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Dearly Beloved in Christ, 

In their meeting of November, 1961, the Catholic Bishops of the United States spoke once again to one of the most urgent issues of our time. 5 jess 
“‘We are committed to the defense of all unborn human lives. We cannot tolerate the continued destruction of unborn lives at the rate of one and a half million a year. We firmly restate our opposition to alll abortion.” 

polis, give public my Catholics of this Archdiocese and to all others who will giye ear to my voice, that with total conviction and enthusiasm the above stated position is personally my own. Re i Further, I also give my i Support to a practical and tactical decision taken at the same November meeting of the Bishops. Since the Supreme Court decision of 1973, the combined efforts of Pro-Life and Right to Life groups have not been able to reverse the Court's original decision. Subsequent Supreme Court decisions seem to us to have elevated abortion to the status of a Constitutional right. 
An entirely new approach to this distressing situation was presented to us when Senator Orrin Hatch introduced a bill in Congress that would essentially take the abortion issue away from the court and place it where it belongs, with the elected representatives of the people. The Catholic Bishops of the United States overwhelmingly gave their support to the Hatch Amendment because: - 

~ 1) It would immediately overturn the Supreme Court decision. 
2) It would empower Congress to enact national abortion laws. 
3) It would allow states to enact abortion legislation even more restrictive than the national law if they so desire (but not less restrictive). 
4) It is politically achievable in this session of Congress. 
5) It is a realistic step toward first curtailing, and eventually banning, abortion. 

Because I recognize that people of good will can differ concerning the best and most correct approach to restoring legal protection to unborn human life, I have chosen to explain my position to you in this fashion and to ask you to read the detailed analysis of the Hatch Amendment developed by the National Right to Life Committee and contained in this issue of The Criterion. If you agree with the Catholic Bishops of the United States that the Hatch Human Life Amendment is an achievable first step toward restoring legal protection to the unborn, I ask that 
yt 1) Send a card or letter to Senators Lugar and Quayle expressing your support for the Hatch-Ashbrook Amendment (Senate Office Bldg., Washington, D.C. 20510). 

2) Share the insert with a friend or neighbor. 
3) Continue to work with others in your neighborhood who are praying and working to restore legal protection to the unborn. 

Because the Amendment process has many steps, help will be needed at other times as well. If you are willing to join future efforts of our Pro-Life Activities Office, please return the en- closed Life Roll card. 

Most Rev. Edward T. O’Meara 
Archbishop of Indianapolis 
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Archbishop Edvard T. O’Meara has issued 
a call to all archdiocesan Catholics to actively 
support the Hatch Amendment, designed to 
outlaw abortion on demand. 

i E ii i i 

protect unborn life under the 14th Amendment, 
The “constitutionality of these Proposals is 
expected to be challenged. 

Senators who supported the Hatch Amen- 
dment in the Judiciary Committee are 
Chairman Strom Thurmond (R-S.C.), Paul 
Laxalt (R-Nev.), Orrin Hatch (R-Utah), _ 
Robert Dole (R-Kan.), Alan Simpson (R- 
Wyo.), John East (R-N.C.), Charles Grassley 
(R-Iowa), Jeremiah Denton (R-Ala.) Joseph 
Biden (D-Del.) and Dennis DeConcini (D-Ariz.) 

Those in opposition were Charles Mathias, 
Jr. (R-Md.), Arlen Specter (R-Pa.), Robert C. 
Byrd (D-W.Va.), Howard M. Metzenbaum (D- 
Ohio), Patrick Leahy (D-Vt.), Max Baucus (D- 
Mont.) and Edward Kennedy (D-Mass.) who 
was absent, but opposed the amendment by 
proxy. 

Howell T. Heflin (D-Ala. ) did not vote. 

PRO-ABORTION groups already are 
generating pressure on Congressional mem- 

bers to kill the Hatch Amendment. The New 
York Sunday Times recently carried a full- 
page Planned Parenthood advertisement 
opposing “‘Hatch” and soliciting funds to 
finance opposition in Congress. 

The ad told readers that the Judiciary 
cot dis ee ne 
first step toward depriving you your most 
fundamental personal rights, adding that ‘If 
this amendment becomes law, it will rob you of 
your Constitutional right to choose an abor- 
tion.” 

Congressman Henry Hyde (R-Ill.), who 
spoke at this year’s Indianapolis Right to Life 
banquet, has come out in favor of the Hatch 
proposal. Speaking at the Texas Right to Life 
Committee Conference in Houston, Hyde said 
the amendment has a good chance of Senate 
passage and he urged his listeners to support it. 
Hyde added that it may have a better chance 
than the Human Life Bill which he sponsors 

++. the has a wider 
appeal.” But he forecast that “it will be a tough battle.” 
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Young student, her parents, struggle with cult’s impact 
by VALERIE R. DILLON 

(Second of a series) 

Between one and three million young 
Americans belong to religious cults. Many are 
drawn into publicized groups such as The Way, 
the Unification Church (Moonies) and Hare 
Krishna. 

However, thousands) more—because of 
idealism, religious fervor, loneliness or in 
transitional times in their lives—turn to 
smaller, less publicized cults such as the Faith 
Assembly in Warsaw, Indiana. 

Faith Assembly, originally called the Glory 
Barn, was once considered merely a fun- 
damentalist Christian sect. However, a 
suspicious fire which destroyed the original 
barn meeting place, the tactics and reputations 
of its leaders and finally the deaths of several 
members—including children and newborns— 
attracted notoriety and the “cult” label. 

The leader of Faith Assembly is Dr. E. 
Hobart Freeman, a former Florida 
businessman and defrocked professor of Old 
Testament and Philosophy at Winona Lake’s 
Grace Theological Seminary in northern In- 
diana. A dynamic preacher, “Brother” 
Freeman, aided by two sons-in-law, has built a 
religious empire of some 17,000 followers 
scattered over seven countries. 

“Satellite bodies” of the Faith Assembly are 
located throughout Indiana, where they are 
known by various other names. One of these is 
the Lighthouse at West Lafayette. It was there 
that 19-year-old Teresa Parli last year joined 
the cult. 

Teresa, then a Purdue University freshman, 
had been searching for stronger religious 
identity through her final year at North Central 
High School in Indianapolis. She and her friend, 
Ann, went from one Bible study group to 

another, seeking God’s will and plan for them. 
They were, says Teresa, ‘perfectly set up for a 
cult” when Paul, another North Central 
graduate at.Purdue, pressured them to go with 
him to the Lighthouse. Although at first 
repulsed by the group’s emotionalism, 
gradually both girls became trapped in the call 
to be “‘overcomers for Christ.” 

THREE-TIMES-A-WEEK meetings, read- 
ing materials and tapes and what Teresa’s 
mother, Mrs. Rose Parli, calls “mind control 
tactics” turned the bright and vivacious young 
woman into what both mother and daughter 
term “a zombie.” Teresa stopped dating and 
wore ‘‘cult clothing”’—tent-like dresses which 
deemphasized her sexual. attractiveness. She 
threw away her glasses and contact lenses 
during a “positive confession,” proclaiming in 
Jesus’ name that her eyesight was healed. A 
pre-veterinary major, Teresa changed courses 

because the cult taught that medicine was 
sinful. And to ward off the greatest sin—doubt 
about cult teaching—she learned to chant, 
speak in tongues and close off her mind to 
anything but cult doctrine. 

Teresa befriended an older lady in the cult 
who had suffered a heart attack and decided to 
help the woman plant a garden before she went 
home for summer vacation. 

One day Teresa mentioned her plan to a 
group of cult members. ‘They all gave me this 
look, like what I said was terrible. It was a 
judgment.” Her reaction was: What am I 
doing, God? What’s wrong? A group member 
told her: You’d better read Matthew 6. “I read 
it and it said, ‘Do not your alms before men,’ 
which meant not to trumpet yourself. So I 
thought maybe the Devil had really gotten to 
me. I ended up Mot being able to make her 
garden for her.” 

As time went on, Teresa became unable to 
rely on herself and her own judgment. “I got to 
the point where I couldn’t use my own con- 
science,” she says. ““Whenev_r I had to make a 
decision, I watched other people in the group to 
see what they said about me.” 2 

Teresa also began to look different. She 
walked with mincing steps, her head down and 
shoulders slumped. “It affected me physically, 
not only the way I walked, but I lost weight (she 
dropped below 100 pounds) and my eyes got 
blank. I was real tense here (in the lower jaw) 
and used to pray that I’d be able to laugh again. 
always felt so guilty and fearful.” 

“You could tell she was in the cult just by 
looking at her,” says Mrs. Parli. 

Increasingly, Teresa became separated 
from her family. When summer arrived, her 
involvement with the cult intensified. She and 
Ann traveled back and forth to West Lafayette 
to meetings, sometimes three times a week. 

“I WAS READING the Bible all the time, 
reading and praying,” recalls Teresa. “To get 
away from my parents and the noise and 
everything, I'd go into the closet. I quit my 
summer job at Lilly (with the Elizabeth Arden 
company) because Lilly was associated with 
medicine. Nobody came and said I should quit 
. . it was like my major in college. If medicine 
was demonic, then working for Lilly was 
demonic.” 

She adds that because of the cult’s belief in 
divine healing, “‘all these people in the hospital 
who were sick were there because they hadn’t 
submitted to God . . . All these women who let 
their babies die—a lot of people said they were 
murderers, yet they were under the control of 
this man who told them that if they disobey 
God, God will destroy their families; they’ go 
to Hell. So I know that inside they were so 
scared. ” 

One evening at a cult meeting, Teresa 
learned that her elderly friend had suffered 
another heart attack and died. She started to 
cry, but was immediately told by another girl: 
Don’t do that—you'll let in a depressive demon. 
Just praise the Lord that she’s with Jesus. 
Teresa remembers the feeling she had at the 
time: ‘‘All my emotions just went back inside 
and I thought: Oh, she’s with Jesus.” 

One of the cult’s teachings, she explains, is 
that “we had to die to ourselves; we had to 
carry our cross and die to ourselves like Jesus 
did.” However, Teresa says, unlike traditional 
Christian belief, this teaching involved ego 
destruction. “We were supposed to cut off all 
feelings and emotions ... to die out in all 
feelings except for Jesus.” 

“T couldn’t realize that I was following what 
these leaders said and not God at all and that 
dying to all my feelings except for God was 
cutting myself off from everything.” 

The cult discouraged friendships, telling 
members they must battle Satan—“‘they called 
it spiritual warfare.” The cult stressed that 
“you had to hate yourself, your family and cut 
all affection except for God. They never 
stressed love.” 

Another area of conflict focused on Teresa’s 
future. She had been considering the Peace 
Corps, but in the cult she came to know “hat 
God wanted me to be married. I was getting set 
up for it. They taught that woman’s purpose 
was to be a part of man, to be a wife.” She even 
began to believe that God’s will for her might 
be to marry Paul, the person who had brought 
her inwo the cult—and whois still a member. 

TERESA DESCRIBES her summer: “More 
and more, I slept less. I’d get up and pray. I 
really couldn’t sleep. I had more opportunity to 
listen to the tapes (supplied by the cult). I 
didn’t want to go see my grandparents. I love 
my grandparents so much, but I didn’t want to 
go see them. When my family went, I just 
wanted to stay home and listen to tapes and get 
close to the Lord. I was getting more and more 
confused.” 

Teresa’s parents, John and Rose Parli, first 
became concerned about Teresa when she 
became involved in certain Bible study groups, 
but they believed she wouldn’t be taken in by 
what Mrs. Parli describes as ‘‘very alien 
fundamentalist doctrine.” 

“Until she landed in a cult, I thought it was a 
phase,” declares her mother. “When she came 
home for spring break in April (1981), she had 
no contacts or glasses and she told us she had 
been healed in Jesus’ name.” 

Mrs. Parli handled this matter-of-factly. 
“Well, we'll have to go and get your driving 
restriction removed,” she said. But when 
Teresa’s eyes were retested at the licensing 

branch, she stiil couldn’t pass without glasses. 
She excused this by declaring that ‘‘the healing 
hasn’t yet manifested itself.” 

Mrs. Parli and a friend went with Teresa to 
a meeting of the cult’s Indianapolis group, and 
in Mrs. Parli’s words: ‘I knew Teresz was too 
bright to be persuaded—the leader was so 

Teresa’s face—she was mesmerized.” 
Every holiday, Teresa’s mother sént 

“CARE” packages to her daughter at Purdue. 
“But she got less and less enthusiastic. It was 
getting repulsive to her. I noticed the change.” 

Once, she sent a homemade devilsfond cake 
decorated with a tiny devil. Teresa and her 
friend, Ann, called this teasing, “terrible.” 

“By May, when Teresa came home from 
school, John and I had decided we would just 
show her how much we loved her and 
everything would be all right.”” It took only one 
or two weeks to prove how wrong they were. 

ONE SUNDAY evening, they put her into 
the car and took her to Methodist Hospital. A 
counselor spoke to Teresa, then told her 
parents he had been unable to evoke in her a 
single sign of emotion—anger, fear, nothing. 

“That's when I decided to read everything I 
could get my hands on,” says Mrs. Parli. “I 
knew she was not my Teresa any more. She 
was a waif. I felt myself so angry. And I had 
fear and guilt—I did this to my child, I 
thought.” 

A former teacher of literature, speech and 
debate, Mrs. Parli listened to the cult’s doc- 
trinal tapes. “Then I’d write a syllogism to 
show how false their logic was . . . I would try 
my best to think of something that would 
convince her. I thought: I can somehow break 
her.” 

As she argued and challenged Teresa, her 
daughter told her friends in the cult: “My mom __— 
is trying to deprogram me, but I’m not giving 
intoit.” 

Through the summer, Mr. and Mrs. Parli 
“vacillated.” “John said, ‘If that’s the life she 
wants, we'll let her live it.’ But on weekends 
when he’d be with her, he’d change.” 

One night, as Teresa’s parents argued and 
reasoned with her, she shouted at them: 
“Break my soul!” and they replied: “We will 
do that!” 

“We had nothing to lose. She was absolutely 
gone.” 

Within weeks, two people arrived at the 
Parli home on Indianapolis’ north side. Mrs. 
Parli called Teresa, “There’s someone here to 
see you.” At first Teresa thought they might be 
former cult members, but within moments she 
discovered: the deprogrammers had arrived. 
(Next week: The Parlis and Teresa find out what 
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MOVING? 
We'll be there waiting 
if you give us 2 weeks 

Advance Notice 
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New Parish ee 

Effective Date 

NOTE: If you are receiving duplicate copies please send 
both !abels. 

THE CRITERION 
P.0. BOX 174     INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46206 

New minister provincial named 
Father Juniper Cummings has been elected 

ninth Minister Provincial of the Conventual 
Franciscans Province of Our Lady of Con- 
solation, effective in May. 

Father Juniper will succeed Father 
Lawrence Mattingly, who has been 
for 10 years. The province has its headquarters 
at Mount St. Francis in Floyd County. 

Father Juniper, a Louisville native, at- 
tended grade schools there, high 3chool at 
Mount St. Francis and higher studies in Angola 
and in Carey, Ohio. He earned a doctorate in 
theology at Fribourg in Switzerland and in 1948 
made his solemn profession as a Conventual 
Franciscan at the tomb of St. Francis of Assisi, 
the order’s founder. 

He has taught at and been rector of 
Assumption Seminary in Chaska, Minn., Our 
Lady of Carey Seminary at Dayton, and was a 
faculty member of St. Louis University’s 
graduate school during the 1960s. While in St. 

Louis, Father Juniper founded the Conventual 
Franciscan House of Saint Bonaventure and 
was head of Maryville’s College of the Sacred 
Heart's theology 

“Washington, D.C., with custodies in New 
Mexico, Texas and Africa and missions in 
Central America and the Honduras. 

In the Archdiocese of Indianapolis, priests 
from the province administer four ar- 
chdiocesan parishes: St. Simon in Indianapolis, 
St. Joseph and St. Benedict, both in Terre 
‘Haute, and St. Anthony in Clarksville, as well 
as the retreat center at Mt. St. Francis.   Father Juniper Cummings 
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PASSION IN THE SNOW—At the village of Kalwaria Zebrzydowska, 
Poland, umbrellas sprout like mushrooms as pilgrims to a 17th-century 
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shrine are caught in a spring snow shower. The Passion, foreground, is re- 

      
enacted every year near the shrine. The photo is from a special 
on Poland appearing in the April National Geographic. (NC Photo) 

  

Pope’s Easter message calls for justice 
by NANCY FRAZIER 

VATICAN CITY (NC)—Pope John Paul II 
pleaded for “all victims of injustice, of human 
cruelty and of violence, of exploitation and of 
selfishness” as he closed his fourth Holy Week 
as pope April 11, Easter Sunday. 

During traditional Holy Thursday to Easter 
Sunday ceremonies the 61-year-old pope 
stressed the Christian message of hope ex- 
pressed in the resurrection of Jesus. 

But in his Easter “Urbi et Orbi’” (To the City 
and the World) message he said the joy of this 
year’s celebrations “‘is disturbed by the 
situations of tension and of conflict in various _ 
parts of the world.” 

Speaking from the central loggia of St. 
Peter’s Basilica to more than 300,000 people, 
Pope John Paul made special mention of his 
concern about the war between Iran and Iraq 
and of the ‘grave tension” between Argentina 
and Great Britain over the Falkland Islands. 

He said the Falklands dispute “between two 
countries of Christian tradition” involved “the 
loss of human lives and the threat of armed 
conflict and fearful repercussions in in- 
ternational relations.” 

“I express the fervent hope and the par- 

ticularly pressing appeal to the parties in- 
volved to seek diligently, with responsible 
commitment and with all good will ways of a 
peaceful and honorable settlement of the 
dispute while there is still time to prevent a 
struggle involving bloodshed,” the pope added. 

Pope John Paul, who went to his summer 
residence in Castelgandolfo April 12 for a two- 
day rest, began a busy four days of Holy Week 
activities with the Holy Thursday chrism Mass 
April 8, concelebrated in St. Peter’s with 21 
cardinals, 

ordination vows Pope John Paul blessed the 
oils and the chrism, a mixture of oils and spices 
used in baptism, confirmation and holy orders 
and for the blessing of sacred vessels and the 
consecration of altars. 

That evening the pope went to St. John 
Lateran Basilica, where he washed and kissed 
the feet of 12 elderly men in a 
commemorating Christ’s act of humility 
toward his apostles at the Last Supper. 

Pope John Paul began his Good Friday 
activities April 9 by hearing confessions, for 
the third year in a row, in St. Peter’s Basilica. 

Dressed in black, the pope entered the 
basilica around noon and heard the confessions 
of 25 people before leaving the confessional an 
hour and a half later. 

After presiding at a late afternoon 
celebration of the passion in St. Peter’s 
Basilica, Pope John Paul went to Rome’s 
ancient Colosseum for the traditional Way of 
the Cross, a ceremony initiated by Pope 
Benedict XIV in 1750. 

The culminating moment of the Holy Week 
observances was an Easter morning Mass 
under sunny skies in St. Peter’s Square at- 
tended by more than 300,000 people and 
broadcast live or on a delayed basis to 41 
countries. 

At the end of his “Urbi et Orbi” talk, Pope 
John Paul greeted the crowd in 43 languages, 
the same number as his record set last Easter. 

In the United States, Cardinal Humberto S. 
Medeiros of Boston was one of several U.S. 
Catholic bishops and other religious leaders 
who challenged the nuclear arms race in Holy 
Week or Easter messages. 

“Nuclear weapons must be banished from 
the earth,” said Cardinal Medeiros in a 

  

CROP sponsors walk for hungry 
Three-time Olympics winner Wilma 

Rudolph and Episcopal Bishop Edward W. 
Jones will be honorary co-chairpersons of the 
third annual CROP Hunger Walk set for 9 a.m. 
Saturday, April 24, in Indianapolis. 

Thirty-seven congregations and four local 
organizations are involved in food emergencies 
and were represented at a recent planning 
meeting, according to Glenn White. A $20,000 
goal was set for this year’s walkers. Last year, 
more than $13,000 was raised in a similar walk, 
with 25 percent retained for use by Gleaners, 
the St. Vincent DePaul Society and by the Food 
Pantry System which co-ordinates with the 
Church Federation’s Metro Center. 

The remainder of monies raised—75 per- 

cent—goes for food relief and development on 
five continents. 

The route will extend from Military Park to 
the Gleaners Food Bank on Indiana Avenue 
and then on a 10-mile course which includes 
food pantries on the near-East and near-South 
neighborhoods and back through Monument 
Circle to Military Park. 

Youth groups and social concerns groups in 
local churches recruit most of the people who 
join in the Hunger Walk. Each walker normally 
has 10 or more sponsors who pledge a specific 
amount per mile walked. 

However, more individual and church 
participation is welcome. For information, call 
923-2945. 
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Educator is 
missionary, 

NCEA told 
by JENNIFER WILLEMS 

CHICAGO (NC)—Catholic educators must 
be both missionary and visionary, Norman 
Francis, president of Xavier University in New 
Orleans, told delegates to the National Catholic 
Educational Association convention in 
Chicago. 

He told the educators in his keynote address 
April 12 that “of all possible good careers, 
teaching is one of the most important to be 
done.” 

Speakers at the April 12-15 NCEA con- 
vention were scheduled to include President 
Reagan, who was expected to talk on tuition tax 
credits for parents who send their children to 
non-public schools. 

Francis said in his talk that ‘the af- 
firmation and the promotion of this dignity of 
the human person in the search for eternal life 

He added that any Catholic educational 
system which denies or ignores those religious 
beliefs forfeits any claim to the title of Catholic. 
The vocation of teachers is a dual one, he said, 
that of missionary and visionary. 

“We derive our directions from our Lord 
Jesus Christ, himself the world’s greatest 
teacher, and his admonitions: ‘Come follow 
me,’ ‘Go ye therefore and teach,’ ‘I have come 
that they may have life.’ ” 

Francis said that Catholic education has its 
reason for being in the fundamental belief that 
“man was created by God in his image and 
likeness and man’s ultimate goal on earth is in 
returning to eternal life with God.” 

He said he had titled his talk “Catholic 
Schools and Teachers: A Religious 

i »” because he believes “that the 
future of the Catholic Church in America may 
depend as much on quality Catholic schools and 
its teachers as perhaps any other single 
element of religious activity.” 

He also said he believes that any hope that 
the United States can achieve its constitutional 
guarantee for all Americans depends in part on 
educational institutions such as Catholic 
— educating children in Judeo-Christian 
values. 

  

Canon Law society 

to meet here 
The archdiocese will host the 1982 con- 

    

ie tener vention of the Midwest Canon Law Society on 
on Nuclear Disar featuring nati ae x i conan . known speakers this summer. 17 midwestern states. - “The threat of nuclear arms has become the General thcue of the convention, first to be most important moral issue of our times,” said 
Bishop Lawrence Welsh of Spokane, Wash., in 
a statement endorsing Ground Zero Week, an 
anti-nuclear study week to be observed April 
18-25 in about 300 U.S. cities. 

Others warning against the dangers of 
nuclear war included Bishop Louis E. Gelineau 
of Providence, R.I.; a group of 14 Protestant 
and Orthodox church leaders in 
Massachusetts; Bishop Daniel P. Reilly of 
Norwich, Conn.; Bishop Stanislaus J. Brzana of 
Ogdensburg, N.Y.; the Urban Affairs Com- 
mission of the Archdiocese of St. Paul- 
Minneapolis; Bishop Leo T. Maher of San 
Diego; the priests’ senates of the Spokane 
Diocese and the Newark, N.J., Archdiocese; 
and Bishop Sylvester Treinen of Boise, Idaho. 

held in Indianapolis, will be the New Code of 
Canon Law. 

Father Thomas J. Green, associate 
professor of canon law at Catholic University, 
will give the keynote address, “Reflections on 
Diocesan Structures in the Revised Code.” 

Canon Law for the Church in the United 
States.” 

Seminar speakers include Father Gerald A. 
Gettelfinger, archdiocesan chancellor; 
Richard J. Lawlor of Riley Child Guidance 
Clinic; John Ferguson, chief of data services, 
St. Meinrad Archabbey; and Immaculate 
Heart of Mary Sister Sharon Holland of the 
Archdiocese of Detroit. 
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“EDITORIALS 
Challenged by injustice 

Cathie rent age of this week's ‘ 
of the archdiocese to support 

States Constitution and to contact the 
Support it also. This amendment seeks a legislative status of abortion on demand. ; 

The supplement inside this week's Criterion contains a statement of the amen- loan it, # number of questions and quotations about its significance. This rep. plement was prepared by the Legislative Office of the National Right to Life Gan, mittee and is being in diocesan publications the country. giaiders are asked to Keep the supplement, to read it, to study it, and to contaed Senators Lugar and Quayle and let them know of your opinion concerning the Hatek amendment. 
; ‘The bishops of the United States support this amendment not as the final solution jo the question of abortion on demand but as the first step in returning the course of legal history in our nation to its pre-1973 status, 

The problem of abortion on demand will 

{fone sense that makes the issue for which all pro-life groups fight even tougher. For the real challenge of abortion on demand is convincing its supporters of the in. Justice and the inhumanity which is perpetrated by permitting such action, That sort of challenge cannot be answered by another law banning abortion. It can only. be answered by rational debate and the living example of those who believe in the dignity of all life —TCW 
    

The sound of peace 
Cries for peace went up like the sounds of beggars pleading for sustenance to make them live this last weekend. The cries came from 

Easter is the feast of triumph of life over dea . Yet our world is marked by trial after trial of a to make war—in so far away a place as the Falkland Islands, a place which few Americans could probably even locate on a map, the most im- mediate crisis of the prospect of war occurred within the past month, 
But Pope John Paul II identified other places as well—Iran and Iraq, other areas the Middle East, central America—almost no place on earth remains free of the tension which threatens to destroy mankind. 
And in our own nation bishop after bishop spoke out against the horrors of nuclear war and threat of war under which we live. Humberto Cardinal Medeiros 

Boston. The cardinal’s appeal that ‘nuclear aetpee est be banished from the earth’ is the increasingly shrill signal cry of religious 'eaders everywhere. 
The contradiction which Easter Presents to a world which encourages the weaponry must be made clearer and clearer to Christians. 

unmistakably tie obligation of Christians to oppose the forces that would lead not only Americans but all humanity into the suicide we know as war.—TCW 

  
Fair housing month 

The month of April is promoted nationally by the Department of Housing and “Fair Housing Month.” Local Fait 
about fair housing laws and to provide information about agencies who assist with complaints about alleged discrimination in housing. 

Governor Robert Orr has issued a proclamation for the State of Indiana designating April 1982 as “Fair Housing Month.” A similar proclamation for the City of Indianapolis will be signed by Mayor William Hudnut. It is expected that the mayors of other communities in our state will do like S 
The idea of fair housing has been part of our country’s heritage throughout its 200 year history. The Civil Rights Act of 1968 made this implied personal freedom the law. 

The Criterion endorses the principles and practice of fair housing and the tional Fair Housing Law of 1968. We encourage the communities of our ar- chdiocese and each of our citizens to join us by making the spirit of fair housing part of our daily lives. It won’t work unless we all make it work. 
To register a complaint about housing discrimination, citizens may call the toll free number 800-424-8590 or contact the State of Indiana Civil Rights Commission, 311 West Washington St., Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. In the city of Indianapolis citizens may call 633-8620.—TCW 

  
    

  

WASDINGTON NEWSLETTER 

What does 
Congress mean? 

by JIM LACKEY 
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decision that may have long-term health 
for the adolescent.” | i 
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HOLY WEEK CELEBRATION—Archbishop Edward T. 0’Meara speaks to seminarians after their Vocations Center dinner before the ainual Chrism Mass of Commitment on Holy Tuesday Evening    (top photo). Above, SS Peter and Paul Cathedral is filled as the archbishop concelebrates with ar- 
chdiocesan priests. (Photos by Chuck Schisla and Val Dillon) 
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Home for disabled adults 
meets with opposition 

Parish issues statement supporting proposed location 
by JIM JACHIMIAK 

and VALERIE DILLON 

Where do you go when you haven't got a 
home? That’s the question eight develop- 
mentally disabled adults may soon be asking- 
themselves and one another. 

During the day, most of these adults work at 

converted to condominiums and new housing 
must be found. 

The home they are seeking is on the North 
Side of the city, near St. Thomas Aquinas 
Church. If it becomes available, the eight 
adults, ranging in age from the 20’s to 40’s, 
would occupy the house along with one live-in 
“house parent.” 

But efforts to secure the house, located at 
4579 N. Ilinois Street, have met with opposition 
from some neighbors and with non-support by 
the Butler-Tarkington Neighborhood 
Association. 

On Tuesday, April 20, the Metropolitan 
Zoning Board of Appeals, will consider Noble’s 

homes can be placed in a residential neigh- 
borhood if they meet several criteria, including 
adequate square footage, a required distance 
from other group homes and proof that the 
home's location will not reduce property values 
or be detrimental to the community. 

PICHA BELIEVES these criteria could be 
met. He further indicates that residents of 
group homes must be occupied during the day, 
Monday through Friday, either at a job or in a 
day program. When any residents are at home, 
the staff person must also be 

Picha believes that developmentally 
disabled adults are better off if they can live 
with their own families. “But what is hap- 
pening,” he explains, ‘‘is that such individuals 
are beginning to grow older and to outlive 
parents. Or, parents become elderly and can no 

Parish teams to rally for Annual Appeal 
Deanery rallies in the Archbishop's Annual 

Appeal have been scheduled for the next two 
weeks in nine locations—a chance for full 
parish teams to finalize their readiness for 
Solicitation Sunday, May 2. 

The informational meetings will par- 
ticularly stress techniques for solicitation of 

All members of parish teams are to attend a 
deanery meeting, including pastors, parish 
chairpersons, associate chairpersons, cap- 
tains, team members and auditors. Lay - 

members of the Deanery Moderator Com- 
mittee also are asked to attend. 

Archbishop Edward T. O'Meara is 
scheduled to attend each of the nine rallies. 
Also on hand will be lay co-chairmen Chris 
Duffy and Lou Renn; Father John N. Sciarra, 

Father Sciarra states that the efforts of 
parish auditors is vital to the success of AAA 
"82. This year, a plan to improve the process of 

  

Deanery rallies will be held at 7:30 p.m. on 
the following dates and locations: 

New Albany Deanery: Monday, April 19, 
Providence High School, Clarksville. 

Connersville Deanery: Wednesday, April 21, St. 
Gabriel, Connersville. 

Bloomington Deanery: Thursday, April 22, St. 
John’s, Bloomington 

Tell City Deanery: Friday, April 23, St. Paul, Tell 
City. A 

Batesville Deanery: Monday, April 26, St. Louis 
School, Batesville. 

Indianapolis North and West Deaneries: Tuesday, 
April 27, Chatard High School, Indianapolis. 

Terre Haute Deanery: Wednesday, April 28, St. 
Benedict, Terre Haute. 

Indianapolis South and East Deaneries: Thur- 
sday, April 29, Roncalli High School, In- 
dianapolis. 

Seymour Deanery: Friday, April 30, Seymour 
High School, Seymour. 

  

parish reporting is being encouraged, and 
Somnpletion of parish reports are asked by May 

According to Father Sciarra, one goal of this 
year’s AAA is to improve the degree of par- 
ticipation in each parish. “Involvement in the 
parish organization is a good start and a lot of 
parishes az: increasing their number of 
volunteers to assure contacting every one of 
their parishioners face-to-face.” 

“Budgeted giving is important to nearly 
every family and individual from whom a 10- 
month commitment will be sought,” says 
Father Sciarra. “When the volunteer has all 
the facts about AAA °82, a 10-month com- 
mitment is usually the next happening.” 

The priest also that priest gifts now reports 
total 151, with a total of $31,198.29—an average 
gift of $206.61. Gifts from parish chairpersons 
also are setting a strong pace, with 28 gifts 

- totaling $4,335, for an average gift of $155. 
Associate gifts come to $7,867—an 
average of $114 for the 69 turned in so far. 

longer care for them.” This is when group 
homes are a good solution, says Picha. 

That appears to be the attitude of many of 
those opposing the site, according to Father 
Martin Peter, pastor of St. Thomas. He ex- 
plains that most neighbors are ir: favor of such 
a home “as long as it isn’t next door to them.” 
He sees ‘‘a lot of parallels to what went on 15 
years ago with racial - 

However, Father Peter points out that the 
Butler-' area has since emerged as 
“one of the model neighborhoods in the city for 
racial te 

borhood group, voiced a similar reaction. 
“People say, ‘yes, I’m in favor of it, but not 
next to me,’” he comments, adding his view 
that the reaction resembles what happened 
when racial integration first was attempted in 
the area. 

Holmes stresses that although the board felt 
the particular proposal was not suitable for 
“that type of living arrangement,” he himself 
is “very much in favor of it. I have no qualms 
with having it at that location.” 

WHEN THE 14-member association board 
voted on the proposal, eight opposed the site, 
five favored it and one abstained from voting. 
In Holmes’ words, “There is not a unanimou; 
front of opposition. There appears to be sizable 
support. Unfortunately, that support did not 
show up at the board meeting.” 

Those against the location say the home is 
not adequate and the location not suitable for 
such a project. However, Father Peter believes 
that Noble has provided sufficient evidence 
that it actually is suitable. 

The staff of St. Thomas—including its 
priests, principal and DRE—recently issued a 
statement of support for efforts to establish the 
home, situated across the 46th and Illinois 
intersection from St. Thomas. 

Avcording to the statement, ‘Noble has 
concluded that that particular structure meets 
all of the necessary legal and human 
requirements for occupancy by disabled adult 
persons. Given their reputation along with our 
own hearing of the discussions, we believe that 
we have every reason to trust their judgment.” 

The statement also lists four objections 
raised to the location: possible devaluation of 
property, the fact that the corner where the 
home would be located is already largely 
commercialized, inadequate space for nine 
adults and the fact that the building is close to 
the home next door. 

But it notes that Noble has cited studies 
showing that property value near such homes 
does not depreciate. And it states: “We 
especially reject the notion that oyr corner is 
already too commercial . . . To ow ‘knowledge 
this is not legally correct; nor can we look upon 
a home for a developmentally disabled family 
as ‘commercial.’ They are people, not 

“We at St. Thomas welcome these disabled 
people into our area,” it continues. “We 
promise to support them. We invite them to 
share in our parish life. We look forward ts the 
gifts that they can bring to our communtiy.” 

Father Peter recalls that “this Melphe- 
borhood has reached: out to help the disabled 
and minorities” in the past. He sees it as part of 
the chyyeh’s responsibility to reach out to all 
people i the community. 

While some in the community have 
“emotional and irrational fears,” Father Peter 
believes that “the Christian should challenge 
that attitude.” 
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Now it’s your turn to speak—any ideas? by VALERIE R. DILLON 

Question: “What's: black and white and re(a)dall over? 
Answer: A newspaper. 
That was one of our favorite “trick” questions in grade school. But it also applies to ‘us here at the Criterion. 

We try not to be just 
“black and white” (ever 
seeking to insert some 

gray into our — 
more controversial 
issues). But we do want to 
be “read all over” by you, 
our readers. 

Some months ago, a 
Criterion readership 
survey about 
7,000 archdiocesan 

  

Catholics. It asked all 
Sorts of nosey questions, probing what you 
liked and hated, read and didn’t read, hoped for and expected from your diocesan newspaper. 
Among other things, it told us that across all 
age, education, sex and geography lines, you wanted to better 

We've tried to respond to your needs and 
criticisms. Among other things, we added new 
columnists (Dolores Curran, Antoinette Bosco, 
the Kennys, Father Richard McBrien), started a Youth Page, attempted more story and 
picture outreach beyond Indianapolis, and got @ new type face to offer easier Treading and 
more Copy per page. 

We also modified the “Know Your Faith” 
section, changing its title to “Li Your Faith,” and seeking to give you acon 
earth, practical and varied reading matter. 
The section is meant to offer Teligious in- 
struction, meditative and reflective material, 
discussion and analysis of Teligious issues at 
local, national and international levels and 
inspirational stories on archdiocesan people and peri 

But we still don’t know if we're really giving 
you what you want and need. So, this is your 
chance to tell us. We pose two questions to you: 

(1) What do you think about the 
content of “Living Your Faith’? That is, what 
columnists in it do you especially like to read? 
What would make the section more helpful and 
valuable to you? What issues would you like to 
see dealt with? (Can we count on some reply 
from liberals as well as conservatives, Please? 

We already hear regularly from our traditional 
friends, bless them.) 

(2) What title (other than “Know” or “Living Your Faith”) would best describe and 

toreplace what we currently use. 
The title must be relatively short—no more 

than three words—so it can fit into the banner 
Space. It should express the scope of material 
Presented. And, hopefully, it should have a 
little “zing”—<amething to entice non-readers 
into reading. 

Catholic Fireside 
Edition, as advertised in the Criterion. Or, if 
you prefer, you can have a free 
Criterion subscription! Now how can you resist 
that inducement? 

We'll be waiting to hear from you. Please 
Send your ideas on content and title to FAITH, 
The Criterion, Box 174, 520 Stevens Street, . 
Indianapolis, IN. 46206. 

CHECK it OUT... 
1 An open Al-Anon meeting is scheduled for 8:30 p.m. Saturday, April 17, at St. 

Timothy’s Church, 2601 E. Thompson Road. 
The public is invited, especially relatives or 
friends of those who have a drinking problem, 

i Raymond R. Rufo will present a series of 
lectures on “The Lay Catholic: A Citizen of 
Two Kingdoms” at St. Parish, 
Speedway, at 9:30 a.m. beginning April 18 and 
Tunning for four consecutive Sundays. The 
public is invited. 

“Dr. APM. Forrest of 
Scotland, will be the speaker at the second annual Dr. Joseph C. Finneran Surgical 
Educational Endowment Fund meeting at St. 
Vincent and Wishard . For in- 
formation, contact Jane Boyle, 871-2169. 
St. Mary-of-the-Woods will host a 

meeting from 10 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. April 24 of 
IDEAS, a group that plans for retirement and 
pre-retirement programming within religious 
communities. For more information, call 812- 
295-2031. 

  

Workshops offered 
on human service 
The Indiana Catholic Conference (ICC) will 

present two workshops examining Indiana’s 
public and human service programs in the light 
of Catholic social teachings. 

A New Albany workshop is slated for 7 to 9 
p.m. Thursday, April 22, at Our Lady of Per- 
petual Help Church. Reservations can be made 
with Shirley Hawkins of DePauw, 812-347-2245, 
or Edgar Day of New Albany, 812-945-7180, 

At Indianapolis it will be hosted by network 
members of Immaculate Heart of Mary in the 
auditorium from 7:30 to 9:30 p.m. Tuesday, 
April 27. Reservations are being accepted at 
the ICC office, 545-3306. 

Linda Short, ICC administrative assistant, 
will present the workshops which are directed 
toward ICC network members, but also are 
open to the public. She will focus on changes in 
public and social programs since President 
Reagan’s New Federalism, an approach which 
shifts responsibility from federal to state and 
local levels. Included will be changes in social 
security, school lunches, food stamps, health 
care and student loans.   Linda Short 

at 12:30 p.m. in the school auditorium. Meal reservations are $3.50 and must be made at individual parishes by today, April 16. Parts of 
the Mass will be said in Latin. 

The critical issue of child abuse will be the focus of a public program sponsored by the 
Council No. 437 on 

Planned, followed refreshments. Parking is available at the K of C building at 1305 North 
Delaware. 

    SUNDAY, April 18—Archdiocesan CYO 
Convention Banquet, Roncalli High 
School, , 1p.m. 

SUNDAY, April 18—Second annual 
Mass, SS. Peter and Paul 

Cathedral, Indianapolis, 4p.m. 
MONDAY, April 19—AAA ’82 New Albany 

Rally, Providence High School, 
ae , 7:30 p.m. 

TUESDAY, April 20—Mid-West Regional 
Canon Law Society Convention Dinner, 

Hilton, 6 p.m. 
WEDNESDAY, April 21—Mid-West 

Regional Canon Law Society Mass, SS. 

Archbishop O’Meara’s Schedule 
Week of April 18 

Sunday, April 18, is the date of the 57th 
annual reunion of the Alumnae 

will receive special 
Tecognition from the class of 1917 through 1977. 
Contact Benedictine Sister Mary Claude 
Croteau, 1-812-367-1431, for reservations. 

"The Department of Schools, Office of 
Catholic Education, is planning a Secretaries 
Day next Thursday, April 22 at Beech Grove 
Benedictine Center. Any secretary in a parish, 
school or religious education office is invited, 

volunteers who do clerical work. 
We and lunch are planned. For pte gy contact Rose McBride at 
OCE, 634-4453 or 1-800-622-4982. 

   

                

   

  

Peter and Paul Cathedral, Indianapolis, lam. 
WEDNESDAY, April 21—AAA ’#2 Con- 

nersville Deanery Rally, St. Gabriel 
Parish, Connersville, 7:30 p.m. 

THURSDAY, April 22—AAA ’82 
Bl Deanery Rally, St. John the 
Apostle Parish, Bloomington, 7:30 p.m. 

FRIDAY, April 23—AAA "62 Tell City 
Rally, St. Paul Parish, Tell 

City, 7:30 p.m. 
SATURDAY, April 24—Diaconate Or- 

dination of Richard Ginther, St. Andrew 
Church, Indianapolis, 10 a.m. 

  

hungry... 
thirsty... 
a stranger... / s > 
naked... 
sick...” 
Christ is still suffering the same forms of human 

   

   a” 

misery He enumerated 2,000 years ago. And we are still called to help Him in our brothers and sisters. How? By keeping missionaries present to minister to His spiritual and physical needs 
around the world. 

Can we turn away from Him? Our help is 
speeded to missionaries serving Christ in His 
brothers through the Society for the Propagation 
of the Faith. 

In return, may all of us hear His “Come, you 
whom my Father has blessed... 
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Commission favors union 
with Anglican church 

by JERRY FILTEAU 

The final report of the Anglican-Roman 
Catholic International Commission (ARCIC) 
cal for Catholics and Anglicans to reunite, out 
of obedience to God’s will, with the bishop of 
Rome recognized as the “universal primate” 
of the church. 

It calls, however, for changes in the com- 
mon Catholic understanding of papal authority 
and for changes in the way that authority is 
exercised, so that it will be seen more deeply as 
a service of the ‘unity and harmony” of the 
communion of God’s people. 

The major new section of the Final Report 
addresses previously unanswered questions 
about papal primacy, authority and in- 
fallibility. 

On those issues, certainly among the most 
delicate ones facing Catholic-Anglican and 
Catholic-Orthodox efforts at reunion, the report 
challenges popular perceptions of the papacy 
by both Catholics and Anglicans. 

It uses agreed language about the role and 
ministry of the bishop of Rome in the universal 
church which, at first sight, many Anglicans 
will almost certainly consider too strong and 
many Catholics will think too weak. 

One 1ssuvé AND TWELVE 
CEFERENT OPINIONS ~ 
WHEN WILL WE ACHIEVE 

YNITY 2 

  

by Fr. KENNETH J. DOYLE 

VATICAN CITY (NC)—Cardinal Joseph 
Ratzinger, prefect of the Vatican’s 
Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, 
called the Anglican-Roman Catholic In- 
ternational Commission’s newly released Final 
Report ‘a significant step toward recon- 
ciliation” between the two churches, but 
declared that substantial agreement on im- 
portant doctrinal questions has not yet been 
reached. 

In the congregation’s view, “it is not yet 
possible to say that an agreement which is 
truly ‘substantial’ has been reached on the 
totality of the questions studied by the com- 
mission . . . There are several points, held as 
dogmas by the Catholic Church, which are not 
able to be accepted as such, or are able to be 
accepted only in part, by our Anglican 
brethren,” the cardinal said. 

“Furthermore,” he continued, “some 
formulations in the ARCIC report can still give 
rise to divergent interpretations, while others 
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The final report—the product of 12 years’ 
work by an international team of scholars 
appointed by the Archbishop of Canterbury and 
the Vatican’s Secretariat for Christian Unity— 
includes several individual reports that ARCIC 
had previously published, plus two Major new 
documents. 

The earlier documents were statements of 
agreement on the Eucharist (1971), Ministry 
and Ordination (1973), Authority in the Church 
I (1976), and elucidations on the first two of 
those documents (1979). The new texts in the 
Final Report, besides a preface, introduction 
and conclusion to the whole Teport, are 
Authority in the Church IT and an elucidation 
on the earlier authority report. 

It is on authority in the Church II that most 
attention will be focused as the report becomes 
public and is read by members of both chur- 
ches, 

It addresses four key issues that were left 
unresolved by the previous authority Teport. 

These are: 
—The interpretation of the ‘“Petrine texts” 

or scriptural passages about St. Peter’s par- 
ticular role in the church; 

—The meaning of the “divine sight” 
ascribed by Catholics to the primacy of the 
bishop of Rome in the universal church; 

—The Catholic affirmation of Papal in- 
fallibility; and 

—The nature of the jurisdiction, or legal authority, ascribed to the bishop of Rome as 
universal primate. 

IN EACH OF the four areas, the ARCIC 
calls on the world’s more than 700 million 
Catholics and 63 million Anglicans to overcome 
polemical language of the past and see if they 
can agree on language which adequately ex- 

Underlying the ’ discussion of all 
four issues is the theological idea of the church 

do not seem able to be easily reconciled with 
Catholic doctrine. 

“Finally, while recognizing that the mixed 
commission was legitimately ‘limited to 
essential questions which have been the focus 
of serious differences between our two com- 
munions in the past, one should note that other 
questions must be examined as well.” 

Cardinal Ratzinger, an internationally 
known theologian and archbishop of Munich 
and Freising, West Germany, who was ap- pointed last Nov. 25 to head the doctrinal 
Congregation, made his comments to Bishop 
Alan C. Clark of East Anglia, England, 
Catholic co-chairman of ARCIC, in-a letter 
dated March 27. 

The Vatican released the cardinal’s letter 
March 30, the day before the official release 
date of the ARCIC Final Report but the day 
after the document was introduced at a press 
conference in London. 

Cardinal Ratzinger said in his letter to 
Bishop Clark that Pope John Paul II had 
referred the report to the doctrinal   

by picketers, Liverpool, England, where angry protesters opposed to Pope John Paul's visit to Britain accused the archbishop of being a “traitor” and disrupted services. (NC Phote 

  

as “koinonia”—the Greek term for “com- 
munion.” 
“Fundamental to all our statements is the 

Concept of ‘koinonia’.. . ‘koinonia’ 
is never equated with ‘church’ in the New 
Testament, it is the term that most aptly ex- 
presses the mystery the various 
New Testament images of the church,” says 
the introduction to the Final Report. 

As a result, it adds, the report looks at the 
primacy chiefly ‘‘as a visible link and focus of 
‘koinonia’ "—that is, as a ministry of the unity 
of the comraunion of believers. 

Looking at the scriptural basis of papal 
primacy, the report notes that the New 
Testament ‘‘contains no explicit record of a 
transmission of Peter’s leadership”; and that 

Doctrinal agreement not yet reached 
congregation for its evaluation. 

After calling the document “an important 
ecumenical event which constitutes a 

step toward recor ciliation” Car- 
dinal Ratzinger summarized his congrega- 
tion’s reservations about it and said the 
Congregation would send the world’s bishops’ 
conferences its own “detailed observations” 
about the commission’s report. 

Cardinal Ratzinger’s letter said that the 
doctrinal 
made “to contribute to that clarity so in- 
dispensable for genuine dialogue” and in- 
dicated that ‘everything should be done to 
ensure that the dialogue so happily undertaken 
continues,” 

The ARCIC report is a study document. It is 
to be given thorough evaluation by the 
Anglican and Roman Catholic churches. Ar- 
chbishop Robert Runcie of Canterbury said in 
February that the earliest possible date for 
final approval of the report by the Anglican 
Communion would be at the next Lambeth 
Conference in 1988. 

Peter and Paul taught and were martyred, 
came to be recognized as Possessing a unique 
responsibility among the churches: its bishop 

perform a special service in 
relation to the unity of the churches, and in 
relation to fidelity to the apostolic 

»”” the report says. 

“TT IS POSSIBLE,” it adds, “to think that a 
primacy of the bishop of Rome is not contrary 

“Tf the leadership of the bishop of Rome has 
been rejected by those who thought it was not 
faithful to the truth of the Gospel and hence not 
8 true focus of unity, we nevertheless agree that a universal primacy will be needed in a 

it church and should appropriately be the primacy of the bishos*of Rome ... In a 
modelled on the 

role of Peter will be a sign and safeguard of 
such unity.” 

In discussing whether the universal 
Primacy of the pope is a matter of “ius 
divinum”—divine law or divine right—as held 
by Roman Catholics, the report notes that this 
Phrase is subject to different interpretations among Catholics. It also notes that Anglican 
tradition refers to the emergence of a primacy 
by “divine providence.” 

Citing recent developments in Catholic 
teaching, the report rejects the common view of many Angiicans “that the claim to divine 
right for the Roman 

“The doctrine that a universal primacy expresses the will of God does not entail the Consequence that a Christian community out of Communion with the See of Rome does not 
belong to the Church of God,” the report says. 

“IN THE PAST,” it says, “Roman Catholic teaching that the bishop of Rome is universal 
primate by divine right or law has been 

(Continued on page 8) 
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More about Anglican union 

specific questions about 
their application in a united church. Anglicans 
are entitled to assurance that 
acknowledgement of the universal primacy of 
the bishop of Rome would not involve the © 
suppression of theological, liturgical and other 
traditions which they value or the imposition of 
wholly alien traditions.” 

ON INFALLIBILITY, the report cautioned 
against “many misunderstandings” that can 
arise from attributing ‘guaranteed freedom 
from fundamental error in judgment” to any 
human being. “It belongs conditionally only to 
God,” but they also agreed that the church as a 
whole will be preserved in truth and that this 
requires it to be able at times to “make 2 
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decisive judgment” on matters of essential 
doctrine. 

They also agreed that such a teaching 
authority can reside in universal councils and 
that there is “‘the need in a united church for a 
universal primate, who, presiding over the 
‘koinonia,’ can speak with authority in the 
name of the church.” 
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authoritative decision in a matter of faith has 
been truly preserved from error by the Holy 
Spirit,” the report said. 

In attempting to describe how the church is 
preserved from error, the ARCIC 
said they avoided the use of the term “‘in- 
fallibility” because of 

ANGLICANS AND Catholics ‘“‘can agree in 

much of the truth” that the two Marian dogmas 
are designed to affirm, the report said, but they 
create “‘a special problem for those Anglicans 
pag ayy Supe gaetvarageng 

given dogmas are sufficiently sup- 
ported by Scripture.” 

Despite such problems, the theologians 
agreed that “if any Petrine function and office 
are exercised in the living church of which a 
univeral primate is called to serve as a visible 
focus, then it inheres in his office that-he should 
have both a defined teaching responsibility and 
appropriate gifts of the Spirit to enable him to 
discharge it.” 

They said that in both the Catholic and 
Anglican communions the discussion of such 
issues surrounding papal primacy is still 
developing 

“We suggest that some difficulties will not 
be wholly resolved until a practical initiative 
has been taken and our two churches have lived 
together more visibly in the one ‘koinonia,’” 
they concluded. 

BLESSING OF OILS—The 

  

The word 
by PAUL KARNOWSKI 

Gathering dust, it sits in the middle desk 
drawer, and I don’t kaow what to call it. It looks 
like a ray-gun, a cheap prop from a science 
fiction movie. Above the trigger is a wheel with 
numbers and letters on it. In another cluttered 
corner of the desk, the device’s ammunition 
spills out of a tattered box: spools of thin, hard 
plastic. 

T don’t know what it’s called, but I know 
what it does. It makes labels. Name labels. 
Armed with this handy little gadget and its 
brightly colored plastic tape that sticks to any 
surface, I can put my name on anything I own: 

my hammer, my typewriter, my ruler, or my 
handy little gadget (whatever it’s called). 

I don’t like (or use) the thing, and I’m not 
sure why. Maybe the sight of my name on all 
the things I possess would bother my con- 
science. Or perhaps, if PAUL KARNOWSKI 
stared at me from every trinket in the house, 
T’d feel closed in—owned by the things I own. 

Don’t get me wrong, capitalism runs in my 

John 20:19-31 

blood. I believe in private ownership and free 

and donated the proceeds.” 

I read the passage disapprovingly. This 
starry-eyed utopianism just doesn’t work. It 
never has and it never will. And yet, sometimes 
T look around the house and see all the things I 
own; I look around the country and see all the 
things America possesses; I look around the 
world and see all the poverty and deprivation. I 
look around and I say to myself, “Surely 
there’s a better way.” 

A better way. I don’t know what to call it. 
And I have a nagging suspicion that this 
“better way” is sitting in the cluttered desk of 
my soul, gathering dust.     

 



  

  

  
The Hatch Amendment: 
Questions & Quotes   

Prepared by the Legislative Office 
of the National Right to Life Committee 
at the request of J.C. Willke, M.D., President 
January, 1982     

Introduction 
On December 16, 1981, the prolife movement 

reached a historic milestone in the long struggle to 
restore legal protection to unborn children. On that , 
date, the U.S. Senate Judiciary Subcommittee on 
the Constitution approved a Proposed constitu- 
tional amendment which would reverse the infam- 
ous 1973 Roe v. Wade decision and once again per- 
mit our elected representatives to protect unborn 
life. 

This was the first time since Roe v. Wade that 
any prolife amendment had been approved by any 
congressional subcommittee. : 

The subcommittee voted 4-0 to send to the full 
Senate Judiciary Committee the Human Life Feder- 
alism Amendment (SJR 110), authored by Senator 
Orrin Hatch (R-Utah), the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee. The amendment has been introduced in the House by veteran prolife Congressman John Ash- brook (R-Ohio), as HJR 372. 

As approved by the subcommittee, SJR 110 
reads as follows: 

A right to abortion is not secured by this Constitu- 
tion. The Congess and the several States shall have 
concurrent power to restrict and prohibit abortion: 
Provided, That a provision of a law of a state which 
is more. restrictive than a conflicting provision of a 
law of Congress shall govern. 

The Hatch Amendment is a new approach to 
Protecting unborn life. It is quite different in some 
respects from the types of mandatory Human Life 
Amendment (HLA) which have previously been 
endorsed by major prolife organizations. It is not 
surprising that such a new proposal should engender 
some controversy within the prolife movement. 
Some prolife activists have raised important ques- 
tions regarding the Hatch Amendment—questions 
of legal effect, principle, and political practicality. 

After months of discussion regarding such 
questions, the directors of the National Right to Life 
Committee met in Chicago on December 12, 1981, 
and endorsed the Hatch Amendment as the first 
step in a two-amendment strategy, with the second 
step being a mandatory HLA which would declare 
the unborn child to be a legal “person” and prohibit 
nonlifesaving abortions. 

The purpose of this brochure’is to present and 
respond to some of the questions and objections which have been raised regarding the Hatch Amend- 
ment. Some issues (particularly technical legal 
points) can only be touched upon here, but it is 
hoped that this discussion will aid in dispelling some 
of the concerns and misunderstandings which have. arisen regarding the Hatch Amendment. 

In the nine years since the infamous Roe v. 
Wade decision, the powerful pro-abortion forces 
within our society have been able to prevent a tradi- 
tional Human Life Amendment from even emerging 
from subcommittee—which is only the first of scores 
of legislative obstacles which any constitutional 
amendment must clear. Even with increased prolife 
education efforts and further gains in political 
strength, a HLA is not realistically attainable in the 
years immediately ahead. 
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The Hatch-Amendment is a clever new stra- 
tegy, designed to sail above many of the legislati roadblocks which await a mandatory HLA. It is a 
Strategy which can save millions of lives and which will greatly improve our chances of obtaining legal 
Protection for those unborn babies who are con- 
ceived in “hard case” circumstances (those with 
genetic handicaps, for example). 

Let’s look quickly at some of the major argu- 
ments in favor of the Hatch Amendment (arguments which will be discussed in more detail further on). 

(1) Even under the most optimistic realistic pro- jections, it will be a number of years before a manda- 
tory HLA can be passed in Congress. Once passed, an amendment would have to be ratified within a 
specified period (usually seven years) by 38 state 
legislatures—that is, by at least 75 out of 99 state 
legislative bodies (Nebraska has a unicameral legisla- 
ture). 

As discussed below, the minimum time 
frame for passage and ratification of a manda- 
tory HLA is six to ten years from now. During 
this period, perhaps 12 million more unborn 
children will die by legal abortion. Meanwhile, 
children who were born the year Roe v. Wade 
was decided will reach high school, never 
remembering a time when abortion was illegal. 
Prescription drugs for “home abortions” may 
also become available during this period. 

(2) Public opinion polls consistently show that a 
substantial majority of the public supports legal abor- 
ion only in “hard cases,” such as danger to the life of the mother, rape, and incest. Although such unfor- tunate cases constitute no more than a few percent 
of the total number of abortions, they provide seem- ingly inexhaustible Propaganda opportunities for 
pro-abortion groups and excuses for pro-abortion 
lawmakers. 

The Hatch Amendment avoids these arguments 
and instead poses a simple question: “Should we 
continue the Supreme Court-mandated public pol- icy of abortion-on-demand until birth? Or, should we 
let our elected representatives decide if or under 
what circumstances abortion should be legal?” 

This type of Amendment appeals to many con- 
gr and state legislators who favor some res- 
trictions on abortion, but who do not support the full 
prolife position. The Hatch Amendment can be 
Passed and ratified within the current climate of 
public opinion, and would open the door to restoring 
legal protection to the unborn by simple majority votes. 

(3) Unlike a “states’ rights” amendment, the 
Hatch Amendment would authorize Congress to 
Pass ‘national anti-abortion legislation. Such legisla- 
tion would immediately destroy the nationwide 
“industry” of abortion clinics which sprang up after 
legalization, and which continues to expand yearly. 
Ofcourse, state laws would also be passed, allowing 
both state and federal laws to be employed against 
abortionists. 

(4) Some pro-abortion politicians have been 
able to defend themselves before many of their con- 
Stituents by claiming that they vote against prolife 
measures only because of their concern over “hard 
cases,” especially rape and incest. But the Hatch 
Amendment, by making the issue the continuation 
of abortion-on-demand, offers no such excuses. A 
lawmaker who votes against the Hatch Amendment 
will be showing his true pro-abortion colors, and he 
will have a difficult time explaining away sucha vote. 

(5) Once ratified, the Hatch Amendment would quickly save countless lives. But beyond this, it 
would constitute a major step in bringing our society 
toa recognition that the unborn are fully human and 
deserve the fullest degree of protection from wanton 
destruction. A “Step Two” constitutional amend- ment of the type endorsed by the National Right to 
Life Committee (conferring legal personhood on the unborn and banning all nonlifesaving abortions) could then be achieved. The Hatch Amendment is 
not a diversion away from such an “ultimate” 
amendment; rather it is Politically, culturally, 
and legally a major step towards such anamend- 
ment. 
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Objections / Questions / Responses 
Regarding the Effect 
of the Hatch Amendment     

Objection: The prolife movement has never 
endorsed a “states’ rights” amendment, because 
such an amendment would leave some unborn 
children vulnerable to abortion merely because 
their mothers lived in, or traveled to, a pro- 
abortion state. Isn’t the Hatch Amendment 
really a states’ rights amendment? 

Response: The Hatch Amendment is not a 
states’ rights amendment. A number of different 
forms of states’ rights amendments have been intro- 
duced in Congress over the years. The best known 
of these was the Burdick Amendment, authored by 
Prof. John T. Noonan, Jr., and introduced in 1975. It 
read: 

The Congress within its jurisdiction, and the 
States within their respective jurisdictions, shall 
have power to protect life, including the unborn, at 
every state of biological development, irrespective 
of age, health, or condition of dependency. 

As Prof. Noonan explained in his much-acclaim- 
ed book A’ Private Choice, the phrase “Congress 
within its jurisdiction” referred to “federal enclaves” 
such as military bases and other matters under 
direct control of the federal government (suchas the 
mails), and would not have authorized a federal anti- 
abortion statute. Thus, the Burdick Amendment 
was properly described as a states’ rights amend- 
ment. The Hatch Amendment would authorize 
national anti-abortion statutes, and therefore cannot 
fairly be described as a states’ rights amendment. 

It is worth noting that legal scholars disagree on 
whether or not Congress had the power to ban 
abortion nationwide prior to Roe v. Wade, or 
whether abortion was strictly within the purview of 
the states (as are most acts of violence). Certainly, if 
Congress had such power, it never exercised it. 
There was never a national anti-abortion law (al- 
though Congress did make federal enclaves, such 
as military bases, subject to the anti-abortion laws of 
the surrounding states). 

Under the Hatch Amendment, no one would be 
able to argue that Congess did not Possess full 
Power to restrict and prohibit abortions. 
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Objection: But under the Hatch Amend- 
ment, if Congress did not act, then we really 
would have a states’ rights situation—and how 
can we be sure that Congress would legislate? 

Response: Remember, on the day the Hatch 
Amendment is declared ratified, the prolife move- 
ment will have won a tremendous political victory. 
The movement will have ratified an amendment to 
the Constitution despite politically sophisticated, 
media-supported, well-funded opposition—an event 
without precedent in American history. After having 
developed and demonstrated the political muscle 
necessary to achieve this victory, the prolife move- 
ment will be in an excellent position to obtain tough 
anti-abortion legislation from Congress. 

Of course, state laws must also be passed, since 
this will allow employment of two independent 
enforcement mechanisms against abortionists. The 
Hatch Amendment provides that if a state law con- 
tains a provision more restrictive than a conflicting 
provision of a federal law, the more restrictive state 
provision will govern. 

Question: But wouldn’t a mandatory HLA, ° 
such as the NRLC wording or the “Paramount” 
wording, automatically prohibit abortion nation- 
~~ without the need for subsequent legisla- 
tion 

Response: No, unfortunately. The Constitution 
is not self-enforcing. All constitutional guarantees 
must be protected by legislative action and/or by the 
courts. 

This point was discussed by a number of prolife 
legal scholars in testimony before the Senate Judi- 
ciary Constitution Subcommittee. One of these was 
Professor Victor Rosenblum, a professor of law and. 
political science at Northwestern University, the 
vice-chairman of the Board of Directors of Ameri- 
cans United for Life, and the successful defender of 
the Hyde Amendment before the U.S. Supreme 
Court. He said: 

It is important to note that any Constitutional 
Amendment will need state and federal legislative 
support. This is so because the federal Constitution, 
even when it contains provisions that restrict pri- 
vate conduct such as are found in the Thirteenth 
Amendment ,against slavery, is not a criminal code 
nor a regulatory statute. Even when a provision is 
seemingly self-executing, the Constitution prohibits 
but does not punish and therefore does not compel. 

Dennis J. Horan, lecturer:in law at the Univer- 
sity of Chicago and chairman of the Board of Direc- 
tors of Americans United for Life, told the subcom- 
mittee: 

SJR 110 avoids legal symbolism in favor of legal 
practicality. It recognizes that no Constitutional 
Amendment in this area will have a significant sub- 
stantive effect in the absence of legislative action 
and, therefore, forthrightly grants to legislatures the 
Power toact... 
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Objection: I’ve read that the Supreme Court did not actually create a “right to abortion,” in Roe v. Wade, but that the Court instead des- cribed a “right to Privacy” which is broad enough to allow a woman to obtain an abortion without government interference. So, some Suggest that the Hatch Amendment language — would not reverse the Supreme Court’s ruling. 

Response: This concern has been addressed by several prolife legal experts, including Prof. Rosen- blum, who told the Senate Judiciary Constitution 
Subcommittee: 

cn the Hatch Amendment, The words “right to 
abortion” are ‘used ‘in their broadest sense and 
therefore include all lesser legal concepts. Since that 
right would no longer exist under the Constitution, 
any lesser formulation of that right would likewise 
no longer exist under the Constitution. . . 

The concern has been expressed that, because 
the words of the Amendment do not track Precisely 
the words employed by the Supreme Court in for- 
mulating the right to privacy on abortions, the 
Amendment might be construed by the Court to 
leave some or all of those formulations intact, des- 
pite the clear intent of its framer. 

An attempt to cure this reputed imperfection 
might well lead to the result it sought to avoid. Were 
the amendment to be tied to any technical formula- 
tion, the Court might wel! escape it simply by alter- 
ing the formulation it gives to the right. It is impor- 
tant to recall that, unlike statutes, a constitutional 

dh is nec ily broad and ping in its 
wording. By using the generic term “right to abor- 
tion,” the entire field of possible aspects or reformu- 
lations of any abortional liberty is encompassed 
more thoroughly than would be the case were the 
amendment to tie itself to specific language quoted 
from Roe, Doe, or one of its progeny ,Supreme 
Court decisions,. Both literally and in terms of the 
Jramer’s intent, SJR 110 ends any and all constitu- 
tional support for abortion. 

Lynn D. Wardle, professor of law at Brigham 
Young University and author of a definitive book 
discussing all federal court abortion decisions titled 
The Abortion Privacy Doctrine, told the subcom- 
mittee: 

The phrase “right to abortion” is now well 
known and well understood in constitutional law. 
This same language, or similar language (i.e., “right 
to an abortion,” or “right of abortion”) has been 
used in 84 federal court decisions since Roe v. Wade 
and Doe v. Bolton were decided. The phrase “right 
to abortion” is used as shorthand for the constitu- 
tional right created in Roe and its progeny, the right 
of a woman to choose whether or not to. have an 
abortion free from state restrictions . . . Use of the 
article “a” makes it clear that not only is that exact 
doctrine repudiated, but, further, that no other 
“right to abortion” is sheltered by the Constitution. 

Prof. Wardle has also stated that the word 
“abortion” in the Hatch Amendment would be prop- 
erly interpreted in terms as broad as the current 
“abortion liberty” itself. Thus, the Hatch Amend- 
ment would grant Congress and the states power to 
protect human life at even the earliest stages of 
Pregnancy—io restrict very early abortions (some- 
times, called “menstrual extractions”), abortion- 
producing drugs, and the like. 
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Objection: The Hatch Amendment would 
allow Congress and the states to exercise legis- 
lative discretion over whether or not to protect 
the unborn. Thus, the Hatch Amendment would 
in effect repeal the constitutional protection 
which the unborn already have under a proper 
interpretation of the 5th and 14th Amendments 
to the Constitution, which protect “persons” 
= being deprived of life without due process 
of law. 

Response: This objection actually raises three 
distinct questions. First: Should the prolife move- 
ment support any amendment which leaves the right 
to life up to legislative discretion? A response to this 
question will be found under the section headed, 
“Objections/Questions/Responses Regarding Pro- 
life Principles and the Hatch Amendment,” on 
Page C. 

Second, does the Constitution in fact already 
Protect the unborn? We all recognize that the 
unborn are as human as anybody else from the time 
of conception, and should be considered full legal 
persons. But unfortunately, neither the federal courts 
nor Congress have ever explicitly recognized the 
unborn as “persons” with respect toa constitutional 
right to life. 

Of course, this is not to suggest that the unborn 
were historically legal non-entities—far from it. Abor- 
tion was penalized under English and later American 
common law, at least from the point of “quickening” 
(when the baby’s movement was felt and life was 
known to be present). In the 19th century, when 
science discovered that each individual life begins 
with a much earlier, discrete event (conception), 
most states passed laws providing felony penalties 
for abortion at any time after conception. 

  

 



  

  

Between 1848 and 1876, 35 states and territo- 
ries passed initial anti-abortion laws or strengthened 
their earlier, scientifically outdated statutes, accord- 
ing to testimony presented to the Senate Judiciary 
Separation of Powers Subcommittee by Prof. Joseph 
P. Witherspoon of the University of Texas Law 
School. 

Many of the same state legislators who voted for 
these laws to protect the unborn also voted, between 
1866 and 1868, to ratify the 14th Amendment, which 
prohibits any state from depriving any “person” of 
life “without due process of law.” The issue of abor- 
tion apparently did not arise directly in connection 
with the passage or ratification of the 14th Amend- 
ment. But it is reasonable to argue that legislators 
who were becoming aware that human life begins at 
conception, and who were enacting strong anti- 
abortion laws primarily on that basis, implicitly 
included unborn children under the protection of the 
14th Amendment. 

If Congress and the courts had built upon this 
Promising foundation, the U.S. Supreme Court 
might one day have proclaimed that the Constitution 
required effective legal protection of unborn child- 
ren. But, in the words of Prof. William Marshner of 
Christendom College, “Since the unborn were al- 
ready protected de facto, as were certain property 
rights, beyond which the unborn child had no practi- 
cal interests, the courts did not have to face the 
personhood question.” States did come more and 
more to recognize property rights for the unborn. 
For 30 years the unborn were even recognized as 
dependent children entitled to benefits under the 
federal Social Security Act. 

Finally, in Roe v. Wade the Supreme Court 
directly confronted the question of whether or not 
the unborn were 14th Amendment persons, and 
ruled explicitly that they were not. Subsequently the 
Rhode Island legislature passed a law declaring that 
the unbern were persons within that state, but a 
federal district court struck down the law as “frivo- 
lous.” The judge refused to even hear the state’s 
witnesses, who were prepared to testify as to the 
human character of the unborn. And in 1975 the 
Supreme Court overturned 30 years of practice and 
ruled that the unborn could not be beneficiaries 
under the Social Security Act. 

Certainly, the unborn should be considered 
“persons” under the 14th Amendment. We can hope 
that someday we will have a Supreme Court enlight- 
ened enough to declare that the unborn are constitu- 
tional persons. But it is important to realize that the 
recognition of legal personhood would not itself pro- 
tect the unborn unless the constitutional “abortion 
liberty” is first negated. Also, it is not necessary to 
achieve the politically difficult task of Passing a “per- 
sonhood” amendment in order to protect the un- 
born. Protection can be provided as it was prior to 
1973, once the “right to abortion” created by the 
Supreme Court is extinguished (which the Hatch 
Amendment would accomplish). 

It has been suggested that the Hatch Amend- 
ment, by its failure to confer personhood, treats the 
unborn as “things.” The contrary is true. The 
unborn are regarded as things under the Supreme 
Court’s “abortion liberty” doctrine. The Hatch Amend- 
ment incorporates de facto recognition of the human- 
ity of the unborn, for it would destroy this pernicious 
doctrine and allow the unborn to again be legally 
protected. 

We must remember that a great many people 
simply soak up whatever modes of thought are 
fashionable at a given time, as presented to them by 
“opinion leaders” in the mass media and elsewhere. 
Many people unthinkingly accept the view that the 
unborn have no human rights, living as they do ina 
society in which abortion has been proclaimed by 
our highest judicial dignitaries to be a constitutional 
liberty. The number _of people who have relatives or 
friends who have had abortions is growing rapidly, 
contributing towards an increasingly casual accep- 
tance of the practice in many segments of society. 

But once abortion is again illegal, we will enjoya 
more favorable climate for educating our fellow 
Americans (particularly children and adolescents) 
about the full meaning of human life and personhood. 
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But a third question remains: would the Hatch 
Amendment itself prevent the unborn from being 
recognized as 14th Amendment persons under a 
future Supreme Court decision or HLA? 

Senator Hatch recorded his own view on this 
point in the Congressional Record when he intro- 
duced his amendment on Sept. 21, 1981: é 

There is no constitutional right to abortion, in 
my view. It has never existed and there is nothing in 
the proposed measure that would concede that 
such a right has ever existed. . . (But,) for better or 
worse, the Court has spoken on the issue of abor- 
tion in Roe and Doe; it has articulated a constitu- 
tional right to abortion emanating from the 14th 
amendment. There is no alternative now than a 
constitutional amendment to overcome this result 

Prof. Rosenblum, in his testimony before the 
Senate Judiciary Constitution Subcommittee, said 
that the Hatch Amendment would not directly make 
the unborn constitutional “persons,” but would 
make it possible for prolife lawyers “to renew their 
legal claims [of personhood, ] since the personhood 
of the unborn wouid again be an open question.” 
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Furthermore, he said, “states would unques- 
tionably be free to make the unborn persons under 
their constitutions and laws” under the Hatch Amend- 
ment. 

Inhis testimony before the subcommittee, Prof. 
Wardle said, “The first sentence [of the Hatch 
Amendment] would not prohibit a court from find. 
ing, based on Dr. Witherspoon’s outstanding schol- 
arship, that the Fourteenth Amendment was intend- 
ed to protect all humans, including the unborn. The 
first sentence only says that there is no right of 
abortion privacy.” 

The humanity of the unborn is an established 
fact. In an ideal world, the 14th Amendment would 
certainly protect the unborn. But in the real world of 
1982, the unborn are being killed at a rate of 1% 
million a year under an “abortion liberty” which has 
been firmly established as the law of the land by the 
Supreme Court—a liberty which the Court said 
emanates from the 14th Amendment itself! 

In the last analysis, personhood is a legal 
concept (albeit an important one). We must not 
become so fixated upon this legal concept that 
we allow it to inhibit us from pursuing a politi- 
cally possible strategy to protect the unborn 
from abortion. 

One veteran prolife leader expressed a 
similar conclusion when he said, “If | were an 
unborn baby, I would very quickly trade the 
theoretical legal protection which I now should 
have under the 14th Amendment, for the real 
legal protection which I would have under the 
Hatch Amendment and enforcing legislation.” 

  

  

Objections / Questions / Responses = 
Regarding Prolife Principles 
and the Hatch Amendment     

Objection: Still, it doesn’t seem right to put 
the words “a right to abortion” into the Consti- 
tution. : 

Response: Rita Radich, a prolife attorney whois 
president of Right to Life of Oregon, has written: 

The mere mention of abortion in the U.S. Con- 
stitution does not implicitly or impliedly acknowl- 
edge a right to abortion. The term “slavery” appears 
in the Constitution ,inthe 13th Amendment, and no 
one argues a right to slavery exists, nor is there a 
right to deny women the vote, even though women’s 
sufferage appears in the Constitution. We have to 
understand that our Constitution, when first writ- 
ten, did not include any Bill of Rights at all. . . 

Our Constitution, although a rather marvelous 
document in, terms of how long we have used it and 
in what reverence we hold it, is by no means a 
perfect document. It is more important to protect 
human life than to worry about how pretty the Con- 
stitution looks, even if it means mentioning items in 
the Constitution that we would rather not see. If the 
Practical result is to guarantee the right to life, it 
does not matter if the Constitution refers to what 
anyone who reads history would know, that at one 
time apn U.S. Supreme Court acknowledged a right 
to abort. 
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Question: Although there have been some 
disagreements over HLA wording, the right-to- 
life movement has for nine years sought a man- 
datory HLA, a constitutional amendment to 
prohibit all nonlifesaving abortions. But the 
Hatch Amendment doesn’t directly prohibit any 
abortions. Isn’t this a radical departure from 
our traditional goal? 

Response: Actually, isn’t the goal of the move- 
ment to save as many lives as possible? A Human 
Life Amendment is not really our goal; rather, it is 
One means by which, under the right circumstances, 
many innocent lives might be protected. But we 
should also support alternative means to save child- 
ren who would otherwise be lost. 

A perfectly worded amendment which states all 
of our principles in black-and-white does not save a 
single baby if it cannot be passed, ratified, and 
enforced. On the other hand, a vaguer, seemingly 
“looser” amendment which is passed, ratified, and 
enforced will save millions of lives. 
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. Objection: Still, how can we support an 
amendment which does not clearly reflect our 
life principles? 

Response: Authentic prolife Principles in no 
way prevent us from doing as muchas we can, when 
we can, to curb abortion. Indeed, they compel us to 
do so. : 

Until 1975 Italy had a law prohibiting abortion 
except to save the life of the mother. In 1975 the 
Italian Constitutional Court (Supreme Court) ruled 
that an abortion necessary to preserve a woman's 
“health” could not be penalized. In 1978 Parliament 
passed a law legalizing abortion in the first trimester 
(and later in pregnancy in certain cases) for women 
Over age 18. _ 

The Italian prolife movement then sought to 
prohibit all abortions through a referendum. The 
Constitutional Court ruled this proposal unconstitu- 
tional and prevented it from appearing on the ballot. 
However, the Court agreed to allow a vote on a 
second proposal submitted by the prolife move- 
ment, which would have permitted legal abortions 
only when the life of the mother or her “physical 
health” were threatened. 
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Pope John Paul Il, a religious leader of unques- 
tioned principle and commitment to protecting the 
unborn, vigorously supported this measure during 
the weeks just prior to his wounding by a would-be 
assassin. He supported it, although it was clearly far 
from an ideal anti-abortion law, because it was a 
significant step in the right direction which would 
have saved many lives. Unfortunately, even this 
Proposal was rejected by 68% of the voters. 

dust as Pope John Paul Il did not spurn the 
life/physical health referendum Proposal as an un- 
supportable compromise, so American prolifers 
should not reject as unprincipled any proposal— 
whether it be the Hyde Amendment, the Human Life 
Bill, or the Hatch Amendment—which might improve 
the current abortion situation (which, legally speak- 
ing, could hardly be any worse). 

This is not to suggest that sincere dis- 
agreements will never arise over the legal ef- 
fects or the political advantages of one pro- 
posal or another. But these are questions of 
strategy and judgment, not of principle. 
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Objection: I still don’t see how we can sup- 
Port an amendment which would leave the right. 
to life up to legislative discretion. No legislative 
body has any moral right to permit the de- 
struction of innocent human life. 

Response: Certainly, no legislative body has 
sucha right—jf that legislative body has the power to 
prevent such destruction. But at the present our 
legislatures do not have such power, because it has 
been taken away from them by the U.S. Supreme 
Court. The Hatch Amendment would restore the 
Power to protect life—and at that point, every legis- 
lator would have the moral duty to use that power to 
end the killing. . 

Furthermore, upon careful thought, one 
realizes that under our constitutional system, 
all legal rights are matters of “legislative discretion.” 
The Constitution itself was adopted by legislatures, 
and any constitutional provision may be repealed 
through the amendment process at “legislative dis- 
cretion.” In fact, the original Constitution contained 
neither of the current provisions which explicitly 
Protect persons from being deprived of life without 
“due process.” These provisions, found within the 
5thand 14th Amendments, were added by Congress 
and the legislatures. And of course, any mandatory 
Human Life Amendment will also be accepted or 
rejected at the “legislative discretion” of Congress 
and the states. 

Thus, if one argues that any law which does not 
place the right to life beyond the reach of legislative 
discretion is immoral, then the Constitution itself 
(and the conditional “right to life” which born Ameri- 
cans currently enjoy under it) are immoral. Unless, 
that is, one would argue that a law subject to repeal 
by a “constitutional majority” is moral, while a law 
subject to repeal bya simple majority is not. But few 
would suggest that morality is affected by such 
considerations. 
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Objection: The Thirteenth Amendment did 
not permit legislatures discretion on whether 
or not to prohibit slavery. Rather, it mandated 
the end of slavery. Shouldn’t the prolife move- 
ment follow the same model? 

Response: The following comparison of the 
slavery issue and the abortion issue is taken from 
“The Case for the Two-Amendment Strategy,” a 
Paper prepared by Prof. William H. Marshner of 
Christendom College. 
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The first and best measure of how entrenched 
an evil is in a society is the number of families 
involved in the practice of it. In 1860 there were 
roughly seven million white, nuclear families in the 
United States, of which less than 1.5 million lived in 
the deep South. Among the Southern and Border- 
State whites, slightly less than 384,000 persons 
owned one or more slaves in 1860, and of course it 
tended to be the same families which owned slaves 
year-in and year-out. Slavery was a rather static 
institution. So, if we make the generous assump- 
tion that the number of different families involv- 
ed in the sla 
number of slave holders, we are talking about 
an evil in which, in its heyday, no more than one 
American family in twenty was involved. 

Now look at abortion. It is not a static practice, 
tending to involve only the same families year after 
year, but a spreading epidemic. There are roughly 50 
million American families today, and there have been 
over ten million “legal” abortions in the eight years 
since Black Monday, 1973. 

If we make the generous assumption that fully 
half of these abortions have been repeat performan- 
ces on women who had already had at least one 
abortion during the same eight years (and I think 

, one-third would be a better guess, but let’s concede 
the higher one), it remains the case that over five 
million different women have had abortions in the 
eight years, involving close to five million different 
nuclear families. That is one American family in ten, 
or 10% of the total already, and the number is going 
up every year. : 

If it takes us just another seven years, until 
1988, to ratify a Human Life. Amendment, it is 
not improbable that abortion will have been 
‘embraced and practiced by a full one-fourth of 
all American families by the time it is outlawed.’ 
So by this measure, abortion is already a more 
entrenched evil in our society than slavery was 
in 1860. y 

Inamoment, I want to look at another measure 
of an evil’s entrenchment. But first I want to explain 
why it is illuminating to look at Jamily involvement in 
a bad practice. Bound together by blood or mar- 
riage, family members are the Persons most likely to 
justify one another’s behavior. It must have been 
hard to bea fiery abolitionist, if your brother owneda 
slave. It is now hard to think of abortion as murder, 
when your sister has had one. As a result, the net- 
work of family sympathy is a growing network of 
abortion sympathy in today’s America. 

And the sheer extent of the thing is not the 
worst of it. What really scares one about this spread- 
ing sympathy is just the fact that it is not ideological. 
It is not feminism which is Spreading (that’s dead), 
Nor gnosticism, nor any of those other “isms” which, 
by their very nature, are the sort of thing only a 
minority ever believes in. What is ling is 
concrete and convenient conviction that, ina sad case, like my niece's case, like my cousin’s 
case, an abortion is the right thing. To such 
thoughts majorities are seduced. And no other 
kind of thought—no higher, deeper, or more 
Consistent thought—is needed to doom the 
politics of our Amendment. 

Now look at another measure of abortion’s entrenchment. If the weakness of an evil is the 
strength of the forces arrayed against it, slavery was 
weak. The power of opinion was against it. From the 
Print media to the pulpits, abolitionism dominated 
the nation’s intellectual, literary and moral elites. 
Prolife sentiment enjoys no such advantage; quite 
the contrary. 

Also, the Republican electoral victory of 1860 
was the victory of a party whose very raison d’etre— 
not a mere plank of whose platform—was abolition. 
If 1980 were a prolife analog to 1860, Ellen McCor- 
mick would be in the Whit House today, not Ronald 
Reagan. In short, the forces arrayed against slavery 
were gargantuan -ompared to the forces now 
arrayed against 2vortion. 

And stil! slavery proved intractable. It took a 
war, a. cnfiscation, an armed occupation, and three 
Constitutional Amendments to get rid of it. Look 
only at the latter: it took one Amendment just to 
abolish slavery as a legal status (the Thirteenth), so 
as to bring the Constitution into line with the reality 
already created by the Union Army. It took another 
Amendment (the Fourteenth) to prevent the covert 
re-introduction ot slavery under other names. And it 
took a third Amendment (the Fifteenth) to give 
freedmen the means of defending their gains at the 
ballot box. 

None of which Amendments would have been 
ratified, historians tel! us, without the solid bloc of 
ten states which were held at gun-point, that is, 
forced to ratify or face indefinite occupation as con- 
quered territory. 

What a procession of drastic steps! Do they not 
tell us something about the cure of entrenched evils? 
Do they not suggest, and more than suggest, the 
futility of a one-punch solution? 

  

  

Objections / Questions / Responses 
Regarding the Political Wisdom 
of the Hatch Amendment     

Objection: If we’re going to go through all 
the work of amending the Constitution, why 
not just work a little longer and a little harder 
and get a-mandatory “personhood” HLA to 
begin with—ratherthan going to all the work of 
Passing and ratifying the Hatch Amendment 
and then having to start all over again to get the 
“ultimate” amendment we really want? _ 

Response: Politically, there is a great distance 
between enacting the Hatch Amendment and enact- 
ing a mandatory Human Life Amendment. This isa 
complex subject and cannot be addressed fully here. 
However, in making these judgments it is necessary 
to clearly understand the constitutional amendment 
Process. Let’s review it briefly. 

An amendment must be approved by both 
houses of Congress. This means that in each house 
the amendment must be approved by a subcommit- 
tee and by a full committee, or be removed from 
committee by extraordinary parlimentary devices 

which are difficult to employ and seldom successful. 
Of course, much depends upon the views of the 

- committee and subcommittee chairmen, which have 
no necessary relationship to the majority sentimeni 
on the abortion issue among members of the entire committee or subcommittee. 

On the Senate floor, it would be necessary to 
first muster 60 votes to break an inevitable filibuster, 
and then to obtain a two-thirds vote to pass the 
amendment. (This means two-thirds of the members 
voting—67 senators, if everyone votes.) In the 
House two-thirds approval is also required (290, if all 
435 congessmen vote). The President’s signature is 
not required. 

The amendment must then be ratified by 38 
state legislatures within the time period specified by 
Congess (usually seven years). This means, of 
course, that both houses of each legislature must 
vote to approve the amendment during the same 
legislative session; approval by only one house has 
no effect. Conversely, in order to block ratification of 

  

 



  

  

a constitutional amendment, it is only necessary to 
Prevent approval by one house of 13 state legisla- 
tures. In other words, amendment opponents can 
Prevail by bottling up the amendment in as few as 13 
of 99 state legislative bodies. (Nebraska has a uni- 
cameral legislature.) 

In many state legislative bodies more than a 
simple majority of the members voting is required to 
approve an amendment. In Illinois, for example, a 
three-fifths vote is required in each house. And of 
course, in some legislative bodies it is possible for a 
single entrenched committee chairman or Presiding 
officer to prevent a floor vote on an amendment in 
session after session. 

Recently a federal district judge in Idaho ruled, 
in connection with the Equal Rights Amendment, 
that states may rescind their approval of a constitu- 
tional amendment if tney do so within the ratification 
time period originally specified by Congress. If this 
decision is upheld by the U.S. Supreme Court, it will 
make it easier to block ratification of any constitu- 
tional amendment, because even after a legislature 
has ratified, anti-amendment forces will be able to 
come back each year to seek recission: Thus, rather 
than needing a cumulative total of 38 states within 
seven years, amendment proponents will in effect 
need to retain simultaneous agreement by 38 states. 

In all legislative bodies, it is easier to “play 
defense” than “offense.” Even if the Supreme Court 
rules that recissions are not allowed, the constitu- 
tional amendment process provides numerous “veto 
points”—points at which amendment opponents 
can focus their efforts to t!ock approval. 

Without commenting upon the merits or demer 
its of the Equal Rights Amendment, its history is 
instructive. It was first proposed in Congress in 1923 
but not passed until 1972. By that time; however, the 
ERA enjoyed the support of the mass media, which 
have usually presented it as an obvious matter of 
simple justice for women. ERA opponents have 
often been portrayed in the media in denigrating and 
stereotyped ways. Partly for this reason, nationwide 
public opinion polls between 1972 and 1981 have 
generally shown majority support for the ERA. Yet 
by 1978 the ERA was still three states short of the 
necessary 38, and several states had passed recis- 
sion resolutions (the validity of which is still dis- 
puted). 

Congress then voted to extend the time period 
for ratification by more than three years (an action 
recently declared unconstitutional by a federal cis- 
trict judge), but as of January, 1982, no additional 
states had ratified. Despite strong support from the 
media and influential “opinion leaders,” the ERA: had 
been stopped in its tracks by determined opponents 
who dug in their heels in the states in which they 
were strongest. . 

Al] of this underscores the importance of having 
an amendment which can draw the broadest possi- 
ble political support during the ratification process. 
The Hatch Amendment could gain support from a 
broad spectrum of legislators who will not support 
an outright constitutional ban on all nonlifesaving 
abortions, but who are not willing to cast an affirma- 
tive vote for abortion-on-demand, either. 
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Looking more closely at the ratification situa- 
tion facing a Human Life Amendment, we note first 
that at least eight state legislatures are still voluntar- 
ily funding nonlifesaving abortions. Any such legisla- 
ture is far from being ready to ratify a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting abortions. 

A number of other state legislatures have 
declined to fund abortions, but have also rejected 
Proposals to restrict abortion in those peripheral but 
still important ways which are possible even under 
the Supreme Court’s abortion decisions. A manda- 
tory HLA would also encounter difficulfy in these 
legislatuces. 

As to public sentiment nationwide, the media 
often superfically report public opinion polls on 
abortion in sucha way as to suggest that most Amer- 
icans support legalized abortion-on-demand. Actu- 
ally, the more detailed major polls have obtained 
fairly consistent results. A minority—about one- 
fourth to one-third of the public—favors legalized 
abortion-on-demand. But large majorities support 
legal abortion in certain “hard cases,” at least in the 
first three months of pregnancy. For example, a 1981 
ABC News/Washington Post poll found lopsided 
majorities in favor of legal first-trimester abortion in 
cases of threat to the life of the mother (88%), rape or 
incest (82%), or fetal deformity (70%). 

Of course, no one is Suggesting that we should 
give up on trying to protect the “hard case” babies. 
But these polls tell us two important things: (1) We 
have a long way to go to convince even a majority of 
our fellow citizens that abortion should be illegal in 
certain hard cases, and (2) until we convince many 
more people of this, our only chance to restore legal 
Protection to these “hard case” babies is to remove 
the debate on their fate from the amendment ratifi- 
cation context, which is the one political arena in 
which we need overwhelming support to win. 

This must be clearly understood: the low 
gree of public support far prohibiting abor- 

tion in cases of rape (for example), and the 
ique degree of political support needed in the 

ratification process, mean that if we insist on an 
“all-or-nothing” amendment strategy, we will 
get nothing. Because of our current inability to 
ratify an amendment directly barring abortions 
in “hard cases,” we are failing to protect the 
perhaps 98% of the unborn whose lives are not 
touched by these special circumstances. ; 

The Hatch Amendment, far from compromis- 
ing on the hard cases, is actually a shortcut route for 
providing legal protection for all unborn children. 
Once the amendment is ratified, the prolife move- 
ment can immediately press for legislation to pro- hibit all nonlifesaving abortions. True, we will still 
face a difficult educational and political task in 
obtaining protection for the “hard case” pre-borns. But with the Hatch Amendment in the Consti- 
tution, we will no longer need constitutional 
majorities to protect these babies. By simple 
majority. votes it will be possible to restrict 
abortions even in these cases. And as any law- 
maker can tell you, there is a very great differ- 
ence between needing a simple majority and a 
two-thirds majority! 
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Let’s illustrate this line of thought with a con- 
crete, although hypothetical, example. Under an 
“all-or-nothing” mandatory amendment strategy, in 
order to provide legal protection for a certain baby 
with Down’s Syndrome who will be conceived in 
California, we must convince two-thirds of the 
members of both houses of Congress, and then 
(probably within seven years) at least 75 out of 99 
State legislative bodies, that abortion should be ille- 
gal in cases of genetic defect. And if we fail to win in 
the required number of legislative bodies, we fail to 
provide any legal protection for any babies in any 
state. 

Under the Hatch Amendment, on the other 
hand, it is only necessary to convince either (l)a 
simple majority of both houses of Congress and the 
President, and/or (2) a simple majority of both 
houses of the California legislature and the gover- 
nor, that genetically handicapped children deserve 
the protection of law. If the initial attempt to provide 
such protection fails, the failure need not be final— 
nor does it prevent us from simultaneously obtaining 
legal protection for most other babies while our polit- 
ical and educational efforts regarding “hard cases” 
continue. 

In short, the Hatch Amendment offers the 
most realistic strategy for protecting all unborn 
babies, and does so without putting any excep- 
tions permanently into the Constitution. 
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Objection: How soon can we pass a manda- 
tory HLA in Congress? 

Response: If every senator is present and vot- 
ie 67 votes are needed in the Senate. The HLA 
wording which to date has drawn the greatest sup- 
port, the Garn/Oberstar/NRLC wording (SJR 17, 
HJR 125), has 30 sponsors in the Senate. As of 
January, 1982, the NRLC Legislative Office esti- 
mates that such an amendment would probably 
obtain about 45 votes, but a number of these are far 
from certain. 

Higher estimates published from time to time by 
various sources count as possible'votes some sena- 
tors who are by no means committed to support a 
Human Life Amendment, or who would probably 
support it only with objectionable modifications 
(such as a rape/incest exception). 

In the House prolife strength is greater, but we 
are still well short of the necessary two-thirds for an 
HLA. 

Of the 33 Senate seats up for re-election in 
1982, about two-thirds are now held by pro- 
abortion senators. Thus, the prolife movement 
has a good opportunity to gain additional sup- 
port in the Senate this year. But even a very 
good showing in the 1982 Senate elections 
would leave us short of the necessary two- 
thirds vote. : 

In 1984 and 1986, most prolife senators will be 
up for re-election. The prolife movement will be 
doing well to prevent a loss of prolife seats. There 
probably won’t be sufficient opportunities to make 
the sort of gains which we saw in the 1980 elections. 

Thus, the odds are against a mandatory HLA 
passing Congress soon. Even if the HLA passed as 
early as 1985, at least five more years must be 
allowed for ratification. 

The prospects are good for earlier Passage of 
the Hatch Amendment. Of course, any prolife 
amendment faces an uphill battle in the current 
Senate. However, some prolife tacticians believe 
that even a near-miss in the 1982 Senate would-be a 
step forward politically. For one thing, it would place 
some pro-abortion senators on record as having 
voted openly for abortion-on-demand, a vote they 
will find hard to explain to many constituents. If the 
Hatch Amendment falls short in the 1982 Senate, 
realistically attainable prolife gains in the 1982 elec. 
tion could assure its passage in 1983. 
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What Some 
Prolife 
Leaders 
Say About 
the Hatch 
Amendment 

Dr. J. C. Willke, President of the National 
Right to Life Committee: 

  

      
My wife Barbara and I have worked for many 

years to defend the unborn. We have always sup- 
ported a constitutional amendment to forever pro- 
hibit all nonlifesaving abortions, and we will never 
cease to work for such protection. However, too 
few of our fellow citizens and too few of our elected 
representatives are yet ready to support sucha total 
prohibition on abortion 

I support the Hatch Amendment because it 
would strike down the Supreme Court-created 
“abortion liberty” and permit enactment of tough 
anti-abortion laws by both Congress and the states. 
With sufficient support from prolife groupsandfrom , 
those other groups within our society which recog- 
nize the sanctity of unborn life, the Hatch Amend- 
ment can be passed and ratified. I strongly urge all 
prolife groups and individuals to support this Step- 
One Amendment as the only possible way. to end 
abortion-on-demand in this decade. 
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Archbishop John Roach, president of the 
National Conference of Catholic Bishops, testi- 
fying on behalf of the Conference before the 
U.S. Senate Judiciary Constitution Subcommit- 
tee: 

. . . we support Sen. Hatch’s proposal, embo- 
died in S.J. Res. 110. 

There should be no misinterpretation about our 
own position on «he abortion issue. We are commit- 
ted to full legal recognition of the right to life of the 
unborn child and will not rest in our efforts until 
society respects the inherent worth and dignity of 
every member of the human race. When a constitu- 
tional amendment is ratified and hearings are held 
on a national abortion law, we shall again request 
permission to testify in order. to urge Congress to 
enact laws protecting the unborn child to ie maxi- 
mum degree possible. 

We realize that other groups and individuals 
will put forward other views on this matter. But our 
understanding of national attitudes and our com- 
mitment to the democratic process convince us that 
this strategy for returning the abortion controversy 
to the legislative arena has the great merit of being 
an achievable solution to the present situation of : 
abortion on demand. We cannot in conscience tol- 
erate the continued destruction of unborn human 
lives at the rate of 1.5 million a year on the hypothet- 
ical grounds that some day another, theoretically 
ideal constitutional solution might be found. 
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Peter Gemma, executive director of the 
National Pro-Life Political Action C tee: 

Approval of the Hatch Amendment would 
remove the abortion issue from the courts—where 
the prolife movement has been weak—to the legisla- 
tive and political arenas where the movement has 
proven again and again that it can win. lam keenly 

aware of the numerous strategies that have been 
attempted over the years to achieve our ultimate 
goal of halting abortion-on-demand in America. It is 
our view the SJR 110 is the fastest and most practi- 
cal means of achieving that goal. 
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Terence Cardinal Cooke, Archbishop of 
New York and chairman of the Bishops Com- 
mittee for Pro-Life Activities: 

We are committed to the defense of all unborn 
human lives. In light of this commitment, we support 
the Hatch Amendment as a realistic step which 
makes it possible to restore legislative protection to 
the unborn. We urge others to do the same. We 
canhot tolerate the continued destruction of unborn 
human lives which is going on at the rate of 1 14. 
million a year. 

We firmly restate our opposition to all abor- . 
. tions. In pursuit of our final goal we are convinced 
that.returning the al controversy to the peo- 
ple and their elected representatives is an attainable. 
means of protecting unborn human life. 
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Remarks entered in the Congressional Re- 
cord by Senator Hatch upon introduction of his 
amendment (Sept. 21, 1981): 

Let me be clear about what I am. saying. I 
personally believe that abortion is an “all or nothing” 
issue. I am irreconciliably opposed to abortion. I 
believe that abortion involves the taking of a human 
life. It is morally, ethically, and—I believe—consti- 
tutionally wrong. Should my amendment become 
part of the Constitution, I would be among those 
seeking the most restrictive State and Federal laws 
with respect to abortion. When a greater consensus 
exists in this country on the repugnance of abortion— 
which consensus I believe will be promoted by this 
amendment—I will be among those seeking a direct 
constitutional prohibition on abortion. 

That consensus, unfortunately, does not exist 
yet today . . 

Once, however, we can establish in the Consti- 
tution the principle that abortion is not an ordinary, 
routine medical operation, I believe that we can 
begin to reeducate all the American people to the 
cruel realities of abortion. Acceptance of this princi- 
ple in the organic law of our land will better enable 
us to carry on education and information efforts. 

The longer that the status quo—unrestricted 
abortion—continues to be the law of the land, the 
greater the number of citizens who will grow up in 
this country oblivious to any other reality, the 
greater the number of citizens who will forget that 
there was a time at which abortion was condemned 
unanimously by the States. Not during the Middle 
Ages, not during the era of the Founding Fathers, 
not during the industrial revolution, but during the 
entirety of our Nation’s history through the 1950’s 
and the 1960's and up until January 22, 1973. 

The law is, in fact, a teacher. We must give it 
that opportunity before it is too late, before the 
lesson goes permanently unlearned. 
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Congressman Vin Weber (R-Minnesota), 
former Board Member of Minnesota Citizens 
Concerned for Life, testifying before the Senate 
Judiciary Constitution Subcommittee: 

With the status quo as abortion-on-demand, 
and with.1.5 million abortions occurring each year, 
we cannot wait for the perfect amendment or bill 
which establishes personhood. The lives of the 
unborn far outweigh further delay ... Further; 
those «members of Congress, who do not support 
this amendment will have to tell their people back 
home that they personally support the right to have 
an abortion by a woman at any place, at any time, 
and for whatever reason. Even for those members 
who are the most stridently pro-abortion, this will 
bé a tough issue to resolve. 

Congressman Henry Hyde (R-IIl.): 

As a chief sponsor in the House of the Human 
Life Bill, and in the firm belief that this bill is both 
constitutional and achievable, I nevertheless con- 
tinue to support a constitutional amendment as the 
ultimate goal in protecting unborn life. In the near 
future I expect to co-sponsor Senator Hatch’s 
Human Life Amendment as yet another expression 
of my efforts to protect the life of the pre-born. . . 
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Congressman John Ashbrook (R-Ohio), mem- 
ber of the Executive Committee of the Con- 
gressional Pro-Life Caucus, upon introducing 
the Hatch Amendment in the House of Repre- 
sentatives (Congressional Record, Dec. 11, 1981): 

The effect of this amendment should be clear. 
First, it declares that a right to abortion is not 
secured by the Constitution, thus reversing the hold- 
ing in Roe against Wade that the right to privacy 
includes the mother’s right to kill her unborn 
child. . . 

For tao long, the people of this country have 
been frustrated in their efforts to petition their 
government for a redress of grievances in this mat: 
ter. . . Nowis the time to remove the abortion issue 
from the court monopoly and to give it to the people 
through their elected representatives in Congress 
and in the States to decide. 
  

What Some 
Prolife Legal 
Experts 
Say About 
the Hatch 
Amendment       

Prof. John T. Noonan, Jr., professor of law 
at the University of California—Berkeley, au- 
thor of A Private Choice, testifying before the 
U.S. Senate Judiciary Constitution Subcom- 
mittee: 

This amendment is extraordinarily simple and 
extraordinarily direct. It denies that the Constitu- 
tion contains the kind of right which fiat created nine 
years ago. In one stroke it demolishes Roe v. Wade 
and the unhappy sequelae of Roe v. Wade. With a 
few words it performs surgery by which the judicial 
amendment to the Constitution made nine years 
ago is excised. It restores to Congress and to the 
States the power to protect life. > . . Itisavery good 
amendment. It accomplishes what must be accomp- 
lished. . . . About it the lovers of life can unite. With 
its enactment the great goal of restoring the protec- 
tion of life in the United States will have been 
achieved. 
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Lynn D. Wardle, professor of law at Brig- 
ham Young University, author of The Abortion 
Privacy Doctrine: 

The Hatch Amendment does directly repudi- 
cate and repeal the two principal holdings of Roe v. 
Wade. It clearly establishes that the Constitution 
does not shelter a right of pregnant women to des- 
troy their unborn children. And it provides an imme- 
diate escape from the hostile arena of federal courts 
where we have been forced to battle so unsuccess- 
fully for the last eight or nine years to protect the 
lives of the unborn. It insures that the people can 
restore protection for the unborn.  



  

  

  

Wilfred R. Caron, general counsel to the 
National Conf e of Catholic Bish 

Roe v. Wade pressed the Constitution into the 
service of the termination of unborn human life. The 
Life (Hatch) Amendment will eliminate that condi- 
tion and place the Constitution in service to the lives 
of the unborn. Upon its ratification, every state and 
the United States will be able to deal effectively with 
abortion according to the will of the people, free of 
the constraint of a constitutional “right” which pla- 
ces almost no value on unborn life. It is, truly, a 
prolife amendment. 
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Dennis J. Horan, chairman of the board of 
Americans United for Life, co-editor of New 
Perspectives on Human Abortion, testifying before 
the Senate Judiciary Constitution Subcom- 
mittee: : 

In my view, SJR 110 would, on balance, be as 
effective as any means so far proposed in assuring 
potential use of the law to protect the youngest 
members of the human family. I therefore strongly 
endorse the concept that SJR 110 represents and 
urge this Subcommittee’s favorable action on it. 
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Pro-life attorney William Bentley Ball, for- 
mer chairman of the Federal Bar Association 
Committee on Constitutional Law (Sept. 16, 
1981): 

After much thought I have come to the conclu- 
sion that an amendment of the nature now appar- 
ently being proposed by Senator. Hatch is necessary. 
Cat frome chore egegsery IA Ube 
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Besides the legal experts quoted elsewhere in 
this brochure, the following law professors have 
endorsed the Hatch Amendment: Thomas G. 
Barnes, University of California; William W. Bas- 
sett, University of San Francisco; Robert Blakey, 
Notre Dame; Gerald T. Dunne, St. Louis Univer- 
sity; David Granfield, Catholic University; Conrad - 
Kellenberg, Notre Dame; Charles Kindregen, Suf- 
folk University; Joseph O’Meara, Jr., Notre Dame; 
Thomas Shaffer, Washington and Lee University. 

  

PLEASE NOTE 
Additional copies of this brochure 

are available from NRLC, Legislative Of- 
fice, 419 7th Street, N.W., Suite 402, 
Washington, D.C. 20004, at $1.00 for one 
copy, $2.50 for ten copies, $7.50 for 50 
copies,$10.00 for 100 copies, $38.00 for 
500 copies, or $65.00 for 1,600 copies. Pri- 
ces include shipping. Please order in mul- 
tiples of the order sizes given above (for 
example, 20 copies cost 2 x $2.50). Orders 
must have a street address for UPS deliv- 
ery. No phone orders. Payment must 
accompany orders. Please make checks 
payable to National Right to Life Com- 
mittee.     
  

  

What Some 
Pro-Abortion 
Leaders 
Say About 
the Hatch . 
Amendment 

Karen Mulhauser, former executive tie: 
tor of the National Abortion Rights Action 

    
  

“We believe this is the gravest threat to abor- 
tion rights since the 1973 Supreme Court decision.” 
(Washington Post) 

“It would be easier for us to defeat the Human 
Life Amendment, because it’s so extreme. I see this 
new approach as ultimately more dangerous.” 
(New York Times) 
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Bella Abzug, president, Women USA: 

A vote by any member of Congress in favor of 
this proposed amendment can only be interpreted 
as a vote to deprive women of their freedom of 
choice. Furthermore, if the states enact legislation 
that falls short of the total ban on abortion favored 
by many anti-abortion groups, you can be certain 
that these groups will be back here in force demand: 
ing that ‘Congress enact a'prohibifion on abortion, 
without any exemptions .... Woman USA is 
Opposed to compulsory pregnancy. . . . We oppose 
the adoption and ratification of SJR 110... . 
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Kathy Wilson, national chair, National 
Women’s Political Caucus, testifying before the 
Senate Judiciary Constitution Subcommittee: 

Let me make clear that this bill is not.a com- 
Promise approach to the abortion question. This is 
inno way a “moderate” proposal. It isan attempt to 
restrict our reproductive rights by giving authority to 
regulate abortion to the Congress and the state 
legislatures—legislative bodies that severely under- 
represent women and women’s interests. The amend- 
ment would overturn the 1973 Supreme Court ruling 
in Roe v. Wade and destroy our constitutionally 
protected right of privacy when deciding whether to 
terminate a pregnancy. A fundamental right would 
be placed in the legislative realm, subject to the 
whims of a legislative majority. It would give Con- 
gress and state legislatures the authority to outlaw 
all abortions, even those in cases of rape, incest, 
severe health risk or life endangerment to women. 

ake 

Linda Tarr-Whalen, representing the Na- 
tional Education Association, testifying before theS Judiciary C uapepet gene : 

tee: 

The National Education Association strongly 
opposes the passage of SJR 110, S. 158, all propos- 
als that would constrict the availability of abortion 
and other reproductive health care, and all Propos- 
als to define the point at which ‘human life’ begins. 

kekee 
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Allan Rosenfield, M.D., testifying on behalf 
of the American Public Health Association 
before Senator Hatch’s Constitution Subcom- 
mittee: 

(It is abundantly clear that the goal of SJR 110 
is the prohibition of all or most abortions in the 
United States. You yourself (Sen. Hatch) have con- 
sistently supported this outcome and-repeatedly 
pledged to work for its attainment through stringent 
federal laws . . . For these reasons and more, Mr. 
Chairman, the APHA, concerned for the health and 
well-being of American women, must oppose, vigor- 
ously, the proposed human life federalism amend- 
ment, SJR 110 and all other attempts to overturn 
Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton. 
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Mary Bricker-Jenkins, representing the Na- 
tional Association of Social Workers, testifying 
before the Senate Judiciary Constitution Sub- 
committee: 

_ The National Association of Social Workers 
. . . Strong s the consideration and passage 
by the Congress of the U.S. of SJR 110, which would 
effectively reverse the 1973 Supreme’ Court rulings 
by providing Congress and state legislatures author- 
ity “to restrict and prohibit abortions.” We believe 
this proposal would, if enacted, severely restrict 
reproductive freedom in this country ... NSAW 
sees SJR 110 as the first step toward prchibition of 
abortion nationwide. 

From a report on National Public Radio 
(Nov. 12, 1981): 

Pro-abortion leaders find the Hatch Amend- 
ment scary, according to Judith Widdicomb of the 
National Abortion Rights Action Leaque. The fear is 
that the amendment will appeal to members of 
Congress, who do not have to go on record oppos- 
ing abortion per se, but who can assuage their anti- 
abortion constituents by voting for something they 
want. Widdicomb is encouraged, however, by the 
split in the anti-abortion movement, which she 
believes is damaging their political clout. 
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Congressman Ted Weiss (D-NY), testify- 
ing before the Senate Judiciary Constitution 
Subcommittee: 

I'mafraid this amendment (SJR 110) is really no 
compromise at all. If enacted, SJR 110 would imperil 
the right to choose by permitting a statute restricting 
or outlawing abortion to pass Congress or any state 
legislature by a simple majority vote. And what 
should be even greater cause for concern is that 
these abortion statutes would then be insulated 
from the Supreme Court’s scrutiny. In other words, 
the Congress or any state would be enabled to pass 
a Human Life Statute that would be immune from 
challenge on constitutional grounds. 

National Abortion Rights Action Leaque 
press release (Nov., 1981): 

NARAL asserts that with the rhetoric stripped 
away, Hatch’s amendment is a devastating attack 
on abortion rights. 
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Patricia A. Gavett, executive director of 
the Religious Coalition for Abortion Rights: 

As soon as the Hatch Amendment passes, Step 
2 is waiting in the wings—enactment of federal laws 
to outlaw abortion . . . Once Step 2 is completed, 
and the “right-to-lifers” eliminate the right to abor- 
tion in America, they will press on to their final, 
goal—the passage of their cherished Human Life 
Amendment.  
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In comments before an Oct. 31, 1981 political 
workshop at the Planned Parenthood Federation of 
America’s annual conference in Washington, Jean- 
nie I. Rosoff. director of the Alan Guttmacher Insti- 
tute and a veteran Washington pro-abortion activist, 
said she thought that the Hatch Amendment “is by 
far the most dangerous thing we have hadin front of on 

Rosoff noted that a strong majority of the public 
believes abortion should be legal when the mother’s 
life is at stake or in cases of rape andincest, “but that 
is not the reason most abortions in this country are 
performed—they are performed for social and eco- 
nomic reasons, because of age and certain lifestyles. 
And when you get to these, the support dwindles 
very, very rapidly.” 

The Hatch Amendment “takes away almost all 
of our best arguments. . . all of the rather emotional 
issues which have been on our side . . .” Rosoff told 
the group. 

“The one blessing” in this ominous develop- 
ment was that some right-to-life groups had “imme- 
diately denounced Senator Hatch as essentially 
opening up the way to a compromise,” Rosoff said. 

She concluded her workshop with these words: 
“Two things are possible. Either the right-to-life 

movement continues to be totally adamant against 
any kind of compromise, in which case they will, I 
think, destroy themselves over a period of several 
years, because it is clear that the extreme position is 
not going to fly. If, however, either the U.S. Catholic 
Conference and/or other groups decide to throw 
their support to something which is more moderate, 
which aims toward a compromise, then I would 
think we would have much more serious trouble 
than we have had in the previous nine years. . . 1 
think it is premature to say which way it is going to 
go. It could be the beginning of the end of the fight, or 
it could be the beginning of a new stage and perhaps 
a more difficult stage in the fight. 

Like any constitutional amendment, 
the Hatch-Ashbrook Amendment must re- 
ceive a two-thirds vote in both the Senate 
and the House of Representatives. 

Already, the National Abortion Rights 
Action League, the Planned Parenthood 
Federation of America, the National Edu- 
cation Association, and other pro-abortion 
groups are frantically at work across the 
nation, generating pressure on members of 
Congress to kill the Hatch Amendment. Your 
two U.S. Senators and your congressmen 
are hearing from these pro-abortion groups. 
Are they hearing from you and your friends? 

The Hatch Amendment cannot succeed 
without your help. 

LETTERS ARE IMPORTANT 

    Most congressmen place a great deal of 
importance upon the individual, personal 
letters which they receive. A handful of 
such letters are heeded more than a bagful 
of postcards, form letters, or petitions. 

A letter can be typewritten or hand- 
written. It need not be longer than three or 
four paragraphs. In most cases it would be 
sufficient to tell your congressman or sena- 
tor that you strongly oppose legal abortion, 
and urge him to support the Hatch-Ash- 
brook Amendment (SJR 110/HJR 372) to 
end legalized abortion-on-demand. 

Congressmen who in the past have 
supported the Human Life Amendment, 
Hyde Amendment, or other prolife legisla- 
tion should be asked to co-sponsor the 
Hatch-Ashbrook Amendment. 

  

  

What Some 
Pro-Abortion 
Legal Experts 
Say About 
the Hatch 
Amendment     

   

Norman Dorsen, professor of law at New 
York University and president of the American 
Civil Liberties Union, testifying before the Sen- 
ate Judiciary Constitution Subcommittee: 

SJR 110... is a backdoor way of stripping 
women of their constitutional rights .. . . Is this 
federalism, is this states’ rights? Of course it isn’t, 
because it permits the national legislature to super- 
cede the laws of any state by prohibiting abortion on 
a nationwide basis. Worse still, it is a slanted, one- 
sided approach. Congress may supercede state 
laws if they are less restrictive . . . but if a state lawis 
more restrictive, the state law governs. 
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Laurence Tribe, professor of law at Har- 
vard University: 

1 The Hatch Amendment, is a direct assault on 
Roe v. Wade. 

Your Help Is Needed! 

If you zeceive a reply which is ambigu- 
ous or otherwise non-responsive, send a 
follow-up letter again urging his support, 
and asking that he respond directly to the 
points you raise. 

It is very important that your letters 
always be respectful and polite. They should 
be firm, but never threatening or abusive. 

You are encouraged to duplicate this 
box and distribute it to prolife friends. 

Please send a copy of any response 
which you receive to the Legislative Direc- 
tor, National Right to Life Committee, 419 
7th Street, N.W., Suite 402, Washington, 
D.C. 20004. This will greatly aid the NRLC’s 
lobbying effort on behalf of the Hatch 
Amendment. 

MAILING ADDRESS FOR ALL 
SENATORS: 

Senator ___ 

Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

MAILING ADDRESS FOR ALL 
HOUSE MEMBERS: 

The Honorable —_______ 
House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

   

  

Tom Gerety, associate professor of law at 
the University of Pittsburgh, testifying before 
the Senate Judiciary Constitution Subcommit- 
tee: 

This amendment will be argued for not so much 
in terms of abortion as in terms of federalism. 
“Leave it to the states,” people will say, “and not toa 
handful of justices.” This argument is always a 
seductive one, and almost always for the wrong 
reasons. But here the argument is a smokescreen. 
The states will have only the authority to do one 
thing ,under the Hatch Amendment;: to restrict or 
prohibit abortions. 

esekee 

Herma Hill Kay, professor of law at the 
University of California-Berkeley, testifying be- 
fore the Senate Judiciary Constitution Sub- 
committee: 

If SJP 110 becomes part of the United States 
Constitution, its second sentence will confer upon 
the Congress the power to restrict and prohibit 
abortions: a power it has not held before. If the 
Congress then acts to prohibit the performance of 
abortions except where necessary to “prevent the 
death of the mother”. . . the normal operation of 
the Supremacy Clause of the United States Consti- 
tution would make that statute paramount over all ~ 
conflicting state law—including state constitutional 
law. 

        
    
       

     

      
     
       
           

       
      
           

        

        
       

INDIANA SENATORS 
Richard G. Lugar 
Dan Quayle 

INDIANA REPRESENTATIVES 
District 

1 Adam Benjamin, Jr. 
2 Floyd Fithian 
3 John P. Hiler 
4 Daniel R. Coats 
5 Elwood H. Hillis 
6 
7 
8 
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Lee H. Hamilton 
10 Philip R. Sharp 
11 Andrew Jacobs, Jr. 
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LIVING THE QUESTIONS 

by Fr. THOMAS C. WIDNER 

Last week Pope John Paul II warned of a decline in moral 

practices. The alertness of a Catholic 
conscience, he said, can be tested by measuring one’s 
ee 
tendency to approach the sacrament 
penance. 

“A good catechesis (religious 
education),” he stated, “ought to lead the 
faithful to examine their recognition of 

unity with Christ and his church.” 
It may seem somewhat out of place 

now that Easter has arrived to be talking 
about sin and penance—isn’t that 
relegated to Lent?—but that last statement 

to address it now that our guard is down and most of us feel 
pretty confident about being among those Christ saved by his 
resurrection. 

The pope made his remarks during Lent and 

for the freedom which comes through forgiveness. That, of 
course, is the very stuff of Easter which is about the triumph 
of forgiveness over sin. The act of redemption is the act of 
making good all that is wrong in the world. 

I THINK THE HOLY Father’s observations on the 
sacrament of reconciliation are indeed good. As with many   

ee ee ee eee 
Catholic confessional 

impressed me, 
and since sin is never really out of style, it seems appropriate 

expressed 
them with the suggestion that the lives of Catholics be marked 
by a growing sensitivity toward the reality of sin and a desire 

things he says, it is loaded. It says much more than the words 
convey. 

Salvation is an ongoing process. It is an inch by inch 
movement. Just because Easter has occurred does not mean . 
we are let off the hook. Christ has truly redeemed us. But he 
has not given us carte blanche to ignore him the rest of our 
lives. We are not done with sin and failure in one Easter, in 
one regret, in one confession, in one absolution. Sin follows us 
around all our lives. And, quite frankly, we go looking for it 
more often than we admit we do. 

I believe the Holy Father to have discovered something 
when he suggests we need to examine our recognition ot 
ourselves as sinners. And often is this done. The season of 
Lent closed in many of our parishes with penance services. 
Most priests heard confessions in more than one parish. As 
one who heard confessions in five, I can say that those whose 
confessions I heard for the most part certainly have an 
awareness of sin in their lives. But that is not always true. 
Many are still fearful of the sacrament. And many do not 
believe it to be necessary. 

1 AM ONE WHO BELIEVES most p.ople, however, are 
very conscious of sin in their lives but often feel themselves 
unforgiveable. L-believe many do not use the sacrament of 
penance because they are fearful of the wrath of the priest 
rather than his compassion. And because somewhere in their 
pasts many people had a bad experience in going to 
confession. 

Many others have grown in the past few years to realize 
the sacrament does not need to be as frequent as they once 
attended it. Frequent confession does not necessarily mean 
weekly confession. The only law the church makes regarding 
the sacrament of penance states that a Catholic must receive 
the sacrament once a year if one is aware of being in the state 
of mortal sin. In a transitional period of history like our own, 

We need a personal approach to reconciliation 
defining mortal sin is a major undertaking. 

The old divisions were mortal and venial sin. Some 
theologians now distinguish between mortal, serious and 
venial sins. There is no longer common agreement as to what 
constitutes each. 

But sin can’t be that easily categorized. When the Holy 
Father wants us to recognize ourselves as sinners and 
understand the necessity and sense of a personal approach to 
the sacrament of reconciliation, I hear him encouraging us to 
dig deeper into the meaning of our lives. To take sin more 
seriously—not necessarily to come up with longer lists for 
confession, but to think more seriously in terms of what it is 
that prevents me from partaking fully in ods life. 

When one thinks this way, one looks at one’s whole life, or 
one’s direction in life, and not so much at this or that sin. I 
may have stolen $5 from someone. But the meaning of that sin 
is different if it’s the only time I’ve ever stolen anything 
rather than the constant habit of stealing. 

To sin means to do something wrong. To offend someone. I 
cannot do wrong unless I offend someone—God. 
But how can God be offended by what I do? He doesn’t even 
need me. I am a human creation. He can do with me or 

me. 
Offending God is both a question of stealing once, for 

example, and of a habit of stealing. But that is because God 
has done something he didn’t have to—given me life—and 
therefore, I offend him every time I somehow negate his gift 
of life. 

I offend him by failing to take responsibility for the life he 
has given to me. I can do this by a single act of 
irresponsibility or a lifetime of it. Sin means failing to take 

  

Jews experience exodus 

through Passover 
by Rabbi RONALD L. GRAY 

The festival of Passover marks the Jewish 
people’s freedom from slavery and the exodus 
from Egypt. The word itself seems to designate 
both the feast and the animal which is eaten at 
the festival banquet. The Titual is described 

The Jewish feast of Passover fell on April 8 
this year. In the Christian calendar this is the 

. At Passover the 

Seder means ‘‘order’’ or 
“arrangement.” The service is held at home. 
Past memories and future aspirations are 
blended into a serene harmony as the Seder 
service begins with the invitation extended to 
the poor to share the food, and ends with the 
hope and prayer for the realization of the 
messianic era. 

In the instruction the faithful are told, ‘In 
every generation, each individual should view 
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himself as personally having gone out of 

  

preciate 
possible for us to feel someone else’s suffering. 

During the Passover holiday, Jews express 
gratitude for their freedom, but at the same 

which occurred so long ago? Isn’t it perhaps 
deceptive to view oneself as having par- 
ticipated in the exodus, when in fact, we did 
not?       

Jews understand the obligations of 
Passover designed not to commemorate an (Rabbi Gray presides at Congregation B’ 
historical event but to enable them to relive the Indianapolis.) Torah in      
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co Mary Church | 
New Albany, 

Fr. Stan Herber, pastor 
  

by Fr. THOMAS C. WIDNER 

extending to the Harrison county line. The 
parish has grown recently in part resulting 
from the 1975 tragic loss of its neighbor Holy 

parish. 

On Dec. 29, 1975 Holy Trinity church, built in 
1857, burned to the ground. Located less than 

former originally served an Irish congregation 
while the latter served a German population. 
Today St. Mary’s serves its broadest 

Being the oldest parish in the area means 
“we have a very high percentage of elderly,” 
Father Stan Herber reflected. The 45-year-old 
pastor of the parish says he averages 60 
funerals a year. ‘The older parishioners are a 
definite strength to the parish,” he mused. 
“They are active in the parish though retired 
from their own work.” , 

They are the willing recipients of the 
ongoing challenge of the Second Vatican 
Council. “‘That’s what our parish is about,” 
Father Herber stated. ‘‘Our parish council is in 
the business of implementing, educating, 
liturgizing, structuring and sharing respon- 
sibility as directed by the Council.” 

CAROLE STROHBECK, director of 

religious education in the parish, said “‘our goal 
is spirituality. We have moved toward this in 
the past year most effectively through the 
Parish Renewal Program.” 

It is liturgy which seems to represent the 
real focus of the parish in achieving a greater 
spirituality. Father Herber noted that people 
often say, “My, if you’re in a hurry, you don’t 
want to come here.” 

“Everyone works hard to offer a good 
liturgy,” Carole stated. A group of parishioners 

helps prepare the homily by suggesting ideas 
and themes. And the church itself is decorated 
according to the season by a committee of 
parishioners. 

Another big asset is the Rite of Christian 
Initiation for Adults. 

measured by the response of candidates who 
remain with the parish when the program is 
completed. 

“This is our third year with the rite,” Carole 
explained. ‘‘And we’ve had 16 to 20 new con- 
verts each year.” 

Father Herber thinks the rite works well for 
baptized Catholics who need to be renewed as 
well. “Each year we’ve had four or five who 
have not had any adult formation at all.” 

Most parishiorlers, he thought, are not yet 
fully aware of the importance of RCIA, not 
enough to yet identify the program as one of the 
parish’s most important projects. 

ANOTHER RECENT development in the 
parish’s efforts to reach its diversified 
members was the hiring of a youth minister, 
Tony Cooper. Father Steve Schaftlein, 
associate pastor, got the parish moving on that. 

“I worked with our people in getting a youth 
program going here,” Father Schaftlein 
reflected. “We wanted to get all elements 
working together, too—spiritual exercises, 
CCD, athletic, and so forth. We established 
prayer sharing groups that met every two 

ig 
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session. They are: (1 to r) Carole Strohbeck, 
Education; Joyce Shindler, principal of St. Mary’s School; Tony Cooper, jas 
Youth Minister; and, Fathers Steven Schaftlein and Stanley Herber. 
Below, seventh and eighth graders pose with high schoolers before a roller 
skating outing. The high school service program paid for the expenses of 
the younger ones. (Photos by Fr. Steve Schaftlein) 

weeks. The format for our youth groups flowed 
out of our experience with the Parish Renewal 
Program. We even had a lock-in, an overnight 
retreat, for the kids here at the parish.” 

The priest 

of 30 to 50 attended each one. A total of 189 high 
school age youth got involved from the parish. 

“But the program reached the point, where 
it needed a full-time person and that’s when we 
hired Tony,” Father Schaftlein explained. 

The youth minister’s job has barely begun 
but the work allows him time for home visiting 
and getting the youth involved in service to the 
parish. It also enables the minister to do 
counseling. 

In all of this both Father Schaftlein and 
Father Herber agree that the parish council 
was integral in developing ideas and in passing 
along information to the parish itself. 

FATHER HERMAN Alerding’s 1883 history 
of the diocese of Vincennes states that Bishop 
Flaget offered Mass for the first time in New 
Albany in 1829. The first Holy church 
was dedicated in 1841. The present St. Mary’s 
church was built in 1857. 

park. 
church building there have become part of a 
memorial court, a reminder of the county’s 

history. The rectory, which 
survived the fire of 1975, is an office building 
which houses the Interfaith Community 
Council and other Floyd county religious 
agencies. 

The new St. Mary’s which developed as a 
result of the joining together of the two former 
downtown New Albany churches is ‘‘a parish 
which does a lot of meaningful things,” ac- 
cording to Father Herber. 

“Especially as a result of the Parish 
Renewal Program,” says Carole Strohbeck, 
“we have a strong core group of people. 
Knowing the leaven which has come through 
this program, we have a real hope of continuing 
growth.” 

  

TEAM APPROACH—The staff of St. Mary’s parish gathers for a planning 
Director of Religious 
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What is known about Jesus as a child? 
by Magr. R. T. BOSLER 

If we are to imitate the Holy Family, as 
Q pret ta a ts, tow ca we 

t knowing something about the 
childhood and boyhood of Jesus? All I heard 
about him in my Catholic education was that he 

daily in 

  

who are asked such questions about the child 
Jesus. 

~ was his father, for he 

  

Obviously he was a bright boy who at a 
young age had the unusual realization that God 

his mother with 
response: ‘Did you not know I had to be in 

my Father's house?” (Luke 2:41-49) 
But he must have grown up and acted like 

other boys in Nazareth since his fellow town- 
smen were astonished at his knowledge when 
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Does anyone ever want 
to take pope’s job? 

by Fr. RICHARD P. McBRIEN 
The context of a remark is always crucial to 

its interpetation, but the context isn’t always 
clear. How often does an angry or hurt ex- 
Pression evoke an immediate word of 
assurance, ‘I was only joking”? 

This week’s essay asks the question, “Who 
wants to be Pope?” Its meaning depends on its 
context. 

Posed in a parochial school classroom, the 
question is obviously hypothetical, because 
there isn’t a chance that any of the boys (much 
less the girls) will ever have the opportunity of 
accepting or declining the honor. 

Posed in a conclave of the College of Car- 
dinals, the question carries a bit more weight. 
With the rarest of historical exceptions, a new 
Pope is always chosen from among the men 

Posed at this time and in this space, 
however, the question bears yet a third 
meaning: Given the burdens of the office and 
the mi ing and criticism to which 
the incumbent is regularly subjected, who in 
his right mind would want it? 

Take John Paul II. He is an obviously gifted 
individual: a man of extraordinary intellectual 
capacity, with an unusually rich personal 
history. He can touch and move a crowd of 
thousands with a gesture, so keen is his sense of 
audience. 

For many, even if not for all, he is just the 
Tight kind of Pope for the Church and for the 
world. 

WHY, THEN, DOES he have so many 
problems? Surely not everything can be 
blamed on Catholic liberals, from Hans Kueng 
toa legion of lesser lights. 

¢ He travels to Leghorn, Italy, to underscore 
his sense of personal identification with Italian 
workers, and instead he is greeted with 
hostility. 

Why is the Pope so preoccupied with his 
native Poland when there are so Many other 
problems in the world today? 

Why do Church officials so often interfere 
with Italian politics? 

How can privileged people like the Pope 
really understand what it means to be living on 
the edge of poverty or with the constant fear of 
losing one’s job? 

“There are many questions I cannot an- 
swer,” the Pope replied. “It’s easier to put 
questions than to provide answers.” 

¢ The pope reaches out to rebuild a bridge 
between the Vatican and the Catholic Church in 
China, and what happens? 

A very conservative Chinese Church (it still 
uses the traditional Latin liturgy) tells the 
Pope to mind his own business. Indeed, it 
denounces the Holy Father, sing him of 
slandering their country because of Vatican 
charges that Catholics in China are persecuted. 

WHEN THE POPE names a new ar- 
chbishop there, his nominee is rejected and the 
appointment written off as provocative and 
insulting. Meanwhile, a dozen new Chinese 
bishops have been ordained without Vatican 
approval. 

¢ For the first time since King Henry VIII's 
break with Rome, formal diplomatic relations 
between the Vatican and Great Britain have 
been restored. The pope prepares. for an 
historic conciliatory visit to England at the end 
of May. 

But what faces him there? Both the Anglican Archbishop of Canterbury and the 
Catholic Archbishop of Liverpool have been 
jeered and booed because of their role in en- 
couraging the papal visit. 

“Calvary, Not Popery,” the placards 
proclaimed 

¢A former clergyman who 
awaits Vatican approval of his reordination as 
a Roman Catholic priest has defended himself 
and his fellow converts against charges that 
they, as Anglican priests, had difficulty 
obeying their-bishops. What could their future 
Catholic bishops expect from them? More of 
the same truculence? 

No, we are told. After all, they have joined a 
Church “where (one) can be assured that 
episcopal authority, because of the 
magisterium, cannot make a mistake.” 

Surely, he’s got to be kidding. Or else these 
new converts from the Anglican priesthood 
haven’t been reading the papers—for a long, 
long while. 
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acted and studied and enjoyed the beauties of 
nature. 

It seems to me that children should first 

imitate by obeying and growing in wisdom and 
grace. 

It’s not the child Jesus, but the beautiful 
man Jesus that children need to know and love 
so that they can know and love God. 

  

  

  

    

    

7] Why not let us help you? We 
have an army of readers who     may have exactly what 
you're looking for hidden in 
Places where you would 
never think to look. You can 
acquire their assistance 
through a classified ad. It 
really does work. Whatever 
you want to buy or have to 

        

     
        

  

Sell you'll find the best mar- 
ketplace is the classifieds. 
it's easy and the results may 
amaze you. Call our advertis- 
ing department for details, 

CRITERION 
CLASSIFIEDS 
635-4531 

  

          
    
      
    

  
  Prayer Books — Boys andGirls........... $2.50 to $20.00 

(Shown — $7.50) 
Rosaries — Black and White................ from $2.50 
Pe aie $3.25 to $9.65 

First Communion Plaques, Statues, Charms, 
Necklaces, Cards, Invitations, Napkins, etc. 

(Maii Orders— Add 4% Ind. State Sales Tax & $1.00 Handling) 

Open: Mon. thru Fri. — 9:30 to 5:30; Saturday — 9:30 to 5:00 
Parking South of Store (Ample on Saturday) 

Krieg Bros. established 1992 
a tholic Supply House Inc. 

119 S. Meridian St., Indpis. 46225 
r dlogks South of Monument Circle) 

Parking Soath of Store (Ample on Saturday) 
(Area Code 317) 638-3416 or 638-3417 
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St., P.O. Box 174, Indi 

3. Tickets are $11. 
Dinner begins at 6:30 p.m. 

Regular performances are on 
April 17 and 24 at 8 p.m. General 

at 7 p.m. To register, call 317- 
16-5176. 4 

kek 

St. Philip Neri parish, 550 N. 
Rural -St., Indianapolis, will 
have its annual spring festival 
from 5 to 9 p.m. in the parish 
community rooms. 

ake 

All single Catholic adults are at the school, 5000 Nowland, 
invited to the Catholic Alumni Indianapolis. Cocktail hour, 
Club western party at Glen- 6:30 p.m.; dinner, 7:30; dance, 9 
brook Party House, 65th and P.m. Tickets: $8 per person. For 
Keystone, Indianapolis, at 9 reservations call Ron and 
P.m. For information call Mary Merianne Pacheco, 353-3958, or at 255-3841. Pat and Jim Traub, 356-1436. 

wae 

April 16-25 A Monte Carlo will be in 
Provid ss progress at St. Andrew parish, 

Cuisine cei ee “Guys {058 E. Seth St., , and Dolls” at d theatre a 

rke 

  

Holy Cross Hall — 125 N. Oriental St. 

~ Dinners 
vw Refreshments 

Night 6 PM to Midnight 

ADULTS ONLY   

    ities. listing event, sponsor, date, time and location. No an- 
. No pictures, please. Mail or bring notices to our 

   

  

   

Cardiopulmonary 
Resuscitation (CPR); Wellness 

Assessment ; 
Hemoccult 
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e 

ni
p 

April 20 
The monthly meeting of the 

Archdiocesan Board of 
will be held at St. 

Bartholomew Colum- 
bus, at 7:30 p.m. 

April 20, 27 
“Discovering Your Creative 

fi
, 

wat v 

The regular meeting of the 
Catholic Widowed Organization 
will be held at Catholic Social 
Services, 623 E. North St., In- 
dianapolis, at 7:30 p.m. 

April 21, 25   
  

 ArmChair 
Racing 

ST. ANDREW’S CATHOLIC CHURCH 
4058 E. 38th Street, Indianapolis 

MONTE CARLO 

Saturday 

Saturday, April 17 

April 17 

7PM to1AM 
  

Cash Door Prizes 
Free Beverages 

—Food Available at Reasonable Prices— 
  

Fun and Games 

-——Adults Only: 
Admission — $7360       
  

Two programs are 
scheduled at Mount Saint 

The Festival of Arts at St. 
John Church, Indianapolis, will 
have its season closing at 4:30 
p.m. with a solemn Benediction 
in Latin. The public is invited. 

kee 

A spring card party will be 
held at St. Catherine parish, 
Tabor and Shelby Streets, In- 
dianapolis, at 2 p.m. Ad- 
mission: $1.25. 

keke 

A memorial Mass for 
members of Mother 

Theodore Circle, of 
Isabella, will be celebrated by 
Father William Fitzgibbon at 

. Elizabeth Home, 2500 

workshop 
Stress will be held from 9:30 
a.m. to 5:30 p.m. Call 812-923- 
8818 for reservations. 

Sponsoring a dessert card party 
at 7:30 p.m. at the Center, 1402 
Southern Ave., Beech Grove. 
Tickets at $2.50 are available by 
calling 357-9771, 786-5363 or 786- 
9651. They will also be sold at 
the door. 

April 23, 24 
The drama department of 

Scecina High School will 
invited to attend. Present “Carousel” in the 

Fatima 
~ 5éthSt., 

April 23-25 

The state convention of the 
Daughters of Isabella is slated 

Schwartz, 812-948-9171, for 
information. 

tee 

A Marriage Encounter 
weekend will be conducted at 

Retreat House, 5353 E. 
Indianapolis. 

wae 

A Tobit weekend for engaged 
Couples is being held at Alverna 
Center, 8140 Spring Mill Road, 
——— Call 317-257-7339 

for 

April 24 
The Catholic Widowed 

Organization will have a bir- 
thday dinner party at 6:30 p.m. 
at the clubhouse of the Chatham 

jums. 
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The P.-T.O. of St. Barnabas 
parish, Indianapolis, will 
Sponsor a spring social on the 
church grounds from 11 a.m. 
until 4p.m. 

April 25 
Single Catholic adults are 

Jeff, 244-3630, or Mary, 255-304 1, 
for information. 

April 25, 26 
Franciscan Father Justin 

Belitz willpre. 1ta free lecture 
on meditation at Alverna 
Retreat Center, 8140 Spring Mill 
Road, Indianapolis, at 7:30 p.m. 

  

MONTE CARLO NIGHT 
SATURDAY, APRIL 24th 

(6 PM to 12 Midnight) 

IN RITTER HIGH SCHOOL CAFETERIA 

REFRESHMENTS SERVED 

ADMISSION $2.00 
Sponsored by Ritter High School Booster Club 

  

  

Home 

Which Way? 
—Maternity Program 

(Live In Optional) 
—Educational Program 
—Pre Natal Clinic 
—New Born Infant Care 

—Professional Counseling 
—Out Patient Services 

Single Parenthood 
Family Stress 

- love, life, 

grow and develop.   
St. Elizabeth’s 

—Licensed Child Placement 

care, and 
concern for the opportunity. to 

Funded by the United Way, Archdiocesan Appeal, 
Daughters of Isabella and service fees. 

(Non Sectarian Service) 

Area Code (317) 787-3412 
2500 Churchman Avenue 

Indianapolis, IN 46203 

      

 



  
  

The Criterion, April 16, 1982 Page 13 
  

youth CORNER 
Senior sisters and third graders 

at Oldenburg enjoy visits 
What do eight-year-olds and 70-year-olds have in common? 

discovering one common element: they enjoy writing and visiting 
one another. 

Franciscan Sister Judy Eisele, third grade teacher at Olden- 
burg, designed the ‘celebration of friendship.” It originated at 
Seattle University, where she is receiving a master’s degree in 
pastoral 
to bring young and old together. 

The first step was for the 
sisters and third graders to 
become pen pals, writing letters 
each month. According to Sister 
Judy, there was much guessing 
about each pen pal’s physical 
appearance and personality. 

The two groups met for the 
first time at the motherhouse in 
February. There they prayed, 
discussed, saw movies, ate and 
celebrated a liturgy together. 

“Tt was a lot of fun,” Cindy 
Lamping of Hamburg said. 
“Once we had to write about 
what we thought our pen pals 
looked like, and when I met her, 
I was all off. Since she was in a 
wheelchair, I got to push her 
around. I can’t wait til I meet 
her again!” 

Her friend, Franciscan 

Sister Francis Xavier 

ministry. One requirement was that she design a program 

more correct than I thought it 
would be, and her qualities of 
sweetness, neatness and family 
love I had presumed from her 
correspondence were real.”’ She 
concluded that “the whole 
project was very worthwhile; it 
gave me a new interest in 

Jason Effing from St. Mary 
of the Rock “saw Sister 
Margaret a lot before but didn’t 
really know her.” 

Franciscan Sister Margaret 
Finkbiner, Jason’s friend, 
believes it was a “gratifying 
and pleasing project, and 
Meeting Jason was delightful.” 

Since he lives near the 
motherhouse, Billy Starost of 
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See 5 

   
a. 

= 
POPCORN SALE—Central Catholic Students Popcorn to 
their friends accumulated a profit of $68.96 for the Holy Childhood 
Missions. 

“SUMMER FUN” 

    

Oldenburg plans to visit 
Franciscan Sister Lucian 
Burkhard more often. ‘‘My pen 
pal said I did well because she 
was blind,” he recalled. 

Sister Lucian’s ience 
was one of “deep joy.” As her 
guide all day, “Billy was very 
concerned about me.” 

Sister Judy plans to continue 
the letters and visits. She noted 
that it was “really good to see 
how they mixed together.” 
What struck her the most, she 
said, was the simplicity of both 
the children and the older 
sisters. 

Franciscan Sisters 
Magdalen Marie Alcarez, 
Thomasine Beckmeyer, 
Leonitia Beetz, M. Clement 
Boehm, Albert Marie Busald, 

Martha Marie Eder, Mary 
Virgine Finkbiner, Gilbert 
Marie Frey, Elizabeth 

Telintelo and Mechtildis 
Weisenbach are also involved in 

program. 
Other students involved are 

Nichole Bedel, Ron Galle, 
Kevin Meyer, Mitch Nobbe, 
Chris Obermeyer, Cami 

  

ar Sila ca stters al era raters ot Obbechary 
collaborate for mutual enjoyment. In top photo, Sister Lucian 
Burkhart and Billy Stacost make clay pots. Below, Sister Mary 
Virgine Finkbiner and Chris Obermeyer prepare for a liturgy. 

Teen wonders if he can handle pot’ 
by TOMLENNON 

Question: Some of my friends want me to try marijuana. I’m not 
sure I want to. But it’s getting harder to say no. What should I do if I 
don’t want to smoke pot? I’m not sure I can handle it. 

Answer: A young man named Jeff has a good way of describing 
your problem. He calls it the challenge of “‘saying no in a yes 
society.” 

Our pop culture encourages 
not only young people like your- 
self but adults as well to say 
“yes” to any pleasure they 
want, even if it’s not good for 
them. The actor, Treat Wil- 
liams, remarked, “It’s a self- 
indulgent time, a selfish time.” 

Probably for years to come 
you'll be encouraged by some 
People to do drugs, to waste 
yourself on booze, and to get 
into any kind of sex that pleases 
you. 

When you're older there’ll be 
pressures of various kinds to 
spend lots of money on lux- 

Fort Scott Camps 
35 minutes from Cincinnati 

June 13 to Au. 21 

FORT SCOTT CAMPS 

TWO WEEKS — 

FREE BROCHURE: Call or write ~ 

a resident camp for boys 
and pirls ages 7-15 

ONE WEEK — $90.00 

$165.00 

6762 River Road 
Harrison, Ohio 45030 

Phone: (513) 385-7975 
*Riding, Swimming, Crafts, Sports, etc.* 

Accredited by American Camping Association   
uries; to say, “To hell with the 
poor.” And there may be people 
who'll try to push you into doing 
something dishonest to make 
big bucks. 

How can you say “no” when 
people make it sound attractive 
to say “yes,” and even, in a 
way, make it sound sensible? 

Jeff would tell you, as he has 
told hundreds of young people 
he speaks to, that the sky won’t 
fall if you say “no,” not even if 
you say it loudly and even hotly. 

“My younger brother Tony 

is a very secure guy,” says Jeff. 
“He thinks the kids who get into 
drugs are kids who are insecure 
and feel they have to prove 
something. Tony doesn’t feel he 
has to prove anything about 
himself to anybody.”” 

Last winter Moira, a 15-year- 
old girl in our parish, laughed 
as she told me about a party she 
had been to. The parents let 
their son have beer at his party, 
she said. 

“But I'd bet $10 that half the 
kids there drank beer just be- 
cause they thought it was the 
thing to do and not because they 
really wanted to. I searched 
around in the fridge for some 
Pepsi and drank that, and 
nobody laughed at me or put me 
down,” Moira said. 

Jeff told me of a 14-year-old 

“Thated it, ” the boy said. “Tt 
burned my throat, so I told my 
girl I couldn’t do it anymore. 
And I don’t. The world hasn’t 

come to an end. My girlfriend is 
still my girlfriend.” 

You also may be interested 
to know that some social scien- 
tists who interview and study 
young people suspect that peer 
pressure may not be as impor- 
tant as it used to be. 

Some of these experts are 
discovering kids who are proud 
of making their own decisions, 
who are resisting pressure and 
standing on their own two feet. 

These young people deserve 
congratulations. “Saying no in 
a yes society” is something to 
be proud of. 

Hoosiers among contest winners 
by JENNIFER PETRONE 

The 5-10 age group winners from the 1962 Proverb Contest will 
be named in this column and winning entries will be printed. Watch 
the column next week for the names of the winners in the 11-15 age 
group. 

Incidentally, two entries created a third category this year, 
although no prizes have been awarded. We would like to thank 
Frances R. Pettinella (just a kid at heart) from Stratford, Conn. for 
her entry, as well as Mrs. Louise Good, from Sauk Rapids, Minn. 
for her proverb. If the 16-90 age group flourishes we may be 
awarding prizes in that section next year! 

First prize in the 5-10 age 
group goes to Brian H. Sande, 
age 10, from Big Lake, Minn. 
His entry reads, “Where there’s 
a will there’s a way; or, where 
there’s a willing spirit, God pro- 
vides the way!” Congratula- 
tions, Brian. 

Jennifer Weaver, age 10, 
from Indianapolis, Ind., won 
second prize with her entry, 
which seys, “Too many lies 
spoil your lives.” Congratula- 
tions, Jennifer. 

Barb Stier, age 8, from 
Columbus, Ind., won third 
prize. Her entry reads, “Takers 
get nothing—givers get every- 
thing in return.” Congratula- 
tions, Barb. 

The following children all 
won honorable mentions in this 
age group: 

Melissa Lyons, age 8, Indi- 
anapolis, ‘Peace is like gold at 
the end of the rainbow. Peace 
always following love.” 

Gina Caccamo, age 8, Bris- 
tol, Conn., “Be open with your 
heart and you will find happi- 
ness inside.” 

Marc Giglietti, age 10, New 
Haven, Conn., “Everything has 
its Beauty but not everyone sees 
it!” 

Lu Ann Brink, age 10, Avon- 
more, Pa., “A rich person 
without love is not as rich as a 
poor person with love.” 

Christien Feraro, age 10, 
Meriden, Conn., “When alone 
are you sad and blue, look up, 
He'll see you through. When 
everyone has turned on you, 
look up, His back He won’t turn 
on you., For a Friend is He true 
and true. Will He listen to this 
you say, look up, to you He'll lis- 
ten all day.” 

Mac McClain, age 9, Colum- 
bus, Ind., “Lies are not wise.”    
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Drug addiction 
in teens on special = 

by HENRY HERX 

NEW YORK—Teen-age addiction—its causes, treatment and 
prevention—is the subject of “Kids, Drugs and Alcohol,” a 
2 ———— 1-2p.m. on NBC. 

Edwin Newman presents this report in a program taped in 
Minneapolis-St. Paul with the archdiocese’s cooperation. The 
dimensions of the problem are shown in personal terms as Newman 
probes deeply but sensitively into the experiences of five teen-agers 
who are recovered addicts. 

Certain common factors emerge from this discussion, such as 
their initiation into drugs in grade school, having parents who 
didn’t know about their addiction until it was too late and their 
seeing more kids drinking and using drugs now than when they 
were addicted. 

The second part of the pro- 
gram consists of a panel of local 
health officials talking about 
the nature and extent of the 
problem, the varieties of chemi- 
cal dependency—alcohol 
remains the most pervasive— 
and the kind of drug prevention 
programs that have worked 
with the youth of the commun- 
ity. 

Father Leo Dolan of the 
Minnesota Governor’s Inter- 
faith Task Force on Chemical 

spiritual matter rather than a 

medical one. He points to the 
lack of values in our materialis- 
tic society as a primary cause 
of addiction and suggests this 
condition can only be treated by 
providing ‘“‘a program for liv- 
ing.” 

That is precisely the ap- 
proach taken by PEDE (Per- 
sonal Education, Development 
Education), a preventive drug 

conducted in the Min- 
neapolis-St. Paul Catholic 
schools. The success of the pro- 
gram is described by PEDE 
director, Albert Orsello, and we 
are shown how it works in a 

  

  

  

DIAL-A-MOVIE 
for a complete 

317-634-3800 
Sponsored by the Catholic Communications Center 
  

WATCH AND 
INVITE OTHERS 

A New Roman Catholic TV Series 
by Father John Bertolucci 

The Glory of God 

training session conducted at 
St. Luke’s School. 

“Kids, Drugs and Alcohol” 
was produced by the NBC News 
Religious Unit in association 
with the Communication 

“The Shakespeare Plays” 
-— now in the fourth year of 
a six-year project pce will 
eventually present new produc- 
tions of all 37 of Shakespeare’s 
dramatic works, invites 
viewers to relax with the 
charming comedy, “A Mid- 
summer Night’s Dream,” 
airing Monday, April 19, 811 
p.m. on PBS. 

The foolish mix-ups and mis- 
adventures in this tale of two 
pairs of lovers who stray into a 

Elijah Moshinsky keeps 

the enjoyment of this master- 
piece of comic invention. 

ae 

Monday, April 19, 9 p.m. (NBC) 
“Goin’ South’? (1978) Jack 
Nicholson stars as a raffish outlaw 
who is saved from hanging when a 
young woman (Mary Steenburgen) 
agrees to marry him. Her sole in- 
terest is a hired hand to help her 
work a supposedly exhausted gold 
mine, but, naturally, romance 

TT 

TV 
CHANNEL 40 

  

  
30 minute GLORY OF GOD weekly programs: 

Every Wednesday at 7:30 PM 
    

  
24 hr. Prayer Line 

A CHANNEL OF PEACE EVANGELISTIC OUTREACH 
Indianapolis, Indiana 

Produced by 
The St. Francis Association for Catholic Evangelization 

eS TT TSE 

(317) 283-3308 

  

blooms in the desert air. A moder- 
a entertaining comedy Western 
with some oriented humor. 
A-III, adults, PG, parental 
guidance. 

, April 19, 10-11 p.m. 
(CBS) “The American-Israeli Con- 
mection.” Anchored by Andrew 
Lack, this news documentary 
examines whether Israeli present 
policy in the West Bank is becoming 
such a divisive issue that it is under- 

  

» April 20, 10-11 p.m. Tuesday, 
(NBC) “Pleasure Drugs: TheGreat if 
American High.” Edwin Newman 

bh ahaheol cadherins decoration 
960s counterculture have increas- 
aay become accepted by 
America’s middle class and the con- 
sequences of this for the business 
world, the military and the nation. 

Wednesday, April 21, 10-11 p.m. 
(PBS) “Bad Moon Rising.” This 
documentary investigates the dis- 
turbing resurgence in racial 
prejudice being fomented by the Ku 

Friday, April 23, 10-11 p.m. 
(PBS) “Thinking Twice about 
Nuclear War.” Hosted by actor 
Mike Farrell, this program looks at 
the risks of the arms race and how 
various Americans are working to 
prevent nuclear war. It is being 

Ground Zero Week (April 18-25), a 
nationwide schedule of community- 
based events designed to educate 
the public on the issue of nuclear 
war. 

Saturday, April 24, 9 p.m. (CBS) 
“Corvette Summer” (1978) Mark 
Hamill plays a high school senior 
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SPECIAL REPORT—NBC News correspondent Edwin Newman 
examines how drug habits of the 1960’s counter-culture have moved 
into the mainstream of America’s middle-class in an NBC White 

broadcast in conjunction with Paper, “Pleasure Drugs: The Great American High,” April 20. 
  

who goes to Las Vegas in search of 

the stolen dream car that he and his 

shop class have customized with 

loving care. There he finds the car 
and also romance in the person of 

Annie Potts. The acting is very 

good, but, despite some bright 

moments, a benign acceptance of 

the affair between the two youug- 

sters makes this movie morally 

objectionable. 0, morally offensive, 
PG, parental guidance. 

  

'_OBITUARIES 
+ BURNS, Mary T., 8%, Sacred 
Heart, Terre Haute, April 6. Mother 
of Rosemary Smith, Margaret 
McGrew, James and Matthew 
Burns Jr.; sister of Bella Hall and 
Elizabeth McCann. 

+ CARRICO, Sarah E. (Sallie), 92, 
St. Susanna, Plainfield, April 12. 
Mother of Marie Allen, Harold and 
Dr. George L. Carrico; sister of 
Effie Murray, Edith Windisch, 
Thelma Clark and LeoF. Bullock. 

+ COLTER, Alvin, 75, St. Philip 
Neri, Indianapolis, April 7. Husband 
of Myrtle; father of Mrs. Elwyn 
Moore, Janice Vaughn, Joyce 
Skalka, Judith Spears, Jean and 
Jack Colter; son of Oscar Colter; 

James, John, David and Judy 
Colter. 

+ COMMONS, Agnes R., St. John, 
Indianapolis, April 7. Wife of 
Robert; sister of Margret Gabonay, 
Ann, Mary, Bernard, Joseph and 
Francis Marley. 

+ CSERNY, Eva Maria (Agoston), 
60, St. Bridget, » April 
13. Mother of George Bercaely, 
Evelyn and Patricia Cserny. 

+ CUNNINGHAM, Arthur, 79, St. 
Benedict, Terre Haute, April 7. 
Husband of Mary; father of Norma 
Kintz and Janice Clough; brother of 
Jane Crowther, Gladys Cockcraft 
and Cecil Feller. 

+ FAULKNER, Vincent L., 92, Holy 

Cross, St. Croix, April 7. Father of 
Edward, William, Donald and 
Albert Faulkner, Catherine 
Sellman, Christina Hahus and Mary 
Agnes Goffinet. 

+ GIOSCIO, Marshall R., St. Mary, 
Indianapolis, April 7. Brother of 
Helen Gioscio. 

+ GOODWIN, Kelly Sue, Holy 
Name, Beech Grove, April 14. 
Daughter of Ruby and James C. 
Goodwin; sister of Ann Marie 
Waugh, Cynthia, Charles and 

+ HARTMAN, William J., 83, Holy 
Spirit, Indianapolis, April 12. 

Husband of Dorothy (Monaghan); 

+ LAHRMAN, Lawrence J., 76, St. 
Andrew, Richmond, April 12. 
Father of Larry Lahrman; brother 
of Clem Lahrman. 

Katherine Puthoff, Mary Jane 
Welker, Dottie Hughes, Peggy 

Rogers, Lawrence, Ronald, John, 
Michael and Anthony Luken; 
daughter of David W. Gardner; 
sister of Helen Jackson and Evelyn 
Malone. 

+ MERKLEY, Basil P., 8, St. 
Martin, Siberia, April 7. Husband of 
Bernadine; brother of Ella Paulin, 
Julitta Bauer and William Merkley. 

+ PAYNE, Emily Elizabeth, infant, 
St. Lawrence, Indianapolis, April 
12. Daughter of Elizabeth (Lynch) 
Payne and Parker Baker; sister of 
Jennifer; granddaughter of Mr. and 
Mrs. James Lynch. 

+ RICE, Letha M., 81, St. Leonard, 
West Terre Haute, April 5. Sister of 
Gertrude Rice and Alma Kocher. 

+ RABABA, Adele, 77, St. Matthew, 
Indianapolis, April 8. Sister of 
Agnes Mangus, Alice Hoeping, 
George, Emilie and Yvonne 
Rababa. 

+ REEL, Donald P., St. Joseph, 
Indianapolis, April 7. Son of Joseph 
and Mary Reel; brother of Sandy, 
Joseph, Daniel and John C. Reel. 

+ SALKOSKI, Theodore J., 51, St. 
Elizabeth, Cambridge City, March 
30. Husband of Sue; father of Judith, 
Todd, Ted and Thomas Salkoski; 
son of Nellie Salkoski; brother of 
Matilda Bauer and Vincent 
Salkoski. 

+ SHELLEY, Francis J., 81, St. 
Lawrence, Indianapolis, April 12. 
Husband of Mildred; father of 
Dolores Guihan, Irene Bouchard, 
Joyce Kilcullin and Michael 
Shelley; step-father of Lance and 
Richard LaVertu. 

+ STEINMETZ, Anna M., 87, 
Sacred Heart, Indianapolis, 
13. Sister of Mathilda Hiller, 
Frances and Bernard Steinmetz. 

+ TOMLINSON, Helen Francis, 73, 
St. Pius X, Indianapolis, April 13. 

+ ZINKAN, Loretta P., 81, Our Lady 
of Lourdes, Indianapolis, April 13. 

  

 



  

  

PAPER ARTS FACTORY OUTLET 
We Specialize in Seconds, Returns, Over-Runs 

and Out-of-Line Paper Party Goods 
AT A 50% OR BETTER SAVINGS 

JUST FOR YOU 
  

—THIS MONTH'S SPECIAL— 
Complete ‘500’ ENSEMBLES until Race Day 

2 Ibs. of Napkins — $1.00 
Every $10.00 Purchase will 

A FREE GIFT 
  

ALSO: Receive a Free Set of Coasters 
for Shopping with Us 

Senior Citizens — 10% Discount 
  

Plastic Coated Plates . -1¢ Each 3-Ply Napkins. . 
11” Plastic Coated Plates . . . % Each 

By the Piece, Pound, Pack or Case 

Plastic Spoons—Forks—Knives 

-. 1¢ Each 

  

All Occasion Paper -_ Goods 

50% 8 RETAIL 
OPEN: Mon. thru Fri.— 9 to 5; Sat.— 9 to 2 

3503 N. ARLINGTON 547. 3736 
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Thompson's 
Quality ““Chekd”’ 

ICE CREAM 
and 

Dairy Preducts     eee 

Be 
veda 

  

For Complete Building 
Material Needs See. . . 

Powell-Stephenson 

Lumber 

2723 S. 7th St. 235-6263 

RMerre aute 

   

2LOCATIONS | 
11th & LOCUST STS. & 

HONEY CREEK SQUARE 

ce ee 19 Hours 

Day 
7 ous a Week 

More Than the Price is Right 
  

  

Lawrenceburg 

Let Us Be Of Service To You 

HOME __. 
FURNITURE 

Hgwy. 50 West 537-0610         

  

Brownsburg 

BROWNSBURG 
HARDWARE, INC. 

  

    
    

  

  

      
  

  

Auto Parts Remodeling 

Wilson Auto Pe ; 
Parts & Service 

SPIVEY CONSTRUCTION, INC. 
2302 E. 38th St. 

Complete Auto Service Complete 
Front a ‘Home 

Mon.-Fri. 82.m: to 6 p.m. Remodeling 
Sat. a.m. to3p.m. 

. 253-2779 708-4337 
ng: 681-2438 

; E netent Plumbing 
=H HOME BURGLAR 9 

| ALARMS |] fjadoe's 
J.C. ELECTRIC Sige gas 

Alarm Co. No job too big 

Since 1960 - Diwnipout ond Sewer 

North & West South & East Snenings 
253-1142 787-5367 Joe Fowler 

tao mnE 356-2735 

Burkhart’s 
Cr FARRAR Plumbing 

i Residential and Commercial 

ADD-ONS — REPAIRS 
SECURITY LIGHTING 
SMOKE DETECTORS     
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Classified Directory 
Remodeling 

RUSCO 
storm doors and 
windows in 
10 decorator 
colors 

Carrico 
home Improvement CO. 

  

for indows, siding, patio enct : 

awnings, guttering and insulation. 

639-6559 
  

  

Repair—Sates—Service 
New Work « Drain‘Cleaning 
Free Estimates — 24 Hours 

Liconsed—Bonded— Insured 

  

  

  

Photography SR. CITIZEN DISCOUNT eee Citizens 
MASTER CARD & VISA iscount | 

DDING LICENSEO — BONDED — INSURED Chartie 

PHOTOGRAPHY FREE ESTIMATES - Burkt 353-9657 
Robert John Pi q CALL: 545-7155 2209 Lesley, Indianapolis, ind. 

Indianapolis 

875-7640 Gs Miscellaneous 

Employment ] 
. «|| an Goods and Usable Men's }| | SAS FURNACES CLEANED 

Clothes Including. Work 

    
  

Clothes Always Welcome at 
Talbot House, 1424 Central. 

Gas appliances connected and 
disconnected. Vent piping work. 
Reasonable prices.     

      

  
      

Parish Classified 

St. Jude 

HEIDENREICH 
We Phone Flowers Anywhere 

5320 Medison Ave. ‘707-7241 
‘Member St. Jude Parish “The Telephone Florist" 

CARPETS & INTERIORS 
LINOLEUM—HAROWARE—TILE * 

CUSTOM FLOOR DESIGN 
‘$606 8. MERIDIAN ST. 

FARMER’S 
JEWELRY & GIFT SHOP 

We Vo Buy 0 Old Gold 
Jewelry, Watch Cases, Bridgework, etc. 

Nee en Keystone 
Phone: 255-80; 

786-1471 

St. Ann 

WALTER’S PHARMACY 
© QUALITY DRUGS ¢ 

© EXPERT PRESCRIPTIONISTS © 
Corner of Hlt Reed at Farnsworth 

244-9000 

St. Christopher 

ROSNER PHARMACY 
THE REXALL DRUG STORE 
FREE PRESCRIPTION DELIVERY 

16th & Maia beieale nowy  Indiene,   

Sacred Heart 

MILLER’S 
REGAL MARKET 

“Serving the Southside Since 1900" 
Terrace at Madison Avenue 

St. Simon 

VICTOR PHARMACY 

Christ the King 

“BUY THE BEST FOR LESS"’ 
at 

Richards Market Basist 
2350 E. S2nd St. ot Keystone 251-9383 

St. Catherine 
  

  

“STATE WIDE” 

786-0456   1729 SHELBY 
  

  

  

  

    
    

      

D scrers" Ht Phone: 635-1192. Call: 255-7103 

Plumbing Supplies TO EARN 

soe ain seater Real Estate 
Le Full or Part-time . 

Couples or Individuals LAKE FRONT COTTAGE — $18, 300—— 

Martimsville |] Formore intormation cat: New, One Bedroom Home, Ready for. You to Move In. 45 
924-1782 *sn° Furnished, Appliances, Lake min. west of Indy, 8 miles north Hays Pharmacy or 547-8772 re Front Lot, Patio & Awning, of Greencastle. 

Inc. Van Bibber _ Inc. Greencastle, Indiana 
John Thomas 117-739-6441 

“Prescription Specialists” Want to Buy 

Martinsville bap ar ag Electrical: 
—— . 

ALL TYPES OF Tao, 
Colu — . nen ELECTRICAL SERVICE For MEN'S and BOYS’ : 

© CLOTHING Glassware, Diamond Rings. PL RANGE A Boke mnie 
In Columbus. . . See Sterling Silverware, Gold * AIR COND WIRING 

Coins. Old Toys & Trains, * REWIRING & REPAIRING 
Guns, Wicker, Gold Rings, . Sree Bee gs 
Pocket Watches, Quilts, s 

Dd Bus. Clocks, Paintings. China, J. C. ELECTRIC CO 
Anything Antique UCENSED BONDED INSURED : ie Sah = 

416 Wash St. (Downtown) ——— out est orth & West xson Also ans = eons Center Mr. Se ee wae A806 FREE ESTIMATES 787-5367—253-1142         635- 
CRITERION CLASSIFIEDS 
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VIEWING With ARNOLD 

Clever but misleadin 
by JAMES W. ARNOLD 

“I Ought To Be In Pictures” is a clever Neil Simon title that makes a word-play joke on an old song, and also shrewdly misleads us to his intentions. 
i now a movie, purports to be about a brash Dinah Manoff) who buses and hitchhikes to Los Angeles to visit her long-estranged father 

(Walter Matthau), a veteran Screenwriter, 
so he can help launch her career as a film 
actress. But that angle never gets much 
serious attention. “Pictures” is really about 
family relationships, mostly (naturally) for 
the father-daughter variety, and it’s about 
as touching and upbeat as Simon, the wit 
who would like to be Shakespeare, has so far 
managed to get. 

Irregular moviegoers should protably be 
apprised that family subjects in recent 
years have become a virtual obsession in 
films after a long period of neglect. The 
Causes of the trend are many and Complex, but there is little doubt that the catalyst was the feminist movement and its consciousness- raising in the early 1970’s about the dearth of good movie roles for women. 

Looking back now, ‘The 
Turning Point” (1977) seems 
aptly named, since it explored 
not only contemporary female 
dilemmas but family tensions 
that ordinary people experience 
and understand. 

THE current wave, from 
“Kramer vs. to 

Tange of themes, but a major 
one has been the reconciliation 

Pa With us 

make the 

between an adult child and an 
aging, troubled, errant parent. 
That was certainly the main 
idea in “On Golden Pond,” and 
showed up also in “Great San- 
tini,” “Ordinary People,” 
“Tribute” and Simon’s most 

3 the reconcilia- 
tion was between daughter and 
alcoholic mother. 

“Pictures” differs from 
“Only When I Laugh” because 

The Criterion, April 16, 1982 

there are almost no peripheral 
characters—it’s father and 19- 
year-old daughter one on one. 
(The only other character is the 
father’s current Girlfriend, a 
likeable but low-key role for 
Ann-Margret, who exists 
mainly as a test of the father’s 
maturity, and as someone for 
the others to talk to besides 
each other.) 

“Pictures” is also not really 
a ha-ha comedy. There are 
funny lines but not funny 
scenes. This is a film about 
people re-establishing contact 

Caring. 

damaged people, and 
help make each other whole. 
Matthau (wearing a distin- 
Suished beard) has been di- 
vorced and gone for 16 years, 
his career is in decline out of 
both laziness and fright, and he 
can get enthusiastic only about 
the Dodgers and betting on 
horses. He’s about to lose Ann- 
Margret because he can’t or 
won't commit himself again to 
marriage. 

Manoff (who played the role 
on Broadway) is an insecure 
waif who spends a lot of time 
talking to her dead grandmoth- 
er. As she says, “My grand- 
mother’s my father.” 

THEIR Telationship devel- 
ops from edgy defensiveness to 
love through a series of big dia- 
log scenes (‘Pictures” remains 
essentially a play, although 
some of the talk now occurs out- 
side in Hollywood locations), in- 
cluding one in which she asks 
the Question About Sex. 

The best, though, is the 
Scene where she’s practicing 

g 
passages from Emily Dickinson 
(“The Belle of Amherst”) and 
he comes out to listen, 

Matthau’s finest acting 
comes when Manoff is lea’ 

tor Herbert Ross (who also did 
“Turning Point”), composer 
Marvin Hamlisch, cinemato- 
grapher David Walsh. Besides 
Matthau, who has become prac- 
tically a national resource and 
is much less manic here than 
usual, the film’s surest asset is Pictures,” 
Manoff, who has both the talent 
and New York charm of her 
mother, Lee Grant. 

Simon’s best jokes, predict- 
ably, are about California. 
“Where are all the people?” 
Manoff asks as they walk along 
a sun-drenched street. “In their 
cars,” says Matthau. “You 
meet people here at filling sta- 
tions and stop lights.” 

(Humane, mellow Simon 
entertainment; some brief 
satirical nudity; satisfactory 
for mature viewers, ) 

USCC rating: A-3, adults. 

daughter, 

  

Manoff star as Herb Tucker, a 

Chariots of Fire; Missing; 
From the Heart; I Ought To Be in Pictures; Four Friends; Whose Life Is It Anyway?; Death Trap; Making Love. 

make 
BITTERSWEET COMEDY—In Neil Simon’s “I Ought to Be in 

a 20th Century-Fox release, Walter Matthau and Dinah 
has-been screenwriter, and his Libby, who rediscover each other after a 16-year Separation. Ann-Margret also stars. The U.S. Catholic Conference has rated the movie A-III. (NC Photo by Steve Schapiro) 
a 

The Last 10 Films Reviewed by James Arnold 
(ranked for overall quality from best to worst) 

On Golden Pond; Shoot the Moon; One 4) 

Open Year Round For All. 
Your Plant Needs. 

HEIDENREICH 
GREENHOUSES 
Growing For You For 4 Generations 

502 E. National Avenue 

big 
difference 
There are literally dozens of tiny 

details in a funeral service 

We work extra hard at those 
details so as to render a smooth, 

hean-felt funeral service—one 

  

  

  which will be remembered with 

deep personal feelings. unmarred 

by technical embarrassments 

After all. your comtort is our 

main concern 

FEENEY-HORNAK 
MORTUARIES 

Shadeland—1307 N. Shadeland: 353-6101 
Keystone—71st at Keystone: 257-4271 

INDIANAPOLIS 

\_ Mike Feeney Mike Hornak 

      
  (1 Block North of Hanna Between US 31 & 431)   786-1528 
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OPEN DAILY | 
10. a.m.-6 p.m 

SATURDAY   {10.am-4p.m 
DO IT YOURSELF AND SAVE! 

DRAPERY 
FABRIC 

. .. by the yard or by the roll. 
| Shop in our big 6,000 so. ft. 

; S| fabric warehouse and save! 

Circle “Fabric 
3205 N. Shadeland Ave. 

we bought   545-2318 
    
  
  

y when we're away.” 

while we're away. With the secur 
itestyle, we sought a lot o! freedom tor $49.900 A fot of luxury. too — our one bedroom home has everything: since there are Separate guest rooms at Tarkington. Only the space we need With @ poo! exercise room and sauna. tennis Courts across the street and enclosed Parking. Tarkington has ail the comforts of home — with none of the cares We just didn't need the big house — of the constant hassle Our Tarkingtor Tower Condominium is the best move we ever made 

Condominium Homes 
40th & Meridian + 925-1165 + Models Open 

   


