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God’s laws transcend all
laws enacted by mankind

To the editor:

Once again, Julie Maslowski
has taken my letter out of con-
text and misquoted what I had
stated in the Open Forum. Is
this a ploy to mislead and de-
ceive the readers?

1 did not state that abusing
priests “simply” made a mis-
take and the hierarchy “mere- .
ly” mishandled the priests’
criminal behavior. The words
“simply” and “merely” were
chosen by Maslowski. I never
trivialized what they had done.
I did state, “The leaders of the
Catholic Church mishandled
(handled badly, wrongly, etc.)
the abuse perpetrated by some
priests by nof reporting the in-
cident to the proper authori-
ties.” They did handle the abuse
shamefully. I stated further, “so

the priests would be punishedto

the full extent of the law.” If
anything, my statements ad-
monished the hierarchy and the
offending, abusive priests. Also,
1 stated the church leaders and
followers sin and make mis-
takes, as do all people. I was
%leaking of sinners in general.

ere was no mention of the
abusing priests in this state-
ment as “simply” making a
mistake. Furthermore, since
when are the leaders of the
Catholic Church not accorded
the same rights guaranteed by
the Constitution of the United
States to all other citizens?
They have the right to freedom
of speech and expressing their
opposition to abortion just as
you who are pro-abortion ex-
press your views. '

I must clarify my statement
concerning sinners. In order to
be forgiven for our sins by God,
we must do the following: Ask
for forgiveness (from vietim
and God), right the wrong and
don’t repeat the sin. I did not
say the abusive priests followed
these requirements. Only God
knows what’s in their hearts
and minds and can forgive
them accordingly.
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Loonan and Maslowski
haven’t proven God agrees with
their support of abortion. How-
ever, God’s commandment,
“Thou shalt not kill” proves
abortion is wrong Or, don’t
God'’s laws count anymore?
Why would God find it accept-
able for you to destroy the very
life he starts for procreation?
What Loonan and Maslowski .
consider evidence that a wom-
an’s life is more important than
that of their unborn child is
nothing more than misinter-
preted biblical Scripture to fit
their own desires. Others
proved they have misinterpret-
ed Scriptures for their so-called
evidence in prior letters to the
Open Forum.

The proof I offer is “Thou
shalt not kill,” which I have
stated over and over again.
God’s laws transcend all civil
laws enacted by man, including
those of the United States
Supreme Court. Also, human
life takes precedence over all
political issues. Perhaps it is
time for theologians of all reli-
gions to join this debate and
give us the benefit of their ex-
pertise.

Erika Bruning |
Loveland '




Bible verses.offer no real
stance against abortion

To the editor:

On March 30, Life and Liber-
ty for Women wrote in this
news concerning God’s
belief about what the relation-
ship between a born woman and
her fetus is, evidencing from
biblical Seripture; Genesis 2:7
and Exodus 21: 22-25, that God
wouldn’t have condemned Roe
v. Wade.

Erika Bruning didn’t tell the
truth in her Aug. 24 letter, when
she said our evidence is nothing
more than misinterpretation of
" biblical Seripture. Bruning
hasn’t disproved our evidence
with evidence of her own, and
she’s wrong — neither has any-
one else. Go to “They Said We
Say” on our Web site and read
the debate on these verses that

occurred in this newspaper last

April and May.’
Bruning has referenced

“Thou shalt not kill” in Matthew '

19 before, including in an Aug.

15, 2001 Ietter. OnrAug; 261 evie—

denced how-it-doesn’t apply te
abortion. Bruning never re-

sponded.

Matthew 19:18 doesn’t prove
abortion is wrong or murder. Dr.
Roy Bowen Ward, professor of
religion at Miami University,
Oxford, Ohio, said no direct ob-

Jieir:ut is supplied for the verb to
i+kill in that verse and the com-
mandment doesn’t indiscrimi-
“nately refer tokilling anything
alive. Ward said the Israelites
were expected to kill Philistine
enemies in war, making the
command to kill not pro-life in
an unqualified way. If anti-abor-

tion extremists can pluck that
verse out of the Bible and indis-
criminately apply it to abortion,
then it can be indiscriminately
applied to war and the death
penalty

Yet, anti-abortion extremists

claim “Thou shait not kill” can’t
be applied to the death penalty
or war because in other verses
God condoned such killing.
That being true, Matthew 19
must be linked to other biblical
verses to decipher God's mean-
ing. If other biblical verses
make the case that the death
penalty and war are exceptions

to this commandment, where’s

the biblical verses that make
the case that abortion is either
an exception to, or is included
in this commandment?

Verses making the case that
legal abortion, under the guide-
lines of Roe v. Wade, is also an
exception to the command
“Thou shalt not kill,” is in Gene-
sis 2 and Exodus 21.

“Wrongly” doesn’t appear in
the dictionary definition of the

—word “mishandle” as Bruning

insinuates. Words like “mis-
take,” “mishandle” and “ad-
monish” instead of “crime,” .
“conspiracy” and “prison” trivi-
alize and minimize the crime of
sexual abuse by Catholic
priests and the criminal con-
spiratorial actions of the hierar-
chy. I used the words merely
and simply to accentuate that

- point.

Finally, no one’s constitution-
al right to freedom of speech is’
being challenged here. The

question is whether the Catholic
-Church any longer possesses '

the moral authority to speak

-

against legal abortion. They
don’t.
Julie Maslowski,
board member
Life and Liberty for Women
Milliken
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Scripture incorrectly used
to support abortion view
~To the editor: .

It seems we have reached a
critical point in this abortion ™
debate. I applaud the partici-
pants’ decision to argue about it

based on Scripture. However,
since both parties are offering

. opposite interpretations of the

passages mentioned, one of
them has to be Wmnﬁa

On Sept. 23, Julie Maslows-
ki’s most recent tome concern-
ing this discussion was shown in
the forum. In it she cited Gene-
sis 2:7 and Exodus 21:22-25 as .
givigf evidence that Ged
“wouldn’t have condemned Roe
v. Wade.” Considering
“wouldn’t” is past tense, it is
clear that Maslowski got off on
the wrong foot. L

Genesis 2 is a narrative of the
beginning of the history of
mankind. Specificaily, Genesis
2:7 explains how the first man
was formed out of the “dust of

i the ground,” and that God

breathed into the man’s nostrils
«the breath of life” (all quota-
tions New King James Ver-
sion). It also says that, after
God breathed life into the man,
man became a living being.
Supposedly, this means that one
is not human until one breathes.
However, Adam, as should al-
ready be known, was never
born. Hence, he was never un-
born. Adam was not a living be-
ing until God breathed into his
nostrils. This applies only to
Adam and Eve.

Isaiah and Jeremiah were
called to be servants of God be-
fore they were born (Isaiah
49:1, 5, Jeremiah 1:5). John the
Baptist leaped in Elizabeth’s -

womb “for joy” (Luke 41, 44). It

would seem clear that the life of
a human being, even before

birth, is sacred to God. The dis- '

tinct sequence in Genesis 2:7is
there to make perfectly clear
that mankind, above all other

. creatures, was not created out

of pre-existent life. God person-
ally supplied the breath of life.
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Exodus 21:22-25, like it or not,

does not address the status of
an embryo orfetus. It does not.
consider intentional abortions,

_but forced premature births.

Therefore, it provides evidence
for neither “pro-lifers” nor “pro-
choicers.” Verse 23 does not pro-
vide a direct object for “serious
injury” (NIV). That said, it
may as well be referring to both
the woman and the child born
prematurely. The passage does
not elevate the life of a born
woman over the life of an un-
born child, nor vice versa. It
simply raises the penalty to

- capital punishment (see Gene-

sis 9:6) if a life, any life; is tak-
en during the struggle. -

In summary, neither of the
verses Maslowski cited as pro-
Roe v. Wade have anything
whatsoever to do with the un-
born or intentional abortions.
Linking the practice of abortion
to Scripture is nothing short of
blasphemous. It’s time Life and
Liberty for Women picked on
someone its own size.

Paul Boyne
Loveland
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