
SINGLE-ISSUE VOTING 

In this column I would like to express my feeling 
about a topic which has become somewhat 
controversial in recent years, and that is the subject 
of one-issue voting; voting for or against a candidate 
for public office solely on the basis of his or her 
convictions on one particular issue. This has received 
little attention from the national media lately, but you 
may be sure that it will be highlighted by the 
syndicated columnists and the television anchor
persons when election time nears .. You may also be 
sure that what you will read and hear will denounce 
the practice as narrow and fanatical, and those of us 
who believe in this principle as it pertains to abortion 
will be treated harshly. 

To what extent should a political candidate's 
feelings about a single issue influence your decision 
to vote for him or against him? I feel that the answer 
is profoundly simple, and it is twofold. First, just what 
is the single issue in question, and what importance 
do you give to it? Secondly, will the candidate's 
election have any bearing one way or the other on 
the issue in question? The issue we are concerned 
with is abortion on demand, and its importance cannot 
be overemphasized. I feel that it is the single most 
important problem facing our nation today, and how 
we deal with it may well determine our survival in 
the future as one of the bastions of freedom in the 
civilized world. 

Study the reality of abortion and its ramifications 
and you will have to agree that there can be no fence
straddling on this issue. You must be either for it or 
against it. It is one of those moral issues that runs so 
deep as to render a stance of neutrality absurd, just 
as the issue of slavery was in this country in the last 
century. Can you imagine a political candidate today 
saying in one of his campaign speeches, "I am 
personally opposed to slavery, but I cannot let my 
personal convictions on the subject help determine 
the law of the land"? And yet, how many people, 
from the man on the street to the man in the White 
House, have said precisely that on the issue of 
legalized abortion! 

As you make your voting choice in public 
elections, particularly at the congressional level, study 
well the candidates' convictions on the constitutional 
protection of unborn life. If our nation goes the way 
of past civilizations that crumbled because of their 
own moral decay, future historians might well record 
that our slide down the slippery slope began with 
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public apathy over the killing of the innocent unborn. 
As life became expendable at one end of the spectrum 
it became more vulnerable at the other end, and 
euphemisms like "death with dignity" and "life no 
longer meaningful" and "right to die" brought 
increasing numbers of the aged and the handicapped 
into the firing line. It has happened before in our 
civilized world, within the memory of many of us. It 
seems incredible that it could happen again. 

But this will not happen in our country, for we 
will not let it happen. Those millions of Americans 
committed to the right-to-life movement are pledged 
to elect representatives in our government who will 
vote their pro-life convictions, and overturn the 
infamous 1973 ruling of our high court. No matter 
how many millions we succeed in bringing to the 
anti-abortion side, no matter how deep our feelings 
and how persuasive our rhetoric, ultimate victory will 
come only when that time is reached when the 
majority of our congressmen are pro-life, for this is 
how our system works. 

Unemployment, poverty, crime in the streets .... 
all of these are of vital importance to us all and to 
our future. How candidates for public office propose 
to deal with these issues should, of course, be of 
intense interest to us. But I submit that the most 
important criterion of all in determining how you 
should vote must be his or her stance on abortion. 
Study this well as you make your decision on how 
you should vote, especially at the state and national 
levels. 

As the pro-life momentum accelerates with each 
passing year, informed American opinion has shifted 
slowly, but heavily, to our side. This is gratifying, 
but, in the final analysis, our eventual victory will be 
accomplished through our elected representatives in 
Washington. 



"I'M PERSONALLY OPPOSED TO ABORTION, BUT .... " 

The humorist Bob Benchley once wrote, as he 
sat in his dentist's reception room, that there was no 
worse combination of words in the English language 
than "The doctor will see you now." I submit that the 
above is worse, followed as it is by the inevitable ...... " 
but I can't go against the law and inflict my religious 
views on my constituents." Although this stance has 
been championed by many people at all levels of 
government for many years, it was Governor Mario 
Cuomo of New York who lifted the banner the 
highest, in his (in)famous speech at the University of 
Notre Dame in 1984. The gist of his address was that 
being a Catholic does not require of a politician that 
he follow Catholic doctrine as regards abortion or 
any other moral issue. 

The secular press, of course, picked up on this 
and have practically enshrined his remarks, and 
countless men and women in public office have 
piously intoned the gospel according to Cuomo as 
reflecting their own personal feelings. And since the 
majority of people believe what they read in the 
papers or hear on TV, they keep voting these people 
back into office. 

At best, this stand does not even qualify as a 
flimsy excuse. It is easily seen through, and there are 
many ways to answer it. Perhaps the best was offered 
by Charles Krauthammer, an avowed liberal and 
strong pro-abortionist, who responded to Cuomo's 
speech in the magazine The New Republic in 1984. 
He saw this as a cop-out, as an attempt to straddle 
both sides of a political controversy without paying 
the political consequences. He pointed to the 
historical example of slavery (as many others had 
done before him): if a man did not own slaves himself, 
but tolerated the practice of other people owning 
slaves, he could hardly say that he "opposed" slavery. 

He went on to say that if a man did not himself 
rape women, but did nothing to stop others from 
committing this crime, he could hardly claim to be 
"opposed" to rape. There could be no real split 
between belief and practice. He conceded, and I also 
will, that perhaps a man's office might force him to 
carry out the law, even though he is personally 
opposed to the law, but it certainly does not prevent 
him from speaking out against that law. But don't 
hold your breath waiting for a single one of the 
personally-opposed crowd to speak out against 
abortion, for it will not happen. As a matter of fact, 
in the wake of the Webster decision, you may well 
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see them become more openly pro-abortion, in 
response to demands from the radical pro-abortion 
groups as they look to the next elections. 

The media, of course, have all but canonized the 
personally-opposed, the while depicting us who 
object as yahoos who are too dense to understand 
their reasoning and their logic. These same writers 
and anchormen have systematically carved up San 
Diego Bishop Leo Maher for denying a vociferously 
pro-abortion state assembly-woman Holy 
Communion. A very different reaction, it should be 
noted, from the one back in the 1950's, when then 
Archbishop Joseph Rummel of New Orleans 
excommunicated several prominent Catholics who 
publicly tried to stifle his efforts to proceed with 
integration in the Churches and schools. 

Ah, but that was about integration ... about 
equality, and human rights. This is different. This is 
about abortion. Yep. It's different. It's worse. For we 
are talking about killing innocent human life. And 
this makes the bias of the news media all the more 
incredible and unpalatable. 

Now what are you doing about abortion on 
demand.? Whether active or inactive, you will be 
helping to shape our future. If you do nothing, you 
are no better than the personally-opposed politicians, 
and you will be making a positive contribution to the 
status quo. If you feel simply terrible about all this 
baby-killing and you just wish it weren't happening, 
but doing nothing at all about it, then you are 
lukewarm, and you might read what Jesus says about 
the lukewarm and re-think your inactivity. 

Now it is not everyone who is called to 
demonstrate in front of abortuaries, or carry banners 
at rallies, or even to speak in public. But you can 
speak up, and speak out, in many ways. Write letters 
to the newspaper editors; they will print them, unless 
you live in Opelousas. Pro-life organizations always 
need help; consider volunteering. If you can help 
financially, there is always a need ..... and that is 
understatement. In private conversations, this topic 
frequently comes up; don't be hesitant to speak out. 
If everyone quits talking and begins staring at you, 
that's good! .... you are on the right track. 

Being pro-life in today's world is certainly not 
fashionable in many circles, and it will not always 
be easy for you. But opposition generates enthusiasm; 
if everyone always agreed with you, there would be 
no point is speaking up. Remember that believing 



that abortion is wrong demands that you must do 
something to prevent it. You cannot straddle the fence 
on this issue. And if you do not feel called to any of 
these visible activities, you can pray. We can all pray, 
and we must. As the Holy Father said in Detroit, "If 
we don't take the time to pray, we won't have the 
wisdom to know what to do, and we surely won't 
have the energy to get it done." 
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PRAY FOR THE BABIES 

How do you picture Jesus as you pray to Him? 
Perhaps most of us pray to Him as He hangs on the 
Cross, and the crucifix has certainly become the most 
popular of Christian symbols, a symbol not of defeat 
but of victory. Perhaps our mind's eye can see Him 
more clearly at various points in His ministry .... 
sitting with His friends and telling them those 
beautiful parables, or speaking to the crowds as He 
gave the Sermon on the Mount, or healing the lame 
and the lepers, or when He has gone off by Himself 
for extended periods of solitude and prayer. There 
are many ways we might picture Him, but there is 
something different, something special, about 
picturing Him as an infant, as Baby Jesus. 

The beautiful story of the Nativity has captured 
the imagination of artists, poets, composers, and just 
plain people of every background and personality type 
for centuries. So the Christmas season is a very special 
time. There is no other time like it in the Christian 
world. The commercialization of Christmas should 
be a challenge to all of us, and to those who depend 
upon us for guidance and direction, to keep in sharp 
focus the real meaning of Christmas. 

Sure, they have commercialized it; yes, we get 
irritated at the horrible traffic jams and the crowded 
parking lots and the bedlam in the department stores 
every December. It is true that many presents are 
bought more out of a sense of obligation than to 
experience the deep down thrill of giving. Every year 
the madness seems to begin earlier and earlier, and 
many home Christmas trees have withered by the time 
the actual day arrives. And yet, for all that, we really 
would not want to have it any other way, for it does 
help to infuse us with "The Christmas spirit." There 
are very few Scrooges in our society. If you know 
one, coax him to a midnight Mass and let him hear a 
practiced choir sing "0 Holy Night," or "Silent 
Night," or a host of other carols. Hearing this kind of 
music in a beautifully decorated church, with a light 
shining on the familiar scene, there is no way you 
can keep your thoughts and your prayers away from 
the Incarnation, our redemption, and God's 
unconditional love for each one of us, and the 
impenetrable mystery of God. 

The birth of Jesus was not just a historical event, 
but an inspiring and unique event .... for He is the 
man-God, our Lord and our Savior. But the birth of 
every baby is a big event, not just for the parents and 
family members, but for the entire Christian 

-16-

community. For God has loved a new life into being, 
a life He has planned from all eternity, a creature that 
is unlike any other in the history of the world. 
Although I have not done any Obstetrics for many 
years, I still remember very well the deliveries in 
which I assisted; and I can tell you that there is 
absolutely nothing in this world that can thrill you 
like that first cry of the newborn. This can never 
become a routine thing for any doctor. 

There were many times when I looked at a 
newborn that my mind would race back through the 
preceding nine months, then race forward again in a 
brief mental review of the millions of things that take 
place in orderly sequence (and yet so infrequently go 
wrong), from the moment of conception to the 
completion of development and then the delivery of 
this fully mature infant, screaming and squirming in 
my hands. It is an incredible feeling. The news media 
tell us of "miracle babies" that were made possible 
only by recently developed technology. Well, I think 
every baby is a miracle. A miracle of God's love and 
His creative power. 

So babies are something special, and for 
Christians all over the world the baby whose birth 
we celebrate this month is extra special. We must 
ask ourselves, during this holy season, how can it 
possibly be that people who call themselves 
Christians can allow a single baby not to be born, to 
thwart God's plan for this infant not yet born? I 
wonder if the people who own and operate abortion 
clinics celebrate the Christmas season. Do they put 
decorated trees in their lobbies and wreaths in their 
windows? Do abortionists exchange Christmas 
presents with their friends, and send Christmas cards? 
Do they go caroling at night, or do they ever kneel 
before a creche in a church? If they do, only abysmal 
ignorance of what they are doing to our society and 
to the moral fiber of our country could excuse them 
from being labeled hypocrites of the highest degree. 

In this holiest of seasons, let us pray for all the 
babies in our country, and for their parents who must 
try to guide them through a world that is becoming 
increasingly amoral. And let us pray especially for 
those unborn babies who will never know what it is 
like to run and to play and to laugh, and to thrill to 
the caress of a loving parent. 



ABOUT THAT UPJOHN BOYCOTT 

Our society has witnessed in this century many 
methods of public disapproval of business and 
governmental policies: the boycott, the sit-in, the 
walk-out, marches and demonstrations. The pro-life 
movement has been involved in countless 
demonstrations and marches, local and national, to 
call attention to the plight of millions of defenseless 
unborn human lives. It has recently elected to institute 
a nationwide boycott, and I would like to explain the 
reason for this somewhat radical step we have taken. 

The dictionary distinguishes between a primary 
boycott, in which a group refuses to do business with 
another group in order to bring about some change 
in policy, and a secondary boycott, in which the group 
also attempts to influence others to follow its lead. 
The National Right to Life Committee has called 
upon its membership to influence as many people as 
they can to boycott the Ujohn Company. 

Upjohn has been for many years one of the five 
or six outstanding pharmaceutical companies in the 
world, and the list of their accomplishments is legion. 
They have been at the forefront of drug research and 
manufacture, and there is no question that our 
civilization is indebted to them for their untiring 
efforts to eradicate disease and alleviate human 
suffering. Many of their products are household 
words: Kaopectate, Cheracol, Unicaps, and others. 

Their list of effective and safe prescription drugs 
is far more impressive. They have been quite active 
since the early 1960's in the research and 
development of a group of hormones called 
Prostaglandins. Many of these hormones have proved 
effective in the management of serious medical 
problems such as hypertension, peptic ulcer, and 
postpartum hemorrhage; but others have been found 
to have the capability of inducing abortion. Currently, 
three of them are the only FDA-approved drugs for 
use in second trimester abortions, and another is being 
developed for first-trimester abortion. Medical 
journal reports indicate that the present goal of 
ongoing prostaglandin abortion-related research is to 
perfect the hormone method for early abortion, 
possibly even for at-home and self-administration use. 

Reduced to simple terms, we are talking here 
about a product with which a woman could quietly 
and safely terminate her own pregnancy, in the 
privacy of her home. I need hardly elaborate on the 
far-reaching consequences of such a product. After 
studying the issue, I wrote to the Upjohn Company 
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in 1973 to voice my personal objection to their efforts 
in the direction of perfecting abortifacients, and I said 
that I would stop prescribing their products (provided 
that there was another manufacturer's product of 
comparable efficacy that I could recommend instead) 
until they altered their course, and I have maintained 
that stance to this day. What effect does one voice 
have? The same effect that one vote has in a national 
election. 

The Upjohn Company has been the target of pro
life criticism and a low-key and erratic boycott of its 
huge family of drugs since 1973. In the light of recent 
revelations about new drugs in the hopper, these 
efforts have been intensified. Repeated dialogue 
between the National RTL Committee and Upjohn 
has not changed their corporate decision to proceed 
on their present course, and now the fifty state Right 
to Life organizations have called upon their 
membership to step up the pressure. 

We are not alone in this endeavor. Many 
fundamentalists and evangelicals have taken up the 
banner and have called upon their supporters to write 
letters of protest to Upjohn. There has even been some 
activity within the Upjohn Company itself, and a pro
life caucus, known as "Up-Life" has sprung up within 
the corporate headquarters in opposition to the 
company's abortion-related activities. 

Boycotts are not nice. Good people always suffer. 
In this case, the many Upjohn sales- persons across 
the country, who had nothing to do with the corporate 
decision, could be hurt if this protest is truly effective. 
Your local Right to Life chapter is keenly aware of 
this, and one night last month we agonized over it 
for two hours before voting to go along with the 
request of the national organization. We will be 
criticized for this decision; we already have been. 
However, we are not in this struggle to please 
everybody, or anybody. We work only for one 
purpose: to restore legal protection to every human 
being in our country. We ask of Up john only that they 
get out of the "abortion business." 



STAND UP AND BE COUNTED 

The tremendous strides in the field of crowds over the years have been disappointingly 
communications in the past two decades have had small; enthusiastic and dedicated, but small. This has 
many positive effects, but there have been some changed dramatically in just the past two years, 
negative ones as well. Repetition is one, and we get however. This is when the fundamentalists and the 
bombarded every day with so much verbiage on radio evangelicals, in our state and all across the country, 
and television that some phrases, heard too often, began to get openly involved in pro-life activities. 
have lost their original punch and have become almost The first indication I saw of these new allies was 
trite .... like "the bottom line," or "all other things in January two years ago. Our State Right To Life 
being equal, or my personal favorite, "We must play Federation had staged a demonstration on the steps 
one game at a time." But there is one expression that of the Capitol in Baton Rouge. There were maybe 
I think still has some clout and is germane to the 200 people in attendance. That's the best we could 
subject of abortion and that is, "Stand up and be do, with statewide pUblicity. Several weeks later, the 
counted." It is one thing to believe in something, but word was passed around through the fundamentalist 
it is often quite another matter to speak out on the churches in South Louisiana that there would be a 
subject, not even to mention getting involved in it. march on such and such a day in Baton Rouge, and 

Most of us are entirely too preoccupied with what "let's everyone turn out and show the world how we 
others think of us, and I most certainly include myself feel about the killing of millions of God's creatures 
in this indictment. We might put a "Jesus is Lord" in our country." No fanfare, no publicity, just pulpit 
bumper sticker on our car, but how reluctant we are talk and word of mouth. Ten thousand came. Ten 
to use His name in conversation (except with a priest thousand!!! What would it take to get 10,000 Cajun 
or religious). We might espouse a cause, such as the Catholics to come together in public at one time.? 
right to life movement very sincerely, but our inaction For the older folks, the Pope and Mother Theresa. 
and our reluctance to speak out openly could well For the younger, any rock group with big amplifiers. 
hide our true feelings. But these people will come to our program, I can 

Now I am going to ask something of you. This is assure you. They did last year, and they will this year. 
not going to be a pitch for contributions to the Right Five thousand came to Baton Rouge several weeks 
To Life Committee (although they are needed badly ago to hear Dr. John Wilkie and Dr. Mildred Jefferson, 
and would be appreciated sincerely). You are not the two figures with perhaps the highest profiles in 
going to get off that easily. What I am asking is that the right to life movement. The groups in Acadiana 
all of you out there who agree that abortion is an have established a Pregnancy Crisis Center, and their 
abomination and an offense to God "stand up and be statistics are very impressive. In their first full year 
counted." Come out of the closet and let everyone of operation they talked 272 women out of having 
see that you really believe it with such conviction abortions! 
that you are willing to be seen standing outdoors with As you know, these groups of "bible churches" 
all those fanatics, holding a candle. Yes, we need are composed largely of "fallen away Catholics." 
numbers. The people who ultimately make and Perhaps they are, but they are not "fallen away 
interpret the laws in this country are impressed by Christians." The ones I have come into contact with 
numbers, often because "numbers" translates into all seem to be sincerely and openly in love with Jesus 
"votes." Christ, and if you will stand still for a minute they 

You will have a grand opportunity to do just that will be happy to tell you about it. Their convictions 
on the night of January 23. Your local pro-life people are not confined to their bumper stickers. They 
have sponsored every year some type of public proselytize. 
demonstration on or about January 22, to remind the So let us plan to stand up and be counted one 
public of the Supreme Court's infamous decision of night in January. If the ex-Catholics show up, then 
1973. We will have a nationally prominent speaker the Catholics should too. You should be as tired as I 
who will come to address us at a candlelight vigil. am of all those polls which allege that the majority 
The details will be publicized later, to the extent that of Catholics nationwide approve of abortion-on-
our meager resources will allow. demand. Let's prove that this is a lie. If enough of us 

Who will come? How many will show up? We show up, who knows? We might change that popular 
always worry about that, and with good reason. The slogan to read, "Lafayette Believes in Us." 
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THE DOCUMENT 

Officially it is entitled "Instruction on Respect be an interview with the survivor, but the main event 
for Human Life in Its Origin and on the Dignity of will be the twelve lives that were lost. In IVF, one 
Procreation." The press calls it simply The Document. fertilized ovum is picked from the culture medium 
Whatever you call it, it is the long-awaited document ("test tube" ); perhaps eleven or twelve others, all 
from the Vatican on bio-ethics, in which Holy Mother fertilized ova which are growing and developing, are 
Church reaches out in her teaching role to the faithful thrown away, flushed down the sink. The news media 
the world over and attempts to help us learn what is will give international fame to the end-product, the 
right and what is wrong with new technologies baby; but no mention will be made of the discarded 
developed to provide infertile couples with children. tiny lives. Now these are human lives, make no 

Now I know that most of you will not take the mistake about it; and grasping this is not so much a 
time nor go to the trouble of reading The Document matter of faith as simply the acceptance of a scientific 
in its entirety, and neither will 1. That is what fact. Dr. Bernard Nathanson, former abortion kingpin 
newspapers and magazines and television news and now staunch pro-life leader, makes this point 
broadcasts are for .... to condense 38-page statements abundantly clear in his books and in his films and 
into a few paragraphs for us. But we must be careful lectures .... and he is still an avowed atheist. Our 
about whose interpretations we read and listen to, Church is teaching us, as spokesman for God, that 
very careful. If you go to Time magazine for your for these reasons IVF is morally wrong and is to be 
religious instruction, you must realize that the odds condemned 
are overwhelming that the writer does not attend any Of course, this may be the only way the childless 
church on Sunday, much less a Catholic Church. The couple can have a baby, but we cannot focus only on 
secular press has pounced on The Document and has them .... we must consider the baby. Aside from the 
made it out to be a very negative and authoritarian morally objectionable manner in which his life would 
pronouncement. It is nothing of the sort. begin, and maybe it is too early to jump to 

This is our Mother speaking, and she is speaking conclusions, one still must wonder what the 
out oflove. This teaching is very positive, and loving, psychological effect might be on a mature young adult 
as all her teachings are. The explosion of medical when he realizes that he is the product of IVF? 
technology in recent years is presenting us with a We are aware of the emotional turmoil many 
barrage of very difficult questions that are not easily adolescent adoptees go through when they discover 
answered. We are being confronted with biological that their parents are not their real biological parents; 
and ethical problems that severely test our good it could be even more emotionally traumatic when 
judgment and our faith. The senile patient with the father is never known. Many years ago Max 
pneumonia, the premature infant with deformities, Shulman, in his brilliant satire "Barefoot Boy With 
the mentally retarded girl who is pregnant .... these Cheek", describes a boy who is the product of 
were hard enough .... but now we are presented with artificial insemination; each year on Father's Day he 
another real dilemma: the infertile couple who wants would send a necktie to a sperm bank in Denver. 
so badly to have a baby. Tasteless humor, perhaps, but provocative. Our 

This situation can be heart-wrenching, and often Church is telling us that this is wrong, as most of us 
not fully appreciated by those of us who have been knew all along. 
blessed with several children. These couples, so often The Document is not a hastily written knee-jerk 
loving and prayerful people, have discovered that response to the internationally famous Baby M. case. 
science has offered them some new options: artificial It was many years in preparation, and it shows 
insemination, in vitro fertilization (IVF), and, most profound insight into the problems of our times. It is 
recently, surrogate motherhood. Through The straightforward and unyielding, a call to morality in 
Document, the Church is teaching us that these three an age of amorality. Old teachings and new teachings 
new technologies attack the dignity of human life and are set forth in a salvo to the sanctity of all human 
the sanctity of marriage, and are therefore life, from conception to death. This is the teaching of 
unacceptable and forbidden for Catholics. our Church, as spokesman for God. It is a loving 

A plane crashes. Twelve people are killed, one reminder for all Catholics worldwide that human life 
miraculously survives. The news media will feature is precious, for it comes from God. It cannot be 
the tragedy of the twelve deaths. Off to the side will thrown away like junk, for God doesn't make junk. 
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THE DOCUMENT II 

In my last column I dealt with the Church's recent 
pronouncement on the new technologies developed 
to assist infertile couples .... in-vitro fertilization, 
artificial insemination, and surrogate motherhood. I 
focused mainly on IVF, which involves fertilization 
of the ovum outside of the body. The Document 
summarily condemns this, whether the male germ 
cell comes from the woman's husband or from a 
donor. This procedure flies in the face of all our 
Church's teachings on marriage and procreation, and 
I do not have to elaborate on this. 

Artificial insemination is also generally 
condemned. However, there are some exceptions. The 
exceptions relate to a type of "assisted fertilization," 
whereby science can measurably increase the 
likelihood of fertilization in the apparently infertile 
couple without circumventing the conjugal act. I 
know practically nothing about this subject, but a 
well-versed Catholic obstetrician should be able to 
explain how this can be accomplished without 
thwarting the procreative act. 

The subject of surrogate motherhood needs hardly 
be mentioned. The Document, of course, condemns 
this. I doubt that many Catholics will dispute this, 
for the Baby M.case has brought out the mind
boggling moral and legal complexities of this 
procedure, and even previously supportive people are 
having second thoughts about it. 

What I would like to address is the reaction to 
The Document, specifically the reaction of some 
Catholics. Naturally, the secular press has highlighted 
the negative reaction, and there has been a lot of that, 
to be sure. What should our response be to 
noninfallible teaching from Rome? There is a lot of 
confusion on this point .... noninfallible teaching. As 
Catholics, we were all raised to believe that when 
the Pope speaks "ex cathedra" we are compelled to 
believe what he says, if we are to remain Catholic. 
But the Holy Father very rarely speaks ex cathedra; 
only once in this century, when the dogma of The 
Immaculate Conception was proclaimed in 1954. 
Practically all of what comes down to us from Rome 
is not infallible teaching, but it is authentic. 
Noninfallibility does not imply uncertainty. 
Contrarily, the noninfallible teaching of the Church 
is put forth as morally certain; that is, excluding all 
reasonable doubt. Conceivably it could be wrong, but 
this is most unlikely. Vatican II made this very clear 
in the Dogmatic Constitution of the Church: "This 
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religious submission of will and of mind must be 
shown in a special way to the authentic teaching 
authority of the Roman Pontiff, even when he is not 
speaking ex cathedra." 

Dissension has always flourished in the Catholic 
Church, and voices have been raised in disagreement 
with The Document. I have no big problem with 
dissension, but I think that when Catholics disagree 
with Rome on matters as far-reaching as these, then 
the burden of proof must lie upon them. Those of us 
with little training in moral theology must be most 
careful about not accepting the authentic teaching of 
the Church (which presumes a consensus between 
the magisterium and the theologians and the faithful). 
No canon lawyer would dispute the primacy of the 
individual's conscience; but it must be a formed 
conscience, and an informed conscience, arrived at 
only after much prayer and thought and study 

Acceptance of authority does not come easy to 
us in the United States, raised as we have been in a 
long tradition of representative government and 
individual freedom. We have been programmed to 
expect that we should all have a voice in how our 
government is run, and that dialogue and toleration 
of dissent belong to the proper exercise of authority. 
Our Church does not function this way, and the Holy 
Father, while welcoming input from the faithful 
worldwide, does not base his teachings on opinion 
polls. He seeks advice from appropriate expert 
sources, and then he lets the Spirit move him to speak 
to us all. 

These latest teachings on the new technologies 
do not represent new doctrine. As a matter of fact, 
there was absolutely nothing "new" in The Document. 
It is, in essence, an update of past teachings, a 
reaffirmation of the Church's traditional teachings 
on the inviolability of all human life, and on the 
sanctity of marriage and of the God-given procreative 
act. 

Isn't this message a rather harsh one for Catholic 
couples who would tum to modem science for help 
in having children? Yes, it is. The Church is saying, 
as Cardinal Ratzinger pointed out, that marriage does 
not carry with it the "right" to have children. Many 
may have difficulty accepting this. But if we believe 
what Jesus said .... that He would be with us always 
in His Church .... and if we believe that the Holy 
Father is His Vicar here on earth, then we will accept 
the Vatican's teachings, after prayer and study, as the 



authentic teaching of God. We may be very 
disappointed at first with a particular teaching, as we 
often are with God's plan for us. But Jesus never 
promised us that following Him would be easy. Just 
rewarding. 
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THE NEW U.S. SUPREME COURT 

Recent events have put the United States Supreme 
Court in the headlines once more, and it has been 
interesting to see and hear the reactions to these 
developments across the country. Both the pro-life 
and the pro-abortion forces have claimed victory, with 
the media lining up with you know whom. 

First, there was the decision which struck down 
the state law in Pennsylvania, which had called for 
minimal restrictions on second-trimester abortions. 
Once more the Court has stood firm on. its 1973 
decision to legalize abortion in all the states, but this 
time the vote was closer. The original decision was 7 
to 2 in favor of abortion; this time it was 5 to 4. 

Many commentators assessed the vote this way: 
the five who voted in majority have always favored 
abortion on demand, and, if anything, they are even 
more immovable in their stance than they were 
originally. One will have to die or retire before we 
can expect to have another vote on our side. In fact, 
their feelings were so strong this time around, and 
their majority report so radical, that even Chief Justice 
Berger could not go along with them, and he voted 
with the minority. 

On the other hand, there is no denying that the 
close vote reflects a definite shift in the balance of 
the Court, a shift in our direction. Personally, although 
I admit it is difficult for me to be objective on this 
issue, I see this as giant step closer to our goal. 

The second front-page event was the resignation 
of the Chief Justice, and the appointment of Antonin 
Scallia to the Court. Berger's decision was entirely 
unexpected, and it is a delightful surprise. His legacy 
is not a proud one. The Berger Court will forever be 
remembered as the one which sanctioned the 
wholesale slaughter of millions of innocent unborn. 
Justice William Rehnquist has been appointed Chief 
Justice, and historically this office has carried with it 
far more than just one vote, and the close decisions 
more often go his way than not. This should give us 
much cause for optimism, for he is brilliant, 
experienced, persuasive .... and he is on our side. 

I am not naive enough to say that we can smell 
the goal line, and that "one more vote will do it," and 
yet I do believe we are getting closer all the time. 
While the thrust of the pro-life movement has always 
been to push for a constitutional amendment, even 
the most optimistic of us will admi t that after thirteen 
years we are nowhere near the vote necessary to pass 
an amendment in the United States Senate. But the 

-22-

Supreme Court giveth, and the Supreme Court can 
taketh away. One more appointment of a Justice who 
reflects the administration's feelings about abortion 
and we could have a Court entirely capable of 
reversing the 1973 decision. 

At the very least, these recent developments 
should give the pro-life movement added momentum. 
Efforts must continue, and intensify, to restore 
protection for our most helpless lives, the unborn. 
We must continue and expand our educational 
program, so that our young people will come to know 
and to understand just what abortion is and what it 
can lead to. We are still Number Two, and we must 
try harder. 

The words of Abraham Lincoln, just before the 
Civil War began, are certainly appropriate, and might 
well be used as our "mission statement"; 

"We will make converts, day by day. We will grow 
strong by the violence and the injustice of our 
adversaries. And unless truth be a mockery and justice 
a hollow lie, we will be in the majority after awhile. 
This battle shall be fought out on principle. 
Disappointment and sorrow may be the companions 
of our journey and hardship our garment. Constancy 
and valor will be our only shield. But if we remain 
united and undaunted and inflexible, in God's good 
time we shall prevail." 



MIRACLE OF LIFE 

I have just this week watched a video tape 
entitled, "The Miracle of Life." The film originally 
appeared on the PBS series Nova and won the Emmy 
award in its category. That might be the least of its 
accolades, for it is a remarkable and incredibly 
beautiful work. 

It depicts the awesome story of human life before 
birth, beginning with fertilization and continuing 
through the successive stages of development of the 
unborn child, and it features exquisite intrauterine 
motion pictures filmed by the internationally 
acclaimed Swedish photographer, Lennart Nilsson. 
In watching this film, one experiences a deep sense 
of the presence of God and of His guiding hand, and 
a feeling that what is happening on the screen is as 
effective an argument for the existence of God as any 
put forth by Thomas Acquinas. The actual 
fertilization of the human ovum is shown, preceded 
by and followed by an unbelievably complex chain 
of events that culminate in the birth of a baby. To see 
this, and feel it, is to know that there is a God, and 
that He is in control. 

Moreover, to see this movie is to appreciate that 
human life undeniably begins at conception, as our 
Church has always taught. At that magical moment 
a new and completely unique individual has been 
formed .... there has never before in history been one 
exactly like him or her, and never will again if the 
world goes on another million years. At that moment 
the genetic "package" has been set, and it has already 
been determined that he will, say, be red-haired, blue
eyed, good at math, and bald at 50. Nothing more 
will be added, or needed, for him to grow to full 
maturity except time and nourishment, and to be left 
alone. 

This should be the only argument needed against 
induced abortion. Practically invisible to the naked 
eye, and entirely hidden from view, this nevertheless 
is a human life, that has been loved into being by 
God. The inconvenience, the embarrassment, the risk 
to the mother, the cost, the unwantedness .... all these 
social problems are real and must be addressed, but 
they must be absolutely subordinate to the humanity 
of this new life. The fact that this is a human life has 
been scientifically proven and can no longer be 
argued. Our faith tells us that this tiny new person is 
a God-send, and we have no right to take its life. 

This is the crux of the whole abortion controversy, 
and it is tragically missed, or misunderstood, by many 
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well-meaning people. Browsing through the library 
at Our Lady of the Oaks recently, I came across an 
article in the Catholic press about two women 
religious who had signed a statement (the famous, or 
infamous, full-page ad in the New York Times last 
year) calling upon our Church for more open dialogue 
on abortion. When interviewed, one ofthem stressed 
the squalid social conditions of her people, and the 
awful economic and emotional burden that pregnancy 
and the subsequent delivery of a child would place 
upon anyone of the poor women to whom she 
ministered. Now this woman has given 19 of the best 
years of her life to God, and I admire her for that and 
I am grateful, and I certainly understand and respect 
her feelings. On the other hand, had she been asked 
if she approved of the killing of the infant of any of 
these destitute women after birth, I am sure she would 
vigorously oppose this. 

That is my point. There is no difference, sister. 
There really isn't. 



THE CHRISTIAN PRO-LIFE STANCE 

In preparing for this column I went back over my 
previous articles and read them over again. I detected 
more than a little sharp criticism of "the opposition", 
or "the enemy". I have dealt rather severely with any 
and all who would allow abortion for any reason, 
implying that the everlasting fires of Gehanna await 
their demise. 

Perhaps it is fitting to take a less sanctimonious 
look at those who favor permissive abortion, 
especially those who are for the most part not in favor 
of it but who would allow it "in certain cases." Not 
that I agree with their reasoning, and certainly not 
that I am backing off one inch from my stance on 
abortion; but I think that a lot of strongly pro-life 
people, including myself, are too intolerant of those 
who oppose our views, and we tend to be too 
judgmental, even dogmatic. The truly Christian pro
life stance should be more understanding and more 
loving. 

While many of the leaders in the pro-abortion 
camp are obviously extremist in their views and 
immovable in their stance, many of their followers 
are less inflexible on the subject, and I am sure that 
many of them are good people who lead exemplary 
lives and who are thoroughly Christian in their 
outlook. I am sure that many of them are just as 
convinced as we are that they are right. I am sure that 
many of them pray to the same God that we do, many 
of them perhaps more often than we do. We should 
not write them off as callous and uncaring. We should 
not judge them too harshly. 

When I hear commentators express pro-abortion 
views, or read columnists advocate "freedom of 
choice," perhaps I should try to be more 
understanding and forgiving. Maybe these people did 
not have the good Sisters of Mercy for their 
elementary education as I did; maybe they did not 
have loving and sacrificing and God-fearing parents 
that I had to help with my early spiritual formation. 
Perhaps they were not given the gift of faith that I 
have been given. I have a way of forgetting this 
sometimes; we all do: that faith is a free gift of God. 

The truly Christian pro-life stance involves an 
honest effort to try to understand those who oppose 
us, and even to love them. It is easy to love those 
who agree with us; as Jesus said, even the pagans 
can do that much. It is quite another thing to love 
those who disagree with us, and yet that is precisely 
what Christ has told us we are to do if we are to follow 

Him. Without compromising our beliefs, and without 
backing away from our commitment to protect unborn 
human life, we can try to be more tolerant, for in so 
many instances "the enemy" is simply uninformed, 
or misinformed. We will never win them over by 
beating them with a stick, but we may attract them to 
our ranks simply by trying to be a little more 
understanding. And we must reach out with love and 
every kind of help to those who have had an abortion, 
as Father Catoir put it so beautifully in a past issue of 
Acadiana Catholic. We must never condemn them, 
or judge them; they will suffer enough with future 
guilt and misgivings. We must hate the sin, but love 
the sinner. 

We must remind ourselves that all these people 
.... Planned Parenthood, NARAL, Catholics For a 
Free Choice, and all the rest .... are loved by God 
every bit as much as He loves us. We must do the 
same, if we are truly Christian. 
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