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parenthood, and the sanct;l.ty of human life have always

methods, and abortion have posed new challenges to the

. tian relationship between conjugal love’ and responsible

T - -

ABSTRACT N AR

The primary purpose of this study (vyas to examine
the forces which 1ed £o the 1ntroduction of family life

education programs into the Roman Catho,y.l.c schools of

. I
PR

Newf oundland

Emerging from the information collected was the B

observation that while a number of forces seem to have

-

inf 1uenced Roman Catholic educators .in Newfoundland to -

; develop a family life education program for their K

schools, the main mpetus seems to have come from Ai'-_

T

B w:.thin the Catholic Church ‘J.tBEIf S R f,"' .

“a

The dignity of marriage, the importance of a Chris—' o

L.
heen an important part of the teachings of the Roman

Catholic Church During the past two decades, the cur-»‘
rent Widespread practice of divorce . premarital and ex— o

-3

tramarital sexual relations, artificial birth control

v teachings of the Catholic Church Consei;uently, in re-.’
cent years leaders o; the Roman Catholic Church have

begun to take a more vocal approach in reaffirm:-ng the
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S

TETTY

U




N . . e . Lo .t
LI “’, e e

n

church .8 doctrine with regard to all ",i"ss:uee'-'rel'et:e'dv',:to'"'

[

marriage and the family. q "

e
i

The Roman Catholio eq,ucators 1of Newfoundland, in

: responding to- the mendates bf their church, have worked

dlligently to dev'elpp and implement comprehensive pro- -

grams of fam:.ly llfe education\ for their schmls.
e Kt
programs represent a posrtive step by Catholic educators

:Ln this prov:.nce to a&:tempd; to counteract the current
PR a

negative social forces wh:.ch create a challenge to the

v

Cathol 1(: fa:.th. -
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S have always been revered and preserved.

, in the family,
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DUV . N
. INTRODUCTION, TO THE STUpY
Dur:l.ng the . last tm decades much concern has been

\\\_

Nowhere has tlns concern been greater than 4

1

axpressed about ths changes that -have occurred in fam- o

11y life, not only :Ln Canada, but throughout the Chris-

~'fnjhere in Newfoundland where famrly values and trad:l.t:x.ons

rrrrrrr

Perhaps one of the loudest vorces to be heard dur— S

AN

- ing this period of change- in fanxlly life has been that

» , N I
‘ of the Roman Catholic Church which down through the .

.riage and the Christ:l.an ideal of 1ove and marriage. ; The

"l:he Catholic eduoators of Newfoundland, ;

‘ i-ages has steadfastly upheld the :.ndissolubility of mar- '

o Church has never. fledged in: its respons:.bility to help .
&oung couples ‘bg%}d happy marriages and mamtain stable
families. ‘A S ' 1

o In -an attempt to respond to the changes occurrlng

el

o .along with parents and other professionals, have worked
' diligently to develop a sound program of . famly life !
. ’/
. educat:l.on for students in Cathol:.c sohools. This pro- i
';._' ‘gram has been designed in keeping with the Christian
‘ 1l : CoL
- _ ‘o -
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concept oﬁ love and marriage and the fundamentale of
Catholic educat:.onal philosophy.- . e EEE - o 7 -

. forces which led to the introductz_on of family life

students, parents, or other members of the public, to- f' ‘

.’_/"" The forces which led to the eventual introduotlon / .

of family life education programs .1nto t.he Catholic

schools of Newfoundland go’ back OVer fifty years and _- ' -

' have eme{nated from both ins:.de and outsuie the Catholic "[ -

s P
community. : ' Lo o
. ) o o . 1\ . ) f’.*": S
: ( s S S
: I, Purgose Tl T
'I'he purpose of this study was to examine the :

education programe into the Roman Cathol::.c echools o:l:‘ a

Newfoundland .

1 - N ," L . Ve L s P
‘"j/ - v o ’ T~

‘II. Review of Related L::.terature g e s

~ 0 ' : . ' . ) =
A review oF the literature revealed several re— o

- »

search studies perta:.ning to- the v:iewe of teachere, : ‘

ward family life education or sex education programs- : ,

rs

o
Seely (1969) conducted a survey of opinions on sex’ edu- v

cation in. Alberta, Leslie (1973) measured students' 'ex-

pectations of, and reactions to, a" family lif education/ "-~

program, consisting f ‘a one semeater oourae dealingﬂ'

with human sexuality, Bowen (1974) studied the attitudee‘-i,: S
of Junior high home economics teachers towa Modern
Living,'a ‘new su.bject area introduced into Ahe home eco-"'-,f.'

nomice ourriculum, Wolek (197\6) studied the Lttitudes of o '

. - . - o . i\ .
R o A = [
" . '~.'\
".,' \ . K
. L vl
L”_L IS - ..




\ .
tha public and teachara toward the Stepa to Maturity,
family life educat:.on program in a local school dia-' :f‘ :

B A o trict /aﬁd Qui’.nn (1917) surveyed parents’ views re- ‘ A

garding the phi‘losophy Qf family“life éducation. A_ / S B
IR - Several stud:n.es attempted to evaluate fami.ly 1ife el R
-~ educatmn or sex educat:x.on programa- . McGuire (1972) o

* " Nl

L [ S " investlgated the relation batween aex/ education and stu- SR _

*—F R | dent-attitudes; the Depa"‘ment of Reé’earch and Educat:.on iy

: B v of the Edmonton Public Scngol Board (1973) examined the
: operat:.on of the Perapectives for L:l.v:i.ng (family 11fe Lo
Rl @ education) program An’ ten of . t.he Board' junior and se-"_:""i{'""'

nior l'ugh schools- Rashkovan (1974) studied knowledge ‘

L gain and attitude change in a family life educat:lon pro-- AR
SR L gram, Middleton (1975) evalJated a fam:l.ly 1ife educatn.on i

, - AR & dourse at a. secdndary school, Stennett (1975) conducted e
a preliminary evaluation of the family planning unit of r [
\ : h-‘:.i" a fam:.ly livi.ng program, Hoehn (1975) exam:Lned the effec- \,‘: . V

tiveness of A aex education program _'About Your Sexua’.[;.ty

o for adults by lool::.ng at athe changes in’ know1edge, att:.- - '.'.’A : i L

P | tudes and communication in workahops o,, Bexuality, and \/

: ,.‘:‘."' P Blu‘nham (1977) atquied the effectiveneaa of gex educatlon/ Ry

4 . - family life educat.i/on programs in the United Statea and “.‘ _:, /
‘ Canada, 1968-—1977. C SR ‘. :‘ ,‘ . X B j"q{ 5Ll

- DI Two atudizﬁooked at the need or read:.ness of stu- -

¥ dents for ‘family 1life or sex education- Guest (1911) :

. - “.j,:-.f. o studied the co?'relates of readinesa for varlous aspects ";'A‘m;}
AUREIEY A ‘ - / o f . /\ ': . \ ‘

i P ‘ G "\' . i
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’:"‘ i . ..'_ IV. Procedure R -

of famlly llfe educatlon among a group of secondary

S , \

school students- and cObham (1974) studled the’ sex .,;

knowledge of first year*educatlon,students to see lf ,
£

l\l-.- o

there ‘was a need and deszre for sex educatlon.

' Four other studles 1ooked at varlous aspects of
L A
famlly llfe educat10n~ Bunyan (1970) surveyed the ele—

mentary (Grades I~VI) currlculum in order to determlne :
whether or not famlly llfe educatlon requlred further

currlculum development- Nearlng (1970) surveyed a sec— '
ondary school currlculum 1n order to asgertaln the )';
relevancy of that currlculum to famlly life educatlon,-
Evenson (1973) assessed the adequacy of tralnlng re-~

BN

celved by fam;ly llfe educatlon teachersa and Alcock

(&974) explored the father—adolescent relatlonshlp and

o e
. s VRN

) 1ts 1mp11catlons for famlly life. ‘ ST

P

The rev1ew falled to reveal a single study whlch
délved lhto the forces which mlght lnfluence a group of
educafors to . declde on the:lntroduction of a, speclfic

program of famlly 11fe educatlon 1nto a school system.

o .
‘ °

- \xlll.' L1m1tatlons of the Study

lly llfe educat;on programs into the Roman Catholic :
schools ‘of Newfoundland. .‘ ":‘ '31 e ;.;, l

“ . - - . R I

[ -

Thls study attempted td trace Ehe events leadlng

to a natlonallinterest in. famlly llfe studles in Canada,

Thls_study was 11mited to the 1ntroductlon of fam—"




e e g I

",Newfoundland.

many .

b o .

as well ‘as. to“examlne the forces leading to the 1ntro-'

3

“\
ductlon of family life educatlon programs into the

Roman Cathollc schools of Newfoundland.

n

The-descrlptlve method of research was used,’withA

[

- the wrlter conductlng documentary research and employlng

the 1nterv1ew technlque.} The facts from the research
- :
gave an account of the general events whlch led to. a na-—

tional interest in famlly life studles 1n Canada,,the

»events which occurred w1th1n the Roman Cathollc Church,

" both in Rome\and in Canada, and the development of fam—

- . B
1ly 11fe educatlon programs by ‘the Cathollc Educatlon
/ - o,
,Commlttee and the Romari Catholic sohool boards of

2

2

TR Empha51s was placed upon the - two encyclicals of f

v
«Pope Plus XI D1v1n1 Illlus Maglstrl—-“chrlstlan Educa-

tLon of, Youth" and Casti Canubll—-"Chrlstlan Marriage

‘(SeVEn Great Encyclicals, 1963), the alms of'publlc edu—

w H

- catlon for Newfoundland and Labrador as outllned by the

Prov1nc1a1 Department of Educatlon, the first Canadzan
~

fConference on the: Famlly, the publicatlon o%\the flISt

[‘Canadlan textbook on’ the family, the establishment og

“The Vanler Instltu%e of the Family, the Second Vatlcan

G'Counc1l w1th its documents Grav1ssimum’educatlonls-— ;

i"Declaratlon on Chrlstlan Educatlon" and Gaudium et spes—-

.a" !

L “Pastoral Constitutlon on the Church in the Modern World"

J(Vatlcan Council II, the Concillar and Post Con0111ar

Documents, 1975), the Newfoundland Royal Comm1551on on ﬁ'

,'-u\. ’4 ‘ oL - o . - N

o e
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'Education‘and Youth-‘the Newfouné;and7Family Law Study;-
“the Canadian Divorce Act, the National Consultation on
e

Familx Life Education, the encyclical of Pope Paul VI

on. Humanae Vitae (The Regulation of Birth 1968); the

endorsement of family 11fe education programs contained

in the "Statement of Canadlan Bishops on the Encyclical,

Humanae Vitae“ (Canadian Catholic Conference, D00ument

.~

No. 154 September 27, 1968); the setting up. of, the s

: Spec1al Family Committee of the Canadlan Cathollc Con—

s

: ference, the amendment to the Crimihal Code of Canada

;: permitting the sale of contraceptives and - the 1ega1 dis- ”

semination of birth control informatlon, the attempts to ‘,
. progide programs of sex informatlon and sex education 1n;“
Cathollc schools 1n Newfoundland, the development of the
family life education programs by the’ Roman catholic .
School Boards of Humber—St. Barbewand St. Jphn's- the
appointment of a Family Life Consultant for the St.. John'

S

. Board- the Prov1ncial Famlly Planning and Sex Education

- Conference- the development of - the Catholic Famlly Life .
Program of the Catholic Education Committee, ‘the’ statement

" of the Canadian Bish0ps onfthe ‘"Formation of Consc1ence""

‘(Canadian Catholic Conference, Document No. 339\ December 1,

~1973), the organization of a Family Life Institute for :

‘teachers- and The Congress on. The Christian Family-—'Its

Role and Potentials' conducted by the Newfoundland Catholic
_ Church.‘ ' '
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. . - .. Vi -Sources of Data - T

The sources ‘of 1nformatlon were from primary e

[ 1

sources,,such as publlcatlons of the Roman'Cathollé“
Church; the'Conciliar‘and Post.Conoiliar‘Documentszof

the Se ond Vatlcan Coun011, Canadlan and: Amerlcan pub—

'11cat10ns concernlng the famlly, and prlvate indlvid—

8

[4

: uals (Roman Cathollc clergy and educators, members- of

~the Cathollc Educatxon Commlttee, dnd members of o

3Cathollc Famlly Llfe Educatldh Cammlttees),rGovernment .

of - Newfoundland and Labrador publlcatlons, the Report . .f -~

of'the Royal’ Commlsslon on Educatlon and YOuth, the-

~

‘Reports of the‘Newfoundland Law,Study, the Report'of~ S

the Provincial Family~Planning and Sex Education Con- ‘f :

. Roman Cathollc-schools-of ‘Newfoundland. i

Al

ference, the Report of the Natlonal Consultation on '

‘Famlly lee Educatlgn, the Report of the Proceedings of

Se551ons of The Canad;an Conference on the Famlly, and

.the famlly 11fe educatlon program booklets used in the

!

.

L VI. Slgniflcance of the Study h ‘fh?_f L .

The 1ntroductlon of - famlly life educatlon pro-' 'éfﬁll

Agrams 1nto the Roman Catholic schools of Newfoundland

warrants such a study 51nce it marked the first.tlme ‘
1n Newfoundland hlstory that a comprehen51ve famlly j«f

l1fe educatlon program was offered to youth in L
Newfoundland‘sghools.ﬁ This_study‘represents the‘fiéét;

<
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-attembtﬁto bring:together the‘factslconoerning'the de-‘

"velopment of famlly life education programs in the

Roman Catholic schools of Newfoundland

It .is also 1mportant that the study be undertaken
.at tkls time slnce there are many 1ndiv1duala still 1iv-
1ng in Newfoundland who were ;nvolved in the lnltlal
dlScUSSlonS concernlng ‘sex educatlon programs, and - the"

actual development of famlly llfe education programs, and

.they represent a prlmary source of valuable information.

[
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'Abefore the 31xties. ‘The 'tirst of theseﬁwas the

S ]

 CHAPTER II = T . .
FORCES WH]"._CH_"EME;RGED PRIOR TO THE ;sixyrrss o

While many forces emerged during the sixties
,and seventies to 1nfluence the decasaon of Catholic,~
educators in Newfoundland to 1ntroduce famlly life

o
education 1nto their schools, two very significant

forces emerged from within the Cathol}c Church Well

/
_7.

encyclical of Pope Pius XI on "Christian Education

of Youth“ (Seven Great Encyclicals, 1963) and thef

'Isecond was the 1ater encyclical of Pope Pius XT on

"Christian Marriage (Seven Great Encyclicals, 1963)

.J

'The first part of thlB chapter examines these forces

: and their impact on the family life .and education of

'committees in their deliberations. .f‘

'-Catholics in North ‘Ameriga. : I j ’A; “”,
The . second Part of ‘the chapter looks at the Aims -

,‘ of Public Education for . Newfoundland and Labrador.‘

', The Aims, published by ‘the Newfoundland Government in’
1959, provided the field of education With a set of

'guidelines to be followed by the various curriculum fi“

A
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were defined by the Holy Father as follows.’ , *“.- S

- provided Ca holic educators Wlth a basic philosophy of .

‘education to guide them in the development and 1mp1e—'

BT

' ;\I,fvﬁope Pius XI's Encyclical
o DiVini Illius Magistri

In- 1929 His Holiness Pope Pius XI, in his ‘encye--

'tlical on "Christian Education of Youth w Divini Illiusf:«

..Magistri (Seven Great’ Encyclicals, 1963),‘broadly out-l'

lined the Catholic philosophy of education in the fol-

lOW1ng Statement:

. The proper and 1mmediate end of Chris— '
tian education is to cooperate with divine ‘
" grace in formang the true and perfect Chris-~ .
. tian, that-is, to form ‘Christ Himself: in
: those regenerated by baptism.- (p.. 64)

"4The 1imits within which Catholic educators may operate 'ﬂ

P

I Christian education takes in the whole aggre- _
gate of human life; physrcal -and’ spiritual,

- -intellectual and moral ind1v1dual, domestic
and social. (p. 65) :

This encyclical also spelled out the type of Chris--

tian which Catholic educators are expected to produce-'
T the . supernatural man who thinks, Judges and
"acts constantly and consistently in accord-.

ance with right-reason illumined by the su- - L

perndtural -light- of the example and teaching" Do

-of .Christ; in other words, to use the current . = = .|~

term, the true and finished man of character. o

(p. 65§% . .. . o e

‘Thus, ope Pius XI's issuance of this encyclical PR

mentation of educational programs in their schools.'

- \

: The encyclical emphasized the wholéne and entirety of
hman and the need for Catholic educato . to be'mindful a

...}‘

EX O .
M T 7 ot
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of this.. Finally, the encyclical gave Catholic educa—

{
'tors some vision of the kind of student bhey are ex-

pected to produce. L _‘ g f , ' h"“; o ’
In addition to all this, the encyclical poznted

te some of the grave threats to Christlan education at

-

that time. One of these was,"naturalism which nowadays

~.1nvades the field of educatlon in that most delicate

matter of purity of morals" (p. 56) The follow1ng -
statement by the Holy Father indicates his cbncern that

instruction related to human sexuality be delicately :

'handled by those ordalned by God to teach- '}j N C

'_Far too common is the error of those .who

with dangerous assurance.and under an ugly .
term propagate a- so-called sex—education,
falsely 'imagining they can forearm youth’ y
~against the dangers of sensuality by: means
‘purely natural, such as a foolhardy ini-- - | .
tiation and precautionary instruction for \'
.all indiscriminately, even in public; and, . -
worse still, by expOSLng them at an early

- 'age-to_t ‘the occa51ons, in order  to accustom ,
. them, so67it is argued, and as it were to . ”;
- harden them against such. dangers. R

Such persons grievously\err in refus-" -

'ing to recognize the inborn. weakness of
~human nature, and the law of which the-
Apostlespeaks, fighting against the law
of mind- and also in ignoring the experi-
ence of ;facts,: from which it . is clear [that,

‘;particularly in-young people, evil practices
.are the effect not so much of ignorance of ¥
.intellect as of weakness'of a will exposed
_to. dangerous occasions, and unsupported by
4the means of grace. L S

‘ 'In-this extremely deliqate matter, if,
all “things considered, some private instruc-
tion is found necessary and opportune, from
.those who hold frcm God’ the commission to

.l . : l.‘ . -7
Tt ..
t-e ! - - - ‘-A
. . - ) RN
14-‘_! Ll . . . .
“
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'WLth informally in Catholic schools in religious educa—

”reflected the words of this enqyclical. “The same care),

tion programs ‘in the. Catholic schools of Newfoundland

'today,~as will be seén in a later_chapter.

[ 89

1

‘ I - ‘ .
‘teach and who have the grace of state, every

nprecaution ‘muast bBe taken. Such*p cautions ' S i_,f

" are well known in traditional (o] tian
education. (p. 56) oo .

'While at. the time of this encyclical, sex educa-

P

B tion-and/or family life education as formal school pro-

grams were nonexistent in Newfoundland, or- indeed in -

Canada, various aspects of such education were dealt

tion dlSCuBSlonB. The care With which Catholic educa-

.,

' tors incorporated these issues into their discuBSions'

is ObVlouS in the’ development of the family life educa—

. : -

II. Popé Pius XI's Encyclical
- Casti Connubii

~In 1930 another encyclical of HiS'Holiness‘Pope | 0

Pius X1 brought about a renewed interest‘in the fam- C

f
ily throughout the Christian world This was hi's fa— R '\ ..

: ‘mous encyclical on "Christian Marriage,"LCasti Connubii

b

qSeven Great Encyclicals, 1963) One of the most sig—

4

’nificant passages in this encyclical was the one ‘on

the role of love in marriage and family relationships- i ?x‘

'Matrimonial faith demands that husband and - =
wife be joined in-an egpecially holy and pure‘
love . . . as Christ loved. the Church,. oo
‘The love .-;‘. is not that -based on. the pass-
’ing lust of the moment nor does it consist in'

PN R
f .

B
~
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2 looked at.not in the. rektricted sense as insti-

"< - of the .child, but more widely as. the blending

~a time. whenlfactors 1n society appeared to be threatening |

,the realization of the Cathollc 1deal of marriage. Thomas

"following statement on’ the plight of American Catholics

’ of the time.‘ e

\\} The Catholic family nust not only make the S 1_'j

13

pleasing words only, but in the deep attach-
_ ment of the heart which is ‘expressed in action, Wi
_sinte love is proved by deeds. .This cutward I
expression of - love. in the home demands not only
‘matual help but must go further; must -have as L
its primary purpose that man-and wife help each -
',othen'day by day in forming and perfecting them- i
selves in the ‘interior - life, so that through o K
thelr partnership in life’ they may advance ever, . - ‘ 4
‘more!and more in virtue, and above all that. they U I
nay grow in true love toward God and their - o
neighbor. . . . ' . s Y

« This mutual inward moulding of husband and B 1
. wife,| this determined effort to perfect each - T E
."other, can . . . be said to be the chief reason - :
"and purpose of matrimény, provided matrimony be -

.. tuted|for the proper conception and education .’

of 1life as a whole and, the mutual 1nterchange
and sHaring thereof. (pp- 83 -84) -

'This pLssage prov1ded the Catholics of the time w1th

some guiding princ1ples for marriage and famiiy livrng atvjf

(1956) gives an account of some of these factors in the

: L

difficult- adjustments involved in' the tran-.
" sition from a rural to- an industrialized
‘urban environment%, but it must achieve bail-
' ance and stability in a culture which re- -
, gards the pathological as normal. This
‘normalcy of the pathological in the, dominant
society presents particularly acute problems
to a’ minority seeking closer cultural inte-
gration.’ Differences in family standards = .
. and behavxoral patterns become more sharpdly. i 4 NEN
' defined. 'Institutions related to family"iife IR
- -lend little support to the minority's ideals x S
. for they are geared to other values. It

. e g

0
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'fprovide the 1nsp1ratlon, motlvation format;on, and

, practlcal help needed in preparing for a full and

‘14
' follows that Catholics must rely heavily

on their own resources in actualizing .
.thelr family standards. (pp. 411~ 412)

: AShortly after Pope Pius XI lssued Cast1 Connubli
[

v'famlly movements began to. emerge in North Amerlca to

help“Cathollcs.conform to their famlly 1deals 1n the

'complex, changing'society'of which'theyﬁwere‘a'part.

~ -

Tw0/of these movements were the Cana Conference Move-'

';4ment and the Christlan Family Movement.

The aim of the Cana Conference Novement was "to

"'rhelp marrled people and those preparlng for marriage

to realize in full the graces and the fruits of the

graces which come to them in marrmage"'(EganL 1950,

'p. Vil)
During the Cana Conference, married éouples werel
“ '_glven lnstructlons on’ how. to make a successful mar-

:"riage and famlly llfe. Consideratlon was glVen to

" . the basie princ1ples of family llfe, the
* sacramental nature of marriage, the sta-
_tuses and roles of husband and wife, ‘the
physical, psychological,:and spiritual as-
pects of marriage relationships, parent
education, family economics, and other re- ..
lated. subjects. (Thomaq, p, 421)

Thus, the Cana Conference waa seen as a movement to :

@

happy Chrzstian marriage. (Egan, p. 14)

.The Christlan Family Movement had aa its purpose.

‘ "to;restore-thristian.ideals in,famlly_life by working
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on the‘environment in Whichtfamilies_live"

The Movement was made ‘up of small groups'

-

of couples who met at regular intervals.'

‘ p. 429)

The a1m

\

. of these meetings was td

provide a training school in which the
members, through discugsion and thought,
- clarify their understanding of basic - .
~CHristian principles and focus attention -
on their immediate environment with the
purpose of pef'sonally carrying but the@ ‘
Apractical application of these principles
+ in their own neighborhoods. (Thomas, -
. p. 430) T S R

The Cana Conference Movement and the Christian

'\Family Movement are both 1n existence today, and

. 'while the scope of their work has changed somewhat,

'their aims»are basically the same.'
' “have done much to help Catholics ‘in North America
'face the new challenges of contemporary society.
i From out of these movements have come. the empha51s B
f on family 11fe education for bpth adults and youth

"Iwhich is so evident in the Catholic schools of North
i i

e America today.:.g L L tfg‘h*" B

vy !

III;C Aims'of Public Education for
Y Newfoundland and Labrador-

Another force which was to leave its 1mpact on»
'the development of education in Newfoundland emerged

“on the eve of the sixties.~ This was the publication

(Thomas,f'

These movementSn

f
b
\

r
0

x,by the Department of Edudation of a bulletin entitled

b i

’

RS
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Aims of Public Education for Newfoundland and Labrador

- (1959/1974) Th:l.s ‘bulletin contained fourteen general

L

objectives for education in Newfoundland, and among 2h f
e these objectives were the follow1ng'r |

1. 'To help pupils understand the Christian
Sl o principles ‘and to guide them in the- prac—
" a o .tice of these prinCiples 1n their daily
: - 11v1ng,_' ‘ : . .
i'2. To helg,pupils to develop moral values
, . ‘ e which will serve as‘a guide to 11v1ngs
IR 4, To help pupils to mature mentally.“7

1 R R B [ N
. . .o . . 7

VdS. To. help pupils to mature emotionally. Q;"'

n'lﬁ; Tq help pupils understand ‘the. human body
~;f and -p actice the principles of. good '

.

heal

‘ll. " To help pupils apprec1ate their privi-';
1eges and responsibilities as members’
of .their families and thie wider commu~-
ity and 8o live in harmony with others..

PP- 6~ 7)

: . So, as Newfoundland entered the sixties, educators
Y o
’ had some clearly stated educational objectives to work

: toward The objectives listed above have been very care-_

8, -\

o ;L fully incorporated in the famiiy life education programs ’

’of the Catholic schools of Newfoundland " as Will be éeen

'"in a later chapter.‘

v
1 .
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"\ftting the sale of contraceptives and the legal dissemiau

':‘terest fh the family began in“1962 when Canada's

. v . .CHAPTER III

.. ] B <, " . e’
- R R " N . . . . )

. ' Lo T e
pgn¢gs_wuzcn EMERGED};N THE s:xr:rs;r I

v
v

During the early 81xties we find an- increasing con'ﬁtf‘""

cern about the role of the family in Canadian society.n

r

nThis concern is evidenced by the efforts to organize the",,f}

S T
ffirst Canadian Conference on the Family, ‘the publicationf?,‘ .
‘ .of the first Canadian\texthook.on the family, and the g,‘ b
P R
setting up of The VanferhInstitute of. the Family.,,ghe s e

”first part of this chapter will examine these events.

The second part of the chapter w111 examine the im-'/

1:‘pact on family life and education of the Second Vatican
r;COuncil the Royal Commission on Education and Youth'
ﬁfthe Newfoundland Family Law Study, the proclamation of
:f'the Canadian Divorce Act, the encyclical of Pope Paul VI,.

‘"On Human Life," Humanae Vitae (The Regulation of Birth,

r

.,‘1970), the National Consultation on Family Life Education-’lA

.and the amendment to the Criminal Code of Canada permit- ~»“'f;::

/’.\
q .

- . . . D

7\nation of birth control information. o Lo T U

ji. The First Canadian Conference ;}45,,'f,f'§ g
'.” : on. the.Family E B

The first real effort to develop a national #n-'"u L
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; R a series of crises résulting from certain pro-. , N o ;

R . as B £

G'ove'rnor' General"' Vanier and Madame Vanier initiated the '

1dea of a ‘Canadian’ Cohference on the Fam11y. L S

On May 29 1962 the flrst meetlng to 1n1t1ate

PR ) . N

th.'LS conference got under way in the small commum.ty of

Hazeldean near Ottawa, and from that meetJ.ng emerged a

o
A

genulne pub"l-lc concern for the famlly in Canada: ol .
. The meeting reflected the grow:.ng conv:Lction
' .of social selentists. regarding the inescap- .
) - able J.mportance of family life and their.
growing awareness that vety little family re-
, search had been undertaken in this country.
> It reflected concern fqr families rather than
.~ for problems as such, for its focus was on , B
- the ordinary Canadian family of ‘today.
.'(Thomson, 1964, pp. x1—x11)\ i o
S A month .after’ this meeting .tlook place, a .f"i'rm'deci—.-"
sion was made"to hold a -national'conference. The Canadian

-

Catholic cOnference, al-ong with groups from other maJor -t :

R

fa:.ths, supplled f:manc:.al a531stance to thlS endeavor.

(Thomson, P. xii) : R | ) S

o

On June 7, 1964 in an 1naugural address to the Con-

-

ference part:.c:.pants ’ Governor General Vanier made the‘ -
3 . . . - ‘

/
I

IS

fo.'L lomng remarks :-

Throughout the world the little commun:.ty' : Y
that is known as, the family is passing through ' ) ;)

> ’found chinges in. modern man's way -of 1ife. ;
(p 4) B o
He ‘went on to say that: - S T

R

‘/\
. Our. trans:LtJ.on to the age of technology
' has not been effected without'a gertain:amount
of confusion.. The little community so essen-
tial“to life and to society has suffered some
rather trying,shocks. - The’ amazing development

of economics. and materJ.al civ:LlJ.zatJ.on has
. < ;

Noa

/ ., . . N . ! ]
N | ' 3
- : . .
. . ! .o .
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-expressed by two Conference part1c1pants.) Mr.: Gérard

N

¢

- bqought a crisis upon the family It is

. ¢ . ‘time for men with serious responsibilities

in society to take stock together of . the.’

" problems facing us. The future is in our
“hands.” It is up to us ‘to direct’ the -
course of “our civilization that it may re-
‘'main really and truly human, that is to .
say: vfavourable to all that - 1s essentially

° human. (pp. 5-6) g ‘
) Whlie EEEZZcipants at the Conference recognized the

fact that the Canadian family of the 51xt1es was . experl-

encing difficulties which families of earlier times did :‘

: Yo
- not have to face, -a certain air of optimism prevailed

i

:vthroughout the COnference proceedings, and was clearly '

¢
. s

«Pelletier, then Editor—in—Chief of a Montreal newspaper,

k)

made the following comment.* "From the very first we
stoutly refused to take refuge in pessimism" (p. 142). g

' Another, part1c1pant The Reverend G&rard Dion, a member

ofﬂgie Catholic clergy of Quebec City, an professor

l of 5001a1 SCle?ce at Laval Unrver51ty, made the follow1ng

i
statement°' P _ -
. - - ) ’ ! i~
. IE the family is in special difficulties
‘today, there is no doubt‘whatsoéver that there

" ¢ are also possibilities of fulfilment which, are .

qreater than there ever were in the past. . We  ~
are realizing more and more that we must- inr

sist -on the development of a’sense of personal
responsibility. We must insist on the duty of
each individual t6. fulfill himself and.to ac~
-cept his 5001a1 respon31b111ties as well. (p. 95)

According to. Schlesinger (1972), this éonference pro-r

duced some very positive results.

The first Canadian Conference on the~
Family brought into focus the importance of =

P I PT e

‘/’” .

g
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: _ Co -the"faini'ly in the context of‘"a ‘changirig : DR '
‘ Canadian society. What emerged was the = .. AN <

"urgent need for systematic.cross—~ ;
‘country family research ds: well as the- .
need to sstrengthen famllles through the -
existing human welfare services on na-
+tional, provincial, and local levels.

Emphasis was also placed on spiritual
and moral values, essential ingredients ,
o of family 11fe. (p. 3) . : v

emerged the idea o‘f setting up The Vanier Institute of
") ) ' .
the Famlly Whlch was' to , “ _ S 1 :

’

- seek to develop and maintaln an overall
view of the total situation affectmg
the family in Canada and remain avail-

"able to intervene 4s issues are raised, : .
studied and acted -upon, while avoiding S e

. ‘/duplicat'ion. (Doyle, 1964, p. 15% o

While rﬁuoh_wes left to be done with: regerd to ,the
-actual 'course whioh The 4Va_nile‘r Institute would _follow, ' : '}/
" the’ Con}erence wes suooeesful J.n pr.oducing "momentuxh, k
Lo inspiration éhd sonie 'basicfmeterials .in order to ‘de~ |

'velop a program rooted in the realltles and concerns of

_ Ganad:.an fam:.lies" (Doyle, pP. 158)

i The Canad:Lan Conference on’ the Fam:.ly, : by br1ng1ng

- together a. group of Canad:.ans from many d1fferent occu-—

‘.

~pations and faiths, brought - to the forefront the need

for strengthenlng the fama.ly structure. This was tfo be'

. """ done not onIy by prov.'l.ding adequate social serv:.ces but"
also by promotlng the splrn.tual and moral values of fam-*

‘1ly life. The- latter was 17ter to become an J.mportant L,

o goal of the Catholic educators of Newfoundland as they
: ) .,‘ - . S ‘ ‘ o \ . k L I

Iﬁl

Out of this worthwhile‘ conference there also . o
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‘set about the task of develop:l.ng fa.m:Lly 1J.fe educatlon

'nJ.zed that the most :unmedlate need was - "to aséemble all
. of the present knowledge of Canadla.n fa{n:.lies and at

.the same time to d:.scover the: pomts on wh1ch 1nforma—

tJ.on was lacking"” (Thomson, 1964, P. x111) An asso— o \\ .

-'provz.ded a’ valuable source of reference on the family.

. Canadian family:

R tries. Our weather creates distinctive prob-

programs for their schools

. IL. The Publ:.catlon of the First Canadian . e
Textbook on‘ the Fa.m:.ly ’ . -

In the early stages of the preparations for the o

. ‘
v )

fi‘rst Canadian Conference on the Famlly, it was recog—
.’/"

N

7

ciate professor of soc1ology at the Unlver31ty of Montrea'l,
br. Frederi’ck Elkin, was invited to do thi's research‘
4

The flndings of Dr ElkJ.n were published in 1964 in

a book ent:.tled The F‘am:.ly in Canada. Dr. Elkln ‘s book

. K} .
This book-also served to point out the uniqueness of the

" ‘Canada also has its un:Lque problems and char- . - C ,
acterlstlcs. We have a lower proport:Lon of . - 1
wives working for pay and a lower divorce. ) '
rate .than most western-industrialized coun-

-lems of seasonal employment and limits the
areas of settlemént for retlred people.‘, Our
mosaic of ethnic groups has no direct coun-
' terpart anywhere in the world. Our history
links us especially with "the cultures .of |
England and France and our geography to the .
culture of the United States: -We have above
all a French .Canada with its unique histor-
,ical development for 400 years. And all this
‘has its effect on the institutions, value

' systems and sentimental identifications which ‘

" have been 1ncorporated iniao our way of thought
and life, (p. 176) . ‘

l .

~r




e R

N

In a statement on the: changes in family roles and

¢
v

relatlonshlps, Dr Elkln- says:
‘our tradltlonal image of family continuity,
stability, and .integration—-which was, of
_ course, never completely true~-is a por-
trait of the past. The- generatlons today~~-
the grandparental, parental, and child or -
adolescent--are, in their activities and
manner of thought, quite far apart. Not
~that they are necessarlly in confllct, but
" understanding another generation is not as
 simple a phenomenon as it was once thought
“ o be. The relationship betvweén spouses,
~ 'likevise, with .the husband and wife fre-
‘quently having different backgrounds ;and
.. the' vife possibly having a work m111eu of A n
" her own., .can involve a great dlsparlty. ' .
- (pp. 135—136) : : )

~

-

' He goes on to say that A

7’ ’ B Y
o adolescents and children in school, who
‘ sometimes find. that their parents are .of
- limited help, more freely express their
feelings towards them and, frequently, if
they can manage, go their own way. The

parents: in turn behave more freely, and’ L e
: - with fewerfdutlful obl:.gat:l.ons, “to theixr . R
o "own relatlves and aging parents. (p. 136)

| In the conclud::.ng statement of h:.s book Dr. Elkln

-~
y -

says :

Recogruz:n.ng the cruc:.al role of the famlly
-for each of us in the society as a whole,

HE we can- safely predict that the interest in a
- questhns of the family will remain hJ.gh '
(p. 176)

Dr.. Elkin's book was widely used and by i97l had .
" had its ninth‘printi«nq. ) in less‘tﬁan'ter‘l years after
v )
thé publlcatlon of this book, it was apparent that S e

Dr. Elk:.n's predlct:l.on of contlnued publlc 1nterest in

o

T o U M U
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writes:

,authorltles- A
/ ‘"

fanily issues had - indeed -come true. ,S\ch'lesinger. (1972)

Although there is a role for parents  , .
and the church in educating the young for’

-+ . .family living, we suggest that the need

- £or appreciation of ‘home life is so press-
' J.ng in our society that courses in family

life education should be an important part “ =

~of every child's learning.-” To insure that ,
the vast majority of young people are - -
. reached by such a program. it must be car- -
. ried out by the organizatiol best suited '
" to do this. The organizatlon in our: SOC.‘L-
.ety which reaches the largest number of
- children and their’ parents is the public
" 'school system. It is, therefore, suggested;'
_~ that such courses be part of our public .
o school curriculum. In this way the largest
" number of young people will be reached.

- (p. 142)
Wh:.le Schles:.nger makes a plea for famJ.ly llfe edu-—'

catlon programs in the school, he also po.'Lnts out that -

~

such programs have already been endorsed by many publlc '/

t N

@

Jdt is apparent that our soc.lety has
much to gain from the development of educa~
tional programs that will contribute posi-
tively to the ‘task of preparing the nation's
young people to become socially -responsible~-
.and responsive--participants in the inter-
"personal relationships of adulthood and family
. life. - Recognizing this, many educational and
- medical groups; incliuding. some of the most
prestigious professional organi zations have
endorsed the- concept of professlonally pre~ -
‘pared and implemented family life and sex edu~
. 'cation curriculums., Support also comes, from
' religious groups, fraternal organ:uzat:l.ons, e
governmental agencies, and parent-teacher o
aSSOciatlons. v (P 142) ' . =

. Dr. Elk:Ln 8 book was jUBt the begmning of a series

_of’ publlcations and posit:l.ve action 1n the field of .




~

' "'the field of family life educat:Lon

fam:.ly stud;.es and family life educat1on. Déiseach
'(1977) ‘in‘a 1975—76 aurvey of family life: educatlon in -

‘. Canada found that faley 1J.fe educatlon

i

'has been widely adopted by school dJ.st.rJ.cts-
at. least one-fifth of all operating dis-

' tricts in Canada‘profess to have some. kind-

of FILE program. , . , that studerits appre-
ciate the course, and that parents are. gen-
. erally support:.ve of the program (p. 32)

' The Catholic educators of Newfoundland were among

those ‘who responded to. the need for positlve actJ.on in

i11. - The Establ:.shment of The Vanier
. Instltute of the Family

In 1965 The Vanier Institpte of- the Fam;Lly was.

, establ:l.shed w.1th one essential purpose ‘in mJ.nd. : "to

strengthen famlly llfe in Canada and to help fam111es .

adapt to our rapidly changJ.ng soc:.ety" (Schleémger,

1972, p. 11). The Institute cons:Lders the fam:Lly to
' i : e . ot
" : . .
)l:e. | a d}{nam1e and.chahglng anetltutlon and .re,eogn:Lzee \
the interdependencé of the individual, the family and

 society™’ (‘Schleeinger, p. 11). The Vanier Institute

-

carries out J.t? work by o : N
gathering information akout the fanily, - by
stimulating research into aspécts of the
family of which little is known, and by in- ~
forming Canadians of those things that “tend.
to strengthen the family and improve the -
‘quality of family life. (Schles:.nger, P. 11) ce

) Only two years after its establa.shment, the Insti-

. T

-2, tute 1n1tiated a fama.ly life educatlon survey to classify

4 . -

e
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media (Schles:.nger, p.,ll) .. A few years after this

' survey, the Institute organ:.zed a national consulta—v

"ily life education in Canad:.an schools.

’e )

1”

~
N
wn

family lJ.fe education programs offered by educational

instltutlons, VOluntary brganizat:.ons and the' mass

3

Ve

'_ tion on. family life educatlon. ,This consultation w111

be reported later J.n the’ chapter. There is. no ‘doubt -
that the sett:.ng up of The Vanier 'Inst'itute‘cf the

Family paved /the way for serious consideration of fam—— -

-
1

. !

IV. The Second, Vatican Counc1l

“While The Vanier Institute of the Family was being

established in Canada, an even more s:.gnificant event ‘

s

. was takind place in Rome, the effects of which were to

be- felt ‘around the Christian world for many years to

follow. By 1965 the Second Vatican Council, opened by R

Pope John XXIII on October 11, 1962 was in full swing

and people throughou% the Christian world were earnestly
fo ing its proceedings. ‘

Vatican ITI, as the’ Councn came to be known, marked' -

"’ the beginnmg of. a ne_w positive p,er:_.od in the history of -

)

Caﬁholizcism; 'I'he Council opened the dooxs to future

planning in various fields :anlud:l.ng education. Two

E documents 1ssued by Vatican 1 wh:l.ch were to leave thelr

impact on Catholic education were the "Declaration on -

oon

',Chr:l.stian Education, " Gravissimum educationis, dated

f ‘o ! ~

e 4 it e 4 whas o i s ey e Som

‘v
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: ;October‘28 1965, and the "Pastoral Constitutlon on the

-

, Church J.n the Modern World," Gauda.um et Spes, dated ,

'December 7, 1965. (Vatican Counc::l II, The Concil:.ar

' and Post Conciliar Documents, 1975) _' A .

In the "Declaratlon on Chr:.stlan Educatlon," ‘the

Counc11 fathers wrote: SR

True edhcatlon is directed towards the for—

mation of the human person in-view of his :~
-final end and the good of that society to. -
which he belongs and in the duties of which
he’ w:Lll, as an adult, have a share'

Due welght belng glven to the _ ad— \ AR
vances in psyehological pedagogical and . -
intellectual sciences, children and young |
people should be helped to dewvelop harmo-
niously their physical, moral and intel-
lectual qualities, - They should be, trained
to acquire gradually a more perfect sense
of respon51b111ty in the’ propex develop~
ment of their own lives by constant effort
and in the pursuit of liberty, overcoming
robetacles with unwavering courage -and per=-

1. severance. As they grow older they should '

- receive a positive and prudent education in- .
matters relating “to sex. (p. 727) T A

The Declaration gave to’ Cathdl:.c educators the - e '

church’e approval of sex education in the schools. 'i'his‘.

e .
led not only to a more active 1ntereBt in sex/educatlon,

"but also to’. the whole’ area of family life edﬁcation.

- The goals of. Chr:n.-stian eduoatJ.on as spelled out J.n the‘

’

Declaration were -soon to become embodied in the programs

The "Pastoral Constitutlon on . the Church in the :

Modern World" devotes an entire ohapter to "The Djtgnlty

of Marriage and the Family. In the eection_onv

v N A

W

- i%
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P "Marriace and the Family in the Modern World," the

- Counc:Ll fathers wrote' :

i -

: . The Well-being of the 1nd1v:|.dual per-‘
son and' of both human and Christian society

'is closely bound up with the healthy state. o A

of conjugal and family life., (p. 949)
:In the sect:.on on "'Fost{ering Marriage and the Fam:.;l.y.

A-Duty for All - there is further emphas:.s on the impor—-

. tance of the family > B
The famJ.ly 'is the place where'differ-
. ‘ ent generations ¢ome together and help one L .
* . . —-another to grow wiger and harmonize the = - S
’ ‘rights of individuals with other demands :
. S of social life; as such it constltutes the: -
P - . 'basis of. soca.ety EVeryone, therefore, who .
: ‘ exercises ‘an influence in the community and
in social groups should devote himself ef- -
fectively to the welfare of marriage and the

, family. . (p, 956). ..

'A ThJ..B document pomts up the need. for those who exer- .

-.ci“se an 1nf1uence in soc1ety, and thJ.S, of course, :Ln—
"'cludes educators, to work toward the well—being of the '

o vfamily. The programs in fam:.ly life education :Lndicate
PN , / . 2.
-".a pos:l.tive response to this dlrective. I

V. The Royal Commission on

a e Education and Youth .

On December 11, 1964 by a spec:n.al Order—1n—Counc11, :

(

| the Newfoundland Government appomted the Royal Comnuss::.on '

on Education and Youth to exami.ne all aspects of education

1n Newfoundland. ' Among the aspects of education to come ‘

4

' under the Comm:.ss:n.on 8 study was sex educat:l.on. 'I'he f:l.rst

L

e on .-.nsﬂkmlfﬁ"('wg?f;‘ﬁ;'ﬁmf i
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. ,1n4'Newfoundland schools. A

' and Labrador,

o volume of. ‘the Conmf:l.ssmn 's. ;ceport, issued in 1967

-contalns ‘theix. findlngs w:.th regard to sex educat:Lonf

The Commi\sglon‘ outlines a.

. ,twoﬁold' purpose of Sex education and also the manner

s

:Ln"whi'eh it should 'be Ppresented: - ; S

« The purpose of sex education is two-~-.
fold: . first, to provide biological infor- "
matlon, and second, to develop appropriate "
" social attitudes and’ ideals’ of human rela-.
tionships and family life. ' The knowledge
that is' imparted should ‘be presented in a
manner that would help both ‘in' the moulding
of these ideals and in the building of .

.character. (Vol. One, p. 172) ' »

In a Supplementary Brlef presented to the Comm1s-

smn by ‘the Roman Cathollc Haerarchy of Newfoundland

"the BJ.ShOPS gave the:.r support for sex

vl ,.'eduCatJ.on in th‘é schools and clearly ‘pointed out the

" context in wh:Lch they mshed to see it taught.

P that #ex education can best be integrated.

o into a unified pattern of Christian edu-~ .. - -
cation and not treated as a part:l.cular ; !
branch of knowledge,
'fabric of life. '

Ay

Follow-

ing are some of the B.'LShOpS , comments-u. o “-.,J
. S Ce

. ' The main - responsibillty for sex edu- .

. cation lies with the family. It is the . .
Christian home .that provides the perfect

. setting for imparting sex instru&tion.
['For it is hére, under the patient, intel-
ligent, and sympathetic teaching of par-. :
‘ents, that children may develop that .
‘'wholesome reverence and respect for.their:
bodies as gifts of God's creative power. . -
It is in' the home, too, that the young . -
can best be instructed in’ those moral '
attitudes and principles which are indis-
pensable for ordered growth- in sexual
maturity. Finally, it is in the home

as one :EJ.bre in the
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© Because parents are somet:l.mes regret- Lo
tably 111—equ1pped in 'knowledge and/or’ der-_ ;
elict Jln their responsibil:.ty to impart -
adequate sex education to their chJ.ldre.n, R
. the .school must meet theé deficiency. . . . =
.\:Lt is imperative that it be given in a moral ‘ _ :
e milieu; taught by qualified teachers who . oL T
’ : apprecl.ate the sacredness and dignity of sex - c
. in its relation to either the married or sin-
-gle state. . . . it-is of paramount' importance.
that the necessary instruction be given in
the general context of Christian’ formatlon,
‘preferably as part of the sSchool's rel:.gious
educatlon programme. (p. 13) .

' -After hear;mg the brlefs presented on sex education, o

o “the COmm:Lssmn concluded that "the schools must accept

v [

' some res.ponm.bll:.ty for l-thls lmportanf: aspect of
ducatlon" (Conm113310n Report, Vol One, p. 173) "'.‘The_.,.

R port states that, in the opinion of the Ccmmission, g
the school can provide the necessary bio-
loglcal knowledge. It can also-help in pro~ o
"moting ideals through a variety of courses : L
and exper:l.ences—-rellglous educatlon, indi~ /
Avidual guidance . and .counselling, physical / ST
\and health education, -and social studies. 7

(Vol one, p. 173) "~ ! =

“ . S

The Report further outllnes the steps to be taken inY ' W
introduc:n.ng sex education Anto the schools. AR S

‘The flrst step in the :Lntroduction of
sex education should be the appointment’ of o L e
. a committee by the Department of Education : . - - R
to discuss- the objectives of the programme e -1
© and the content to be included. .The com- — Y e in
" mittee should be representative of the De- .. =~ . : R
partments of ‘Education and Health, the . i N
teaching 'profession, the medical proféssion, R
the nursing p'rofesszon, and the churches. . '
After guidelines have been developed, the
committee should select a small number of | o ,
schools for experimentation. Qualified =~ - . = | B o
teachers should be provided and local com- - ' L
- mittees appointed, .Teachers- and the local’ X .
_committees, which would include medical™ T v
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. Bishops of Newfoundland and Labrador prov:.ded Cathol:.c - / s

a 'f.ainily.life education program--a broad ’}érogrexn '.nhiclg

‘. presents Christian sexuality as one dimension of family - -

. Marriage Reconcillation. The aim of this project\ was-

. to determine: . S IR
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~ personnel, \should involve parents in the -
detailed planning of the course and fully
v dinform- them of the content to be included. &

(Vol One, P- 173) , SN L L

The recommendations of the Comm:.ssmn and the en—.

dorsement of sex education f‘or schools by the. Cathol:l.cj

educators with added ,impetus to develop in the:l.r. schools ‘

[N

vI. The Newfoundland Pamu Law Study

On September 19, 1967, the Newfoundland Mlnister

of Justice, by the authority of an Order—-:l.n-Council

appo:n.nted a Family Law Study +to research and propose B ]

reforms of . /family law in. Newfoundland. One of the L o J
. A Lo

pro;ects of this study was . entitled Education for . ' : ‘ '

Family Lﬁlng, Marriage and Family Counselling and

(I) whether there was a need of education
for family 11ving. e s . If 80,

2) the type of organization and program
.. that night most effectively" ful£ill o
that need. (Gushue and Day, July . "
‘1968, P..2) L
It was the recommendation of the Study that\ educa-
tion for fa.mily l:iving be a function of a province—w:.de
organization known as the Newfoundland Fam:n.ly Guidance

Association, supportéd,by the public and staffed by
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-professional peréonnel. . The scope of ‘the'activ:l'."ty w~o‘uld~

be. planned by a committee sim:n.lar to the one proposed hy . o

v e
. o L.

. ‘the Royal Commiss:xon on Educatlon and Youth.

~

‘ment of Education, alded and adv1sed by the hssomation.

the proqram would be made ava:.lable through schools, ‘ ) ,‘ .

colleges an“c’i selected media.

Also,

(Gushue, Day and Committee

of Faculty, Dalhousie Law School, «1973, pp. 454~ 457)

This pro— ;/ Sl

gram vmuld come under the adm:Lmstration of the Depart-‘ ] ' '; v } y

Accord:l.ng to the Study, educatlon for fam:.ly liVlng

. N - . R . . - Lo
‘ waa tobe . ' N S T e
v Y : largely but not . exclus:wely premar:ital activ- s
. “ity, organized by the Association and . carried R
‘on in and by schools, unlversitn.ea, churches,
, - Young. people"s groups, etc. This would not be
__Xe€ restricted to sex educat:Lon. o .

N The prmafy{ responsibillty for sex educatmon ’, ol
should rest upon-parents. Where schools must  —~ ' ¢
ing sex education, it. should not be taught only

from a_ purely biological viewpoint, but also:

W

. within the atmosphere of the moral custims and T
P .. o beliefs of the Judaeo~Christian culture, 'which’ '
- .. Séem to meet best the personal and social needs . ,43§

Teachers: should be properly qualified and text )

books carefully:selected. The presence of nomi- S

nees of the ain religious bodies on advisory I S

boards -. . . cmf[&\e sure. that text books meet " ’ C
~ with the general approval\of the churches-.

“(Gushue-. et al, 1973, P 454)\

necessarily ‘substi tute for the parents in teack~- . - AR B

.irvolved. - B R S

i

A further recommendation of the Studmthat—uemerial%’#—,

Umversity should consn.der the increase in demands for - e

"instructors to: teach Education for :E‘amily- Living programs"

A

(Gushue et- a1, 1973, P- 457). o L e

|
i

.

/
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* . This study'represehtsvthe attempt of another au-

thoritativelbody:in Neﬁfouﬁdland to impress upop edu-

) vorce in Canada.

"Newfoundlahd'heardrits first'divorce‘suits;

s

“Newfoundland.

Along with these variations came new stresses.'

cators the need for some "form-of family life educatlon
o ,

An the schools of the province. - .

The Proclamation of the

o . VIL.
Canadian Divorce Act

'On’July 2, 1968, 'the Canadian Divorce Act-was

proclalmed, broadeninqicon31derably the grounds for dl-

Jurlsdlctlon 1n drvorce proceedlngs
g o ]
1n1t1ated 1n’Newfoundland was transferred from a Com—

mlttee of the Canadlan Senate to the- Supreme Court of
In November 1968 the Supreme Court of 4
(Gushue
et al, 1973, p. 459 :
.w-, ThlS ;ew act was to have'an impact on many
Newfoundland youth«as their parentsrnom found 1t eas~ ";‘ S
ier to drssolve thelr marrlages or make fuﬂdamental .

. e - s P

changes 1n the structure of Ehelr marrlages. The'old

1mage of father, mother, 51ster, and brother all w1th1n
- \ Y g

the same household began. to take on hew varlatlons.

Mothers ©

"

WEIe belng forced out 1nt the work force,‘leav1ng ch11-

@

,fathers, "

g B,

dren in the care of relatives or strangers

[ 2

~left wrthout the serv;c%s of a w1fe, found themsélves

-

playlng a dual role of father/mother,,and chlldren found

themselves havlng to- relate to two sets of parents-—father

o .
‘ . ' - N

A “‘\’
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and stepmother and mother and stepfather;; fhe-above were

only 7a .few of the many- new 51tuatlons which vast numbers’

‘of Newfoundland famllles began to experlence as a result.

. "

of the more llberal P ov151ons of the Canadlan Divorce Tov

'.'Act. | -

-

- a possible answer.

.of chastlty in such/a way that true llberty may preva11
'“over licence and the norms of the moral 1aw be fully

'safeguarded“ (p 22). "h 3 Lo .‘ﬂ ,j' t ) R

.to devote themselves ”to safeguardzng the hollness of,

- -

For the Cathollc famlly, thlS new act posed the be—

f

ginning of a- very great challenge ln thelr 11ves-—that s

A

of trying to malntain the Chrlstlan 1deal of love and

- 1

marrlage vin the mldst of a rapldly changlng soc1al order.

As a résult, the Cathollc famlly turned to their church

armd school for help., Famlly llfe educatlon seemed to’ be a

3

/. . . : . ‘, s e

* VIII. Pope Paul VI s Encycllcal S o
) Humanae Vitae - = . ¢

/

On July 25 1968, Hls Hollness Pope Paul VI 1ssued

°

an encyclical r'On Human Llfe," Humanae Vltae (The Regu—

Tlatlon of Birth, 1970), whlch empha51zes the dignity of

"marrlage and the 1mportance of a Chrlstlan relatlonsh1p

between marrled love and responsible parenthood.

n this encyclical His Holiness appeals to educa—

\

tors to "create an atmosphere favourable to the growth '

* The Holy Father also makes an appeal to hls blshops

b
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- 1968. 1In this statement, the Bishops make the follow1ng

comments: f' L
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. " - : 4 v v B R ‘ ‘ . . s
marriage; the better to guide married life to its full
‘human’and Christian perfection“ (p. 28), explaining I

Il t

-that this mission "calls for concerted pastoral action

(\/ ’

- in all the fields of human actLVity, economic, cultural

! , N o
and social” (p 28) . He further states that S : :

if 51mu1taneous progress is made in all these ' S
fields, then the intimate life of parents and ’
children in the family will be rendered not ..

. - only more tolerable, but easier and more joy-

" ful. . And life together in human society will ~ - .

- be enriched with fraternal charity and made '
~ ., more stable with true peace when God's design
which he conceived for the world lS faithfully
followed. (p.,28)

o

In response to the Pope s encyclical, the Canadian o

Catholic Conferenoe issued a "Statement of Canadian » e

Bishops ‘on the Encyclical Humanae Vitae,“ September 27,

.
| -
- The whole world is conscious of the grow-
ing préoccupation with the social impact of all '
men's thoughts, words angd actions.‘ Sexuality -

" in all its aspects is obv1ously ‘an area of the

/ ~ greatest human and social ‘impact. :The norms .

- and. values which govern this so vital'human ' h I
eoncern merit the attention and cooperation of :
all. . . . . )

T Educators, too, are to be commended for
N ‘their growing attention to the question. Every-
- where the-problem of sex education and family ‘

life is being\studied. And this education is - ,
~happily being\ﬁgepened by scientific research . . .
and diffused thdough the creative use of mass ~ ‘- :

media. Nothing less than this mobilizatipn of .~

., all human forces 'will suffice to meet the chal~
lenge of divisive and destructive forces which
begin deep in the willful selfishness ‘of man
and inhibit the. true expression:of his lqve. .We

\glggge'burselves to the, pastoral priority of en~

couraging and promoting these . programs. whenever
-and wherever possible. (PP. 7-8)
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Shortly after thls statement, the Blshops "entrusted

«

their theology commission to prepare studies on famlly

e AR T R N T

llfe-ln Canadaf (The Monltor, September 1969, p. 31. A
Special Fémily-éommittee was set’ up_to'condqct stuﬁy ses- .
_sions. 'As'a/result of these sessions, positieh papers

were issued.. One of*the messages contained in these posi-
‘:, ' tlon papers is that "the Commlttee supportS'sex and fam-
11y life educatlon 1n the ‘schools. ,It~stresses certain

condltlons; foremost among the conditipns'is the,prepei-~'

\atlon of teachers" (The Monitor, September 1969, P- 3) e

ks St

.'ﬂThe Special Famlly Commlttee recommended that

. every diocese in the'country-busy ;tself , -
with the promotion of family life and the

search for practical solutions to.such .
-critical family and social problems as o : : v..vj

T
SRSAR

S e

~: sex education, preparation for marriage - C B I

, L ‘courses, teacher training, involvement of PEET o)
' young couples in community life, housing, ‘ -
> salaries, and birth regulation. (The . . - : : A
Monltor, September 1969 P- 3) o ' - ‘, - o ®

-

The encycllcal Humanae Vltae, ‘the- Statement from the
! 4

Canadlan Blshops, and the establlshment of the Spec1al i o .

Famlly Commlttee of the Canadlan Cathollc Cdnference,"

p01nted up the needs to whlch family 11fe educators were ‘
1

expected to.address themselves. -The Special Famlly Com-

)

mittee elsoAprovided encouragement and support to the ef- . \f'
: . - o | . : . .

i

nfertspof educators:ih developihg family ;ife programs; T

r_ . - ~ L p “-- \ | - .. . . ‘)i' B j ,

" IX. The National Consultation '

. , ~ - on Pamily Life Education’

\ |
Toward the end of the 51xt1es, famlly life edu-' B A

catlon became the focuS‘of natlonal attentmon. On
: e . -
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) September 7-10, 1969, the National'ConsuLtation on
Famiiy Life Education, organized'by The Vanier Insti-

.....

'tute of the Family, -was held at Banff Alberta At—.

tendlng this conSultatlon were_"famlly life educators,?

practitioners, administrators, pollcy makers, so¢iol- ,\'

¥

SN

ogists, - soc1al workers, psychologlsts, home ecconomists,

e N T

theologlans and representatlves of the medla"' (A Kalel-

S doscope Report of a Natlonal Consultatloﬂ on Famlly»Llfe
Lo L, /
o " Educatlon, June 1970, p. i). )
A . _
o s ':, As is p01nted out in the report of ‘the proceedlngs,
.- )

s, NP L G e e
.
~
3

the Consultatlon had - ' : L

' no object as"such, other than the hope that
“there mlght be created sufficient consensus
o . . for action in' certain areas; and sufficient .
e ‘lack of consensus to. 1nsp1re continued .. *
~ searching and explorxng in the embryonlc
field of family life. educatlon. (p.~1)

[ T s
A
*
*

-

However, the "1mmed1ate expectancy was to examlne and clar-

2 A oy TSRS T ST T

‘1fy basic deflnltlons of Famlly Life Educatlon - what is
it? Where is it needed,,why 1s it needed? for whom, ‘by
,  whom? how should it be done?" (p"') ‘”’. Vo , i

A follow—up questionnalre which was sent to partlcl-

PO —

pants at the Banff Consultatlon revealed the follow1ng ’

i - p01nts of agreement- N B A
i N
L o ~n.(a)' need for famlly life educatlon percelved
. T .as an’'on~going process: from birth to

N - death as each.phase of life presents its’
. ' own' speclficity, A

(b) need for a fluid definltion of family ¢

_ ) : life education based. on universal needs . L

oy oL . for. the establishment and maintenance of &~ e
: : Co - » -sound human relatlonshlps, o S

4 A
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’&pr in the 8chool system, need for an inclu-
- sive approach in.the general “curriculum
instead of a specialized approach Wlth
-‘speCLfic curriculum- P
(d) - need for the definition -of values-on"
v« family life education programs, without '
: imposition. of ‘one's own, . .

: (e) aneed to give more thought - to “the role of
- : the "specialist" in family life educatlon

s and to the classroom teacher;

(£) . need'to involve parents in the design and
' implementation of school programs. (A -
Kaleidoscope Report of -a National Consul-

-. tation on Family ‘Life Education, pp. 38~ 39)

\

. Thus, the Consultation brought to 1lght many new needs 1n'

PRI

v.famlly 11fe education and broadened the scope of the field )

considerably.- .
X. Amendment to the Criminal Code of Canada

' Permitting the Sale of Contraceptives and the
Legal Dissemination of B;rth Control Information

Flnally, 1n 1969 another sxgnificant force emerged
i .
in Canada in the form of an amendment to. the Criminal

Code permittingithe sale ofAcontraceptives and the legal -

v,

/ dissemination of.'birth,con“trolvinformation.. " This amend-

"o

‘ment also permitted the Federal Government to become

involved in the f1e1d of family planning.- Shortly there-

after, in 1970 the Government announced a federal pro-

'ﬁ'gram of publlc 1nformation, training, and research in
~,family planning. In January 1972 the Department of

"National Health ‘and Welfare created a Fam;ly Planning

‘Division %o be respon81ble for the federal program, nThe .

2,
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aim.of ‘the program is "to ‘enable thosefaanadians who . 7 "

s ‘TWiSh}to do sp to-reqgulate theirfertiliﬁr in accordance

'with their own individual choices in‘the;matter" (Report

v

.. of Provincial Family Planning and Sex Education Confer- .

v

/ ' . b

ence, Ma}\ll 12, 1973, p.,8)
» While such a move by the - Canadian Government may
have been 1auded by some groups, it presented a new chal-

\

.~ lenge for Caggolic clergy and, educators who now felt a

need ‘to- carefully rethlnk and restate the meanlng of life .

't a _ . in terms of Catholic values and contemporary’ social con-

s '"ditlons.‘ They realized that for Cathollc youth to' appre—i, y
| ]”ff clate the Church's stand 'on contraceptives, there is a
]<..a~. . i;/' ‘need to dolmore than in51st on the moral evils of the
'& ’ 1pract1ces. As Thomas (1956) points out, "they must not
o only make clear the premises upon which their teaching B | {-'

is based, but they must.make expllcit the implicit prem- /fﬁ

'ises from which are derived the objectionable practices"

Cp. 3400, e
'/,;,,__ﬂw——~———“——;——'Whilerclergy and educators wrestled w1th ways of ) ‘ ‘
.solv1ng the new problems, Cathollc youth, provmded wrth
4‘easy access to contraceptives_and birth control‘infor-
mation{ found.themselves‘contronted_for the first.time )

‘withia3societal goal which-they had not been taught to - ,

‘accept For that reason the need for a p031tive family
‘ A

life program which would realistlcally clarify Cathollc

-, -

'ﬁfamily goals became most apparent.’ i S,
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" forts by the Catholic church and other organizations to ¥

.. . B ~ R L " —,'. . ' " P o v N
.-’ ./ 'CHAPTER IV - T
. s ! R "!. , . . v | ‘ ) N I . W .
L "FORCES,‘ WHICH EMERGED IN THE SEVENTIES .
‘ ' . P . o .
. ’ C - ~
The seventies was a time of positive action in the
7development of family life education in Newfoundland' ',

'stress upon educators the importance of family life edu-:

P cation in the school

. development of sex information programs in- indiVidual

fCatholic schools in Newfoundland,

‘1‘heducation program for elementary students, how this en-

how all this eventually stirred the interest of the

‘Catholic Education Committee for Newfoundland.
Tl

of Conscience," the setting up of the PrQVlnc1al Catholic. -
, ‘ L7 o

Catholic schools.’ It was also a time of continued<ef-

The beginning part of this chapter Wlll examine the _

the attempt by da

v ‘

/Catholic school in Corner Brook to develop a formal sex-:'

A . R

.thuSiastic group of educators sparked the 1ocal school

board's interest in a family 1ife education program, and’’

This partl }“
of the chapter Wlll also examine ‘the report of ‘the 1973 |
Prov1ncial Family Planning and Sex Education Conference.:

i The second part of the chapter w1ll examine the state-y i
ment of the Canadian Catholic Conference on the "Formation v

\‘ e .‘ ,
‘ e 390
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. Family Life Committee, the efforts of Catholic school

. ;. boards to develop’family life education programs for L
' - E . N
K : ) their schools, the se&ting up of a Family Life Insti- ST

ntute for Newfoundland teachers, and The Congress on C |

The Christian Family-—'Its Rofe and Potentials,' held ' h'..; " o

5 in St John S, Newfoundland, in 1979 n

: : . ~ :

§ , :

;3 : I. Provision of Sex Information . ‘

g . in Catholic Schools. - o : o « '
{% ‘For many years sex information~yas provided to stu-

i  dents. in Catholic schools in Newfoundland-through the - - g 3

P religiousleducation‘program"of the schools." The infor-
mation was imparted very inrormally, usually at the ini~
tiation‘of the studenﬁs'during'a discussion period. In - ! '[

the late SlxtleB and early seventiesV however, as the

need for sex education of a more formal type was ex-

pressed by many.segments of society, Catholic educators
i/

began to take a more positive approach to- this aspect of -

' . / - . [ . )
) e o education. : . e : ‘ o
Lt - e . . ' . . - ) o o :,‘,
During this period, several Catholic schools in the

v . ”if" prov1nce began to develop more formalized programs of a

sex 1nformation nature than had been the case previously. R

tegcme dan T NS, .- .
N E . e

- Two such programs were developed in St. John's. One of
s
these programs was developed at St. Pius X Boys School,

- ) K

for Grades VII and VIII students, and ‘was Pnder the direc-

tion of‘Brother Gordon Buckingham. The other such program

.was developed at St. Bonaventure s School for Grade VI, ;’. o

z

et

boys, and was under the direction of Mr. James McGettigan. - . f
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.Both the St. Pius X and the St. Bonaventure programs

c recelved the approval ‘of parents, and in the case of the

st. Bonaventure-program, parent.couples'were invited“toh_
' the school “to partlclpate in the presentatlons. IAlong ’
thh the 1mpart1ng of sex 1nfqrmatlon, emphasis was also
placed on Christian valuesisuch as charity and-chastity.
These programs then provided sex information but‘within a
Chrietian context (Inter?iew with Mr. James~McGettigan,
May 16 ‘1990)3 The»euccess‘of these'programs'encouraged
; Catholxc educators to conSLder developlng a broader pro—.

gram in line with the current famlly llfe educatlon

-
\ v

programs. A

II. Pilot Program in Sex Education’
. < ' St. Gerard's Elementary School
. L Corner»Brook Newfoundland e
~ ’ J o - -
b Whlle sex znformatxon programs exlsted in Newfoundland

schools, perhaps the flrst most formallzed attempt to de—"

’ -

" velop a sex educatlon program in Catholic schools can be

attributed to a small group of educators 1n Corner Brook,
Q-' ‘ .
Newfoundland.

‘ Durlng the school year 1970-1971, the Diocesan Dlrec—/

tor of Catechetics~for the‘Catholic DlOCEBEva St. George S,

ReuerendAJOSepﬁ\A. Gaéh, together. with a small committee

. of rellgious educatlon teachers and school pr1nc1pals, de-

' veloped and lmplemented a pllot program in sex educatlon ’

at the St Gerard's Elementary School in Corner Brook

- ‘ i ‘ LR \,
. 4 T ' .
... a R B P N

S

y G,
AR R T
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a series of fllms and materials whlch they deemed sultable,

- for Grade VI students.' They then prepared a carefully se-.

' to teach the program. One was a claséroom.teacher‘at

'_the commi ttee invited Grade VI students and their parents
* to attend ‘the program whlch was conducted through evenlng '

.'SeBSlonS. The committee,felt it ;mportant to seek the ap-

. program met with the enthu51ast1c support of parents rlght . /t

* from the start.

‘7step for the - comm}ttee was toe develop a fprm of in-serv1cel

' this way, teachers Were init;ated into the~program and at

rfthe same tlme encouraged to become crltlcs as Well.: (Inter-

42

a ! N * ’ ! o=

This commlttee was composed of the follow1ng people.

o Slster M. Eugenlo Carroll, Sisters of Mercy = - ' -
Sister Ruth O O'Reilly, Presentation Sisters ‘
Brother F. F. Brennan, Principal of Reglna Hrgh«
* Mr. James Moore,”?r1nc1pal of Regina Junior High

' . ’ [

Tha first“task of the'committee was to put together‘

quenced program of instruction.’ Two teachers'volunteered
. , R . . .

St. Gerard's Elementary, Ms. Tinda Schmidt, and the other

Was a member of the commlttee, Mr. James Moore.'

As soon as the organlzatlonal detalls were flnallzed,

proval and involvement of parents so that open communica-'
9 . ’ - ' .

tion could'be developed‘Between parents and.child., The

Hav1ng recelved the approval of the parents, the next
trainlng for other teachers w;thln the diocese. ThlS was«f*', _ ,
done by 1nv1t1ng elementary teachers to v151t St Gerard's

Elementary to observe and criticlze the presentatlons. In.

v1eﬁ/;1th Reverend Joseph A. Gash May 5, 1980) ";Q, b
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<cessfu1 a small group of parents approached the
:Superintendent of the Roman Catholic School Board for
nHumber-St. Barbe,‘Brother A. F. Brennaﬁ)*and requested,
" a continuation of the program.. Howeyer, becaose of a S 4:3
'“unable to respond p051t1ve1y to the parents’ reﬁuest_ o K

‘The Board, however, did not disregard the wishes of the .

~ broad family 11fe educat;en program, taklng into ac-ol- ,.

"connt'the aspects of sex educatlon. ,

o Brother A, F. Brennan, invited two consultants from the .

o TOronto Separate Sehool Boardlto VISlt Corner Brook for N ' “"

aux Choix, and St. Alban S. All primary and elementary

43"

'Becadse the sex education program had been so suc-.’

iack of'perEanel to monitor the program, the,Board was

(Interv1ew w;th Brother A F Brennan, May 1, l§80)

parents and shortly thereafter dec;ded*to develop a

‘ IIT. Family Life Education Program of the )
S . Roman Catholic School 'Board for o -
._Humber-St. Barbe L : T

In the fall of 1972, ‘the Superintendent of the )

Roman Catholic School Board for Humber—St. Barbe,

the purpose of .conducting', stud)g days for teachers. 3 .Tne S ' ¥
,pnrpoae of the étudy,daya nas to familiarize teachers . D
withftne famiiy lire program estting in the Toronto;

%§Ch9°l§/:tbe importanoe of family life education,nand. ' o
vnoﬁ.such a program oould be implemented iniﬁeﬁfoundiand; ‘

kY

The two consultants, Messrs. Bob O'Neil and "

Ron Delesky, conducted study days at Corner Brook Port,

.
o

b4
1
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& o \
‘teachérs of religious education_frgm'schools in the

surroundi§§ areas attended these study.sessions. The

teachers %ere shown guldellnes, mlmeographed auxlllary

a

‘ materrals, and fllms used by the’ Toronto Board

After the visit of the two consultants, Brother.

.

Brennan: requested the. Board‘s religious education con-

o

"sultant,islster Elizabeth Foley, to set up a. famlly
- life educatlon program for Grades I-VI, as part of the

Boargd' s rellglous educatlon program. L \

‘

During the school year, Slster Foley held meetlngs.

.w1th ‘parents and conducted workshops with teachers, flrst

-

at Corner Brook sch0015vthen at-Schools 0ut51de Corner . ,

N . 1

Emphasrs was placed on developlng posrtlve atti-*

. tudes of parents and teachers toward famlly 11fe educatlon.;

' Also, the teachers were shown varaous famrly life educa-

. tlon programs, 1nc1ud1ng one entltled Becoming a Person, . '/

:‘which was later used by Cathollc schools ln the prov1nce.,

\a e

The teachers, however eventually opted to use the program ‘

_of the Toronto Separate School Board ,.u o A

)

Also- durlng the - year Sister Foley prepared what was

consrdered as a "first draft",of the famlly life. program

"booklets, adaptrng the materials of the Toronto Separate

'

So by the’ end of the year the Humber—

.2

‘"St fBarbe School Board had lald the groundwork for a fam-‘f

‘7'

. )

‘students. ‘ .~'3“ N o o .
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of Newfoundland and Labrador organlzed ‘a Prov1ncia1 Fam—
. ’11y Planning and Sex Educatlon Conferque.' One of the "
“purposes of the Conference was "to open discusslon of *
' 1oca1 problems, methods of reaching those who are 1n need,~ o
::communication, education of public oplnion, 1ntroductlon.' SETNCEE S

'7of family life education 1nto the schools, teacher

"trainlng, etc.“ (Report t*p. 1).

' Voo :;Png“the recommendations coming out of the COnfer—h 3?
L ) ' L . . ' >
, ence gere the following: R ’ - S e

f
e

T R all lévels of schooling. Sex educa-

/
/ 1
, ) . X o
et - v et et ‘. g s pwn"'ﬂt‘”'{”"q "MJ‘.‘%‘*““T“‘N .‘ R
e e S e X S " k
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. “IV. Provincial Family Planning 5 ' - o ‘

and Sex Education Conference

A

On May 11 12 1973, the Family Planning Assoclatlon '

.8 o

-

3

TIN Family life education should be made . ;°
available. to all people. !

-2. Famlly 11fe educatlon, 1ncluding the ‘

' emotional aspects of sexuality as . SR : -
_ 'well as the physical effects, should . s

. be. integrated into the curriculum at L S !

tion should be considered part of a’ o B
. ‘broader program dealing with many - ' :
S sides of family life, wi,th special ' -
emphasis on human relationships. 3
o 3. The Department of Education should » _ T P
move rapidly to construct a flexible . o o S
family 'life education program which: R E
- would start!at Kindergarten and con-“j e oo A
tinue ‘through to Grade XI . Lo ' |

o
&

b 4. Such a program should be co—educational.' o ";ﬂ-E: }.,i L,

5. Plannipg_and implementation of . family : R

' ,life education at the local level = - ] . R
should ‘be done in: full consultation SRR SR |
with both parents and students. ST o

@ ;,;6. a11 birth control information should
' be made available to students as part - . o
of the family 1ife proqram e T
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7.. Sex educatlon should not be dlvorced
/ o from a profound. examlnatlon of sex .
role- stereotypes. -

8. Reg10na1 famlly life counselllng,
services should be established.
" They would - include trained resource " :'- *
people in several disciplines, e. g. C o
' -~ doctors, nurses, social workers, = } o,
_parents, ¢lergy and law enforcement © ‘
personnel. The teacher im the local ' L
: . .areas would act as co-ordinator of - h ) .
- ' this team in providing family life. = _*© : <
+  education programs to the -schools.

9. A program in family. life and sex ' % u

: education should be implemented ‘at : R

: p Memorial Un1vers1ty and credits T

' should be. given for such a course. o

Famlly planning courses should be a . S

-compulsory part of teacher tralnlng,;. S

- para-medical and medical training, e

social service and social welfare .. ~ - © ,

. training. T o oL
. C e

[

3

10.: - Famlly 11fe educatlon should be . s R
. -+ - brought to.the communlty through. c . T
workshops and seminars where educa- o ' -
tors and -parents can dlscuSS human
_ sexuallty.- S ST
13. The Family Plannlng Association -
.should encourage co-operation among
various service organizations in-
volved in family life education
throughout the Prov1nce._

3

°

14. At the. communlty 1evel 1t is deszr— N A ‘
" ' ous to'invite the. local clergy, T S
‘teachers and othetr” community lead- L .
‘ . ers to co-operate, in -providing fam~ o ' C
© 11y life educatlon-and family plan— o
' . ning services. . - L o
16. The Famlly Planning Assoc1atlon o T LU B
should séek out the "Family Law . ' I :
Study Report for. Newfoundland o oo
(1969-70)" and study its. recommen- . ‘
"dations regardlng fanuly lrfe . o
educatlon. _ 8 ' ' : A

-

a b e . ) ; L. St
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“/Phe television and radio media should
o e used to bring family llfe and sex -
; educatlon to the home.

"32.

17.

The Prov1nc1a1 and Federal Governments
should be asked to help fund regional

, family life conferences.‘ (Report,

<. pp. 92-95) "

3
L’b

‘These recommendatlons not only stressed the need
Efor famlly 11fe educatlon through‘a varlety of means,‘
///,,/
1nclud1ng the school, but also, as ihdlcated in
Recommendation 3, stressed the urgency. of prov1d1ng

such education at all levels in the.school.

./ ' . . "'- o

" V. The Séttlng up of a Family Llﬁe
'Education ‘Committee for the Roman T
Cathollc School Board for St. John' s

In the" sprlng of 1973 Archblshop P J. Sklnner of

A

St John 8. requested the Roman Cathollc School Board

i

for Sst. John's to set up a famlly 11fe educatlon pro—
°gram for schools under its jurlsdlctlon.:

Durlng the summer the Board's rellglous educatlon

consultant, Sister Brzgid Molloy, was asked to v131t

RN -

.-return to St, John s,

. the,Settlng'up of this eommrttee, Sister BrigldAmade'the..7‘

//}’,,St-fﬂohn's College, Collegev111e, Mlnnesota, in connec—

"tion w;th the settlng up of a family . llfe educatlon pro- St

gram for schools under the St. John's Board. On her

Slster Brlgld suggested the set—
ting up of a committee(to 1ook at existlng famlly llfe

'educétlon programs. In the guldellnes she prepared for

T s

s
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sugg.estion‘that the committee should "consist of:
L , - : Parents, -Teachers, Hrgh School Students, o '
R R S as well as representatlves of the follow~
: . . ing disciplines: 'Theology, Rsychology, .
: S Meddicine,—Edu Nursing, and R
[ - o L Sociology. (Files of the Roman Cathollc

' S . ScMﬂ‘FﬁSh—Joh\ s),

Accordlng to. Slster Brigid, the ‘duties of ‘the com~

I LA S TR

mittee Here to’ be as follows- ' r

o o a) give advice to the Consultants re~
[ o garding the program,
to present the program to parents,
, teachers and the local community in’
a positive and accurate way. (Files
of the Roman Catholic School Board
for St. John's) o ST

-2
\
»

B e e i WS PTR T s
;s .
—
~

Committee ° ‘members would conduct a ser:Les of evenlng '
meet.mgs w1th the pastor and parents of each par:.sh. o

addltlon, mmemg—WS also to . be

given. This was to consist of a mult:l.-unit course- g:wen !

Q

< . to small groups of teachers twice. a week after school

» hours .

o "\ Two schools were to be selected for thlS pJ.lot i

Lt TRt L R

.pro:]ect»-—St. Joseph's Elementary, an urban school and

!

St. Francis of Assls:l. 1n Outer Cove, a- rural school 'The

teachers J.n "these two' schools would then be expected to

L i sy

4 assist :Ln the :Ln-servn.cing ~of the Board's teachers.
(F:I.les of the Roman Cathol:Lc School Board for St. John '8)

- ) - The fam1ly 11fe educat:.on program ‘was to have ‘three

’ - \
’ ma:Ln purposes- , C -

‘31_) to develop emotionally stable children
and adolescents who feel sufflciently

ey /.

’
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. secure and adequate to make dec:l.sions L '

: o g as to. their conduct without being car—

; - ' :r:ied away by their emotions. o .

¥ ks

£ - .
4 : o -2) +to provide sound knowledge not only of g . !
fo T ~ . . the physical aspects of sex behaviour, N
i " . . but also its psychological and socio- o

i + logical aspects, so that sexual experi-

L ence will be "viewed as 'a part .of the
- : " total personality of the individual- \and'

L .3} to develop attitudes and - standards which "
i3 . T - will ensure that young people and 'adults

' o will determine their. sexual and other
"- conduct—by considering its long-raiige, :

- .. effects on their own personal development,- e

. - the highest good of other individuals and e
- the welfare of society as a,whole. (Files:
.of the Roman Catholic School Board for
- St. John's) ‘

G

N n ' " . The next step was the formng of. a committee. 'I‘his- :

¥

e Ty SRR VR, TR N
»

' committee became known as the Fam:l.ly Life Instructlonal
"'Comm:l.ttee and consmted of ‘the fo_llow:.ng members:

Rev. James Hickey . ) L

¢

Archdiocese of St. John 8

"Rev. Gerald Whitty | . o o | 4 ST
. . 8t. Joseph's Par:l.s/h , I ‘ I K
° st. John's : . SO

:D'r. ‘ Paullhe Scevior, . :
‘ A - ' Department of Health S T
(, o P o o St- Johnl ‘ ) ' , “ - ) ‘ i - . ) o

‘Dr. R Walley : R - _
. _St..Clare's Mercy Hosp:.tal ‘ : oo s L
‘-, St. John's ) ‘ N S
Dr.. Leroy Klas o b
ducational Psychology Department L e
RN - ‘Memorial University, of Newfoundland c ' S 'i};
¢ o - . St- JOhn'S o . ) il

'Mrs. Cecilia Tracey (Parent) N ) SR
,Basilica Parish ~ e Coe
- 8t. John' ’ o R R . :

Communications Dlrector S e ’ AR
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’ Mrs. Betty McNiven (Parent) : - h o .
Holy Rosary Parish . . S , o ' T
Portugal Cove ' S SR e 7
Mrs. Doris Jam:l.eson (Parent) : o
- 8t. Joseph's Parish- o o A
>  St. John's ST .- ‘ S
N ' . . . B Lo . - 5
Mrs. Alice aaddigan ‘(Parent) i
© St. Francis of Asus:. ParJ.sh N
. ‘Outer Cove . | . - l ‘. -
Mrs. Hazel Power (Parent) S . ;
"8t. Francis of Assisi Par:.sh B . o ’
Outer Cove ‘ . , , . Cot ' o ) T
o SJ.ster ‘Margaret McCarthy ' ' T -, .
i Home Economics Division - - ) ' : ‘
~. Holy Heart of Mary Regional ngh School ' : o
.. -St. John's, - ‘ . , . " e
o Mrs Geraldlne Roe . : ) -
Vo . Director of Curriéulum’ ' R LA
L Roman Cathol:.c School. Board for St. John's .~ . o
4 Mrs "Alice Connolly ‘
v Special Education Consultant .
Roman Cathollc School Board for :St. John'
SJ.ster Bngld Molloy L A R } R
Religious Education Consultant’ . S
+ Roman” Catholic School Board for St.lJohn' T .
Brother F. G. Hepd:Ltch 4 : ‘ _ Lot TR A
‘Principal ' - ‘ I AR
Holy Cross Elementary School : ) I - ’
St. John's " , . .
' Sister. Regina VJ.ckers ) EIR L
“Principal = 4 T T ;
. Presentation Elementary School . W e
S St John' o N T ' Ll
_Sister Helen Haral.ng e o o u '
Pr:.nc:l.pal o s Lo
St. Joseph's Elementary School : S T
C St Joseph's .© - : . o R
. Mr M:l.chael Ryan ‘ ’
.  Principal =/ - ' ! .
St. Francis of Ass:.s::. School B .
Outer Cove - S :
. o ' 7 .
: " , 1 P '
’ e 0
"/
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" the: schools within the 'St John' a Archd:.ocese.

L The ser.les was bullt around f:l.ve themea.

.51

. Mr, John Dawson -
Assistant Principal .
St. Pius X Boys' School :
St. John' ’ g

!.V_lr. James McGettigan‘ ‘

_ Assistant Principal - : o

St. John Bosco School T : : -

St. John's. ’ '

(Files of Roman Catholic School Board for St ‘John' 8)

A\

Thls— com1ttee éﬂas made up of people from various

flelds of J.nterest, and represented both male and female,,

urban and rural, profe551ona1 and non—profess:.onal, and

relig:Lous and lay pomts of v:.ew, L . - :
1! ’

7
In the fall of 1973 the Comm:.ttee began the task of

lookn.ng at exiatlng fam:.ly life programs, reviewang them

carefully from theolog:.cal, moral, and pedagogical pon.nts

-of vz.ew, to determme how they mJ.ght meet the needs of

They even- ‘

: tually made the: dec:.aion to adopt the Becoming_a Perhon
- program, publlshed by the Benz:.ger Division of the Glencoe
'Publ:.shlng Company, Incorporated, of Enc:rno, Calaforn:.a.

| ,The cOmmittee felt that this program would be preferable

‘ to a program integrated W.'Lth ‘the Caﬁad:.an Catechz.sm such\

as the one prepared by the Bumber—St Barbe Board..

(Inter_—, :
view w:x.th Mr, James McGettigan, Aprn.l 10 1980) . S

The Becoming a Person program conslsted of a’ parent

handbook a. teacher 8 manual aﬁd text, and a student text

The Fa_mj,ly,

Understand;.ng Yourself, AMaturJ.ty,_ RelatJ.ng to ‘Othere, and .-

L.
]

-
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‘Val'ues._ The author of the program was Father Walter
I!nbiorskl, DJ.rector of the Cana Conference of the Arch-

dJ.ocese of Chlcago. Fahher Imblorski had been in the.

. forefront of the Cana, Chr:_Lstian Family ,and Chrlstlan‘

Guidance Movements for many years, and was also a well- N

known lecturer on ‘family life. He was on, the adv:Lsory
II

board of the Fa.mily LJ.fe Department of the U. S, Catholic'

' Conference, ‘and had helped to set up Family Life Depart-

ments and Chr:n.stian Fam1ly Movement groups in ‘over forty
dioceses ‘in the UnJ.ted States. (Files of the Roman

Catholic School Board for St. John s) .
The Fam:l.ly L:Lfe Instructional Comm:.ttee did an in—

Sus

‘depth study of the Becoming a Person program and- inv:.ted_

. professxonals such as theologians ’ chJ.J.d psychologlsts,

and’ med:._cal doctors, to ass:.st them in thelr own’ J.n— .

© . service 'training. This in—-serv:.cing was conducted during

weekends at St. Br:.de 8 College, thtledale, and cons:.sted'

of lectures and discussions pre51ded over by the invited

L guests. (_Interview with Mr. James McGettigan, Apr,:Ll 10,

1980) ~

Thus by the end of 1973 the Roman Cathollc School

" Board for St.. John's had establn.shed a Famly Life In-

f‘structional Committee, dec:.ded on a family 11fe educat:.on

program, and compleEed the :Ln—servica.ng of the Qomm:l.ttee '

.“me.mbers. These actn.vities laid the groundwork for fam:.ly

) life education in schools under the st. John's Board.

,
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VIi. Development of the Catholic - ' ‘
;- Family ‘Life Program.of the o
' . Catholic Education Committee

‘While' the members of the St. John’.'s ‘Committee were

AR R TR

l'prepari'ng their program, -another development\in family
life educatlon was taklng place on the west coast of -

- the ' prov:ane, at the request "of :the Catholic Educatlon

Comnuttee .

‘In the fall of 1973 the Cathol:.c Educatlon Cormm.ttee
' ‘requested §1ster Ellzabeth Foley of the Roman Cathollc
| School Board for Humber-St. Barbe, _ to establ:.sh a comm:.t— )
' tee for a fam1ly lJ.fe program to assess the feas:.blllty
.' " of the proposal put forth in the Supplementary Brlef to

i the Royal Comm:.ssron on Educatlo and Youth, that
. oo ’ . ’ ., /‘

it is of paramount lmport ce-.that the nec-
-essary instruction be given in the general
context of Christian formatlon, preferably
as part of ‘the school's réliglous education .
programme. (p. 13) A S -

o ' .
The. commn.ttee wag. also to

L ‘ . study ex:.sting Family L::.fe Programmes devel-'

8, , oped by Catholic School Boards across the E
country, and to produce a programme at the . K
Primary, Elementary and Junior High levels - ‘
that will .prove useful and.practical to the} !

" i e = . catholic, Boards of .the Province. (Letter

b ‘ L . - - The first task of the committee was to prepare in-~

/¢ ' . . to Parents; Parent Booklet, Catholic Educa- '
T ’ »tJ.on Commn.ttee Family Life Programme) [,

' struct:.onal mater:.als. A teacher resource booklet and

" a. parent booklet for Grades I, I-I, and III were pre-.

.

pared. The teacher was to use the resource booklet in

g 2
et

L

‘::’f_
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conjunncti:on with the Canadian Ca.techism,‘”sin'c‘e,_' as the ’
committee pointed out, "many of the concepts inc'luded

in the -programine are already found in the Canadian' ‘

Catech:.sm" (Parent Booklet, Catholic Educa;fon Commxt-

tee FamJ.ly Life Programme, p. 4). Thjy/férther pointed

out that "the. Famlly Life Programme_p aces these con--

cepts in a developmental eequ'ence, expanding where nec-;

" essary and integrating "additional family life concepts ..

where gaps exist"' (Parent Bo'oklet,?Ca‘.tholic Education '

Commrttee Family L:Lfe Progranune, p. 4)

: The comm;ttee wished to make 1t‘ clear that their
fa.mily 1ife program was not merely a sex educatJ.on pro—
gram but a comprehensive program which would include

w»
aspects of sex education. Thus, in a. statement on the

»

' Fam:.ly Life Curriculum. contalned m the Grades I I, "

and 11T booklets, the committee makes the follow:l.ng

comments. o : . ‘
. : 7

: The term "Fam:.ly Life Education" im-

' plies a much broader scope than “Sex.Edu-

" ¢ cation.”  To teach "Sex Education" and
‘have it understood and accepted in its
proper perspective, it must be viewed in
the total context of Family Life Education.
(p. 2) : o L .

The comm:l.ttee 8 main concern was w1th the "devei—

o

"

‘,'opment of attitudes which are heal,thy, open and Chris—

“

" tian. Factual informat:.on ia irnportant in thia process.

‘ ‘,but only as a part of it and not as the focus of the

'programme" (Grade I Booklet, Cathol:.c Education Comit-

tee Family L:.fe Programme, p 2). 'rhe program is .
. : s

N\
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. : o 1 . . i ! '
"'g'eared to the deVeloping‘child, suited to his /level of

: phys:.cal, psychologmal, soc:Lal and splrltual rlnaturity“

. aims of this programme.are as follows:

(Grade I Booklet p. 2). ‘ 5 ot

- I

The pPrimary programme (Grades I—III) concentrates

on the areas of Fam:Ll}j, Growth and- RelatJ.Fnsh:Lps. The

"« a.. To give the child an understanding of
the nature and purpose of the family

"and of his place in the fam:.ly, and .

an understanding of how we grow. :

" b. To view human reproduct;lon in the con-— .
: text of the family and to recognlze ‘
his own self-worth and that of other )
.persons.’ .

‘¢, .To. foster mutual love and consi&eration e
. within the family and to assist the’
cchild in developing good relationships
. with other persons. (Grade I 'Booklet,
P- 2) . 2 '
f

. One very ,1mportant feature of thls famlly llfe pro-

-

gram is that of parent 1nvolvement. The comm:.ttee a

'stressed the fact that "parents are the prime educators'

of thelr ch:.ldren" (Grade I Booklet, P 4), The pro-'

gram is set up in such a way that the classroom teacher

"acts @s an a1de to the chlld's famlly voe -entr_usted '

w;th “the responsn.bihty of supplementing, theteachin_gs_’

'.:‘and school educat:.on, the comm:.ttee suggested a number' '

._(GradeIBooklet, p. 4). ' ," ’ o ’ ’ \

f the parents and enriching the pupll' soclai life"

l

To ensure the most effect:we and harmomous hom‘e i

of parex/x’t—teacher meet:l.ngs.

These meet;.ng_s would be

. . . ) B '
B T T AR AT R A A T
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»

held at different times during the year w:.th parents

of children at different levels--pr:.mary or elementary.
The objectives of the meetings would be:

- l ' To provide parents with accurate and -
up—to-date informat:.on concerning the !
programme. ' » '

.2, To help parents increase their facilr‘
. ity and ease in speaking about human
- sexuality to their children.

-

' By the end of the school 'year bo/kélets had been
prepared for Grades I to VI‘ -(Intervn.ew w:Lth Sister

'I‘hus, w::.th the pro-

gram booklets’prepared Jthe major part of the work J.n-=-..~ '
K A

volved in develop:.ng the. family liﬁe program for the
primary and- elementary grades was now completed
" VII. Statement on the Formation' Lo e

. of -Conscience Issued by the - et
Canadian Catholic Conference o : :

'. While Cathol:.c school boardB :Ln Newfoundland were

busy develop:rng family life educat:.on programa for their

schools, they were to. receive further impetus for thea.rw

™~
efforts :Ln a statement :Lssued by the Catholic Bishops

. of Canada, as a. follow-up in their 1nterpretation ofl

Humanae Vitae.

. ;', .

. On December 1 1973, the Canad:Lan Catholic Confer-:'..' :

ence iseued a "Statement on the Formation .of Conscience, ‘ ]

e, .

'3.. To acguaint pareﬁts with the aims-and o . %

. objectives of the programme and to en- o
- list. the.cooperation of the home and- . - .. =~ "~
5 school.-_ (Grade I Booklet, P, 4) ’ S e

.o
o Lo 1%
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which prgv:.des certain pastoral guidelines meant pnma— e
_rily for Catholics. However-, the Blshops also’ J.nv1te |
the attention of "all people of good will J.nterested in

preserv1ng the best elements of our . c1v111 zation and-- - f

culture" (P 2) ___In_the_sect:.on—on——Prob%ems—of—our—“—‘_""—

PRV B

<

e ey T A T e L epimiaa ey wrn b n g

Times, " the BlBhOpS discuss the con.fus:.on in the world

'and make the follow1ng comments- . o _ A K .
It 19 rare that changes take place
S in the world without influencing the . .. ‘ 3
a "+ ' Church or that changes take place in the o oo ;|
“ . Church without Influencing the world. : o '
During this period of confusion, -popular - -/ ' . AR
'mqrality has been shaken to the ground .= ) o . N
roots. ° There is'a general attitude that ~ 1 * = : . %
"I can do pretty much anything which . * . = . :
doesn't: hurt somebody else'..--A permls-‘- S R
siveness sweeps bur society. Practices
. which would previously have béen repudia-~
ted as absolutely unacceptable. are becom~
1ng the general rule of cOnduct.. A

Another factor is the w1despread .propa-
' ganda which makes all aspects of .family
S ‘planning and sexval permlssweness a matter °
ey " of ‘private concern and individualistic -
}‘ .ethics. . . -The idea has been abroad: that
- . "everybod .‘LS doing it" and that if evexy-
© body is doing it, it must be acceptable. Fi-

“_’ e

i,

~ nally, the econonic and political conditions - ' * ° oo
- of our sofiety are tending to bring down our S ‘
moral.senge. .. . . All of these and other = . .

" factors have tended to bring about a reversal -
of trad:L ional morality or, at the least, .
.great’ qu stioning of moral values. (pp. 5-6)

R 'I'hese comments point up the concern of the Cathol:Lc
Bishops of Canada about’ the permissn.ve attltude prevaJ.\l- |
wt B :Lng in’ our soc:l.ety. The Statement also \provides "Guides N
| for Christian Conscience, a8 follows., S . R B .‘ Tt
| ‘an act of conscience is‘an mdiv:l.dual thing E o
but.must be based upon certain accepted prJ.n-. '

- ciples; and positions. It becomes, therefore,_ A"
1 . .
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. the duty of the individual to acquire the = ‘

' necessary-information and alttivtude in - S N B
‘order to make the right deci sion _— S .

, Certaln human cond:l.tlons undoubtedly S ,
aid in the balanced performance which one ' A 1
requires from a Christian. Sound emotional ;o e ]
stability, a cultivation of self-knowvledge ‘ ' L

~tpe —m s

ez I . and clear objettive Judgement, even edu- o S
' ’ cation itself. . . . The assistance of’ ‘ ’
sound communal attitudes and of cultural L
_ and social influences . .. . arxe sound human - = - .- R
. .contributions, to the acquisition of knowk- - B ) g EAE
Ry . _.edge and, above all, of proper att:.tude. T e
- RO 12 9-10) ‘ S : -

s o B

i
b
i
i

The Bishops further state that the above condltlons
PR . . !
. for the format:.on of consc:.ence and the:Lr appllcatxon to'j o

v

everyday living are only a small part of what is needed

L Theypo:mtoutthat 6& S

er g ™ | WY

for the man who has made hlS act of
N ) faith, the’ prime. factor in the formation
‘ S of his conscience and in his moral judge— .
4. ment is to be found in  the existence .and T v 5
‘ the xrole of Christ in his life. . . . oo N
R the presence of Christ - in his .life is all- , ' e
- 'pervasive and all-embracing. ' all the ' . _
. othex aspects of - .conscience formation are P
( K based on: thls one and stem. from it. '.'. e

e o e o Sy AR AR S, ARG ¥ G TP A TR g
5 L. N

Wlth th:.s in mmd the man of“falth T o

draws his inspiration from the.Scripture. =~ - . SV

. + . inwhich he finds revealed not only - Co

the designs of the Father ... . but are- - o
. fined seriés of "ideals, precepts and.exam— .
. ples .given. to us by the- -same Lord Jesus. S ’
) (Po 10) 7 « S f- Lo

B

A ) The Bishops explain that the 1deals, precepts, "and ,

examples of Jesus are commun:.cated to nen not only
? Y

‘ through the Sor:.pture but also :I.n the Sp:l.rxt of Jesus

wh:.ch is revealed to the people t.hrough .the pr:.ests who
r W - R

compose the ’Church's magisterium, or teaching body

' (pp. 10-11) 'I'h:n.s statement by the Canad:.an Blshops

gl - ¢
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gave to Catholic educators certain guidelines to follow

v o

in preparlng theJ.r family lx.fe education pfograms.

',.-o R SR .;--;"". I -
VIII.- The Orientationof Parents in. - s '
> {\Family 'Life Education-at Schools _ L
Under the St John * s Board o .o

In the spr:.ng of 1974 the Fam:rly Life Instruct:.onal
Com:nittee of the Roman Catholic School Board for St. John s

started a program of orientation J.n fam11y lyfe at two

' schools se.lected for., the pilot progect‘v-St. Josap}{'s and

L
. the.re was too much informat:.on on reproduction.

-

st’.

Francis of Ass:.si.

‘The orientation -wWas conducted dur—' '
ing evening sess:.ons. |
| Cormuttee members visited each sohool and expla:.ned-

- to parents the concept of fa:nily l:l.fe. Speakers from the

Comm:Lttee addressed the parents and following the addresses,j :

small groups of parents were formed <A committee member

o was assigned to ea%roup to discuss With.parents the con-— "f

tents of the fama.ly 11.fe texts.

f

| Parents inqu:.red ebout such th:n.ngs as competency of
teachers to teach fam:.ly life educatio;, whether classroom
teachers or apec:.aliste would do, the instructz.ng , OC whether
Once a11
theJ.r questlons were answered, and parents realized that‘% ‘_

_the proqram had been Banctioned by the Church/,, they tended

‘ to react favourably toward the prOgram.

-

-At the end o:E the even:.ng, the groups vere brought to— .
gether for .a comb:l.ned group meeting. ‘

. of the even:.nq were- : "What do jou- think o.f family: 1ife :

A .~I~ €. ) o
b . e - s A . - \,

- .

The final quest:l.ons G

i

cme
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o . . ,
'i! - . - - i - . . . ' .
s . .. education? Do you wish to-See this program in‘the . -
‘j~4 : schools?" . The response to- these questions was ‘in. a11
.o S Ty
f ’zcases unanihously p051t1ve. (Interv1ew with Mr. James R
- ‘-:McGett:Lgan, Apr:Ll 10, 1980) o (O
,:%/ : One .of. the ground rules for educators 1n developing
.{ ' 1 \
':?, family life education programs in Catholic schools was—
t',':‘ -~ ' ) \.

L

that they first seek parental acceptance for: such pro-
s grams. Consequently, this 1n1t1a1 favourable response .
. of barents at St Joseph's and St. Francis of ASSlSl was

most encouraging to committee members and board members

B e el i, W K
= TSy
3 PRI
; -
h
4

asawell. It gave them the approval they requlred to pro-
,ﬁ :.ceed with the family lite education program. SRR
. . . R 'y - /’,_" ) N - o ‘
.‘_I‘ ’ Appointment by ‘the Catholic i
. T Education. Committee ofa .

_ Provinc1a1 Catholic Family Life Committee _ B
. - ' i 3 T Sl

VPR _.In the’ fall of 1974 the Catholic Education cOmmittee

’ -»f app01nted a family 11fe committee for the prov1nce. vThis-

committee 'was known asqﬁhe ProVincial Catholic Family Life
Committee'and was chaired by Sister Ellzabeth Foley. Other
.'}i'_,l members were as follows.'g ' "~ . e ‘
. . : /o, oL K .
.- .. .. . .sister Madeleine LeClerc S D
g e 211 Religious- Education Consultant C
P AT Roman Catholic School Board for Humber—St Barbe
. 4 - S . . L
‘ Ty Ms"Joanne Chafe’ v T T
. .. Réligious Education COnsultant L S
T Roman Catholic School Board for St. John'
SR L o r o : ',",
LT Lo > Leo Lew1s : . K
R Religious Education Consultant .
; T ;. Roman Catholic School Board for Exploits—white,Bay
L e sister Tarc1sius ‘Power | - .. ‘;,f‘l -ﬁf”i R
Lot Religious Educatich Consultant , o ‘ e
e T Roman Catholic Sohool Board for Bay St..George j'_},"}5
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'Committee had completed the primary program (Grades I—III)

"program for Grades IV—VI. Each board was invited to pilot

i Education Committee of any needed reVisions of the program.
' \

- It was pointed out that only after reVisions would the

program be made available ‘to . school boards on a Wider‘baSis. 2-: ;' i

‘:«School boards were informed that the religious education ‘

"‘selecting the p?
;: auperintendent=ﬁ’

- They were also informed that a meeting With parents was to o

;?Precede the introduction of the course. ,:5ff-W;'j S -
. . . “4". ra{’ N "_,""

61

Father Jd. KeVin McKenna, Communications Officer for the .
. ' ;?«' . ~ .
“Catholic Education Committee, acted as”resource person
for the Committee. - T n‘~¢ L v . _; A o
> ’ v te .

During the year ‘this committee reVised the booklets

prepared by the Humber—St. Barbe Family Life Education
Committee, incorporating content from the booklets of the

Toronto Separate School Board Family Life Program and the

Waterloo Family Life Program. By the end of the year the_'

booklets for piloting in the schools in- September 1975.--
4 )

(Interview w1th Sister Elizabeth Foley, April 14, 1980)

s

In May 1975 ‘the’ Catholic Education Cdmmittee adVised
all Catholic school boards that the program for Grades I-. {p.. o E

III had been prepared and that work was continuing on. the

the program in one or two schools in September 1975. They
were also advised that at the end of the school year the

o~

piloting—teachers would be inyited to advise'the Catholic,.

consﬁltants/supervisors were to be given responsibility for:”

’y LN

‘~ting schoolﬁ; after consultation with the

[}

S participating principalsrand teachers. - ,:'

Joe
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§ . -"J; At the same trme ‘the. Catholic Education COmmittee o
.g ) | 1nvited school boards to conslder assisting one or, more - :
g " teachers to attend.family—life'courses on the'Mainland : Lok
i, ',‘ ' . N " ‘. i ~
i . prior to 1976-77. ‘These teachers would then be expected FERI |
o7 toiserve as spec1a1 adv;sers to other teachers and to ;
A i —-./ ‘help.theArellgious educatlon consultants/supervisors in .
j ;A prov1ding in-serv1ce workshops for teachers who were to
V%‘ , : ;f ' become 1nvolved in the family 11fe program.,ﬁ ;
7. ) ' ’ ‘ I
4 Together w1th the above 1nstructions, the Catholic Co , 3,”%“’§-
—f ."_ . i“,Education Committee also prov;ded each board'w1th a
‘-"Minimum Materials List"-—a llBt of books and films rec- o o0
~;‘f . S ;:;ommended for family 11fe edﬁcatlon. Each board was to '
'; ' ensure that these mawerials were available before begin- e e
; ning thé program. (Eiles of-the‘Catholic'Education
/E S T 'Comm:l_ttee) o S M y ‘_ ‘ '
i¥ o . . A
vf'g Thus, through the efforts of the Prov1ncia1 Catholic
Lk C 'fFamily Life Committee, by the spring of 1975 all Catholic L f}
s schooljﬁ&ards 1n Newfoundland were . in a position to pilot -
SR ) f[family 1ife education programs in. their schools ‘in the ,; ERRRER P4
follow1ng school year.
. ] . . uv' . _— b : I - . . . . .
| AR S Activities ‘of the Roman Catholic o T , A
© ..« - " school Board for St.,John' L T T
R ' since May 1975 . ¢ \/ | |
In May 1975 the Roman Catholic School Board for S ~:A”C
tj"‘j" L R St. John's advertised for a family 11fe eonsultant.
T? )"Mr Jamee McGettigan, a member of their original commlt-7“
o A 'tee on. family 11fe, was appointed to the pq;ition. -
¢ . e . I \ 2
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to make some longrrange plans w1th regard to ﬁaﬁily

'vserv1ces of a competent famlly llfe consultant. : ‘/f-

-of A551sl, where parentxln—serv101ng had already been

.teacher 1n-serv1cing and Pfesentatlon Elementary was '

‘procedure as had been set up for the. other two schools.
“1consu1tant and one or;. two members of the Commlttee.l lt“.
:.';at each school. Since that tlme approxlﬁately seven orf

-ffamlly llfe program. At present all primary and elemen—

<"a Person program.: On October 24 of that year, Mr.‘McGettlgan

o .

f~shortly after hlS app01ntment to the p081tlon,

Mr. McGettlgan went o St John's College, Collegev1lle,'
Mlnnesota, for tralnlng in famlly llféfeducation.
" In September 1975 the ‘st. John's Board was ready

life educatlon for its schools. The Board now had an K

. effectlve Family Llfe Instructlonal ‘Committee and the

o Mr‘ McGettlgan 8 flrst task was ﬁo select a number

of schools in which to pilot the family life program...1["f Y

Durlng the fall he selected St _Joseph's and St Francls ' ;ff:‘,-

(Y

done, and one other school, Presentatlon Elementary.. .

w

St. Joseph?s‘andlst Francls of A55151 were-ready for‘

ready to start parent ln—servicing, following the Same -

Teacher in—servicing was done by the famlly llfe

;consisted of full-day SESSlOHS plus follow—up se851ons Ajd{ 2

,i i

elght schools each year have been selected to 1lot thel’

ttary sohools under the ‘St John's Board have a famlly L

.

11fe program...' - r's,fiy- : ,{; ;4' ‘ e \‘

J

In 1977 ‘the publishers decided to revise the Becbming

W
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'fCanada,,Australia, and the United States. This board of

ML 'Young people need skills and knowledge '

was app01nted as the Canadian representative on a speCial

board of consultants representing Catholic dioceses in

-
consultants direeted the development of the new program,

‘ which came to ‘be known as the Benziger Family Life Program. |

‘(InterView with Mr. James McGettigan, May 22, 1980)

Shortly after hKis app01ntment to the spec1a1 board of

. consultants,.Mr. McGettigan set up a system whereby teach="

9

ers’ at each grade level could submit to him any changes ’

~they Wished to have made to the program and their reasons

,for the changes. A smaller group was later set up to'put

all the proposed changes together and submit them to . the

. /
publishers. (Interview with Sister Regina Vickers,

March 27 1980)

N L f :

., The BenZiger Family Life Program is designed to meet . )/H

the. follOWlng needs of youth

for family.living, bot now and for. when - R
( they become parents.

S 2. Young people need to understand ‘not only
.+ - their own physical, emotional and spirit- :
' .ual development, but also. the - development
of people around them..= . .

53.'\Young people need to cultivate a respect
C for all life, espeCiarly human life.

‘4,' Young people need to develop a Christian
‘ ‘:understanding and. reverence for sexuality.

- Young people need _to relate with others
‘ outside -the. family and thereby take their_

e - responSible Place in society. (BenZiger L . "(j;‘”

.+ Pamily Life Program Brochure; p. 1)

e
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‘ national Catholic guidelines for family life education, , o

. committees"” (Prfgram Brochure, P- 3).

. / !

P L e
- The above needs are/ met through five ba51c themes at each
grade level' Family Living, Personal Growth and Self—
understanding, Respect for‘Life, Christian Sexuality, and
Christian SOClal LlVlng. As each theme is presented, stu— o

dents are helped to form - specific Christlan values._ (Pro-

gram Brochure, p. 2) . f.“,’? L I
<" fThe new“program has three basic components atﬂeachf
grade level -"a student text, a teacher s manual, and a
family handbook As the program brochure points out, "all
these components work together to create a. special experi—:7
ence of Christian family living and to foster posztive ny

Christian attitudes" (p. 7) : The program also ”reflects

respect for life educat10n, and education in Christian [u e
sexuality, as outlined in Church teaching and by episcopal
VL

In,September 1978 the Benziger Family Life Program

was introduced 1nto the Grades I—VIII curriculum of the'

g following schools under ‘the St. John's Board- St. Paul's,

East Meadows, St. John's- St. Peter s, Newtown, Mount Pearl-

St. Agnes', Pouch Cove, Mary Queen of Peace, St.l hn'sp

: Mary Queen of the Worldﬂ St. John's-~St Ewmard’s,‘ etty. -

Harbour, and Roncalli, st. John's. All of these are’ co-’

' educational schools. (Interview w1th Mr. James McGettigan, o

) May zz, 1930)

Lo

Since that time, the revised program has been intro-

4

duced into a number ‘of . schools each year.- It is expected

o
@ .
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that eyentpally'all“primary-and elementary}schools will :
be'using the revised program, as teachers and pafenta,‘

i ’.'¢" L appear to -be quite satisfied w1th the results (Inter-

ew With Slster Regina Vickers, March 27, 1980) e
Xr. Activities of the,Proyincial’
: , . ~ Catholic Family Life Committee . :
b T Since September 1975 ' .o

.‘In September'19T§mthe Proyincial Catholic Family
Life Committee started wonk on their elementary program
(Grades I-VI). The booklets were ready for paloting in
the schools in September 1976. Once the elementary pro-~ o : N

gram booklets were completed, the Committee started work"'

" on a Junior high program (Grades VII-VIII) These book- '
lets were ready for piloting in'the schools 1n September

: 1978. While the booklets were being prepared meetings

o with parents-and teacher“workshops cohtinued so that by “7'
”‘the time the program was ready to ‘be implemented, all :
‘-schools had received the necessary orientation.. (Inter— - ‘7
hv1ew with Sister Elizabeth Foley, April 14, 1980)

The Catholic Education Commlttee program, known as o -

“bthe Catholic Family Life Program, is Stlll in, use by some,
. school boards in Newfoundland. However, because of pres-
v o _sure from teachers for a student text 2 teacher 8 manual,

' and a parent 8 manual, most boards have now adopted the

‘rnew Ben ger Family Life P;Agram for Grades Iv-vI, The

‘,Catholic Education Committee expects to extend the new pro-- b
g_gram to Grade VII within the near future. (Interview w1th

. "Mr Frank Kearsey, March 24, 1980)
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ily‘LierCommittee, all Catholic primary and elementary

‘a program in family life education for their students.

'TCommittee and ‘the Catholic school boards of Newfoundland

'"1ng on b

'tute for teachers. The response to Mr. McGettigan s re~
'empha5121ng the need for a Family Life Institute.

{Famlly Life Instructional Ccmmit;ee of "the St John s

' involve their boards 1n teacher training for family life ..
”‘education. Those involved in preparing the brief were: R ' u;
. br. Leroy Klas, Dr. Robert Walley, Dr. Kev1n Tracey,

".Rev. A. L LeGrow, and Mr. James McGettigan.‘ The brlef

— ; ““' R L S —— - _;,eraamammmﬁmsnﬁ%'
- ) . - ” ” T A

- . ’ ’ .4 - lL . ' » . ‘- .' . .'.
Through,the:efforts.of‘the\Provincial Catholic Fam-

"~

schools in Newfoundland are now in a p051t1on to’ provxde_

-

XIIX. The Organization of aF ly
Life Institute for Teache

In the late seventies, both the Catholic Educatlon

,;
became concerned about the need for -a training program
for teachers of famlly 1ife education programs.- Conse—
quently,iin the fall of l976 Mr. James McGettigan, act- .

half .of the St John's Roman Catholic Board and - RN

\/‘

the Catholic Education Committee, requested Memorial _”/

University of Newfoundland to set up a Famlly Life Instié - .

quest 1ndicated that the UniverSity would require a brief'

The brief was prepared jointly by members of the

[~ ” < o .
Roman Catholic School Board and representativea of- the . -
Catholic Education Committee and the Integrated Educa— o

tion Committee who, at this stage, had also declded to - ¢

/ . . .«4. -
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- was presented to Memorial UniverSity in- December 1976

‘7John McGoey, an author and famrly,life specialist, and

of Tofonto.' f

AT ; S : : ; A R,
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In April 1977 a reply was rece#ved from the* niversity
:indicating that it would not be possible to organize an'
institute for the follow1ng summer . due to insuffiCient
time for the necessary preparation.

" With Memorial UniverSity unable to organize the

Institute, the Board decided to take its request -to EE

St. Francis XaVier University in Antigonish, Nova Scotia.

.. 7 /

-.verSity might be dOing. "On May 9 Mr. McGettigan pre-‘
- sented St. Francis Xavier University with the reply fromf

-7'Memorial University and received their approval to set

/ ' T -

~up an\institute. j ! q‘ - 4"',:f'

HaVing obtained agreement from St FranCis Xavier

invited several prominent North American speakers to lec--‘

I

-ture at the.Institute. Among those invited were Reverend

L

,Dr Benjamin Schlesinger, .an author and teacher of family

~

life courses at the Schpol of Social Work of the University

- ‘. . . . '

N L Y]
‘

On May 14 Mr. McGettigan, through the auspices“of

'4it not be deemed competitive with anything Memorial Uni-.

_University to organize the Institute, Mr, McGettigan then

3

the Catholic Education Committee and the: Integrated Edu-‘

" cation Committee, began to prepare letters to be sent to

;b every school board in the prov1nce asking for names of

. ! A

. - . . A'..," . J/ . e

;This university agreed to conduct the Institute provided )
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: Life Institute.

;teachers who were 1nterested in attending the Familyh.

There were 310 applications received.

VBecause of the overwhelming response, a second letter

'was sent out to the'boards_advising them that the.In*

stitute could only accommodate teachers who were al-

o
v

ready teaohingwfamily life .and teachers who would. be .
teaching family life the follow1ng year.

A six-week 1nst1tute was organized consisting of
. \ Y r ©

a four—semester credit course in family life education,.

PN

A'which represented Level 1 of the St. Francis XaVier

Family Life Course., The Institute was conducted at

Holy Heart of Mary Regional High School 1n St. John’s,

4Wlth 176 teachers attendihg.

‘iRegional High School.»

During the summer of 1978 Mr/ McGettigan, on be—,

L

grated Education Committee, obtained permission from.

=] N

st. Francis XaVLer University to again organize a

/

'was set up with 90 applicants and 75 students actually

E attending. SRR “; I ' 'i f O

a . -

.

o In the meantime, in the spring of 1978, Memorial

UniverSity organizef a Level I Family Life Institute

‘which wasetaught at Holy Heart of Mary Regional ngh .

School, operating simultaneously w1th the ‘St. Francis

Xavier Institute (Interview With Mr. James McGettigan,‘

- . 5.

- i . Syl
T e e M AN S T T R R

e YT I

~ half of ‘the Catholic Education cOmmittee and the Inte—j

..

'Family Life Institute to be held at Holy Heart - of'Mary ‘

That summer a Level I1 1nst1tute‘
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May 13, 1980). A total of 38 students attended

)

-

~ ,'lf‘Memorial's Inetltute. (Files of Divxsion of Part—

. t1me Credit Studies Memor1al~Un1versity)

e B

e e ST v v T

R ' S :”'_ : In 1979 Memorial Univer51ty decided to conduct a

A 1_43" K | Famlly Life Instltute,.Levels I and II, on the campus
| 1of the Unlver31ty.. A total of 24 students attended

. ’t , ,Level I, while 11 students attended Level II. (Files

~of D1v1smon of Part-time Credit Studles, Memor1a1

S .:Univer51ty)

The Famlly Life Instltute, by prov1d1ng teachers' ’i" -

i
o ‘ _
o f o W1th training in family life, is a response to the
{ recommendatlons-of the Royal Commission on Education

'and Youth the Newfoundland Family Law Study, the

o ‘Spec1a1 Family Committee of the Canadian Catholic
» U - Conference, and the 1973 Prov1nc1al Famlly Plannlng .

- . .. [

and Sex Education Conference.

,\”\

o
-"42
.

S v ' © XIII. The Congress on The Christian - o ,
B .. .. c ... .. - Famlly--'Its Role and.Potentials' - - L
W T ‘ R Held at St. John's, October 1979, S

While family‘iife education courses are now a-

N

. .part of the Catholic school curriculum in Newfoundland,

.-‘f‘: o :and Family Life,InstltutesAfor teacherslare part.of,- o l B .
| -,; : the educationiprooram at.Memorial ﬁnivereity; the: | \
AChurch Q:jll contlnues in its efforts to emphasize_ ; L

- the 1mportance of strengthening the Chrlstian family ;:'::"-;5'

ST "UOne such effo/t was The Congresa on The Christian ; L _f-' 5

I ! R . . :“ ( ) v., ‘A ’.‘

LY P [ P . ! PN ' LI . i
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' Family——'Its Role and Potentials,' held “in- St. John'
B .on October 26-28, 19797 . | - o
_ This congress was sponsored by a spec1a1 commit-
tee of the Catholic Archdiocesan Publicity Committee
and the Catholic Family Life Bureau of St1 John's

B

In his opening remarks to the Congress partiCipants,

the chairman, Brother A. F Brennan, pOinted out that

members of the organLZing committee were prompted 1ni-
o
, '/“‘

'family in today s socrety" (The Monitor, January 1980

IS 3
‘p. ii) Brother Brennan further stated that congress .

tially "by the crisis that is fac1ng the christian

<

participants "could do nothing better for the children
. 1 )

of our soc1ety than to contribute even 1n a smail way "i'

o to the strengthening of the Christian family"'(The
s T
o Monitor, January 1980, p./ii) .
Lo : ) ’ L
The)Congress partioipants, among whom were people ‘

~of all faiths, expressed certain desrres wrth regard
to educational programs. In tHe "Summary of Wbrkshops”'i,. _ B

'.»conducted during the Congress, they made the follow1ng

??7 Py ,“recommendations- .

; People should be prepared fér marriage , ,
at home,. in school, and .in the’ parish. A - T
more gradual preparation- starting in the - .. S
- home, with much more done at the high school " . . ,
.. T level. Marriage preparation should be much L .
s - . more extensive, commencing at the pre—teens, L
’ .adolescence, engagement and early years of o .
.-.marriage, There should be more Family Life el .
o : . '+ 'programs. to .provide spiritual, psychological
o ’ - ._'and emotional preparation. The parents, )

g
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There is a’ need for Christlans to work C e N
. more: closely on matters concernlng marriage- Ce '
o -and family.. There is. not enough open- commu- ,
" nication between the various’ faiths concern- . o e
ing'the problems 'in family life today. -We' - »
..could work together on problems such as vio=
T 1ence, sex in the media. Certain aspects .of
. - maryiage preparation courses could be shared. '
Difficulties in dealing with children are: '
‘usually common and we could ‘help deal with .
- these difficulties in a -united effort (The :
gMonitor, January 1980, P. Vill) !
,The v1ews of ‘the approxlmately 275 congress PartICI‘::l
‘pants seem to 1nd1cate a: grow1ng 1nterest 1n famlly llfe
educatlon in thlB prov1nce among parents, clergy, and
Iteachers not only of the Cathblxc faith but of all fa1ths.‘
-The Conference also 901nted up the need of broadenlng the ‘~:
2
‘ scope of family 11fe educatlon sp that those entrusted o T
with thxs responslbility may see’ it not merely as a-pro-"' R ;
gram "of - study - for youth, but as an ongolng educatlonal c. ;é‘
process frcm childhood‘to old age. e'-', ﬂ : ‘1L_ I h;

\
. l

teachers and rellglous should part;crpate . C
in the preparation and look at why, some .

-‘marriages fail. while others succeed. (The

. Monltor, January 1980, P. y111) ’

~‘" In. addltr‘n to the above recommendatlons, congress'

-2

partlclpants also expressed other marrlage and famxly

needs which cover a- much ‘broader scope:
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tution of the family in Canada.

oo

CHAPTER V
, T . o -
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS .

I. Summary . i_' .

- f \

The famply life education programs of the Catholic‘,

schools of- Newfoundland wére developed as a result ofi‘

the influence ‘of forces from both ins;de and outside N

’ the Catholic community over the past fifty years.

) The Catholic philosophy of education was outlined zﬂf

by Pope Pius XI, 1929, as being the formation of “the

true and perfect Christian“ (Seven Great Encyclicals,

4

including the domestic life.

4 1963, p. 64) taking into account the whole of human life,'

His emphasis on the impor- -

tance -of Christian love in conjugal relationships, con-.'f

tained in his ;930 encyclical, stirred Catholics to form

B3

family movements from which emerged the idea of family .

life education. L

o
e
T v

Approximately 30 years later the Newfoundland Gov-

\‘,,

ernment outlined aims of. education for the provipce<s*de-z

'~f ncminational education system which took into account the

-

principles of Christian education.' ‘;' -_u;f"‘. ' j

- The sixties added mcmentum to ‘the changeSJin family
e

‘f life and also saw a new interest emerging in “the’ instid

The Cahadiap Conforence.’s, = | -




“on the Family brought Canadians of all faiths together.

K S T © in 'search‘of a better juno:iersté.v.ﬁq'h'.ng of the ne'eds»of~ the

‘"éanadian fain:i.ly‘. ' Out of tlus conference came the :E:.rst ‘
o Canad:.an tentbook on the fam:.ly and the creat.lon of The ‘,
. ,' ". o - Vam.er Instltuté of :the Fam11;. P 4.\, ' "e?; U
[ ' .. : S Perhaps the greatest smgle force of the 51xt1es } e

- “'.‘-_ e [ was the Second Vatlcan Councii with ite "Declarat:.on on | 4’ f
. Chrlstlan Educat:.on, " Gr&v:.ss:.mum éducatlom.s, and 1ts T ‘*Jf

"Pastoral Constltutlon on the Chur;h in. .the Modern World, -‘

S Gaudlmn et spes. The Declarat:l.on L‘urther elaborated on '

< R . the encycllca f Pope Plus XI, 4"Chr:|.st1an Educatlon of ‘.
‘ |

o - N | - o N . -

Youth, D:LvinL Ill:l.us Mag:n.str:L, by taking into: account L

Lol the advances .}n the psychological pedagog:.cal aind 1.ntel-' c

Sl SR o lectual sceen bes and g:w:.ng to :Lts educators the Church s
AN - bless:.ng to sgx educatlon in the schools.- The "Pastoral'

i S (:onstn.tutlon n the Church in the Modern World,". Gaud:.um
3 A et s es, furt et re:.nforced Pope P:Lus XI'B encyclical on v

B ) R "Christlan Mam::.age,"' Casti Connuh:.i stress:.ng the impor-"m '

Ve o : )
-

m--:;; - o ’-‘lj tance. of the é:family as the mal.nspring of well-—being of' .

both the ind%vid-pal and socrety. R 5 )

/6' \ .
, Whlle tﬁpe influence of the Vatican Council was heing
) . .
felt throuéhout the Christ:.an wor],d, two loéal forces

o

emerged to vou:e theJ.r support chr fam:.ly ,life education. i

One of thesre forces was the Newfoundland Royal COmmission

1 ,"
on Educatien and Youth and the other was the Newfoundland
. e _,'

' Fami.ly Law Study., 'rhe Royal anmission on Education and
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However, while these negat:.ves forces

) . . ° v -
Youth stressed the need for sex- educat:.on to develop

human r!lationships and family life :Ldeals and the im—

Th:LS was followed by the Newaundland Fam:.ly Law Study

o

which further endorsed the need for education for fam-
"'ily liv:Lng, including sex education, 'taught w:.thin a

hri stian context

Memorial Univers:.ty conSider the demands for qual:.fied
-

Th.e Study also recommended that
a.nstructors for such programs.

.

.,
P
(2 >

Two forces emerged :Ln the late sixties which posed

a challenge to Catholic educators across the country.

-

i
-

o
One was the proclamation of the Canadian Divorce Act\

and the other was the a.mendment to the Criminal Code of
E N

’

Canada permitting the sale of contraceptives and +the
legal dissemination of birth control information.

S

. These
two forces were 1n conflict wi’th the Catholic ideal of

love and marriage and the Catholic helief J.n the s/nctity
N |
of human life.

,

were at work, another' more positive force emerged from

oo
N

'WIth.lp the church itself!

_ encyclical Humanae V:.tae.

'l'hJ.s force was Pope Paul VI's 'l,i

conjugal love and responsible parenthood.
:i._.:"zlical became a guiding'

light to Catholics at a time when.f AN
social forcgs seemed to ,.[be'overruling Christian teaching.

Humanae Vitae emphasized the dignity of marriage

and the :meortance of a Christian relationship between

~portance of qualified teachers to teach such a program.

'.,

'rhis encyc— o
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As a response to this enbyclical, the Catholic Bishops :

o of Canada issued a statement on the encyclical .m Whlch ,

' .they pledged their support o:E fam.:!.ly life education pro—

- _grams-. . The Bishops also established a Special Family B

- th::.s responsibi lity .

' ‘Committee to study Caﬁadian family life.- This comm:Lt-

tee . recommended fam:l.ly life educat:.on in the ,schools and

- stressed the J.mportance of prepar:.ng teachers to take on

Finally, the sixties brought together Canadians -

L from many faiths and backgrounds to a Consultat:.on on _l'-,"

, Fam:Lly L:L.fe Education. ) 'I'his consultation brought to

light many needs in the axea of family life education

L and also emphas:l.zed the importan\ce of an ongoing /am,lly

s life education throughout the whole 1ife \aycle. S

had begun to take positive action in implement:l.ng BEX . in-  °

By the seventies Cathol:l.c educators in Newfoundland

formation, sex education, and later comprehensive family

life’ education programs Q their schools. The Catholip

Education Committee and the Catholic school boards both

with a carefully developed family life program, designed
- with the help of catholic parents, clerg‘yn and other pro-'

- ‘v -

N fessionals.; C o . A

.:_

E ‘worked diligently to provide the youth of their schools

While;catholic educators were \busy prepai'ing sex in-

. :[' formation, sex educstion, and family 1ife programs for
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b

Eddcatibn'confer'ence which r/ec'onmended 'that.famil'y Iife .

education be made ava:n.lable to al'l people, that it be a ’

L pa.rt of the K:Lndergarten to Grade XI curriculum, that

vide the’ necessary teacher trainz.ng. N

As family life educatlon programs were be:.ng devel-
. /= N

oped in Ca,thol:l.c schools, a force emerged from with:,n o

2

'the church to provide “Cathol:.c educators w1th certaln

gu:l.delines to follow J.n develop:.ng fam:.ly life educa'l:iOn
I

programs.. Th.'LB was the statement of the Canad:.an Blshops

«

issued as-a follow-up in the:.r :.nterpretation of Humanae
' . I - .
A

Vit’ae‘,' ThlB statement ’ "Formation of Conscience,""ex-

pressed the Church's concern for the pemissn.ve a‘:t:.tude

. prevailirxg in soc:Lety and pi:'ovided guides to the Catholic

Q

in forming his consc:.ence and in making moral judgements.

The Seventies saw the beginning, not only of famzly life

ot

education ngrams in the schools, but also the begln-‘"-- ,

n:l.ng of formal train:.ng lor teachers of family life.

'I‘he decade ended with a Church-sponsored Congress on’,

the Christian Familyx which brought together Newfound-— '
landers of’ all faiths ‘dn an effort to strengthen the
Chr:.stian family. 'rhe Congress participants recommended

fem:l.ly 1:Lfe progr?me for the aohools and. encouraged rthe

part:.cipation of parents in such programs. The Congreee ~' A

also stressed the need for open comnunication between the

VBJ!'J.OUB faiths and the need for a united effort in‘deal-

.parents be 1nvolved, and that Memorial Universrty pro-— : -

mmm&ﬂﬂ&ﬁ@”ﬂﬁﬂ :

ing with the problems _which face the present éay family.,-‘
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v .~ rThus, by the'énd of theeev nties, family life edu-. .. -
A o . cation programs were available to| all Catholic primary .

‘

Lyuama s

e S
geaaaeur T AN T

L{f%

o and elementary schools in Newfoundland teacher training S

i e
- . programs ‘were instituted, and 'the Church was valiantly

'

\.' . continuing to promote the dignity of }marriage, the .sanc; .

3%

t:l.ty of - himan- 11fe, and the need ffor adequate formal pre- C
. y N A :

- f oo paration ‘for marriage and family life. . ,

P ",. s T i . e

. } II - Conclus:.on -]

While a nunfber of forces s'e'

e Catholic educators J.n Newfound}a d to develop a fam:l.ly . -

to have inf luenced

‘D

‘life educatiorr program for their schools, the main :un-'

' '..petus seems to have come from w.ithin the Catholic Church .
C itself.., B - ' IR '

. SN,
Y L N
LT o

The dignity of marriage, the importance of~ ‘Chris- T J
tian relationship between conjugal 1ove and responsible

'-parenthood, and .the sanctity of human life have always

"been a part. o'f the Church's teachings. > Thus, the. w:.de- RN
«“spread practice of divorce, p.remarital -and extramari.tal ) 3 o
A ‘:, o R sexual relations, artificial birth control, and abortion | _ o
| - ' have posed new challenges to the church’s teachings. - o

»:/.: o \' G Consequently, Church’ 1eaders have taken a more voca]. ap-\f W g
| '. ‘ proach J.n reaffirming the Catholic etand on all isaues -

s 7

: L S SR 'nrelated to marriage and the family. Catholic- educators,, .' o

A e vlin reaponding tO' the mandatea o,f their Church, have im-

v'_,‘plemented comprehensive /programs of family 1i£e education
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in their schools, as one step in counteracting the

S ' forces which challenge the Catholic faith, . .

: ) 5 . "' . . ) 3 g ._./' ‘( o
4k ‘ R o ""'III., Reeommendations ' .

As a result of the :Lnformation gathered in carry-

S - " f". :|.ng out th:Ls study, the writer would like to offer the ‘

- _ following recommendations w:.th regard to family life _
S education in Catholic schools'v ) { ,- , "‘; o L o
I o ‘l. 'I‘hat the femily life educat:r.on program : )
L ' be extended to Grades 1%, x, and -XI ’ N -
. : \‘, : ’ e 5 w:l.th\emphasis on interpers\anal rela‘ g . o \‘\ 7
R : _ t:.onehips, respect for life,\ soc:.al% - | ; ‘/' ‘

o . Justice, and- understanding of sexual- S

1

L 2 'rhat all class,room teachers hold a L L s
..i : Lo ’, meeting at the heginn:l.ng of every

; school -year to introduce parents to

' 4t y - - "1'. , . L EC I -
/_',' e ) t'he content of the program for the ; T

- coming ‘}ear, explain the goals*of the ‘<

g f‘_r;:' 7' f. - ,v Programt, and discuss with parents the"- ,’ :
(. : ’\ pOssible queations wh:.ch thei: devel..
I I ’ 3:"’ ’ - ,' ' op:.ng clu.ld could poae during the com-.- . ‘ ‘-;.{;‘ \ |
: IR | "'xi;g year and .the kinds of- responseﬁ ) .:: | “ |

parents may give \ 'I!he meet:.ng would

Y
&
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5 '.l‘hat fafnily life education courses should

‘and at: the- same.‘”time pro\iide’the ~teacher

: -‘w:l.th feedback about the p:;ev:Lous year 8

g . oAl

work. S P

3. "That famJ.ly life educators be ept abreast'

1,

L

' ':Bishops, and other Churqh releases !which

4
o

relate to marri"age and the fam:.ly and that

| semina/rs be conducted So that they may be _-

‘ able tO‘ study and discuss s@gh documents

and itheir effects on family life programs.

L 4., That an ongoing evaluation process be part

!

. of the fam\ily life program so that the EIN
X ,

. "" -d

strengths and weaknesses of the program

~.

may be readily discernibleéa\nd to ensure
that the program is meeting the current

“n -
: needs of the »youth and the community that

i
e,

it serves. _,,:_‘ .3" : " o

- .o,

4’

Become a required part of the curricul’

for primary a.nd elementary teachers in -
. / . AR '

the Faculty of Education program taught
T at temorial University S

6 i Tha family life education cours‘es should

be qvailable for graduate students at :

"

Memorial University. -

of sncyclicals,. stai;ements of Canadian , -"5 '

"_\‘ .

. . 2
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