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This journal 1s dedicated to the aborted, the bombed, the
executed, the euthanized, the abused, the raped, and all
other victims of violence, whether legal or 1llegal.

We have been told by our society and our culture wars,
that those of us who oppose these acts of violence must be
divided. We have been told to take a lukewarm, half-way
attitude toward the victims of violence. We have been told
to embrace some with love while endorsing the killing of
others.

We reject that conventional attitude, whether 1t’s called
“Left” or “Right”, and mstead embrace a consistent life
ethic toward all victims of violence.

We are Life Matters Journal, and we’re here to defang the
viper that 1s legalized homicide.

All contents within the journal with a byline belonging to an individual remain the property
of those specific authors and creators, reprinted with appropriate permussion for this 1ssue.
All other contents are the property of Life Matters Journal.
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INTRODUCTION - LETTER FROM THE EDITOR

Dear readers, supporters, and friends,

Back 1n January we went to the March for Life and van-
ous other events dedicated to promoting human life and
dignity. It was such a great joy and boon to my own per-
severance to see so many looking for a voice like ours!

First, we went to the Democrats for Life breakfast
roundtable to hear what they had to say. While we’re
not Democrats ourselves (I think most of us prefer not
to align by party), we were encouraged to see people
working within the existing framework for a more
consistent-life approach to politics. Next, we went to
the “For Peace & ALL Life” meetup and march group
(which we are glad to say we imitiated) at the March for
Life, where we handed out 40 goodie bags and net-
worked with supporters and leaders from more than 9
different peace and life organizations! Media representa-

tives were even coming to the meetup and speaking with

some of the less-traditional pro-life organizations. After
the March for Life, we proceeded to Consistent Life’s
post-march meetup to discuss the Consistent Life Ethic,
strategy for the movement, and current events. It was
definitely a good discussion with a very present youth
voice. The following day we attended the Students for
Life of America National Conference, where we shared
our table with Secular Pro-Life. The attendees received
us well and really seemed interested in our mission

and our ethic. It really confirmed our belief that young
people these days see all of the life matters really as
human nights issues, not as polifical or religious. Not to
mention, so many agreed that all of these issues really
are linked. We loved meeting all the new youth and look
forward to working with them!

Our whole weekend experience was a really beautiful
testament to the fact that we are not alone in working for
peace and life in our world, and was so encouraging to
our team as we move forward in our work.

But, as you know, the cause of Life Matters Journal will
not be ended with the abolition of abortion. Though we
indeed are abortion abolitionists and will work tirelessly
for 1ts end, we stand for a greater scope: the fullness of
the pro-life mission. We will not quit our work until ev-
ery human being 1s given due respect in accord with his
or her digmty, and all life 1s properly valued and upheld
by law. This means we’re in it for the long haul, though,
and we are just beginning. Please join us in this ever-
umportant work.

For peace and all life,

Qirmee P

Executive Editor

Have a letter for the editors here at
Life Matters Journal? Please write us at
info@lifemattersjournal.org

to let us know what you think.

Just put 1n the subject line “Letter”

and we will post 1t in our next issue
along with our responses.

Aimee Murphy, Execulive Editor

Nicholas Neal, Managing Editor
John Whitehead, Deputy Editor
Lilianna Serbicki, Fiction Editor

Natalie Gronholm, Editing Intern
Mary Stroka, Writing Intern
Anthony Bedoy, Writing Intern

DISCLAIMER:
The views presented in the journal do not necessarily represent the views of all members, contributors, or donors.
We exist to present a forum for discussion within the consistent life ethic, to promote discourse and present an
opportunity for peer-review and dialogue.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITORS

Dear Life Matters Journal:

As a political independent, I heartily applaud Nick
Neal’s efforts to encourage the Republican Party
toward a more consistently pro-life position (“Dual
Human Dignity”), both in terms of respecting the
human dignity of the unborn as well as their moth-
ers and of including “people 1n different countries as
well as people on death row” among the lives worth
defending. He rightly argues that rather than sacri-
ficing the pro-life cause, Republicans should expand
1t and “rearticulate it as the human rights 1ssue and
peace issue that it always should have been,” thus
giving it more credence. However, I am disturbed
by the implications of one particular reason he of-
fers for doing so, namely that “it would give Repub-
licans ground to rip Democrats on their hypocrisy
when 1t comes to legalized homicide.” Is he hoping
that Republicans will become more consistent and
Democrats will not?

The consistent life ethic 1s largely unwelcome in ei1-
ther party, which 1s one of the main reasons I iden-
tify as an independent. To be clear, I do not believe
a commitment to the consistent life ethic necessarily
requires abstention from any party affiliation. But it
1s necessary to be wary of temptations to allow party
affiliation to obscure the goal of consistency on all
fronts. Those of us committed to a consistent ethic
of life must recognize the need for people working
within both parties to bring them closer to that goal
(which Neal 1s 1n fact doing, as are a few pro-life
Democrats I know and respect). Such people are
needed in their own parties, not for the sake of po-
litical advantage or to “rip” the other party, but in
view of a more consistent defense of all life, on both
sides of the aisle.

Sincerely,
Julia Snmuicker

Nicholas Neal, Managing Editor, responds regarding
“Dual Human Dignity”

[Note: The opinion is my own and not the official opinion
of the journal |

Dear Julia,

[ thank you for raising this concern. To answer yourques-
tion, of course I want both parties to embrace a consis-
tent life ethic. The point of my argument was that when
conservatives and progressives argue about each other’s
inconsistencies, they both just seem to cancel each other
out. The consistent life ethic not only repels accusations
of inconsistency but reveals the inconsistencies of the one
arguing against you. Perhaps I should not have used the
phrase “rip Democrats™ but my point was that the consis-
tent life ethic 1s a stronger way to argue the pro-life case.

[ certainly support pro-life Democrats in their efforts
to change the party from within. Unfortunately, as was
shown in the last election, the Democratic Party leader-
ship 1s largely supportive of lethal ageism, as are many of
the politicians under their banner. The pro-choice plank
was the part of the platform they emphasized the most
in 2012. In addition to that, the Democrats have largely
embraced an aggressively pro-war policy in Afghanistan,
Pakistan, Yemen, Mali, etc., and they have largely defend-
ed President Obama’s drone policies, including citizen
assassination. So even on the life 1ssues they traditionally
support, they are failing to live up to their principles. I
am not saying pro-life Democrats should quit, I am just
saying that, in the short run, the party that refused to even
recognize their existence is unlikely to embrace a consis-
tent life ethic soon. Perhaps later they will, when the tume
comes when they are pressured to redefine themselves.
However, even if they do, I cannot assume they will do 1t
at exactly the same time Republicans do it.

So, because of that, when I am giving advice to the Re-
publican Party, I have to take the Democratic Party as it
1s, not how I want it to be. The reason I'm giving
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advice to Republicans 1s because they are in the pro-
cess of redefining themselves. Yes, they have horren-
dous war policies from the war era, but at least there’s
more of a chance to change i1t now. This is not because
the GOP is more self-critical than the Democrats, but
rather because they got beat and therefore have to re-
brand themselves. The recent GOP opposition in the
Senate to drone overuse shows the potential for the
party to change its tune on Bush-era foreign policy
(finally) as well as a host of other issues like gay mar-
riage and immigration. They want to embrace new
ideas but don’t want to become identical to their op-
position. Within that context I offered the consistent
life ethic as a way to rescue the pro-life cause and, yes,
to win back the abortion argument while still adapt-
ing the party and making 1t both more principled and
more appealing to moderates. An advantage to this
approach 1s something that both parties want: to have
better arguments than their opponents. That’s what [
meant when I listed “rip Democrats™ as an advantage
for a CLE GOP (that should be an organization).

I think Julia’s main concern is the consistent life eth-

1c becoming partisan rather than a consensus. That
concern 1s legitimate. We do not want the consistent
life ethic to be about beating a certain party. The end
goal 1s change society and you unfortunately need a
consensus to do that. However, we do want people to
realize that the consistent life ethic is a stronger ideo-
logical system for defending the causes of human life
than whatever inconsistent 1deology they currently
hold (progressivism or conservatism).

For Peace & All Life,
Nicholas Neal, Managing Editor

Julia Smucker replies:
Dear Nick,

I would like to thank you in turn for your openness
to conversation. From your response, I am convinced
that we share the same overarching goal of a more
consistent defense of life across the board. I com-
pletely agree that partisan arguments pointing out
each other’s inconsistencies tend to cancel each other
out, which 1s why I am wary of any implication
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that one party 1s infrinsically more compatible with
the consistent life ethic. The unfortunate reality 1s that
both parties have been blatantly selective in the lives
they defend and at times have even shown hostility to
consistent life principles. We must be realistic about
the inconsistencies on both sides and avoid too rosy
a view of either party. And at the same time, we must
give hopeful support to life-affirming positions and
policies wherever they are found and avoid dismissing
either party’s capacity to become more consistent. In
this light, Nick is right to point out the GOP’s present
opportunity to redefine itself. I hope they will take it
as an opportunity to expand their defense of life, and
I hope Democrats will take a sumilar lesson from this
as well. Sen. Rand Paul’s opposition to the Obama
Administration’s drone policy 1s a particularly hope-
ful sign. Unfortunately, I am not convinced that the
Republican Party as a whole 1s any more likely than
the Democratic Party (or vice versa) to fully embrace
a consistent ethic of life in the near future. Consistent
life proponents in both parties face a long uphill battle
even to gain the respect, let alone the conversion, of
their party leadership. That is all the more reason we
need people like Nick working to persuade Republi-
cans that to be truly pro-life means standing up for all
life, just as others are needed to persuade Democrats
that true concern for the vulnerable must extend to pre-
natal life as well as to those living under the threat of
American drones, no matter what party holds the presi-
dential office.

Sincerely,
Julia Smucker

Dear Life Matters Journal,

I have long admired Carol Crossed’s lively and meaningful writ-
ings on life 1ssues. I was sorry to see the unfortunate error that
credited me, rather than Carol, as the author of “The Consistent
Life Ethic Is Like Salt” in volume 2, issuel, page 37. Please
publish this letter to correct this. Carol Crossed 1s the author of
“The Consistent Life Ethic Is Like Salt” (and a lot of other great
stuff!

Sincerely,
Rose Evans

Dear Rose, Thank you so much for the correction! Both you and
Carol have left an amazing legacy!

For Peace & All Life,
Aimee Murphy, Executive Editor



advertise with us

and reach hundreds of young people
and individuals all over the world
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legalized violence.
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CURRENT EVENTS
AND CONSISTENT LIFE

A FEMINIST RESPONSE TO
CUOMO’S REPRODUCTIVE

HEALTHCARE ACT
by Feminists Choosing Life of New York

Feminists Choosing Life of New York opposes the
Abortion Expansion component within the Women’s
Equality Act. This unnecessary expansion:

» Raises abortion to the status of a fundamental
right in New York State making abortion immune
to common sense restrictions such as parental
notification for mnors’ abortions, restrictions on

taxpayer funding, informed consent or waiting
periods for those seeking abortions-all of which
have been shown to lower state abortion rates.
Life 1s a fundamental right, abortion 1s not.

« Removes the physician mandate for the abortion
procedure thus, leaving women in the hands of
potentially less experienced medical practitioners
who may lack adequate surgical experience or
be less able to handle unforeseen complications.
This 1s responsible and puts women’s lives in
danger. 39-43 states require a physician.

» Contains a broad “health of the mother” excep-
tion that will allow late-term abortions for essen-
tially any reason through all mine months of
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pregnancy. These later term abortions pose an
increased risk to the mother which increases with
each week of gestation. 70% of New Yorkers op-
pose late term abortion.

« Removes the requirement that such late term abor-
tion be performed in a hospital setting and instead
allows the procedure to be performed in out-
patient settings. Only hospitals are equipped to
handle emergencies and complications that arise.
Out-patient clinics are unsafe settings for such
procedures. More women will die.

« Allows an attending physician to determine viabil-
ity of an unborn infant. Such determunations are
subjective because viability goes undefined within
the law. The attending physician also stands to
profit from a late term abortion if he/she deter-
mines unviability.

* New York has an abortion rate of 33% (40% in
NYC); almost double that of any other state.
Clearly this rate doesn’t point to a need for greater
access to abortion but to a need for greater re-
sources that encourage and enable women to carry
their pregnancies to term

Just as our foremothers rejected the Equal Rights
Amendment because of its inclusion of an abortion
component, FCLNY will reject the Women’s Equal-
1ty Act that likewise contains an abortion expansion
component.

Governor Cuomo should not be allowed to hold
improved social equality for women hostage to his
1deological and political aspirations.

FCLNY also submitted this response:

New York State has the highest abortion rate in the
county with 33% of all pregnancies ending in abortion
(40% 1in NYC). An effort by the governor to include
abortion expansion as part of his 10-point

Women’s Equality Act will make abortions even more
frequent and dangerous for New York women. Femi-
nists Choosing Life Action (501 4c¢), a pro-woman,
pro-life orgamization that recognizes the dignity of all
human beings from conception to natural death, offers
an 8-Point response to Governor Cuomo’s plan:

Point #1.The movement in Albany toward abortion
expansion (as in The Reproductive Health Act S438)
and point 10 of Gov. Cuomo’s Women’s Equality Act)
represents a dangerous step backwards for the women
of New York.

Point #2. The abortion expansion plan would allow
an undefined “licensed health care practitioner” to
perform an abortion up to 24 weeks gestation. 39-43
states require a physician present during the proce-
dure. Practitioners may have less surgical experience
and less experience handling unforeseen complica-
tions. This change in law shows little regard for
women’s safety during a surgical procedure.

Point #3. By refusing to put forth a Women’s Equality
Act that excludes the abortion expansion component,
the governor 1s holding improved social equality for
women hostage to his radical abortion ideology and
personal political aspirations.

Point #4. Through a broad “health of the mother™ ex-
ception, this plan will allow abortion through all nine
months of pregnancy for virtually any reason. The
risk to the mother’s life greatly increases with each
passing week of gestation. Late-term abortions are
deadly for women and 70% of New Yorkers oppose
them.

Point #5. Currently, state law mandates that abortions
past the twelfth week of pregnancy be performed in

a hospital. The abortion expansion would allow them
to be performed in “licensed facilities.” Such clinics
and out-patient facilities are less equipped to handle
emergencies or complications. A hospital 1s the safest
place for women undergoing such a procedure. Again,
this change 1in law shows little regard for women’s
medical safety.
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‘Feminists Choosin

New York State )

photo provided by FCLNY

Point #6. Governor Cuomo has reported that he has
consulted “women’s orgamizations™ for each point
in lus Women’s Equality Act”. All of these women’s
organizations, without exception, support abortion
rights and represent his personal abortion 1ideology.
We call on the governor to invite anti-abortion wom-
en’s groups such as Feminists Choosing Life and the
multitude of women-owned pregnancy care centers
around the state to participate in the dialogue around
this most crucial women’s issue.

Point #7. The newly formed coalition for the Women’s
Equality act will assert that the abortion component
will merely codify New York State abortion laws.

This assertion 1s intentionally misleading and false.
The proposed expansion goes far beyond that of Roe
v. Wade. Please go to: www.New YorkersForLife.org
to learn more.

Point #8. Life 1s a fundamental right. Abortion 1s not.

Feminists Choosing Life of New York is a pro-life,
pro-woman organization that seeks to open minds to
its philosophy of pro-life feminism, the belief that all
people, by virtue of their human dignity, have a right
to live without violence from conception to natural
death. They can be reached by email at info@femi-
nistschoosinglife.org.

RAND PAULS FILIBUSTER
by Jefirey Bishku-Aykul

Upon watching Senator Rand Paul’s March filibus-
ter opposing the confirmation of CIA director John
Brennan, the first thing that becomes apparent 1s lus
resemblance to his father, former Congressman Ron
Paul. Rand may have not yet inherited his father’s
grey hair or gaunt physique, but his eyes give off the
same worried expression, his voice the same con-
cerned quiver.

Minutes into Rand’s now famous 13-hour mono-
logue, which 1igmited a national conversation about
the Obama administration’s use of drones, the Sena-
tor mirrors not just his father’s likeness, but also his
politics.

Rand mentions in passing that he is pro-life and sup-
ports the right to bear arms, stances he shares with his
father. But what 1s admarable 1s that, like the Con-
gressmarn, Rand shows that he wants to be heard even
when what he says challenges the mainstream politi-
cal wind.

Though a majority of Americans are thought to sup-
port Obama’s drone war, 1t 1s important to remember
that morality has never been a function of democratic
decision-making.! Americans once supported slav-
ery. Americans once supported the legal subjugation
of African Americans to the lowest rungs of society.
And laws in many U.S. states and countries abroad
continue to dehumanize gays and lesbians.

Obama’s drone policy, as Paul suggests, 1s not a par-
tisan issue. Both members of the left and right have
expressed concern over the President’s drone strikes,
acts of war which Rand rightly says appear to have no
end 1n sight.

“The problem 1is, 1s that we have come up with a
scheme that basically has no limitations, no
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geographic limitations on where the war’s fought.
[t’s hard to defeat an enemy if the entire world 1s the
battlefield,” Paul said.’

Yet the Senator has brought about a shortsighted at-
tention to Obama’s “drone war,” as 1t has been called.

Paul and the media covering lus filibsuter have mostly
focused on a perceived threat Obama’s drone policy
poses to American citizens, not the suffering it already
causes abroad.

In his nationally focused filibuster, he discussed how
Obama’s drone strikes undermine the separation of
the judicial and executive branches and said he didn’t
want drones being used in America the way they are
abroad.

“No American should ever be killed in their house
without a warrant and some kind of aggressive behav-
1or by them,” Paul said. “To be bombed in your sleep?
There’s nothing American about that.™

Like many other critics of Obama’s drone policy, Paul
pointed to the drone strike that killed 16-year-old
American citizen Abdulrahman al-Awlaki — who has
been accused of having ties to Al Qaeda — as evidence
that future strikes on American nationals may not be
so unlikely, after all.

Military age males killed in drone strikes unidentified
otherwise are classified as combatants, a fact Paul al-
luded to many times.* Yet there was not one mention
of another 16-year-old, Tariq Aziz, a Pakistan1 who
had no clear ties to terrorism, who was in a car on his
way to pick up his aunt.>®

According to The Bureau of Investigative Journalism,
as of press time, Obama drones strikes had killed 314
and Bush’s, 52.7 Will we ever know how many other
Tariq Azizes have been killed, how many other non-
Americans could have lived a full life had they not
been murdered by drone?

Paul’s message, while well meaning, represents not
just an American problem, but a global one: in this
day and age, one in which people from around the
world realize a common humamty that spans across
all races and ethnicities, many of us still cling to the
outdated notion that a life’s worth can be measured in
accordance with 1ts citizenship.

No matter the 1ssue at hand, we are now too intercon-
nected, too aware of one another’s humanity, to think
the colors on another country’s flag make the people
who pledge allegiance to 1t any less human.

photo by Medill DC, some rights reserved.
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NO MORE ABORTION
FOR PREBORN WITH
HEARTBEATS & GENETIC
ABNORMALITIES

IN NORTH DAKOTA

by Lauren Enriquez

The North Dakota Senate approved two pieces of
legislation in March that, if signed by the govemnor,
will protect preborn children whose heartbeat can be
detected and those who are diagnosed in utero with
genetic abnormalities, respectively.

Pro-life stalwart Rep. Bette Grande (R-Fargo) spon-
sored both bills in a bold effort to mitigate abortion in
North Dakota. Although the bills are extraordinarily
radical as pro-life legislation goes (they are unprec-
edented, 1n fact), Grande observes with candor the
common sense and humane approach that the bills
enshrine.

Speaking of the bill to ban genetic abnormality abor-
tions, which would illegalize the practice of aborting
a chuld based on 1ts sex or genetic makeup, Grande
recalled the days of Hitler’s eugenic policies. She
compares the abortion of children with genetic ab-
normalities with the prejudices of Naz1 Germany, not
mincing words when she stated: “It takes you back
to Hitler, and we know where that went. He started
going after those with abnormalities, and I think 1t’s
an absurdity that we would go back to that kind of
thing.”’[1] Absurd indeed. Witnessing the discrimina-
tion suffered by her own family members born with
genetic abnormalities, Grande has seen first-hand the
need for more comprehensive legislation that recog-
nizes the dignity of such persons and protects their
right to life.

The same bill would also ban sex-selection abortions,
which are wildly out of control in countries with a
history of strong preferences for male children, like
China and India. In the United States, thanks to rul-
ings on the federal court cases Roe v. Wade and
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Doe v. Bolton (both 1973), abortion is virtually on-
demand, so there 1s no legislation in most states to

prevent a parent from choosing to abort based on a
preferred sex.

For example, couples who use 1n vitro fertilization

to conceive often find themselves blessed with mul-
tiples. However, in these cases, physicians, citing

the health risks sometimes associated with carying
multiples, often recommend what 1s known as “reduc-
tion abortion,” a procedure in which a parent who
does not wish to carry multiple babies to term chooses
to eliminate one or more of the embryos. The most
disturbing element of reduction abortion 1s its requure-
ment that a parent choose which of their own children
to keep and which to destroy. These decisions are
sometimes made based on desired sex, leaving the
children of the undesired sex at the mercy of an abor-
tionist. North Dakota’s new legislation—if signed into
law by the governor—will protect preborn children
from being aborted on the grounds of sex preference.

The “heartbeat™ bill, filed in conjunction with the ge-
netic abnormality bill, would outlaw the abortion of a
fetus whose heartbeat can be detected. This can occur
as early as five to six weeks. (According to National
Right to Life, the fetal heart 1s developed and beat-
ing by 22 days.) This legislation will essentially root
out surgical abortion in North Dakota, which cannot
normally be carried out on a fetus younger than five
or s1x weeks.

Not surprisingly, North Dakota’s brave legislation has
garmered attention from shocked and incensed liberal
media outlets across the board. A quick Google News
search for “North Dakota abortion™ gleans a slew of
articles from every major pundit with headlines like,
“How Can North Dakota Pols Ban Abortion? Let Me
Count the Ways” (the ACLU), “North Dakota legisla-
ture approves two anti-abortion bills” (CNN), “North
Dakota lawmakers pass restrictive abortion bill” (LA
Times). Notice how these news outlets focus on the
restrictions, rather than the protections proposed by
these bills. The anti-life movement would have the
public believe that tightening up the circumstances in
which an abortion 1s allowed to be performed curtails
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a woman’s freedom.

However, the motive of North Dakota’s legislators
was not so licentious at all; their goal 1s clearly to
protect the freedoms of preborn humans, namely:
fetuses whose hearts are beating, babies in danger of
being aborted on account of their sex, and preborn
children with genetic abnormalities. In so doing, the
legislature affirms its support for women, who should
not be subjected to a mentality that implies that their
reproductive system 1s intrinsically flawed in hav-

ing created a beautiful baby, and they are spared the
devastating physical and psychological side effects of
abortion. Lauds go out to you, North Dakota, for your
daring efforts, and we hope to see 49 more states fol-
lowing your fearless leadership very soon.
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ESSAYS

PRO-LIFE DEMOCRATS

by Rose Evans

P}]ls show Americans as fairly

evenly divided between pro-life and pro-choice posi-
tions. Until recently, there was similar diversity in the
Democratic Party. The Democratic Party, during many
years of its existence, was open and diverse in posi-
tions on abortion. Democratic politicians and candi-
dates were accepted and supported, whether pro-life
or pro-choice. In 2004, a Zogby poll found that 43%
of Democrats “agreed with the statement that abortion
destroys a human life and 1s manslaughter.”

Mark Stricherz, in his book Why the Democrats Are
Blue, How Secular Liberals Hijacked the People’s
Party, reports on how this was changed, starting
around 1968. As the dust jacket of Stricherz’s book
notes, “He reveals how a group of secular profession-
als seized control of the Democratic Party, driving
away Catholics and blue-collar workers. He exposes
the tactics these elites used as they hijacked a com-
mission formed at the 1968 Democratic national
convention, toppled the party bosses, created a nomi-
nation system geared toward activists, and bult an
affluent, secular base of support.’™

Pro-life Democrats who had held office for years
discovered that they could not run as approved Demo-
cratic candidates and would receive no support. Pro-
life Democrat Robert Casey, Sr. discussed this in the

article “The Gag Rule Party.” He said,

“The raging national debate about tolerance on
the issue of abortion was ignited in New York

at the 1992 Democratic National Convention,
when the party denied me, then the Democratic
Governor or Pennsylvania, the right to speak
because I am pro-life and planned to say so from
the convention podium. That’s how the Demo-
crats became known as the party of the gag rule.
... They have become intolerant of those who
hold the pro-life view, who have carried the
Democratic banner into battle and supported the
party and 1ts candidates for generations. . . . This
imposed conformuty, which treats the right to life
as an 1dea beyond even the pale of discussion,
has peer and precedent in our national history.
... Abraham Lincoln warned of an established
opinion that would tolerate nothing short of
saying slavery was right—that would “grant a
hearing to pirates or to murderers,” but not to
opponents of slavery. . . . Why 1s my position on
this 1ssue—which 1s shared by numerous Demo-
cratic members of Congress, elected Democrats
at all levels of govermment and countless Demo-
cratic voters—now so unacceptable that 1s must
be unspoken among us?”*

Casey went on to call on the Democratic Party to
12
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“give all God’s children, born and unborn, a seat at
the table.”™

The many pro-life Democrats have reacted to this
takeover with shock and grief, many have left the
party. At Democrats for Life tables at Walks for Life,
this writer met many people who came up to say, “I
used to be a Democrat but I left the party because of
abortion.” Others have stayed and worked to turn the
policies around. Jimmy Carter and other prominent
pro-life Democrats signed a public letter calling on
the party to change these policies. Carter said, . . .
except for the times when a mother’s life is in dan-
ger, or when a pregnancy 1s caused by rape or incest
I would certainly not, never have approved of any
abortions.”” Democrats For Life of America (DFLA)
provided an organized group within the party where
pro-life Democrats could find fellowship, organize
support for pro-life Democratic candidates, and pro-
vide a public voice. DFLA exusts to foster respect for
life from conception to natural death. It 1s a member
organization of Consistent Life. Their website reports
the doings of pro-life Democrats.

The intolerance toward pro-life Democrats continued
until 2004. Stricherz notes that after Democratic

losses 1n the 2004 election, many Democrats conclud-
ed that the party should no longer shut out culturally
conservative Democrats.® The work of DFLA and the
protests of prominent pro-life Democrats also had an
effect. John Kerry said that the national party needed
to rethink how 1t presented itself to voters on issues
like abortion and that pro-life Democrats should be
embraced. Hillary Clinton said that 1f Robert Casey,
Jr. wanted to address national convention about abor-
tion, she would support him; she said, “We’re a big
tent party.”™

The Democratic Party was more open to pro-life
candidates in the 2006 mudterm elections. The Demo-
cratic Senatorial Campaign Committee endorsed Bob
Casey, Jr., a pro-life candidate who won his Senate
seat. He, with other pro-life Democrats in the Sen-
ate, gave the Democrats a majority. There were 37
pro-life Democrats in the House of Representatives
and this openness continued for several years. Casey
spoke to the Democratic Convention in 2008. That
year, the head of NARAL Pro-Choice America stated
that DFLA 1s growing and 1s a threat to the pro-choice
stance of the Democratic Party.

The cause of pro-life Democrats was damaged by
controversy over the Patient Protection and Afford-
able Care Act. Pro-life Congress member Bart Stupak
had for months led an effort to keep abortion out of
the new health act. He struck a deal with President
Obama by which Stupak and his many supporters
would vote for the bill and Obama would sign an
executive order forbidding the use federal dollars to
fund abortions. Several large, conservative, pro-life
organizations attacked the deal, Stupak, and other
pro-life Democrats, saying it did not prevent tax
dollars from paying for abortions. They ran vigor-
ous campaigns to defeat some pro-life Democrats in
2010. The number of pro-life Democrats in Congress
was cut in half. Pro-life Democrats disputed the con-
servatives’ assertions that the health care act funded
abortions. Independent fact-checking organizations
agreed with the pro-life Democrats. The pro-life
Democrats also pointed out that the health care act
provided urgently needed support for pregnant and

13
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parenting women.

The 2010 election losses were a setback for DFLA.
Still, they are hopeful and optimistic. They note that
25,000 people signed their “big tent” petition, calling
for the welcome of pro-life Democrats in the Demo-
cratic Party. In 2012, they endorsed three pro-life
Senate candidates (all were winners), and four suc-
cessful candidates for House seats. They have been
particularly successful in races for state and local
offices where large campaign funds rarely enter. 152
pro-life Democrats won state senate or state house
seats 1n 2012,

DFLA continues its fight for the inclusion and in-
crease of pro-life Democrats in the party. DFLA 1s
planning a Historic Pro-Life Democratic Summut
in St. Lows, MO, on September 20 and 21, 2013.
Planned panels include: Being pro-life 1s more than
opposing abortion; Bringing pro-life voters back to

our party; Wining local races and grassroots building;

and The future of the pro-life movement.

Pro-life Democrats who long to see their party as a
party of peace, justice and life have much work to do
on all those 1ssues, as do our brothers and sisters in
other parties.
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ANTI-WAR REPUBLICANS

by Benjamin Wirtz

; » hat do we mean when we say

anti-war Republicans? Is the Republican party becom-
ing more anti-war? If we look at history we will see
that historically the Republican Party has been much
less hawkish than it 1s now. Republicans in the early
part of the 20th century were by and large non-inter-
ventionust. They opposed Woodrow Wilson’s efforts
to get the Umted States involved in World War L.
Robert Taft, son of former president and chief justice
William Howard Taft, was a leading conservative Re-
publican 1n the 1940s and “50s. He opposed wars of
aggression. Even Dwight D. Eisenhower could been
seen as being less of a war hawk than many modern
Republicans, even though he was the top general of
World War II. He exposed what he called the “‘mili-
tary industrial complex™ in his farewell address. This
all started to change after World War II and with the
onset of the Cold war. The “old right” that had sup-
ported a less intrusive foreign policy began to give
way to a more interventionist philosophy in about the
1960s.

Part of the cause of the shift toward a more aggressive
foreign policy in the Republican Party was the rise of
neoconservatism. What neoconservatism (it’s adher-
ents sometimes referred to by the shortened neocon)
1s exactly 1s not always well-defined but 1t 1s essen-
tially a redefining of what 1t means to be conserve.
The 1dea behind neoconservatism 1s that it’s support-
1ve of American impernalism and exceptionalism, and
pushes the 1dea that we should spread democracy to
the rest of the world, never mind that the other coun-
try may not even want our help. They believe that

the U.S. i1s in some way morally superior and there-
fore has a duty to be the world’s policeman or the
watchtower of the world. It was championed by
Irving Krystol and the magazine Commentary, and it’s
leading advocate today could be seen to be William
Krystol, Irving’s son. The movement eventually took
over the leadership of the Republican Party, but there
seems to be a current trend of an increased number of
Republicans going away from i1t now. Neoconserva-
tisim has become associated with George W. Bush’s
administration although interestingly, when he first
ran, Bush denounced the 1dea of nation-building.
When 1n office however, he was influenced by such
neoconservative figures as Paul Wolfowitz and Karl
Rove. [1] Similar to Bush, when campaigning, Barack
Obama criticized Bush’s foreign policy, but since he
was elected, has embraced much of it. The aforemen-
tioned Bill Krystal even called Obama a “born again
neo-con”. [2]

There have been a number of anti-war conservatives
who have felt disenfranchised by Republican Party
due to the hostility they received, people such as Pat
Buchanan, a leader of what 1s called paleoconser-
vatism, a non-interventionist rival to the neocons.
However on the other hand there seems to be a shift
in the Republican Party in some respects toward a less
aggressive foreign policy. Ron Paul initially lead the
way and even criticized Bush and now his son, Rand
Paul, who 1s 1n the Senate, but others have joined 1t
now including Congressmen Walter Jones and Justin
Amash. John McCain, one of the leading neoconser-
vatives and the Republican presidential nominee in
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2008, has been criticized by many Republican figures
tor criticizing Rand Paul’s filibuster which mostly
focused on the use of drones. Even the rhetoric is
changing. Many Republicans were for troop with-
drawals, something they wouldn’t have supported
years ago. Public opinion among conservatives seems
to have been shifting that way and thus grassroots
candidates tend to do better in this regard while many
in the Republican leadership would like to hold onto
a more neoconservative bent.

The fate of anti-war Republicans can also be seen 1n
the recent hearings to confirm Chuck Hagel as Secre-
tary of Defense. Hagel a Republican, was criticized
by his fellow Republicans largely due to his opposi-
tion to the Iraq war. Many of these same Republi-
cans had no problem voting to approve John Kerry,
a Democrat, as Secretary of State by a large margin
only weeks earlier. While this may show that there 1s
still a strong neoconservative element, we can hold
out that the landscape will continue to shift for the
better.

[t often seems that the party not in power will oppose
wars started by the other party but not those begun by
their own, usually coming up with an excuse for the
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“okay” when their guy does it. Many Republicans op-
posed Obama’s intervention in Libya. So is this shift
genuine or just a response to abuses from the Obama
administration? I think 1t 1s too soon to say for sure,
but the fact that so many Republicans have spoken
out against fellow Republicans such as John McCain
is a good sign.
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BROADLY DEFINED

LETHAL POWERS
by John Whitehead

l wo documents have been made

public this year that provide more information about
the Obama administration’s targeted killing policy.
The first 1s a Justice Department paper that describes
the administration’s justification for killing American
citizens who are living overseas and are thought to
be terronst leaders. The second 1s a letter from At-
torney General Eric Holder on whether the govern-
ment could kill an American citizen living within

the United States. Both documents raise troubling
questions about the expansive scope of the president’s
ability to order people killed without trial.

The Justice Department paper was apparently pro-
vided by the administration to the Senate Intelligence
and Judiciary Commuttees 1n June 2012, prior to
being obtained by NBC News, which published the
paper in January of this year.! The paper explains its
purpose as setting forth

a legal framework for considering the circum-
stances in which the U.S. government could use
lethal force 1n a foreign country outside the area
of active hostilities against a U.S. citizen who 1s
a senior operational leader of al-Qa’1ida or an as-
sociated force of al-Qa’1ida—that 1s, an al-Qa’1da
leader actively engaged in planning operations to
kill Americans.’

Use of such “lethal force” would be lawful, the paper
argues, if

(1) an informed, high-level official of the U.S.
government has determined that the targeted
individual poses an imminent threat of violent
attack against the United States; (2) capture is
infeasible, and the United States continues to
monitor whether capture becomes feasible; and
(3) the operation would be conducted in a man-
ner consistent with applicable law of war princi-
ples. [The “applicable law of war principles,” the
paper makes clear elsewhere, include discrimi-
nating between combatants and civilians and
avolding disproportionate unintentional harm to
civilians. |’

Whether or not targeted killing would be justified if
these requirements were observed is open to question.
Later passages in the document raise disturbing ques-
tions, however, about how rigorously the admimstra-
tion observes even these requirements in practice.

The first requirement for a targeted killing 1s that the
target must pose “an imminent threat of violent attack
against the Umted States.” Later, however, the paper
explains that “the condition that an operational leader
present an ‘imminent’ threat of violent attack against
the United States does not require the United States



ESSAYS - BROADLY DEFINED LETHAL POWERS

photo by meeshypants, some rights reserved

to have clear evidence that a specific attack on U.S.
persons and interests will take place in the immedi-
ate future.”™ To wait for clear evidence to emerge of
a specific attack in the near future, the paper argues,
would be to give the terrorists too much time to
prepare their attack and too little time for the United
States to respond. Instead, a “broader concept of 1m-
minence” 1s necessary. The paper advises decision
makers to

take into account that certain members of al-
Qa’ida (including any potential target of lethal
force) are continually plotting attacks against
the United States; that al-Qa’1da would engage
in such attacks regularly to the extent it were
able to do so; [and] that the U.S. government
may not be aware of all al-Qa’ida plots as they
are developing and thus cannot be confident that
none 1s about to occur.’

Having made these qualifications, the document
explains that someone might pose an imminent threat
if he 1s “an operational leader of al-Qa’1da or an
assoclated force and 1s personally and continually in-
volved in planning terrorist attacks against the Umted
States.” If this “operational leader” has recently
been involved in plots that posed an imminent violent
threat to the Umted States, this 1s further reason for
regarding him as currently posing an imminent threat.

Taking into account these qualifications, the “1mmi-
nent threat” requirement becomes more permissive

than it first appeared. Targeted killings, according

to the Justice Department paper, need not be limited
to situations where the target 1s involved in a defi-
nite, impending attack on American lives and lethal
methods are necessary to thwart that specific attack.
Instead, targeted killing can be used against someone
whom an “informed, high-level official of the U.S.
government™ has determined to be an operational
leader of al Qaeda or an affiliated group who 1s
continually involved in plotting attacks on the Umted
States, regardless of whether any specific future at-
tack 1s imminent.

Whether or not a target holds a leadership position in
al Qaeda and 1s involved in plots against the United
States will presumably not be determined by putting
the target on trial to determune his gult but will be
decided by extra-judicial means: the relevant “high-
level official” will probably be not a judge or jury but
someone in the Executive Branch making a decision
based on intelligence agencies’ findings.

Given that formal trials within the imperfect Ameri-
can judicial system can lead to innocent people being
convicted of crimes they did not commut, and given
the notoriously unreliable nature of intelligence, this
procedure all but guarantees that people who are

not operational leaders of al Qaeda will be killed

by mistake. Moreover, such a costly policy cannot

be justified by invoking the emergency created by a
definite, impending terrorist attack, as the paper ex-
plicitly divorces targeted killings from knowledge of
a specific future attack. Instead of being a response to
extreme crises, targeted killing without trial—and all
the dangers to innocents it involves—is envisioned
as being a relatively routine method in an ongoing
campaign against al Qaeda and its associates.

Another worrying passage in the paper 1s a discussion
of targeted killing’s geographical scope. A targeted
killing operation outside the United States directed
against al Qaeda members or their associates 1s called
“consistent with international legal principles of
sovereignty and neutrality 1f 1t were conducted, for
example, with the consent of the host nation’s gov-
ernment or after a determination that the host nation
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1s unable or unwilling to suppress the threat posed by
the individual targeted.”” This passage seems to say
that the United States can lawfully kill an American
citizen living in another country 1f a) the host coun-
try’s government agrees to the targeted killing; or b)
the host country’s government does not agree, wheth-
er out of lack of will or capacity.

The question arises: under what circumstances would
the United States not be justified in killing an Ameri-
can citizen in another country? All possible situations
seem to be pronounced lawful here. The practical
result, that the United States can kill any target any-
where 1n the world, with or without the host country’s
consent, 1s highly disturbing. Such a policy threatens
to make many enemies for the United States and
possibly entangle the Umited States in other nations’
internal contlicts and divisions.

The Justice Department paper provokes one set of
worries; the recent attorney general’s letter provokes
another. The letter from Attorney General Holder, dat-
ed March 4, was sent to Senator Rand Paul (R-KY).
The letter was in response to an inquury from Senator
Paul to John Brennan, President Obama’s nominee to
be CIA director. Senator Paul asked Mr. Brennan 1f
the president had the authority to order the targeted
killing without trial of American citizens within the
United States. Mr. Brennan referred the question to
the attorney general, who replied by writing that

the U.S. government has not carried out drone
strikes in the United States and has no intention
of doing so. As a policy matter, moreover, we
reject the use of mulitary force where well-estab-
lished law enforcement authorities in this coun-
try provide the best means for incapacitating a
terrorist threat... The question you have posed 1s
therefore entirely hypothetical, unlikely to occur,
and one we hope no President will ever have to
confront.’

Attorney General Holder then goes on to write
It 1s possible, I suppose, to 1magine an extraor-

dinary circumstance in which it would be neces-
sary and appropriate under the Constitution
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and applicable laws of the Umted States for the
President to authorize the military to use lethal
force within the territory of the United States.
For example, the President could conceivably
have no choice but to authorize the military to
use such force 1f necessary to protect the home-
land in the circumstances of a catastrophic attack
like the ones suffered on December 7, 1941, and
September 11, 2001.°

By allowing that the president might use deadly force
within the United States “to protect the homeland in
the circumstances of a catastrophic attack,” the at-
torney general 1s leaving room for the targeted killing
of American citizens on American soil. He assures
Senator Paul that this would be an “extraordinary
circumstance,” but given how the Justice Department
has expanded the notion of “imminent threat” when 1t
comes to killing Americans abroad, what 1s to prevent
a similar expansion of “protecting the homeland from
a catastrophic attack™ so that using lethal force on
American soil moves from extraordinary to ordinary?
[f someone within the United States 1s believed by
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intelligence agencies to be an operational leader of al
Qaeda and 1s continually involved in planning vio-
lent attacks on Americans, might a high-level official
in the U.S. government decide it 1s better to kill that
terrorist leader without trial rather than arrest hum
and 11sk a confrontation and harm to law enforcement
officers?

These two Justice Department documents, the tar-
geted killing analysis and the attorney general’s letter,
raise several disturbing prospects. The targeted killing
analysis raises the prospects of people who pose no
particular threat to the United States being killed
because someone in the government judged them to
pose “imminent threats,” under the new expansive
meaning of the term. This same analysis also raises
the prospect of a global campaign of targeted killing,
in defiance of other governments’ wishes, with all the
risks to American interests and reputation involved.
Last, the attorney general’s letter leaves open the pos-
sibility, however remote, that some people within the
United States might be killed without trial because
they are suspected of terrorist activities. If such a
practice 1s used even half as much as targeted kill-
ing abroad has been, then whatever minumal fairness
the criminal justice system currently offers could be
threatened. Both these documents offer ample reasons
for concern over and criticism of the Obama adminis-
tration’s current policies.

20

PaAlasal SIS auios ';[[D}] uid uery Aq ojoyd

WORKS CITED

1. Michael Isikoff, “Exclusive: Justice Department Memo
Reveals Legal Case for Drone Strikes on Americans,”
NBCNews.com, http://openchannel.nbcnews.com/
news/2013/02/04/16843014-justice-department-memo-reveals-
legal-case-for-drone-strikes-on-americans?lite.

2. “Department of Justice White Paper: Lawfulness of a Lethal
Operation Directed against a US Citizen Who 1s a Senior Op-
erational Leader of Al-Qa’ida or an Associated Force,” available
at http://msnbcmedia.msn.com/i/msnbce/sections/news/020413
DOJ _White Paper.pdf, 1.

3. Ibid., 1, 8. For law-of-war principles, the Justice Department
paper cites United States Air Force, “Targeting, Air Force Doc-
trine Document 2-1.9, 8 June 2006, http://www.dtic.mil/cgi-bin/
GetTRDoc?AD=ADA454614, 88-90.

4. “Department of Justice White Paper,” 7.

5. Ibid., 7-8.

6. Ibid., 8.

7. Ibid., 5.

8. The text of Attorney General Holder’s letter, as well as Sena-
tor Paul’s letters to John Brennan and Mr. Brennan’s response,
are all available at Rand Paul, United States Senator, “AG Hold-
er Asserts Authority to Conduct Drone Strikes on U.S. Citizens,”
http://’www.paul.senate.gov/?p=press_releaseid=724.

9. Ibid.



LIFE MATTERS JOURNAL - SPRING 2013

ILLUSION OF PURITY:
DECONSTRUCTING THE
POLITICAL SPECTRUM
by Nicholas Neal

A question that consistent

lifers ponder to themselves 1s where we fit on the
political spectrum. The simple answer 1s that we are a
form of centrists. This 1s because we incorporate posi-
tions that are both on the left and the right. We are
certainly not the only type of centrists, and for that
reason, we should probably not put so much emphasis
on it, lest we be confused for the likes of Joe Lieber-
man or Rudy Giuliani. However, the bigger problem
1s the political spectrum itself. It’s simply not a good
metaphor for political philosophy 1n regard to consis-
tent lifers.

[f there 1s anything that unites everyone across the
political spectrum it 1s the belief in the political spec-
trum. Many sumply take 1t for granted as the ultimate
divider of groups and philosophies. It creates a grid
of intelligibility which defines the limits of opinion,
and one of the limits 1t has imposed upon the political
populace 1s that pro-lifers go over here, peace activ-
1sts go over there and never the two shall meet except
in conflict. They may point out the inconsistencies of
the other side, but never shall they oppose both acts
of homicide.

Not only does the spectrum divide movements but
it also divides perceptions of reality. Film theorist
Mas’ud Zavarzedeh argued that visual images (in-
cluding real life) are not auto-intelligible but can only
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be interpreted through ideology.[1] The 1mages of
dead fetuses and dead foreigners are interpreted
differently depending on ideology, thus the victims

of abortion and euthanasia are segregated from the
victims of war and the death penalty into two different
perceptions of reality. This reveals why consistent lif-
ers must deconstruct the political spectrum. We must
show that all of these victims inhabit the same world
and the violence against them must be approached
with a consistent ethic.

The political spectrum 1s not a literal spectrum. There
1s no real way of measuring anything fromit. It is
merely used as a way to visualize the range of politi-
cal philosophy. The problem with this visualization
1s that 1t makes 1t seem as 1f progressivism and con-
servatism are runmng in a straight line in opposite
directions, and that the ends of each spectrum is what
happens when the philosophies are so pure and con-
sistent that they have no gradations. For this reason
we have terms like “hard right” and “hard left” for
each end and “mushy middle™ for the center, which is
perceived as the least pure in regard to principle. An
example of how a spectrum conjures an 1mage of pure
end points and a compromised middle would be a
gray scale. One end 1s white which is the purest form
of light and other end 1s black which is the purest end
of shadow. The gray middle 1s mixed and compro-
mised.
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However, the ends of the political spectruun are only
asserted to be pure. Progressives, for instance, are
supposed to believe in peace, tolerance and equality;,
yet what 1f they decide that dismembering the unborn
1sn’t peaceful, that the eugenic 1dea of destroying
fetuses for their genetic defects 1s intolerant, and that
lethal ageism 1s anti-egalitarian? Are these people
deviating from their philosophy? No, they are be-
ing more pure with their principles, but because they
do not fit the liberal stereotype, pro-life liberals are
unfairly placed in the center as if they are less pure
than pro-choicers. Thus we see that the ends of the
political spectrum are really just how much one fits a
predetermined view of what progressivism and con-
servatism is rather than how pure one is to principle.
Lethal ageism 1s progressive because progressives
believe 1n it. Big government anti-life projects called
wars are conservative, because conservatives believe
in them. Ultimately the ends are based on self-affirm-
ing conventions, not actual conclusions to applied
principles.

Thus 1llusion of purity 1s what legitimizes conserva-
tism’s and progressivisim’s inconsistencies. Claim-
ing to be pro-life, pro-war and pro-death penalty 1s
not seen as a contradiction but rather as following a
straight “consistent™ line rightward. The same goes in
claiming to be pro-peace while supporting the legal
killing of the unborn. The spectrum conflates meta-
phorical direction with consistent principles.

As a cinema major [ cannot help but express this
through film theory. A basic principle of editing 1s
that when two or more 1mages are placed in sequence
with each other, they give a third meaning. A classic
example given by Alfred Hitchcock would be show-
ing an image of mother and child playing in the park
Jjuxtaposed with an old man smiling. [2] This cre-
ates the third meaning that this is a kindly old man,
perhaps a grandfather. If however we were to replace
the 1image of mother and child in the park with a girl
in a bikini and kept that same 1mage of the old man
smiling, the third meamng 1s totally changed. He’s
suddenly a pervert. The political spectrum puts 1ssues
in sequence, and I would argue that doing so creates
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the same “third meaning™ effect. It creates the third
meaning that these lists of policy positions given by
both parties represent a coherent system of thought.
[t’s the sequencing of policy positions that creates
ideology and gives an assertion of principle.

However, films can be re-edited. Their images can

be re-sequenced to a point where the entire meaning
of the film 1s changed. It’s time that consistent lifers
totally re-edit the national film that 1s the political
spectrum. The pacing is terrible, the acting 1s shallow,
and the plot doesn’t make sense. By sequencing the
causes of life and peace together, we create a third
meaning: the victims of these acts of homicide inhabit
the same world, and the same ethical rules ought to
apply to both.

For this reason consistent lifers should interrogate (to
use a feminist term) this illusion of purity at the ends

of the spectrum. We should measure principle by how
consistently it 1s applied, not by how well it follows a
metaphorical and ultimately constructed direction.

Works Cited
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AN INTERVIEW WITH “NIPS" MATHESON OF

BIKERS AGAINST CHILD

ABUSE

l erhaps the first thing you think of

when you hear the word “bikers” 1s a quaint little
cruiser bicycle with teal spokes, or maybe a slick road
bicycle ready for the Tour de France. But we are talk-
ing about a more hardcore biker today — the Hell’s
Angels type of bikers. Except, these bikers take to the
road to work against and prevent child abuse, and give
children support in some of the most badass men and
women who take to the streets. Bikers Against Child
Abuse mught sound like an oxymoron to you, but the
work they do has been changing lives. I had the plea-
sure of interviewing Kimberly “Nips™ Matheson of
Bikers Against Child Abuse about their mission, their
vehicle for success, and how they have changed the
landscape for abuse victims.
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Aimee: Why did you choose to start an anti-child-
abuse initiative with bikers? What was the motivation
behind getting involved through this demographic of
people, reaching out to victims of abuse?

Nips: “Imtiative” 1s not quute the word I would use
to describe what motivates (B.A.C.A). Our mission
started as an effort to help one child who was a victim
of abuse. Empowering that child “To not feel afraid
of the world in which he lives” became a concern for
the many children who experience abuse. Our par-
ticular group of bikers, are dedicated biker brothers
and sisters who love to ride, (that’s what bikers do),
those who are drawn to B.A.C.A. as an organization
are compelled to “ride for a reason”, our reason, our
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mission, 1s abused children. The reward for being there
to help empower a child through a very challenging or-
deal 1s priceless. We are “keepers of the children”, kids
dig that. Bikers understand brotherhood, and are very
protective of their own, the image is one that lends it-
self nicely to our mission to protect children. So I'm
not sure 1t’s not more like. kids chose us to be their
protectors, we accepted the invitation. It was a natural

fit.

Aimee: What do you hope to achieve through vour
work with the BACA initiative? (Both short term and
long term?)

Nips: Empowerment. Abuse 1s a cycle, 1t exists
through generational conditioning. A child becomes
“conditioned” into thinking that’s the way the world
works, either through being abused, or abusing oth-
ers. We help them understand that 1t 1sn’t supposed

to be that way. Our mission to empower victims, one
child at a time 1s both a short, and long term chal-
lenge. By empowering a child today, there 1s a better
chance that he does not remain a victim or become an
abuser tomorrow.

Aimee: 7ell us briefly about yvour experience with the
B.A.C A. Initiative in action.

Nips: I believe that any member you were to ask
about their experience would tell you the B.A.C.A.
experience 1s very rewarding. When a child 1s em-
powered and able to tell what has happened to them
in a court of law and aid in the prosecution of their
abuser, 1t’s payday! Payday for the child by not
having to live in fear that the abuser will be able to
hurt them again, and payday for us because we have
helped them get there by lending them our emotional
and physical support.

Aimee: What were the impressions and reactions of
the people with whom vou worked and served? What
about the general public?

Nips: B.A.C.A. in general 1s well recetved by those
we have come in contact with. State and local agen-
cies we work 1n conjunction with are supportive of
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our efforts. No other organization focuses on empow-
ering the victim like we do. We simply care and be-
lieve that every child 1s entitled to a happy childhood.
Since B.A.C.A. started in 1995 (by JP “Chief” Lilly)
we have become International, with chapters around
the world. With that being said and with that kind of
expansion it would be safe to say we are well received
well globally.

Aimee: What has the impact been in your regions/
neighborhoods when it comes to child abuse?

Nips: B.A.C.A’s impact on abuse 1tself, regionally
or otherwise, 1s a bit difficult to evaluate. However,
on an individual level, to the kids we serve, the ones
who have allowed us to be a part of their lives, it 1s
very easy to evaluate. B.A.C.A. kids become more
self-confident, they are happier and well adjusted.
We have seen children go through many changes.

We have seen kids go from being very shy and with-
drawn, to outgoing and at ease with the world around
them. We are the best paid volunteers in the world, we
get to see kids flourish and that priceless.
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Aimee: Is there anything else vou'd like to tell uts
about your work, or BA.C A. in general?

Nips: Bikers Against Child Abuse (B.A.C.A)) ex-

1sts with the intent to create a safer environment

for abused children. We exist as a body of bikers to
empower children to no feel afraid of the world in
which they ive. We stand ready to lend support to our
wounded friends by involving them with an estab-
lished untied organization. We work in conjunction
with local and state officials who are already in place
to protect children. We desire to send a clear message
to all involved with the abused child that this child 1s
a part of our organization, and that we are prepared to
lend our physical and emotional support to them by
affiliation and our physical presence. We stand ready
to shield these children from further abuse. We do not
condone the use of violence or physical force in any
manner, however, should circumstances arise such
that we are the only obstacle preventing a child from
further abuse, we stand ready to be that obstacle.

Aimee: Thank vou so much, Nips, and the rest of the
B.A.CA. team for your work and sharing your time
with me to spread the message of respect for human
life and dignity.

For more information about Bikers Against
Child Abuse, please visit www.bacaworld.org.
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CONCEIVED IN RAPE:
MY STORY
by Rebecca Kiessling
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I was adopted nearly from birth. that my life was like garbage -- that I was disposable.
At 18, I learned that I was conceived out of a bru-
tal rape at knfe-point by a serial rapist. Like most Please understand that whenever you identify yourself
people, I’d never considered that abortion applied as being “pro-choice,” or whenever you make that
to my life, but once I received this information, all exception for rape, what that really translates into 1s
of a sudden I realized that, not only does it apply to you being able to stand before me, look me 1n the eye,
my life, but it has to do with my very existence. It and say to me, “I think your mother should have been
was as 1f | could hear the echoes of all those people able to abort you.” That’s a pretty powerful state-
who, with the most sympathetic of tones, would say, ment. I would never say anything like that to some-
“Well, except in cases of rape. . . ,” or who would one. I would say never to someone, “If I had my way,
rather fervently exclaim in disgust: “Especially in you’d be dead right now.” But that 1s the reality with
cases of rape!!!” All these people are out there who which I live. I challenge anyone to describe for me
don‘t even know me, but are standing in judgment of ~ how 1t’s not. It’s not like people say, “Oh well, I'm
my life, so quick to dismiss it just because of how I pro-choice except for that little window of opportuni-
was conceived. I felt like I was now going to have to  ty m 1968/69, so that you, Rebecca, could have been
Justify my own existence, that I would have to prove born.” No -- this is the ruthless reality of that posi-

myself to the world that I shouldn’t have been aborted ~ fion, and I can tell you that it hurts and 1t’s mean. But
and that I was worthy of living. I also remember feel- I know that most people don’t put a face to this issue.

ing like garbage because of people who would say For them, it’s just a concept -- a quick cliche, and
28
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they sweep 1t under the rug and forget about it. I do
hope that, as a child of rape, I can help to put a face, a
voice, and a story to this 1ssue.

I’ve often experienced those who would confront

me and try to dismiss me with quick quips like, “Oh
well, you were lucky!” Be sure that my survival has
nothing to do with luck. The fact that I’'m alive today
has to do with choices that were made by our society
at large, people who fought to ensure abortion was 1l-
legal in Michigan at the tume -- even in cases of rape,
people who argued to protect my life, and people
who voted pro-life. I wasn’t lucky. I was protected.
And would you really rationalize that our brothers
and sisters who are being aborted every day are just
somehow “unlucky?!!

Although my birthmother was thrilled to meet me,
she did tell me that she actually went to two back-
alley abortionists and I was almost aborted. After the
rape, the police referred her to a counselor who basi-
cally told her that abortion was the thing to do. She
said there were no crisis pregnancy centers back

then, but my birthmother assured me that 1f there had
been, she would have gone if at least for a little more
guidance. The rape counselor 1s the one who set her
up with the back-alley abortionists. For the first, she
said 1t was the typical back-alley conditions that you
hear about as to why “she should have been able to
safely and legally abort” me -- blood and dirt all over
the table and floor. Those back-alley conditions and
the fact that it was illegal caused her to back out, as
with most women.

Then she got hooked up with a more expensive abor-
tionist. This time she was to meet someone at night
by the Detroit Institute of Arts. Someone would ap-
proach her, say her name, blindfold her, put her in the
backseat of a car, take her and then abort me . . . , then
blindfold her again and drop her back off. And do
you know what I think 1s so pathetic? It’s that I know
there are an awful lot of people out there who would
hear me describe those conditions and their response
would just be a pitiful shake of the head in disgust:
“It’s just so awful that your birthmother should have
had to have gone through that in order to have been
able to abort you!” Like that’s compassionate?!! I
fully realize that they think they are being compas-
sionate, but that’s pretty cold-hearted from where I
stand, don’t you think? That 1s my life that they are
so callously talking about and there 1s nothing com-
passionate about that position. My birthmother 1s
okay -- her life went on and 1n fact, she’s doing great,
but I would have been killed, my life would have
been ended. I may not look the same as I did when I
was four years old or four days old yet unborn in my
mother’s womb, but that was still undeniably me and
[ would have been killed through a brutal abortion.

According to the research of Dr. David Reardon,
director of the Elliot Institute, co-editor of the book
Victims and Victors: Speaking Out About Their
Pregnancies, Abortions and Children Resulting From
Sexual Assault, and author of the article “Rape, Incest
and Abortion: Searching Beyond the Myths,” most
women who become pregnant out of sexual assault do
not want an abortion and are in fact worse-off after an
abortion. See http://www.afterabortion.org .
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So most people’s position on abortion in cases of rape
1s based upon faulty premises: 1) the rape victim
would want an abortion, 2) she’d be better off with an
abortion, and 3) that child’s life just 1sn’t worth hav-
ing to put her through the pregnancy. I hope that my
story, and the other stories posted on this site, will be
able to help dispel that last myth.

[ wish I could say that my birthmother was with the
majority of victims and that she didn’t want to abort
me, but she had been convinced otherwise. However,
the nasty disposition and foul mouth of this second
back-alley abortionist, along with a fear for her own
safety, caused her to back out. When she told him by
phone that she wasn’t interested 1n this risky arrange-
ment, this abortion doctor insulted her and called her
names. To her surprise, he called again the next day
to try to talk her into aborting me once again, and
again she declined and was hurled insults. So that
was 1t -- after that she just couldn’t go through with
it. My birthmother was then heading into her second
trimester -- far more dangerous, far more expensive
to have me aborted.

I’m so thankful my life was spared, but a lot of well-
meaning Christians would say things to me like,
”Well you see, God really meant for you to be here!”
Or others may say, “You were meant to be here.” But
I know that God intends for every unborn child to be
given the same opportunity to be born, and I can’t

sit contentedly saying, “Well, at least my life was
spared.” Or, “I deserved it. Look what I’ve done
with my life.” And millions of others didn’t? I can’t
do that. Can you? Can you just sit there and say,
“At least ] was wanted . . . at least I’'m alive” or just,
“Whatever!™? Is that really the kind of person who
you want to be? Cold-hearted? A facade of com-
passion on the exterior, but stone-cold and vacated
from within? Do you claim to care about women
but couldn’t care less about me because I stand as a
reminder of something you’d rather not face and that
you’d hate for others to consider either? Do I not fit
your agenda?
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In law school, I"d also have classmates say thing-

sto me like, “Oh well! If you’d been aborted, you
wouldn’t be here today, and you wouldn’t know the
difference anyway, so what does it matter?”” Believe
1t or not, some of the top pro-abortion philosophers
use that same kind of argument: “The fetus never
knows what hits him, so there’s no such fetus to miss
his life.” So I guess as long as you stab someone

in the back while he’s sleeping, then it’s okay, be-
cause he doesn’t know what huts hum?! I'd explain
to my classmates how their same logic would justify
me killing you today, because you wouldn’t be here
tomorrow, and you wouldn’t know the difference
anyway, so what does 1t matter?”” And they’d just
stand there with their jaws dropped. It’s amazing
what a little logic can do, when you really think this
thing through -- like we were supposed to be doing in
law school -- and consider what we’re really talking
about: there are lives who are not here today because
they were aborted. It’s like the old saying: “If a tree
falls 1n the forest, and no one 1s around to hear it,
does 1t make a noise?” Well, yeah! And if a baby 1s
aborted, and no one else 1s around to know about it,
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does it matter? The answer is, YES! Their lives mat-
ter. My life matters. Your life matters and don’t let
anyone tell you otherwise!

The world 1s a different place because it was 1llegal
for my birthmother to abort me back then. Your life
1s different because she could not legally abort me
because you are sitting here reading my words today!
But you don’t have to have an impact on audiences
for your life to matter. There 1s something we are all
mussing here today because of the generations now
who have been aborted and i1t matters.

One of the greatest things I’ve learned 1s that the rap-
ist 1s NOT my creator, as some people would have
me believe. My value and identity are not established
as a “product of rape,” but as a child of God. Psalm
68:5.6 declares: “A father to the fatherless . . . 1s God
in his holy dwelling. God sets the lonely in fam-
lies.” And Psalm 27:10 tells us “Though my father
and mother forsake me, the Lord will receive me.” 1
know that there 1s no stigma in being adopted. We
are told in the New Testament that it is in the spirit

of adoption that we are called to be God’s children
through Christ our Lord. So He must have thought
pretty lnghly of adoption to use that as a picture of
His love for us!

Most importantly, I’ve learned, I’1l be able to teach
my children, and I teach others that your value 1s

not based on the circumstances of your conception,
your parents, your siblings, your mate, your house,
your clothes, your looks, your 1Q, your grades, your
SCOTE€S, YOUI IMOoney, your occupation, your successes
or failures, or your abilities or disabilities -- these

are the lies that are perpetuated in our society. In
fact, most motivational speakers tell their audiences
that 1f they could just make something of themselves
and meet this certain societal standard, then they too
could “be somebody.” But the fact is that no one
could ever meet all of these ridiculous standards, and
many people will fall incredibly short and so, does
that mean that they ‘re not “somebody” or that they’re
“nobody?” The truth 1s that you don’t have to prove
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your worth to anyone, and if you really want to know
what your value is, all you have to do 1s look to the
Cross --because that’s the price that was paid for your
life! That’s the infinite value that God placed on your
life! He thinks you are pretty valuable, and so do [.
Won’t you join me in affirming others’ value as well,
in word and 1n action?
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MEDIA REVIEWS
AND CONSISTENT LIFE

WHAT THE HUNGER GAMES
TEACHES US ABOUT VIOLENCE

by Julia Smucker

Fear, poverty, state power, violence as entertainment,
moral dilemmas: these are among the chilling themes
that have made The Hunger Games such a mas-
sively compelling story. Not only does this dystopian
fantasy draw us in with a powerful, suspenseful plot,
but more significantly, it offers a thought-provoking
critique of violence and society’s participation in it.

Set in the futuristic country of Panem in what was
once North America, the premise of The Hunger
Games centers around the totalitarian rule of the
country’s capitol, which requires an annual retribution
for a past rebellion 1n the form of one boy and one girl
selected at random from each of 12 districts. Those
selected compete 1n the Hunger Games, a nationally
televised life-and-death competition in which the last
remaining survivor 1s declared the victor. In the midst
of this dehumanizing scenario, Katniss Everdeen vol-
unteers to take her younger sister’s place as “tribute”
in the games. This courageous act 1s only the begin-
ning of an intense personal and moral struggle which
raises challenging questions for us all.

Katmiss, whose driving aim 1s simply survival, must
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fight to maintain her own humanity and to see the
humanity of others, even her opponents in the arena.
But can she succeed in doing so in a situation where
survival requires a willingness to kill?

From the start, there is a profound tension between
Katruss’ revulsion at the injustice in which she 1s
forced to participate and her deep-seated survival
mstinct. This tension produces something of a moral
disconnect: Katniss is deeply aware of the funda-
mental injustice of the Hunger Games, yet within the
games, she demonstrates surprisingly little hesitation
to kill. In one exchange the night before the games
begin, Peeta, the male tribute from Katniss’ district,
expresses a desire to “die as himself,” to maintain
some piece of his identity despite the brutality that
the repressive Capitol 1s trying to reduce hum to. Kat-
niss retorts that she “can’t afford to think like that™:
as she goes into the games, survival trumps defiance.
Peeta too, despite his grandiose declaration, exhibits
the same disconnect by his prediction that he will kill
like everyone else. In this resignation he has already
defeated his wish to show the Capitol they don’t own
him.

By the end of the games, something appears to have
changed for both Katniss and Peeta, whose ultimate
act of defiance involves a decision to lay their lives
on the line rather than kill, and in doing so reclaim
their own humanity. The refusal to kill turns out to

be the only way to defeat the Capitol’s claim on them.

Even as a nisky suwrvival maneuver, their choice is a
dramatic demonstration of the true power of nonvio-
lence, which raises an even more provocative set of
questions.

In one of the film’s earlier scenes, Katmss’ friend
Gale wonders aloud, “What 1f no one watched?”
That 1s, 1f watching 24 teenagers kill each other 1s
nobody’s entertainment choice, could the games be
repeated year after year? The question implicates
everyone, and the implications concerning the poten-
tially desensitizing effects of our own entertainment
choices, as well as our indirect complicity 1n state-
sponsored violence, are well worth pondering.
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But one might also ask, what if no one killed? How
would it affect the games 1f all of the tributes, or even
one, refused to kill from the start? What kind of mes-
sage would that send about the Capitol’s ownership of
their humamty?

An all too easy dismissal to this question might be
found in reference to the tributes from the wealthier
districts, referred to in the book (and more briefly in
the film) as the Careers because of their lifelong ambi-
tion and training to compete in the Hunger Games.
The Capitol and 1ts representatives, especially the
despotic President Snow, are the true villains of the
story, but in the Careers we get a more immediate set
of antagonists. For the audience, this has the unfor-
tunate effect of dehumanizing some of the characters
vying for their own survival — each presumably with
a family back home hoping for their safety and a back
story we never see. What 1f all the tributes had simply
been, like Katniss, trying to do what 1t took to su-
vive? If that were the case, we would surely be more
disturbed by every death that takes place in the arena.
By creating characters whose deaths we can feel good
about, novelist Suzanne Collins has done us the dis-
service of a moral reprieve in an otherwise powerful
critique of the dehumanizing nature of all violence.
Still, the presence of the Careers may give us cause

to consider who we are tempted to dehumanize as a
handy excuse to justify violence in whatever form it
takes.

Many have seen the popularity of The Hunger Games
as owing to more than its gripping plot, masterful as it
1s. To a considerable extent, the story has found reso-
nance on a deeper level, touching a social nerve about
the acceptance and even glorification of violence,
often exacerbated by other social injustices such as
systemic poverty. As we anticipate the release of the
second film 1n the trilogy, Catching Fire, this coming
November, we are left with much to ponder about the
nature of violence and the moral choices we must all
make 1n relation to it.
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THE VALUE OF MERCY:
JUSTICE & DOCTOR WHO
by Lilianna Meldrum Serbicki

The television show Doctor Who receives an extreme-
ly intense devotion from many of its fans. Whovians
discuss and dissect the show with an almost religious
fervor. On the surface, it 1s, admittedly, an often goofy
program that 1s sometimes more fantasy than science
fiction. However, there 1s an important element of 1ts
storytelling that makes it unique. At its thematic core
1s the desire to affirm the dignity of the human person
and the potential for good—and mercy—that we all
have.

Science fiction in general serves to remind us how
beautiful and frightening the real world is by show-
g it to us 1n a carnival mirror; sci-fl 1s really about
our soclety and our world, not the future or some
far-off planet. The most effective storytelling portrays
what 1s unzversal 1n humanty, and that 1s why Doctor
Who endures. While 1t does not shy away from kill-
ing off beloved characters and presenting true evil, it
still encourages the viewer to react to the world with
wonder, optimism, and respect, not fear. Christopher
Eccleston, who played the ninth incarnation of the
Doctor, expressed the core message of Doctor Who
as: “live...as fully as you can. Care for others, and be
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respectful of all other life forms™.

The Doctor himself is a semi-immortal alien who
can travel throughout space and time, 1n turn saving
and complicating the lives of those he encounters. He
often travels with companions who act as effective
foils. These usually human characters help to bring
the Doctor (figuratively and sometimes literally) down
to earth. Because of his age, intelligence, and experi-
ence, he 1s occasionally tempted to look at the “big
picture” when he finds solutions, rather than the indi-
vidual details. The companions often remind him to
ask, not if a solution “works” for people, but instead,
“are they happy?”. *
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The themes of mercy and justice are addressed repeat-
edly in Doctor Who, particularly in Eccleston’s time
as the ninth regeneration. However, “A Town Called
Mercy,” a recent episode from this current season,

1s an excellent example of the attitude Doctor Who
strives to express.

While the show has an affirming message, it does not
paint a simplified view of the human (or alien, as the
case may be) soul. The show does have its share of
one-dimensional antagonists, but the best villains 1n
Doctor Who challenge the viewer’s ethics because
they are not easily categorized. In “A Town Called
Mercy,” the Doctor (now 1n his eleventh regeneration)
deliberates over whether or not he should allow a war
criminal to be killed by someone set on vengeance.
The war criminal 1s Kahler-Jex, an alien doctor and
scientist who experimented on his own kind to cre-
ate cyborgs to help his people win a war. He landed
near Mercy, a tiny 19th-century town 1n the American
west, 1n the course of his escape from a man with a
vendetta against him. This man, Kahler-Tek, whom
the inhabitants of Mercy call the Gunslinger, 1s one of
Kahler-Jex’s own violent creations. He cuts off sup-
plies to the town and threatens the inhabitants in his
desire to reclaim and kill Kahler-Jex.

However, Kahler-Jex is not “simply” evil. After reach-
ing Mercy, he subsequently saves the Western
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town from a cholera outbreak and provides the people
with electricity from his ship. As a result, the marshal
of the town 1s dedicated to defending hum, and refuses
to hand him over to the Gunslinger. The viewer (and
the Doctor) wonders: why did Kahler-Jex decide to
cure the town’s cholera? Is he merely trying to relieve
the weight of hus own evil actions through this self-
inflicted “pumshment™?

The Doctor 1s horrified and disgusted by the actions
Kahler-Jex has taken. This man has caused pain,
death, and violence—but in doing so he won a war
that “saved” millions of other lives. As the Doc-

tor struggles with his own conscience as he decides
whether or not to hand the scientist over to the Gun-
slinger, Kahler-Jex declares wryly that it “‘would be
so much simpler if [ was just one thing, wouldn’t
112 # This 1s an incredibly important statement; divid-
ing people into categories of “good” and “evil” is
very convenient, but not realistic. Killing, even in an
arguably “just” act, changes those who kill as well as
those who die. A terrible act, even i1f 1t 1s done for a
“rationalized” reason, remains a ternible act.

The Doctor has seen death, war, genocide, tragedy—a
portion of 1t even caused indirectly by his own hand.
We, as viewers, have seen much of it with him. The
Doctor 1s no longer young, and most of the people he
loves have been torn away from him. As his outer ap-
pearance has become increasingly youthful, his inner
self has become more cynical. His eyes are “heavy
with the weight of all [he has] seen™ In many ways
this comes to a head in this episode; he almost hands
Kahler-Jex to his self-appointed executioner. It would
be easy for the Doctor to trade the life of an ethically
compromised man for the life of a town. This is not
the first time the Doctor has (almost) made a morally
gray decision, but this episode’s “problem™ 1s notable
for how directly it 1s confronted and resolved.

Amy, one of the Doctor’s human companions, desper-
ately asks lim to show mercy to this man. The Doctor
is tired of seeing violence, of meeting liars; he has
been encountering murderers and traitors for centu-
ries, and he has almost reached the breaking point. He
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has always tried to “negotiate...to understand,” but
now he mourns “all the people that died because of
my mercy”’ (“A Town Called Mercy”). However, his
companion, Amy, says that they should be better than
Kahler-Jex; they should not have to resort to violence
in order to provide justice. The Doctor realizes she is
right, and tries to help the town—and the Gunsling-
er—realize “that’s how all this started.. now that
same story’s gonna make you a killer, too. Don’t you
see? Violence doesn’t end violence, 1t extends 1. And
I don’t think you want to do this. I don’t think you
want to become that man” (“A Town Called Mercy™).
The quality of mercy saves those who are merciful
jJust as 1t saves those who receive compassion.

Perhaps this 1s what Kahler-Jex himself should have
heard before he initially tore members of his own race
apart to create an army of supermen and “save” mul-
lions of lives by winning a war. Perhaps he believed
that his actions would bring an end to the war, to
violence, to the fear and anger inside of huim. It is easy
to rationalize our choices when we view lives as ele-
ments in an equation rather than individually priceless
entities. Kahler-Jex ultimately ends his own life (in
an action the Doctor himself does not endorse). The
despair this character feels knowing he has destroyed
so many lives ultimately destroys lhim. His death 1s
tragic, but it emphasizes the effect that violence has
on the hearts and minds of those who enact it.

The Gunslinger, who had been hunting Kahler-Jex, 1s
tempted to end his own life as well, but with the Doc-
tor’s encouragement, he becomes the new protector of
the town Mercy. There 1s hope and redemption here
for those who are seeking it; the story goes on. In the
end, that 1s the enduring appeal of Doctor Who. All
the tragedy in the umverse cannot drown out the fact
that the Doctor believes “that in mne hundred years of
time and space...I’ve never met anybody who wasn’t
1mportant.™
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THE END OF SUMMER
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'I:'IE night was warm, while the sky
faded slowly from pink to violet. Ellie always liked
twilight. There was unmistakable energy as the sun
went down. The neat and pretty upper-class suburban
neighborhood breezed by as she watched from the
passenger seat.

It was a Saturday might, which meant party night.
Specifically, it was the Pearson twins’ party, which
meant 1t was going to be one that rocked. She
grinned to herself at the thought of loud music, boys
and alcohol.

A coil of her brown hair drifted down in front of her
nose by the slight breeze, breaking her from her gaze
out the window. She turned to her best friend, who
was driving.

Jenny was quuetly singing to the song issuing from
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the radio, her fingers tapping the steering wheel of the
yellow convertible Bug with the soft beat. Her dyed
blonde hair was swirling behind her head from the
wind. Her thick mascara made her look the part of a
princess of the Nile, complementing her olive skin.

“Do you think Van will be there?” Ellie asked.

Jenny looked at her from the corner of her eye.
“Probably, I mean he’s part of that whole clique that
the twins are in. Why—are you hoping to hook up?”
replied Jenny, with a sly smile.

“No!” she snapped back, quickly betraying her sup-
posed sincere intention.

Jenny looked sideways at her best friend, with her
smile only wider this time. The two knew the truth.
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There was a silence between the two of them for a
moment. The radio started a song that lasted a catchy
beat. It wasn’t long before Ellie started to hum with
the song, while Jenny unconsciously harmonized
with her. The two girls noticed at the same time and
started to giggle.

Before either could say anything more, they arrived at
the Pearson’s house. The music was already pound-
g inside, with the windows silhouetting a crowded
interior. The bushes were neatly trimmed and the
lawn looked fresh cut.

“Looks like they started early, goodness,” said Jenny:.
Her eyes squinted as she tried to see a spot in the
long line of cars along the curb. After searching for
a couple minutes Jenny conceded with a spot a block
away.

Ellie pulled the door handle and stepped out into the
comfortable twilight air. Her flats slapped the pave-
ment as she started to walk toward the house.

“Wait-for me,” called Jenny, with the Bug’s door ajar.

“Come on you priss,” Ellie replied, walking over to
the driver’s side.

Jenny was hurriedly running a comb through her
tousled hair. “You can’t rush this,” she said, waving a
hand in front of her face.

“Well, hurry up Princess, before all the boys are
taken,” replied Ellie.

“Iam [ am,” said Jenny, “I forget...your husband Van

1s waiting.”

Ellie rolled her eyes and turned to walk to the Pearson
house. The rapid clicking of Jenny’s heels struggled
to catch up with her, but her best friend’s love of tight
muini-skirts sabotaged her attempt to move quickly.
Ellie stopped in her walk, grinning in soft amusement
at Jenny.

“Shut up,” said Jenny, pulling her thigh-hugging
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mini-skirt down as she attempted to regain her com-
posure.

It wasn’t long before the two girls came to the house.
The music had taken on a thumping beat, while the
profile of the crowd in the window had taken a con-
trolled throb as bodies moved with the rhythm. All
the outside lights were on, casting shadows as the
girls came up to the house.

Jenny quickened her strut as they came up the 1m-
peccably primed sidewalk, arriving at the front door.
Ellie knocked, though she thought it was silly imme-
diately considering how loud the music was. Yet, the
door knob turned and the door swung in releasing a
loud pulse of the coalescing techno and hip-hop.

A girl, who had been in Ellie’s homeroom stood there
with a cup in her hand and she shouted over the noise,
“Come onin.” Ellie and Jenny stepped into the hot
house, which was accompanied by the faint smell of
alcohol. Jenny looked at Ellie for a quick moment,
with another large grin on her face and took the lead
into the controlled chaos of the Pearson twins’ party.

Jenny grabbed a beer from the open case sitting on the
kitchen table. Ellie did likewise and both girls started
sipping the bitter beer. Jenny’s fascination with
alcohol came from her parent’s habits of being daily
drinkers. Ellie, being her best friend, had been towed
along with this fascination, but she had developed a
taste for it all her own.

It wasn’t long before a couple of guys came up to the
two of them and started to chat. Ellie picked up on
their intentions within half a minmute. Their clumsy
attempt at sincerity was dashed by their scanning eyes
that went from the two girl’s feet to their lips. Their
breath smelled thick with beer and a new can was
already in each of their hands. The conversation went
far enough for both girls to turn the exchange back
and deter the would-be hook-ups.

Jenny looked at Ellie and motioned for her to follow
her, “Let’s get into this crowd.” She started to move
with the music, her arms pumping with the music.



POETRY & PROSE - THE END OF SUMMER: A SHORT STORY

Aqojoud

paAtasad s1EL awos BU0Zal] [SIUE

ol

Ellie finished her can, draining it before setting it
down, and followed her best friend into the sweaty
mob. After a couple of songs, both girls went to
pound another pair of beers and repeated the process
a couple more times, Ellie could feel the buzz. She
loved that contented warmth and fuzziness, which
made the music even smoother for her.

It was then Van arrived on the scene. Ellie spotted
him first in the crowd as the music took a particu-
larly throbbing tempo. He is beautiful, she thought,
chipped from a block of sandstone. His firm torso
stretched his shirt in all the right places. Ellie glided
toward the boy, without a second thought, which
hadn’t come from her present buzz.

Van could feel eyes on him and turned his eyes to her,
which normally would have caused her to freeze, but
with music permeating her body and alcohol switl-
ing 1n her veins, she didn’t. The two started dancing
with the crowd, as she drew close, but i1t was Van that
broke the wordless exchange.

“You're Ellie, nght?”” he asked, over the noise. His
hazel eyes sparkled with a certain amusement.

“Yeah,” Ellie replied, trying her best to match Van’s
movements, though she felt slightly rubbery.

“How have ya been?” he asked.

“Good.” she shouted back.
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“Wanna get out of here?” he asked.
“Sure,” said Ellie and her heart skipped a beat.

Van didn’t say anything more and grabbed her hand,
leading her off the dance floor. He led her upstairs,
weaving past the crowded stairwell and hallway. The
music had softened as Van walked with Ellie further
down the hallway to a bedroom.

Van went 1n and closed the door. He went over to the
window and opened it, letting the breeze in, before
slumping on the bed. “Finally away from all that
noise,” he said rubbing his face with both hands.

Ellie sat down next to him, smoothing her dress ner-
vously, her mind excited, but scared of how her crush
was right next to her. What am I supposed to do now?
Are we going to kiss? They were only fragmentary
given the alcohol in her now.

“So, Ellie you drink right?” he asked, sitting up. Ellie
only nodded. “Have you ever had whiskey?”

“No,” she managed to say.

“You aren’t nervous are you? You shouldn’t be ner-
vous,” Van said, pulling a bottle of caramel colored
liquid from a drawer in the mght table. “I know the
twins well enough from lacrosse to know that they
stash alcohol,” he said with a grin and a swig of the
whiskey.

Ellie watched him and took the bottle when he of-
fered 1t to her. She took a swig, but did not expect
the harshness on her throat and she coughed. “Oh, I
should have warned you,” said Van patting her back,
but his hand touched her skin where her dress was
open in the back. The touch caused more color fo
flood to her cheeks.

The buzz had grown louder in her and she grabbed
Van’s other hand. The boy froze and the two stared
at each other for a long moment. Then with alcohol
heavy on their breaths and minds, the two kissed and
Ellie only felt the warmth of a sweet embrace.
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Why not a consistent voice?

These are just a few of the individuals who have spoken out with a clear, unwavering voice for peace and life—rejecting
all violence. Consistent Life is a network of 200 groups and many individuals which furthers the consistent life ethic through
exhibits at conferences, advertisements, a weekly e-newsletter, a presence on social media and community speakers. We need
both a network such as Consistent Life and a quality journal like Life Matters Journal to spread the idea of respecting the dignity
and worth of each human life.

What can you do to make the world a less violent place? Will you help us?

We are committed to the protection of life, which is threatened in todays world by war, a bortion, poverty, r acism, capital pun
ishment and euthanasia. We believe that these issues are linked under a ‘consistent ethic of life’. We challenge those working on
all or some of these issues to maintain a cooperative spirit of peace, reconciliation, and respect in protecting the unprotected.

() Consistent Life

http://www.consistent-life.org/join.html|
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WHAT FEEDS RAPE CULTURE?

A RESPONSE TO PORTRAYALS OF RAPE IN THE MEDIA

by Mary Stroka

o CI
t’s happening in your neigh-
borhood, happening in your town, your village, your
city,” Ohio Atty. Gen. Mike DeWine said about the
Steubenville rape case that found two high school
football players gulty of sexually assaulting an inca-
pacitated teenage girl .

Although sexual assault 1s not happemng in every
neighborhood, the effect of the statement 1s critical.
This 1s an 1ssue that directly impacts enough people —
200,780 cases, nationally, of rape or sexual assault in
2004-2005 — that everyone i1s affected in some way.

As a newly minted journalist, I have not yet become
cynical about the state of the media. So when top me-
dia personnel, such as CNN’s Candy Crowley, make
comments like “What’s the lasting effect though on
two young men being found gulty in juvenile court of
rape, essentially?” , I am alarmed and ashamed. I

photo by Women's ENews, some rights reserved

am ashamed these are the news outlets and media per-
sonalities that people get their news from, that they
acclaim. Crowley is an award-winning reporter, and
she made, to put it mildly, unsympathetic comments
on a story receiving national attention. Why did CNN
allow this? Why have there been no apologies?

I realize that there needs to a certain level of free-
dom of speech, but when the “top” TV news chan-
nel broadcasts such comments and does not bother to
apologize, there 1s a serious problem. And this prob-
lem reflects what 1s referred to as “rape culture.”

Rape culture 1s pretty well defined in a post, “So
you're tired of hearing about rape culture?,” Lauren
Nelson wrote on March 19 on her blog, Rant Against
the Random. She runs through more than two dozen
examples of how American society excuses instances
of sexual violence; they include many facets of the
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Steubenville case but also comedian Damel Tosh’s
rape joke and various offensive advertisements.

What makes 1t worse 1s that this media response 1s
echoed on Twitter and Facebook. Nelson included a
photo of such comments, and it’s sickening. Every-
thing from blaming the victim to a tweet by zjosiah,
who wrote, “Steubenville : Gulty. I feel bad for the
two young guys, Mays and Richmond, they did what
most people in their situation would have done.” To
be fair, zjosiah has since apologized and may have
even deleted his account, but the point 1s that there are
significant number of people who somehow think that
the rapists” behavior 1s acceptable.

Could it be a lack of awareness of the meaning of con-
sent? Some of the comments seem to suggest this be-
cause of the focus on how the victim was intoxicated.
Regardless of how she became intoxicated, the perpe-
trators” actions and those of the bystanders are atro-
cious. Consent 1s a process, in that each person needs
to agree to each more intimate stage. It needs to be
verbal. It needs to be sober. And it cannot be coerced.
So could the victim be “at fault” for the event? No.

This contradicts what might be the immediate reac-
tion: shouldn’t the victim have to deal with the con-
sequences of her actions? Victim blamers might say
that a person who gets raped brought it on herself if
she puts herself in a risky situation, wears immodest
clothing, or imtiates a romantic encounter. The per-
son who gets raped 1s only completely innocent and
deserving of compassion if she 1s raped by a stranger
in a dark alley. I disagree. Nobody with a relatively
healthy mind wants to be forced or coerced into sex
— rape. The Steubenville victim could not have pre-
dicted that her body would become a sex object that
night and that nobody would protect her. And besides,
this mode of thought presumes that all men are rap-
1sts; the simplest provocation will result in rape. It’s
ridiculous.

One of the few silver linings is the outstanding num-
ber of people who chose to stand up for the victim and
others who have faced such violence. Change.org has
a petition in which 286,709 people as of March 28
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are challenging CNN to “apologize on air for sym-
patluizing with the Steubenville rapists.” A YouTube
public service announcement of how men should treat
women ftitled “A Needed Response™ by Samantha
Stendal, a sophomore filn student at the Umversity
of Oregon, has gone viral with 1.7 million views as of
March 28. There were plenty of radio and TV person-
alities — Steve Cochran and commentators on The Ed
Show, for example - who objected to the attitude of
Candy Crowley, Poppy Harlow, and others who had
responded similarly. So there is solid reason to expect
some cultural change.

Rape and sexual assault 1s not likely to be a solitary
issue; it may reflect a continued, covert misogyny and
a lack of regard for human dignity. When Victoria’s
Secret has a line of sensualized lingerie for teens and
tweens, music contains both clear and concealed mes-
sages of disrespect for sexuality, and entertainment
tends to be violent, 1t’s not surprising that rape per-
sists in being nearly accepted by a significant part of
society.

This issue is of particular relevance to the pro-life
movement because of the question of allowance for
abortion 1n the case of rape. The consistent life ethic
calls for no exceptions in abortions because all con-
ceived children have the right to life, no matter the
circumstances of their being brought into the world.
The crime of the father should not dictate that the child
receive the death penalty. There 1s an opportumty for
“abortion abolitionists” to change hearts through act-
ing on a deep sense of compassion for rape victims.
By bringing attention to the cause and sharing in the
struggle to eliminate rape culture, 1t logically would
become exceedingly more difficult for society to label
pro-lifers as the misogynists.

We need to work together to free society of the scourge
of sexual violence. Build a culture of life and respect
for the digmty of the human being.

Rape victims may want to call a free, confidential, 24-
hour hotline such as 1.800.656. HOPE, the National
Sexual Assault Hotline, or visit websites, such as
RAINN. org, that have relevant resources.
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