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In Caritas in Veritate, Pope Benedict XVI warns:

“Nowadays we are witnessing a grave inconsiste@rythe one hand, appeals are made
to alleged rights, arbitrary and non-essential ature, accompanied by the demand that
they be recognised and promoted by public strusfumhile, on the other hand,
elementary and basic rights remain unacknowledget aae violated in much of the
world. ...[l]f the only basis of human rights is t@ found in the deliberations of an
assembly of citizens, those rights can be changedyatime, and so the duty to respect
and pursue them fades from the common conscious@es&rnments and international
bodies can then lose sight of the objectivity a@ndiolability’ of rights.”*

The concept of human rights emerges from divinelegion and the recognition that human
beings are created in the image and likeness of?Gbhe validity of these rights lies in the
principles of natural law written on the heartsatfmen® However, cut-off from their source
in revelation and natural law, human rights becoami-human. Rights which are
incompatible with natural law are not only invalibut their promotion demands the
subjugation of some human beings in order to advdhe interests of others. Almost on a
weekly basis we see such alleged rights invokgdsiify public policies which threaten the
most vulnerable in society or used to silence theke speak out in defence of Christian
values and natural law. Nowhere is this more cfeselen than with the attempts to separate
the right to life from the principles of naturaha

Although recognition of human rights pre-dates WoWar I, today’'s human rights
establishment grew out of the International Miltafribunals at Nuremberg and the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948). Amdhgse tried at Nuremberg were the
architects of the T4 euthanasia programme and lbetianists of occupied Poland. On 27
July, 1946 the Tribunal heard how the Nazis hadluse

lcv a3z
2 Genesis 1:26-27
3 Rom 2:14-15.

Page 1 of 11, printed Friday, 14 January 2011 at 16:38



“various biological devices,...to achieve genocidaey deliberately decreased the birth
rate in the occupied countries by sterilizationsttion and abortion, by separating
husband from wife and men from women and obstrgatiarriage.*

In September 1948 the General Assembly of World ib&dAssociation adopted the
Declaration of Genevawhich called on doctors to: “maintain the utmastpect for human
life from the time of conception,” and affirm th&ven under threat, | will not use my
medical knowledge contrary to the laws of humanity The following year the Association
adopted the International Code of Medical Ethiahich also required doctors to preserve
human life from the time of conception.

In 1955 the Declaration on the Rights of the CHIRRC) committed States to provide
children with “special safeguards and care, inclgdappropriate legal protection, before as
well as after birth.” Principle 4 of that Declaration states:

“The child shall enjoy the benefits of social sétyurHe shall be entitled to grow and
develop in health; to this end, special care amdeption shall be provided both to him
and to his mother, including adequate pre-natalpst-natal care.”

The DRC recognised the child in the womb as a sigflaider. This recognition is carried
over into the 1990 Convention on the Rights of @mld® (CRC). Article 24(1) of the CRC
obliges States to “recognize the right of the chidhe enjoyment of the highest attainable
standard of health and to facilities for the treatitrof illness and rehabilitation of health” and
to “strive to ensure that no child is deprived & ar her right of access to such health care
services”. Article 24(2)(d) then calls on Stateptwsue full implementation of this right and,
in particular, to “ensure appropriate pre-natal godt-natal health care for mothers.” The
child’s right to health is clearly meant to inclucire prior to birth.

Similarly, in 1966, Article 6(5) of the InternatiahCovenant on Civil and Political Rigfits
prohibited the execution of pregnant women. Thepse of this was to ensure that innocent
children would not be punished with the gufify.

* International Military Tribunal (27 July 46), Volume XIX, pp 498-9
(http://www.mazal.org/archive/imt/19/IMT19-T487.htm).

> “| will maintain the utmost respect for human Iffem the time of conception, even under threaiillinot use
my medical knowledge contrary to the laws of huryani’ Declaration of Geneva (1948), adopted by the
General Assembly of World Medical Association, GemeSwitzerland, September 1948.

®“A doctor must always bear in mind the obligatitfrpreserving human life from conception.” Inteiinatl
Code of Medical Ethics of the World Medical Assditia (1949), adopted by the Third General Assenalbly
the World Medical Association, October 1949.

" Declaration of the Rights of the Child, G.A. r&886 (XIV), 14 U.N. GAOR Supp. (No. 16) at 19, UDbc.
A/4354 (1959).

8 Convention on the Rights of the Child, G.A. re4/2%, annex, 44 U.N. GAOR Supp. (No. 49) at 16.U.
Doc. A/44/49 (1989), entered into force Sept. 20199

? International Covenant on Civil and Political RighAdopted and opened for signature, ratificatind
accession by GA res 2200A (XXI) of 16 December 1868y into force 23 March 1976.

0urhe principle reason for providing in paragrapmdw Article 6(5)] of the original text that the alh
sentence should not be carried out on pregnant wavas to save the life of an innocent unborn chitarc J
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When the European Convention for the ProtectionHaman Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms (1950) was being drafted, abortion wasgreésed as a crime against humanity and
human life was intended to be protected from thenertt of conception. As the Australian
scholar Rita Joseph demonstrates in her examittatadrthe historical background of the
Convention, there was a broad consensus for thesina in human rights protection of the
child before birth. At that time, this was univdhgaecognised and was not controversial.
The context in which the Convention was framed meake other interpretation possible. It is
true that the text of the Convention does not noentine unborn explicitly, but it also fails to
mention the disabled, the elderly or the mentdllyand many other sections of the human
family targeted by the Nazis. No one, as far asdiware, has ever argued that these groups
are not protected by the terms of the Convention.

Despite all of this, however, the European Courdtloman Rights has consistently sought to
avoid ruling on whether the right to life beforetbiis protected under Article 2. Since the
first case involving abortion was heard, its applohas been to view the question as an issue
falling within the “margin of appreciation” grantéa individual States.

Yet this position has become increasingly difficialt the Court to maintain. In the case of
Vo v France (2004), a case which was not direellgted to legalised abortion, the Court was
forced to recognise the obvious, that the childbkeebirth “belongs to the human racé.”
Nevertheless, it insisted that the question of whienbegun was a matter for individual
State$®. Inevitably its lack of commitment to natural lanterpretation of Article 2 has
resulted in the Court moving toward recognitionaofight to abortion, or at least access to
abortion where abortion is lawful. .” In other wertlyes” the unborn child is a member of
the human race, but “No” it is not a person andedfuge entitled to protection under Article
2.

In 2007, in Tysiac v Poland, the Court found thataRd's restrictions on abortion breached
the right to privacy of a woman who had been demiedbortion because an eye condition
from which she suffered was judged to be an incieffitly grave threat to her health to
permit an abortion under Polish law. Time doesp®init an examination of the conflicting
medical evidence or the questionable interpretgtiainon it by the Court. But the ruling in
this case elevated the secondary and conditiogat to privacy in Article 8 above the
fundamental right to life protected by Article 2hd Court then found, within Article 8, the
right to access abortion. The significance of thisng was summed-up by the Spanish judge,
Javier Borrego Borrego, in his dissenting opinidrew he said:

“Today the Court has decided that a human beingbeas as a result of a violation of the
European Convention on Human Rights. Accordinghie teasoning, there is a Polish
child, currently six years old, whose right to mrbcontradicts the Convention.

Bossuyrt in the Guide to the “Travaux Preparatoifethe International Covanent on Civil and Po#tiRights,
gMartinus Nijhoff, 1987) 118, A/3764.

! Human Rights and the Unborn Child, Joseph R, MastiNijhoff, Leiden - Boston, 2009 ISBN 978 90 04
17560 0 Chpt 10 European Convention (1950) andtibern child.
12 case of Vo v France [84] (Application no. 53924/8Quly 2004, [84]
3ibid [83]
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“I would never have thought that the Convention ldogo so far, and | find it
frightening.™

Last year the European Court heard A, B & C v hdladn that case three women under the
guidance of the Irish Family Planning Associatioomplained to the Court that lIrish
Constitutional protection for children before biniolates their right to have an abortion.
While the European Convention requires that alesashould first be heard in the national
courts, this case, almost unnoticed even in Ireladestepped the normal procedures and
was directed to the Court’'s Grand Chamber, a foftom which there is no appeal. The
judgement is expected sometime in 2010.

The outcome of this case could have devastatingezprences and not just for Ireland. There
are already powerful interests within the Unitedtidlas which try to use human rights

agreements to promote abortion on demand. If thegaan Court of Human Rights rules

against Ireland, then no country in the world wob&l safe from the international abortion

lobby. So this case is also a threat to the ridglgovereign, democratic nations to govern
themselves.

Yet we are not powerless to prevent this. As | heaid, true human rights find their origin in
God. They cannot be granted by courts or goverrsndntt they must be recognised and
acknowledged by them. Despite attempts to distaeint international agreements like the
Universal Declaration on Human Rights and the lmgonal Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights recognise the right to life of all membefsh® human family “without distinction of
any kind, such as race, colour, sex, languageioeli political or other opinion, national or
social origin, property, birth or other statds.” This also includes the distinction of
personhood and non-personhood held by some, imgutius far, European courts, to apply
to the unborn child. Article 6 of the Universal Daation on Human Rights (1948) clearly
states, as does the International Covenant on @mdl Political Rights in its Articlel16, that
“everyone has the right to recognition everywhera person before the law”.

We must call upon governments and human rightstutisihs to return to the original
meaning of these documents which were draftedspamse to the atrocities revealed by the
Nuremburg Tribunals. To do this, we must becomeenfamiliar with the international
agreements which were intended to protect all hubeamgs at every stage of life.

We must resist injustice and continue to speakf@uthose who cannot defend themselves.
Italy has shown great determination in standingregean unjust and ideologically driven

attempt to remove the image of God from its schodfe must pray, that the people of
Ireland show the same determination in resistimguhjust attack on the child in the womb,
created in the image and likeness of God.

14 Case ofTysiacv Poland (Application no. 5410/03) 20 March 2007
15|CCPR Art 2 (1).
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Tragically, abortion is legal in the vast majoritfythe Council of Europe member states. The
BBC website has published an abortion map of thee@mtries of the European Union.
Malta is the only country listed as prohibiting aian in all circumstances.

The citizens of Ireland have also distinguishedrtbelves in upholding the right to life of all
unborn children. In a 1983 referendum, Irish citge@oted for a constitutional amendment to
protect unborn children. In that amendment, thehlibtate was pledged to protect unborn
children in its laws.

Tragically, that protection was undermined - notthg Irish people - but by a perverse
decision of the Supreme Court in the X case in 199 Supreme Court, contrary to all
reasonable expectations, allowed abortions in éise of threatened suicide.

Then last year, on f5December 2009, the Irish Supreme Court once agdéd in a
decision, contrary to all reasonable expectatidhat embryos outside the body are not
protected under Ireland's constitution.

As Pat Buckley, of European Life Network Irelandyonis present at this week’s conference,
commented at the time: "The judges' interpretatidnarticle 40.3.3 excluding human
embryos from protection is wrong. This decisioratsehuman embryos as if they are mere
property, when in fact they are equal members efltbman family. International human
rights law does not exclude human embryos from d@beal right to life upheld in the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights and other aonnights instruments. There is no
genetic difference between an embryo inside orideitthe body. The right to life, which is
inalienable, does not change according to location.

| want to turn now to human rights relating to theily, to marriage, and to parents as the
primary educators of their children.

| would like to quote from an important talk, givenQatar, by the distinguished US attorney
and bioethicist, William L. Saunders Jnr, entitldduman Rights, the Family and the
Education of Children".

Mr Saunders writes: "Article 16 [of the Universaé@aration of Human Rights] declares:
‘The family is the natural and fundamental grouft ahsociety and is entitled to protection
by society and the State." Thus, article 16 reammithe common sense fact, sometimes
overlooked by governments and international orgaions, that the family exists prior to the
state, is the foundation of the state, and thasthi is obligated to protect it."

Mr Saunders continues: "Article 16 goes furtherettognizes the right of a man and woman
to marry and found a family. In other words, itagnizes that the family is founded ... upon
marriage. We can all be thankful the Declaratiarogmized these fundamental truths.”

Listen carefully to William Saunders's explanatioh how the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights upholds parents as the primary edigcataheir children. He says: "Echoing
the approach of article 16 [of the Declarationticte 26(3) recognizes that parents are the
primary educators of their children. 'Parents hayeior right to choose the kind of education
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that shall be given to their children’ [the artistates]. As article 16 recognized the priority to
the state of the family founded upon marriageckrt26 recognizes the priority of the wishes
of parents regarding the education of their owndeén over any designs of the state.
Remember, per article 16, the State is obligatqaratect the family. If the State presumes to
usurp the rights of parents to choose the educatfatfeir own children, it damages the
family, violates its own obligations, and undernsinte foundation of a just society and
State."

William Saunders underlines the historical sigmifice of the Universal Declaration's
insistence on parents as the primary educatotseaf ¢hildren by citing Mary Ann Glendon,

Professor of Law at Harvard Law School, former USbassador to the Holy See, and
President of the Pontifical Academy for Social 8ces. In her authoritative book on the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights A World Maddew Mary Ann Glendon writes:

“In the article on education [26]...[the draftingnemittee for the Declaration] made an

important change, influenced directly by recollecs of the National Socialist regime's

efforts to turn Germany's renowned educationalesysnto a mechanism for indoctrinating

the young with the government's program.... [A]lB&aufort of the Netherlands recalled the
ways in which German schools had been used to omderthe role of parents, a third

paragraph was added: 'Parents have a prior rigtttdose the kind of education that shall be
given to their children.™

"In other words" William Saunders comments "ondh&f most important lessons drawn by
the framers of the Declaration from the experiente¢he Second World War was that
parental choice in education is a fundamental pte#nkternational peace and security".

For many years in Britain, our government has qmesuing a policy of providing access to
abortion and birth control drugs and devices faidcen under the age of sixteen without
parental knowledge or consent. Similar policiee dreing pursued by the Spanish
government.

Tragically, over 60 years on from the Universal Reation and the Second World War, it
seems that the lessons have not been learned) Botain by the British government, not in
Spain, by the Spanish government, and the sameysessare developing in Ireland and,
without doubt, in other countries in Europe.

Europe is under intense attack and the pro-life prafamily movement and Catholic
Church leaders must be in the front line of resista This is World War Three and it's
primarily a war on the unborn and on parents aptimeary educators of their children.

There is in fact a worldwide attack on unborn at@id on marriage and the family, and on
parents as the primary educators of their childiesbeing led by the International Planned
Parenthood Federation, the world's largest abegiromoting agency, which has its
headquarters in London. This attack is also prothdig the pro-abortion lobby in the
European institutions, including the European Cossion which is the world's largest
multilateral donor to International Planned ParenthFederation. This attack on the unborn
and on families is also supported by leading irggomal pro-abortion figures such as Tony
Blair, the former British Prime Minister, who iseelrly exploiting his entry into the Catholic
Church in order to undermine Catholic teaching o ¢anctity of human life, on marriage
and on human sexuality, together with his wife @h&iair, who is also a Catholic; and by
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US President Barack Obama's administration. InaBrjtthis attack on unborn children,
marriage and the family is also being supportedti®y Catholic bishops’ conference of
England and Wales.

To begin with President Obama: In a speech on @ctad" last year, Wellington Webb,
appointed by Barack Obama as special adviser tdJanission to the United Nations,
confirmed that the Obama administration will bemating legalised abortion throughout the
world, targeting adolescents in a worldwide abortibive. The ambassador was speaking at
the UN's 15th anniversary commemoration of therfrggonal Conference on Population and
Development (ICPD). His speech expressly committesl US government to promoting
"access to reproductive health commodities andisesvfor adolescents” and he stated
"President Obama, Secretary Clinton and AmbassRd® have all underscored the strong
support of the United States for human rights, womaghts and reproductive rights as well
as universal access to reproductive health andyfgtainning".

Hillary Clinton, Obama's appointee as US Secretary of State, &ds ihclear that when her
government speaks of reproductive health, it'sren teshich includes access to abortion.

We must understand that it's the intention of thmi®a administration not to allow health
professionals’ conscientious objection to abortorget in the way. "Universal access" to
“reproductive health”, to which the Obama governimeeclares itself to be committed,
cannot be "universal" if troublesome pro-life hbafirofessionals object in conscience to
participating in abortion cases or referring them o t colleagues.

In the meantime, the anti-life lobby has intensifiess campaign in the European institutions.

A report on conscientious objection in medicine bising debated this week in the

Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europee TRarliamentary Assembly of the

Council of Europe consists of elected represergatitom the legislatures of the 47 member-
states of the Council of Europe. (Please note ttimatcouncil is entirely separate from the
European Union.) The report’s focus is consciertiobjection to abortion, contraception,

IVF and euthanasia. If the report is passed, Cowidcurope member-states will be under
pressure effectively to abolish in law and practioascientious objection within medicine.

Sadly, the situation is made even worse by chueelddrs who appear to have imbibed the
spirit of the age. | want to say a few words alitbetCatholic Church and about our battle for
the sanctity of human life, for the family, and foarents as the primary educators of their
children, and | will start with the Catholic ChurghEngland and Wales, which is my part of

the world.

While the teaching of the Catholic Church is tHare is a congruence between faith and
reason on matters such as homosexual adoptionpl@€atthurch leaders in England and

Wales were prepared to refer homosexual couplesgh@r adoption agencies - thus putting
children at serious risk. In addition, tragicaliy,Britain, induced abortion and birth control

drugs and devices are provided to children at d¢chieduding Catholic schools, under the

age of 16 without parental knowledge or consents ©happening with the co-operation of

the Catholic authorities.

Britain is witnessing the fulfilment of the propletmessage of Humanae Vitae, Pope Paul
VI's historic encyclical which celebrated its 4@thniversary two years ago. Speaking about
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the inseparable connection between the unitivepradreative aspects of sexual intercourse
he wrote: "Finally, careful consideration shoulddieen to the danger of this power passing
into the hands of those public authorities who datle for the precepts of the moral law.
Who will blame a government which in its attemptésolve the problems affecting an entire
country resorts to the same measures as are regasd&awful by married people in the
solution of a particular family difficulty? Who wWiprevent public authorities from favoring
those contraceptive methods which they consideereffective? Should they regard this as
necessary, they may even impose their use on averyo

Moreover, as Pope John Paul Il points out in Eviunge Vitae, there is a close
interconnection between contraception and abor#acording to the manufacturers, one of
the contraceptive pill's modes of action is to eaars early abortion.

A teacher at a Catholic comprehensive school fgstamd girls in Kent, England, spoke out
recently about the sex education given to her ctds43- to 14-year-old children. The
teacher, a Miss McLernon, said: “I think people ddobe aware of what is going on in
schools. | witnessed the nurse using a plastic modshow these children how to put on
what she said was a chocolate flavoured condome"v@&mt to on to explain to her pupils
that flavoured condoms had been made becausetptestididn't like the taste of rubber.

Miss McLernon added: "Every child in the class vgigen a card explaining where you
could get free contraceptives and the abortionémdumorning-after pill. The card also gave
details of a website for young people explainingvfesurgical abortion could be arranged.
This is a Catholic school where you would expedldebn to be protected from this sort of
thing."

Sadly, more and more Catholic parents are tellisgauuthe Society for the Protection of
Unborn Children about terrible experiences in Clathechools, both at secondary and
primary school level. Protests on the part of Clathmarents and teachers seeking to protect
young people do not appear to be heard.

Furthermore, the British government and the Europgiaion have enacted a body of law on
the equal employment rights of male and female ms@xoals, and bisexuals and
transsexuals, which is to be enforced with theahoé severe legal sanctions. The Catholic
Bishops' Conference of England and Wales has peatiDeversity and Equality Guidelines,
a policy statement which (whilst it includes elenseaf Catholic doctrine) welcomes, seeks
to implement and states that it will monitor thiov@rnment policy within the Church,
including in Catholic schools.

The bishops' document speaks about welcoming [fjutte social and cultural changes
which are required of us..." It says "...it woulel wrong to give some forms [of the six forms
of discrimination listed by the Government] greaberlesser importance than others.” The
document says that Catholics "must understand amgbly with discrimination legislation”

The bishops' document calls on "those with authaitall levels of the church to be more
aware of whether different groups are represemtéldda many facets of life of the Church e.g.
schools..." and the bishops say: "...Organisatiomsitutions and dioceses should consider
appointing or entrusting someone with responsybfbir diversity and equality” Finally, the
bishops warn: "We ... intend to review progress.two years".
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Pope John Paul Il taught that it was an illusiohiak that we could build a true culture of
human life if we did not offer adolescents and ypuadults an authentic education in
sexuality, and in love, and the whole of life ackog to their true meaning and in their close
interconnection. However, with the bishops of Emgl and Wales now welcoming and
guaranteeing the presence of homosexual, bisexw@dltanssexual teachers in Catholic
schools in England and Wales, is it not completeigealistic to expect that Catholic sexual
morality will be taught in these schools?

A pro-abortion document prepared at the requeiteEuropean Union Commission on the
right to conscientious objection, links rights telg to sexual orientation to other supposed
rights, including the "right" to abortion and theght" to euthanasia and assisted suicide. The
document is entitled The Right to Conscientious edtipn and the Conclusion by EU
Member States of Concordats with the Holy See. ddwment quotes, in part, the Diversity
and Equality Guidelines of the Catholic bishops Eofgland and Wales in a generally
approving way. The bishops' guidelines and the gema Union experts' document clearly
agree that, subject to limited and narrow excegti@atholic organizations must ensure that
no job applicant or employee receives less favdarabatment than another on the grounds
of ... sexual orientation.

The Catholic Herald, a British Catholic newspages pointed oiit1] that The Right to
Conscientious Objection and the Conclusion by EUrlder States of Concordats with the
Holy See may be used as a legal reference potheikuropean Court of Human Rights. The
same is therefore true, | would submit, of the bsitg and Equality Guidelines from the
Catholic Bishops' Conference of England and Wales.

Disunity continues to grow in the Church through&utrope because its leaders persist in
failing to teach the doctrine and prophetic messafyj¢iumanae Vitae, Pope Paul VI's
encyclical on the transmission of human life. Pulluthorities - from China to Britain - are
indeed imposing on entire countries "the same nmieasas are regarded as lawful by married
people in the solution of a particular family diffity”. Moreover, the use of contraceptive
drugs and devices by so many Catholics, which raegording to the manufacturers, cause
an early abortion, is draining the pro-life movemehthe support of the community most
likely to support the battle against abortion. Aespvho may be turning a blind eye to the
practice of abortifacient birth control in the mfacy of their married lives may well find it
difficult to support our unequivocal campaigns aghiabortion, IVF, human embryo
research and euthanasia.

The artificial separation of the unitive and pratree elements of sexual intercourse is not
only the basis of contraception, it's also the $asiearly abortion and in vitro fertilisation. It
underpins today's culture of death.

It's vital that the pro-life movement in Europedas the history and consequences of the
overwhelming rejection of Humanae Vitae by Catllitcthe West, following its publication
in 1968.

In 1971 Vatican officials aimed at damage limitatito the "unity” of the Church by an
unofficial policy which became known as The Trude'@8. This policy resulted in the
Washington Case. Let me tell you about the Wasbim@lase. This is what happened. In
1968 the Archbishop of Washington, Cardinal Patf@Boyle forbade his priests to preach
dissent from the encyclical Humanae Vitae. Nineteérhis priests appealed against his
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injunction to the Congregation for the Clergy inethatican. In 1970 this Vatican
Congregation, under the guidance of the Americamli@al Wright, issued a directive which
read as follows:

- Humanae Vitae must be received as the teachitteed@hurch.
- The doctrine of the Church is that consciencet miuwsays be followed.

There was no third conclusion, urging that consmene formed in the light of the teaching
of the Church. Cardinal O'Boyle was informed tHatis priests were prepared to subscribe
to this directive, he must reinstate them. Theltesas that priests worldwide were now able
to encourage their flock to 'follow their consciehowhile admitting the teaching of the
Church as 'an ideal'. What had happened in effastavnullification by a Vatican official of
the authority of the Bishop as a teacher of thesAgla tradition. The resultant chaos and
silence of the Church through the promotion oflagfaloctrine of conscience has never been
effectively redressed, despite frequent reiteratiohthe Church's doctrine, notably by Pope
John Paul Il and the then Cardinal Ratzinger, nopeFBenedict XVI.

Subsequently in March 1989 the state of the Americhurch was deemed to be so serious
that a number of Bishops were called to Rome. @atdD'Connor of New York made an
outstanding intervention. He pointed out that th@dvconscience' in the United States had
changed its meaning between 1945 and 1989. Thtieififties when Bishop Fulton Sheen
had used the word in his addresses, everybody stoder that he was referring to the Ten
Commandments. By 1989 no such understanding exiSfeshscience' was now taken to
mean literally what you will. Cardinal O'Connor thasked a pointed question: "But, Holy
Father, if a Bishop teaches the doctrine of ther€will he be upheld by Rome?"

Thus since the start of the Truce of '68 Humanamevhas remained a doctrinal truth
dissociated from its implementation by a policy tfe generalised acceptance of
contraception. Policy has been in opposition tehtr@ruth has been undermined by policy
based on a seemingly expedient misinterpretatiorcasfscience. The example of this
disassociation of policy from truth on the transsioa of human life has, quite logically,
been succeeded by a similar tactical retreat odefence of life itself.

Two years ago the issues underlying the Washingase question re-emerged starkly in
Recife, Brazil. The Archbishop of Recife Archbishdpsé Cardoso Sobrinho was harshly
called to account by the Brazilian press, Goverrtnag the abortion lobby for upholding
the right to life of two unborn babies. A Vaticafiidal Archbishop Fisichella, President of
the Pontifical Academy for Life, writing in all dhe language editions of the Osservatore
Romano reinforced the attack upon the courageous faithful Archbishop Cardoso
Sobrinho. The result was a new uncertainty, thigetinot about contraception but about
abortion, and by implication, euthanasia, if, ashishop Fisichella claimed, ‘compassion’ is
to be the guide to the conscience of the docttierahan the truth about the Creator and His
Creation. There was a sustained pro-life reactmthis scandalous situation very largely
from the Anglo-Saxon and Hispanic world. Subsedyeat document from the Sacred
Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith cormegtiArchbishop Fisichella's article was
published in Osservatore Romano. Its publicationh b@en commanded by the Holy Father.
The Clarification from The Sacred Congregationtfoe Doctrine of the Faith ended with a
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guotation from Number 89 of Evangelium Vitae “Asr fthe responsibility of medical
workers, the words of Pope John Paul Il must ballett: «Their profession ....... which
requires every doctor to commit himself to absoluéspect for human life and its
sacredness At this point the Clarification stops abruptlytime middle of Number 86f the
Encyclical.  This section of the Encyclical contes “Absolute respect for every
innocent human life also requires the exercise ofoascientious objection in relation to
procured abortion and euthanasia. "Causing death" an never be considered a form of
medical treatment, even when the intention is solelto comply with the patient's
request. Rather, it runs completely counter to thehealth- care profession, which is
meant to be an impassioned and unflinching affirmaon of life.”

Had the quotation from N89 of Evangelium Vitae ten discontinued it would have
explicitly corrected the core error in Fisichell@gicle. Regrettably this specific dubium on
the autonomy of the medical conscience has not beeacted.

We are now undergoing a total onslaught of this @uture under the leadership of President
Barack Obama whose administration is orchestratimgridwide attack on unborn children,
on marriage, on parents as the Primary educatdreofchildren, on the terminally ill and on
conscience.

| believe that the values of Nobel Prize Winner Mot Teresa who said in her acceptance
speech: "™[T]he greatest destroyer of peace togdaportion” will prevail over the values of
Nobel Prize Winner, Barack Obama who has callecabmrtion on demand to be legalized
throughout the world. Through our work in the yeam®ad, the dignity and inviolability of
every human life will once again be reflected imple's consciences and national law, just as
it's deeply entrenched in universally-binding humghts agreements. On the other hand, the
values of the pro-abortion, pro-human embryo retelmbby, reflected in the callous rhetoric
of choice which tramples on human lives, born anddaun, will be consigned in the not so
very distant future to a tragic chapter of humastdry.

Our crisis began with the rejection of Humanae &/ith will end with its acceptance and
implementation. The acceptance and implementaticheoprophetic teaching of Humanae
Vitae will only be possible if there is a radicdlange in the nomination policy of Bishops
throughout Europe. The Truce of 68 is over. The inatrons of bishops who do not have a
sustained and genuine track record of fidelity te teachings of the Magisterium on the
transmission of human life (Humanae Vitae) musp s&uch nominations must stop because
the cost in babies' lives is simply too great. HneeVitae which has been re-stated in Pope
Benedict's Caritas in Veritate must become cemdralur pro-life and pro-family movement.
We and our bishops will go on to lead the worldvitted we are united on the totality of the
truth on human life and its transmission.
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