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“We have in this country an admirable alternative
to civil war, and to holy civil war at that.
It's called the Constitution.

Bill Moyers CBS News September 12, 1984
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Introduction

Under the headline, “The Pope and the President—Two of a Kind’
syndicated columnist Jim Fain wrote last summer; “These are two mar-
velous old charmers, beguiling and impossible not to like, but they are
downright dangerous on population control questions, and totally out
of touch when it comes to the rights and role of women."!

At about the same time National Organization of Women president
Eleanor Smeal, speaking at the National Press Club in Washington, said
she intended to steer her organization toward political confrontation,
and lead it "back to the streets” in a "mass mobilization” of activists to
protect women’s right to abortion—the right now protected by the
1973 U.S. Supreme Court decision on Roe vs. Wade.

Mrs. Smeal added emphatically, “The fight to outlaw abortion, and
make no mistake about it, is an attack on birth control."® The Religious
Coalition for Abortion Rights, representing major U.S. non-Catholic
churches whose aggregate membership is 33 million, concurs: In a
wrap-up titled “Family Planning: Going, Going, Gone?" the Coalition
observed, “Using the abortion controversy as a smokescreen, oppo-
nents of family planning have scored partial victories that will greatly



2 The Pope and the New Apocalypse

affect women and their families around the world."® The Coalition and
others increasingly have noted that the abortion controversy is now
threatening the basic principles of the United States Constitution.

Beneath the iceberg’s tip

Last September, after the tragic earthquake devastated Mexico City,
James Reston wrote in the New York Times about how such dramatic
“accidents of life and death” called attention to Mexico's even more
tragic population crisis. Washington has been so transfixed by conflicts
with Moscow on such things as Star Wars, he wrote,’—It seems to
have forgotten what was happening on its southern border in the
night—namely, a population explosion, almost a dust of people fleeing
from poverty across our borders, which are now beyond our control"

Mr. Reston knows whereof he speaks. Mexico's impoverished men,
women, and children are swarming across the Rio Grande into the U.S.
in mounting numbers. Mexico began this century with a population of
10 million and is expected to end it with at least 100 million. This brings
the world population dilemma close to home quite literally—as we see
the pressure on our southern border in stark, heartrendingly human
terms.

Though it is hard not to like Pope John Paul 1l and President Ronald
Reagan, a backlash is beginning against their kinship on policies and
programs related to population growth control and women’s rights. It is
a backlash against the manifest excesses of the Reagan Administration,
the anti-abortion movement, and the Catholic Church in dealing with
these contentious issues. It §s drawing increasing attention from the
mainstream press—not just the big city liberal papers that Spiro Agnew
used to rail against—partly because grave Constitutional issues are
involved. They include freedom of the press, freedom of speech, and the
separation of church and state.

The backlash perhaps has been slow in coming, in part because of
Americans’ ingrained respect for religious freedom and civil rights. Not
long ago, the Syracuse Herald-Journal, a sophisticated daily but not
exactly a city slicker newspaper, put it this way: “Whether bullying in
front of abortion clinics or barraging opponents with pieties, the reli-
gious right has learned to use its muscle. Many people are unwilling to
argue back—to stand up for their point of view. They're intimidated by
men and women of the cloth. It's alien to their upbringing to contradict
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a priest, minister or rabbi. Sometimes, though, people have to speak
up—or be trampled by zealots from the left or right.>

The Syracuse editor was writing about “Bible Bigots,” and of course
many of the most vociferous among them are not Catholics but
fundamentalist Protestants. In Congress and in the streets outside of
abortion and birth control clinics, the Protestants are often the hit men.
This practice protects the Catholic priesthood and the hierarchy from
gross, unseemly involvement—in much the same way that these same
Protestants, with the help of Presidential sidemen such as Messrs.
Bennett and Meese, help preserve the famous teflon finish on President
Reagan. -

| haven't formed my own views on this subject from following the
media, though I'm grateful for the growing media attention to this con-
troversy. | have reached my own conclusions in ways | have been trained
to do as a research scholar, and have devoted 15 years of painstaking
research and analysis to this effort. In the main narrative of this book, for
the most part | will present my facts and logic as dispassionately as pos-
sible. In this introduction, however, I'm allowing myself the luxury of
some emotion—since | believe the welfare and future of mankind are at
stake. They are threatened in ways which may become cataclysmic in
our lifetime, indeed in ways which are causing grievous difficulty in
parts of the world right now. Mainly my conclusions are these:

e The primary energy, organization, and direction of the anti-abortion,
anti-family planning, anti-population-growth-control movement in
the United States comes mainly from the hierarchy of the Roman
Catholic Church, centered in Rome.

® The interests of the Vatican have superseded the best interests of
the United States and the American people in matters concerning
the dilemma of world population growth, and its relation to our
national security.

® Though the non-Catholic wing of the misnamed “pro-life” move-
ment has shown great expertise in the uses of single-issue politics
and fundraising, it remains dependent for much of its energy and
clout on the vast experience, organization and wealth of the Roman
Catholic Church.

® The population dilemma, matched in urgency only by the possibility
of nuclear war, is still the greatest threat to world peace and materi-
al improvement for most of the world’s people.
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® Though contraception as a means of limiting family size and popula-
tion growth is doubtless preferable to abortion, voluntary abortion
is still necessary in many developing countries as a fertility control
measure, and will continue to be for some time.

¢ The Roman Catholic Church will stop at nothing within its power,
quite literally I'm convinced, to impose its pro-natalist agenda on
the American people and their government.

® [f the destruction of U.S. Constitutional and representative democra-
cy is found by the Vatican to be necessary to achieve its goals, the
Church will not hesitate to attempt this.

® Indeed it is not hesitating to venture in this direction, because its
hierarchy believes that the imposition of its will on the issue of
population and family-planning is essential to the survival of the
Church in its present, potent form.

® [n the present U.S. political environment, the approaches of accom-
modation and dialog are manifestly inadequate to revitalize and
accelerate U.S. family planning and population stabilization programs.
Dialog alone has resulted in these programs being severely crippled
and held captive. Therefore a sophisticated, integrated confronta-
tional strategy is necessary.

It is not the purpose of this book to argue the urgency of dealing
with the world population dilemma, or the essential humanity of extend-
ing safe and effective fertility control to men and women everywhere.
That has been done by the best demographers, economists and medical
and social scientists who have studied it, and by heads of state and
other government leaders in a growing number of developing and
developed countries alike.

Our concern in the United States for world population growth is not
as great as it was two decades ago. One factor has been that the
gradual spread of family planning in the developing world has created
the impression that “the situation is well in hand;’ or at least is begin-
ning to be so. The fact is that about two-thirds of the women in the
developing world still have little or no access to modern family planning
methods.

Another factor in the lack of concern is that most of us still don't
grasp the quite unprecedented nature and truly awesome magnitude
and tidal force of current world population increase. “No man is an
island” which can escape the consequences of rampant population growth,
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though Americans may be sheltered temporarily from its ravages in
distant lands.

As the simplest kind of backdrop for the narrative that follows, [ am
including a schematic view of the problem with this introduction. When
you examine it, keep the foliowing observation in mind: “The expected
growth of world population, even according to minimum estimates, is
of a kind that puts before humanity great problems, the like of which it
has never known before. It can be said that the world population
problem forms the first world problem in history . . . the implications of
which are of direct importance to the welfare of universal humanity.®

That assessment was made not by a Malthusian true believer or birth
control advocate but by the respected Catholic scholar, Professor George
H. L. Zeegers, editor of the international journal of Catholic social
scientists, Cross Currents, published in Geneva.

Readers need not accept all of my conclusions to be alarmed by the
fabric of evidence that supports them. | hope they will respond by
becoming part of the growing network that is beginning to give struc-
ture and thrust to the backlash against the increasingly menacing, impla-
cable efforts of the Roman Catholic Church, with the Reagan Adminis-
tration and the so-called pro-life movement as allies, to sabotage or
terminate family planning programs.

Stephen D. Mumford
Chapel Hill, North Carolina
February, 1986
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PRESSURE FROM THE SOUTH

Population pressures are mounting throughout the Third World. For U.S. Citizens, the
most striking example of this is just south of the border, as shown on the left above.
The expected growth of Mexican population in the course of the 20th Century, from
10 million to 113 million, is an increase of 1,130 percent. in the same period, the rest
of Latin America will have increased from 53 to an estimated 639 million, an aston-
ishing 1,205 percent. Meanwhile, U.S. population will have grown from 71 million to a
projected 268 million, up 377 percent. Current projections indicate that world
population will have grown from 1.6 billion in the year 1900 to 6.1 billion before this
century ends. It is generally acknowledged that the tide of illegal immigration into the
U.S. has risen swiftly, with private studies indicating 12—20 million illegal immigrants
entering our country by 1984. “Guesstimates” of projected legal pius illegal immi-
gration, mainly the latter, are depicted to the end of the century, on the right. These
guesstimates assume that rapid population growth will continue in the next decade,
along with Vatican efforts to frustrate both fertility control and immigration control.




Of Democracy and Population

From the pinnacle of the electronic ministry, the Rev. Pat Robertson said
in 1979, “I'd like to see evangelicals get back into this [political] area of
life . . . We should get involved in the political process . .. If you put the
Catholics and the evangelicals together, it is a clear majority.”” And in
1984, the American Way's “televangelist summary” reported Robertson
as saying, “There is nothing in the Constitution that sanctifies the
separation of church and state.”® Incredible!

Of course it is unlikely that Catholics and evangelicals form a clear
majority of U.S. church goers, much less of adult Americans generally.
They don't even come close if Catholics who condone and indeed prac-
tice artificial contraception and abortion are excluded. But that kind of
numbers game is beside the point. The Constitution does indeed protect
religious freedom and religious minorities, as well as church-state
separation. Today there are many points at which the cabal of radical
right fundamentalists, the Catholic Church establishment, and the Reagan
Administration are tinkering with Constitutional fundamentals.

As Anthony Lewis wrote last year, “The Reagan Administration has
already indicated that correct views on abortion [or fetal personhood
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theology] are to be a standard for judicial appointees. To demand belief
in a particular doctrine—to demand it of judges or candidates for
President—is as profoundly wrong as it would be to demand member-
ship in a particular denomination. The framers of our Constitution
wrote in Article VI: ‘No religious test shall ever be required as a
qualification for any office or public trust under the United States.”"®

Yet belief in “fetal personhood theology” is a religious test, a theology
not accepted by the vast majority of Protestants in America. In part, this
is because of reasons described by Presbyterian minister, John H.
Galbreath in Appendix 1.

Meanwhile, it is well recognized that such things as last year’s Kemp-
Hatch proposal to deny Federal support to family planning clinics provid-
ing abortion counseling is a clear offense to medical ethics. More impor-
tantly here however, as Suzanne Lynn of the American Civil Liberties
Union pointed out, “it offends the Constitution as well.”'° In violating
the First Amendment’s guarantee of free speech, she notes, “A more
blatantly unconstitutional condition would be hard to envision.” There is
a special irony here also that the U. S. Agency for International Develop-
ment last fall granted a special, highly irregular, guarantee of free
speech to those who counsel only natural family planning, which has
depended mainly on the Catholic-approved “rhythm method.” With
this pro-Catholic ploy, Lynn points out, the federal government is
in effect funding the teaching of religious dogma—in direct vio-
lation of the Constitution's guarantee of separation of church and
state.

The breadth of the attack of the Reagan Administration on the
Constitution is increasingly evident. Education Secretary William Ben-
nett has charged that the Supreme Court failed to recognize Judeo-
Christian values when it upheld a recent ruling that limited aid to
parochial schools.

At nearly the same time, Attorney General Edwin Meese, Ill, began
pressing his case that the Supreme Court frequently fails to abide by
the intent of the Constitution’s framers. Thus began an extraordinary
debate in which some Supreme Court justices felt impelled to publicly
defend the workings and decisions of their body, and to question the
recollections about judicial history on which Mr. Meese relied in his
attack. Is the concentration of Catholic cabinet members in the present
Administration, and their blitz of Constitutional questions, simply a
matter of a strong leader bringing vigorous, like-minded lieutenants
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onto his team—or is it something more, and perhaps something less
wholesome or democratic?

The policy role reversal

The anti-family planning assault entered a new phase in the summer of
1984. The consequences of this are still unfolding. The shot heard -
‘round the world on population policy was the position taken by the
U.S. government delegation to the U. N. Population Conference in Mexico
City. This has been exhaustively analysed, with ample press coverage,
and requires only brief comment here.

In essence, with direction from the White House, the U.S. began to
shift away from fairly full-fledged support of overseas family planning
programs. It did so by strengthening Administration opposition to those
programs which provided or counseled abortion, and by advancing
what might be called a “supply side” theory of the relationship between
human fertility decline and economic development. The primary archi-
tect of this was University of Maryland teacher Julian Simon.

The gist of the new policy thrust, as just about everyone now knows,
is that the key to slowing population growth in developing countries is
deregulation and the unieashing of “free market” forces. In other words,
with the working of free markets among nations released from the
thrall of Communism, fertility decline would promptly follow economic
development. Coupled with this was the truism that people are “the
ultimate resource;” they are producers as well as consumers; and there-
fore population growth should stimulate both production and
consumption. At least in free market economies.

There are rich ironies here. At the first U.N. Population Conference in
Bucharest ten years earlier; the rallying cry of many Third World repre-
sentatives was that “development is the best contraceptive,” U.S. dele-
gates contrarily argued that aithough fertility decline historically did
follow economic development, the population vs. resources crisis, and
the grinding poverty and political unrest among many less developed
nations, does not allow time for this slow decline to occur—and, in fact,
economic development is substantially dependent on curbing population
growth.

But now in Mexico City, the positions were reversed. In the Worldwatch
Institute’s latest State of the World report, this recap is given: ‘At
Mexico City, at times the only dissenting voice was that of the United
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States. Among developing nations, a new tone of urgency could be
heard...No longer was it a matter of whether there was a need to
slow population growth. The question was how: Which contraceptives
were most effective and how could they be delivered to people who
needed them? And further, how can smaller families be encouraged?" "

Beyond the irony of the reversal of positions between the developing
nations .and the United States in the decade before the Mexico City
conference, is another, imbedded in the position taken by the U.S.
delegation: As ecologist Lester Brown comments, “Those preparing the
[U.S.] statement apparently overlooked China’s success in bringing down
population growth within an economic environment that has anything
but free enterprise. They also conveniently ignored the fact that the
country with the lowest birth rate in the Western Hemisphere, lower
even that the United States, is Cuba, a centrally planned economy."'?

In fact, because of the aggressive way in which China has pushed
ahead with its fertility control program, more than half of the Third
World's family planning users are in that country-—with its population
in excess of one billion. While the average woman in China gives birth to
two children, the average for other developing countries is five.

So while Professor Simon and the Reagan Administration highlight
the spread of family planning in the Third World, they gloss over the
magnitude of Chinas contribution to this—a contribution still depen-
dent heavily on the practice of abortion. Surely | find coercive abortion
as repugnant as anyone, but again this is not the point. The point simply
is that the Administration's selective use of data on the relationship
between free market economies and fertility decline yields a case that is
false— false according to any scholarly test, or the test of experience in
Third World countries, whatever their economies may be.

The consensus electrified

Within the broad coalition that long ago recognized how uncurbed
fertility would inevitably devastate the weli-being of both families and
nations, the new U.S. population policy presented in Mexico City came
as a form of electric shock therapy. Perhaps it was needed to galvanize
the coalition anew, since a certain self-satisfaction had resulted from its
moderate but measurable gains.

The backlash against the Vatican-supported Administration policy
began building even before it was officially unveiled at the UN conference.
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One vigorous spokesman has been retired World Bank president Robert
McNamara—very much a “bottom line"-oriented person. In response
to the Simonesque assertion that world population growth has ceased
to be a pressing problem, Mr. McNamara shunned elegance to say,
“That's a bunch of crap.”'? In an article published in Foreign Affairs, he
argued that the population bomb is just as explosive as ever:

Though recognizing that the rate of world population growth has
declined slightly, McNamara pointed out a disturbing fact: The fall-off
has come almost exclusively in the developed world, while birth rates in
most developing countries are as high, or nearly as high, as ever. Within
the next century, India’s population is projected to climb from 675
million to 1.6 billion, Nigeria’s from 85 million to more than 500 million,
and El Salvador’s from 5 million to 15 million. Worldwide, that would
add up to a total of 11 billion before population stabilizes—more than
double its present figure.

Long before that, dire consequences would spread like an atomic
cloud: Third World families would be driven to unprecedented levels of
abortion and infanticide— particularly of female babies. Developing coun-
tries would be left with massive unemployment, hideously sprawling
cities, woefully inadequate food supplies, ravaged environments, and a
continuing escalation of what McNamara terms “absolute poverty”—that
is, living conditions “so characterized by malnutrition, illiteracy and
disease as to be beneath any reasonable definition of human decency.”'*
A rash of political upheavals in Third World countries would be a predicta-
ble corollary of this.

Robert McNamara is a realist and accepts the sad truth that reality is
where most of us live. And die. A growing number of Catholics, from
bankers and corporate CEOs to feminist nuns, also accept this fact.
When the spunky group, Catholics for a Free Choice, asserted that, A
diversity of opinions regarding abortion exists among committed
Catholics.''> Jean Jerome Cardinal Hamer, head of the Vatican's Congre-
gation for Religious and Secular Institutes replied, “The radical immorali-
ty of direct abortion is clear, constant, and unequivocal.”'®

Cardinal Hamer warned that the 24 nuns who backed the CFC posi-
tion would be dismissed from their religious orders if they failed to
recant. CFC director Frances Kissling commented, “Cardinal Hamer is
totally unaware of the nature of political life in America. The values of
free speech are just not understood.’*” in the cloistered Vatican. There is
an inescapable parallelism between the Cardinal’'s insensitivity to the
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democratic process and the attacks on the Constitution that have become
part of the Reagan Administration’s second term agenda.

Another troubling phenomenon is part of this dynamics. Even with
the new energy and potential broadening of the coalition favoring
worldwide family planning and recognizing the gravity of the popula-
tion crisis, a curious anomaly remains: On the one hand, Catholic and
non-Catholic advocates of broad family planning programs and world
population growth control are fighting side by side for these convic-
tions and arguing their case publicly, to the extent of spot-lighting the
intrusion of the Vatican into the functioning of democracy. On the other
hand, many others who share these beliefs remain “in the closet.”

Why? Recently a friend of mine attended a strategy meeting of
family planning, population and health professionals who are seeking
new approaches to countering the losses and threats their cause has
suffered under the Reagan Administration. My friend said that another
participant in the meeting commented, “We must find ways to explore
and expose the pro-lifers: Who are they? What are their motives? What
powers are behind them? Where does their money come from? These
are the central issues.” My friend asked, “Have you or your organization
asked these blunt questions publicly?” The reply was that they had not,
and could not—not yet. My friend told me, “If we remain in the closet
much longer, we will be buried there.” Of course [ cannot reveal my
friend’'s name.

This is not simply ironic, it's pathetic. Yet understandable: Most pro-
fessionals in family planning and allied fields are past or present
beneficiaries of federal investment in their programs. Even beyond the
deeply ingrained respect of Americans for religious and civil liberties,
they know they are at risk in the present political environment. They
quite understand the power of reprisal of the Catholic Church and the
power of money in the U. S. Treasury—the power to give and to take
away, and as a reward for good behavior sometimes to give a little bit
back. The disciplinary power of the Church exhibited in the case of the
24 nuns who signed the freedom of belief on abortion statement is kid
stuff, compared to other actions the Church has taken to impose its
will. At any rate that is the pained conviction of Catholic priests and
scholars of tested integrity who have left the fold to spill the beans.
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When Pope John Paul Il visits other lands, his tour is an event attracting
media coverage second only to the travels of President Reagan. Both
men are caring, articulate and warm. They are charismatic and
photogenic. As the Pope moves from place to place, what do we see on
our television screens and read in our papers? And what are the back-
drops of the human situation, sometimes just beyond camera range,
that are the contexts of the Pope’s journeys?

The Pope visits Latin America, and walks among its people. We see
the Pope in Rio, speaking to a throng of faithful in the slums. And
beyond the crowd, whether we can glimpse them or not, are the aban-
doned children, living unkempt and hungry in the streets, scavenging in
garbage to survive.

The Pope speaks against contraception, and praises the blessings of
new life. In Brazil, the population growth rate is 2.3 percent a year
—compared to the world population growth rate of 1.7. Brazil’s 138.4
million population in 1985 is expected to double in 30 years. Brazil is
suffering a severe economic recession, chronic and acute unemployment,
and its foreign debt is the largest in the world. Brazil's predicament is
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only slightly better or slightly worse than that of most other Latin
American countries.

The Pope visits Africa and walks among its people. In Zaire, he
speaks out against exploitation of the poor, apartheid, and the repres-
sion of political dissent. We see him graciously accepting the gift of a
handkerchief from an awed, beautiful Zairean Girl Scout, at the Notre
Dame Cathedral in Kinshasa. The annual population growth rate in
Zaire is 2.9 percent; the nation’s population is expected to double in the
next 24 years. ’

In Cameroon, the Pope acknowledges “the grave problems posed by
population growth in some parts of the world.”'® But he repeats the
Roman Catholic Church’s opposition to contraception and all policies of
“anti-life,” urging Africans to resist Western-sponsored birth control
efforts.!® Cameroon’s population growth rate is 2.6 percent annually.
This will double human numbers there in 27 years.

In Kenya, the Pope confers with Maurice Cardinal Otunga, the Roman
Catholic Archbishop of Nairobi, who has often spoken against birth
control. But Kenya's president Daniel arap Moi has called openly on the
people to have fewer children and to practice family planning, as an aid
to family health and national progress. Kenya has the world’s highest
population growth rate—4.1 percent, expected to double Kenyan num-
bers in 17 years. Elsewhere in Africa, starvation spreads through Ethio-
pia and Sudan. In South Africa, ironically and tragically, population growth
and population pressure on the white minority is a root cause of the
repressive policies of apartheid that the Pope decries. In the African
continent overall, the population is growing at the rate of 3 percent a
year, faster than any other region. At that pace it will double in just 24
years.

Dogma vs change

One strength of any great religion is that it gives its believers the
courage and faith to endure the inflictions of an often cruel fate, during
the course of life. Surely Christianity, in both its Catholic and Protestant
modes, has done that. Another strength of religion is that it affords
anchors of stability in a changing, often chaotic, world, and may help its
people prevail over the cruel caprice or excesses of their rulers. Chris-
tians have exercised this strength nobly. The other side of this second
strength, however, is that church stability may congeal into concrete, so
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that church leaders rely on dogma so inflexibly that they simply
institutionalize, and even sanctify, cultural lag.

Certainly our present world is chaotic enough. But the unprecedent-
ed nature of the population dilemma is bound to make it more so, in
ways that even the most comfortable among us cannot escape-—uniess
we move much more swiftly to help curb population growth.

In the midst of turmoil and change, we all seek leaders who give us
hope. Hope and optimism may be found in fiction if not in fact. There
has always been a bond between the theater and religion, and as econo-
mist and cultural historian John Kenneth Galbraith said recently, “Mr.
Reagan is our first President from our theatrical tradition, and he is
from its most impressively American form, the motion picture. In this
tradition one does not ask whether the script conforms to reality; that
is a denial of the art. The script has an imaginative dimension of its own;
the script is the reality.

“So, inevitably, after a lifetime in this tradition, it is for Ronald
Reagan . . . In consequence, no one should suppose that his observations
should be expected to conform to fact. That would be a denial of his art.
Accordingly, it is natural and even inevitable that the President should
call the South African government reformist in intent; or say that segre-
gation there has disappeared; or assert that the market will solve all
problems including population control and farm distress in lowa."2°

Obviously, President Reagan believes what he says, or he could not say
it so convincingly. His ebullient good humor stems, or at least gains sub-
stantial nourishment, from his belief in the imagined world of his script,
not from the harsh realm of reality—the realm in which the rest of us are
forced to reside. We have discovered, for example, that one cannot, for
very long, have one’s cake and eat it too; that one cannot have all those
guns and all that butter, and at the same time reduce the national debt.

Pope John Paul Il has his script as well—the dogma of his church. As
with our President, some particulars of his script do not mix well with
reality, such as his church’s proscription on the “artificial” control of
fertility. But his total belief in his script, in his dogma, is what columnist
Fain would call part of his charm.

Conscience and survival

In 1963, in his book The Time Has Come, devout Catholic physician
John Rock, co-developer of the birth control pill, wrote the following:



16 The Pope and the New Apocalypse

“When Christ walked among men, world population had reached an
estimated 250 million. Even with this sizable number, the human race
was still far from secure as a species. The Apocalyptic horsemen of
famine and pestilence cast dread shadows over whole nations at a time.
Every family was keenly aware of the hovering hand of death over each
new infant, over each man and wife; the elderly were treated with
special respect not alone for their wisdom but perhaps because they
were so scarce. Life expectancy was of the order of twenty-five years.
Respect for the admonition ‘be fruitful and multiply’ reflected man’s
knowledge of his precarious tenure in those days. The only defense
against the slashing mortality that beset him was his own fertility"

It was in this era that Catholic doctrine opposing fertility control
began to evolve. in the Book of Revelation, St. John's vision of the
Apocalypse symbolized the life of the Church in a hostile world and
prophesied doom—the end of our material existence in a final act of
God's wrath. But as Dr. Rock observes, mankind’s demise was not
delivered by the Apocalyptic horsemen, because biological science and a
host of other developments came to the rescue. Today the threat to
mankind may be measured in terms of not too few people, but too
many. The world has changed in a fundamental, unforeseen way, but
Roman Catholic doctrine has made no adjustment to this.

In consequence, Catholic dogma and authority, as expressed and sym-
bolized by the Pope, threaten both the future of mankind and at pres-
ent our own national security. Remember that Robert McNamara served
perhaps his most difficult years as U. S. Secretary of Defense and is
conditioned to keep our national security very much in mind.

Where would the present struggle of so many nations to curb their
population growth be today if our present and recent popes had boldly
led toward a change of Catholic doctrine—so that this great church
could apply its power and wealth to helping families and nations curb
their fertility, instead of insisting blindly on its suicidal increase? There
was a moment, a quivering moment, during the Ecumenical Council and
the papacy of John XXII at the turn of the 1960's, when it looked as if
Catholic doctrinal change toward a more affirmative position on popula-
tion control and contraception might come to pass.

But John XXIlI did not live long enough to help see this through, and
since then Vatican intransigence has become increasingly shrill. As a
result, John Paul I has a legacy, it seems to me, of bearing the burden
of a looming New Apocalypse, one that threatens mankind not through
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God's vengeance, but in large measure through Vatican failure to adjust
and refine Catholic dogma in recognition of a fundamental new reality
in the world: the quite unprecedented growth of human population. If
this growth continues, humanity will be decimated, as more people
compete for dwindling essential resources, by the original apocalyptic
horsemen of famine, pestilence, war and death. Other churches have
adjusted to the reality of growing population pressures in ways that
strengthen, rather than weaken, their basic moral values.

Indeed, what /s true morality in a changed and changing world, and
where does it reside? In the preface to his book, John Rock talks about
a conversation he had at the age of 14 with his parish priest, Father
Finnick. He was riding in the priest’s buggy, as the Father went to make
a parish call, and they talked about the formation of conscience. The
priest said, “John, always stick to your conscience. Never let anyone else
keep it for you.” Father Finnick paused and added, “And | mean anyone
else."%*

John Rock was a loyal, loving Catholic who nonetheless dared to take
issue with his Church when its dogma no longer reflected or addressed
the realities he perceived in the world, as a scientist and sensitive
observer of the human condition. And when his conscience told him that
Catholic dogma on birth control was obstructing, not serving, true
morality, he spoke out. For the most part, the Church seemed to treat
his deviance with toleration. In another era, scholars and scientists
whose new constructs of reality were found to be divergent from
Catholic dogma were less fortunate. During the Inquisition, Bruno was
burned at the stake for espousing the Copernican heresy that the earth
revolved around the sun, and Galileo spent the last eight years of his life
under house arrest for proving this to be so.

It would appear that in the four centuries from Galileo to John Rock,
the Church has progressed. Yet the Vatican mindset that sought to stifle
the Renaissance has changed little. To most of those at the center of
Catholic power today, dogma is the ordering force of phenomena, not
the other way around: to them, belief confers and filters reality.

An educational psychologist observing a child grappling with “The
Three R's” the way the Vatican twists its way around the population
crisis could easily conclude that the youngster has “a learning difficulty.”
A psychotherapist observing an adult with these symptoms might speak
of “personality disorder.” It is not hyperbolic to suggest that in the
broad realm of sexuality, reproduction and the role and rights of women,
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Vatican thinking is rather sick. Sympathetic though we may be to the
mental illness of these cloistered males, the world should not have to
suffer the consequences of their impairment.

Two ways to draw a horse

The current relationship between the powers of the Vatican and the
Presidency of the United States has been called “an unholy alliance”
formed to cripple if not destroy international efforts to curb population
growth. | have called this relationship a