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Doug Ford’s PCs
win massive majority

CLC encouraged by growth of new conservative parties

Paul Tuns

Doug Ford’s Progressive
Conservatives returned with
a larger majority than it won
in 2018, but Campaign Life
Coalition is “encouraged” by
the showing of two upstart
parties with pro-life leaders
and policies, the New Blue
led by Jim Karahalios and
Derek Sloan’s Ontario Party.

According to Campaign
Life Coalition, there were
more than 100 green-light-
ed candidates who would
stand up for life and family
-- most of them in the New
Blue and Ontario parties --
and seven green-lighted PC
candidates won. There could
be others because CLC did
not have information about
all the PC candidates.

The Progressive
Conservatives won near-
ly 41 per cent of the vote
while the Liberals and NDP
were practically tied with
about 23.7 per cent of
the vote, followed by the
Green Party (6 per cent),
New Blue (2.7) and Ontario
Party (1.8). This translated
into 83 seats for the PCs,
31 for the NDP, ecight for
the Liberals and one for
the Green Party. Neither the
New Blue nor Ontario Party
won any seats. The PCs won
seven more seats than it did
in 2018, while the NDP
lost nine and Liberals gained
just one. An independent
won in Haldimand-Norfolk:
Bobbi Ann Brady, the
long-time assistant to retir-
ing PC MPP Toby Barrett,
ran as an independent after
the party appointed a local
mayor, Ken Hewitt, as the
PC candidate. Brady won by
more than 2000 votes. Only
one PC candidate secking
re-election  lost—Jeremy
Roberts in Ottawa West-
Nepean.

Liberal

leader Steven

Del Duca lost to Michael
Tibollo by nearly 7000 votes
in Vaughan-Woodbridge.
Both Del Duca and the
NDP’s Andrea Horwath
announced they were step-
ping down as leaders of their
respective parties.

The final voter turnout
was 42 per cent -- a new low
by six percentage points for
the province -- indicating
that most Ontarians either
tuned out the election or
were turned off by the major
parties. The NDP lost more
than 800,000 votes com-
pared to 2018, while the
Tories lost about half that
many.

The New Blue and Ontario
parties garnered nearly
210,000 votes between
them, or about 4.5 per cent
of the vote, although none
of their candidates finished
ahead of the traditional par-
ties. CLC national president
Jeff Gunnarson said in a
statement that the show-
ing of the New Blue and
Ontario parties showed a
hunger “for serious change.”
Gunnarson said, “These vot-
ers said, ‘Enough of spineless
leaders. We’ll vote instead
for parties with leaders and
candidates who wholeheart-
edly respect life, freedom,
parental rights, and God’s
plan for marriage and fam-
ily” Gunnarson said the
results “do not indicate the
end of a movement, but the
beginning — a movement
that is only growing and
becoming more powerful,”
and that “the numbers show
a grassroots movement that
will certainly win future
elections. And, when that
day comes, children in the
womb targeted for abortion
will have a powerful political
champion.”

The New Blue Party won
about 126,000 votes prov-
ince-wide, and garnered at

least 1000 votes in 50 rid-
ings. They finished fourth
in 12 ridings and third in
Timmins (there was no
Liberal candidate). Leader
Jim Karahalios won more
than six per cent of the vote
in  Kitchener-Conestoga.
Belinda Karahalios, who
was clected as a Progressive
Conservative in Cambridge
in 2018, had the best per-
formance among New Blue
candidates, winning 4,374
votes or 11.1 per cent of
those casting ballots in
Cambridge.

The Ontario Party won
nearly 84,000 votes prov-
ince-wide, and garnered at
least 1000 votes in 17 rid-
ings. They finished fourth
in five ridings and third in
Chatham-Kent-Leamington.
Rod Nicholls, a long-time
PC MPP who was kicked
out of caucus for not being
vaccinated, won nearly 15
per cent of the vote in the
southwestern Ontario rid-
ing, taking 5416 votes. That
was the best showing of any
Ontario Party candidate.
Leader Derek Sloan ran in
the riding he used to rep-
resent federally, Hastings-
Lennox and Addington, and
finished fourth with 2812
votes or 7.4 per cent. The
Ontario Party also had a
strong showing in Oxford
County, winning 3579
votes, just 2000 behind
Liberal Mary Holmes.

Election-watcher Henry
Olsen of the Washington-
based Ethics and Public
Policy Center tweeted that
“The 2 conservative break-
away parties were a non-fac-
tor tonight. Even assuming
generously that every person
who voted for New Blue
or the Ontario Party would
have voted PC, their com-
bined totals only exceeded
the PC losing margin in 3
seats.” In other words, the

upstart conservative parties
did not really cost the PCs.

Gunnarson told The
Interim he was disappoint-
ed the PCs were rewarded
with a majority after their
flip-flops, lies, and broken
promises.” Gunnarson said
that Ford vowed to scrap
Kathleen Wynne’s sex-ed
program, implement con-
science protection for health
care workers, and fight for
free speech, and that he
indicated an openness to
the pro-life position. Four
years later, the sex-ed cur-
riculum is still in place, as
is the province’s anti-free
speech bubble zones that
outlaw pro-life witnessing
near facilities that commit
abortions and doctors still
don’t have conscience rights
protected. Gunnarson said
it was Ford who shut down
churches in Ontario during
his COVID lockdowns and
threatened the livelihoods of
Ontarians if they did not get
their abortion-tainted jabs
and threw out a half-dozen
members of caucus for rep-
resenting their consciences
or constituents over the last

four years.
CLC communications
director Pete Baklinski

said there is one promise
he hopes Ford won’t keep:
“Ford recently promised
that, in the wake of the
U.S. Supreme Court leaked
abortion decision, he’ll keep
abortion access ‘exactly the
same’ in Ontario.” Baklinski
said, “I wish that this would
be his next broken prom-
ise.”

Two former CLC
interns ran as candidates.
Gregory Tomchyshyn won
625 votes for the Ontario
Party in Mississauga East-
Cooksville. Peter Naus won
373 votes for New Blue
in Scarborough Southwest.
Both finished fifth.

Canada birth rate
hits all-time low

Paul Tuns

Statistics Canada released
data May 31 showing that
the average birth rate for
women has decreased to
a record-low 1.4 children
per woman of child-bearing
age, down from the previ-
ous low of 1.47 in 2019;
2.1 children per woman of
child-bearing age is con-
sidered the natural replace-
ment rate for a population.

Canada’s population has
grown 5.2 per cent since
2016 to just under 37 mil-
lion people but Statistics
Canada observed “immi-
gration, not fertility, mostly
drove Canada’s popula-
tion growth during that
period.” In 2021, Canada
brought in 401,000 new
immigrants, a number the
Liberal government wants
to see increase to help grow
the economy.

In 2020, the most recent
year for which there is data
available, there were only
358,604 births, a drop of
more than 13,000 from
2019 and the lowest mark
since 2007.

Statistics Canada report-
ed that surveys show that
one-quarter of Canadians
changed their fertility plans
— the timing or number of
children desired -- because
of the COVID-19 pan-
demic. The Campaign Life
Coalition National News
reported, “The birth rate
has been in steep decline
in recent decades so the
pandemic is not to blame;
it only made things worse.”

Canada is already among
the “late-childbearing
countries,” with the average
age of mothers at the time
of delivery at 31.3 years,
indicating many women are
putting oft having children
until much later in life. In
2016, the average age of
mother at time of deliv-
ery was 30.7 years. Women
who have children later
in life tend to have fewer

children and fewer children
than they desire.

The birth rate varied
greatly among provinces,
with just 1.17 births per
woman in B.C. and to a
high of 1.78 births per
woman in Saskatchewan.
Only Nunavut had a birth
rate above the replacement
rate.

Statistics Canada noted
“if the country’s fertility
rate continues to decline
further in the coming years,
Canada could join the
countries with the ‘lowest-
low’ fertility rates (1.3 or

Canada
has one of
the lowest

fertility rates
in the world

less children per woman) —
a situation with rapid popu-
lation aging and increased
stress on the labour market,
public health care, and pen-
sion systems.”

Other countries with such
low fertility rates include
South Korea (1.1), Italy
(1.22), and Spain (1.27).
Japan and Poland are also
headed in that direction at
1.38 and 1.4 births per
woman of child-bearing
age.

Not everyone is con-
cerned about Canada’s tum-
bling fertility rate. Susan
McDaniel, a sociology pro-
fessor at the University of
Victoria, told CTV News
falling birth rates is “a good
trend” because “it’s better
for the children if there are
fewer children, it’s better
for the parents if there are
fewer children, and it’s bet-
ter for the society and the
planet and everything else.”

Former CLC interns run in Ontario election

Mary Zwicker

Peter Naus and Gregory
Tomchyshyn, both former
interns at Campaign Life
Coalition, ran as candidates
in the June 2 Ontario elec-
tion, the first CLC summer
interns to do so. Naus ran
with the New Blue party
in Scarborough Southwest,
and Tomchyshyn for the
Ontario Party in Mississauga
East-Cooksville. The New
Blue received 125,980 votes
provincially, 373 going to
Naus. The Ontario Party
had 83,718 votes province-
wide, Tomchyshyn coming
away with 625.

Naus worked at
Campaign Life Coalition
for two summers in 2018
and 2019, describing it as
one of his most valuable
experiences. Naus said the
internship helped to inspire
his decision to get involved
in the election because of
what he learned about poli-
tics. Asked if the intern-
ship taught him to advance
pro-life issues in the politi-
cal sphere, Naus said CLC
taught him that every life
matters and that the most

important lesson he learned
at CLC was to stay true to
pro-life values.

Naus said that he has
always been more inter-
ested in science and math
than politics, but that the
words of Jim Hughes
“if you don’t get involved
with politics, politics will
get involved with you!” —
resonated with him. He
said he was inspired to run
when the Ontario lock-
downs impeded him from
participating in the things
he loved. Naus said that
he could not stand idly
by while the freedoms of
Ontarians were under attack
and he chose the New Blue
because he “was inspired
by Jim and Belinda’s integ-
rity, how they refused to
abandon their conservative
values even when the pres-
sure was on.”

Naus said that he was
surprised at the number of
constituents who contacted
him to discuss pro-life val-
ues. He said that several
teachers, fed up with the
Wynne-Ford sex-ed cur-
riculum, contacted him and
“expressed their support for

Jim and Belinda’s New Blue
Platform promise to scrap
critical race theory and
unscientific gender identity
theory from the public cur-
riculum.”
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political sphere.
Tomchyshyn said his
choice to run for the
Ontario Party was a sim-
ple one: that of the vari-
ous party platforms, the
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Peter Naus (left) and Gregory Tomchyshyn ran for the
New Blue and Ontario parties respectively in the Ontario

election.

Gregory Tomchyshyn,
who also worked in 2018
and 2019 with with
CLC, said that his time
at Campaign Life Coalition
was a “catalyst” for getting
him involved in politics and
that it gave him valuable
insight into how pro-life
and pro-family values could
be addressed within the

Ontario Party’s best aligned
with his own values. He
said that he saw this elec-
tion as an opportunity to
fix many of the problems
in society, and that “instead
of waiting for someone else
to come along and attempt
to correct our culture of
death, I decided that I had
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to be that ‘someone’.

Tomchyshyn said few
people brought up con-
cerns regarding moral
issues during his campaign,
that most people were con-
cerned with issues such as
healthcare or affordabil-
ity. He said that in order
to change this, we need
to emphasize “how issues
like abortion and parental
rights are inherently linked
with these bigger problems,
given how I believe that
ourselves, as human beings,
and the traditional family
are our greatest resource
that we must protect and
nurture.”

Tomchyshyn is excited
to remain involved in poli-
tics, and says that this “is
only the beginning” for
him. Naus said he hopes to
become more active in poli-
tics, including a more active
role in his Conservative
Party of Canada elector-
al district association as a
board member. He said that
he is currently developing
connections and helping
pro-life candidate Leslyn
Lewis in the Conservative
Party’s federal leadership
race. Naus also hopes to

find work as a parliamen-
tary assistant.

Maeve Roche, a for-
mer summer intern of two
years and current youth
coordinator of Campaign
Life’s Youth Coalition,
expressed her pride in Naus
and Tomchyshyn’s politi-
cal involvement because
a goal of the internship
is to form young people
who can carry pro-life val-
ues into the world. She
said that CLC’s internship
program provides interns
with a strong foundation
for political involvement
and that while the intern-
ship provides youth with
a place where they can be
“surrounded and educated
by like-minded people,” it
does not shelter them from
reality.

Roche cautioned Naus
and Tomchyshyn that CLC
often sees “doe-eyed and
bushy-tailed”  politicians
enter politics with a firm
conviction to change, but
themselves end up being
changed. She urged Naus
and Tomchyshyn to stand
firm in their convictions,
even in the face of hardship.

CLC urges supporters to
vote only for Leslyn Lewis

Lewis is the only pro-life candidate among six vying for Tory leadership

Paul Tuns

Of the six contenders for
the Conservative leader-
ship, only one, MP Leslyn
Lewis, has been rated
pro-life by Campaign Life
Coalition.

CLC was hoping that for-
mer Ontario MPP Roman
Baber would be a viable
down-ballot candidate for
pro-lifers because he has
vowed to allow MPs to vote
their conscience and bring
forth pro-life private mem-
ber’s bills, but after the U.S.
Supreme Court overturned
Roe v. Wade on June 24,
Baber made it clear he sup-
ported legal abortion.

The five
Conservative
contenders, MPDPs Scott
Aitchison and  Pierre
Poilievre, Brampton Mayor
Patrick Brown, and for-
mer Quebec premier Jean

other
leadership

Charest, have all vowed
to not restrict abortion if
they form government and

ber’s bills or motions on
abortion.
Conservative Party mem-

Leslyn Lewis is the only
Conservative leadership race.

would not allow MPs to
bring forth private mem-

pro-life candidate in the

bers can rank their prefer-
ences, but Campaign Life

Coalition is urging sup-
porters to only support
the lone pro-life candidate,
saying that “pro-abortion
politicians do not deserve
the support of pro-lifers.”
CLC national president
Jeff Gunnarson told The
Interim that the long-term
strategic costs of pro-lifers
voting for pro-abortion can-
didates is that “politicians
believe they can win the
support of socially conser-
vative voters while offering
nothing to protect life and
family.” Gunnarson stressed
that Lewis is the only can-
didate that “deserves our
support.”

Gunnarson noted that
since being elected an MP
last year, she has been out-
spoken against Trudeau’s
plan to strip pro-life groups
of charitable status. She was
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Study raises questions about
‘gender-affirming care’

Philip Tomchyshyn

Though gender confusion
in minors typically subsides
without invasive treatment,
gender confused minors are
at a higher risk of com-
mitting suicide than their
peers. It has been pro-
posed that suicide rates can
be decreased if confused
adolescents receive cross-
sex medical interventions,
particularly through the
prescription of puber-
ty blockers and sex hor-
mones. Several organiza-
tions, including the World
Professional Association for
Transgender Health and
The Trevor Project, are
lobbying government to
reduce regulations, includ-
ing the necessity of paren-
tal consent for minors to
receive medical treatment,
allowing adolescents casier
access to cross-sex medica-
tion.

A study by the
Washington-based Heritage
Foundation  challenged
the claim that unrestricted
access to medical interven-
tions reduces adolescent
suicide rates. The author,
Jay DP. Greene, assessed
numerous scientific studies
used to support the sui-
cide link. He found that
the frequently cited articles
are flawed in their statisti-
cal analyses and allowing
minors to access Cross-
sex medication without a
parent’s consent actually
increases the risk of suicide.

The medical interven-
tion of what is now known
as “gender-affirming care”
is two-fold. First, puberty
blockers are prescribed to
prevent the formation of
natural secondary sexual
characteristics, including
facial hair in males and
breasts in females. Then,
cross-sex hormones are
administered,  typically
estrogen for males and tes-
tosterone for females, caus-
ing an individual to develop
traits similar to the opposite
sex. Both puberty block-

ers and sex hormones were
developed as treatments
for separate ailments and
have been repurposed for
“gender-affirming care” for
people suffering from gen-
der dysphoria.

Gender-affirming  care
originated around 1990 in
the Netherlands and the
treatment was not pre-
scribed in the United States
prior to 2007. The method
remained uncommon until
2010 but became main-
stream practice in both
Canada and the United
States by 2015. Public
interest in the practice cor-
relates with its prevalence as
a medical treatment, since
more people have searched
the internet for key terms
such as “puberty blockers,”
“transgender,” and “gender
dysphoria” after “gender-
affirming care” became
commonplace.

Despite the rapid adop-
tion of puberty block-
ers and sex hormones as a
treatment for gender confu-
sion, the method has never
been subject to the rigorous
research regimen required
for the approval of a novel
treatment. A randomized
controlled trial has never
been conducted to deter-
mine the potentially detri-
mental side-effects of these
drugs in minors and few
studies have examined the
treatment’s long-term phys-
ical or emotional effects.
Additionally, according to
Greene, all of the studies
that have been conducted
have defects and inconsis-
tencies in their procedur-
al methods and analytical
conclusions. This biased
the articles’ results, mak-
ing their conclusions unre-
liable.

Greene focused on the cor-
relation between the abil-
ity for minors to access
medical treatment with-
out their parent’s consent
and suicide rates. He uses
three methods to deter-
mine if the suicide rate of
minors increased: 1) as the

key internet terms become
commonplace; 2) in states
where minors are allowed
to access medical care with-
out a parent’s consent; or
3) in comparison between
states which allow or disal-
low adolescents to access
medical care without paren-
tal consent. In states where
adolescents were allowed
to access medical treatment
without parental consent,
the suicide rate of people
between the ages of 12 and
23 increased by 3.5 times.
More alarmingly, the sui-
cide rates of minors did not
differ significantly among
states until gender-affirm-
ing care became a common
practice in the U.S. after
2010. Since then, suicide
rates have increased 1.6
times only in states which
allow minors access to
medical treatment without
parental supervision.

Greene’s study did not
assess if gender-affirming
care increases the risk of
suicide in minors versus
those who do not receive
any treatment. However,
his data does show that
allowing minors to access
treatments which alter their
sexual characteristics with-
out their parent’s consent
definitively increased sui-
cidal tendencies. This chal-
lenges the rationale that
increased access to gender-
affirming care for minors
decreases the risk of sui-
cide. Greene suggests that
minors are less likely to
commit suicide if their par-
ents are involved in their
medical decisions, especially
those which alter one’s sec-
ondary sexual characteris-
tics and he implores states
which allow minors access
to medical treatment with-
out the consultation of the
parents to repeal their leg-
islation.

In Canada, all prov-
inces and territories have
governmental funding
for gender-affirming care.
Most provinces and terri-
tories adopt the “mature-

minor doctrine,” in which
a  medical professional
determines if a minor is
capable of making a deci-
sion to transition from male
to female or from female
to male. British Columbia
and New Brunswick only
require a medical practi-
tioner’s approval if a minor
is younger than 19 or 16
respectively. In Ontario,
Prince Edward Island, and
Yukon, minors are consid-
ered competent regardless
of age. Manitoba assumes
that most minors are incapa-
ble of giving informed con-
sent until 16. In Quebec,
adolescents younger than
14 can only give consent to
optional, supposedly low-
risk procedures.

In the United States, 33
states allow minors to access
medical treatment without
a parent while 17 states still
require a parent’s consent.
California has passed a law,
AB 1184, which prevents
insurance companies from
listing a minor’s “sensitive
services” upon a parent’s
insurance policy, including
puberty blockers or sex-
reassignment surgery.

Gender hormone thera-
py is allowed in 28 coun-
tries in Europe. In the
United Kingdom, children
can receive cross-sex hor-
mones between the ages of
16 to 18, but the govern-
ment is looking at restrict-
ing the practice over the
objections of the National
Health Service. Sweden
and Finland have recently
created stricter criteria for
those younger than 18.
Therapy is allowed at age
18 in Austria, Italy, France,
and Hungary, and age 16
in Poland, Spain, Ireland,
and the Netherlands. The
youngest age at which a
minor can receive treatment
without a parent’s consent
is in Latvia (14). However,
with a parent’s consent, a
minor can receive hormone
therapy at the age of 12 in
the Netherlands or at any
age in Croatia.
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Study counters
argument abortion
benefits economy

Oswald Clark

In May, Janet Yellen, the
Treasury Secretary, said
that outlawing abortion
would hurt the economy
by limiting educational and
employment  opportuni-
ties for women. Testifying
before the Senate Banking
Committee, she said, “I
believe that eliminating the
right of women to make
decisions about when and
whether to have children
would have very damag-
ing effects on the economy
and would set women back
decades.”

Yellen argued that legal
abortion “enabled many
women to finish school,”
which “increased their earn-
ing potential” and “allowed
women to plan and balance
their families and careers.”
She said that research indi-
cates “denying women
access to abortion increased
their odds of living in pov-
erty or need for public assis-
tance.”

Last year, 154 economists
filed an amicus brief with
the Supreme Court in Dobbs
v. Jackson Women’s Health
Organization, arguing that
there is “ample evidence”
indicating Roe v. Wade “is
causally connected to wom-
en’s advancements in social
and economic life,” that
legal abortion “still mat-
ters for women’s progress”
and being denied abortion
“would have a significant
and negative impact on
women’s lives.” The econo-
mists summarize dozens of
studies that indicate women
attain higher levels of educa-
tion, labour force participa-
tion, and income because
they can escape the conse-
quences of unplanned preg-
nancy. However, the amicus
brief offers no figures for the
net benefit abortion alleg-
edly provides.

Economists refer to the
lost earnings mothers suf-
fer due to having a child
as the “motherhood pen-
alty” and generally the eco-
nomic literature finds that a
number of factors affect the
motherhood penalty such as
whether a child is planned ad
the demographic character-
istics of the mother. Never,
however, has the economic
costs of abortion from the
perspective of the preborn
child been conducted.

Last month, the Joint
Economic Committee
(JEC) released a study from
the economic perspective
of aborted children, and it
showed that the economic
cost of abortion in 2019
alone was $6.9 trillion USD,
or 32 per cent of the Gross
Domestic Product.

The JEC is a congres-
sional advisory committee
comprised of Democrats
and Republicans, both sena-
tors and members of the
House of Representatives.
The study was issued by JEC
Republicans.

“The Economic Costs of
Abortion” acknowledges
that “Abortion at its core is
a moral issue rather than an
economic one,” but “even in
economic terms, the costs of
abortion vastly outweigh any
claimed benefits.”

The study notes that earn-
ings of the average moth-

er falls by approximately
$26,000 over the first six
months of her first child’s
life,” suggesting that abor-
tions in any given year
increases mothers’ earnings
by a total $16.2 billion.
However, even at that figure,
the “economic cost of abor-
tion due the loss of unborn
lives is 425 times larger than
the earnings loss mothers
would be expected to incur
when having a child.”

It states, “Studies of the
economic benefits of abor-
tion fail to consider its far
greater cost, the increased
risk of mortality of unborn
babies.” JEC Republicans
applied the value of a sta-
tistical life (VSL), a metric
government uses to evaluate
public policies do determine
whether or not they are
worth the cost per life saved,
to preborn children killed
by abortion. Each depart-
ment uses different VSLs or
range of VSLs, and the JEC
study assumes the value of
a human life is $10.9 mil-

Republican Senator Mike
Lee said, “This report
debunks the myth that the
economy is any reason to
perpetuate the tragedy of
abortion.”

lion, the median VSL uti-
lized by the Department of
Transportation; multiplying
that figure by the 629,898
reported legal abortions in
the US. in 2019, leads to
the figure of almost $7 tril-
lion. The study acknowl-
edges this is a lower-end
estimate because it does not
include illegal and unreport-
ed abortions, such as those
committed in California and
Maryland (non-reporting
states).

The authors state, “While
there are other costs and
benefits of pregnancy and
child-rearing, it is clear that
the economic cost of abor-
tion to the unborn babies
who face an increased mor-
tality risk from abortion has
an outsized effect on any
calculation and should not
be ignored.”

The $6.9 annual trillion
cost of abortion does not
include the external costs of
abortion such as the long-
term effects of shrinking the
labour force, stunting inno-
vation, limiting economic
growth, and weakening the
solvency of social insurance
programs like Social Security
and Medicare that depend
on workers to support the
growing eclderly population.
The study states, “abortion
has reduced the U.S. popu-
lation, and in so doing, has
shrunk the labor force, pre-
vented innovative ideas from
improving American lives,
and suppressed total eco-
nomic output,” noting that
the long-term health of the
economy is undermined by
slowing population growth.
It stresses that even by the
limited scope of considering
labour force participation of
women, over the long-run,
the labour force is bound to
suffer due to legal abortion.
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Life’s cancellation

A sportscaster is fired; a talking head offers
a groveling apology; a media figure makes
headlines for recently uncovered remarks. In
cach case, a crowd brays for punishment and
cither delights in destruction or slinks away
unsatisfied. What we call “cancel culture”
seems like something exquisitely modern,
a contemporary ritual emerging only at the
intersection of celebrity, technology, and the
enduring dynamics of human nature. But
the roots of this phenomenon are depress-
ingly deep. The pages of history teem with
tawdry episodes of murderous mobs singling
out certain people or peoples as the arbitrary
objects of their violent attention. Ancient
phrases like the “scapegoat” and “bread and
circuses” have survived, in our languages,
for good reason. The rituals of rejection and
humiliation one finds in the media today are,
in fact, reenactments of primal pageants that
recede from view in moments of stability
and peace. The scripts for their performance,
however, never change—and never com-
pletely disappear.

Nor is real or metaphorical mob violence
the only form which “cancel culture” can
take. The English word “cancel” derives from
a Latin root which refers to a “lattice,” and
draws its meaning from the visual appearance
of a crossed-out word. Indeed, the word
“cancel” survives the migration from the
age of manuscripts to the era of the printing
press, becoming a term for both the elimi-
nated or substituted pages of a printed book.
While the way that a bookmaker “cancels”
differs from that of the mob, a strong similar-
ity persists: the heckler’s veto and the tyrant’s
fiat are both forms of raw power exerted
over any offending aspects of reality itself. As
one historian observes, noting a parallel in
the infamous Russian dictator’s murderous
policies and his long history as a newspaper
editor, “Stalin excised people—indeed whole
peoples—out of the manuscript of worldly
existence.”

With this dark legacy in view, one can-
not be complacent about the prevalence of
“cancel culture” in our own culture. While
this two-part term is usually read as a noun
and its modifying adjective, it would often
be more apt to take the phrase as verb and
object, since the aim of “cancel culture” is
really to cancel culture itself. All of the most
egregious examples of off-color remarks or
jokes in bad taste are merely the charged
“hard cases” which justify the principle of the
cultural death penalty. Once this principle is
accepted, anything which fails to adhere to an
ever more stringent standard of radical values
needs to plead for its very life. But how did
we accept so quickly this dangerous idea?
What precedent has allowed our cultural
inheritance—from books to statues to promi-
nent politicians—to be eliminated so easily?

There are many ways to approach
these complex, nettlesome questions, but
one answer above all needs to be offered.
Abortion and euthanasia were the “proof-
of-concept” for cancellation in the Western
world. The unborn and the elderly have for
too long been deprived not simply of par-
ticipation, but of protection for their very
lives. Recent developments in Canada testify
to this fact. Some commentators have been
rightly alarmed by the speed with which basic
civic freedoms—of speech, assembly, and

political participation—have been squeezed,
if not suspended outright, in recent weeks
and months. But the unrecognized anteced-
ent to these outrages is the ongoing and
enduring violation of the right on which all
of these other rights depend: the right to life.
Abortion and euthanasia—those barbarically
cruel acts by which the weak and the vulner-
able are excised from human existence—are
the basis of all of these subsequent denials.
Any culture that begins to violate the right to
life vandalizes all others soon enough.

In other words, the cancellation of life may
start small—indeed, infinitesimally small in
the case of discarded human embryos—but
it takes on titanic, tyrannical proportions
eventually. The culture of cancellation is sim-
ply the culture of death working through the
realm of human achievement, applying the
logic of abortion and euthanasia to cultural
products which are deemed “unwanted”
or “burdensome.” For this reason, it is not
enough simply to oppose this now-famous,
visible form of wanton destruction, but to
link the iconoclastic bloodlust one finds in
newsprint and in newsfeeds with the even
more egregious destruction of life at its
beginnings and its ends. Being authentically
pro-life is the most powerful opposition to
cancel culture because only the affirmation
of life’s sanctity can ensure the stability of
cultural memory and safety of civic freedoms;
a world in which life can be destroyed, how-
ever, is one in which every monument can be
razed and all dissenting voices silenced.

The connection between cancel culture
and the culture of death lays bare the destruc-
tive pride at the roots of each. In both cases,
the one who cancels usurps the position of
the Creator Himself, undoing His primal act,
and opposing creation’s reality and goodness.
When Christ says of the devil that “he was a
murderer from the beginning, not holding to
the truth, for there is no truth in him” (8:44),
Our Lord not only reveals the desire to “falsi-
fy” which lurks in all acts of violence, but also
the murderous, reality-denying dimension of
lies themselves. The liar and the murder con-
test the first, beneficent judgements that God
passes upon Creation—that it was good and,
in its totality, very good—which we can take
to mean that no single part can be arbitrarily
destroyed.

Therefore, no citizen should be exposed
to the horror of murder before birth, nor
menaced with death in life’s twilight. So
too, no person should be ritually expelled
from society, and no past people or cultural
artifacts should ever be consigned to the
Orwellian memory hole. Nor should anyone
ever be barred from the most basic participa-
tion in civic life: the right to join in debate,
to contest political policies, or to contribute
to the deliberative work of democracy even
when this participation takes the form of
active, public witnessing or civil disobedi-
ence. To deny citizens the ability to bear any
of these essential responsibilities is to expose
them to the same peril of our fellow citizens
in the womb. It is not too much to say that
cancel culture is, at some level, a form “post-
natal abortion.” Indeed, a society that toler-
ates prenatal infanticide eventually accept
“cancellation,” in all of its forms, as a logical
consequence—and this is precisely what we
are seeing today.

The end of Roe

The Supreme Court of the United States
reversed one of its most grievous mistakes,
when upholding Mississippi’s 15-week abor-
tion ban, a majority decided to overturn its
infamous 1973 Roe v. Wade decision. June
24 will be remembered as a momentous
day when the political, legal, and activist
stratcgics of the pro-life movement gained

a generational victory by removing the stain
on the American body politic, namely the
fiction that abortion was a constitutional
right.

It is cause for celebration. But the end of
Roe marks the beginning of a new chapter
to restore legal protection to all preborn
children. Let the hard work begin!

The
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The big picture
I’ve noticed that recently there have been
more letters to the editor in which the writer
objects to The Interim including articles
which criticize Trudeau’s or the provin-
cial premiers’ actions during the pandemic,
especially since the “vaccine” mandate was
declared at the federal and provincial levels.
Some writers, specifically mentioning the col-
umns of John Carpay, president of the Justice
Centre for Constitutional Freedoms, won-
dered what criticisms of pandemic restrictions
have to do with the issues of promotion and
acceptance of the evils of abortion and eutha-
nasia, and the attacks on marriage and the
nuclear family by radical activists promoting
socialism, secularism, and homosexualism.
They admonished the pro-life movement’s
newspaper that there are diverse opinions on
the issues that are “outside their lane.”
But are the pandemic issues of governments
and their public health bureaucrats, virus-
fearmongering, allowing only one pandem-
ic narrative, demanding lockdowns of the
healthy, and especially mandating experimen-
tal drugs (“vaccines”) not evidence of a con-
tinuing and elevated pattern of authoritarian
government actions?
These same governments dictatorially declare
abortion to be a woman’s right and a human
right, contrary to natural law and the Fifth
commandment. They deny the humanity of
the unborn from the moment of conception,
despite medical science and ultrasound imag-
ing proving this beyond any doubt. They
abrogate the right to life of the innocent
unborn for any or no reason at all, ignor-
ing justice and the need to protect Canada’s
unborn citizens. They promote abortion as
health care, despite the deadly brutality of
abortion (killing) procedures and the serious
and deadly harms done to abortive women
and their families and friends. They describe
cuthanasia (killing again) as medical aid in
dying, when in fact, the medical practitioners
actually promote, prescribe and inject the
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deadly drugs, without their patients’ assis-
tance and sometimes without their informed
knowledge or explicit approval.

Our “democratic” governments are elected
to protect and defend our God-given human
rights. They have no jurisdiction concerning
these rights which are granted by God our
Creator, and guaranteed under the Canadian
Charter. Which other rights will these gov-
ernments decide, against the will of the
people, to deny, proscribe and limit in order
to advance their own anti-life, socialist, and
progressive agenda? The pro-life movement
and its members need to look at the big
picture, stand outside the box and they need
to recognize that justice denied to anyone, is
justice denied to all.

Caria Revington
Lucan, Ont..

What is a woman?

I would like to describe two true scenarios
as with respect to the recent documentary,
“What is a woman?” A recent tweet by a
65-year-old Scotsman is revealing. He went
to his local blood donor clinic to give blood.
He had already, over the years, donated
about 150 pints of blood. When filling out
the required paperwork prior to donating,
he saw that he was being asked if he was
pregnant. He left that part of the question-
naire blank, but was told that he couldn’t
donate blood if he didn’t fill in the informa-
tion required. He retorted that he would
not fill it in since it was foolish and would
never donate again, and left the clinic. In the
second instance, my friend was being ques-
tioned by a medical doctor, by telephone, on
personal history in advance of a knee opera-
tion later this summer. My friend, also, was
asked the pregnancy question and laughed
this off as silly. My friend is an 84-year-old
man. Has the medical profession gone mad?

J.M. Glover
Southampton, Ont.
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Full of sound and fury

Donald DeMarco
Commentary

The recent protests aga-
inst the National March for
Life in Ottawa and against
the possible overturning of
Roe v. Wade in the United
States has featured three
slogans that represent the
core of the pro-abortion
position: “My Body,” My
Future,” and “My Choice.”
A realistic analysis of these
slogans, however, exposes
their vacuity. In no way
do they justify abortion.
Rather, they reveal the
ignorance and desperation
of those who believe that
their slogans have merit.
‘My body’

Julius Caesar Aranzi, a
16th century anatomist,
was the first to discover
that the blood system of
the fetus is independent
of that of the pregnant
woman. Those who con-
tend that the fetus is part
of the woman’s body are six
centuries behind the times.
In 1620, Paolo Zacchia, in
Italy, and Thomas Fienus
in Belgium, working inde-
pendently of each other,
rejected the Aristotelian
theory of delayed anima-
tion and found scientific
evidence that the life of
the fetus begins at or very
near conception. In 1644,
Pope Innocent X confer-
red upon Paolo Zacchia
the title of “General Proto-
Physician of the Entire
Roman Ecclesiastical State.”
Considering the accomp-
lishments of Fienus and
Zacchia, Harry Blackmun
was five centuries behind
the times when, in his 1973
Roe ». Wade decision, sta-
ted that there is no clear

evidence as to when life
begins. Science has shown,
consistently and  con-

vincingly, and in a variety of

ways, that the unborn child
is not part of the pregnant
woman’s body, but merely
resides in her womb until it
is ready to be born.

“Resides” is the key
word. A sick person may
reside in a hospital for a
period of time until he is
healthy enough to return to
the outside world. During
his stay, though his conti-
nued life is dependent on
the care he receives from
the hospital staff, he is cer-
tainly not part of the hos-
pital. He remains the same
person during and after his
treatment. Furthermore,
the pregnant mother’s body
cannot provide sperm to
fertilize her egg that ini-
tiates the life of a new
human being. The unborn
child may be male, further
distinguishing it from his
female host. If the fetus
were truly “part” of the
pregnant woman’s body,
it would remain so long
after birth. No one would
contend that a 30-year-old
person is still part of his
mother’s body.

‘My Future’

No one can correctly
predict his or her future.
Nonetheless, it is well-
known that a significant
number of women who have
had an abortion experience
a variety of adverse effects,
physically, psychologically,
and spiritually. The violent
and arbitrary interruption
of a pregnancy, which is
the essence of abortion,
is contrary to nature and
cannot be regarded as a
valid medical procedure

that safeguards the woman’s
future. Abortion leaves its
mark and creates physiolo-
gical problems that affect
future pregnancies. Even
doctors who approve abor-
tion have advised against an
abortion where the woman
has not completed her
family. Abortion can affect
the lives of unborn children
in generations to come.

To insist on one’s own

future at the expense of

the future of the unborn
child is not consistent with
a regard for the future in
general, but for only that
of one person whose abor-
tion is often followed by
regret. The life and the rea-
lity of the unborn child
is something that is well-
known and is incontrover-
tible. One’s future, on the
other hand, is unknown. To
assign a greater value to a
future life that is unknown
than to a reality that is
known is essentially unrea-
listic. Philosophically, it is
to prefer the abstract to
the concrete. We advance
toward a better future by
caring for the lives that exist
in the present. The present
is prologue, not the future.
‘My Choice’

We live in a culture that
preaches “Don’t do drugs,”
“Don’t drink and drive,”
“Don’t drive without faste-
ning your seat belt,” “Don’t
treat others as sex objects,”
“Don’t be judgmental,”
“Don’t discuss religion or
politics,” and so on. We are
inundated with “don’ts.” It
should be clear that mere
choice is not something
that is consistently and
universally recommended.
In order to choose abor-
tion, many negative choices

must precede it: the unborn
fetus is not human, the Ten
Commandments are no
longer relevant, abortion is
basically harmless, the old
morality does not apply to
the post-modern world,
abortion does not adver-
sely affect marriage or the
family, etc. These negative
choices (or denials) pro-
vide a nihilistic platform
for choosing abortion. The
choice to abort, therefore,
is often made in a moral
vacuum. Moreover, the
pressure society exerts on a
woman to have an abortion
brings into question how
free that woman is to make
her own decision. Not
all choices are good. The
object of choice, though
a critical factor, is often
omitted from the picture.
Abortion can be less than a
choice and more of a shot
in the dark. We often reg-
ret at our leisure what we
have done in the past under
duress.

The raucous clamor
that calls attention to “my
body,” my future,” and “my
choice” is, as Shakespeare
has expressed it, “full of
sound and fury” (Macbeth).
But it does not “signify
nothing” as the Bard
goes on to say. It signifies
ignorance and desperation
on the part of the protes-
tors. But as slogans, they
do, indeed, signity nothing.

Donald DeMarco, profes-
sor emeritus at St. Jerome’s
University and  adjunct
professor at Holy Apostles
College, is o regular colum-
nist for St. Awstin Review
and is the author of 41 books
including, most recently, Let
Us Not Despair.

‘Queerer than we can suppose’

From the editor’s desk

I had planned to use this column to write about the Uvalde
school shooting in Texas on May 18, and how it ties back
to abortion and other cultural rot. I’'m postponing that
essay because this issue is jam-packed with a lot of “heavy”
material. Instead, I return to covering a miscellany of events
as is my usual practice in this column. There is no shortage
of material about the lunacy of the modern world to draw
from and I will draw your attention to those momentarily,
but there is also some good news and common-sense out

there worth noting.

* %

Kate Gillio wrote a powerful essay for Crisis “How Having
a Gay Father Showed Me the Lies of Progressive Catholics.”
She describes how “my world began to shift radically after
my father explained why he was sleeping with men.” That
revelation to his daughter changed the way Gillio viewed
her father, his home, and their relationship — none for the

better. “When someone in authority,” she writes,

“especially

someone who is trusted, tells a child something is true that
child will believe them.” That is why, Gillio argues, “Pride
parades, drag queen story hour, and teaching gender as a

social construct are so insidious.”

And it is not merely par-

ents whose lies can ruin a child. Gillio describes the “ultra-
liberal California parish” she and her mother joined when
the latter remarried, and the 17-year-old Gillio “certainly
embraced what I heard the (local) Church taught on sexual-

ity: open-mindedness, tolerance, acceptance.”

Yet, she was

conflicted by “what the Bible said so clearly, and the pro-
gressive wing of the Catholic Church was eager to help me.”
Her liberal Catholic university “did a fantastic job of not
just excusing but celebrating the behaviour of my by-then
deceased father by whole-heartedly embracing and validat-

ing the homosexual lifestyle.”

Her Theology of Marriage

class had a same-sex couple talk to the students about the

“sacredness of their marriage.”

What changed Gillio’s mind

along the way? Encounters with other moms who taught

her the truth of Biblically based Christianity:

‘through the

influence of my friends and by the grace of God, our family
began to conform ourselves to the teaching of the Church.”

She said without her friends

o«

courageous truth-telling, I

wonder if I would have changed.” Gillio noted that her early
exchanges were sometimes heated, but because she knew her
colleagues cared about her, the relationship between them
was not defined by their disagreements. It is a helpful and
hopeful reminder that while laws need much change and
social structures reform, that the best way to change the
culture is to change hearts and minds through our everyday

encounters.

* %

In recent years, the best runners and swimmers and other
competitors in women’s sports are often men -- biological
males who suppose themselves female, whether or not they
have “transitioned.” This is patently unfair to actual women
competing in events such as track and field, weightlifting,
swimming, and mixed-martial arts. There have been comical
pictures of actual girls and women on the lower tiers of medal
ceremonies while an obvious male athlete is being draped
with first prize, towering high above them. Few are will-
ing to speak out against the unfairness of it all. Fortunately,
FINA, the international swimming federation, has gone
partway to competitive fairness in banning biological males
who have gone through male puberty from competing in
women’s competition. The rationale is straightforward: the

average male body, regardless of what

“gender-aftirming”

treatments they receive, is built larger and stronger than the
average female body. (This does not mean that women can’t
beat men in competition, but the tenth fastest man is often
faster than the fastest woman. You might recall Billie Jean
King beating Bobby Riggs in the 1970s; King was one of
the best women tennis players at the time and Riggs was not
ranked in the top 100 when she beat him.) The new FINA
policy is not perfect; it permits pre-pubescent boys who
took (dangerous) puberty blockers to compete in women’s
swim meets if they can prove they have continuously sup-
pressed their testosterone. FINA is considering an “open
category” that would permit anyone regardless of their sex

See ‘Editor’ p. 19
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Debating abortion in a
post-human rights era

Amir Azarvan

Commentary

We in the pro-life move-
ment may one day come
to reminisce about the
days when the fetus was
described as a mere “clump
of cells,” for often implicit in
this otherwise false descrip-
tion was the recognition
that if the fetus was more
than this: if it was acknowl-
edged to be a human being,
then it merited protection.
The effort to present the
fetus as nothing more than
a parasite or a bundle of
cells often stemmed from
this recognition.

You see, most people
across the abortion divide
shared a moral and epis-
temological foundation on
which abortion could be
meaningfully debated. They
officially agreed on the con-
cept of human rights - the
idea that you are entitled
to certain rights by virtue
of the fact that you are
a human. Accordingly, the
abortion debate turned
on the question of when
human life (and thus the
human right to life) began.
If one could convincingly
argue that it began at con-
ception, then he could the-
oretically win the argument.
Perhaps this shared founda-
tion explains the ease with
which I was able to have a
beer with abortion rights
advocates without the eve-
ning ending in a brawl.

Today, however, a grow-
ing number of “pro-choice”
advocates appear to be
abandoning the commit-
ment to human rights, in
which case the question of
when human life begins is
regarded as a loaded one.
“Who cares if the fetus is
human?” you may increas-
ingly hear. “That fact,
alone, doesn’t entitle it to
life.” The implicit assump-
tion behind such statements
is that human life lacks
intrinsic value. The “vir-
tue” of this response is that
it avoids the charge of being
logically contradictory, at
least with respect to the
specific issue of abortion.
After all, advocating for the
right to kill an unborn child
is perfectly (albeit diaboli-
cally) consistent with the
belief that human life has
no inherent value.

The drawback, of course,
is that this logic implies that
there is no moral basis to
many of the causes that the
Left normally champions.
On what basis do we so pas-
sionately and unequivocally
condemn torture if humans,
as such, do not deserve bet-
ter treatment? In what sense
do “black lives matter” if
human life lacks intrinsic
value? The inescapable con-
clusion of this logic is that
no one’s life ultimately mat-
ters.

Of course, the new “pro-
choice” generation will not
draw these logical conclu-
sions, for they do not see
themselves bound by logic.
Not only do they deny the
inherent worth of human
life, but they also deny the
value - or even the real-
ity - of truth and logic.
These pro-choice nihil-
ists are significantly more
likely to eschew belief in
a god who will one day

hold them morally account-
able. Thus, they believe that
they can hold irreconcil-
able positions with spiritual
impunity - feigning support
for human rights in one
instance, and disregarding
them in another. The only
constant is the will to power
or desire for revolutionary
euphoria. With such people
it is decidedly more dif-
ficult to have a beer (at a
minimum, drinks would be
on them).

My opponents might
object that I am relying on
a slippery slope argument.
Unlike post-birth humans
(with the possible exception
of newborns who survive
their abortions), fetuses are
not entitled to life because
they lack “bodily auton-
omy.” This vile argument
begs the following ques-
tion: why does the fact of
being dependent on anoth-
er entail that one is worthy
of destruction, instead of
protection? Such a barbaric
view strikes at the heart of
what makes a society civi-
lized: compassion for the
most vulnerable.

Further, this argument
draws a superficial distinc-
tion among humans. Is a
one day-old infant auton-
omous? True, she is no
longer tied to her mother
by an umbilical cord. But
can she feed herself? For
that matter, are any of us
truly autonomous? Have
you grown your own food,
sewn your own clothes,
or built your own shelter?
How would you fare you
if those who have provided
you with these and other
material necessities sud-
denly vanished? As it turns
out, then, this argument
does not provide a basis
for a coherent “pro-choice”
position.

No, I am not suggesting
that we abandon dialogue
with abortion rights advo-
cates, even if their willing-
ness to reason has dimin-
ished. However, we must
not naively think that we
can debate our way out of
this crisis. We must also
put pressure on our lead-
ers to respond effectively to
violence from pro-choice
extremists, should Roe .
Wade be overturned. Even
an elected official has issued
“a call to arms.” (To those
who wish to downplay the
significance of this tweet, I
am sorry, but now is not
the time for figurative lan-
guage.) Beyond appealing to
their minds, our government
must be willing to strike fear
in their hearts. If our leaders
are not prepared to uphold
the law - if they remain
unwilling to use proportion-
ate force to suppress violence
- then they may come to
regret their support of Roe’s
overturning. Indeed, the
recent leak from Supreme
Court may ironically prove
to be a gift for the Far Left,
as it may embolden radicals
to take measures that hasten
the demise of our constitu-
tional republic.

Dr. JA. Azarvan is an
associate professor of political
science at Georgin Gwinnett
College in  Lawrenceville,
Georgin, and the author of
Re-Introducing Christianity:
An Eastern Apologia for a
Western Audience
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So-called
right to abortion

' National Affairs

Rory Leishman

n response to a leaked document suggesting that the

Supreme Court of the United States is poised to over-
turn its 1973 Roe decision which purported to find a
hitherto unknown right to abortion hidden in the United
States Constitution, Prime Minister Justin Trudeau issued
a public statement alleging: “The right to choose is a
woman’s right and a woman’s right alone. Every woman in
Canada has a right to a safe and legal abortion.”

As readers of The Interim well understand, that state-
ment is wrong; absolutely wrong; dead wrong. There is
no more fundamental moral principle than: “Thou shalt
not kill.” Understood in the light of reason, the plain
words of this biblical commandment clearly affirm that it
is everywhere and always a grave crime to deliberately kill
an innocent human being.

Trudeau evidently understands this elementary moral
truth. Otherwise, why do he and almost all other pro-
ponents of abortion on demand coyly refer to a woman’s
“right to choose” rather than frankly state what they really
mean: that every mother has a right to kill her own pre-
born baby, either by swallowing a death-dealing pill or
contracting with an abortionist.

There is, of course, no such right. The very idea is mon-
strous. The drafters of the United States Declaration of
Independence plainly stated: “We hold these truths to be
self-evident that all men (that is to say, all human beings)
are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator
with certain unalienable Rights, that among these (is)
Life.”

That truth is, indeed, self-evident. It is a truth that the
proponents of abortion must know in their heart of hearts,
but try to deny. It must be evident to even the meanest
intelligence nowadays that human life begins at conception
and that deliberately aborting that life is wrong.

No one has expressed this truth more eloquently than
did Pope Saint John Paul II in his great 1995 encyclical
Evangelicum Vitae, The Gospel of Life: “I declare that
direct abortion, that is, abortion willed as an end or as a
means, always constitutes a grave moral disorder, since it
is the deliberate killing of an innocent human being....
No circumstance, no purpose, no law whatsoever can ever
make licit an act which is intrinsically illicit, since it is con-
trary to the Law of God which is written in every human
heart, knowable by reason itself, and proclaimed by the
Church.”

As a professing Catholic, Trudeau, it might be supposed,
would pay some heed to this authoritative declaration
by a revered former head of his Church, but not so. He
seems to side with those secular intellectuals who illogi-
cally maintain both that morality is a matter of arbitrary
personal taste and that a woman has an inalienable right
to an abortion.

Moral relativism makes no sense. Sir William Blackstone,
one of the greatest exponents of the common law of
England, maintained that both reason and the experience
of centuries confirm that there is a natural moral law that
is no less binding on all people at all times than the laws
of physics.

In his Commentaries on the Law of England (1765-
1769), a classic text that until recently was esteemed as
virtual holy writ in the law schools of England, Canada,
and the United States, Blackstone stated: “This law of
nature, dictated by God himself, is of course superior in
obligation to any other. It is binding over all the globe in
all countries, and at all times; no human laws are of any
validity, if contrary to this: and such of them as are valid
derive all their force, and all their authority, mediately or
immediately, from this original.”

Of course, most “pro-choice” zealots care nothing about
the God-given natural law. When they say that the right to
choose is a woman’s right and a woman’s right alone, they
are referring to the secular laws of Canada.

However, even that assertion is false. Thanks to the
arbitrary ruling by the Supreme Court of Canada in the
1988 Morgentaler case that struck down Canada’s abortion
law, Canada is one of the few countries in the world that
has no criminal law permitting or prohibiting an abortion.
The Criminal Code of Canada, to our national shame, is
entirely silent on this vital subject.

Suppose, though, that the Trudeau Liberals and their
pro-abortion allies in all parties in Parliament were to enact
a law permitting abortion on demand. Would that law give
Canadian mothers a right to abort their own offspring?

Absolutely not. Parliament might enact a law, but that
enactment does not make the law valid. To paraphrase
Blackstone, no human laws -- including no laws enacted
by Parliament -- can have any force or effect if they violate
the self-evident right to life of an innocent human being.

Euthanasia panelist
quit over report

Interim Staff

The Toronto Star report-
ed that Dr. Jeffrey Kirby
resigned from the Ministry
of Health’s expert panel
on Medical Assistance in
Dying (MAID) for people
with mental illnesses in
April because the recom-
mendations in the report
made public in May were
not stringent enough.

Alex Schadenberg,
executive director of the
Euthansaisa  Prevention
Coalition, argues the Final
Report of the Expert Panel
on MAID and Mental illness
provides no clear guidelines
or safeguards for euthaniz-
ing people suffering solely
from mental illness.

The Star’s James Gallant
reported that Kirby resigned
after learning that the Final
Report would not include
dissenting opinions, which
are often allowed for expert
panels. Kirby told the Star,
“In my view, the govern-
ment needs to pay attention
and learn from all the input
they’re getting, and I would

be concerned if it goes for-
ward with just those soft
recommendations.”

Kirby explained, “More
people will end up being
approved for MAID and
having MAID performed
than is warranted, is the
simplest way of saying it.”

=

Dr. Jeffrey Kirby

Kirby, a retired professor in
the department of bioeth-
ics at Dalhousie University
who supports access to
MAID (in the words of the
Star’s reporter) “for only a
small subset of individuals
with prolonged and treat-
ment-resistant mental ill-
nesses,” said if the Trudeau
government permits cutha-
nasia and assisted-suicide

under a regime that resem-
bles the Final Report’s rec-
ommendations, “If that’s
all they incorporate, 1 will
be legitimately concerned
about it,” explaining, “I just
don’t think there’s enough
safety there.”

Kirby warned that the
recommendations are clini-
cal practices and says prov-
inces, which have ultimate
authority over the delivery
of healthcare, could choose
to implement them or not.

The Star also reported
that Kirby was upset with
the committee process,
noting that it felt rushed:
“There was such limited
time to deal with such an
important topic with so
many dimensions.” Kirby
said that the panel did not
meet for long intervals
between meetings, suggest-
ing that they could have
worked harder to develop
more thorough guidelines.

The Star reported that
another panel member,
Ellen Cohen, resigned in
December. According to
her biography in the report,

Cohen has lived experience
with mental illness and has
worked for 30 years in com-
munity mental health. It
is not clear if she shared
Kirby’s reservations.

A Health Canada spokes-
man told the Star the gov-
ernment is reviewing the
panel’s report. The fed-
eral government has until
March 2023 to implement
procedures to medically kill
people who suffer solely
from mental illness. The
spokesman said, “It is not
surprising that, with a proj-
ect of this complexity, there
will be divergent views” and
“We are confident that the
final report fully and accu-
rately reflects the views of
the 10 remaining members
of the panel who indicated
their unanimous support
for the recommendations
put forward.”

Schadenberg said,
“Canada has now expanded
the killing to people with
mental illness alone and this
“Expert Panel” suggests
that the killing be done
without clear guidelines.”

Pro-life signs frequent
victims of vandalism

Philip Tomchyshyn

On May 24, in southwest-
ern Ontario near Sarnia,
a billboard with pro-life
messaging was vandalized.
The billboard, belonging
to Lambton Right to Life,
had only been in position
for a month when someone
removed five panels from
the sign. Two of the pan-
els included an image of a
mother holding her child
and the words “Choose
Life,” making the image and
message illegible.

John Lammers of
Lambton Right to Life told
The Interim that the group
will spend between $1000-
$1500 to repair the billboard
and put it back up because
it is effective in “changing
people’s hearts.” Lammers
said he met a woman who
said she changed her mind
about having an abortion
and kept her child after see-
ing the billboard.

Lambton Right to Life
will investigate the pos-
sibility of monitoring the
billboard with a camera. A
previous sign was set aflame
in 2020 when it was being
stored in a church parking
lot. The repaired sign was
splattered with paint but
they were able to clean it
up.

Lammers said Lambton
Right to Life filed a report
with the police but they
have not heard about any
developments in the inves-
tigation.

The incident in Lambton
is not isolated.

In Vernon, B.C., a pro-
life billboard has been
defaced three times with
spray paint, most recently
on Dec. 1, 2021.

Another billboard in
front of St. Luke’s Parish
in Vancouver was vandal-
ized in March. This was

the second time since 2020
that the sign’s message,
“You’ll never regret loving
this much” was obscured by
splashing multiple colours
of paint on the sign.

In September of 2019, a
large pro-life billboard was
splattered with black paint
in Red Deer, Alberta. It
had been vandalized two
months prior with a spray-
painted abortion slogan.

Red Deer Pro-Life even
attempted to make their

sign as inoffensive as pos-
sible, using simple images of
a baby, a grandmother, and
the slogan, “Let the beat
go on.”

An act of vandalism on
July 12, 2018, in Eastern
Passage, N.S., received
media attention when the
vandal defaced a pro-life
Knights of Columbus sign.
She used red spray paint to
make the sign say “Defend
Women” instead of “Defend
Life.” She claimed that the

Knights of Columbus had
no right to comment on
abortion and the rights of
women.

In most cases, when a
pro-life billboard is vandal-
ised there is no investiga-
tion or the police show little
interest. There have been
no reports of convictions
of any of these acts of van-
dalism. Because the police
seldom see many of these
cases through, many are not
reported.
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Pro-abortion vandalism and violence
included plans
for Kavanaugh assassination

Oswald Clark

In the immediate aftermath
of the Dobbs decision leak in
May indicating that Roe ».

Wade would be overturned,
pro-life pregnancy centres
and churches were targeted
for vandalism and firebombs,
with more than 50 such
attacks and other disruptions
reported to police across the
US. between May 2 and
the Dobbs decision being
released on June 24.

A group called Jane’s
Revenge claimed responsibil-
ity for several of the attacks,
many of which had the spray-
painted message “If abor-
tion isn’t safe, neither are
you!” Jane’s Revenge called
for a “night of rage” on the
day the Dobbs decision was
released. The organization
posted a message online to
pro-life groups: “We oftered
an honourable way out. You
could have walked away.
Now the leash is off. And
we will make it as hard as
possible for your campaign
of oppression to continue.
We have demonstrated in the
past month how easy and fun

it is to attack. We are versa-
tile, we are mercurial, and we
answer to no one but our-

2
selves. We promise to take
increasingly drastic measures
against oppressive infrastruc-
tures,” saying “those mea-
sures may not come in the
form of something so easily

cleaned up as fire and graf-
fiti.”
Large protests were mostly

peaceful on June 25, but in
Los Angeles a police officer
was set on fire by a pro-
abortion protestor wielding
a makeshift flame-thrower.
Riot police also had to be

called in Denver to restore
order, putting a kibosh on
Stanley Cup celebrations
that would have also taken
place the same night after the
Colorado Avalanche won the
NHL championship.

On June 8, Justice Brett
Kavanaugh, was the target
of a 26-year-old man’s assas-
sination plot. Nicholas John
Roske, the would-be assailant
arrived outside Kavanaugh’s
home with a gun, ammuni-
tion, and a knife intending to
kill the Justice. He changed
his mind and turned him-
self in, but he also said he
was motivated by the fact
Justice Kavanaugh joined the
opinion written by Justice
Samuel Alito overturning
Roe according to the leaked
document. Roske drove to
Maryland from Simi Valley,
California, to assassinate
Justice Kavanaugh after see-
ing his address listed online.
Justices Kavanaugh,
Clarence Thomas, and Amy
Coney Barrett also had
their houses protested by
pro-abortion activists virtu-
ally non-stop between the
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Monkeypox-gay connection

Mary Zwicker

As the fear of COVID-19
begins to ease up and life
regains some of its nor-
malcy, the World Health
Organization has sounded
the alarm on a new threat
to society, Monkeypox,
an epidemic that has been
identified as spreading pri-
marily through the gay
community.

Monkeypox is a disease
similar to smallpox, although
less deadly. Originating in
West and Central Africa, it
is characterized by fever,
achiness, fatigue, and red
bumps or sores. Up to
May 2022, there had been
only seven recorded cases
of Monkeypox within the
United Kingdom between
2018 and 2021. However,
the WHO reports that this
outbreak has now spread
to multiple European and
American countries, as
well as Australia, and not
through the usual means.

A British study of the first
152 men with the mon-
keypox infection, 151 were
“gay, bisexual, or other men
who have sex with men
(GBMSM), or reported
same sex contact.”

Since mid-May, outbreaks
of Monkeypox have been
reported in various non-
endemic countries, with
seemingly no travel connec-
tions among most that can
be traced back to Africa.
According to the WHO,
this current outbreak of
Monkeypox has reportedly
been transmitted “largely
through sexual activity, pri-
marily involving men who
have sex with men.” Two
raves carly in May, are
being held accountable for
the current outbreak. The
Grand Canary gay pride fes-
tival in Spain was attended
by up to 80,000 people
between May 5-15, and is
one of the events that is
being attested as a main
spreader of Monkeypox.

Darklands, a fetish festival
in Antwerp, Belgium, held
from May 5-8, is identified
as the other contributor.
According to the Atlanta-
based Centers for Disecase
Control and Prevention,
the usual method of trans-
mission is through bites or
scratches from a diseased
animal, contact with an
infected animal or prod-
ucts made from them, or
through “direct contact
with body fluids or sores on
an infected person or with
materials that have touched
body fluids or sores, such as
clothing or linens.”

The CDC warns that
Monkeypox can be trans-
mitted through “respi-
ratory secretions during
prolonged, face-to-face
contact. Monkeypox can
spread during intimate
contact between people,
including during sex, as
well as activities like kissing,
cuddling, or touching parts
of the body with monkey-
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pox sores.” It also report-
ed that “early data sug-
gest that gay, bisexual, and
other men who have sex
with men make up a high
number of cases.” Noting
that “skin-to-skin contact”
is high-risk, the CDC warns
that “back rooms, saunas
and sex clubs where there
is minimal or no clothing
and where intimate sexual
contact occurs” increase
the “likelihood of spreading
monkeypox.” CDC advises
people in such settings to
“masturbate together at a
distance of at least six feet.”

Despite the apparent
risks, the WHO has given
the green light to various
gay pride events through-
out the coming months,
claiming that it is less of a
risk and more of an oppor-
tunity to teach the gay
community about the dan-
gers of Monkeypox. Andy
Seale, one of the WHO’s
strategic advisors said that
it is “important that people
who want to go out and
celebrate gay pride” be able
to do so, despite the out-
break.

Conservative journalist
Paul Joseph Watson criti-
cized Seale, stating that
“the WHO’s response clear-
ly indicates that not being
seen to be ‘homophobic’ is
apparently more important
than stopping the spread of
viral diseases.” He decries
the WHO’s decision as a
double standard, reminding
his readers of May 2020,
“when governments had
imposed draconian lock-
downs that stopped people
from attending the funerals
of their loved ones, but mil-
lions of Black Lives Matter
supporters were encour-
aged to gather in cities
across the western world.”
As of June 17, there were
168 cases in Canada, with
141 of those in Quebec.
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Let it out

Talk Turkey
Josie Luetke

few months ago, CLC Youth’s virtual pro-life club

watched a bunch of clips from television and film
intending to normalize abortion. Despite this agenda, the
somber nature of abortion couldn’t quite be obscured,
almost as if the scriptwriters, directors, and actors knew
they couldn’t depart too far from reality if they wanted
the scene to be believable. Patients were quiet and forlorn,
crying, nervous and finicky, or else excessively frivolous (e.g.
quibbling over pudding flavours).

My take-away—that any attempt to minimize abortion
is doomed—was reaffirmed when I read A Complicated
Choice: Making Space for Grief and Healing in the Pro-
Choice Movement by Katey Zeh, a Baptist minister and
CEO of the Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice.
She shares seventeen personal stories of abortion with the
strange goal (reinforced in the foreword by Alexis McGill
Johnson, president and CEO of Planned Parenthood
Federation of America) of destigmatizing the experience,
even celebrating it as “holy,” while also acknowledging its
unfortunate “nuances.”

One of the storytellers, Erin Outson of St. Louis,
Missouri, had a chemical abortion which caused pain so
“awful and so intense that she passed out.” She obliviously
asks, “How is it that when someone is having knee surgery,
people come to support them, but they didn’t think to
support me during my abortion?”

The answer is in the title of the book. No one talks about
“grief and healing” or “loss” (of what?) following knee
surgery, an appendectomy, or tonsillectomy. There isn’t a
talk line like Exhale Pro-Voice (at least as far as I know)
for those who have gone through these procedures; they
don’t have the capacity to produce shame or to wound
relationships.

Deep down, all of the women interviewed seemed to
recognize that.

The rituals they engaged in post-abortion are the ones
you would expect when mourning the death of a person—
naming the baby; putting together a box to “honour”
the pregnancy; throwing a bottle with messages and baby
booties into the ocean; lighting a tea light on an altar.

Ashley, from Boston, reveals frankly, “Just like the loss of
my father, my abortion will always be there. I will always be
sad about it, and that’s OK.”

Adriana of New York, “cycle(d) through a range of
emotions: relief, guilt, sadness, and shame. Sometimes these
tough feelings would creep out of nowhere and surprise
her.”

Heidi Howes of Columbus, Ohio, said her abortion of
over five years ago “still feels raw.”

Kim Jorgensen Gane of St. Joseph, Michigan, had an
abortion decades ago, but her “healing process is ongoing.”

Paradoxically, Afua Ofosu-Barko of Washington, DC,
says, “It was a traumatic experience in so many ways, but I
was so blessed through it.”

Reverend Karen Stoffers-Pugh of Chico, California, “is
glad that she made the choice to have an abortion, even
though it brought emotional and spiritual pain,” a pain
lingering 40 years later.

According to Zch, Veronika Granado of San Antonio,
Texas, “didn’t have much of a chance to process her
abortion experience . . . but she could see that it was
having an impact on her life. Her relationship with her
partner started to break down. She felt isolated and a little
bit ashamed.” Nonetheless, Zeh repeatedly insists Granado
was “at peace about her decision,” that it was only religious
beliefs sowing doubt, and that “what she felt was not guilt
but relief.” Zeh concludes, “it was the best, most mature
decision she has made in her life.” Methinks the lady doth
protest too much.

Inexplicably, despite documenting evidence to the
contrary, Z¢h asserts that the premise that “terminating a
pregnancy causes long-term emotional trauma and distress”
is a “flat-out lie,” and “that no scientific study has ever
confirmed that.”

The cognitive dissonance is frighteningly strong, but
understandable.

Last summer, while I was doing street activism, an older
woman shared that she had an abortion, but didn’t regret
it. I asked why not. In a moment of profound vulnerability
and honesty, she said that she couldn’t handle all that would
come with admitting she did.

Zeh quotes Jobn 8:32: “The truth will set you free.” She
and countless others have rejected “the truth,” however,
in favour of “your truth” and “her truth” (i.e. the lies we
tell ourselves). She points fingers at everyone else—family,
community members, religious leaders, legislators, and
medical professionals—as contributing to the struggle of
post-abortive women. Preoccupied with how “complicated”
this “choice” is, she misses the obvious conclusion: Abortion
kills an innocent human being, one whom she spent the
entire book ignoring.

The truth frees and will be freed; it already bubbles up in
pain, in anger, in grief.
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Reagan’s vision
relevant today

Law Matters
John Carpay

ust freedom perish in a quiet, deadening accommo-

dation with totalitarian evil? This question was asked
by U.S. President Ronald Reagan in a speech he gave to
the Parliament of the United Kingdom on June 8, 1982.
Four decades later, Reagan’s speech is just as relevant.

“Democracy’s enemies have refined their instruments of
oppression,” noted Reagan. How true today, considering
Communist China’s “social credit” system, by which the
state monitors the movement, travel, website posts, and
purchasing decisions of citizens. The government rewards
good communist citizens with greater access to travel,
lower rates of interest on loans, and better schools for their
children. Chinese people who criticize the regime find
themselves unable to board a plane or train. Canada took
a step towards Chinese-style “social credit” with vaccine
passports. Canadians were required to divulge personal,
private medical information to total strangers in order to
live their normal daily lives and enjoy basic freedoms. Even
today, Canadians who have refused the COVID injections
(for which there is no long-term safety data) are punished
with two weeks of home quarantine upon their return to
Canada, while “good” Canadians face no such restriction
on their freedom.

The enormous power of the modern state threatens
human freedom, Reagan declared in 1982. He singled out
the Soviet Union as running “against the tide of history
by denying human freedom and human dignity to its
citizens.” During the past 28 months, Canada’s federal and
provincial politicians have not cited “building socialism”
or “creating the worker’s paradise” as their pretext for
violating our Charter rights and freedoms. Instead, the
politicians’ pretext has been a virus that is worse than the
average annual flu, but less than one per cent as deadly
as the Spanish Flu of 1918. All of the restrictions on our
rights and freedoms in the past 28 months have been based
on the false claim of Dr. Neil Ferguson, made in March
2020, that COVID would be like the Spanish Flu of 1918.

“We must be staunch in our conviction that freedom is
not the sole prerogative of a lucky few but the inalienable
universal right of all human beings,” said Reagan. Forty
years later, freedoms were and are denied to Canadians
who make the legitimate and reasonable decision to
exercise autonomy over their own bodies by refusing a
new vaccine. The vaccine manufacturers have stated pub-
licly that COVID vaccines do not stop the spread of the
virus. And the Delta and Omicron variants spread quickly
throughout societies with high vaccination rates, so there
is no medical or scientific basis for discriminating against
those who do not get these shots.

In 1982, communists had already ruled Russia for 65
years. It appeared that they would stay in power for many
decades to come. Pro-freedom revolts in East Germany
(1953), Hungary (1956), and Czechoslovakia (1968) had
been ruthlessly supressed. People feared, legitimately, that
the Soviets might invade Poland to supress its Solidarity
movement. In spite of this dark and dire situation, Reagan
called for the “rejection of the arbitrary power of the
state,” recognizing that “collectivism stifles all the best
human impulses, since the exodus from Egypt.” In the
face of this oppression, Reagan declared with confidence
that “the march for freedom and democracy” will “leave
Marxism Leninism on the ash heap of history, as it has left
other tyrannies which stifle the freedom and muzzle the
self-expression of the people.” He reminded his listeners
that “the forces of good ultimately rally and triumph over
evil,” and that this struggle would be waged by “a test of
wills and ideas” not bombs and rockets.

Alluding to the error of appeasing Hitler in the 1930s,
and alluding to those who wanted to appease the Soviet
Union in the 1980s, Reagan stated: “If history teaches
anything, it teaches that self-delusion in the face of unple-
asant facts is folly.”

The unpleasant facts that Canadians in 2022 should not
delude themselves include the expansion of government
surveillance over Canadians’ private lives through vaccine
passports that can be re-introduced on a moment’s notice.
Canadians have a choice. We can allow freedom to perish
in a quiet, deadening accommodation with Charter-
violating health orders and mandates. Or we can see to
it that the march for freedom will leave the unscientific
laws and policies of the past 28 months on the ash heap of
history, with other forms of tyranny that stifle the human
spirit and trample on human dignity.

Jobn Carpay is president of the Justice Centre for
Constitutional Freedoms.

Government ignores pleas to
not target pro-life charities

Paul Tuns

A report by Campaign Life
Coalition noted that the
Trudeau government is
ignoring the pleas of more
than 12,000 Canadians
demanding the government
not punitively strip pro-life
pregnancy centres of their
charitable tax status.

Finance Minister
Chrystia Freeland posted
the government’s official
response that the Trudeau
government is “committed
to taking action” against the
pro-life groups.

The petition, launched
by Campaign Life Coalition
and officially filed with
Parliament by several MDPs
in December 2021, was
officially responded to by
Freeland on January 31.

CLC’s petition says that if
the Liberals follow through
with their 2021 campaign
promise to punish pro-life
groups through the tax code,
it could “jeopardize the
charitable status of hospitals,
houses of worship, schools,
homeless shelters, and other
charitable  organizations
which do not agree with the
Liberal Party on this matter
for reasons of conscience.” It
asserts “charities and other
non-profit  organizations
should not be discriminated
against on the basis of their
political views or religious
values and should not be
subject to a politicized
‘values test””

The petition also notes
that the Trudeau Liberals
had previously implemented
a pro-abortion “values test”
for employers that received
the Canada Summer Jobs
Program subsidy.

The petition states “All
Canadians have a right
under the Charter of
Rights and Freedoms to
freedom of expression
without  discrimination,”
and therefore signatories
call upon the government
to “protect and preserve
the application of charitable
status rules on a politically
and ideologically neutral
basis.”

Several other petitions
to the House of Commons
signed by more than 3000
citizens called on MPs to do
“everything in their power
to prevent, block, organize
against, and vote against any
effort by the government to
revoke the charitable status
of pro-life organizations in
Canada.”

In total, more than 15,000
Canadians have called upon
the government to not
punish pro-life charities by
rescinding their charitable
tax status.

These petitions have been
read 40 times in the House
of Commons by pro-life
MPs since mid-December.

In her response to the
official tabling of the
petitions, Freeland said, “all
Canadians should have the
information they need to
freely make decisions over
their own bodies,” adding
“registered charities that
provide reproductive health
services are required to
provide accurate, judgement
free and evidence-based
information to women with
respect to their rights and
options at all stages of their
pregnancy.”

Freeland committed
to fulfilling the Liberal
campaign promise and
Prime  Minister Justin
Trudeau’s mandate letter to
her directing the Finance
Minister to introduce
“amendments to the Income
Tax Act to ensure that
organizations that provide
dishonest counselling
to pregnant women are
ineligible for charitable
registration.”

David Cooke, CLC’s
campaigns manager, said in
Campaign Life Coalition’s
report:  “The Trudeau
Liberals say they want to
clamp down on ‘dishonest
pro-life  charities” That
sounds reasonable to most
people. Who wants to
allow a dishonest charity
to continue? However, the
Canadian Revenue Agency
(CRA) already screens for
fraud and would close down
a fraudulent charity. The real

issue is the Liberals’ new
‘definition’ of ‘dishonest;
which for them essentially
means an organization not
promoting or endorsing
abortion. The Liberals
actually see all genuinely pro-
life charities as dishonest.”
Cooke said, “Politics needs
to stay out of the charitable
screening process entirely.”

Rebel  News’s  Sheila
Gunn Reid investigated the
government’s politicization
of charitable status and
found through an access
to information request that
the Trudeau government
had already been working
with the CRA to move on
this file even before winning
the election. In September,
during the clection
campaign, the government
provided a “heads up” about
“compliance considerations”
regarding the “anti-abortion
item.”

Rebel News also reported
on the government’s
secretive  dealings  with
the CRA: “By November,
Finance was putting material
together and secking input
from CRA — though only
from people with Secret
clearance: ‘Do we have the
necessary tools” A further
email hints at ‘another
secret finance request’
linked to compliance and
ongoing audits ‘and it’s not

to be discussed beyond the
3 of us’ The rest of the
emails regarding the secret
meetings are redacted.”

Gunn Reid said that the
documents suggested the
government was interfering
with the operation of
the CRA: “Who in the
Liberal government
is tampering with the
CRA’s independence?
Who is weaponizing the
tax collectors to go after
Justin Trudeau’s ideological
enemies for the crime of
wanting to help women and
girls?”

Patricia Maloney, who
runs the Run with Life
blog, uncovered documents
through a freedom of
information request that the
CRA informed the Trudeau
government that it was not
within its jurisdiction to
revoke the charitable status
of pro-life organizations,
saying it can only apply
current laws, not make new
rules. “Legislative changes to
the Act are the responsibility
of the Department of
Finance Canada,” the CRA
informed the Department of
Finance.

Maloney said that she is
now waiting for documents
from the Department of
Finance that she hopes will
reveal what Trudeau’s next
move might be.
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Halton Catholic trustees
oppose pro-life motion

Philip Tomchyshyn

On May 17, Halton Catholic
District  School  Board
trustee Helena Karabela
proposed a motion to alter
the board’s fundraising
policies by recognizing the
sanctity of life. The motion,
“Upholding the Sanctity of
Life in Fundraising Services at
the Halton Catholic District
School Board — Embryonic
Stem Cell Research,” stated
“that the Halton Catholic
District  School = Board
because it is a Catholic
institution, will not provide
or facilitate any fundraising
services through any of its
schools and board office,
to registered charities and
non-profits (including their
subsidiaries, affiliates and
associates) that in any way
are involved in or support
abortion through embryonic
stem cell research through
the advocacy, programs,
finance, or material support.”

After a debate, the motion
failed to pass in a 5 to 2 vote.

Karabela Dbelieves that
Catholics need to uphold
their values in all aspects of
their lives, including when
they donate money to
charity. “We need to make
sure that we are not giving
money, not even one dollar,
to any charity or non-profit
that does not uphold the
sanctity of life. If we did,
then we would be in danger
of funding or promoting
evil actions,” she said in her
opening comments during
the debate.

Several trustees disagreed
with the motion because

it will halt fundraising
for several prominent
organizations, including

Interim Staff

While most political atten-
tion is focused on federal
and provincial elections and
government, Campaign Life
Coalition wants supporters
to know that it is working
on helping elect pro-life
candidates for school board
trustees and municipal city
councils across the coun-
try with municipal elections
scheduled in four provinces
this fall: British Columbia on
Oct. 15, Ontario on Oct.
24, Manitoba two days later,
and Prince Edward Island on
Nov. 7 except resort commu-
nities that hold their munici-
pal elections on August 8.

CLC explains on its web-
site that municipal elec-
tions are “extremely impor-
tant to issues of life, family,
and faith” even if it is often
ignored by voters.

CLC national president
Jeff Gunnarson told The
Interim there are many issues
that affect life and family that
fall under school board and
municipal control, including
public health, local awareness
campaigns, business regula-
tions, sign and advertising
rules, issue proclamations
and flag raisings, among oth-
ers. He said city councillors
are needed to stop subsi-
dies going to municipally

the Terry Fox Run and
the SickKids Foundation.
“I refuse to believe these
collective acts of charity,
love, and kindness which are
happening in our schools and
across our HCDSB system
are evil,” trustee Brenda
Agnew said.

Jack Fonseca, Campaign
Life Coalition’s director of
political operations, said

that those who resisted the
motion are misguided for

Halton District Catholic
School Board trustee Helena
Karabella has repeatedly
sought to end the practice
of school fundraising for
causes that violate Church
moral teaching.

various reasons: some believe
that abortion is good despite
the teachings of the Catholic
Church, while others
believe that the good that
the charities do out weights
the evil, and some might
simply fear the mainstream
media more than they care
for Catholic moral teaching.
“Whatever the reason, it boils
down to an insufficiency of
Catholic faith and ignorance
of Catholic moral teaching,”
he stated.

Several statements made

during the May 17 debate
support all three of Fonseca’s
observations.

Alex Power spoke behalf
of Rev. Micheal Coren, an
Anglican priest. She stated
there was “nothing Christian”
about the motion because
it was against women’s
rights. Reading Coren’s
statement, she claimed that
the Bible supports abortion,
a statement which conflicts
with Catholic teaching.

Kristen Kelly, a student
representative stated that
Christ “guided us to be
non-discriminatory,” arguing
that the motion inhibited
students from helping others
in need.

“l am pro-life. I have
a tendency to be pro-life
and I don’t shy away from
saying that)” trustee Peter
Derosa said, while opposing
the motion. “The role to
make those decisions of life
or death depend on the
individual and their own
morality, because, in the end,
I don’t have to live with the
decisions they make. They
do.”

Fonseca said the Catholic
hierarchy  in Canada
was to blame for trustees
abandoning Church moral
teaching. “Our Bishops
have failed to pass on the
authentic Catholic faith for
generations,” he said.

This is not the first time this
year that Karabela proposed
this kind of motion. Earlier
this year she proposed a
similar amendment to
trustee Nancy Guzzo’s
motion, Policy V-04 School
Fundraising Activities. The
amendment was defeated in
a 5 to 3 vote.

Last month, Karabella

CLC looks ahead to

municipal, trustee elections

funded sexual and reproduc-
tive programs that distribute
the morning-after pill and
contraception, and to resist
municipalities celebrating the
LGBTAQ lifestyle.

Gunnarson said school
trustees are responsible for
managing the education of
children and are a “last line
of defense” against bureau-
crats and teachers unions
that are attempting to usurp
parental rights and push
social agendas upon unsus-
pecting children. He said
“school trustee elections are
literally a battleground for
the heart and soul of your
children,” saying that pro-life
candidates must run for both
public and Catholic school
boards.

Gunnarson said even if pro-
lifers do not form a majority
on a council or school board,
they can expose anti-life, anti-
family agendas at the munici-
pal level, especially consider-
ing that there is little local
media doing its job as watch-
dogs. “Sometimes,” he said,
“decisions are postponed or
altered simply because of a
single voice resisting radical
change.” Gunnarson also said
that trustees and councillors
can bring forward pro-life
and pro-family issues to cre-
ate a groundswell for change
over the long-term.

CLC’s website says that
trustee and municipal elec-
tions are important because
they form a farm team for
candidates to run later in
provincial and federal elec-
tions, but Gunnarson stresses
that the work that school
board trustees, mayors, city
or town councillors, war-
dens, and reeves do locally
is important in its own right.

CLC is urging support-
ers to come forward them-
selves or identify pro-life and

proposed  two  similar
motions, “Upholding the
Sanctity of Life in Fundraising
Services at the Halton
Catholic District  School
Board — Contraception” and
“Upholding the Sanctity of
Life in Fundraising Services

at the Halton Catholic
District  School Board -
Sterilization,”  restricting

funding for organizations
that support contraception
or sterilization. Both were
determined to be out
of order by chair Marvin
Duarte. Trustees Karabela
and Tim O’Brian attempted
to appeal both rulings, but
cach was defeated in a 4 to
3 vote.

Even though each motion
proposed this year has
been rejected by the board,
Fonseca thinks Karabela’s
perseverance and persistence
is important. “We’ve seen
how unrelenting persistence
works for the other side, and
it’s very effective,” he said.

The Halton Catholic
District School Board did
pass such a motion in the
past. In 2018, the motion
“Upholding the Sanctity of
Life Through Donations to
Charities and Non-Profits”
was carried in a vote of 5 to
3. It was claimed the public
were not consulted during
the decision and the policy
was amended prior to being
suspending in May of that
year and was overturned in
October 2018.

Jim Hughes, president
emeritus of Campaign Life
Coalition, told The Interim,
“Karabella should supported
in her re-election and electing
new pro-life colleagues so
that Catholic principles can
be upheld.”

pro-family individuals within
the community to run for
municipal office, and to let
CLC know they are running
so the organization can assist
them in connecting with
local pro-life, pro-family vot-
ers.

The deadline to file
nomination forms to run
in municipal elections are
August 2 in B.C., August
19 in Ontario, Sept. 20 in
Manitoba, and three weeks
before election day in PEL
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Looking away

Laying Down
the Lawton
Andrew
Lawton

Ioften lament how the mainstream media ignores stories
that don’t fit whatever the official narrative of a particular
subject is. This is, of course, short-sighted of me. With many
of these stories, I wouldn’t want the mainstream media to pay
attention only to add their trademark spin.

One of this summer’s most-ignored stories was Canadian
Armed Forces veteran James Topp’s march from Vancouver
to Ottawa to protest vaccine mandates. Topp’s journey was
covered only by independent media, save for some snarky
headlines about his meeting with a group of members of
parliament in Ottawa shortly before Canada Day.

“Conservative MPs met with anti-vaccine leaders inside
parliament as convoy plans to return to Ottawa,” one head-
line read. “MPs meet with soldier charged with criticizing
vaccine requirements while in uniform,” read another. CBC’s
headline left Topp out altogether, finding the only angle
of note that “CPC MPs meet with Freedom Convoy orga-
nizers.”

Topp invited all MPs to meet him, though it was only a
handful of Conservatives who took him up on the offer. He
was joined by several volunteers who’d been involved in the
Freedom Convoy protest in Ottawa months earlier — and the
subsequent Canada Day reboot.

The mainstream media vilified and maligned the Freedom
Convoy, but not before first ignoring it. As I set out to write
my first book, The Freedom Convoy: The Inside Story of Three
Weeks that Shook the World, 1 was reminded how little cove-
rage there was in those early weeks. It was only when the
convoy was on its way to Ottawa and its size was inescapable
that the stories started coming.

The things the media looks away from are the things we
need to look towards.

It’s not just with those protesting COVID mandates, but
also abortion. Readers of this publication are surely aware
of Kermit Gosnell, the Philadelphia abortionist convicted of
multiple murders and conducting hundreds of illegal late-
term abortions (his true victim count will likely never be
known).

Filmmakers Ann McElhinney and Phelim McAleer aptly
called him “America’s biggest serial killer” in their book and
true crime film about him. Gosnell was the prime villain in
the story, but so too was the media, who treated his killings
as a mere local crime story if they covered them at all.

This summer, McElhinney released a six-part true crime
podcast series about Gosnell. Even years later, McElhinney
told me she still meets people who’ve never heard of Gosnell.
It’s not all that surprising since the media had an effective
blackout on the story. Looking at Gosnell makes it difficult,
if not impossible, to look favourably at abortion. That’s why
we’re told to look away.

Newsrooms have a fraction of the journalists they used
to have, so one might charitably say they are too under-re-
sourced to cover everything that happens. Perhaps, but it’s
still curious what gets covered and what doesn’t.

People who’ve suffered injuries or are bereaved because of
COVID vaccines have had their own personal stories branded
as “misinformation” by tech platforms such as Facebook and
Twitter while the mainstream media ignores their plight. It’s
only been in the last few weeks that some of these stories in
Canada and the United Kingdom have — slowly — started to
see exposure in places like the BBC and CBC.

Whenever I bring up media bias, I am careful to point out
that it comes in different forms. One of the challenges is that
newsrooms are populated by liberal arts graduates from big
cities who have often gone through their lives without having
to interact with people outside their bubbles, whether you’re
talking about rural folks, Christians, conservatives, pro-lifers.
This is a simplification, but only barely.

Some of these journalists are aware of their blind spots and
seek out contacts and sources to correct it. Others have little
interest in accepting that there are worldviews distinct from
their own.

While the enlightened might simply eschew mainstream
media, traditional outlets still wield significant influence. By
not covering certain perspectives, they position these perspec-
tives as outside the bounds of acceptable opinions in society.

As it so happened, I interviewed McElhinney about her
podcast the same day Topp met with Conservative MPs.
Topp and Gosnell couldn’t be more different, but their sto-
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Euphemisms in the abortion debate

Mary Zwicker

Language is an impor-
tant tool in every debate,
including the debate on
abortion. Through the
manipulation of language,
one is easily able to make
something perverted seem
acceptable or even desirable.
In many instances, labels are
created by those of oppo-
sing viewpoints in order to
give a negative connotation
to individuals who do not
subscribe to their prescribed
agenda. This is especially
seen in the abortion debate,
where pro-lifers are labelled
as “anti-women” or “anti-
choice,” and where even the
term “abortion” hides the
horrific reality of pre-na-
tal infanticide. As conser-
vative political commenta-
tor Ben Shapiro describes
this phenomenon, “if you
are pro-abortion you are
a good, generous, decent
person who values women,”
but “If you are pro-life, you
are an evil, repressive, nasty
person who wants to control
women’s bodies.” He points
out that even the term
“abortion” is a euphemism
to begin with, and should
be called by what it really
is: “terminal violence to an
unborn child.”

However, it is no lon-
ger enough for abortion
activists to use the term
“abortion” in lieu of a more
telling, more realistic desc-
ription of the murder of
pre-born infants. Instead,
terms such as “women’s rig-
hts,” “reproductive health.”
or “women’s healthcare”
are a few examples of the
cuphemisms employed by
abortion activists around

the world in order to evoke
a more positive response to
abortion. Perhaps the most
common ecuphemism for
abortion is the phrase, “the
right to choose” — although
carlier this year documents
circulated by abortion acti-
vists encouraged advocates
to use the term ‘decision’
instead of ‘choice’ as the
hygienic veneer has been
exposed for what it is.
In a recent article on the
CNN website, this method
of employing euphemisms
went so far as to call sex-se-
lective abortions “sex-selec-
tive operations.” Anything,
really, to avoid using the
term abortion. During the
infamous Gosnell trials, in
which abortionist Kermit
Gosnell was accused (and
convicted) of severing the
spines of newborn babies
born-alive during an abor-
tion, the procedure was
glossed over as “snipping.”

The American College
of  Obstetricians  and
Gynecologists  (ACOG)
states terms such as “che-
mical abortion” ought to
be replaced with “medica-
tion abortion” to describe
the abortion pill in order
to avoid using a term it
claims is “designed to make
medication abortion sound
scarier than the safe, effec-
tive medical intervention it
is.”

Demonstrating the incon-
sistencies that pervade the
pro-abortion side of the
debate, Shapiro points out
that “if we found a human
embryo on another planet,
the headlines would rightly
scream, ‘Human Life Found
on Mars’” Why, then, can
we not discuss, define, and

refer to abortion as it really
is; the murder of an innocent
and helpless unborn child?
In one of her satirical vide-
os, Laura Klassen, founder
and director of the pro-li-
fe organization Choice42,
gives advice on how one
ought to refer to abortion.
“Don’t call it what it real-
ly is,” she advises, “becau-
se that’s just too much.

Nobody wants to think
about that.”
However,  “abortion”

is not the only term that
abortion advocates try to
evade through ecuphemism.
Activists have succeeded in
using de-humanizing termi-
nology such as ‘fetus’ or
‘embryo’ in referring to the
unborn child. Some might
even go as far as to call the
unborn child a “parasite”
to describe the relations-
hip between a child and its
mother.

Medical science has clearly
proved that the heartbeat
begins at 6 weeks. However,
since pro-lifers discovered
the emotional responses
generated by the mention of
the child’s heartbeat and the
reminder that every abor-
tion stops a beating heart,
the pro-abortion movement
attempts to avoid this “overly
emotional” term. When new
laws, known as “Heartbeat
Bills,” passed in some sta-
tes, restricting abortion after
six weeks, the American
College of Obstetricians
and Gynecologists (ACOG)
responded angrily. Speaking
out against the new laws,
they avoided calling the
baby’s heartbeat what it
really is, saying that “what
is interpreted as a heartbeat
in these bills is actually elect-

rically induced flickering of
a portion of the fetal tissue
that will become the heart
as the embryo develops.”
The media refers to the
baby and its beating heart
in increasingly imaginative
and euphemistic terms, such
as “cluster of pulsing cells,”
“cardiac rhythm,” or “fetal
cardiac activity.”

The New York Times went
as far as to refer to the baby’s
heartbeat as “the pulsing
of what becomes the fetus’s
heart,” claiming that “the
heart is not fully formed
until later in pregnancy.”
Likewise, the ACOG offers
a guide to “medically appro-
priate” language when refer-
ring to abortion or the baby
it kills. They suggest that
instead of referring to the
Heartbeat Bill as such, one
should call it the “gestatio-
nal bill.” Further, ACOG
denies science itself, clai-
ming that “there are no
chambers of the heart deve-
loped at the early stage in
pregnancy that this word is
used to describe, so there
is no recognizable ‘heart-
beat’” Doctors such as Dr.
Nisha Verma further this
denial of science, claiming
that “the flickering that
we’re seeing on the ultras-
ound that early in the deve-
lopment of the pregnancy”
is not actually a heartbeat,
but “is actually electrical
activity, and the sound that
you ‘hear’ is actually manu-
factured by the ultrasound
machine.”

Language is essential in
any debate. The language
that abortion advocates and
their media allies regularly
use obfuscate rather than
clucidate the issue.

Data indicate
late-term abortions
occur in Canada

Interim Staff

Pro-life blogger Patricia
Maloney has provided
information  countering
the false claim in a “Fact
Sheet” by Action Canada
for Sexual Health and
Rights that states, “No
providers in Canada offer
abortion care beyond 23
weeks and 6 days.” Action
Canada claims, “When they
are beyond 23 weeks and
6 days, many Canadians
end up having to travel to
the United States to access
services with little guidance
or support from their
governments.”

On her website Run with
Life, Maloney said, “This
misinformation from the
pro-abortion organization
was peddled in a recent
piece on CTV that outlined
the legal status of abortion
in Canada,” noting that pro-
abortion misinformation
is routinely spread by
uncritical journalists.

Maloney said, “The fact
is that Canada has no law
protecting pre-born babies
and there is no limit on
when an abortion can be
committed” and “the truth
is that late-term abortions
do exist.”

Using data gleaned
from Statistics Canada and
the Canadian Institute
for Health Information
(CIHI), as well as access
to information requests,
Maloney reported for 2020-
2021, the CIHI provided

information about babies
born-alive in late-term
abortions, of which there
were 109; 16 of them were
committed from 25 weeks
or more gestation, and 93
were committed on preborn
babies of a gestational age
between 21-24 weceks,
indicating that there were
likely some committed after
the 23 week, six day cut-off
indicated by Action Canada.
At a minimum there were
16 in the five provinces and
two territories that provided
detailed information; the
Atlantic provinces, British
Columbia, and Nunavut did
not provide information.
In the previous reporting

year, 2019-2020, there
were 84 live-birth
abortions committed at

21-24 weeks gestation and
10 such abortions at 25
weeks or more gestation.
Again, not all provinces
reported including, this
year, Quebec.

Maloney clarifies that
these are only cases in which
abortions fail resulting in a
live human being is born
and left to die. Canada has
no law protecting babies
who survive abortion
attempts.

Campaign Life Coalition
said in its July CLC
National News that the data
proves “Action Canada lies”
and “late-term abortions
are happening in Canada,
and the truth should not
stay hidden.”

PETITION TO: RT. HON. JUSTIN TRUDEAU, PRIME MINISTER OF CANADA
CC: THE STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN

In a show of dramatic psc
concern for women's rights @
bodily autonomy, Prime Minister
Justin Trudeau declared the end of

Roe v. Wa

He then promised to "alwa

> in the States "horrific”.

tand

up for [a woman's] right to choose.

The fact is: There is no right to

abortion in C

cand there can

The Canadian government must not
codify this travesty of justice by
enacting a groundless and

edented ‘right to abortion” in
Canada. Over four million innocent

| OPPOSE A "RIGHT TO
ABORTION" IN CANADA

In response to the U.S. Supreme Court
decision that overturned Roe v.
Wade, the Trudeau government is
loudly denouncing the loss of the
so-called "right” of a mother to
murder her preborn child south of
the border. Many Liberals in
positions of power are now

g a right” to abortion be
enshrined in Canadian law.

never be such a right! No one has the
right to kill another human being no
matter his or her age, stage of
development, or disability. There is
no place for this in our laws,
regulations, or Constitution.

Canada remains in that legal vacuum
to this day with effective "abortion
on demand” through all nine months
of pregnancy. An expectant mother
may elect to have her preborn child
killed by abc
for no reason at all. This is not
because of any established "right to
abortion”, but because there is no law
against it.

n for any reason or

Canadian lives have been lost
through abortion thus far. How
many more must be killed? Mr.

Trudeau does not have the right to
ranyone's God-given,
constitutional right to life!

Sign the petition here:
campaignlifecoalition.com/
petition/id/53

—

Pro-life parents must be diligent in teaching
the truth about abortion to their children
amidst the onslaught of misinformation
spread by the pro-abortion movement.
Teaching your child about the reality of
abortion from a young age will help to
foster their love and care for human life.

Today’s Parent recently released
an article titled How to talk to your
kids about abortion prompted by the
excitement in the U.S. surrounding the
leaked document by the Supreme Court
on the overturning of Roe. The article
provides a pro-abortion perspective on
how to navigate conversations with a child
wondering about abortion.

The article explains that the discussion
of abortion has to start with one of
consent, leading up to the idea that “a
person has to...consent to a pregnancy
in their body” This sets the stage for
the argument that if a person does not
consent to the pregnancy, then abortion is
somehow morally permissible. Right from
the start, abortion activists would corrupt
children by having them believe that
“consent” somehow determines the value
of someone else’s existence, such that if
you don’t consent to their existence, you
can exterminate them.

These conversations about consent,
however, divert the child from the main
issue at hand, namely that abortion ends
a human life and that nobody should
ever have the right to end the life of an
innocent human being.

The article then wurges parents to
essentially dehumanize the baby in the
womb so that the child will not perceive
that it’s a living human person being
destroyed in his or her mother’s womb.
The article suggests that parents refrain
from using the word “baby” until “after
the fetus has left the uterus.” And, abortion
is defined as “stopping a pregnancy from
continuing,” making no mention of the
fact that it’s a human person who is
destroyed in the abortion. The article
essentially encourages parents to frame
abortion in such a way as to lead the child
into believing that “stopping a pregnancy”
is simply a routine “medical procedure.”

But abortion is the direct and
intentional killing of a human being living
in his or her mother’s womb, not simply

7z ..

a routine “medical procedure” that ends a
“pregnancy.”

Pro-life parents need to speak the truth
about the humanity of the preborn, about
the beauty and wonder of life in the
womb, teaching their children about the
gift of life.

Teaching your children about the
baby’s development in the womb will
help establish a firm awareness that this
life is human, and that this baby is just
like you and me, a full member of the
human family deserving love, protection,
and human rights. And yes, call this living
being a “baby,” because he or she is truly
the youngest member of the human family.
Show them pictures like the ones found
here: www.babycenter.com/pregnancy/
your-baby/fetal-development-week-by-
week_10406730. or animated videos such
as this one: https://wwwyoutube.com/
watch?v=S-1QO00YAsS.

Children will marvel at finding out that
the baby’s heart began beating at just 5
weeks old. They will be astounded to learn
that at 9 weeks, the baby began to move
her arms and legs. At 14 weeks, she could
even suck her thumb.

Get excited about this new life in the
world and your child will be excited too.

By focusing on humanizing pre-born
children, pro-life parents teach their
children to want to love and cherish these
tiny humans, directly contradicting the
pro-abortion narrative that wants to rob
those preborn babies of their humanity.

When your child has a firm
understanding of life inside the womb
and is old enough, you could explain how
some women in very difficult situations
are scared. Sometimes, the people around
them convince them to think they won’t
be able to handle raising a baby, so they
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decide to end the baby’s life.

For very young children, there is no
need for any sort of graphic detailing how
the abortion happens. Parents need to
simply convey that a life has been ended
and it is a great tragedy. They need to
convey that a tiny, unique, and entirely
innocent human will never live to be born.
They need to convey that ending a life this
way is always wrong.

After learning what abortion is, your
child will probably ask why. Why would
someone choose to kill a baby?

You could explain that often, the mother
chooses abortion because she is not given
other options or the support she needs.
Some mothers choose to kill their babies
because they are selfish, or because they
are pressured into it by others. Many
mothers don’t understand how wrong this
choice is.

Parents should tell children that many
women faced with a crisis pregnancy
mistakenly believe that they have no other
choice other than ending the life of their
baby. Let the children know that there is
always a way forward for a mother in such
a situation that respects the life of her
baby, whether it be parenting or adoption.

I personally remember that when I first
learned about abortion, I did not fully
know how it happened but felt sorry
that those babies were killed, though
I was somewhat comforted by the fact
that they were now safe in Heaven. I
also felt very sad for mothers who chose
abortion because, so I thought at the time,
they weren’t given enough information
by doctors nor supported sufficiently by
health clinics.

As a young child, I never thought for
a moment that a mother who knew what
abortion truly was would choose to kill
her own child, and I am grateful for my
parents for protecting that innocence in
me. Sadly, that meant it was hard to learn
about how many women are fully aware
of the procedure and the outcome, and go
ahead with an abortion anyways because
they still believe that to be the best option.

The pro-abortion movement wants
parents to teach their children that life
in the womb is only as valuable as it
is convenient. Abortion activists want
children to view abortion as valid of a

Sponsored by Campaign Life Coalition

How Pro-Life Parents Should Talk to
Their Children About Abortion

By Beth Connell

decision as choosing life. Then, when
these children grow up, they will have
the mindset of a young mother who
recently made a horifying video of herself
holding her infant and proudly stating:
“I could have killed you, but I chose to
let you live” The woman added that she
realizes “what I just said and I stand by it.”
Abortion activists would be proud of how
this woman is talking to her child. Many
people, however, are rightly shocked. Pro-
life parents must be vigilant about teaching
their children to love life, especially life in
the womb, so they don’t grow up to be
like the woman in this video.
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When, God willing, I someday have
children of my own, I’m excited to express
to them how much of a gift they are,
how their life is a miracle, and how I
would go to any length to protect them. I
look forward to teaching them about the
sanctity of all human life and the beauty
of their own, uniquely exquisite souls. I
look forward to teaching them that life
is such a gift and should be protected at
every moment.

So, how should you talk to your kids
about abortion? Tell them the truth.
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With today’s decision, the Supreme Court has
righted its historic wrongs in Roe, Casey, and
subsequent jurisprudence, and made it possible
once more for American lawmakers to uphold the
human right to life.
~ Americans United for Life

Striking down Roe ends a terrible injustice and
reminds us that we have senselessly lost more than
63 million lives due to this unjust law. But let me

be clear, this doesn’t end abortion. Now is the time
to roll up our sleeves and get back to work.
~ Judie Brown, American Life League

Today we celebrate, but tomorrow
our work really begins.
~ Eric Scheidler, Pro-life Action League

It’s a new day, indeed, and today’s decision is
not simply a historic victory for life, but for the
democratic process as well. Judges should not
be making laws or creating rights, and this court
stepped up and recognized that. The Founders
would be pleased.
~ Bruce Hausknecht, Focus on the Family

Today the tyranny of Roe has come to an end. This
is a major victory for life and a major victory for
the integrity of the Court! For decades the pro-life
movement has prayed and worked tirelessly to see
this unjust decision overturned.
~ Mary Szoch, Family Research Council

Roe v. Wade, passed 49 years ago, has resulted in

the deaths of over 63 million innocent children in

this country. Sadly, this decision is not an end to

abortion — it pushes the battle back to the states.
~ Rev. Franklin Graham

America was founded on the truth that all men and
women are created equal, with God-given rights to
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. This truth
was grievously denied by the U.S. Supreme Court’s
Roe v. Wade ruling, which legalized and normalized
the taking of innocent human life. We thank God
today that the Court has now overturned this
decision. We pray that our elected officials will now

enact laws and policies that promote and protect the

most vulnerable among us.
~ U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops

Oswald Clark and
Paul Tuns

On June 24, in a 6-3 decision
in Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s
Health  Organization, the
Supreme Court of the United
States upheld a Mississippi law
that banned abortion after
15 weeks, with the majority
opinion, joined by five justices,
holding that abortion is not
a constitutionally protected
right thus overturning the
infamous 1973 Roe ». Wade
ruling and its predecessor,
Casey v. Planned Parenthood
(1993). Chief Justice John
Roberts argued that it was
unnecessary to overturn the
Roe precedent to uphold
Mississippi’s law. The three
Democrat-appointed justices
all voted against the Mississippi
law and supported upholding
Roe and Casey.

Overturning Roe v. Wade is
a vindication of a 40-year plan
to install so-called originalist
justices on the Supreme Court
to reverse various activist
decisions from the 1960s
and 1970s, a project that
ended up highly politicizing
Supreme Court appointments
and influencing presidential
elections and the power to
appoint judges.

A version of the majority
opinion was leaked in early
May, with most pundits
assuming that a clerk for
one of the liberal justices
provided a copy of a draft
opinion written by Justice
Samuel Alito to Politico in
order to put pressure on
one of Donald Trump’s
three judicial appointees
to abandon the majority.
Despite the publication of the
justices” home addresses and
constant protests outside their
residences and an allegedly
abandoned assassination
attempt on Justice Brett
Kavanaugh, the pressure did
not succeed in changing any
of the five justices” minds.

The majority decision was
written by Justice Samuel Alito
and was joined by Justices
Clarence Thomas, Neil

U.S. Supreme Court overturns Roe v. Wade

Decision returns abortion to be decided by elected representatives

Gorsuch, Brett Kavanaugh,
and Amy Coney Barrett. There
were only minor changes to
the leaked version as well as
the addition of rebuttals to the
dissenting opinion and Chief
Justice Roberts’ concurrence.

Justice Alito stated that Roe
was “egregiously wrong from
the start” and its “reasoning
was exceptionally weak, and
the decision has had damaging
consequences”  including
deepening political divisions
within the country. Because
Roe was wrongly decided in
the first place, there was no
need to respect its precedent.

Healso provided a sweeping
historical view of abortion in
American law, noting that,
“The Constitution makes no
reference to abortion, and
no such right is implicitly
protected by any constitutional
provision.”  Basing  his
argument on Washington .
Glucksberg that a right must
be “deeply rooted in Nation’s
history,” Justice Alito said that
until the last five decades, no
right to abortion had been
acknowledged in American
law and that the majority of
states made abortion a crime
throughout the pregnancy
prior to Roe taking the issue
away from the democratic
deliberations of legislatures.

Anticipating the hysterical
reaction from progressives
that reversing Roe would
result in a widespread assault
on Court precedents, Justice
Alito said that abortion was
different from other privacy
rights because “Abortion
destroys what (Roe and Casey)
decisions call ‘potential life’
and what the law at issue in
this case regards as the life of
an ‘unborn human being’”

In a notable addition
to the leaked copy, Justice
Alito responded to the
dissent, stating it “is very
candid that it cannot show
that a constitutional right to
abortion has any foundation,
let alone a ‘deeply rooted’
one, ‘in this Nation’s history
and tradition’”” He added:
“The dissent does not identify
any pre-Roe authority that

ROE V. WADE: A TIMELINE

JUNE 1969:

Norma McCorvey Roe v. Wade is filed in

MARCH 3, 1970:

JUNE 2, 1970:

McCorvey gives birth

JUNE 17, 1970:

Panel of Judges rule that

supports such a right — no
state constitutional provision
or statute, no federal or state
judicial precedent, not even a
scholarly treatise.”

Justice Alito also responded
to Roberts” concurrence
which sought a middle
ground attempting to uphold
first-trimester and pre-viability
limits on abortion without
overturning the federalized
right to abortion imposed by
Roe and Casey. He said there
are “serious problems with
this approach” that would only

Texas, and Obergefell v. Hodyes
— allowing birth control,
reversing anti-sodomy laws,
and establishing same-sex
“marriage” respectively -
should be revisited, “Because
any substantive due process
decision is ‘demonstrably
erroneous,” we have a duty to
‘correct the error’ established
in those precedents.”

Justice Kavanaugh’s
concurrence is not binding but
could make it more difficult
for states to enforce their bans
on abortion. He wrote that

the 14th amendment
protecting liberty applied to
preborn children.

Chief Justice Roberts wrote
a separate concurrence stating
that both the gestational
approach of Roe and viability
line established by Casey be
discarded because they were
“unnecessary to decide the
case before us.” He also wrote
that abortion laws should
“extend far enough to ensure
a reasonable opportunity to
choose, but need not extend
any further” although he

relations, and procreation are
all interwoven—all part of the
fabric of our constitutional
law, and Dbecause that
is so, of our lives.” Justice
Alito noted that whatever
fabric they might weave,
there was no constitutional
basis for the argument. The
three lamented that “many
millions of American women
. today lost a fundamental
constitutional protection.”
Michael Stokes Paulsen,
a law professor at the
University of St. Thomas,

Justice Samuel Alito wrote in his majority decision striking
down Roe, “a right to abortion is not deeply rooted in the
Nation’s history and traditions. On the contrary, an unbro-
ken tradition of prohibiting abortion on pain of criminal
punishment persisted from the earliest days of the common

law until 1973.

prolong the turmoil caused by
Roe because it would require
the Court to determine each
state’s different deadline for
obtaining a constitutionally
protected abortion. He also
noted that the Chief Justice
provided no legal argument
that there was a constitutional
right to abortion and thus no
reason to uphold Roe.
Justices Thomas and
Kavanaugh wrote separate
concurrences. Justice Thomas
urged the Court to reconsider
other decisions based on
the substantive due process
emanations of the Court that
Alito found so egregious
when applied to Roe. He said
that cases such as Griswold
v. Connecticut, Lawrence .

APRIL 21, 1971: DECEMBER 13, 1971: OCTOBER 11, 1972: JANUARY 22, 1973: OCTOBER 23, 1991:
Roe v. Wade and

Supreme Court ruled on

it would be unconstitutional
for a state to restrict a woman
traveling to another state to
obtain an abortion. Justice
Kavanaugh also argued that
returning the issue to the states
was “scrupulously neutral”
of the Court because some
states would bar abortion,
some would restrict or curtail
it in various ways, and others
would allow a broad abortion
license. As part of that
neutrality he sought, Justice
Kavanaugh also rejected the
pro-life argument, such as
those offered by John Finnis
of the University of Notre
Dame Law School and Robert
P. George of Princeton, that
abortion cannot be permitted
in the United States because

Roe v. Wade and

Justice Clarence Thomas wrote in a concurrence that “because
the Due Process Clause does not secure any substantive
rights, it does not secure a right to abortion.” He also said
that the Privileges or Immunities Clause could theoretically
protect unenumerated rights, it would not find for any right

to abortion.

left open the possibility “for
another day whether to reject
any right to an abortion at
all.”

Justices Stephen Breyer,
Elena Kagan, and Sonia
Sotomayor co-wrote the
dissent, saying “the majority
would allow States to ban
abortion from conception
onward because it does not
think forced childbirth at all
implicates a woman’s rights to
equality and freedom.” Justice
Alito said that equality could
not be considered by the Court
because no lawyers arguing
the cases ever proposed an
equality consideration. They
also  said, “The Court’s
precedents about bodily
autonomy, sexual and familial

in  Minneapolis, wrote in
The Public Discourse, “Dobbs
may be the most important,
magnificent, rightly decided
Supreme Court case of all
time.” Paulsen explained: “It
is restorative of constitutional
principle. It upholds the values
of representative, democratic
self-government, and the rule
of law, at the same time that
it supports the protection of
fundamental human rights.
It is literally a matter of life
and death. It is potentially
transformative of American
society, for the better. It is a
rare act of judicial courage and
principle. In every way, Dobbs
is a truly great decision.”
Helen Avare, professor
of law at George Mason

University, wrote in the
National Catholic Register,
that Dobbs “is no narrow
legal win, but a marvelous
development that respects
democracy.” Avare wrote that
“June 25, 2022, is a new and
wonderful day for pro-life
advocates. Itisthe culmination
of an unrelenting effort —
unrelenting  scholarship,
unrelenting willingness  to
suffer the slings and arrows
of elite opinion, unrelenting
witness to the value of every
single human life, unrelenting
care for pregnant women and
mothers and post-abortive
women, and unrelenting
marches, letter campaigns,
visits to legislative offices, and
funding drives.”

The first March for Life
in Washington was organized
by the late Nellie Gray to
mark the first anniversary of
Roe in 1974 with the goal
of putting pressure on public
opinion and elected officials
to overturn Roe. The Dobbs
decision overturning Roe
occurred on June 25, which
would have been Gray’s 98th
birthday.

Democrats in Washington
are calling for a federal law
codifying a legal right to
abortion for the country, but
they do not have the votes in
the Senate to get it passed.
President Joe Biden has
said his administration will
do what it takes to promote
abortion across the country,
including making it easier to
obtain abortion pills in states
that ban abortion.

Republicans in Washington
are opposed to pro-abortion
legislation and at the state
level are supporting bans or
restrictions of various kinds.
Pro-life groups such as
Americans United for Life
and the National Right to
Life Committee are eager to
pass pro-life bills at the state
level.

Former vice president Mike
Pence has called for a federal
ban on abortion, saying that
the piecemeal approach of
bans or limits in some states
but not others does not go

far enough to protect life in
the womb. Such protection
could be codified in law or
enacted through a Human
Life Amendment to the U.S.
Constitution.

For the foreseeable future,
most of the political action
will be at the state level.
Thirteen states outlawed
abortion within 30 days — or
less — of the Dobbs decision
due to so-called trigger bans
that took effect once Roe
was overturned. Alabama,
Arkansas, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Missouri, Ohio,
Oklahoma, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, West
Virginia, and Wisconsin all
protect preborn children
from conception to birth,
although several states have
exceptions for the life of the
mother or in case of rape or
incest. Judges in Louisiana
and Utah prevented pro-
life laws from taking effect
while they are challenged by
abortion advocates.

Missouriis considering a law
that would allow state citizens
to sue anyone who helps a
Missouri woman obtain an
out-of-state abortion, and
legislators in Arkansas and
Oklahoma are considering
similar laws. David Cohen,
a law professor at Drexel
University in Philadelphia,
told the Washington Post,
that restricting out-of-state
abortions will be “the next
frontier” for the pro-life
movement.

Operation Rescue reported
that within four days of the
Dobbs decision, more than
40 abortion mills announced
they were closing their doors
for good, with many more
expected to follow. Others are
expecting increased business;
Planned Parenthood Illinois
said it expects 14,000 women
from neighbouring states to
flock to their facilities.

Paulsen wrote, “Dobbs
does not end the violence
of abortion,” and “there
is much work to be done”
to end abortion. “But for
now, this is a moment for
celebration.”

JUNE 29, 1992:
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From Justice
Samuel Alito’s
decision

“Roe was egregiously wrong from the start. Its rea-
soning was exceptionally weak, and the decision has
had damaging consequences. And far from bringing
about o national settlement of the abortion issue,
Roe and Casey have enflamed debate and deepened
division. It is time to heed the Constitution and
return the issue of abortion to the people’s elected
representatives.

The 14th
Amendment

Oswald Clark

Both sides claim the 14th Amendment to the U.S.
Constitution for their side. The main text of the
Amendment, which is known as the “Due Process
and Equal Protection Clauses,” states: “No state
shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge
the privileges or immunities of citizens of the
United States; nor shall any state deprive any person
of life, liberty, or property, without due process of
law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction
the equal protection of the laws.”

In its 1973 Roe decision, Justice Harry Blackmun,
writing for the 7-2 majority, said the “right to priva-
cy” — nowhere mentioned in the U.S. Constitution
— emanating from “the 14th Amendment’s con-
cept of personal liberty and restriction upon state
action” ensured women the right to an abortion.

John Finnis of the University of Notre Dame Law
School and Robert P. George of Princeton argue,
like Justice William Rehnquist did in his 1973 dis-
sent, that when the 14th Amendment was ratified
in 1868, 36 state or territorial laws limited abor-
tion and thus preborn children were protected by
the Amendment. Justice Rehnquist wrote at the
time, “To reach its result, the Court necessarily
has had to find within the scope of the Fourteenth
Amendment a right that was apparently completely
unknown to the drafters of that Amendment.”
Finnis wrote in First Things in 2021, “the pub-
lic meaning of ‘any person’ in the due process
and equal protection clauses of the Fourteenth
Amendment included the unborn, who in 1868
were protected, imperfectly though really, by the
common law in some states.”

Justice Samuel Alito’s decision overturning Roe
concluded that the 14th Amendment does not
apply to protecting any so-called right to abortion,
but did not go as far as to accept the argument that
the Amendment should apply to the preborn child.
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Don’t worry, be unhappy:
disappointing the millennials

Amusements
Rick
McGinnis

Ncarly 15 years ago, Emory

professor Mark Bauerlein
wrote The Dumbest Generation: How the Digital Age Stupefies
Youny Americans and Jeopardizes Our Future, a warning
that the cohort just making their way out of the educational
system were going to wrack havoc on civic and cultural life.
It joined a library of books written from the frontlines of
generational warfare, calling back wryly to the first battles
in that war with its subtitle: (Don’t Trust Anyone Under 30).

Bauerlein’s thesis was that, despite having unprecedented
access to information at nominal cost, young people were
leaving school less effectively educated than any previous
literate generation. The culprit, he said, was the “always
on” digital universe into which they had been born; their
miraculous devices hadn’t been a doorway to knowledge
but to easy defaults to self-absorption, distraction, narrow
pop culture obsessions and an ignorance of history. “The
Dumbest Generation will cease being dumb only when it
regards adolescence as an inferior realm of petty strivings,” he
wrote, “and adulthood as a real of civic, historical and cultural
awareness that puts them in touch with perennial ideas and
struggles.”

So how did that turn out?

Searching for an answer, Bauerlein recently published
The Dumbest Generation Grows Up: From Stupefied Youth
to Dangerous Adults. By its title alone, you have an idea
that, at least according to its author, the news isn’t good.
“They enjoyed an unprecedented habitat, surrounded by the
omnipresent screens,” he writes, “with the bells and whistles
obscuring the facts of what they were missing. Their multi-

year digital exposure hit them during the very years in which
the world takes form in a child’s head. Digital tools and lax
mentors primed them to flee from history, religion, great lit-
erature, and art, from music and ethics and American civics,
into the fantasy of a society that would replicate the teenage
bedroom, where freedom and friends predominated, games
and photos and chats never stopped.”

Surveying the scene from academia, Bauerlein saw the most
privileged and presumably most intelligent of the cohort
demanding that administrators protect them from ideas that
oftfended them, and that the curriculum be changed to cater
to the worldview they were still, in the most inchoate part
of their life, constructing. They made the same demands of
the entertainment they watched, and the social media they
consumed, and became the shock troops of an even more
polarized politics, once they overcame the popular myth that
young people had a hard time remembering to vote, or find-
ing a polling station.

So far, so what? — a critic of Bauerlein’s thesis will say that
every generation finds the ones following them to be want-
ing, much as they consider the ones immediately preceding
them to be disappointing. Generational conflict thrives as
much on situational bias as on statistics or verifiable trends.

But one section of his book fascinated me. He recalls a
time, five years or so back, when the writer and online per-
sonality Milo Yiannopoulos, a controversial figure, had been
invited to speak at his university. There was the usual erup-
tion of protest from the student body, and Bauerlein asked
one of his students — a young woman from outside the usual
privileged, middle class bubble that his students inhabited —
to tell him “what about Milo bothers these guys?” Bauerlein
recalls that she answered with obvious consideration for her
answer, “pausing and choosing her words carefully.” “Well,”
she said, “they believe that everyone...deserves...to be happy.”

It’s a strange answer, and Bauerlein obviously found it baf-
fling as well. How, precisely, one eccentric, notionally conser-
vative gadfly threatened the happiness of these students — or
of anyone else, anywhere, in the greater population — seemed
far-fetched, but it was the best, most incisive (Bauerlein calls
it “oracular”) answer his student could provide.

Documentarian explores
‘what is a woman?’

Mary Zwicker

In a world where men
can become women and
women can become men,
Matt Walsh and the Daily
Wire attempt to uncover
an answer to a scemingly
simple question in their new
film, What Is a Woman?
In order to define wom-
anhood, Walsh questions
different “experts” on the
topic of gender and sex.
He interviews therapists,
surgeons, and university
professors, attends women’s
marches and talks to people
in the streets. However,
no one is able to give him
an answer to his question
that is not irritatingly cir-
cular such as “A woman is
someone who identifies as
a woman.” In this search
for objective reality, Walsh
challenges the prescribed
narrative and exposes the
absurdity of transgender
ideology, as well as dem-
onstrates the heartbreak of
those who have experienced
firsthand the damage that
transgenderism perpetrates
both to families and to indi-
viduals.

“I am uncomfortable with
the term ‘truth’ I find it
inherently bigoted and
rude.” This was the response
that Walsh received from
a college professor as he
inquired about the defi-
nition of womanhood.
This leads one to ask an
important question: why
are transgender activists so
frightened by the idea of
objective truth? Is it because
they are afraid that it would
mean uncovering the truth
about what sex hormone-
blocking drugs or sex-reas-

signment surgeries do to a
person’s mental and physical
health? Or is it because they
know that objective real-
ity would say that men can
never become women and
vice versa?

One woman who under-
went transitional surgery
and was interviewed by
Walsh was Scott (Kellie)
Newgent, who identi-
fied herself as a “biological
female who transitioned to

to help her when she no
longer had the insurance
to pay. Breaking into tears,
Newgent showed Walsh her
arm, mangled and ruined
from different skin-grafting
surgeries. She said that there
was never any talk about the
mental and physical reper-
cussions of such a transi-
tion and no warning about
the experimental nature of
such a procedure. She wept,
saying “we are butchering

What is a Woman?
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appear like a man through
synthetic hormones and
surgery.”  Despite this,
Newgent declared that she
would “never be a man.”
She asked, “is it transpho-
bic to tell the truth?” In
a  heart-wrenching seg-
ment, Newgent told Walsh
that, among other things,
she had undergone seven
surgeries, suffered from a
stress-induced heart attack,
a pulmonary embolism,
countless infections, and
was not likely to live long
because of her transition.
She said that the doctors
who did this to her refused

"N

a generation of children
because nobody is willing
to talk about it!”

Michelle Forcier, a pedia-
trician, abortionist, and
gender-affirming therapist
disagreed with Newgent’s
chilling description of the
dangers of transitioning. She
did not, as Walsh suggested,
think that children have a
“tenuous” grasp on reality,
but believed that children
who think that Santa Claus
delivers their presents on
Christmas are aware enough
of the line between imagi-
nation and reality to make
life-altering decisions. She

asserts that studies show
that even babies and infants
are able to discover that
gender is not necessarily
aligned with their biological
sex, and she became offend-
ed when Walsh mentioned
his surprise that Lupron, a
chemical castration drug, is
used both on children and
sex-offenders alike.

What Is a Woman? is an
important movie because it
awakens the viewer to the
realities of atrocities that
are presented and practiced
against children today, in
the form of school propa-
ganda, graphic children’s
books, and the medical
establishment. It explores
the dark roots of the trans-
gender movement, includ-
ing disturbing figures such
as Alfred Kinsey and John
Money. What Is a Woman?
goes against the current
trend of political correct-
ness, which allows — encour-
ages? -- children to be
mutilated and their futures
ruined to follow what is
often an adolescent fantasy.
Comedic, ironic, and laugh-
able at times but also dis-
turbing, Matt Walsh accu-
rately portrays the absurdity
of the transgender move-
ment that has become a
chilling reality that is unable
to be questioned. In this
broad cultural movement
of darkness and inconsis-
tency, exasperated because
of social pressure, What Is a
Woman? provides a beacon
of light and a pillar of rea-
son that stands alone amidst
a world that has rejected the
sanity of reality.

Mary Zwicker is a summer
intern at Campaign Life
Coalition and The Interim.

The happiness of young people seems to be of great con-
cern nowadays. (I don’t remember my generation getting as
much attention.) This year, VICE ran an article that made
a stark claim (“Young People are Unhappier Than Ever”)
that began with 19-year-old Nevada-Aaliyah Claxton from
Luton and her friends getting together on FaceTime to cry.
“COVID-19 has stolen a chunk of her youth, but she feels
the grief and struggles are far from over. And she’s not alone.
One in four young people in Britain thinks it’s unlikely they’ll
ever recover from the emotional impact of the pandemic,
according to a study by the Prince’s Trust. The same research
found the happiness and confidence of 16- to 25-year-olds
has nosedived to a 13-year low.”

To be sure, the pandemic, the lockdowns, and official pro-
nouncements of which we should be very afraid have had an
effect on everyone’s well-being, regardless of age. But declin-
ing happiness among the young was a story in 2019, when
The Atlantic ran a story, “The Happiness Recession,” that
began with the statement that “in 2018, happiness among
young adults in America fell to a record low. The share of
adults ages 18 to 34 reporting that they were ‘very happy’
in life fell to 25 percent—the lowest level that the General
Social Survey, a key barometer of American social life, has
ever recorded for that population.”

The magazine ran the article as part of a larger thesis that
Young America was suffering from a “sex recession,” and
ended with the apparently startling admission that “declining
sex is at least partly about family and religious changes that
make it harder for people to achieve stable, coupled life at a
young age. If we’d like more young adults to experience the
joy of sex, we will have to either revive these institutions or
find new ways to kindle love in the rising generation.”

What’s startling about this concern about a deficit of hap-
piness among the young is the inference — more of a demand,
as voiced by Bauerlein’s student — that happiness is a human
right, as much if not more important than freedom of expres-
sion, clearly more so than the right to bear arms, and some-
where on the order of abortion on demand.

Logically it makes no sense, as Bauerlein takes pains to
points out. Happiness is not generally a zero-sum game, but
in certain situations it definitely is: “Two girls love the same
guy, and at least one of them will end up unhappy... intramu-
rals are taking place right now in the gym, and only one team
will win it all ... the popular business school at Emory admits
a certain number of sophomores and turns away the rest of
the applicants ... Sources of unhappiness are everywhere.”

You can widen the scope of this even further, if you want.
Everyone deserves to be happy? What about the sadist or
sociopath, unburdened by guilt? Who needs to suffer for
their happiness? And what about the damaged people who
hurt others because their trauma or psychosis demands a vic-
tim — the bully, the rapist, the domestic abuser, the war crimi-
nal? Rehabilitating these people requires an effort that society
often considers unworthy of the effort, and in the short term
they’d argue that their happiness is greatly enhanced by not
being punished.

Our modern concept of happiness as a right has its origin in
the language of the American Declaration of Independence,
which placed it next to life and liberty as what a citizen can
expect to pursue unhindered by their government. Writing in
First Things in 2012, James R. Rogers put it in the context
of other constitutional declarations of the time, such as the
Massachusetts Constitution of 1780, which stated that “the
happiness of a people and the good order and preservation
of civil government essentially depend upon piety, religion
and morality.”

But the Millennial understanding of happiness is clearly
predicated on the denial of liberty to whomever is perceived
as hindering the happiness of cither some vague majority or
(more usually) a vocal and aggrieved minority. The whole
idea is based on happiness being attainable, like a material
good or service, and overlooks the fact that it was the “pur-
suit of happiness” that was guaranteed, and not the object of
that pursuit.

The other day a friend who recently moved to the country
after a life lived in cities wrote me an email describing his
new life. He was sitting outside an ice cream parlour with his
wife eating a cone: “I was so happy and content, I could have
burst. I haven’t felt like this in years.” My friend has suffered
from material and social anxiety for as long as I’ve known
him, so this felt like a profound statement.

My friend does not live in a utopia — this moment of hap-
piness is clearly cherished, a salve to soothe the many anxious,
unhappy moments between that and the next one — and I
don’t understand why the young people Bauerlein describes
imagine that they, unique among generations, can remake the
world as one. “Everybody deserves to be happy. The choice
of an object doesn’t matter; never should it cause unhappi-
ness. Love of all kinds is ever deserving, the joys of it open to
everyone, everywhere anytime.”

Bauerlein’s book isn’t optimistic. At best it imagines that
the Millennial generation will suffer from its disappointed
expectations, and might attain some deferred wisdom late in
life. At worst, his book suggests that their tolerance has been
overestimated, and that they harbour some vengeful Red
Guard in their midst, intent one day on violently forcing
the world to conform to their expectations. In either case
that sounds like a world full of unhappiness, and I can’t
help but wonder why anyone imagined that their life would
deliver anything else.

continued from p. 7

leak and the actual decision
nearly seven weceks later. The
pro-abortion group “Ruth
Sent Us” posted the home
addresses the justices and
the names of the schools to
which they send their chil-
dren.

Pro-life pundits suggested
that the leak was motivated
by the desire to put public
pressure on the justices, but
if it was, it evidently did not
work.

Pro-life groups and con-
servative  media  noted
that President Joe Biden’s
administration had a muted
response to both the vio-
lence and threat of escalating
violence.

While Biden said protes-
tors should not picket out-
side justices’ homes, his then
press secretary Jen Psaki said,
“protests that have been
peaceful to date and we cer-
tainly continue to encour-
age that outside of judges’
homes and that is the presi-
dent’s position.”

Chief Justice John Roberts
launched an investigation
into the source of the leak
but it was not reported dis-
covered by the time the
Dobbs decision was released.

threats targeting pregnancy
resource centers and faith-
based organizations” but
had no other comment.

Pregnancy care centres
and churches continued to

A would-be assassin targeted Justice Brett Kavanaugh (pic-
tured) because he was upset with the possibility of Roe v.

Wade being overturned.

The Federal Bureau of
Investigation has confirmed
to media that it is looking
into “a series of attacks and
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be targeted for vandalism
and disruption after June
25, including an assault
on a church employee in

Bellevue, Washington after
the assailant spray-painted
the words “religion of hate”
and “woman haters” at the
St. Louise Catholic Church.
The activist threw a rock
at the employee and spray-
painted. There were also two
suspected arsons at Catholic
facilities in West Virginia and
Texas, and at a pregnancy
care centre in Colorado.
The U.S, Department of
Homeland Security issued
an “Intelligence Brief” on
June 24 stating that the fed-
eral government expected
“some domestic extremists
will likely exploit the recent
U.S. Supreme Court deci-
sion to overturn Roe w.
Wade to intensify violence
against a wide range of tar-
gets” and that the violence
“could occur for weeks.” In
its source summary state-
ment, the Department said
they have “moderate confi-
dence” in their assessment
that violence would be car-
ried out against pregnancy
care centres and churches.

100% of entry fee goes to assisting women

and the life-saving work of Campaign Life Coalition.
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Homeland Security wavns of move violence Adult discussion

continued from p.3

one of three MPs to address
the Save our Charities
rally last November on
Parliament Hill.

When Roe was over-
turned last month, Lewis
issued a statement saying she
favours an “open debate”
on the abortion issue, as
she accused Prime Minister
Justin Trudeau of importing
American issues to divide
the Canadian public. “We
shouldn’t bring U.S. politics
to Canada,” Lewis states,
“But that means we need
to have a respectful, adult
discussion about all impor-
tant issues and have hon-
est discussions with fellow
Canadians.”

Lewis updated her official
leadership website to state,
“with the U.S. Supreme
Court striking down Roe v.
Wade today, it does not take
a soothsayer to know how
the (Trudeau) Liberals will
run in the next election. It
will be all about abortion.”

She said the Conservatives

need to “take control” of
the conversation. “We have
a choice. We can try what
our party has done in the
last several elections and run
from the issue, letting the
Liberals set the agenda, or
we can be the voice of unity
and take control of the con-
versation.” Lewis said, “One
way or another, this conver-
sation is going to happen,
and our party can choose to
respectfully set the tone, or
we can let ourselves be hap-
less bystanders once again. I
am ready for this conversa-
tion.”

Lewis reiterated her pro-
life policies which have been
posted on the website since
she launched her campaign:
ending sex-selective abor-
tions, banning coerced
abortions, supporting preg-
nancy care centres, and
ending foreign funding of
abortions. “I have put these
forward because these are
the policies that bring all my
friends together, both pro-
choice and pro-life,” Lewis
wrote.

Lewis says Liberals cannot
accuse her of having a hid-
den agenda because she has
been open about her pro-
life views and willingness to
debate the issue.

Lewis also said she
opposed euthanasia. In a
new section to her cam-
paign website, she said
Canada has become a
“death on demand” coun-
try and she would like to
see the country reverse
course. She said, “many of
us warned about a slippery
slope back in 2016 as the
Trudeau Liberals pushed
through the legalization of
euthanasia across Canada,”
and, “Of course, we were
dismissed and told that
our fears of a government-
funded death-on-demand
system would never hap-
pen.” Lewis noted, “Sadly,
we were right” although
she “underestimated how
fast this Liberal government
would sprint down the slip-
pery slope, and run towards
the clift.”

“Canada’s MAID (Medical
Assistance in Dying) law isn’t
about compassion,” Lewis
explained. “Itis a betrayal of
the most vulnerable among
us who we should be pro-
tecting ... It’s time we have
a Prime Minister and gov-
ernment who will offer help
and hope, not a death-on-
demand regime that threat-
ens the poor, the mentally
ill, youth, women, the elder-
ly, and the disabled.”

Lewis vowed to “repeal
and replace Bill C-7 to
restore important safe-
guards to protect the vul-
nerable and refocus efforts
to deliver care to the suffer-
ing, not push them towards
death.” She said a Lewis
government would expand
mental health treatment ser-
vices and suicide prevention
resources, increase access to
palliative care, and double
the number of weeks for
Employment Insurance to
family caregivers to make it
“casier for families to pro-
vide the care their loved
ones need.”

Lewis also promised to
“enshrine conscience pro-
tections for doctors,” whom
she said should “never be
coerced or pressured to vio-
late their conscience by par-
ticipating in MAiD.”
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Chesterton on the family

The Stovy of the Family:
G.K. Chesterton on the Only
State that Creates and Loves

Its Own Citizens
edited by Dale Ahlquist
(Ignatius, $17.95,
237 pages)

Paul Tuns
Review

Despite writing a centu-
ry ago about the maladies
afflicting the family and thus
the whole of society, G.K.
Chesterton still seems rel-
evant, an insightful critic of
the intellectual, economic,
and cultural challenges that
threaten the viability of fam-
ily life in modern society. I
am fond of observing that
Chesterton is always in sea-
son and the world needs
more Chesterton, so it
is good to see that Dale
Ahlquist has assembled a
collection of short and lon-
ger excerpts of Chesterton’s
writings for a 21st century
audience in The Story of the
Family: G.K. Chesterton on
the Only State that Creates
and Loves Its Own Citizens.
Ahlquist  groups  the
excerpts and articles in chap-
ters covering, “The Family
... and the World,” “Love ...
and Sex,” “Marriage ... and
Divorce,” “Babies ... and
Birth Control,” “Parents ...
and Public Education,” and
“Home ... and Work.” Each
chapter begins with several
pages of epigrams or brief
paragraphs before delving
into longer excerpts.
Chesterton raises mother-
hood to its rightful, exalted
place in all these chapters.
In the chapter “Home ...
and Work,” Ahlquist pro-
vides an excerpt from G.K’s
Weekly (1930) on “the

equality of sexlessness” in

BUYING

OR SELLING
REAL ESTATE?

which Chesterton says, “In
almost all of the modern
opinions on women it is curi-
ous to observe how many lies
have to be assumed before
a case is made” One lie
which was celebrated at the
time was that women were
being emancipated from
being mothers and grand-
mothers as if these roles had
no “positive social achieve-
ment.” Nothing could be
further from the truth, and
Chesterton dismisses the
modern accomplishments
that replace these traditional
achievements.

Of special interest is
Chesterton’s dissection of
contraception, the contra-
ceptive mentality, and abor-
tion. Chesterton wrote in
Eugenics and Other Evils,
abortion is “the mutilation
of womanhood and the mas-
sacre of men: unborn.” He
wrote sardonically that con-
traception “stalks through
the modern State, leading
the march of human prog-
ress through abortion infan-
ticide.” The slippery slope
argument is vindicated by
events that show so-called
progress to be a never-end-
ing slide down a dangerous,
desolate, and, to those who
have eyes to see, terrifying
hill. Chesterton noted in
1914 a growing sentimental-
ity about animals and pre-
dicted, “Wherever there is
Animal Worship, there will be
Human Sacrifice.” Abortion
was practiced but not legal in
the West but Chesterton saw
its emergence at the service
of modernity.

Chesterton  celebrates
marriage and family life as
a natural and vibrant basis
for society — “the only state
that creates and loves its
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REAL ESTATE F6R LIFE PROGRAM

“An excellent way to support
our pro-life activities at no cost to you”.
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own citizens” -- which is
why he detested and argued
vehemently against divorce.
Chesterton had no illusions
that family life is easy. In
fact, it can be quite difficult
(he once called it a “duel to
the death”) but that is all the
more reason we must work
so hard to help it flourish.
(It should also be noted that
Chesterton advised “no man
of honour should decline”
said duel.) Chesterton is a
delightful writer with a won-
derful way with words, and
thus he describes divorce:
“Divorce is not an emanci-
pation. It is a veto: because
it is a veto on the most
human of things—vows.”
And anticipating the liber-
tarian impulse to celebrate
abortion, he wrote in Irish
Impressions “the only object
of liberty is life.”

The chapter “Parents ...
and Public Education” is
especially important today
as state-run schools substi-
tute propaganda for teach-
ing. Parents are the first
educators and inculcating
common sense and core
values are among the first
responsibilities of parents to
their children. It is wrong to
outsource this vital instruc-
tion to the school system.
His description of English
public education in the
1930 sounds even more apt
today: “Of course, it would
be worth while to pay a big
price to get a well-informed
people. At the present
moment we are paying an
abominably big price to get a
more and more ill-informed
people.” Nine decades ago,
Chesterton warned “that all
our educational experiments
are in the wrong direction”
because they “are concerned
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with turning children, not
only into men, but modern
men.” That describes mod-
ern education’s manias over
sex education and critical
race theory.

The chapter “Home ...
and Work” deals with the
proper relationship among
citizens and how it ties back
into family life. Here we see
Chesterton’s economic  sys-
tem of Distributism or eco-
nomic personalism in action,
in which support for small,
local businesses show love
for one’s neighbours, an
extension of the Christian
home. Echoing Marx (but
with a better anthropology
and sociology), Chesterton
warned that many work
arrangements were enslaving
rather than emancipating,
and that when “the indi-

vidual can see the begin-
ning and the end of his own
work,” it is worth rejoicing.
Modern man, Chesterton
saw, became a cog in the
capitalist machine and that
“a clue to innumerable
modern complications is
precisely that the employer
must come first, before even
the law-giver, before even
the policeman.” People are
only valuable as labour-
ers and consumers for the
economy. Hearth and home
suffer under such arrange-
ments. Chesterton noticed
in 1927 the connections
between monopolistic capi-
talism, large-scale urbaniza-
tion, and birth control.
Chesterton wrote in The
New Jerusalem that “Every
high civilization decays by
forgetting obvious things.”

Chesterton tries to remind
readers of those obvi-
ous things as they relate
to the family: faith, mar-
riage, motherhood, father-
hood, children, school,
work. Ahlquist has done
a great service collecting
Chesterton’s writings on
these topics in one, acces-
sible book that deserves to
be read slowly — Chesterton
thought the pace of “mod-
ern” life a century ago was
too fast — and thoroughly
absorbed ... and then read
again. Chesterton said that
“There is an attack on the
family; and the only thing
to do with an attack is to
attack it.” With Chesterton’s
prescient writings, defend-
ers of the family will be well
armed to attack modernist
assault on the family.
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Mary Zwicker

The World Health
Organization, among many
others, markets abortion as a
“safe, timely, affordable and
respectful” procedure, one
that ought to remain legal
in order to avoid posing “a
risk to not only the physi-
cal but also the mental and
social well-being of women
and girls.” Unfortunately,
the reality of abortion is far
less sterile and safe than pro-
abortion activists make it out
to be. As Sarah Ruiz from
LifeSiteNews writes, “abor-
tion carries serious health
risks” that can cause some
“serious health complica-
tions.” The truth is, there is
a grubby underbelly to the
abortion industry that the
public chooses to ignore.
This stark reality is found
everywhere in the abortion
industry. Although it is mar-
keted as a simple, sanitary,
and riskless procedure, abor-
tion is, in fact, a gruesome,
unhygienic, and danger-
ous operation that not only
ends the life of a human
child but also threatens the
life of the mother obtain-
ing the abortion. Ruiz states
that organizations such as
Planned Parenthood are in
the abortion business for the

The grubby reality of abortion

money, not because they care
about the lives or health of
the women they victimize.
Consequentially, she says that
“it is not in their best interest
to provide information that
may make the patient think
about alternatives to abor-
tion, such as adoption.”

ReProtection, a pro-life
organization that attempts
to protect both women and
children from the fatality of
abortion by investigating and
exposing the truth about the
grubbiness of abortion mills,
offers a similar warning, say-
ing that “abortion facilities
are known for focusing on
profits over safety and they
cannot be trusted to oversee
themselves.”

A Florida abortuary
was recently exposed by
ReProtection. The abortion-
ist in question, Ali Azima,
was an 87-year-old man who
“endangered the lives of mul-
tiple patients with accidental
lacerations, not appropriately
treating breathing problems,
and an inability to hold his
hands steady enough to
insert a needle or hold surgi-
cal instruments.” Not only
was this abortionist endan-
gering lives, but he was also
practicing illegally, without a
license, as he was previously
suspended due to “a number

of botched abortions, which
resulted in irreparable harm
to women.” Protesters out-
side the abortuary reported
seeing a woman run from
the facility mid-procedure,
blood dripping down her
legs.

Another recent case
involves Ulrich Klopfer, an
abortionist in the American
Midwest until his death
in 2019 at the age of 79.
Klopfer committed more
than 50,000 abortions
throughout his career. Those
who worked with Klopfer
at his various abortuaries
described the abortionist
as extremely competitive,
desperate to perform high
numbers of abortions a day.
Questions about Klopfer’s
character were raised after
his death when the remains
of 2246 fetuses were dis-
covered, stored in boxes
in his garage at his home.
Another 165 fetal remains
were uncovered in the trunk
of an old Mercedes-Benz
that Klopfer stored at a park-
ing garage. This discovery
was similar to an instance
in 1982, where the remains
of over 15,000 fetuses were
found in a storage garage
belonging to a patholo-
gist. The motives behind
such disturbing breaches of

human dignity are unknown.
Besides this chilling discov-
ery, Klopfer also faced vari-
ous allegations throughout
his career, including not
reporting instances where
sexual abuse was obvious. In
one instance, he performed
an abortion on a ten-year-
old girl who had been raped
by her uncle. And yet, he
did not report this violation
to authorities. Another time,
Klopfer was accused of mal-
practice, after he left pieces
of the fetus inside the womb
of a woman who then had to
seck medical treatment for a
severe infection.

There is no shortage of
successful civil cases against
abortionists for malpractice in
the U.S. In one famous 2014
case, the family of Tonya
Reaves received a $2 million
settlement against Planned
Parenthood of Illinois,
Northwestern ~ Memorial
Hospital, and Northwestern
Medical Faculty Foundation
for a botched abortion that
killed their 24-year-old
daughter two years prior. On
July 20, 2012, Reaves, 16
weeks pregnant, underwent
a surgical abortion which
resulted in severe internal
hemorrhaging due to perfo-
rations in her womb. These
perforations were caused by
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the clumsy use of forceps
by the abortionist, a tool
used to dismember and rip
the unborn child from the
womb. Because of these
injuries, Reaves bled for five-
and-a-half hours straight
before she was finally sent
to Northwestern Memorial
Hospital, where the botched
abortion was completed
before the medical profes-
sionals realized the sever-
ity of her situation. She suc-
cumbed to her injuries when
doctors were unable to quell
the uncontrollable bleeding.

Tonya was not the only
mother who has fallen vic-
tim to the dangers of abor-
tion. An abortion mill in
Pensacola, Florida, was
recently forced to shut its
doors due to three horrific
misconducts in regard to the
health of mothers, exposed
due to the investigative work
of ReProtection. In the first
case, a woman suffered from
a ruptured uterus and lac-
erated cervix, and hemor-
rhaged severely. She was sent
away with her husband to
drive to a hospital that was
more than an hour away,
where she “required resusci-
tation and mass transfusion”
to save her life. Another
woman at this abortuary suf-
fered heavy bleeding when

~
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the attempt to open her cer-
vix ruptured her amniotic
sac. The staff gave her doses
of Pitocin and Methergine
but failed to monitor her
vitals as she continued to
bleed heavily, resulting in her
ultimate transfer to a hospi-
tal emergency department.
When paramedics arrived to
transport her, they reported-
ly found her lying, unrespon-
sive, on a table amidst “pools
of blood.” She survived but
had to undergo a total hys-
terectomy. A third woman
“required the repair of uter-
ine perforation, a colon
resection, a colostomy, a sig-
moidectomy, and a cystos-
copy.” ReProtection found
that none of these cases was
recorded in the abortion
mill’s medical records, even
though required by law.

Perhaps the most grue-
some and infamous example
of the abortion industry’s
lack of care for women and
the sanctity of life is the story
of Kermit Gosnell, abortion-
ist and serial killer. Sentenced
to three life-terms in pris-
on in 2013, Gosnell’s story
is nothing short of maca-
bre. Beginning his abortion
career in the 1970s, Gosnell
operated the Women’s
Medical Society Clinic in
Philadelphia, a building that
was later dubbed a “house
of horrors” during the trial
because of the atrocities com-
mitted within. When officers
raided this house of horrors
in February 2010 looking
for illegal drugs, what they
found was hauntingly worse.
Floors were bloodstained,
the air reeked of urine, cats
wandered through the grimy
halls, and cat feces littered
the floor. Women waiting
for their abortions sat in old,
blood-stained chairs wrapped
in blood-soaked blankets.
Women were administered
strong sedatives even though
staft had never been trained
and did not know how to
administer them. Most of
the medications were found
to be long expired. Once
women had been induced,
they would sit on a toilet
until the fetus came out. The
fetus was then collected from
the toilet. Equipment was
old, rusty, and had not been
inspected. The surgical room
itself was “filthy and unsani-
tary,” according to offi-
cial reports; police officers
described it as resembling a
dirty gas station restroom.
The only tubes available in
the need for oxygen admin-
istration were the Dbloody
suction tubes used for the
abortion itself. The remains
of aborted fetuses were scat-
tered throughout the facility,
stored in whatever was avail-
able: boxes, cartons, jars, and
milk bags. The police discov-
ered jars full of the severed
feet of aborted babies lin-
ing bookshelves, while other
fetal remains were stored in
refrigerators. Gosnell was
also found spreading STDs
through the use of unsani-
tary abortion tools, work-
ing in extremely unhygienic
conditions, hiring unlicensed
staff, and selling Oxytocin
under the table to drug
addicts.

Aside from these chilling
findings, Gosnell was guilty
of killing at least two women.
In 2000, Semika Shaw died
from perforations in her

See ‘Born” p. 20
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"He who gathers crops in summer is a prudent son,but he who sleeps during

harvest is a disgraceful son.”

~  Proverbs 10:5

]Li[)-)/August 2022

Harvest in Provence
by Vincent Van Gogh (1888)
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Life shouldn’t be a dvag for kids

continued from p. 5

regardless of their sex or
self-described gender iden-
tity to compete. It is not
clear who precisely would
want to swim in such com-
petitions: women would
be at a disadvantage and
“transgender” men claim to
be women and thus should
find the compromise com-
petitions demeaning to
their made-up identity. Still,
FINA has been a rare, if
only partial, voice of sanity
in maintaining the competi-
tive integrity of its sport.
* %

Michael Robilard, writ-
ing for American Greatness,
argues we must stop using
the word “gender” in place
of sex. “By now, it should
be abundantly clear to any-
one even halfway paying
attention, that the singular
term ‘gender’ has become
the primary source of con-
fusion, frustration, and
consistent defeat for con-
servatives within the pres-
ent transgender debate
specifically, and the larger
culture war generally” The
solution: “Stop using the
word ‘gender’ altogether.”
Robilard notes that the
Left has used the “canopy
term” gender for any num-
ber of concepts, including
some of which are inher-
ently contradictory: socially
constructed gender roles to
innately felt and privately
determined gender iden-
tity, from instances of bio-
logically determinative rare
intersex disorders to sexual
preference. It is all so con-
fusing, perhaps deliberate-
ly so. (Instapundit Glenn
Harlan Reynolds has said
in a different context that
the confusion and con-
stantly changing definition
is deliberate so that conser-
vatives are always playing
catch-up to the new rules of
the game.) Feminists such
as Simone de Beauvior and
Judith Bulter made the dis-
tinction between biological
sex and socially or cultur-
ally conditioned gender,
and argued the latter had
no relation to the former.
Within a generation, gen-
der became conflated with

gender identity, which was
deeply person, not socially
created. Thus, we are told,
gender was bad but gender
identity was good. Robilard
says the “radical definitional
inconsistency, ambiguity,
and compounding confu-
sion” is an “unwinnable
game” — by design. New
York Times columnist Ross
Douthat recently observed
that at some point social
mores changed about use
of the term sex in reference
to male and female because
we tend to think of coitus
when we hear the term
sex. Robilard makes a con-
vincing case that common
sense, reason and strategic
self-interest require us to
use the term sex and eschew
gender and to “refuse to
engage in a game against
an adversary who simultane-
ously operates as both play-
er and rule-maker, oppo-
nent and referee.”
* %

The biologist ].B.S.
Haldane was not using the
word queer in the sense of
gender identity or sexual
orientation when he said,
“The universe if not only
queerer than we suppose,
but queerer than we can
suppose,” but the quote is
probably apt with both con-
notations of the word.

* %

Last month the American
Academy of DPediatrics
issued a statement alter-
ing its breastfeeding rec-
ommendation from “age 1
and beyond” to “age 2 and
beyond” depending on the
desires of the mother and
child. So far, so good. But
the press release announc-
ing the recommendation
concludes with a paragraph:
“The policy also notes that
children of gender-diverse
parents may have less access
to human milk because of
both social and biological
constraints. When working
with gender-diverse families,
AAP suggests asking fami-
lies what terms they use and
that the term ‘chestfeed-
ing, may be more accurate
and inclusive as it concerns
lactation and physiology in
gender-diverse families.” So

much there.
* %

I find the trotting out
of drag queens in front of
children at school events
or libraries incredibly odd.
I do not understand the
pedagogical purpose of
these exercises, let alone
why grown adults think it
wise to expose innocent
children to gender-confused
men parading as women
and increasingly sexualized
presentations such as mock
stripping. Last month, to
celebrate LGBTQ Pride a
Dallas bar hosted “Drag
Your Kids to Pride,” and
video from the event made
it abundantly clear that it
was not appropriate for chil-
dren” with men prancing in
women’s underwear, gyrat-
ing and grinding against
customers. Since then, there
have been other reports
of events labeled “family
friendly” featuring cross-
dressing, sexualized adults
performing lewd acts in
front of children. The New
York Post reported that New
York City spent more than
$200,000 on drag shows for
students last year and that
most of the time parents
were either not informed
of the programs or were
told they could not opt-out
their children. Michigan’s
Democrat Attorney General
Dana Nesel, said in a press
conference in response to
growing awareness of drag
shows at schools — con-
troversy is not quite the
word because traditional
and social media generally
ignore or censor news about
drag time for kids -- that
“Drag queens make every-
thing better. Drag queens
are fun. A drag queen for
every school.” Michigan,
in case you are wondering,
typically ranks in the bot-
tom quintile in literacy and
graduation rates so perhaps
the focus of schools should
be instruction that could
help students read and fin-
ish high school rather than
often illicit performative
displays of transgender-
ism. As Jarrett Stepmen
writes in the Daily Signal,
“Revolutionary  regimes

have typically promoted
total cultural transformation
by converting the youth,”
so “’A drag queen in every
school’ is the Modern Left’s

‘chicken in every pot””

I spend an inordinate
amount of time online and
on social media (a hazard
of being a journalist), and I
found a shocking but unsur-
prising number of people
who thought that the
Supreme Court’s ruling last
month that a high school
football coach should be
allowed to pray at the
50-yard line after the game
was wrong because high
school athletes are impres-
sionable and cannot resist
the pressures of conform-
ing to their coach’s wishes,
but who also find noth-
ing wrong with lewd drag
performances in front of
young children at libraries
or schools. Big, burly foot-
ball players cannot decide
for themselves not to pray
but exposing the smallest
of impressionable children
does not present a danger
of grooming them for the
LGBQT ideology? Got it.

The Biden Administration
is expanding Title IX laws
against “sex discrimination”
to include “gender-identity
discrimination” and it will
have the perverse effect of
withholding federal school
lunch program funding
from schools that do not
comply with their rules. So
religious schools or school
administrators  that are
attentive to concerned par-
ents might have to deny
low-income families access
to their lunch programs if
they refuse to take part in
the grooming exercises of
the transgender ideology?
Got it.

* %

This is the July-August
issue, so it is a little lon-
ger than usual. We will be
running numerous book
reviews and updates on
developments related to
overturning Roe through-
out the Summer on our
website. Be sure to visit
Thelnterim.com.
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Socialism as a Secular Creed: A Modevn Global History
Andrei Znamenski (Lexington Books,
$176 hc, $61 pb, 451 pages)

Andrei Znamenski writes in
the introduction to Socialism JICIALISM AS A
as a Secular Creed, “When REED
I embarked on this project [ Pt ralk gy
of galloping through the
150 years of socialism’s his-
tory I never suspected that
it would be such an excit-
ing and intellectually chal-
lenging venture.” In more
than 400 pages, he provides
a tour de force of histori-
cal knowledge and analysis of
philosophy, religion, and cul-
ture. Znamenski argues that
socialism is a form of political
religion — a “secular creed” or
surrogate religion that was rooted in utopians ideas of prog-
ress and science. Znamenski provides a chronological analysis
of the development of socialism (and its mutations) in both
theory and practice. Unlike most apologists who argue that
socialism has never been truly tried and the brutal realities of
regimes that rule under the name of socialism do not reflect
the ideal of socialism, Znamenski demonstrates that the bar-
baric practices of communist governments is linked directly
to socialism’s theory. The cults of scientism and statism justify
grand projects and social engineering to make mankind not
merely better off but better. Central planners can legitimately
curtail liberty and impose punitive measures to correct the
flaws in man to bend them to acceptable modern sensibili-
ties. He explains and illustrates how the class-conscious roots
of socialism gave way to racial identitarian politics: “The
ideological border between class justice and racial justice is
very slim.” He ably describes the “cultural turn” from inter-
national economic (class) concerns to identity politics sorted
along racial and gender lines. From Marx and Engels to the
Frankfurt School, from Hitler’s National Socialism to Maoism
in China, from the New Left Cultural Marxists to present-day
political opportunists, Znamenski draws a straight line from
Marxism to the mainstreaming of academic fetishes such as
deconstruction and postmodernism. In short, most of the
myriad isms that seem to branch out into numerous difterent
concerns all have their roots in Marxism.

The Greater Reset: Reclaiming Pevsonal Soverveignty
Under Natural Law
Michael D. Greany and Dawn K. Brohawn
(Tan, $30, 383 pages)

For 40 vyears the World
Economic Forum’s Klaus
Schwab has pushed a glo-
balist agenda of stakeholder
capitalism which would make
companies answerable not
to their sharcholders but a
global elite that share a cen-
tralizing worldview of welfare
statism and monopoly capi-
talism. The WEF is mostly
a talk shop, but their ideas
have some currency among
like-minded politicians and
Schwab has repackaged his
old prescriptions for the post-COVID era under the guise of
The Great Reset. Michael D. Greany and Dawn K. Brohawn
have a counter-offer, The Greater Reset, based on Catholic
social teaching and an understanding of the common good,
to remedy the societal and economic ills that plague modern
man. They argue for institutions with human and humane
scope in order to bring about the conditions to create the
Kingdom of God on Earth. The problem with Schwab’s
Reset is that it ignores “the impact of concentrated power
on the dignity, equal opportunity, and empowerment of
every human person.” Schwab’s plan would “vastly increase
the power of the State and that of a tiny elite.” This is anti-
human because the vast majority of citizens and consumers
“become mere objects of the acts of others.” On the other
hand, economic personalism, the authors argue, “seeks to dif-
fuse economic power structurally by democratizing access to
capital ownership for every person” so all people can become
“full participants in the institutions of the common good.”
This view of how society should be ordered not only respects
but highlights the dignity of every human being. The “give-
and-take in social life” that is only possible in human-scale
institutions that eschew both libertarianism and collectivism
is a (uniquely) happy median between “isolated individuals
(and) indistinguishable members of the collective.” Only then
are people “responsible for their own acts” because they are
free to “distinguish truth and falsechood as well as good and
evil” The limitless rights of radical libertarianism and rule by
diktat of collectivism denies human agency and self-determi-
nation. Not only is The Greater Reset a necessary alternative
to the collectivist-monopolist goals of the WEF jetsetters, it
is a timely reminder of what Catholic social teaching is (and
isn’t), focused on “three principles of economic justice: 1)
participative justice, 2) distributive justice, and 3) social jus-
tice” that should speak to all people of goodwill and seek “an
understanding of the universal principles of natural law.”

GREATER

Reclaiming Prevonal Secareigniy
ety Nadwod Lae

MICHAEL O GREAREY & DAWN I BROHANH
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Handing Down the Faith: How Pavents Pass Their

Religion on to the Next Genevation
Christian Smith and Amy Adamczyk
(Oxford, $33, 148 pages)

Sociologists Christian Smith
and Amy Adamczyk distill
American research based on
215 in-depth personal inter-
views and two surveys of
a nationally representative
sample of parents to deter-
mine what it takes for reli-
gious parents to inculcate
their children in their chosen
faith in their important and
timely book, Handing Down
the Faith: How Parents
Pass Their Religion on to
the Next Generation. While
there are important differ-
ences between Canadian and
American politics and cul-
ture, in one fundamental way they are similar and it is a vital
point that the authors make, namely that religion today
is viewed as a “personal identity accessory” rather than as
a “community solidarity project.” The American family is
no longer nestled in a community, representing instead a
personal lifestyle choice. Under these conditions, parents
find themselves in a weakened position to pass their faith
onto their children. There is a tension between lifestyle and
values that make the atomized family is ill-equipped for the
intergenerational transmission of faith — for the declining
numbers of parents who wish to imbue their faith to their
children. What the research indicates is that by far the most
important factor in instilling religious socialization in chil-
dren is not church or school programs but parental example
and involvement, with an authoritative but affectionate
parenting style being the most effective way to positively
influence children to carry on the faith. Unsurprisingly,
parents who have engaged discussions with their children
about their own religious beliefs and practices are more
likely to build religious attachment among their offspring
than parents who take a laissez-faire approach of letting chil-
dren figure out faith for themselves. That said, the research
shows that a community of believers that share moral values
go some way in preventing children from being tempted to
hedonistic secular tendencies such as sexual experimentation
and drug and alcohol abuse.
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Career & Family: Women’s Century-Long
Journey Toward Equity

Claudia Goldin (Princeton, $38, 325 pages)
Harvard economics profes-
sor Claudia Goldin’s Career
& Family: Women’s Century-
Long Journey Toward Equity
examines the career and fam-
ily decisions women make as
they try to narrow both the
wage gap in the workplace
and experience equitable
sharing of responsibilities in
the home. The most impor-
tant insight Goldin makes
is that there is no one path
for college educated women
when it comes to work and
family; whereas in the early
20th century college edu-
cated women generally had
to choose between a career and a family, today, there a
wide variety of women (whom Goldin places in various
archetypes based on her own extensive research) that make
different choices in how they prioritize work and family,
sometimes to the exclusion or detriment of the opposite
sphere. In understanding that women are not uniform in
their desires and decisions, Goldin adds a lot to current dis-
cussions about how to best support women in the workforce
— and at home. Another focus of Goldin’s exploration of
women’s choices surrounding work and family is the impact
of time; she notes that “on-call, rush, emergency, evenings,
and weekend time is demanded simultaneously from the
home and the office.” She examines public policy influences
that might help women balance home and office but says
that the more important factor is cultural, from the demands
employers make on employees to the duties shared by their
male partners (“couple equity”).

For all the recent talk about abortion being necessary
for women to take advantage of their educational and
employment opportunities, Goldin has just one reference
to abortion in her entire book, noting that abortion and
contraception contributed to women marrying later which
meant they could focus on education and employment
before having a family. That trend, however, as well as
long-term singlehood, has led to an increased demand for
assisted reproduction, which Goldin writes about in much
greater depth, perhaps indicating the next front in the
culture wars.

areer
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The progressive war on fun

The Rise of the New
Puvitans: Fighting Back
Against Progressives’ War
on Fun
by Noah Rothman
(Broadside Books,
$36, 300 pages)
Paul Tuns
Review

THE RISE
OF THE
NEW
PURITANS

-
FIGHTING BACK AGAINET
PRRGERESSIVES WAR 9N FUN

NOAH
ROTHMAN

Noah Rothman, an associate
editor at the Jewish monthly
magazine Commentary and
author of Unjust: Social
Justice and the Unmaking
of America, has turned his
eye to the modern left’s
puritanical moralizing and
asceticism in a fun jaunt
of a book, The Rise of the
New Puritans: Fighting Back
Against Progressives’ War on
Fun. Rothman recalls H.L.
Mencken’s “contemptuous
line” that puritanism is the
“haunting fear that some-
one, somewhere may be
happy.” As contemptuous as
Mencken’s remark is,
Rothman says it “con-
tains a grain of truth about
any philosophy with utopian
designs,” noting that the

“the perfect is the enemy
of the good, as the saying
goes,” and, “it should be
added that the pursuit of
the perfect is also the enemy
of joy.”

Rothman very briefly
notes the joyless and austere
lives of the 17th century
English religious sect known
a puritans, and although
he acknowledges the sin-
cere theological beliefs of
puritans he is also correct
in criticizing their extreme
self-denial and social polic-
ing of vice that more often
than not created hypocrites
and classes of shunned sin-
ners than the perfect, virtu-
ous society they sought to
enforce.

Rothman does not dwell
on the original puritans; the
focus of the book, as the
title indicates, is the New
Puritans, the modern pro-
gressive Left that seeks to
strictly enforce a politically
correct orthodoxy and can-
cel anyone who runs afoul
of their new (and constant-
ly changing) morality. The
toxic piling on we routinely
see against conservatives on
social media is the modern
version of putting violators
of the elite’s moral codes
in the stocks to be mocked
and pilloried. One bad joke,
one wrong viewpoint can
unleash calls for a person
to be disciplined, including
fired from their livelihood.
What is missing from the
quasi-religious New Puritans
is grace.

Rothman covers vast
ground, from efforts to
eliminate eating meat and
smoking tobacco to end-

ing ethnic jokes and cultural
appropriation.  Rothman
points out that policing
morality was once mostly
a conservative phenomenon
but now both sides, but
more prevalently the illiberal
Left, take part in enforcing a
narrow orthodoxy.

The New Puritans are dif-
ferent from the early reli-
gious sect in one important
respect: while the original
puritans were in fact reli-
gious, the New Puritans and
their customs are “aestheti-
cally religious” and their
enforcement “demonstrate
how no person or profes-
sion can exist outside poli-
tics anymore.” Rothman
quotes historian Jack P.
Green, that ecarly “Puritans
organized themselves into
‘tightly constructed and
relatively independent com-
munities in which inhabit-
ants formally covenanted
with each other to comprise
unified social organisms.”
The New Puritans com-
pel compliance with their
worldview; Rothman notes
“today’s progressive activ-
ists pride themselves in their
support for diversity in all
spheres of public life — all
spheres, that is, save intellec-
tual life.” What is favoured
by the progressive Left com-
munity must be imposed on
all others, and if it cannot be
imposed, then at least viola-
tions of their chosen norms
will be subject to severe
punishment, or at least calls
for severe punishment, often
wildly out of proportion to
the supposed harm done.

Turning his attention
to politics, Rothman illus-

Born babies killed, women gagged

continued from p. 17

uterus that Gosnell failed
to tell her about. In 2009,
Karnamaya Mongar died
after Gosnell administered a
lethal dose of medication to
the 41-year-old immigrant
woman who weighed only
90 pounds. Gosnell was
also accused of performing
an abortion on a young,
87-pound teen, Robyn Reid,
even after she protested
that she did not want one.
Allegedly, when Reid said
that she had changed her
mind about the abortion,
Gosnell tore off her clothes,
hit her, tied her to the sur-
gical table, and drugged
her against her will. Kermit
Gosnell also killed numerous
infants once they had been
born, severing their heads by
snipping their spines at the
base of their skulls. Stephen
Massof, an unlicensed medi-
cal graduate who worked
alongside Gosnell, testified
against his former employer
during the trial, stating that
it would “rain fetuses” at
the abortion mill, as women
were given drugs to speed up
the birthing process and that
it was common for babies
were born alive and scream-
ing during the abortion pro-
cedure, after which Gosnell
would “snip” the spines of
these newborns, “a literal

beheading.”
While some of these sto-
ries may seem irrelevant

or far from home, Jim
Hughes, former president
of Campaign Life Coalition
told The Interim that simi-
lar things have occurred in

Canadian abortion mills.
He mentioned a few specific
examples of women being
forced into abortions against
their will at the Henry
Morgentaler abortuary on
Harbord Street in Toronto.
He recalled standing in silent
protest outside the abortion
mill and watching as a moth-
er and a boyfriend dragged
a girl, screaming and strug-
gling, into the facility. As
he watched, a police officer
approached Hughes and said
that he better not say a thing
or he would arrest him. He
responded “this isn’t choice,
they’re dragging her!”
but the officer did noth-
ing.” Hughes also recalled a
young girl, a nanny working
in Canada on a visa, get-

ting dragged into the abor-
tuary while screaming that
she did not want an abor-
tion. She had been impreg-
nated by her employer and
was forced against her will
to abort the child. In yet
another instance, Hughes
described the testimony of
a woman who changed her
mind about her abortion
during the procedure. As she
protested, she was restrained
by Morgentaler, who shoved
tampons into her mouth in
order to shut her up and
silence her screams so that
he could finish the abortion
against her will.

Hughes described anoth-
er shocking episode that
occurred when a young
woman approached pro-life

trates that “culture is not
fabricated in Washington
and imposed in a top-down
fashion on the rest of the
country,” arguing that
“when Democratic politi-
cians promised their voters
that they could rewrite the
American social compact
at will, they were lying to
their constituents and, quite
probably, themselves.”

The author concludes
with G.K. Chesterton who
found man’s “very power
of enjoyment destroyed
half his joys” because the
“chief pleasure is surprise.”
Rothman says the “perfectly
ordered world is the enemy
of happiness, as is the arro-
gance associated with the
presumption that we are
capable of ordering anything
indefinitely.” Returning to
the often-paradoxical obser-
vations of Chesterton,
Rothman quotes his wise
words: “the mightiest of the
pleasures of man, is at bot-
tom entirely humble. It is
impossible without humility
to enjoy anything — even
pride” Along with grace,
the New Puritans lack the
humility to understand the
limits of their worldview
or their efforts to police
and enforce it. Rothman is
hopeful that this period of
politically correct, strictly
enforced orthodoxy will
pass, but even if it does
it will “leave its marks on
Western history” as he won-
ders how historians in the
future will look upon our
contemptuous and pitiful
time. But by then, he pre-
dicts, the puritanical cycle
will begin anew.

volunteers as they peacefully
protested on Gerard Street
in front of the Cabbagetown
Women’s abortion mill. She
explained that the abortion-
ist had already inserted the
laminaria in order to begin
the abortion, but that she
changed her mind and did
not want an abortion after
all. Hughes said that one
of the pro-life volunteers
accompanied the girl to the
hospital, but that they were
followed by members of the
abortuary’s staff, who fol-
lowed them right into the
waiting room, assaulted
them with pepper-spray,
and dragged the girl back
to the facility where Hughes
assumes they went forward
with the abortion.

Harjit Sajjan and Justin Trudeau, who want to
ensure that women sexually assaulted by Russian
troops get the help they need, should fear the
audit of Mother Teresa of Calcutta.

In 1994 Pope Francis said joking: "If she had been
my superior, | would have been scared!"
She is your superior ... BE NOT AFRAID ...

Wealth from the sanctions go to
MOTHER AND CHILD.

Dave Olchowecki

(Kozak of St. Demetrius)

And then there was this ...

Infertility: a diabolical agenda

When a woman becomes pregnant, she produces Human
Chorioic Gonadotroin (HCG) through the placenta. It
tells the ovaries to produce a second hormone called pro-
gesterone that then maintains the pregnancy. If the body
creates antibodies against HCG, the moment a new baby
is forming in the womb and starts producing HCG, it
is destroyed like it was bacteria or a virus, so the ovaries
do not produce progesterone. And if anti-HCG levels
become very high, the woman becomes sterile. From
1972 to 1992, scientists working for the World Health
Organization found that combining the antibody of HCG
with the tetanus toxoid used in the tetanus vaccine was the
most effective approach to create sterilization in women
and thereby control populations, especially in the develop-
ing world. In 1995, the Catholic Women’s League of the
Philippines halted a UNICEF program where a tetanus
vaccine was laced with HCG antibodies. However, even
with this news, the Kenyan Minister of Health refused to
stop the vaccination program in his country which was
in full cooperation with the World Health Organization.
Dr. Stephen Karanja, a Kenyan ob-gyn arranged for vials
of vaccine to be tested in independent labs; the results
showed high levels of antibodies against HCG ... where-
upon the Kenyan government began to censor doctors
who spoke out against the vaccine. As a result, thousands
of Kenyan girls and women are now sterile. On April 29,
2021, Dr. Karanja died from covid. He left a chilling mes-
sage for the world: “When they are through with Africa,
they are coming for you. Keep your children ready. They
will come for them and they will come for you.” The mes-
sage was highlighted in filmmaker Andy Wakefield chilling
29-minute documentary, “Infertility: a diabolical agenda,”
produced with the Children’s Health Defense.

Kamala Harris sounds off

IOn June 17, just days before the U.S. Supreme Court
overturned Roe v Wade, Vice President Kamala Harris
claimed that supporting abortion “rights” doesn’t require
anyone to change their faith: “there’s nothing about this
issue (abortion) that will require anyone to abandon their
faith, or change their faith.” With this statement, Harris
joined Nancy Pelosi and Joe Biden who, although aftirm-
ing that they are “devout” Catholics, have no problem
leading the charge in favour of a woman’s “right” to kill
her preborn child. Indeed Harris, a self-proclaimed “prac-
ticing” Baptist, and other like-minded persons, show com-
plete ignorance of what Christianity teaches. ”

‘For the sake of the children’

In the May issue, we summarized the pro-life situation in
a fHow many times did we hear that phrase during the
pandemic? Grandparents should be isolated “for the sake
of the children;” they should take the genetically modified
jab “for the sake of the children;” they should die alone in
hospital or old-age home “for the sake of the children.” A
burden was placed on children that if they hugged grand-
ma, held grandpa’s hand, or were in the same room with
them, the children would give their grandparents COVID,
and then they would die. It is now being suggested by
the World Economic Forum that older people, including
grandparents, should consider euthanasia ... uou guessed
it, “for the sake of the children.” Some geriatrics are tak-
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ing this suggestion seriously, saying, via Twitter, that they
have had a good life, and don’t want to contribute to
“overcrowding” of the planet. So, “for the sake of the chil-
dren” they will terminate their own life. But what about
the memories that they leave behind—lovingly cradling
a new grandbaby; cheering on a grandson playing minor
league hockey; attending a school performance where
their granddaughter is a princess or proudly attending a
graduation. And the many more memories that are yet to
come. Aging is a blessing, not a curse. It is affirming life
not ending it. It is taking joys and sorrows together. And
it is about hope, not despair. So, hug an elderly person and
watch the smile light up their face. Talk to them and see
how wise they are. Show them you love them and want
them to be part of your life. Your life and memories will
be richer for it. As will theirs. They should not feel that the
world, especially children, is better without them.

Matt Walsh talks about faith

Matt Walsh is an investigative journalist and writer with
The Daily Wire who released his film “What is a woman”
to critical reviews. (Article elsewhere in this issue of The
Interim.) In an interview with podcaster Will Cain, he dis-
cussed a subject which has been overlooked by many in the
media: What part does faith play in the discussion about
gender ideology and related issues? Cain asked Walsh: “If
you had done it (the interview and resulting documentary)
theologically, you would have been easily dismissed.” But
ultimately as a culture, it is almost impossible to appeal to
sanity and reality; “too many people are willing to divorce
themselves from those things,” says Walsh, who is con-
vinced that “gender ideology” can be successfully defeated
long-term, because under scrutiny this ideology fall apart.
He further states that gender ideology is “Sodom and
Gomorrah stuff. There is no salvation outside of faith.”
Walsh adds: “As a person of faith, I don’t think we have to
choose between truth and faith, truth and God. It all leads
to the same place—the ‘truth’ leads to ultimate truth, the
divine Truth.” However, Walsh believes that there is little
hope if people are lost and have total mental obliteration
and confusion. “You have to rescue them from that first
and one thing you cannot do is give them any easy outs”
which is why he didn’t end his video with a biblical quote.
“If we had done that, the Left would just say: ‘You see this
is just Christian, just religion; you have to be religious to
disagree with us.” Walsh says that is the escape which the
Left wants, and we can’t give that to them. Walsh believes
that in the next 5-10 years, the only progressive social issue
that will not be tolerated by society is gender nullification
surgery, where all semblance of sexual orientation will be
eradicated through surgery. However, there are doctors
doing this surgery right now, so obviously there is some
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societal support for it Walsh believes that pedophilia is
already making inroads in society with videos showing
children involved in “drag” and paying adult drag queens
(men parading as women) money to strut in front of them,
with their parents looking on with approval. This is sexual
abuse of children, and in his opinion will only get worse
over the next few years. Cain’s last question to Walsh was:
“What serves the Left ...those who are pushing this agen-
da?” Walsh responded that the manipulation and pushing
from those “at the top” of institutions such a government,
the journalistic and entertainment media, and universities,
“fractures people from their families, their communities.
... When people live their lives this way, they are driven by
base instincts, sexuality, their own needs, a ‘what makes me
happy here in the present moment.”” “When you live your
life that way, you are easily manipulated; it’s like a ‘brave
new world, a dystopian world that was written about in
the 20th century.”

Athletes saved from abortion:
two ‘miracle’ babies

Ohio State football running back J.K. Dobbins is tearing
up the football field with his running and touchdown
prowess. But for his mom, Mya, the miracle is that her son
is alive. When Mya was 18, she became pregnant and had
a big decision in front of her: abort her baby -- which was
her initial decision -- or carry through with her pregnancy
and face the consequences. Mya walked out of the abor-
tion mill and gave birth to her baby boy whom she calls
her “miracle baby.” There is the story of another mom who
chose life for her son. When Sonya Curry found herself
pregnant, she nearly chose abortion. In her recently pub-
lished book Fierce Love, Sonya, the mother of three living
children, recounted how she was sitting in the parking lot
of Planned Parenthood contemplating a second abortion.
But, as she says, “I felt the Holy Spirit intervene. God had
a plan for that child ... If I had gone through that (abor-
tion) there would have been no Wardell Stephen Curry
I1,” who basketball fans recognize as perhaps the greatest
three-point shooters in NBA history, Steph Curry, a 6°2”
guard with the Golden State Warriors. Several years later
she gave birth to another son Seth, a basketball star with
the Brooklyn Nets, and later a daughter Sydel. Sonya
wrote Fierce Love “to share my story, my testament and
my experience so that others may find strength and pur-
pose in their own journeys.” His mom’s faith has encour-
aged Steph to express his love of God in all he does: he
pounds his chest and points to God as he steps on the
basketball court, as a reminder of who he is playing for,
and he and his wife created a charitable foundation to end
childhood hunger and provide educational opportunities
and safe places for kids to play. As a blog post at Live
Action puts it: “While not everyone grows up to be a star
football (or basketball) player, every child has value, even
before he or she is born. Every child has limitless potential,
and circumstances or assumptions—or even poor prenatal
diagnoses—should never determine the value of a human
being’s life.”
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Laurence Behon

Dr. Patrick Beirne
Catherine Belak
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Dr. Frank Browne

Gord Brown MP

Tom Brown

Dr. Alfred F. & Rita Browne
Marguerite Browning
Nigel Bruce

Joyce Bryan

Daniel Bryant

Daniel A. Bryant

Sr. Loretta Buchanan
Alfons Bucholz

Audrey Buell

Angus Burnett

Mary Burnett

William Burnett

Rita, Helen & Dr. Ruth Burnie
Charles & Edna Burns
Mike & Clare Burns
Mary Burton

John Busch

Frances Busuttil

Mr. and Mrs. Sid Buxton
Adrianus Byleveld

Ed Cachia

Cecilia Cairnes
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Sarah Campbell
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Nicholas and Lena Cosentino
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Shawn Matthew Costin
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John Cotter
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Edward Culleton

Dr. Dennis Culver
Charles Cummer

James Curtin
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Hans Daigler

Ed & Charlotte Dalton
Dorothy Dalton

Terry Dalton

John F. Daly

Dr. Thomas Daly
Agostino D'Angelo
Grace D’Angelo

Alfred Daniels

Mary Dasch

Anthony & Anna Dauk
John Dauk

Richard Dauk
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Albert David

Howard David

Fred Davies

John & Rose Deans
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Thomas Deis
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Rev. J. ). Delaney
Peggy Delaney

Mary Delmas

Peter Denbiesen

Alfred De Manche
Maria De Manche
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Norbert Donovan Peter Fonovil Mary Grant

Marie & Dr. David Dooley John M. Forrestal Miriam Grant

William D'Oranzio William Fournier Andres Gras

Nina Dotimas Lou Foraie Benedict Grech

Jim Douros J. Willy Fortin Joseph & Giovanna Grech
Michael Doyle Teresa Foster Desmond Green

Charles Driscoll Catherine Fox Dominic Green

Fr. Joseph Driscoll Msgr. Vincent Foy Joan Green

Mary M. Driscoll Gus Fraser Marjorie Green

Stella Driscoll Joan Fraser Canon Bob Greene
Vincent Driscoll Maude Frechette Joseph Greenwood

Enos Drouillard Msgr. Francis French Sister Carmel Griffin
Mary Ann D’souza Jacques Frenette Dermot Griffin

Cecile Dubeau Ester Frid J.A. Griffin

Ed Duepker Wallace Frid Gilles Grondin

Grand Knight Cecil Duffy Frank Friesen Anna Gross

Paul Duffy Joseph, Margaret, Carl Fritz ~ Emily & Stanley Grzywna
Gail Duggan Cameron Fuller Joseph ‘Joe’ Grzywna
Julia Duggan Thomas Furlong Lenard Gustafson
Sherman and Julie Duggan Jack Gadsden Fred and Helen Halloran
Sister Adele Dumont RC Lorenzo Gagnon Debra Hale

Hugo & Rose Dumont Marg Gagnon Kathleen Haley

Dr. H. Dumont M. & C. Gallagher Basil T. Hall

Marc and Elizabeth Dumont  Adelard Gallant Ellis Hall

Lucy A. Dumont Francis Gallant Leone N. Haller
Margaret Dumont Margaret Gallant Robert G. Haller
Mark Dumont DDS Rita Gallant Buzz Hanley
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William Ibara
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Michael Izzotti
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Ted Janssen

Wilfred Jervis
Theodora Jilesen

Ivar & Jan Johnson
Judy Johnson
Archbishop Martin Johnson
William J. Johnston
Lloyd & Pearl Jones
Archbishop Anthony Jordan
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Dr. D. Dawn Jubb
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Bernard Kane

Rose & Francis Kastelan
Deacon C. Kazmierski
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Margaret Kelly
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Archie Kennedy
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Fr. Leonard Kennedy C.S.B.
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Stella Kennedy
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Michael Keogh
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Fr. Y Keribinomi
Gerald Keough
Margaret Kinch
Margaret Kinlin
Joseph T Kirwin

Maria Klaming
Eduard Alexander Koehl
Joseph Kohek

Stan Koma

Karl Koolen

Robert Koczekan
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Anne Kostuik
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Margaret Kraemer
Christine Kraw
Debbie Kranenburg
Andrew Kroot

Bill & Jean Kurelek
Tony Kuttschrutter

Fr. Stephen Kuzma
Alfred E. L'Heureux
Dr. Ned Lacy
Annabelle LaFramboise
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Roberta M. Lang
Thomas Lang
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Sr. Beatrice LaRocque
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Jane Le Vay

John Le Vay
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Maurice Lewis

Frank Lippert

Cornelis Lindhout
Amandio Lino

Ann & Tony Liptok
Robert Litster

Evelyn Lobsinger
Bishop Thomas Lobsinger
Fr. Arnold Loebach

Tom Lorn

Mary Lotecki

Mary Lou Love

Andrzej Lowinski

Mary Agnes Lunman
Gilles Lusignan

E. Lynch

J. Lynch

John Lynch

Michael Lynch

Br. Garland P. Lyons

Fr. B. J. MacDonald

Fr. Ray MacDonald
Frank MacDonald

Rev. R. MacDonald

Rev. Thomas A. MacDonald
C.S.B.

Br. Edmund C. MacEnroe
Catharine MacFarlane
James MacFarlane

John Richard MacFarlane
Robert Mackalski
Marcella ‘Cella’ MacLellan
Anna Eileen MacKenzie
Francis J. MacNamara
Lois Aileen MacNamara
Mary MacNeil

Roderick MacNeill
Theresa MacNeil

Sam & Antonia Magro
Lillian Maguire
Ambrose Mahoney
Evelyn Malone

Karen Malone

Joseph & Rose Mahoney
Rev. Andrew C. Maracle
Walter Marshall

Sr.J. ). Martino

Michele Marzilli
Maureen Masterson
Trudy & Ted Masterson
Astrid Kristine Mattheson
Fr. Carl Matthews S.J.
Myrtle Maylor

Fr. Wilf McAneney

Fr. Paul James McAvoy
Helen McCarney

Bill & Laura McArthur
Fr. Paul McAvoy

Michael Francis McCaffrey
Marcella McCarthy

John McCabe

Fr. Tom McCann

Fr. Garry McCarthy C.S. Sp.
Frances McCarthy
Herbert McCarthy

Leo McCarthy

John A. McCarthy

John F. McCarthy

F. & G. McCollman
Roger & Mary Ann McCrorie
Hope McDermott
Robert McDicken

Rev. S.J. McDonald
Mary McDonald

Loretta McDonnell
Marion McDonnell
Wilfred S. McDonnell
James McDowel

Owen McElhinney

Fr. Henry McErlean
Margaret McFarlane
Thomas Carl McGarvey
Rev. John McGoey

Dr. Paul McGoey

Rev. Fr. Desmond McGoldrick
Edward McGouty

Albert McGovern

Murray McGovern
Elizabeth McGrade

Anne McGrath

William McGrath

Ruth & Bernard McGraw
Bishop Paul McHugh
Mrs. Gene McHenry

Fr. Donald Mclsaac
Bernadette McKenna
Kathy McKenna

Jack McKenzie

Mr. & Mrs. Harry McLaughlin
Tom McLellan

Alex McLellan

George Peter McLoughlin
Peter G. McLoughlin

Eric McLuhan

James & Marion McManamy
Loretta McManus

F,T., & K. McMorrow
Jim & Kitty McNamee
Betty McPhee

Abbot Maurus McRae 0SB
Dr. J. Brendan McSherry
Deacon Frank McTeague
Patrick Meany

Abbot Eugene Medved 0SB
Dr. Joseph Meehan

Fr. Matthew Meehan
Rev. Thomas Mercer
Corine Menton

Maria Merhar

Dr. Harda Meyer

Dr. Helmut Meyer

Fr. Tom Melady

Rev. James Mihm

Mary Ann Miller
Maureen Miller

Tom Minnery

Harold Mitchell
Margaret Mary Mitchell
Fr. Thomas Mohan C.S.B.
Fr. John Mole OMI

Agnes Molloyloy

Fr. Oliver Moloney

John Monti

Kay Moon

Margaret Mooney

Orval Mooney

Msgr. Patrick Morand

Fr C. Moreau, CSsR

Dr. & Mrs. Alfred Morgan
George Morgan

Dr. & Mrs. J. Russell Morgan
Fr. Kenneth Moreau
Teresa Moreau

Irene Morel

David & Eunice Morgan
Dr. & Mrs. G.A. Morgan
Mervin J. Morgan

Rev. Thomas Morley
Clotilde Morris

Elwood Morris

Eveline Morris

Marie Morris

Ernie Morin
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Sr. Mary William Moyer SJ
Maria Mrozek

Kitty Muggeridge

John Muggeridge
Malcolm Muggeridge
Bill Mullins

Agatha W. Mulder-Homburg
Bernice Mulhall

James Mullen

Nina Mullen

Trudi Mullen

Paul & Trudi Muller

Dr. Ray Mulrooney
Shawn Mulligan

Fr. Peter Mullin

Olivier Muloin

Rita Munnelly-Wood
Teresa Munnelly

Judith Munroe-Mills

Frank Murawsky

G.& R. Murawsky
Karen Murawsky
Deacon Dan Murphy
George Murphy

J. Aubrey Murphy
Joseph Murphy

Fr. Joseph Murphy
Patricia Murphy
Michal Musiol

Lorne Mysko

Paul Nabbe

Norma Nadolny

Ed Newell

Joan Newton

Rev. T.M. Nichol
Mary & Patrick Nicol
Anne Niesink
Johannes Nieuwenhuis
Peter Nightingale
Anna Marie Nigro
Teresa Norlund

Denis Normandy
Anne Novak

Richard Nusser
William Nusser
Walter & Hattie Obidowski
Edward 0'Brien

June 0'Brien

Matilda 0'Brien
Thomas F. 0'Brien
George 0'Connell

Fr. John 0’Donnell
Mary Kathleen 0’Connell
Peggy 0'Conner
Cardinal 0'Connor
Joyce 0’Connor

Mary E. 0’Connor
Norine 0’Connor

Sr. Margaret 0'Donnell
Mary 0'Donnell
Bishop Fergus 0'Grady, OMI
Lappan O’Hearn
Martin & Noreen O'Leary
Mary O’Leary

Sr. St. John 0'Malley
Brian Joseph 0'Neill
Francis & Alma O'Neill
James Sheean 0'Neill
J.J. 0'Neil

John J. O'Neill

Brian Joseph 0'Neill
William Henry 0'Neill
M. Catherine 0’Neill
Fr. J.V. O'Reilly, OMI
John 0'Reilly

Mary 0'Riordan

John Oshorne
Charles Osbourne
Connie Oshourne
Geraldine Oshourne
Danny 0’Shea

Marie 0’Shea

Helen Oster

Judge J. 0'Sullivan
Dr. Paul 0'Sullivan

Fr. Sean 0'Sullivan
Pére Ouellet

Rita Padoin

Helena Palynchuk
Dennis Papillon

Bill & Anita Parker
Stephen Parker
Elizabeth Parkinson
Teresa Parsons

Peter Paskey

Wilfrid Passherg
Joseph & GerriPassmore
Catherine Patrick
Sherry Pattenden
Don Patterson
Patricia Paulo
Madeleine Payette
Pat Penford

Lloyd Perdue

Rev. Fred Perna
Carmen Pequegnat
Michael Perrie
Nicholas E. Phelan
Dr. Tony Petrasek
Florence Pennachetti
Benita Phillips

John Phillips Paul Msgr.
Ambrose Pick
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Aloysius Pimento

Fr. Edwin Platt
Hugh & Ann Platt

Fr Wally Platt

Most Rev. Philip Pocock
Adele Pollock

Joe & Claudine Pope
Mrs. Hector Pothier
Patricia Poulo
George Power

Jude G. Power

Mary Power

Virginia Power
Sharon Prendergast
John Prestwich
Mary Alice Prestwich
Winifride Prestwich
Margaret Preisel
Veronica Price

Ann Pritchard

Ted Pritchard
Maggie Pringle
Marie T. Pringle
Brendan Purtill

G.J. Quinlan

Eileen Quinn

Fr. John Quinn, CSB
Msgr. Tom Raby
Jack Rafter

Edward Raftis

Irene Ranalli

Bill Reason Sr.
William Regan
Jerome Reinhart

Fr. Joseph Reiter
Patricia Renford
Francois Rinfret
Nicole Roberts
Patricie Roberts
Ronald A. Ross
William Ross
Andrzej Rowinski
Anne Rowland
Marie Roy

Maurice Cardinal Roy
Napoleon Roy
Roland Roy

Carrie & Fred Rubeniuk
Cheryl Rubeniuk
Helen Rubeniuk

Fr. Eugene Rudachek
Msgr. Jaroslav Rudachek
Thomas E. Rudland
Jacob Runstedler
Alma Ryan

Aquinas Ryan

Rev. C.C. Ryan
Edward Ryan

John Ryan

Rev. Lloyd Ryan
Minna Ryan
Reginald Ryan

Fr. Leo Sands CSB
Giovanni Santilli
Elisa Savelli

Richard Savelli
Anne Scala
Margaret Scandiffio
Dr. M.A. Scandiffio Sr.
Harry Schadenberg
Francis Schafer

Carl Allen Scharfe
Margaret Scharfe
Mary Scheer

Mello Schiebel

Clara J. Schollen

Fr. M.J. Scully
Georgette & Al Selinger
Jack Selman

John Senica

Bridget Shaw

John Sheridan

Mike Schwartz
Mello Schiebel

A. &J. Schillaci
Phyllis Schley

Dirk Schuurman
Margaret Sim

Msgr. Simpson

Roy Seymour
Gertrude Schnieders
Giuseppe & Marianne Scime
Fred Sgambati

Roy Shannon

Catherine Sheehan
James and Alma Sheehan
Paul Sheppard

Fr. Vladimir Shewchuk
Reta Shibley

Stella Silbernagel
Robert Sim

J. A. Sirdevan

Ray Sisk

Fr. Francis Skumavc
Annette Slattery
Charles Slattery

Niel Slykerman

Peter Smit

Art & Anna Smith
Elisabeth Smith

Helen Smith

Robert Smith
Thurston & Mary Smith
Rev. Leo Smythe

Carol Snelgrove

Terry Snyder

Dorothy Sobchuk
Andrew & Tess Somers
Margaret Somerville
Msgr. Peter Somerville
Fr. Stephen Somerville
Norman Sonmer
Joseph Spadolla
George Spencely

Mr. and Mrs. E. Squires
Deacon Michael Stadnyk
Mother St. Henry
Katherine Stang
Shirley Stanton
Kenneth James Stapleton
Peggy Steacy

Gerry Sterling

George Sternik

Rev. Msgr J. K. Stephenson
Frank Stewart

Ralph Stewart
Heather Stilwell
Phyliss Stokes
Charlotte Stone

John Stone

Edwin Stroeder

Jim Sullivan

Dr. L. J. Sullivan
Sullivan & Ferrie
families

Julia Sulyma

Louise Summerhill
Stephen Summerhill
Stanley John Surman
Joseph Sweeney
Madeline Sweeney
Mona Sweeney

John Swiderski
Raymond Switzer
Therese & Walter Szetela
Paul Tarantello

Mr. & Mrs. C. A. Teixeira
Henry Thalheimer
Abraham Tharakan
Joyce Thomas

Greg Thompson

Helen Thompson

Fr. Joseph Thompson
Therese Thorniley

Bill Tiernay

C. Timmermans
Theodora Timmermans
Margaret Timmons

Dr. Kevin Toal

Eileen Tobin

Monica Townsend
Mary C. Tracey

Agnes Treacy

Lorenzo Treacy

Remo Trifone

Fr. Michael Troy C.S.Sp.
Margaret Trudeau
Teresa Tse Lau

Rev. Francis Turk

Mary Turmball
Margaret J. Turnbull
Marie Vachon

Cecilia Vaillancourt
Edmond J. Valin

John Valcour
Rosemary Valcour

Leo Vallieres

Fr. Henk Van Den Berg

Martin Vandenbroek
Mary VanHee

Tony Van Den Heuvel
Dr. Ellen van Der Hoeven
K. van der Hoeven
Clemens van der Zalm
John Van der Zalm
Mary van der Zalm

Ted van der Zalm

John Van Veen

Frits Van Ommen Kloeke
Gerard van Ruyven
Apolonia “Polly” van Ruyven
Nora Pritchard Veitch
Richard Vendryes
Bishop Austin Venner
Ita Venner

Philip Vince

Dr. Dick Vinden

Fr. Gino C. Violini

Zdene Vizintin

Nettie Von Dehn

Harry & Anna Voortman
Czeslawa Vostrez

Irene Vosylius

Juozes Vysniauskas
Leonard Waechter
Jennie Wagenaar
Marina Wainwright
Rita Wales

Br. Eamon B. Walsh
Mary Walsh

William ‘Billy’ Walsh
Rev. Fr. Peter Watters
Molly Walton

Margaret Wappel
Donald Ward

Alex Wassill

Angie Weber

Mary Weber

Judy Weicker

Ed Weidinger

Maureen Wesson

Fr. Francis West, S.J.

Mr & Mrs Johannes Wever
Const. Catherine Wever
Frank Whelan

Fr. James Whelan
Noreen E. White

James Whyte

Mary Whyte

Frank & Ivy Wickett

Dr. Jack & Barbara Willke
Henry ‘Harry’ Williams
Lorraine Williams
Charles Williamson
Steven Wilhems

Fr. Clarence Wilson, CSP
Dr. J.K. Wilson

Chester Wing

Cyril Winter

Luke & Ethel Winterburn
Kay Winterburn
Norman and Jean
Winterburn

John Wishak

Cornelia Witteveen
James Woods
Josephine Wygerde
Catherine B. Young
Jerry Young

Olga Young

Cecilia Yu Shuk-Han
Joseph Zamida

Peter Zandstra

Sister Marie Zellie C.S.J.
Fr. Cecil Zinger C.S.B.
Michael Zygocki
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The Blue Water Bridge Duty Free
SAVE THE DATE: is open and will continue

to provide services

SUN I]AY' ﬂcTﬂ BEH 2' 2022 | to essential travellers.

Phone: 519-332-4680
Toll Free: 800-395-7672
Fax: 519-332-4648
Website: www.bridgedutyfree.com

Your Commercial and Industrial Paint Specialists

* Industrial Coatings & Epoxies
* Floor Sander Machine Rentals

* Airless Spray Equipment

rrraAnN

Cuneo J«zezcone
Decorating Exeellence Sence 1948
873 10th St Hanover 519-364-1303

207 Durham St Walkerton 519- 881-2170
www.cuneointeriors.com

Effect |-
Hope'

PREVENTABLE &
CURABLE

It only costs S20 to treat leprosy.

Donate today at EffectHope.org/Interim

CALL US

® 1-888-537-7679

VISIT OUR WEBSITE
EffectHope.org




