 
----- Original Message ----- 
From: Cardinal Newman Society (PJR) 
To: Michael McFarland 
Sent: Monday, April 21, 2003 11:01 PM
Subject: Re: Matthews Invitation
Dear Father McFarland,
Never has Cardinal Newman Society dictated anything to you or anyone else, and we don't seek to do so now.  We urge you to do the right thing on your own accord.  You are not answerable to us; together we are answerable to the Church and must respect her teachings, if we are to declare ourselves and our organizations Catholic.  To do otherwise is to cause scandal and possibly lead others away from Christ.
The fact that Chris Matthews has done good things hardly justifies his defense of the widespread killing of innocent children, which you simply ignore in your reply.  We don't ask that Matthews be publicly condemned by Holy Cross, we simply ask that you do not bestow on him a special honor when so many others could have been chosen without scandal.
We will share your response with our members and the general public, not because of any ill will toward you or Holy Cross, but because your hubris and refusal to address the core issue -- together with your other vitriolic statements toward concerned Holy Cross alumni and a former chairman of your board -- speak volumes about the problems Cardinal Newman Society is organized to address.
Patrick J. Reilly, President
Cardinal Newman Society
207 Park Ave., Suite B-2
Falls Church, VA 22046
(703) 536-9585
preilly@cardinalnewmansociety.org
 
----- Original Message ----- 
From: Michael McFarland 
To: preilly@cardinalnewmansociety.org 
Sent: Monday, April 21, 2003 10:04 PM
Subject: Re: Matthews Invitation
Dear Mr. Reilly,
Your letter of April 17 was phrased as if I was somehow answerable to you.  I am not answerable to you in any way.  Neither you nor the Cardinal Newman Society have any authority whatsoever to dictate what is "Catholic" or what is valid morally or theologically or what the policies of Catholic organizations should be.
Chris Matthews has embodied in many ways the values Holy Cross promotes as a Jesuit college. He has been especially courageous in attempting to bring moral principles to bear on issues in public life and to promote dialogue about some of the most controversial subjects dividing our country. For that we will honor him at commencement.
Michael McFarland, SJ
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April 17, 2003

Rev. Michael C. McFarland, S.J.
President 
College of the Holy Cross

One College St.

Worcester, MA 01610-2395
 
Dear Father McFarland:

 

It has come to my attention that the College of the Holy Cross has invited Chris Matthews to speak at the college’s commencement ceremony and to receive an honorary degree on May 23.

 

As you have been informed by Holy Cross alumni, I want to again note that Matthews has consistently and publicly backed abortion rights:

 

        MSNBC’s “Hardball with Chris Matthews”, 12/11/02: Al Gore asked Matthews, “All rights, now do you think it’s right for the federal government to come in and order a woman…?”  Matthews responded, “No, I’m pro-choice, but I’m trying to figure out… where you stand on the issue morally.”

 

        Jeremy Lott review of Matthews’ Now Let Me Tell You What I Really Think in Chronicles Magazine, June 2002: “On abortion, Matthews writes that polls showing ‘the American people will not exact a token punishment from a woman who seeks an abortion’ should tell pro-lifers ‘something very basic.’  ‘The criminal code,’ he opines, ‘is not the right instrument here.’  Rather, the solution is for foes of abortion to make common cause with proponents to find ways to reduce the numbers of abortions while keeping abortion constitutionally protected.”

 

        MSNBC’s “Hardball with Chris Matthews”, 2/1/02: Matthews said, “I’m for abortion rights… but I think you people are hiding from the facts here.”

 

        NBC’s “Saturday Today”, 11/3/01: Matthews said, “I… I think… I think I’m a, you could say, there’s… I think my brain is… is tolerant and liberal.  You know, I’m for gay rights.  I’m for abortion rights, even though I don’t like abortion.”

 

        Matthews’ syndicated column as published in Chattanooga Times Free Press, 6/5/00: After grilling then-Governor George W. Bush about abortion rights, Matthews asks Bush about his decision to stop drinking heavily.  Bush responded, “It was crowding out my capacity to show love and affection to people.”  Matthews writes, “You could say the same about his early hugging of the religious right.”

 

        Matthews’ syndicated column as published in San Francisco Examiner, 4/27/00: Matthews examined a nation poll finding that 57 percent of Americans want to keep abortion legal in only a few circumstances or not at all.  With no factual basis, Matthews declared, “I don’t believe that number.  I believe it’s a case where people are telling pollsters (and perhaps themselves) what they think they want to hear…  Are those who say they back abortion rights only in ‘a few’ cases thinking, perhaps incorrectly, that they can’t imagine any ‘circumstances’ where they’d desire to have an abortion?”  Matthews ended by asserting that a woman in a crisis pregnancy “must speak—not to a pollster or politician—but to her own conscience.”

 

        MSNBC’s “Hardball with Chris Matthews”, 6/17/99: Matthews said, “I’m pro-choice, but I wish people would actually say what they are.  We could get a lot further in…”  National Organization for Women president Patricia Ireland said, “But you just said that you’re pro-choice, Chris.”  Matthews responded, “Because… because on this issue, I… we know what we’re talking about now.  He didn’t even mention the word ‘abortion’ in that entire conversation…  I’m for abortion rights…  I am, ultimately, ‘cause I think ultimately in this country, ultimately, after all the considerations of parental approval and reflective consent and how many days and all the rules and all the justifications, ultimately… ultimately, after all the advice we give to young people in counseling about the costs of abortion, what it does to you potentially, psychologically, and morally… ultimately, I think it has to be a decision made by the person…  That’s what I believe, because I believe… fundamentally, I’m a libertarian, I guess.”

 

        Matthews’ syndicated column as published in San Francisco Examiner, 4/11/96: Matthews discussed partial-birth abortion in the context of “an old college classmate [who] once described how he an his wife solemnly decided to end a late-term pregnancy after learning the child would be born without lungs.”  Noting that President Bill Clinton vetoed a partial-birth abortion ban, citing the need for a broad “health of the mother” exception but failing to defend women’s right to abort a severely handicapped child, Matthews wrote: “He refused to tell the whole truth because public opinion on this matter, which runs strongly in favor of the ‘partial-birth’ abortion ban, is understandably driven by the great majority of Americans who have had the good fortune never to know the horrid dilemma that once faced my college classmate and his wife.”

 

It is clear from these citations that Chris Matthews has repeatedly and publicly endorsed abortion rights, using his position as a journalist to convince others of his position.  Matthews displays a callous disregard for human life, appearing to support or at least condone partial-birth abortion of handicapped children and abandoning protection of pre-born children to the personal desires of their mothers.  Matthews is not only “pro-choice” but also a dissenting Catholic.

 

It is scandalous and unconscionable for a Catholic college to hold Chris Matthews up to students as deserving the honored position of commencement speaker and honorary degree recipient.  While many of Matthews’ actions and views may be laudable, including his assistance with Holy Cross fundraising and his success as a journalist, his opposition to the Catholic Church on one of the most important civil rights and human justice issues of the day makes him an inappropriate commencement speaker.  By inviting and hosting him, Holy Cross gives legitimacy to his public efforts and brings scandal upon your students.

 

Fawning over a public dissenter on a fundamental teaching of the Church sends a terrible message to your Catholic students and other Catholics who read media reports of your commencement ceremony.  You will confuse many of them not only about the commitment of Holy Cross to its Catholic mission, but also about the clarity of the Church’s teaching on abortion and the law—especially in light of recent pronouncements by the American bishops and the Vatican.

 

Already you have confused Catholics and the general public in your recent statements to the Worcester Telegram & Gazette, published on April 15.  You are quoted as saying, “Chris Matthews said he feels abortion is immoral.  Where he would differ from some Catholics is on the role of government and how intrusive government should be in controlling this.  It’s a matter of practical judgment.  That’s allowable in Catholic thought.”  Catholic teaching that laws permitting abortion are immoral is not simply held by “some Catholics”, but is taught by both the Vatican and the American bishops.  Matthews’ publicly held views on abortion clearly dissent from Catholic teaching.

 

In addition to properly describing Catholic teaching on laws permitting abortion, I urge you to clarify your own position.  Your statements to the Worcester Telegram & Gazette could be construed by readers as condoning or even endorsing the “pro-choice” position.  That would be scandalous.

 

You are also quoted as stating, “If we checked their conformity with every point in Catholic teaching we would have no honorees, including Charlie Millard.”  Notwithstanding the obvious fact that there are thousands of upstanding, accomplished individuals in full accord with Catholic teaching who deserve to be honored, it seems that your personal attack on Charles Millard—the former Holy Cross chairman who has spoken out against honoring Chris Matthews—is hardly appropriate.  Whatever Millard’s status with the Church, I doubt that it is worse than that of Matthews, and it has no bearing on the commencement speaker issue.  If Millard is a dissenter, then it was hardly your place to make it public; if he does not dissent, then you have done him a grave injustice.  He deserves an immediate apology.

 


Cardinal Newman Society urges you to cancel the invitation to Chris Matthews and find another speaker.  I look forward to your response.

 








Sincerely yours,

 

 








Patrick J. Reilly








President

 

cc: 
Most Rev. Daniel P. Reilly

