Canadian Martyrs Church Pastoral Council meeting minutes

Thursday, May 14, 2026

Present: Jim Bronskill, Heather Duggan, Sheila Foy Connolly, Bernie Eischen, Matthew lwueze, Frank
Kuczera, Matilda Owolagba, John Richardson, Megan Richardson, Acacio Alves, Adele Casuga

Absent: Susie Martinez, Mallory McAvoy-Daniels

1. Opening prayer: The Lord’s Prayer.

2. Minutes from the April meeting were approved.
3. Upcoming events to plan

a. New parishioners welcome event May 23-24 weekend. It was decided to make the welcome event a
blessing after the weekend Masses.

b. Doors Open Ottawa on Saturday, June 6. Bernie will co-ordinate the event. Matthew is enlisting up to a
dozen Knights of Columbus members to help by answering questions and directing visitors. Heather said
there would need to be an orientation session for volunteers and certain areas would need to be roped
off. Literature on Canadian Martyrs will be available.

c. Ministry Appreciation Evening after Tuesday evening June 16 Mass. Ice cream sundaes will be served.
Heather will procure the ingredients.

d. Mass on the Grass on Sunday, June 21. There will be a signup sheet for attendance, volunteer
assistance and contributions of salad or dessert. Adele said she would try to recruit student volunteers.
Pastoral council members will arrive between 8:30 and 9 a.m. to help set up and will help clean up after.
Heather will enlist volunteers to procure the food.

4. Updates and sharing

a. Social Committee update on Parish international potluck in Immaculata cafeteria Sunday May 24 after
10 a.m. Mass. Megan said 31 people had signed up to date.

b. Follow-up update on the parish’s social media plans following Cana Laforest’s presentation last
month. Father Frank said Adele and Heather would indicate if and when Cana’s services are needed.

5. Indigenous mural preliminary presentation

a. John spoke about the mission of the pastoral council in the mural decision process. He indicated the
council is a consultative body that serves the parish but does not have a decision-making role.

b. A summary of the emails received about the mural project. John said the feedback was generally
evenly split until an email went out encouraging pro-mural views. Representative quotes in favour of the
mural and opposed to it were reviewed. Supportive messages mentioned the importance of
reconciliation, making amends and recognition of Indigenous Peoples. Messages expressing opposition



characterized the mural as virtue signaling, questioned the costs and challenges of maintenance and
mentioned a lack of consultation.

It will ultimately be Father Frank’s decision to approve or reject the mural.
There was discussion about the possibility of an email to all parishioners with a link to a formal survey.

6. Indigenous mural presentation and discussion

a. The perspective of the Truth and Reconciliation Committee in proposing and planning for the mural
(committee representative Anne Louise Mahoney). Anne Louise said the idea began in 2024 with the
notion of an outdoor, visual land acknowledgment. There was discussion with the pastoral councilin
October 2024. More work was done to investigate funding and other aspects. A proposal was made in
October 2025. Funding was approved in 2026.

Why a mural? The Canadian government asked churches to administer residential schools, connecting
us to the story. Anne Louise said the mural is a way to show that we are engaged with the issue and that
we respect Indigenous traditions. The creators of the mural would be local Indigenous artists who
attended Corpus Christi and Immaculata schools.

Why now? Anne Louise said the Truth and Reconciliation Committee has been active for five years and it
is trying to find different ways to reach people. The project was not publicized earlier because the funding
was not yet secured.

Anne Louise acknowledged the feedback received to date, noting that it falls into the categories of “the
what” and “the how” of the project. Concern is a sign that people care.

“We’re looking for you to keep walking with us on this project,” she said. There is room for dialogue, and it
would help the process. Anne Louise would also like to meet with more of the Oblates.

She urged people not to let their fears make the decision on the mural.

b. Around table discussion with Anne Louise. We went around the table, and every council member was
invited to offer a brief comment and ask a question.

Heather suggested that a simple form that gathers feedback would be preferable to a survey.

Sheila noted the word “tangible” was used in connection with the mural project during the presentations
after Mass. She questioned whether the mural would be seen as a tangible effort at reconciliation. She
read from a letter that mentioned two local organizations dedicated to helping Indigenous people.

Anne Louise said the money for the mural comes from a fund dedicated to initiatives to promote healing,
and that money was not available for charitable causes. The project selection jury included Indigenous
representatives.

Megan noted the phrase “Nothing about us without us” to make the point that the mural idea did not
come from Indigenous people, creating problematic optics. “I’m not hearing the Indigenous voices in this
project,” she said. She asked about the larger, long-term plan for inclusion of Indigenous sentiment.



Anne Louise said the project came from the Truth and Reconciliation Committee as a visual land
acknowledgment.

Acacio asked if there had been input from Indigenous parishioners.
Matthew expressed thanks for the presentation and said more discussion was welcome.

Father Frank also thanked Anne Louise for the presentation and said that if the project had been better
known to people from the beginning it might have gathered more support. He said he would like to see
the project go back to square one, with more time for education about the initiative.

Bernie cited a need to speak with Indigenous people about the project, perhaps by inviting some
representatives of the community to come and talk.

Jim asked whether there was any thought given to incorporating the mural into the planned new
community centre on the former Oblate lands across the street.

Matilda also expressed the need for consultation and to hear the voices of Indigenous people. She asked
how permanent the paint on the mural would be.

Anne Louise said there are different options for the physical presentation of the mural and room to
consider various materials.

She said next steps could include a plan for renewed information and education efforts about the mural.

Members thanked Anne Louise, who then left the meeting.

7. Final committee mural discussion

a. A second round table was held, with each council member invited to offer a final thought on the mural
project.

Sheila wondered if the mural could be placed somewhere inside the church rather than on the exterior
wall.

John said we must not lose sight of the fact that many young people have a dim view of the church these
days, and an acknowledgment of past wrongs would be welcome.

Sheila, Jim and Megan talked about the importance of moving beyond acknowledgment to action that
makes a difference.

Bernie said more Indigenous involvement would be welcome.

Sheila expressed concern that the parish might lose some of its senior members over the project
because it has become divisive.

Megan said ultimately two questions about the mural must be answered: Who is it for? What is it for?
8. The next meeting will be Thursday, June 4.

9. Matthew reflected on a moment of faith and delivered a closing prayer.



