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Plenary Addresses: 
 
Mother Agnes Donovan SV  
“Witnesses to Truth: A Spirituality to Sustain Us” 
 
St. John Paul II’s encyclical Fides et Ratio begins with the statement: “Faith and reason are like 
two wings on which the human spirit rises to the contemplation of truth…” This presentation 
will explore the role and service of the academic as regards the truth. Whether born of faith or 
intellectual conviction, sharing the truth has the power to evangelize if one has willingness, 
personal integrity, authenticity and confidence in the goodness of the other. Encounters with 
the other contain in “seed” form the power to convert, for they reveal to the one engaged the 
truth of oneself. It is only within the context of such relationships that the proclamation of the 
sacredness of the human person can take root in the heart and mind of another, while at the 
same time converting the one proclaiming the truth to a deeper and more integrated response 
to truth. 
 
Erika Bachiochi      
“Women, Men, Sexual Asymmetry & Authentic Reproductive Justice” 
 
Women and men are biologically and reproductively dissimilar. This sexual distinctiveness gives 
rise to a sexual asymmetry--the fundamental reality that the potential consequences of sexual 
intercourse are far more immediate and serious for women than they are for men. Bachiochi 
contends that our great discord on “women’s issues” today has to do precisely with how we 
respond to this fact of sexual asymmetry. With the guidance of sexual economics and other 
social science data (plus a bit of her own story in and out of secular feminism), Bachiochi will 
explore the presuppositions underlying the secular feminist response to asymmetry and then 
make the case for an authentic reproductive justice that takes sexual difference seriously. 
 
Panel Sessions: 
 
Charles K. Bellinger (Brite Divinity School / Texas Christian University)  
“Jesus v. Abortion” 

I believe that it is perfectly legitimate to refer to ideas from the Bible in the public debate about 
abortion. This is not as strange as it may sound. Consider, for example, Judith Jarvis Thomson’s 
famous 1971 essay “A Defense of Abortion,” which refers to the Parable of the Good Samaritan. 



It is appropriate to ask whether her reference to that text from Luke chapter 10 adequately 
assesses the meaning of the parable in relation to abortion. Consider, also, how common it is 
for pro-choice advocates to draw on the notion “Judge not, that ye be not judged” as they 
make the case that pro-lifers are guilty of imposing their morality on others. They may or may 
not be aware that they are quoting Matthew 7:1. Ideas from the Bible have influenced the 
development of Western culture in so many subtle ways for so many centuries, that they are in 
play in the thinking of all of us, regardless of whether we describe ourselves as religious or 
secular. To say, then, that the Bible must be bracketed to one side is to call for the impossible. 
What we need is a clear understanding of how the Bible has already shaped, in subtle and 
subconscious ways, the thinking of people on all sides of the debate.  

I will refer to various scholars in the course of this paper, including French thinker René Girard, 
who says, quite perceptively I believe, that the Bible was not only ahead of its time, it is still 
ahead of our time. He means that the Bible contains moral teachings and insights into human 
behavior that were far in advance of the general state of knowledge in the ancient world. 

 
Patrick Tully (University of Scranton) 
 “Moral Pluralism and Bogged-Down Bioethics: Does Contemporary Natural Law Theory Offer 
A Way Forward?” 
 
From the moment they first appeared on the bio-medical landscape, a number of practices that 
affect human beings at their earliest stages of development—practices such as in-vitro 
fertilization, the production and consumption of embryos in research, pre-natal and pre-
implantation genetic screening—have been morally contested by some and morally defended 
by others. A great deal of literature has been generated over the last forty or so years by both 
the proponents and opponents of these practices.  Yet despite all of the academic debate and 
often strident public discourse, so much remains unsettled.  Some have responded to this state 
of persistent disagreement, often referred to somewhat ironically as a state of "moral 
pluralism," by urging a re-plotting of the course away from the apparently unreachable ideal of 
widespread agreement on a whole host of these substantive moral (and, in particular, 
bioethical) issues, and towards the more modest yet reachable goal of a livable, procedural 
agreement on how to order ourselves as a society given our deep and seemingly ineradicable 
moral disagreements.   
 
But before abandoning the familiar goal of consensus-through-rational persuasion in favor of 
this new goal of accommodation in the face of (supposedly) intractable disagreement, it may be 
worthwhile to consider whether there is anything new about contemporary Natural Law theory 
(also referred to by many as New Natural Law theory; hereafter NNL) that offers some hope 
that we can indeed make progress toward substantive agreement on these ongoing moral 
issues.  In what follows I offer a case that NNL does indeed have something different to offer 
that may play an important part in a cultural movement towards substantive moral consensus 
on particular beginning of life issues. In short, I argue in what follows that the abandonment of 
the goal of widespread moral consensus on beginning of life issues is perhaps premature, and 



that the NNL offers an (often unconsidered) approach that can overcome the causes of at least 
some of the persistent rational moral disagreement that we see today. 
 
Marie George (St. John’s University) 
“The Pro-lifer's Pro-life Duty to Advocate a Balanced Environmental Ethic” 
 
Most pro-lifers are probably aware that of late more and more environmentalists are adopting 
an anti-life attitude.  The latter see human population growth as a threat to the environment 
and advocate abortion and contraception as means to control it.  Unfortunately, it not just 
certain environmentalists who are guilty of anti-human environmentalism, but certain pro-lifers 
are as well.  As I intend to make clear in this paper, both the lifestyle choices these pro-lifers 
make and the politicians they form and support lead to the destruction of other people’s lives 
and health.  First I intend to speak about the scandal of pro-lifers engaging in environmental 
practices that harm others’ health and sometimes cause premature deaths.  Then I will expose 
the all too prevalent anti-life practices of pro-life legislators who fail to promote environmental 
protection laws that protect human life.  Lastly, I will address the need for pro-lifers to 
recognize that a balanced environmental ethic looks not only to caring for human well-being, 
but also to preserving the integrity of nature.  To do other is to neglect the truth, something 
that is both bad in itself, and also provides an opening for anti-lifers to discredit the pro-life 
movement. 
 

Rachel MacNair (Institute for Integrated Social Analysis) 
“Peace Psychology Considers Abortion” 
 
I served as president of the American Psychological Association's Division 48, Peace Psychology, 
in 2013. As such, I appointed 3 presidential two-year task forces: weaponized drones, the death 
penalty, and abortion. The idea that abortion belongs under a peace studies perspective did 
bring some controversy, but actually very little. Since leaders in the Division knew me well, the 
amount of cooperation was more pronounced.  
 
The task force was to involve interaction between those of differing positions on abortion, and 
therefore the unfolding of this task force offers some keen insights in studying the social 
psychology.  
 
The questions to be addressed by the task force went far beyond those normally covered under 
the psychology of abortion. While the post-abortion impact on women is extensively covered – 
and hotly debated – in the literature, as well as post-abortion impact on others involved, there 
are other questions, especially involving violence against women (or, in the pro-life view, 
additional violence against women), which would naturally be a major peace-studies concern.   
 
What is the association of domestic abuse before an abortion, after an abortion, or as pressure 
for an unwanted abortion? If being victims of domestic abuse is more prevalent among those 
who seek abortions, might there be a professional requirement for screening as a violence-



prevention strategy? Are there any other prevention strategies for domestic abuse that can be 
ascertained by understanding their relationship to abortion practice? The task force is also 
covering coerced abortion, sex-selection abortion, and how abortion facilitates sex trafficking 
and other sexual coercion as part of the violence-against-women aspect of its work.   
 
The original plan was to have both abortion defenders and opponents in the same group for 
purpose of ascertaining where there was agreement on the scientific data and delineate the 
different positions where there is no agreement, in the hope of putting forward a research 
agenda that would address the points of disagreement. This seemed to attract a balance of 
people initially, but not all the abortion defenders were able to stick with the program. The 
dynamics of how that occurred will be part of the presentation.   
 

Richard J. Fehring, PhD, RN, FAAN (Marquette University) 
“The Influence of Contraception, Abortion and Natural Family Planning on Divorce Rates as 
Found in the 2006-2010 National Survey of Family Growth” 
 
The question of how the use of family planning methods (including abortion) affects marital 
relationships (and in particular divorce and separation) is a question of importance to married 
couples and in particular health professionals who provide family planning services. One often 
repeated comment by providers of natural family planning methods (NFP) is that there is less 
divorce among couples who use NFP.  However, there is very little evidence and scant research 
to validate this statement.  So too, there is little evidence of how use of the most common 
family planning methods (i.e., hormonal pill, condoms, and sterilization) and abortion affects 
marital life and in particular marital separation and divorce.  Therefore, the purpose of this 
paper is to determine the influence of common family planning methods (i.e., the contraceptive 
pill, sterilization, and condoms), abortion, and NFP on divorce rates among ever married 
women of reproductive age as found in data from the 2006-2010 National Survey of Family 
Growth (NSFG). 
 
Jacqueline Harvey (International Center for Truth in Science) 
“ProVita Research: A Pro-Life Alternative to Guttmacher” 
 
The International Center for Truth in Science (ICTS) is a brand new, secular, a-political 
organization that seeks scholars for rigorous and vital studies on bioethics and related issues. 
ICTS has grants to subsidize critical research, to encourage scholars to direct their expertise 
toward correcting the bias that exists in current academic literature on life issues. ICTS also 
connects scholars to consultant opportunities to share their research and offers a vehicle 
toward publication of studies. This talk will introduce UFFL members toward funding and 
opportunities to make the most of their skills and scholarship for the pro-life movement. 
 
Rev. John J. Conley, SJ (Loyola University Maryland) 
“Euthanasia’s Frontier: The Experiment in Belgium” 
 



In recent years, Belgium has placed itself at the forefront of nations practicing state-sanctioned 
euthanasia.  In 2002 it became the second nation in the world to legalize medical euthanasia.  
In 2014 it became the first nation to abolish age restrictions on those requesting and 
undergoing euthanasia.  In certain circumstances children could now be killed through 
euthanasia.   
 
The history of the Belgian experiment in euthanasia has been a disturbing one.  Soon after the 
inception of the 2002 law’s provisions, the grounds for the request and execution of the 
request for medical euthanasia expanded.  “Unbearable suffering” was no longer limited to 
intractable physical pain.  Severe depression, impending blindness, and anorexia nervosa have 
been cited to justify lethal injection administered by medical personnel.  Both scholarly studies 
and family narratives indicate that a substantial number of euthanasia cases carried out in 
Belgium since the legalization of euthanasia have not occurred in the proper conditions for 
informed consent. 
 
The recent abolition of an age requirement in the Belgian law indicates that the abuses 
associated with the practice of legal euthanasia in the past decade will only increase. 
 
Richard Myers (Ave Maria School of Law) 
“Physician-Assisted Suicide and Euthanasia in the United States: A Current Legal Perspective” 
 
This paper offers a brief review of the current legal status of physician-assisted suicide and 
euthanasia in the United States. In the mid-1990s, it appeared that the Supreme Court might 
recognize a fundamental right to physician-assisted suicide. But, in 1997 the Supreme Court 
rejected constitutional challenges to laws banning assisted suicide. This was an exercise of 
judicial humility that the Court had not followed in the areas of abortion or in same sex 
marriage.  The 1997 Court decisions stalled the momentum in favor of physician assisted 
suicide. The battle has largely shifted to a state by state debate that has largely been conducted 
outside the courts. A few states have recognized physician-assisted suicide but the overall 
situation has been stable since the mid-1990s. There are, however, worrisome trends. 
International developments (particularly in Belgium) and the acceptance of withdrawal of 
treatment and terminal sedation illustrate the increasing acceptance of a quality of life ethic. 
Fortunately, the Supreme Court's 1997 decisions have created an opportunity for those who 
support the sanctity of life ethic to advance their views. 
   
R. Mary Lemmons (University of St. Thomas) 
 “Loneliness, Love, and Redemption: Healing the Walking Wounded” 
The philosophical anthropology of St. Thomas Aquinas and St. John Paul II offers helpful 
parameters in understanding how to reverse the abortion culture and build the civilization of 
love. 
 
Elizabeth J. Bakewicz (Independent Scholar) 
“Arguing for Myself: Moving from Abstract to Personal” 
 



Today, I argue for my own existence, bringing into the forefront the understanding that the 
abstract is indeed very personal.  Culture, media, politicians and others represent issues such as 
abortion and euthanasia in “interesting” storylines while attempting to persuade someone to 
engage the issue from the “right” position.  I argue today that I am living the perspective.  These 
issues are at a precariously divergent place. Whether one looks through a legal or theological 
lens, the continuance of (or promotion of) both euthanasia and abortion end in death.  Death 
defined by Black’s Law Dictionary as “the extinction of life” and theologically represented in 
Christ crucified on a cross. 
 
As I live life with cancer I know that someday (sooner? or later?) I will meet death.  Cancer will 
possibly open the door to an early euthanized extinction.  As I live life having recently 
experienced the miscarriage of twins and the two medically necessary dilation and curettage 
surgeries, my mind, body and spirit brushed against the reality of abortion.  Considering the 
legally and theologically abstract “death” in my own life imparts a third lens: the personal one.  

 

Patrick Flood (Independent Scholar) 
"Why Regional International Institutions Matter to Unborn Children" 
 
 
“Legalizing Murder: Constitutional Limits to Laws that Remove the Fetus from the Definition 
of Human Being”  
Charles Lugosi (Wilfred Laurier University) 
 
It is contended that a court has the duty to invalidate legislation and executive action that 
offends against the Rule of Law, to comply with its mandate to put a check on other branches 
of government that exceed their constitutional authority.  
 
To properly expound a constitution, constitutional principles need to be interpreted liberally 
within the natural confines of the unwritten and written constitution.   The Rule of Law includes 
the fundamental principle of the inalienable human right to life for all human beings, born and 
unborn. 
 
Section 223 of the Criminal Code of Canada excludes from the definition of human being, a 
human being that has not yet been born alive.  Thus, the killing of an unborn human being, by 
any method and for any reason, is not murder, because, by definition, a human being is not 
being killed.  Dehumanization by legal definition enables mass extermination of the lives of 
unborn legally inferior human beings. 
 
The fundament legal norm at stake is whether the courts concede that Parliament has the 
unlimited power to decide upon the definition of a human being.  
If the courts concede the power to define the meaning of a human being to other branches of 
government, then there is no way to stop successive new definitions of human being that 



excludes very old human beings and severely disabled human beings, or any human being at all, 
whether based upon race, religion, sex, or stage of human development or disability. 
 
This kind of unfettered arbitrary power is an invitation to legalized murder, shielded by s. 223 of 
the Criminal Code of Canada, and is incompatible in any Rule of Law society. 
 
Jeff Koloze (South University) 
“Assisted Suicide Fiction Written in English from 1900 to the Present” 
 
This paper examines fiction which concerns assisted suicide.  Titles concerning this topic have 
been culled from research in the WorldCat database with the parameters that the work was 
written in English and produced since 1900.  These parameters were chosen since assisted 
suicide is a major concern in the Western world, where English is the dominant language of 
discourse in the medical and literary fields, and after 1900 on the presumption that most 
fictional works have dealt with assisted suicide as a new aspect of end-of-life issues. 
 
The paper first identifies novels in chronological order since 1900 which are concerned with 
assisted suicide as a topic and then enumerates major ideas in the works, such as the desire to 
avoid pain associated with poor quality of life or prolonged dying, the lack of religious values 
informing end-of-life decisions, and attitudes towards religious values affecting end-of-life 
decisions. 
 
Researched works by American and European authors writing in English on the topic of assisted 
suicide vary significantly.  These differences can be attributed to at least two cultural factors: 
the length and breadth of a religiously-based culture informing European life, and a 
communitarian perspective on the family and social structures. These two factors are absent in 
American social life as reflected in the fictional works.  Moreover, differences are notable in 
fiction written for adults contrasted against works aimed for a young adult reading public.  
These cultural and reading level differences will be examined in detail. 
 
Teresa LaMonica (Marymount University) 
“Supporting Comfort Care at the End of Life” 
 
Although I am a pediatric nurse practitioner and focus my teaching and practice on pediatrics, 
over the years I have taught health care policy, ethics and legal issues in nursing. I try to use 
ethical or legal case studies that the students can discuss, many of which involve end-of-life 
decisions. It is especially those grey areas that often cause the most conflict for nurses as well 
as families, as there are often no clear answers.   The goal of providing competent and 
compassionate nursing care, whether at home or in a nursing facility, which is also affordable is 
often hard to find. Helping families to bridge the “care gap” as a parent’s independence or 
health diminishes, while still maintaining the parent’s autonomy and their own lives is 
challenging, to say the least.  This is a look at some of the challenges that families face as they 
search for the best nursing care for an aging parent, with the focus of the whole person, in the 
context of their family.  



 

Lynn D. Wardle (J. Reuben Clark Law School , Brigham Young University ) 
“Hobby Lobby, Conestoga Wood Specialties, and the Future of Roe v. Wade”  

 

On March 25, 2014, the Supreme Court of the United States heard oral argument in two cases 
involving the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act (herein “PPACA” or “Affordable Care 
Act” or “Obamacare”) and implementing regulations which require for-profit employers of 
businesses of a certain size to offer without any co-pay insurance benefits for “all Food and 
Drug Administration . . . approved contraceptives methods, sterilization procedures.” The drugs 
included in the government insurance mandate include some that operate post-fertilization as 
abortifacients that cause early-pregnancy abortions.  In Hobby Lobby Stores, Inc. v. Sebelius, the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit held that a for-profit company has religious liberty 
protections under both the Religious Freedom Restoration Act (“RFRA”) and the First 
Amendment.  In Conestoga Wood Specialties Corp. v. Sibelius, the Third Circuit ruled just the 
opposite: holding that neither RFRA nor the First Amendment protect for-profit corporations. 
The Supreme Court will likely resolve the circuit split when it rules this summer.  

The 2014 Supreme Court decisions in Hobby Lobby and Conestoga could open a new chapter in 
the four-decades-old abortion jurisprudence of the Supreme Court – for better or for worse.  Or 
they could merely reaffirm the existing, failed abortion jurisprudence.  The implications of  
Hobby Lobby and Conestoga for life and law will be examined in this paper.  
 
 
Teresa Collett (University of St. Thomas) 
"Race and Sex Discrimination v. Abortion - Will Sex and Race-based Abortion Bans Survive 
Judicial Scrutiny?" 
 
 
 
Michel Accad, MD (University of California San Francisco) 
“Of Wholes and Parts: A Thomistic Critique of the ‘Brain Death’ Concept” 

 
Two main arguments have been used to support the concept of “brain death.”  The first one, 
advanced primarily by the scientific community but also supported by Catholic ethicists (e.g. 
Condic, Grisez, and, at one point, Shewmon), rests on an understanding of the brain as the 
“central organ of integration” of the body.  Brain-dead bodies are no longer integrated 
organisms, but the disintegration is “masked” by the mechanical ventilator and other intensive 
artificial interventions.  A second major argument, advanced by some Catholic philosophers and 
ethicists (e.g. Grisez, Lee, Eberl), begins with the premise that the brain is a necessary organ for 
rational thought.  Brain death indicates that the body’s matter is no longer “disposed” to 
support a rational soul and therefore brain-dead bodies that show continued signs of life can 
only be animated by a non-human principle (or soul).   



I will address the “central organ of integration” argument by first clarifying what is meant by 
“integration” in terms of formal or efficient causality.  I will show that the argument is not only 
contrary to basic hylomorphic principles, but is also not well supported by other natural 
philosophies such as materialism or “emergence” theory and, in fact, can only be weakly 
supported by a philosophy of substance dualism.     

I will then show that the “non-human soul” argument betrays a misunderstanding of the 
Aristotelian-Thomistic notion of “disposition of the matter” and of the principle that “action 
follows being.”   I will also highlight problems that arise if one must invoke the existence of a 
non-human soul as the life principle animating bodies whose brain has ceased to function.   

Finally, I will conclude by indicating that the terms “life” and “living” are oftentimes used 
equivocally when addressing the vital status of bodies, organs, or cells.  Clarifying the proper 
vital status of these objects is essential to avoid erroneous conclusions in bioethical 
matters.  This clarification can be provided by understanding how the Aristotelian-Thomistic 
notion of “virtual presence” applies properly to living organisms.   

 

Melissa Moschella (The Catholic University of America) 
"Deconstructing the Brain Disconnection-Brain Destruction Analogy and Clarifying the 
Rationale for the Neurological Criterion of Death" 
 
Criticizing the neurological or whole brain death criterion (NC) of human death, Alan Shewmon 
and others offer the following reductio ad absurdum argument: if brain dead bodies (BDB’s) are 
not living human organisms because the brain is necessary for organic integration, that implies 
that patients with high cervical spinal cord transection injuries (SCI patients) are also not living 
human organisms because their brains are likewise unable to control many of their bodily 
systems, including respiration.  In the first section of the paper I offer a critique of this 
argument against NC, showing that it does not bypass the need to engage in a direct 
metaphysical analysis of the status of the BDB.   Then I outline the key metaphysical principles 
required for determining the status of the BDB and, on the basis of those principles, I (1) 
suggest that Shewmon’s argument that BDB’s are organisms because they exhibit integrative 
functioning rests on a failure to translate correctly from biological facts to metaphysical claims; 
(2) offer revised criteria for what distinguishes an organism from a non-organism; and (3) 
propose a revised rationale for the soundness of NC – namely, that total brain death is death 
because it marks the irreversible loss of the material basis of both the capacity for spontaneous 
breathing and the capacity for sentience, thus rendering the matter inadequate for human 
ensoulment.   

 

John Keown (Georgetown University) 
 “A Right to Voluntary Euthanasia? Confusion in Canada in Carter” 
 
 



Bill Saunders (Americans United for Life) 
“The Future of 20 Week Abortion Bans after Horne v. Isaacson” 
 


