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Archbishop Defends Life at San Mateo Abortuary

Albuquerque, New Mexico, December 29, 2002  In a gesture that thrilled the Catholic pro-life community, Archbishop Michael Sheehan of the Archdiocese of Santa Fe carried the exposed Blessed Sacrament three times around Albuquerque’s Planned Parenthood Abortuary, leading a procession of over 150 people. 

     The event began with Mass, celebrated in a nearby chapel established as a place of  prayer and petition during business hours, when abortions are generally performed at the clinic.  Picking up the theme of the Slaughter of the Holy Innocents, the Archbishop used his homily to speak about the violent culture in which we live, which erroneously believes that: “Death is the answer to old age; abortion is the answer to unplanned or difficult pregnancy.”    Sheehan noted society’s hypocrisy in dismissing the unborn child as a “non-person” when its presence is problematic, yet pregnant women always ask him to bless their babies – not their fetuses.  

     The Archbishop prayed not only for the children aborted at the Planned Parenthood clinic, but also for their “frightened mothers” and for those who worked at the clinic, which he noted with irony was more about “planned destruction” than “planned parenthood.”

     After Mass, Fathers Carney, Voorhies and Pieroni, several seminarians, and representatives of the Knights of Columbus, the Catholic Knights of America, Los Pequeños, and many Project Life supporters accompanied the Archbishop into the street.   There, Archbishop Sheehan told television and newspaper reporters that the pro-life community prayed for the closing of the Planned Parenthood clinic and for the conversion of those who work in the abortion industry. “We are professing our opposition to abortions that kill innocent babies” the Archbishop told the television cameras. “We choose life – even when it’s controversial in our society…Our stand today is a peaceful stand that says ‘yes’ to life and ‘no’ to abortion.”

     As far as Albuquerque pro-lifers know, the December 29, 2001 procession was the first of its kind to have been led by a New Mexico bishop. However, since the organizing days of New Mexico’s beloved Brother Matthias, an annual vigil for reparation and conversion has been held on the Feast of the Holy Innocents outside area abortuaries. 

Alternative Catholic Presses Sponsor Letters to Bishops

In November 2001, several lay organizations around the United States – including Los Pequeños -- sponsored a letter-writing campaign to local bishops.  The Catholic Advocate, a Jacksonville, Florida publication, explained the campaign to its readers (excerpts below reprinted with permission).

     The majority of Catholics in the United States are unaccustomed to following with any great interest the workings of the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops. More inclined to look toward their local ordinary, many do not realize the bishops meet as a corporate body for episcopal conferences, twice a year: in November in Washington, D. C. and in June at various locations.  Episcopal conferences are encouraged by the documents of Vatican II (see Christus Dominus) and, while each bishop, remaining loyal to the Holy Father and the teaching magisterium, is sovereign within his own diocese, the coordination of apostolic works and activities is fostered when the bishops come together in union. 

     But are the U. S. bishops in union? Regular watchers of the November Plenary Conference of Bishops, via EWTN television wrap-ups, know that’s not always the case. One observer remarked, “It’s not unlike watching debates in the House and Senate, only there’s a great deal more politeness!” 

The body politic

     Is it fair to say there are “liberal” and “conservative” bishops, or, as they may prefer to be called, “progressive,” and “orthodox?” Shouldn’t they just be “Catholic?” Fair or not, religious politics is a reality. It’s unfortunate that the laity are not more concerned with the November assembly. Not only would they learn much, but the attitudes, activities, and positions expounded by the bishops eventually trickle down to priests, parishes and people, affecting all Catholics. 

    In contrast to loyalists, dissidents pay a great deal of attention to bishop 

conferences and even attend them, by personal invitation. These misled zealots network aggressively and lobby bishops to promote aberrant agendas. Call to Action’s newsletter is not titled ChurchWatch without a reason. 

    At the recent Washington conference, CTA’ers were urging members to arrive early in order to support Detroit Auxiliary Bishop Thomas Gumbleton’s political agenda. Some dissident victories include the ability to keep “Women’s Pastoral,” gaspingly alive for nine years and the successfully executed “gay” coup, the disastrous committee letter, “Always Our Children.”  And where are the faithful laity? …It looks as if the faithful Catholic laity could take a few lessons in networking from their disgruntled brothers and sisters in the faith.

     Long time readers of The Catholic Advocate know that the newsletter was begun in an effort to defend the Church from enemies who would modify her teachings. Throughout the nation, other “alternative press” newsletters have sprung up for the same reason in dioceses drifting from Rome. This November, sensing the lack of a corporate, orthodox voice of the laity at the bishop’s conference, seven alternative press newsletter editors joined forces to initiate the Letters to the Bishops Campaign. It was distributed over the Internet. (See www.missionsun.org,  Faith Watch page.) 

     Catholics concerned about the problems in the Church were asked to sign the campaign’s official Letter and mail it to their individual bishops in Washington, D. C. during the conference. Unfortunately, the Campaign got underway shortly before the event and was unavailable for inclusion in newsletters. 

     The idea for the Campaign came after Catholics witnessed the outrageous performance of Sr. Joan Chittister at the National Catholic Education Association’s conference last April. When over 14,000 Catholic educators from a majority of U. S. dioceses stood and cheered a nun who openly disobeys the Holy Father, consistently thumbs her nose at the Vatican, and disparages the Catholic Church at every turn, not only our children, but the Church body is in serious trouble. Substantial opposition must be mounted to counteract the insidious influence of Chittister and her ilk. [See Sept. 2001 Pepper for coverage of this event.]

     However, as conference watchers know, the liberal coterie of bishops, carefully designed by the late Cardinal Joseph Bernardin to maintain control, has been in place for years. The substance of the Letter focused on major issues that affect all of us, rather than particular problems and was intended to sustain bishops as well as alert them. 

The value of a “minority report”

     Back in the sixties, Pope Paul VI was pondering the morality of birth control. The majority opinion received from his commission was in favor of allowing artificial contraception. A significantly outnumbered group stressed the dangers inherent in separating the marital act from its generative aspect. Karol Wojtyla submitted their “minority report.”  Paul VI listened to the wisdom of the future John Paul II and under the inspiration of the Holy Spirit made his decision. Afterwards, he was heard to remark that if contraception were allowed, abortion and euthanasia would follow in short order! 

     In a certain sense, the Letters to the Bishops Campaign represents a type of “minority report” spoken to Church leadership, which, nevertheless represents the truth. Although, the Letters to the Bishops Campaign began late, it was enthusiastically received and gathered many participants across the United States. Demographically, bishops receiving letters ranged from California’s Cardinal Mahony to Florida’s Bishops Lynch and Dorsey, from Minneapolis’ Bishop Flynn to Texas’ Archbishop Flores. Other bishops who benefited from the Campaign were: Egan, Sheehan, Rigali, McCarrick, and Brom, et al. Participants were asked to respond via e-mail to webmaster@lesfemmes-thetruth.org once they mailed their letters. The foregoing names were gathered from e-mail respondents. 

     There is no way to know for certain how many letters were received by individual bishops because the Campaign was spread among prayer groups and friends many of whom are not computer-users. There have been several requests to repeat the Campaign at the bishops’ June conference. The alternative press editors will consider these requests. The Campaign appears to make one thing very clear: it is past time the voice of the orthodox is heard in our land! 

Pro-life News

Why No Clones?  The Americans to Ban Cloning (ABC) coalition promotes a global ban on human cloning for any purpose. Human cloning must be banned because: 

*  Human cloning represents the commodification and possible commercialization of human life. 

*  Human cloning would create a class of human beings who exist not as ends in themselves, but as the means to achieve the ends of others. 

*  A ban on cloning as a means of producing live born human beings will prove to be unenforceable unless it also bans cloning for any other purpose -- including the use of cloning to produce human embryos as sources of stem cells or for other experimentation. Referring to this latter use of cloning as "therapeutic cloning" is prejudicial and misleading, since it has not been shown that cloning is necessary for or useful in the production of human therapies. 

*  Human cloning is exploitative human experimentation, posing unnecessary dangers to the life and health of both child and mother. 

*  Human cloning upsets the social order by confounding the meaning of parenthood and confusing the identity and kinship relations of any cloned child. 

*  Human beings have a right not to be created as objects of experimentation. 

*  Human cloning can lead to the reproduction of living or deceased persons without their knowledge or involvement. 

*  Human cloning is an affront to the inherent dignity and individuality of human life. 

*  Human cloning would be a gateway technology for the further genetic manipulation and control of human beings. 

*  Human cloning misleads those grieving the loss of a spouse, friend, or relative by promising what it cannot deliver, the bringing back of a deceased loved one. 

This gross misuse of cloning technology should be banned in the United States, and other nations should be encouraged to enact similar bans. 

For more information, visit Americans to Ban Cloning (ABC), www.cloninginformation.org  
 Look Closely at Your Catholic Politicians

     New Mexico voters will soon be choosing a new state Senator.  Their choice is between two professed Catholic candidates, the incumbent Sen. Pete Dominici and his Democrat rival, Gloria Tristiana.  In a state with a large Catholic constituency, there is understandable concern that “Catholic” politicians are frequently uncatholic in their relationship to life issues.  So this Senate race bears close scrutiny.  Candidates who are vocal about their religious convictions should be ethically consistent.  

     The issue has been heating up around the globe.  Archbishop of Lima and Primate of Peru, Cardinal Juan Luis Cipriani, has instructed his pastors to deny Communion to politicians and other public figures if they support abortion.  The document, “The Moral and Legal Dimension of Abortion,” issued by Cipriani, describes abortion as “a horrendous crime” that “takes away the life of an innocent creature entitled to be loved by his parents, and who has been deprived of enjoying the goods of this life, in particular Baptism and the graces of Christianity.”  The text also recalls that the penalty of excommunication latae sententiae – automatically imposed – is still applied to all those involved in an abortion, “including the assistant doctors, the nurse, whoever provides the money, etc.”

     Further, the document states that those who assume a favorable position regarding abortion “are committing a grave fault by supporting a crime....The pastor having a parish member in this condition can deny him Holy Communion in public, only after warning him or her in private.” 

     The time has come to apply similar pastoral guidelines in the Archdiocese of Santa Fe. 
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