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NOVEMBER 27, 2016
Prakash Lasrado endorses abortion to save a mother’s life
From: Prakash Lasrado prakash.lasrado@gmail.com To: Cardinal Oswald Gracious <diocesebombay@gmail.com>, Cardinal Oswald Gracias <abpossie@gmail.com>, michaelprabhu@vsnl.net michaelprabhu@vsnl.net 
Date: Mon, 21 Nov 2016 09:02:29 +0530 CC: Over 60 cardinals, bishops and priests
Subject: Query for Cardinal Gracias regarding abortion

Rev. Cardinal Gracias,

According to the CCC, Catholics who support abortion are excommunicated.

However if a mother's life is in danger and it is impossible to save both the mother and child despite best efforts, can the child be aborted? 

According to me the answer is yes. 

My answer is based on commonsense and human rights since the father will not be a widower and other siblings if any will not lose a mother.

What is your opinion? Will I get excommunicated from Catholic Church for holding such an opinion? 

Do you know any church document which addresses my query? If you know, please forward it to us.
Please give a clear and unambiguous reply to my query on or before 28th Nov, 2016 with supporting evidence.
If you need more time kindly let me know BEFOREHAND.
Regards, Prakash 
Reference CCC

http://www.vatican.va/archive/ccc_css/archive/catechism/p3s2c2a5.htm
2272 Formal cooperation in an abortion constitutes a grave offense. The Church attaches the canonical penalty of excommunication to this crime against human life. "A person who procures a completed abortion incurs excommunication latae sententiae,"77 "by the very commission of the offense,"78 and subject to the conditions provided by Canon Law.79 The Church does not thereby intend to restrict the scope of mercy. Rather, she makes clear the gravity of the crime committed, the irreparable harm done to the innocent who is put to death, as well as to the parents and the whole of society.
(All emphases his -Michael)
Date: Mon, 21 Nov 2016 15:28:23 +0530 Subject: Re: Query for Cardinal Gracias regarding abortion

Rev. Cardinal Gracias,
My mother had a safe delivery when I was born. However I would not find fault with my mother if she aborted me when her life was in danger because of my birth. I would expect my mother to abort me if her life was in danger for the sake of the family. Do you agree with me? If not why not?

Date: Tue, 22 Nov 2016 11:27:21 +0530 Subject: Re: Query for Cardinal Gracias regarding abortion

If, for example, saving the life of the future mother, independently of her condition of pregnancy, urgently required a surgical procedure or another therapeutic application, which would have as an accessory consequence, in no way desired or intended, but inevitable, the death of the fetus, such an action could not be called a direct attack on the innocent life. In these conditions, the operation can be considered licit, as can other similar medical procedures, always provided that a good of high value, like life, is at stake, and that it is not possible to postpone it until after the birth of the child, or to use any other effective remedy» (Pius XII, Speech to the Fronte della Famiglia and the Associazione Famiglie numerose, November 27, 1951).
http://www.vatican.va/roman_curia/congregations/cfaith/documents/rc_con_cfaith_doc_20090711_aborto-procurato_en.html
(All emphases his -Michael)
Date: Tue, 22 Nov 2016 11:35:30 +0530 Subject: Re: Query for Cardinal Gracias regarding abortion

Rev. Cardinal Gracias,

I found the answer to my query. The Vatican agrees with* me that the child can be aborted if mother's life is in danger.

Moreover I will not be excommunicated for holding such an opinion since it is not a direct attack on innocent life.

You need not answer my query.

*Lasrado does not submit evidence to substantiate his claim that “The Vatican agrees” with him.

I forwarded the above emails to a Redemptorist priest in Mumbai and received his reply:

To: Fr. Name Withheld Subject: ABORTION Date: Sun, 27 Nov 2016 10:02:12 +0530
Dear Fr. Francis,

Is there any truth in this person’s statement (highlighted in yellow)?

God bless, Michael
Date: Sun, 27 Nov 2016 17:37:51 +0000 (UTC)

Dear Michael,

The statement is not technically correct. For what is considered as an abortion, the emphasis is on "direct abortion" that is, abortion willed as an end or as a means, always constitutes a grave moral disorder, since it is the deliberate killing of an innocent human being. (Bold emphasis is the priest’s)
What is not considered as an abortion is what is referred to as "indirect abortion". In simple terms it means that if in the attempt to save the mother's life, it ends in the death of the fetus, then such a procedure or intervention is not considered as an abortion.

His initial question is obviously not framed properly, for it almost seems to imply taking away the child's life, which cannot be considered as a technically correct statement. Indirect abortion implies procedures/interventions used to save the mother's life, a possible consequence of which may result in the fetus's death i.e. fall-out of the procedure done on mother. - Fr. Name Withheld
I am absolutely certain that if I had consulted other priests, many would have been even more explicit in their condemnation of Lasrado’s evil belief that “the child can be aborted if mother's life is in danger”.

Shockingly, not one cleric of the over 60 on his mailing list wrote to Lasrado correcting the grave erroneous position that he holds. -Michael

Questions on abortion

http://www.priestsforlife.org/questions/questionsandanswers.htm EXTRACT

Answered by Fr. Frank

Question 7: I am trying to help a Catholic woman who is not pro-life because she feels the Church does not support the life of a mother when carrying her baby would end her own life. I cited the example of St. Gianna, the physician woman who refused chemotherapy (and died) because she wanted her fourth child to live.
Answer: There are two questions at issue here. 
One is medical (Is there ever need for an abortion to save the mother's life?) and the other is moral (Would an abortion in that case be justified?) The answer to both questions is no. 
There is no medical situation whose only solution is a direct abortion, as many doctors have testified. 
Morally speaking, furthermore, it is never right to directly kill an innocent person, even if good results are foreseen. We do not say that a baby's life is more important than the mother's. We do say that they are equal. You may never directly kill either one of them. If, in spite of the best medical efforts, one or both of them die, nothing morally wrong has been done, because an effort has been made to save life, but has failed. That is far different from killing.

Read the following articles which endorse the response of Fr. Name Withheld:
1. Abortion and Double Effect
http://www.catholic.com/magazine/articles/abortion-and-double-effect EXTRACT
By Matthew A.C. Newsome
In 1907, long before abortion on demand was legal through most of the Western world, the Catholic Encyclopedia included this statement in its article on abortion:

If medical treatment or surgical operation, necessary to save a mother’s life, is applied to her organism (though the child’s death would, or at least might, follow as a regretted but unavoidable consequence), it should not be maintained that the fetal life is thereby directly attacked.
2. Possible exceptions to the ban on abortion by the Roman Catholic Church
http://www.religioustolerance.org/abo_hist_c1.htm 

3. Exceptions: Is Abortion Ever Permissible?
http://www.hli.org/resources/exceptions-is-abortion-ever-permissible-2/ EXTRACT
3. Abortion is not needed to save the life or health of the mother: Because of advances in medicine, there are currently no maternal medical conditions for which abortion is the only cure. Even leading pro-abortionists have recognized this fact for decades. Dr. Alan Guttmacher, former President of the Planned Parenthood Federation of America, did more to promote and spread abortion-on-demand throughout the world than any other individual. Yet as long ago as 1967, he commented, “Today it is possible for almost any patient to be brought through pregnancy alive, unless she suffers from a fatal disease such as cancer or leukemia, and if so, abortion would be unlikely to prolong, much less save the life.”2
Former Surgeon General of the United States Dr. C. Everett Koop said that “the life-of-the-mother argument surfaces in every debate concerning abortion. The fact of the matter is that abortion as a necessity to save the life of the mother is so rare as to be nonexistent.”3
Notes

2. Alan Guttmacher, “Abortion Yesterday, Today, and Tomorrow,” The Case for Legalized Abortion Now (Berkeley: Diablo Books, 1967), 9.
3. C. Everett Koop, The Right to Live, the Right to Die (Toronto: Life Cycle Books, 1981), 61.

4. Is abortion ever necessary to “save the life of the mother”?
http://liveactionnews.org/abortion-ever-necessary-save-life-mother/ EXTRACT
By Lauren Enriquez, October 2, 2013

The abortion procedure is not – ever – necessary to save the life of a mother. 
There are, however, maternal health risks that require a treatment that cause the unfortunate, indirect, and unintentional death of an unborn child. For instance, in life-threatening ectopic pregnancies that require removal of a Fallopian tube, the pregnancy (including the unborn child) will be removed along with the Fallopian tube. The intention in this procedure is first and foremost to save the life of the mother, and in order to do so, a physician must perform a procedure that indirectly causes the death of her unborn child.
This is not an abortion. Furthermore, a true abortion – in which the direct intention is to end the life of a human being – is not a treatment for any type of maternal health risk. Abortions never save mothers, but procedures which by their nature may indirectly lead to a child’s death sometimes save the life of the mother.

5. The Catholic Church and abortion
http://www.dummies.com/religion/christianity/catholicism/the-catholic-church-and-abortion/ 

The Catholic Church opposes and condemns any and all direct abortions. Even pregnancies that result from rape, incest, and present a danger to the life of the mother aren’t reasons for abortion. The Church teaches that human life is created and begins at the moment of conception. The Catholic Church sees abortion as the termination of an unborn life, and therefore, it’s always wrong, sinful, and immoral. The circumstances by which that life was conceived are considered irrelevant.

Catholics believe that willingly, knowingly, and deliberately committing evil is never justifiable — no matter how good the intention and no matter how noble the cause. This is a moral absolute for Catholics, and it can’t be diluted or altered. The Church believes that if in even one circumstance, someone is allowed to knowingly and willingly commit evil so that good may come from it, then Pandora’s box is opened for anyone to claim he was merely doing a so-called necessary evil for the greater good in the long run. So the Church teaches that one innocent life can’t be taken even if it would save hundreds, thousands, or millions.

Valuing the lives of both mother and child
Often, people say that the Catholic Church opts for the child over the mother. Not the case at all. If a pregnant woman has a heart attack and needs emergency surgery, it’s considered morally permissible to put her under anesthesia and operate, even though it’s likely that she’ll spontaneously abort the unborn fetus as a consequence.

The distinction is that her body is doing the act of ejecting the fetus as an effect of the primary action of the doctors who are trying to save both lives — the mother and the baby. If the baby dies naturally, the Church believes that no sin has been committed. But if the doctor or nurse directly kills the baby, that’s considered murder, the taking of an innocent life.

A Catholic Approach to Tubal Pregnancies
http://www.cuf.org/2004/04/ectopic-for-discussion-a-catholic-approach-to-tubal-pregnancies/ EXTRACT
Catholics United for the Faith (CUF), From the Jan/Feb 2004 Issue of Lay Witness Magazine
ISSUE: What is an ectopic, or “tubal,” pregnancy? What moral principles must be taken into account in treating a tubal pregnancy? What alternatives are available that respect both the mother’s life as well as the life of her unborn child?
RESPONSE: A woman’s egg or ovum descends from an ovary through the fallopian tube to the uterus. While on this path, the egg is fertilized and naturally continues this descent and implants in the uterus. Sometimes, however, the egg is impeded in its progress and instead implants somewhere along the way. This is called an ectopic pregnancy. “Ectopic” means “out of place.” Ectopic pregnancies are often called “tubal” pregnancies because over 95 percent occur in the fallopian tubes. (fertilized eggs can also implant in the abdomen, ovaries, or within the cervix).

A mother facing a tubal pregnancy risks imminent rupture of the fallopian tube. While the doctor would opt for the least risk and expense to the mother, all the options presented to her involve terminating the pregnancy. The mother, however, must respect both her life and that of her child.

There is no treatment available that can guarantee the life of both. The Church has moral principles that can be applied in ruling out some options, but she has not officially instructed the faithful as to which treatments are morally licit and which are illicit. Most reputable moral theologians, as discussed below, accept full or partial salpingectomy (removal of the fallopian tube), as a morally acceptable medical intervention in the case of a tubal pregnancy.

As is the case with all difficult moral decisions, the couple must become informed, actively seek divine guidance, and follow their well-formed conscience.

DISCUSSION: According to the Centers for Disease Control (CDC), [1] ectopic pregnancies have increased in frequency and now number roughly 100,000 a year.

Though detection and treatment have greatly improved, ectopic pregnancies still pose a serious health risk to the mother. Ectopic pregnancies are the leading cause of maternal deaths in the first trimester. While they often end in early miscarriage, waiting indefinitely for miscarriage to occur poses a grave threat to the mother. By ten weeks (in the case of a tubal pregnancy), the fallopian tube will likely rupture, causing severe hemorrhaging that can result in death. Such cases most often occur when the ectopic pregnancy is not diagnosed. Hence, most deaths caused by ectopic pregnancies each year are among minority groups and the poor whose access to prenatal care is limited.

Who are at risk for an ectopic pregnancy? All women are susceptible. However, there are factors that can increase the risk, namely: smoking, sexually transmitted diseases, tubal sterilizations, fertility drugs, and previous occurrences.

Moral Principles
In the case of an ectopic pregnancy, the lives of both the mother and child are placed at risk. The moral teachings of the Church call for medical treatment that respects the lives of both. Most recently, the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops reiterated these principles:

In the case of extra-uterine pregnancy, no intervention is morally licit which constitutes a direct abortion. [2]

Operations, treatments and medications that have as their direct purpose the cure of a proportionately serious pathological condition of a pregnant woman are permitted when they cannot be safely postponed until the unborn child is viable, even if they will result in the death of the unborn child. [3]

On one hand, there can be no direct attack on the child (direct abortion) to save the life of the mother. On the other hand, the life of the mother is equally valuable and she must receive appropriate treatment. It might be that the only available remedy saves the life of the mother but, while not a direct abortion, brings about the unintended effect of the death of the child. Morally speaking, in saving the life of the mother, the Church accepts that the child might be lost.

This principle applies in other pregnancy complications as well. With severe hemorrhaging, for example, if nothing is done, both will die. In respecting the life of the mother, the physician must act directly on the uterus. At that time the uterus loses its ability to support the life of the embryo. The mother’s life is preserved and there has been no intentional attack on the child. The mother and the uterus have been directly treated; a secondary effect is the death of the child.

Another example arises in the treatment of uterine (endometrial) cancer during a pregnancy. The common treatments of uterine cancer are primarily hysterectomy (surgical removal of the uterus) and sometimes chemotherapy or radiation therapy. Again, taking the life of the baby is not intended, but a hysterectomy does mean the removal of the womb and the death of the child. Yet, if a hysterectomy must be performed to save the life of the mother, the Church would deem the procedure morally licit.

Thus, a moral distinction must be made between directly and intentionally treating a pathology (a condition or abnormality that causes a disease) and indirectly and unintentionally causing the death of the baby in the process.

This distinction is derived from a moral principle called “double effect.” When a choice will likely bring about both an intended desirable effect and also an unintended, undesirable effect, the principle of double effect can be applied to evaluate the morality of the choice. The chosen act is morally licit when (a) the action itself is good, (b) the intended effect is good, and (c) the unintended, evil effect is not greater in proportion to the good effect. For example, “The act of self-defense can have a double effect: the preservation of one’s own life; and the killing of the aggressor. . . . The one is intended, the other is not” (Catechism, no. 2263, citing St. Thomas Aquinas).

[1] Much of the statistical information in this Faith Fact was gathered from the CDC

[2] National Conference of Catholic Bishops. Ethical and Religious Directives for Health Care Services (Washington, DC: NCCB, 1994), 28

[3] Ibid., 47.

Church Teachings on Controversial Topics 
http://www.saintaquinas.com/controversial.html EXTRACT          
By S.M. Miranda

a) Abortion
Under no circumstances does the Church condone the practice of surgical or pharmaceutical abortions (such as RU-486 or the morning-after-pill). Abortion is tantamount to murder in the womb and cannot be justified by appealing to convenience, hardships, or “a woman’s right to choose”. Here is what the Church officially teaches in the Catechism: 

Human life must be respected and protected absolutely from the moment of conception.   From the first moment of existence, a human being must be recognized as having the rights of a person—among which is the inviolable right of every innocent being to life (CCC 2270).
Scripture also indirectly attests to the personhood and humanity of the fetus in Jeremiah 1:5:

Before I formed you in the womb I knew you, and before you were born I consecrated you.
The ancient Tradition of forbidding abortions is expressed in the Didache, a first century writing of the apostles:

You shall not kill the embryo by abortion and shall not cause the newborn to perish (Didache 2, 2)
The reasoning and arguments of the pro-choice movement have been addressed numerous times by Church authorities (such as John Paul II in Evangelium Vitae) who are much more eloquent and adept than the author, and I will not reiterate them here other than to say that a women’s right to choose abortion is not moral or licit because it interferes with and extinguishes the child’s right to live. A child has a soul from the moment of conception and therefore is a person (who has certain unalienable rights) who cannot be killed by the mother or doctor without making the participating parties murderers.  In fact, the Church feels so strongly on the matter that she has issued an automatic excommunication for all those who have procured an abortion and are aware of the excommunication penalty (CIC, canon 1398). The excommunication even extends to those who, “without whose help the crime would not have been committed" (Evangelium Vitae, Paragraph 62, Pope John Paul II). Thus abortion doctors, the father of the baby, and even parents of children who encourage an abortion, are held accountable.

In order to prevent Catholics from deceiving themselves and arguing that the Church’s two thousand year condemnation of abortion is only an opinion and not a doctrinal teaching of the faith, Pope John Paul II formally defined the condemnation of abortion in Evangelium Vitae:

Therefore, by the authority which Christ conferred upon Peter and his successors and in communion with the bishops … I declare that direct abortion, that is, abortion willed as an end or as a means, always constitutes a grave moral disorder, since it is the deliberate killing of an innocent human being. This doctrine is based upon the natural law and upon the written word of God, is transmitted by the Church’s tradition and taught by the ordinary and universal magisterium. No circumstance, no purpose, no law whatsoever can ever make licit an act which is intrinsically illicit, since it is contrary to the law of God which is written in every human heart, knowable by reason itself, and proclaimed by the Church (EV #62).
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**So, apart from being a vocal protagonist of the Hindu art of Bharatanatyam dancing and the eastern (Hindu) meditation, yoga, and of the New Age alternative/complementary medicines homoeopathy and ayurveda, Prakash Lasrado has now endorsed the murderous act of abortion (claiming that “the Vatican agrees” with him on that) -- and not one cleric on his emailing list has corrected his error. 
