
IS THIS A "HOLY WAR"? 

Our country is still at war. It is not the kind of war euthanasia. These are only symptoms of the problem. 
that makes us want to wave flags and tie yellow The real problem, the real enemy, is secularism .... the 
ribbons around trees, but rather a war that makes us denial of the supremacy of God, the denial of the 
ashamed. No bombs are being dropped, no shots are supremacy of His laws over our laws and our civil 
being fired, but lives are being lost at an incredible affairs. How often have we heard it said that we can't 
rate, with no end in sight. This is the war that is being impose our morality on others? Actually, what the 
waged against defenseless human life. Couples are secularists are saying is that we can't impose God's 
killing their young because they are too inconvenient morality on them. Well, we can. And we will. 
to raise. Babies born with deformities are being Very probably you have never heard of what I am 
allowed to die by starvation in hospital nurseries all about to tell you, for the secular news media would 
across the country. Even the senile and the terminally never divulge it. The Gallup organization was 
ill are under attack, if their lives are no longer commissioned last year to conduct the most 
considered to be "meaningful." comprehensive nationwide survey of American 

How can all this be happening in this once proud opinion on abortion ever done. The results, to say the 
and Christian nation of ours, which has traditionally least, were startling. The majority of Americans are 
taken care of its weakest members? In our frustration, opposed to abortion in almost all of the circumstances 
we tend to blame the High Court for this terrible state under which they are performed .... financial reasons, 
of affairs, and certainly these men and women will unplanned pregnancy, career concerns, a substitute 
have to answer some day for the tremendous for birth control, abandonment by one's partner, and 
momentum they have given the anti-life movement. so on. A huge majority (86%) support proposals to 
But we must look beyond the courts for the real require a woman to receive information regarding 
answer, and take a hard look at twentieth-century man fetal development and alternatives to abortion before 
himself. The Court could never have foisted such she obtains one; 70% would insist upon parental 
outrageous laws on the American people of 50 or a consent before a teen-ager may obtain an abortion. 
hundred years ago. That's the good news. The bad news, and this may 

Man today has turned against his God. Pursuit of come as a shock to you, is that nine out of ten 
happiness has become his motto, self-fulfillment his American still do not understand the Roe v Wade 
goal. He has refused his responsibilities in the creation decision! They don't appreciate the full extent of 
of new life. If a human life stands in the way, snuff it permissibility allowed by the court's decision. For 
out. Sacrifice is out. Selfishness is in. Instant example, almost half ofthe people surveyed still think 
gratification has become his expectation. that abortion is legal only during the first three months 

For proof of our nation's moral decay we might of pregnancy. In actual fact, the ruling was, and still 
look at our schools and our courts and see the almost is, that abortion is legal at any time during pregnancy. 
total breakdown of respect for authority. We look at What can be done to overcome such abysmal 
our families and see the steady deterioration of the ignorance? The primary goal of all the pro-life 
family unit. The divorce rate continues to soar, and organizations over the past 18 years has been 
increasing numbers of young people choose to disdain education. It is obvious that we have not succeeded. 
the marriage sacrament in favor of "arrangements" In this one hundredth year since Pope Leo's famous 
made so popular by their idols in the entertainment encyclical Rerum Novarum, the American bishops 
industry. Even among young married couples, family have come up with a new approach designed to 
planning so often involves only the man and the increase Catholic awareness of social problems we 
woman and not their Creator. currently face. Certainly abortion tops the list of our 

We might look, too, at films and television and concerns. Selected representatives of every parish in 
the recording industry, where our children pick up so the diocese will meet May 15th to exchange 
much in the formation of their values: everywhere information and ideas on the leading social concerns 
we see blatant glorification of sex, with utter disregard of the Church. When they return to their parishes to 
for God's laws and even the dictates of good taste. share with you what they have learned, be open to 

Any military leader will tell you that the first them, absorb what they have to say, then help in any 
prerequisite for winning a war is to know your enemy. way you can. Be informed. Be aware. Be involved. 
The real problem we are fighting is not abortion or And pray. 
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THE DEATH PENALTY 

Are the terms "pro-life" and "anti-abortion" 
synonymous? Not at all. Activists in the right to life 
movement have consistently held that our concerns 
are not just for the unborn baby, but for the physical 
and emotional health of the mother as well, and that 
we are equally concerned with other situations where 
sacred human life is under threat. This includes the 
whole gamut of related problems: euthanasia, assisted 
suicide, abuse of children and the elderly, adequate 
health care for all. 

But what about capital punishment? Is it 
inconsistent to be ardently opposed to abortion but 
in favor of the death penalty for capital crimes? On 
the other hand, is it logical to be, like Mario Cuomo 
and Justice Blackmun, strongly pro-abortion and yet 
adamantly opposed to the death penalty? Do the two 
even belong in the same category? 

There are those who say they do. The Consistent 
Ethic of Life (popularly known as the "seamless 
garment" theory), first championed by Cardinal 
Bernadin, maintains that all human life is sacred, and 
that we have no more moral right to execute a serial 
killer than we do to abort a baby. The argument is 
not a specious one. It is not easy to dispute the claim 
that every human life is a gift from God, and that He 
has a plan for each one of them, and that we have no 
right to thwart that plan and end that life, no matter 
what the circumstances, except in instances of self
defense and "just" wars. 

They have other points in their favor. Certainly 
the argument that execution serves as a deterrent for 
violent criminal behavior does not hold water. We 
need look no further than our neighboring state for 
the evidence: there are more executions in Texas by 
far than in any other state, but their crime rate is 
among the highest in the nation. I think the racism 
argument can be laid to rest, too; statistically, the 
death penalty is proportionately the same for all races. 

What is glaringly true, however, is that the 
wealthier you are the less chance you have for being 
sentenced to execution, and that is a fact, and a 
troublesome one. Another consideration that should 
be put aside forever is the economic one: 12 or 13 
years of appeals court costs and legal fees make 
execution far more expensive for the taxpayers than 
life imprisonment. I am not saying that this should 
ever have been a major consideration, but it is a point 
that you will often hear talked about. 

How do you feel about the death penalty? If you 
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are in favor of it, perhaps you should read Sister Helen 
Prejean's book, Dead Man Walking, or the latest of 
John Grisham's books, The Chamber, both of which 
give you a penetrating look at life on Death Row that 
may give you second thoughts. If you are opposed to 
it, you should take a hard look at the shattering life
long effects capital crimes have on the victims' 
families. You will have to form your own conscience; 
no one can do it for you. Laws differ from state to 
state. The Supreme Court has changed its mind twice 
on the subject in recent memory: first they allowed 
it, then they did not, then they did again. 

There is no consensus in our Church, so don't 
call the rectory on this one. The bishops are opposed 
to capital punishment. A sizable majority of 
Catholics, more than 70% according to the latest poll, 
are in favor of it. The new catechism says very little 
on the subject: it has several pages denouncing 
abortion, but only one sentence in one paragraph on 
capital punishment. In Paragraph 2266 it 
acknowledges the Church's traditional stand on the 
right and duty of governments to punish criminals 
by means commensurate with the gravity of the crime, 
"".not excluding, in cases of extreme gravity, the 
death penalty." 

I think the whole question of the death penalty is 
irrelevant to the abortion problem. Executing a 
convicted murderer should not, can not, be compared 
to the killing of an innocent unborn baby. I can not 
accept the seamless garment argument. Abortion 
stands alone, in a category all by itself, as the most 
despicable of crimes, and its heinousness should not 
be watered down by lumping it together with poverty 
or homelessness or racism or any other social 
problem. It is an indelible strain on the soul of our 
nation. 



PHYSICIAN ASSISTED SUICIDE 

A sure sign that your organization or movement, 
or disease or syndrome, has "arrived" is that it has 
been assigned an acronym. IRS, MS, GOP, 
NAACP ... all are instantly identifiable by their 
acronym. We have a new one on the scene now: PAS. 
Physician-Assisted Suicide. This latest assault on the 
sanctity of human life, while not yet legal, is closer 
to a reality in this country than you may think. Jack 
Kevorkian is not a far-out medical aberration, While 
his methods are certainly jarring to the sensibilities 
and offensive to practically everyone, the thinking 
behind them is more mainstream than you might 
imagine. We are living in a society where something 
that is offensive one year might be acceptable the 
next. Opinion polls consistently show that the 
American people are in favor of PAS by a two to one 
margin; and the country's doctors feel the same way, 
in roughly the same proportion. 

To make sure you understand what I am saying, I 
will say it again. Two-thirds of our people are in favor 
of this form of euthanasia. The only qualifier is that 
they favor it "in some cases." But we all know what 
that means, and what it will lead to. The abortion 
experience has taught us that allowing killing in some 
circumstances opens the door wide for wholesale 
slaughter. In today's world, if you make exceptions 
to a rule you might as well do away with the rule. 

This may come as a shock to you, but it shouldn't, 
for pro-life spokesmen have been warning for twenty 
years that when abortion-on-demand became a way 
of life in America, as it has, euthanasia would be 
sure to follow. Human life is a continuum, from 
conception till death, and when you destroy respect 
for it at one end of life's spectrum you have set the 
stage for acceptance of its destruction at the other 
end. And once voluntary euthanasia is in place, 
involuntary killing will most certainly follow. It has 
happened before, in the memory of many of us, in 
Nazi Germany; it is happening now, in the 
Netherlands; and it will happen again, in our country. 

Take no encouragement from the defeat of PAS 
initiatives in Washington and California. In both 
instances the vote was extremely close, and both lost 
primarily because the proposals were so extreme in 
their make-up. Other states already have similar bills 
in the hopper, and it is just a matter of time before 
one will pass and open the floodgates. The proponents 
of mercy-killing will use the same tactics they used 
in the abortion business; no surprise, for they are the 
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same people. They will use slogans and euphemisms 
to soften you, and present you with "hard" cases, with 
the help of the thoroughly cooperative print and 
electronic media, to win you over. 

They will try to make you think that the 
humanitarian thing to do is to relieve this young 
woman of a lingering death, or help the elderly 
nursing home resident to slip into oblivion, for he 
doesn't know who he is and his family is absolutely 
miserable and he really is of no use to anyone any 
more. When you have gone this far, the next step 
will be relatively easy .... how can you let this child 
go through life with no hearing, or with no use of his 
legs, or why force this schizophrenic to live ouit his 
useless life in the back ward of a state mental 
institution? 

No mentally stable person welcomes the idea of 
suffering. Most of us don't welcome the thought of 
dying. We all may have to endure one, and most 
certainly the other. As Christians, we know that 
suffering unites us with Christ in a way that no other 
human condition does, but our human weakness 
rebels at the idea. But most of us will have to suffer, 
some far more than others, and we must steel 
ourselves to trust God completely in these situations. 
We must focus on the Resurrection, whereby Jesus 
fulfilled the Father's redemptive plan and removed 
forever the sting of death. We who believe in Him 
will never die. Accept that and death is no longer to 
be feared, but actually welcomed. It has been said 
that the greatest tragedy in life is not death, but rather 
what dies within us while we live .. .faith, trust, hope. 
God created each one of us, and He alone can call us 
home. No human laws can change that. 

Hospice is clearly the first response to euthanasia, 
for nowhere in the medical field has the relief of 
suffering in the dying been honed to a finer point 
than it has in hospice care. The overwhelming 
majority of our cases are comfortable until death. But 
in some instances, even the hospice pain protocol 
falls short, and all pain cannot be obliterated. In these 
wretched cases we must not do anything to shorten 
the life, much less to end it. We must turn to God and 
trust in Him, beg for His mercy ... and focus on the 
Resurrection of Jesus, and our own. 



ABORTION CLINIC DEMONSTRATIONS 

I have always had mixed feelings about 
demonstrations in front of abortion clinics. Perhaps 
it is because I know that deep down I don't have the 
courage of my own convictions, and couldn't do it 
myself. It is easy to sit at a word processor and write 
about respect for life; it is quite another matter to 
stand out in front of a clinic, confronting those you 
know disagree with you violently, and witness for 
your beliefs. But what started out as peaceful sidewalk 
counseling and quiet group prayer has somehow 
escalated into far more than was originally intended. 

I think things began to get out of hand with 
Operation Rescue. I remember writing in this column 
when this first began a few years ago how much these 
people were to be admired for the courage they 
showed. But I had reservations then, and more so 
now. Many of these people paid the price, and many 
still do, with being literally dragged off into paddy 
wagons and jailed, any many physically beaten. All 
this had an effect on the pro-abortion forces, and they 
began to tum out in equally large numbers. 

Then we were treated over and over again to 
scenes on the evening news of groups of pro-lifers 
and pro-abortionists squaring off against each other, 
everyone waving signs and screaming epithets back 
and forth. And the network photographers always 
seemed to have a knack of making "our side" appear 
more violent. 

All this had the unfortunate effect of bringing out 
of the woodwork what the press loves to call the 
"lunatic fringe" of the right to life movement, and 
we began to read of fire-bombings and other forms 
of violence in clinics all across the country. The 
national pro-life organizations quickly disassociated 
themselves from this violence, but many people 
remained unconvinced. Then actual killings began. 
A doctor here, another doctor and a clinic worker 
there, and now, most recently, the killing of two 
abortion workers in Massachusetts. One priest in 
Mobile publicly exonerated the killer in Pensacola, 
and the press hopped on that and did their best to 
give the impression that the Catholic Church was 
defending a man who would kill an abortionist, even 
though the priest in question was suspended from his 
priestly duties for his outspoken stand. 

In the wake of the most recent shootings, Cardinal 
Bernard Law of Boston has called for an end to even 
peaceful protests at abortion clinics. I have to agree 
with him. Well-intentioned as these efforts are, they 
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have galvanized the pro-abortion forces, and may well 
prompt our pro-abortion president and his pro
abortion advisors to intensify federal measures to 
clamp down on all demonstrations in front of the 
abortion mills. There is no question that clinic 
demonstrations prompted Clinton to sign the Freedom 
of Access to Clinic Entrances Act of last May, which 
really blurred the line between political activity and 
a cnme. 

As Catholics, we must never condone this kind 
of violence. Murder is never justified, even though 
we feel the victim is himself a murderer. As Paul 
says, a good end does not justify an evil means. And 
as the old cliche goes, two wrongs don't make a right. 
This is not meant to denigrate those committed people 
who still pray in public in front of the clinics. I 
thoroughly respect their commitment and their 
bravery. But I am afraid they may be helping to stir 
up even more animosity, and may be self-defeating. 
A rosary is a rosary, as effective in the quiet of a 
church as in a public place. 

Abortion on demand is an abomination, but it is 
the law in our country. We must change the law. 
However, we must not step outside the law to change 
it. This is vigilantism. In spite of all the setbacks we 
have had to endure, the normal recourse to changing 
the law has not been exhausted. Eventually we will 
succeed. Don't ever lose sight of that. God is on our 
side. 

We should all be encouraged by the stunning 
results of the November elections. Not a single pro
life candidate was defeated by a pro-abortion 
candidate, in any state, and this has to be the most 
significant victory for the pro-life movement in many 
years. 30 House seats, previously held by pro
abortionists are now held by pro-lifers, seven in the 
Senate. We must continue our efforts to educate the 
public, especially our young people, on the sanctity 
of life. And we must continue to VOTE PRO LIFE, 
whether the election is for president, senator, or local 
dog-catcher. And we must pray always. 



SECULAR HUMANISM AND THE SANCTITY OF LIFE 

The most important moral problem we face in 
our country today is not abortion, or assisted suicide, 
or euthanasia. These are symptoms of the problem. 
The real problem is secular humanism, which puts 
man's laws above God's laws. 

Taken separately, neither word has a bad 
connotation. Secular means worldly, of the world. 
That sounds innocuous enough. To be a humanist is 
literally to be interested in the humanities .. .literature, 
history, fine arts, philosophy. There is certainly not 
anything wrong with that. But put the two words 
together and they take on a different aspect, a 
philosophy of life that puts man above God. Secular 
humanists regard mankind as the pinnacle of the 
universe, able to dispense with God, ifthere is a God. 
They feel that man is in complete control of his own 
present and future, and the presence or absence of 
God is immaterial. Man shapes his own destiny, and 
his main purpose in life, his only purpose, is to make 
"a better world." 

When and how did all this start? Space will not 
permit an in-depth look at the movement. Suffice it 
to say that it was in 1930 that The American Humanist 
Association issued its "Humanist Manifesto." It did 
not make a big splash on the American scene at the 
time; our nation then was Christian, and did not 
embrace such a radical doctrine, which claimed, 
among a lot of things that man, not God, was in 
control. Forty years later the second Manifesto was 
issued: the rhetoric was even more alarming, and the 
signers included a lot of high-profile people, including 
the president of Planned Parenthood, the chairman 
of the National Abortion Rights League, and the 
founder of the National Organization of Women. 
Their numbers were still relatively small, but their 
ranks included some very big names, the scope of 
their influence very extensive. In fact, their numbers 
today are probably not all that large, as a percentage 
of the entire population, but they have placed 
themselves in positions which allow them to be able 
to reach millions of people, and perhaps greatly 
influence their thinking. They are to be found in our 
high courts, our university faculties, in government, 
in the entertainment industry, and, most importantly, 
in the news media. 

The influence of this philosophy in the political 
arena was given a considerable boost, however 

. unintentional, by John Kennedy in his famous speech 
in Houston when he was running for the presidency, 
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when he stated that an elected public official could 
not let his religious beliefs take precedence over his 
oath to uphold the Constitution. He said this, of 
course, to make his candidacy more acceptable to 
non-Catholic voters, but many politicians, then and 
now, took this to mean that our laws require that our 
public officials be secularists. We have witnessed 
many congressmen in the past two decades justify 
their pro-abortion voting record on exactly this 
premise. 

The spread of this secularist philosophy in our 
courts was not obvious to most of us until Black 
Monday in January, 1973, when we awoke to read in 
the morning papers that the killing of innocent unborn 
human life was now legal in our country. Read Roe 
v. Wade carefully and you will discover that the entire 
basis for this morally outrageous and legally illogical 
assault on human life was predicated on the claim 
that the comfort and convenience and the emotional 
health of the mother superseded the right of her baby 
to live. The happiness and self-fulfillment of the 
mother outweighed the value of the life of the baby. 
Couched in legal gobbledegook and coated with 
euphemisms, the message was simple, and shocking 
to all of us who had always put God first. 

The moral decadence in our society can be 
directly attributed to this turning away from God; for 
when God's commands cease to playa major part in 
your thinking and your behavior, you have become 
immoral, or amoral. The results are all around us and 
need hardly be itemized: popular music, films, TV 
sitcoms and talk shows, the sexual revolution, the 
decline offamily values ... every aspect of the erosion 
of decency and good taste in our society can be traced 
to the relentless crusade to put God out of our world. 
Some results are a little more subtle: the trampling 
of orthodoxy on our campuses in the name of 
"academic freedom", taking prayer out of our schools, 
the tendency to rely increasingly on the state to take 
responsibility for the formation of our children (even 
in the sensitive area of sex education), the removal 
of anything seen as a threat to personal liberty. The 
only thing that is really important, we are told, the 
only thing that really counts, is our happiness, our 
self-fulfillment, reaching our potential, our 
"liberation." This is secular humanism. 

One by one, basic principles of morality are 
crumbling. This is most dramatic as regards sexual 
behavior, more subtle but more ominous in the 



sanctity of human life. Secular humanism preaches 
tolerance, but it is highly intolerant of religious 
beliefs. It is locked into a social and philosophical 
struggle with religious beliefs and the stakes are high: 
the very moral foundations of our society. Humanists 
trust in themselves, Christians trust in God. 
Humanism promises total freedom, but we know that 
we can realize real freedom only in the truth, which 
Jesus taught us is the only thing that will set us free, 
only in obeying God's commands and following 
God's will. We must turn people back to God. We 
must change hearts and minds, and the laws will 
follow. A formidable task, as we have found, but not 
impossible. With God all things are possible. 
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A SENSE OF OUTRAGE 

One of the more frequent and raucous reproaches 
we hear from abortion activists is that all this is really 
none of our business. The decision to carry a baby or 
to kill it is a very personal one, the argument goes, 
and should be left solely to the woman and her doctor. 
Neither federal nor state governments should be 
involved, and certainly not "outsiders," especially 
men! 

First of all, what a woman does with her body is 
indeed her business, and not ours. But once she has 
conceived a child, another life is involved, and we 
are no longer dealing with private morality, but rather 
public morality. We have every right to be concerned 
about any child's life and welfare, and our laws have 
always recognized this. If you see a neighbor beating 
his child unmercifully, do you have a right to 
interfere? .... after all, it's his child. Of course, you 
do, You have every right to be concerned, and 
involved, in child abuse cases, and abortion is the 
ultimate child abuse 

What is it that prompts a person, especially a 
male, to get involved in the pro-life movement? The 
same thing, I think, that has motivated some people 
to work with retarded children, some with the 
homeless and destitute, some with the imprisoned, 
and so on. As Paul says, we all have different talents 
but are guided by the same Spirit. I agree with George 
Kendall, who says that our involvement in abortion 
is prompted by a personal sense of outrage. 

Our deepest instincts agree with our Church, who 
teaches us that we are all one body, and that when 
one member suffers we all suffer. Every time an 
abortionist's suction machine pulls apart a baby we 
are in some way pulled apart also. Each abortion is 
an affront to our community, a violation against our 
common humanity. We are all affected, in some way, 
by every birth, and by every death. As John Donne 
said, "No man is an island, entire of itself; every man 
is a piece of the continent, a part of the main .... any 
man's death diminishes me, because I am involved 
in mankind." Every aborted life diminishes us. Every 
one. 

So, too, every birth increases each one of us, in 
some mysterious way. Each birth increases our own 
share in the power of new life. At Christmas we sing 
with Handel, "Unto Us a Child is Born" .... not unto 
Mary, or unto Joseph and Mary, but unto us. Our 
community is enriched by each new life, just as it is 
depleted by each death. Whenever a new life is 
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snuffed out in the womb, we should feel violated, 
too. 

To me there is a close parallel between people in 
the right to life movement and the civil rights workers 
of thirty years ago. White people from the north 
("outsiders") risked their lives, and some lost them, 
fighting segregation in the south. What pushed them 
to go that far? I suspect they felt that the violation of 
the humanity of black Americans in some way 
violated their humanity as well. The similarity 
between these two struggles is so striking that I have 
a problem understanding how any black American 
can not be fervently against abortion. For it is clearly 
a civil rights issue .... the rights of innocent unborn 
children. 

It is important that we remind ourselves that the 
abortion fight is more than just a social and political 
issue, but a spiritual issue .... a battle not just between 
liberals and conservatives or between pro-this and 
anti-that, but a fight between good and evil, between 
Christ and Satan. I realize that most of us, in any 
fight over moral issues, tend to think that God is on 
our side. Well, in this one He is, and so we know that 
in the end we will prevail. 



THE NANCY KLEIN CASE---- A POST-MORTEM 

We all read about the case. The tragic case of 
Nancy Klein, the young Long Island woman who has 
been comatose since a terrible automobile accident 
two months ago. A young daughter at home, a loving 
husband beside himself with grief and anxiety and 
depression. As if this weren't enough, the lady had a 
live growing baby within her womb, apparently 
thriving and developing normally. According to press 
releases, the attending physician had advised that the 
baby be aborted, as "the chances of her survival will 
be diminished unless the pregnancy is terminated 
immediately." In spite of a hurried defense, mounted 
by concerned pro-life advocates, the courts ruled that 
the abortion might proceed, and the deed was done. 

I am not a neurologist, but I have a real problem 
accepting the alleged medical opinion that aborting 
the baby could have any appreciable effect on the 
mother's chances ofregaining consciousness. I have 
the utmost sympathy for this man. I can't imagine a 
more gut-wrenching calamity that could befall a 
loving husband. But this can in no way justify killing 
that unborn baby. 

Suppose, for the sake of the discussion, that this 
medical opinion was entirely correct; in fact, let us 
go one step further and suppose that allowing the baby 
to remain in the womb would seal the mother's fate 
and aborting the baby would guarantee the mother's 
survival. This then would represent an example of 
the hypothesis that pro-abortionists so often put forth 
as a justification for abortion: "to save the life of the 
mother." Anyone even casually informed about the 
abortion controversy will recognize this as one of the 
reasons so frequently argued to justify the killing of 
unborn babies. They would have you think it was 
something that happens every day. They have 
succeeded to the extent that many people who are 
basically pro-life, and in favor of a Human Life 
Amendment to our Constitution, still give in on this 
point; even our President does, as did his predecessor. 
The real truth of the matter is that this type of situation 
is extremely rate. The very fact that this case made 
international headlines for two weeks should tell you 
that. 

Any obstetrician will tell you that abortion to save 
the life of the mother is a medical rarity today, as it 
has been for several decades. I can still remember 
the discussions in medical school, long before 
abortion was declared legal. Identifying yourself as 
a practicing Catholic in med school would almost 
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invariably provoke the question, "If you had to choose 
between the life of the mother and the life of the baby, 
what would you do?" My answer was always that I 
would cross that bridge when I came to it, knowing 
full well that it was extremely unlikely that I would 
ever be faced with that decision .... and I never was, 
not on a single occasion, during a lifetime of general 
medical practice. 

The same tactic is used in the case of rape. Here 
again, bona fide rape pregnancy is an obstetrical 
rarity. But is mentioned endlessly, and for the same 
reason: use extremely rare "hard cases" to justify 
wanton killing of millions of unborn babies .... when 
the crux of the matter is that virtually all abortions 
are performed for reasons which are far more 
trivial.. .. inconvenience, embarrassment, financial 
stress, or indifference. 

But, in spite of all the odds against us .... the courts, 
the misinformation and the distorted information put 
out for fifteen years by an obstinately adversarial 
press, the indifference and the apathy of so many 
people, the inexplicable failure of our Church to give 
us the solid support that would have made all our 
accomplishments so much easier (and quicker), the 
earlier opposition by the Protestants churches, and 
the shamefully distorted public opinion polls .... in 
spite of all these obstacles, we are winning. The 
momentum, after all these long years, has finally and 
definitely swung to our side, and I am sure you have 
noticed this. The abortion advocates certainly have, 
and we can expect that, as their anxiety about losing 
the battle mounts, we will be hearing more and more 
of their arguments, none of which have stood the test 
of moral and legal scrutiny, and most of which were 
lies in the first place. 

So be patient, and keep praying. The tide is 
turning, and it is now just a question of time. I do not 
think that the Court's decision will be reversed 
overnight, but rather that it will be chipped away at, 
slowly but surely, until that glorious day will come 
when we will have restored sanity to our laws and 
legal protection to the unborn. 



MONEY, MEDIA AND MISINFORMATION 

Much has been learned about fetology in the past 
sixteen years, and all but the absolutely close-minded 
now admit that human life does indeed begin at 
conception. This is not a "blob of tissue" we are 
concerned with, but a human life, a developing baby. 
Since the birth of our nation, and it's all there in black 
and white in our Constitution, we have always 
guaranteed the protection of all human life, especially 
innocent life. So how can be keep killing a million 
and a half babies a year? How can this horrible state 
of affairs still exist? At the risk of seeming simplistic, 
I will offer an answer of three words: money, media, 
and misinformation. 

MONEY. Abortion is a big business. It is a multi
billion dollar industry in this country, make no 
mistake about it. An awful lot of people are getting 
rich killing babies. I heard a lady speak in New 
Orleans two years ago, her name escapes me; she 
ran an abortion clinic in Texas (she was not the 
owner), and she earned $10,000 a month at her job! 
Ironically, it was her huge income that was one of 
the factors that worked to turn her around, and she is 
now a regular speaker at pro-life conventions. I have 
read of doctors who have changed their thinking for 
the same reason: they were making such immense 
sums of money that they came to the conclusion that 
there just had to be something wrong with what they 
were doing, and they got out of the business. It is no 
surprise, then, that the pro-abortion forces have 
amassed huge sums of money to finance the spread 
of their distorted messages to the people. These 
people don't have to sell calendars and cakes to buy 
their advertising, I promise you. 

MEDIA. I realize I have referred to the 
astonishing bias of the news media in past columns, 
but it can't be mentioned and denounced too often. 
The national press and the TV networks are openly 
and passionately pro-abortion, and they have long 
ago shed all pretense of objectivity. I will cite two 
recent examples, from many. First, the wide live 
coverage given the first public pro-abortion 
demonstration in Washington on that beautiful warm 
spring day a couple of months ago. Not only was the 
coverage itself extensive, but the march was given 
two weeks' advance publicity on all the networks. 
Contrast that with the virtual media blackout of the 
annual Right to Life marches that have taken place 

. in the dead of winter every January since 1974: a 
few seconds on the evening news and maybe a column 
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on page sixteen in the newspapers. Secondly, consider 
the timing of the release of the heavily-slanted made
for-TV movie, "Roe vs Wade," to coincide precisely 
with the presentation of the Missouri case before the 
High Court. 

MISINFORMATION. Millions of people still 
march to the beat of the pro-abortion propaganda 
machine, still accepting the concocted statistics and 
the distorted facts and the twisted logic of those who 
favor the wanton killing of babies: 

"Back alley abortions." Change the law and you 
will drive millions of women into the back alleys to 
risks their lives having abortions. With coat-hangers! 
The unvarnished truth is that prior to 1973, 95% of 
all illegal abortions performed in this country were 
done by licensed physicians, in their offices. Besides, 
to justify legal abortion on the grounds that "women 
are going to have them done anyway" is absurd. 

"Rape, incest, and the life of the mother." The 
classic, and effective, tactic of citing "hard" cases, 
representing less than 1 % of all abortions, to justify 
the mass killing of babies for socio-economic reasons. 
Ask your physician how rare it is today that an 
abortion is indicated to save the mother's life. Ask 
him how rare bona fide rape pregnancy is. 

"Don't inflict your morality on me." Of course, 
we can inflict our morality on you. All our laws are 
based on moral principles. You may think it's O.K. 
to steal a T.Y. set, or drive 100 miles per hour on the 
Interstate, or shoot six deer in one day .... but society 
doesn't think so, and conscientious legislators pass 
laws that they think are in the public interest. With 
pregnancy a new person is formed, and private 
morality now becomes public morality, and there is 
a great difference between the two. 

"Abortion should be a private matter, between 
the woman and her doctor.". Hogwash. The doctor 
practically never enters into the decision. Studies 
done years ago showed that more than 90% of the 
time the decision was made by the woman herself, 
or by the woman and her husband, or lover, or parents, 
before the visit to the abortion mill. The doctor has 
nothing to do with it. The usual doctor-patient 
relationship rarely exists in these situations. In 
abortion the doctor is a paid executioner, that's all. 

"Abortion is the answer to many social problems: 
child abuse, teen age pregnancy, poverty, etc." Not 
so. Not true at all. What has happened to all these 
problems after sixteen years of legalized abortion? 



They are all on the increase. All of them. Everywhere. 
Abortion gets rid of the baby, not the problem. 

An uneasy quiet has settled in on the abortion 
war. After weeks of furious debate and open 
confrontation and much media attention, we now 
await the Court's decision in the Missouri case. I 
doubt seriously that the Court will reverse its 1973 
decision. However, there is hope that they might well 
decide that the whole issue of abortion is a matter for 
the individual states to decide. That would, of course, 
represent a giant step in the right direction, but we 
would still be a long way from halting the killing of 
babies in our country. Our efforts, and our prayers, 
must continue. 

-94-



PRO-LIFE ANDY 

That's his name. His legal name. Andy Anderson 
has been very active in the right to life movement in 
his home town of Reno, Nevada, and tired of being 
labeled "anti-abortion" by the local news media ( a 
favorite ploy of virtually all the national media). So 
he had his name legally changed to "Pro-Life Andy 
Anderson," so that's what they have to call him now 
when he is mentioned in the press and on the tube, 
which is often. 

A kook? If you think so, Ted Turner would be 
quick to agree with you. Is this carrying things too 
far? Perhaps, if you think there is such a thing as 
carrying the fight against abortion too far. Extremism 
can be a virtue, if the cause is a just one. What kind 
of a person would do something this drastic? Well, 
he is a very level, middle-aged man; a daily 
communicant; he has never been arrested; he doesn't 
kick cats; and he is obviously very committed to the 
protection of the unborn. 

I think that each one of us has to find his or her 
own level of involvement in the pro-life movement. 
If you subscribe to this paper and if you have read 
this far, I can assume that you are aware of the gravity 
of the abortion problem, and the obligation we have 
as Catholics to change the direction of our present 
laws. This obligation, of course, holds true for 
whatever we encounter in our lives that offends our 
Christian sensibilities, that runs counter to the 
teachings of Jesus Christ. I agree that there are many 
things in the world that are offensive to us .... world 
hunger, racial injustice, crime, illegal drugs. 
Immorality pervades our literature, art, the theater, 
our music, and our politics. Whenever we think the 
entertainment industry has sunk about as deep as it 
can go, it sinks a little further. After several months 
of mild national euphoria over the feeling that the 
threat of global war had finally subsided after 40 years 
of Cold War, we are on the brink of war again as I 
write this. 

Of course, no one of us can do it all. But each 
one of us can and must do what our circumstances 
and our time and talents permit, to return our world 
to Christ. First, we should look at our world and our 
society and prioritize the moral and social problems. 
It is here where I think many Catholics have come 
up short, due in part to their leadership. For too many 
years the abortion problem was never given the 
attention it should have received. For one example, 
many activists in our Church have been far more 
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concerned, and passionately involved, with nuclear 
disarmament; their anxiety over potential future loss 
of life has obscured their perception of the actual loss 
of lives in abortuaries in all our 50 states. Now that 
the possibility of an atomic holocaust has waned 
considerably, let us hope that they might channel their 
zeal toward the halting of carnage that has been going 
on for 17 years. 

This is not to take away from the importance of 
all the other social problems we face. But in my 
priority system there is nothing that approaches the 
magnitude of the slaughter of the unborn in our 
country. A million and a half lives killed every year, 
eighteen thousand in our state alone. We have heard 
the figures for so long that they don't shock us as 
much as they used to. The immensity of the baby
killing doesn't have the numbing effect on us any 
more. 

Furthermore, we are not winning. After all these 
years, pro-abortion bias still flourishes in the press, 
the courts, the medical and legal professions, and the 
Congress. Polls consistently show that people of all 
Christian denominations are pretty much split 50-50 
on the issue of legal abortion, and Catholics 
consistently show about the same balance as non
Catholics. A recent survey by the Milwaukee Sentinel 
reportedly revealed that 51 % of the priests in that 
archdiocese believed abortion to be acceptable under 
certain circumstances, and 76% felt that this was 
" ... not the most important moral issue confronting 
the Catholic Church today." Our own state, 
considered to be the most pro-life of the 50 states, 
could not pass a strong anti-abortion bill this year. 

If you are still reading this, then you are 
concerned; perhaps enough to do a little more than 
you have been doing. I am not suggesting that you 
change your name, but maybe just the intensity of 
your commitment and the depth of your involvement. 
At the very least, and this is the absolute minimum, 
you should inform yourself thoroughly on the whole 
subject of abortion, so that you will be well equipped 
to defend your values and your Church's unalterable 
teachings. Contact the Acadiana Right to Life 
Committee. They need prayers, activism, and money, 
in that order. Remember that each of us will be held 
accountable not just for what we have done but also 
for what we have not done. 



THE ULTIMATE CHILD ABUSE 

There is no surer way for the American people to 
become outraged than when they hear or read of child 
abuse. Let a newborn infant be found in a garbage 
can, or a mother drown her two small children in the 
back seat of her car, and there will be a nationwide 
outburst of emotions ... anger, indignation, horror, 
disgust. Nothing offends our sensibilities more than 
to hear of the mistreatment of a defenseless and 
innocent little child. It is perceived as a monstrous 
crime by every rational member of our civilized 
society, a crime for which no punishment seems 
severe enough. 

The most recent publicized instance of flagrant 
child abuse was the story of the little six year old girl 
who was horribly abused from birth, and eventually 
murdered by her own deranged mother, featured in a 
cover article of Time magazine. It was not surprising 
that the magazine's entire Letters-to-the-Editor 
section the following week was taken up with 
emotional responses from irate readers, all pointing 
the finger of blame ... at the Child Welfare 
Administration, the illegal drug problem, the child's 
neighbors, anyone and everyone who might be 
thought to be responsible. How could our society sink 
to this? What has happened to us? None made 
reference to abortion. 

Is their a connection? Of course there is. How 
can we expect a society that has cast aside respect 
for human life inside the womb to respect life after 
birth? The pro-life movement has been warning for 
years that once abortion on demand became 
widespread, and generally acceptable by not just the 
courts but by the people, as it has been, all manner of 
morally objectionable things would surely follow, and 
they have, or soon may: euthanasia, assisted suicide, 
test-tube babies, surrogate parenthood, fetal tissue 
transplantation. 

Infanticide? Not yet, although we are getting 
close .. .letting a deformed newborn "not live," for 
example. Rationing health care for those whose lives 
are considered no longer productive and meaningful? 
Not yet, but we are getting there. This should surprise 
no one. Life is a continuum, from conception until 
natural death; if it is not held to be precious at any 
one stage, its value in any other stage will be 
diminished. 

Think about this. The pro-life movement has 
largely succeeded in educating the public to the 
undeniable fact that life begins at conception. Even 
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the pro-abortion activists are now conceding this 
much. You don't hear the "blob of tissue" argument 
for abortion anymore. But the number of abortions 
annually is not dropping; the total figure has remained 
constant for several years. The implications here are 
chilling. What this means is that the culture-of-death 
people are saying, yes, this is a human life, but its 
value is overshadowed by the social and economic 
and emotional impact of the pregnancy on the mother; 
she is justified in taking the life of her unborn baby 
for the sake of her own well-being. 

To appreciate fully how shallow and illogical this 
kind of reasoning is, we have only to look at a baby 
one week before birth and a baby one week after birth. 
How can it be legal to kill one but not the other? Is 
there really any difference? What sort of magic occurs 
at birth? None, we say. As Dr. Jack Wilkie has said, 
birth changes only three things about a baby ... his 
dining habits, his airway, and his charm. 

So abortion, then, is the ultimate child abuse, just 
as heinous a crime as the beating and killing of a six
year old girl. Somehow this message hasn't registered 
with the people who make our laws, nor with the 
people who elect them. While we must continue to 
chip away at the legalized abortion with stop-gap 
measures ... waiting periods, parental consent, a ban 
on third trimester abortions, outlawing government 
funding ... we must never let ourselves be distracted 
from our main goal: the passage of a Human Life 
Amendment to the Constitution. We will never settle 
for anything less. 

We will continue with demonstrations, and 
marches, and presentations to students, and letters to 
the newspapers, and all the rest, but we must always 
remember and rely upon our most potent 
weapon ... prayer. Over the centuries prayer has 
reversed illnesses, won battles, converted heathens, 
saved lives, averted natural disasters. Prayer can 
change hearts, and in this instance that is precisely 
what will be required. Let us pray. 


