parish doors, threw hand grenades in the windows, and set the building 
ablaze.  And you can go to Rwanda, as I did with students from Boston 
College, and you can go to churches that are now memorials to that 
massacres.  It is extremely powerful to see a place that historically has been 
treated as a sanctuary for hundreds and hundreds of years, a sanctuary, 
where no one would be hurt, now become a building, used to massacre 
innocent people.   
 
A friend of mine, who is a priest in Burundi, invited me there; and I went 
there to give a talk; and afterwards, we went to this incredible three hour 
Mass.  And it sounds dreadful, but it actually feels like it was 20 minutes, 
because it was so exciting.  The service concluded, and I said, "Father, how 
could massacres have happened in Burundi, because it has a similar history 
to Rwanda?"  And he said, "You know, in 1993, when the massacre startedð
300,000 were killed that yearðwe had the same exact celebration: joy, 
exuberance, and people went home, and they got their machetes, and they 
started killing their neighbors after receiving the Eucharist."    
 
So, Catholicism can be both providing principles to oppose that behavior; 
but, in many cases, historically, it has been caught up in the genocidal 
behavior, or oppressive behavior, or ethnic-nationalism. 
 
By its very nature, however, Catholicism, and of course catholic means 
universal, is radically opposed to ethno-nationalism.  In its bones, 
Catholicism is opposed to ethno-nationalism, and especially its tendency to 

divide us from them.  This is a regional 
distribution of Catholics.   
 
You can see for example the number 
of Catholics in Africa is exploding.  The 
majority of the biggest Catholic country 
in the world is Brazil.  Most Catholics in 
the world are not white; they are not 
northern; they are not European 
ancestry.   
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Ethno- nationalism is dualistic, but Catholicism is pluralisticðracially, 
culturally, historically.  Catholicism in practice has been intensely multi-
cultural.  It flourishes and flourished in this country among the Irish, and the 
German, and the French, the descendants of Europeans.  But, elsewhere in 
the world, it has flourished among the Congolese and Burundians, among 
the Vietnamese and the Filipinos, among the Mexicans and the Brazilians.  
If that is not multi-cultural what is?   
 
So, we have to call something by its proper name, as Thomas Aquinas 
would say. We have to recognize that what happened, in many cases, is the 
hijacking of Catholicism by nationalists, the hijacking of Catholicism by right-
wing, ethno-nationalist movements.  We acknowledge, in contrast, God is 
the creator and redeemer, not of our own tribe, but of all human beings.  We 
acknowledge that each of us is made in God's image, and not just people 
that look like us.  Malachi, the last prophet of the Old Testament, asked 
rhetorically, ñHave we not all one Father? Has not one God made us? 
 
At least from the time of Pope John XXIII, Catholic teachers have repeatedly 
urged us to work hard to build a global order of family and nations, a 
universal common good.  These convictions require Catholics to denounce 
injustice and cruelty, and the lies that try to justify them.  We cannot abide 
the slogan, America first, if that means we care only about ourselves and 
our own national self interest.  As we have seen, Pope Francis says, ñWe 
cannot focus on building walls rather than building bridges.ò  [A cell phone is 
ringing again, and he says, ñWe cannot tolerate any cell phones.ò  (laughter) 
ñNo, I didn't say that.ò (Then laughter and applause.)  We cannot tolerate 
any ideology of racial supremacy, including the white identity politics that 
played a role in the last election.  Finally, we cannot accept any form of 
religious bigotry, including that represented in the post-election resurgence 
of anti-Semitism I just noted.  All this means is we have to exercise 
prophetic citizenship. 
 
Americans are entitled to believe that our power and other advantages 
provide us with special opportunities and special responsibilities to promote 
justice, peace, and human rights throughout the world.  Ethno-nationalism is 
not only a moral horror, it is also a religious evil that the prophets would 
identify as idolatry.  Ethno-nationalism tells us to have faith in a tribal god, 
not the maker of heaven and earth.   
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Every age tends to worship a god made in its own image; and we in the 
United States do it just as much as the Babylonians did.  But the practice of 
idolatry rises to a dramatic level in ethno-nationalism.  If there is one lesson 
to be learned from the prophets, it is that idolatry and injustice go hand in 
hand.  So, it behooves us to keep in mind that God is not an American; that 

God doesn't love Americans more than Mexicans 
or Syrians; that God doesn't favor America over 
all other nations.  Indeedðall due respect, and my 
name is PopeðGod is not a Roman Catholic.  
(laughter and applause) God loves Palestinians 
and Iraqis, no more and no less, than God loves 
Catholics, even Irish Catholics, even today. 
(laughter) See, I speak with good authority here.  

Pope Francis says, "I believe in God, not in a Catholic God.  There is no 
Catholic God."  Quite amazing to hear a Pope say that though, isn't it?   
 
Itôs theologically sound; you could find this in Aquinas; but still, to say it, is 
quite amazing to me.  See there's the bell, good timing (the church bell rang 
outside).  Pope Francis has a far reach. (more laughter) 
 

Lying 
So, the second topic on lying, the one you really have been waiting for.  One 
of the most disconcerting signs of the times is presented by the president's 
habitual and complete disregard for the truth.  Can I get an Amen?  (A very 
loud Amen followed).  All right!   
 
From the beginning of his campaign, we have 
been confronted with a steady flow of gross 
exaggerations, uninformed generalizations, 
outright fabrications, alternative facts, and just flat 
out lies.  Here's one: ñPresident Obama is the 
founder of ISIS.ò  How can you say that with a 
straight face?  Even when confronted with incontrovertible truth, Trump has 
a habit of refusing to amend his claims.  All this from a president who bitterly 
attacks the press for its dishonesty.   
 
So, let's consider for just a moment Trump's habit of making assertions 
without any evidence.   
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Really, the principle underlying this is straight forwardðyou tell people a lie 
three times; they will believe anything.  You tell 
people what they want to hear, play to their 
fantasies, and then you close the deal.  This is 
him!  Sometimes words and reality do match.  So, 
we see this habit expressed in trivial matters from 
the size of the crowd at his inauguration to the 
number of floors in his buildings.   
 

But, also, when it comes to significant accusations like his birthism 
campaign, or his insistence that Muslims in New Jersey celebrated on 911, 
or his bizarre post election claim that he was defrauded of a popular vote by 
three to five million illegal votes.   
 
His false statements and lies are most obnoxious when theyôre used to fuel 
the fears of his base.  He recently asserted, for example, that the U. S. 
murder rate is at a 47-year high, when, in fact, violent crimes, including 
murder, have been steadily declining since the early 1990s.   
 
The more recent outrageous lie about the wire 
tapping.  But, remember, the Mexicans were not 
pleased when they were described as drug 
dealers and rapists.  The Swedesðand who 
would pick on the Swedes, especially in the 
Midwest ðSwedes were surprised to hear that 
their recently arrived immigrants were responsible for a major surge in crime 
and rising unemployment, neither of which is true.    
 
Closer to home, Trump continues to assert, contrary to widely accepted 
evidence, that undocumented immigrants routinely victimize Americans, 
disregard the rule of law, and pose a threat to people across the United 
States.  Research, in fact, shows lower levels of crime among immigrants 
than among native born Americans.   
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A little lighter moment.  This cartoon, maybe you have seen it, and maybe 
not, it is someone calling wolf.  

Someone says there really is a wolf; there is no evidence there isn't a wolf.  
Why do you keep asking about a wolf?  There could be a wolf.  The 
president has asked Congress if there is a wolf?  There was an animal, so it 
is partially true.  The president firmly believes there is a wolf.  The president 
used air quotes around wolf (laughter).  Next time, there will be a wolf for 
sure. (much laughter) It would be funny, if it was just a boy crying wolf; but 
he is doing this to hurt people.   
 
Perhaps a biblical analogy:  So as a theologian, I have to draw on 
something I know about, because a biblical analogy will be helpful for our 
understanding what is going on, or thinking about what is going on.   
 


