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I this issue

establish the : strict 1c,g,ulatm ¥ ugjnne that,
it promised. . In-the meantime it is worth
. passing of the Bill.: The first article in this.

- Lissue does ]usi that..
S Byr ne reviews the pubhshed version of a_

.| series of lectures on the relationship}:

| between morality, the law and religion

We w:tsh our eubqrubew a vmy h’ipp}
i Chnc;tnna and we look fmwald to. our
contmumg aseocmtmn :m ’JOO 3.
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| reflecting on the debate. suuoundmgj the}

~ genetically unlike the recipient).
- ferm, stem cell’ ihomples would haw toxely. -
- either on a patient’s own “adult” stem cells {as
sl oac’[y possible in'a few LdSLS) oronstem o
cells derived from cloned human emblyos Ineo

s t}u, shmt lum, thmefoz _
o) experimentation on uqstmg embryos might' -
S provideds somme ?eno;a] know]cdgjc wboutstem SRR

S L :'-_wli fumtum e ' AR

R given b} Smmelegg to the 'lhomas M(}le B
R 'Socmty in. 2000 R .
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Sczum sts wﬂl wam stem f_oll‘ {mm n-;w.'--__-‘ L
K.:_‘S()ul(,@b because they know. that cells derived”
from. smpl‘us Lmbzyo‘s do not: have an
In the. sccond Maiy- j_:'i thmapou'{ic use, nol least bo;ause thon use’
- would involve the same’ problems of: lissue
'w]ecuon ‘that: {‘ulwniiy oceur with or g,azl'-_' e
'i"hansplantq (the source: embsyo will be -
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v As we go to pxeas thc Gcnau, has'passed the .

: .'Pmno Minister’s “compromise” bill o allow "
b existing” smplus Shumane embryos to be. ased,
~F under masonab]y strict ccmdm(ms asa SOLIl(,(.._j"-
“of stem cells. The” pr oposed: compromise is,
i however, doomod to failure because it doecs ot

L i 1. deliver what ‘many scientists actually want =
'Iho E:emte passu‘l ihe ]\(_‘-;(:‘d}(h Envo}wn? =

e Lmblyos Bill: 2002 on B, December. It

j_'namely freedom to cr eat(, and/ or 1o done m’w RNk
{remains to be seen whether the Bill will e

..."embl yomc stgm (.CHS o

ih@ mosk that_'_ wial

_ Bec,ause ’Lhe suonhsis cmd ihc commer cml_'. SRR
s venim es wc\lkmg on embryonic stem cells will v
thc_ suppiy of L)\l‘:tlnb el
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fimdamenmi fizslmcﬁmz between

4 rio more than” tho pmposal {0 select some
. o -embl yOs foa 1mpIaniat&on and to select: oihe;e 5
o for experimentation. Itis socially undesirable,
- and morally wrong, to promote the idea of
U two classes of human embiyos: (1) those
W anlu‘i by loving palcnts and (2)-those who
are @ Tesource fm science - 'md with no one.”
SR spml\ on thon b(.ha}f (OI course, gwm' .
= i--modez nIVIE tochmquua thel should beno " *

thw :ahould nc\ru have

 “surplus embr yos” »
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Clmm No 2 So called ”s.urpzus
:: -'~'_._'€711b?j05” me destmedﬁn :

2

:Pm"bJ voc;, a new dobaig O\fOI uamﬂ hum"xn'
~~embryos. from othex sources ~ ie. emblyos_'
PR spemcallv created for suenhﬁc pur poses, either
by fusing spozm ‘and ovum, or by a clonmg "
o technique <is. me\utabl(,, zmd sooner rather
" thanlater, In plopmahon for that debate, and
- despite the passing of the current 1%151&11011 _
Canumberof the claims widely made about -
G --melvomc s,iem coile desewe a cnhcal‘..}'
"'--1'..1esponse' T

embr yos These d1ffe1ent designations ,slgnal

“This L’iﬁiﬁi ﬁ%:l}'aq(:a on th

apr opo&al

L idsavery. g1mt difference. between, on' the one -
" hand,

caﬂscs,

: T
I’hle 1<, a dzstmctlon wztimui '1 dszexenw :thus {"1\ ing it

s ”‘:nuplus embryos” from IVE. pmgxammes_

-'_.'_.:md omb1yos for 31}11313111'111011 arejust 7

.'}.Clazm No 3 Hzmzmz 61711?1’[]05 m |
”-_themselves are nof ﬂJe kmd of e
:fbemg desewmg of a 1especi
Ewhzci’z wonld mle out our usmg

) them m 1*esemch, the j are ?wt

"‘"'.f'dest; wction. anyway.. Smce the J ' :;':alwajs as. an e;;f_d._m_z_iself)

o me gomrr to be dest'f 0 jed zi
e ?-_iwmtld be bettei

. fo aliaw them o
be zzsed zn iesemch

_ ~_'_<:0nst1tute<s, a“person” depend on how.one' .o
“ounderstands: the concept of person.. DRE T
i concepizs nota smenhﬁc or facmal one. Itis oo

: aIIOng an Lmbzyo to. dJL unvu;ldud Of E
“course itis true that in each case the embr yo_ SR
will die in the end. But: ;usi asitheredsa . 0
: 3151111’1(::1111 d:iffelence between the death of a S

Lperson who 1is dehbemtely kitled and the "
~death of someone who. diés from natural -
eiig A qxgmfmant difference - oo
betweenian Lmblyo being: dclabmaiely' e
"_dlsme‘mbomd and it dying’ zntuially s
:_"embz yOs 0. be oxpez imented upon will moatﬁ_-’._i e
socertainly s o o
:_Dzamembelmg, them mthm 11“12111 wliowmg RS R R
Cethem Lo succumb unv:olated mo:eIV adds o n
- insult to the injury ofhuz suiplus uoai.mn__' e

S cmd unwantad status
"'“"‘embrjosfm mzplmzfatzon m:d_..._- S CEER

| *-'f.”sm plzzs IVSF embryos
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“Th

die. " by - dismemberment,

_ In addltlon, it 1% alblii ary ﬁnd un}usi iO solecl S
“one embryo f or. Jmplantatzozx into a Wwoman, v

a:chance’ to: ]Cahic. 11‘;-- S

.dc*voiopmtniai potemlal and lo sclect dnothu SR
> f01 doc‘zih by dlsmembez ;m_' RO '

PET‘SOHS” (01’ ”iumnm bemgs or'f' S
eople

: whatever one chooses fo crzli ihe -
imrd of bcmg wi:zch should never e
he tr eated -111@1‘6]3; asa m(’mzs but T N

to tho qu@suon who 15,__01 _«’haiz;

Ihal-'x."'f :
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“The -

philmophxcal one.

undu%tandmg of person in our culture: ]ns-_.-.__"_ S

_ssumption ﬂ“i'-zfz'_'bcen shaped by modern. phzlosophy

_all that-mafters ethically is the “outcome” of - emphasis on self-consciousness as the mark of = -

That assumption is false. There “personthood.: If only conscious bemgs canbe L

7 b B b T Persons, then - én this modem view: - some’”
15‘]'1"[(‘111 Dung Elfl QD’]. 1}70 01:_ =

L 'expulmental pulposus and 011 1he oth(,;,_'-._._
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U human | species,

o dum,nted or a brain-damaged patient is still

o Maperson”, - A much older undezstandznp of
e '_pm s01, howwoz located personhood in the
dignity ofqbu% s rational nnture, irvespective
“of whether that being is conscious at a

' :'_"pm ticular phas e.in his or her life. - On this

“traditional view there is nothing pr (ﬂ')](’lﬂdll(,

" about saying that an unborn child or.a -
Coper blsu,nziy Unconscious p'm(,ni is.a pu son,
- for they are truly our fellow human “Denws,f'-

L js;hauno our mhonal human natul .

":and so the onus of pmof is on'anyone who_

PR would cl’um il'ns new hunmn mdzw(hm[ is noi--.‘
o a humm pcmon

S Th@ koy to unde:siandmg, wl"mt a human 8
'_'_(’ﬂ‘lbi yo is lies in the connection between a:
= human cmb1y0 and an adult member of the:

“AsAristotle argued, the
~question of whal something is can be
i"_"Jﬂtinmted in different ways.
“material” level, an embr yois Glmpiy agroup
~orcollection of cells (or, is just one cell - at the -

_.'_-pomt when’ futlhzatmn i$ <(>mplcted)
--.__IIQV\Jevez this answer. deos not.-tell-us

- “formally” what an embr yois because it omits.
- the most impor tant truth’ aboui ihocse cells (or
cells
© are not! Slmply cells that’ imppen to be
; -'_conuguouq to be collected in a dish together;
L [1110% Ldls area human emblyo they share. m"-_-
- “act {}f hvmg which'is that'of a new " .
- human mdlwdu(x} al the ver y.e carliest stage of -'1?17)0 ]’(JT}"lg BI’I?ZJT Y onzc tem cells
it developmem Inshort, a-human embryo -
corindlselfis a smg,le integrated and devciopmg
Solor gamsm thh a 11£L cmd zdenlliy of 1ts mfvn'“--'

| "'.*-ﬁboul that {irst’ cell) lhef;e 1 or 2 ord

'-'.a smg s

_ An emba yo is. 1101 memly a hvmg, Ceilulmf’- 3'.
'mass. (afthough that's one answer to the
_ '-quostmn of what it is). More importantly, an. .
- embryo is an organised bcmg) that normally. -
dsin tho p] ocess o[ matulmgj to th(.. neM stagju_

-_Bfaét.hz'r:s Ouiloék,' V__é?.-?.B, Na.._?}_, Dccembér; 2()_()2 :

At the are poiential adulis”

~of any external factor, but s1mp]y by becoming = -
“more t;uly whai thvy aheady are, human_ S
:bemgs o

~of hum‘m dovelopmom (tlmt s the athu
~crucial amwe: to the question of what.an -
embryo is), ILis true that there are embryos -
- that are no longer ablc fomatare asa member _
“ of the human species (because of some inner =~
~defect). But the normal embryo docs possess. .
this polont:ai and will, in an appmpucxte
environment, realize this potential. Thatisto
say, “potential” is not just an external way of s
“speaking about the emblyo (s Qmpius is); SRR
. it marks an intrinsic quality of the emby Yo, its
‘individual “human nature,

that ‘which

T [ ' : "[expiams 11."-3 cha}ar{mzsm dwe]olnnent

Bc cause of thc dxffez eni wavs in whmh thc,_-_ R : . . L
o term “person” is understood. in our calture,

oLin addwssmg {he stalus of human embryos -

- we would do better to focus on what it is 1o

" be an individual Jnman being.. As Pope John -

“ Paul I notes in his encyclical e Gospel of Life, -

oAl fhuman life begins at fertilization, a life that :

s nenhm that of the father nox the mother - ..

Et is. ihis potentlal that cxplams wlw we

_ shou}d accord the embryo a kind of respect =
“that is distinct from whatwe accord partsof
“the human body, or plorcs‘ of human tissue. -
Tt is this potential whlch nm}\os frrelevant the RERAE
facts that occasionally an embiyo splits into -
~two embryos and. ()(Casmmﬂly two such
embryos: mcombmc in each’ cnmmstanco_'. T
" thereds an embr yo {or more than one embryo) .+ - S
~with the’ developmgnh} poiemml to become
- an adult member of the. human spemes And o
it s the C(}ntmuity cof the ‘embryo’ s s
cleveiopmmt chmdmg’ to. thls potoniml {Imt"'_ e
“makes arbitrary any line drawing betweenone
"-siagt and the next. lmlbl‘,os are. 1>(>1umal A
_children” in the same sense in which children
- not by the addition

C Clmm No 4 We need io do boik
-'kmds of research expeizmeniaiwn

and expe? mzentafzon m’volvmg
g "adult”stem ceUs, S

Siatemente of nmd ’_ are
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oficn 1o, mou,.
than statements of desire, IL is true that some ~ .
scientists desire to investigate embryonic stem
cells, and itis cer tamly true that they have
.-OIChG&tldth a pubhc campmgn to su ppml



'_Lhen cause (Cunousiy most suon*asts have o
" been content o aliow the pohhmans whom -} -
Cthey havc, ”bnefo

W h en.: wé s a y

sake of~ themeilcal knuwkdge (gl

P .toucologry) In the short term, destmctnw_f-

exper imentation-on human embryos may lead

- torsome.new: 1<nowledge beccnung available -

~omore: quic]dv than would be the case if on]yf}; R
- adultstem cells were used for research. |

2 However, given ‘that's any ther :
;dn ecﬂy obtainable from embryonic cells are

ay off. (decados centuucs’?) thexe is

' 51gmficanl way

Bz’z)ct}'ucs. Out!oék_} :Vf_il, 13, No]é,;])éc_e;fnbér 2652 FONE

' to make the overly Advame N@'ﬁtmes fﬂr 20@3
. optimistic | claims’ about imminent medical -
~advances. Puva{e}y scientists admit that .

AT thelap@unc miel wnhon‘; ale 2 vu_y Iong way e b

i)

) {hai e i"iééd io do_ﬁf. S
o '__'.'somcthmg, we mean (at h,ast) that ihe, doing -
"'-'-_'.'}of that thmg 13 mquned in: ozdcl 1o achzove_ .

“some. purpose.: Howevex, itids not obvmus_

B _"that mpenmentatlon on embl yos is iequn ed
o forrany’ thelapautlc purpose: there ‘are
'-_*aliematwe sources of know ledge about-
< human embzyos (amm'll Lmblyoq) and
-“-:aliemaisvo SOUICEs: of. knowiedgg about;:_-j_ o
" human stem cells (adult stem cells). Indeed |
o i the: pu;pose of-work.on embiyomc stem - fi
o7 cellsis said to be the dey o
B ..'.;theiaples, ihen it seems cioau ihdi adult qtem:.-_[;
“cells: hold out more; plomme than do |

- embryonic stem cells. Of course there is sull'f :

omuch o b(. }eamt befow miaable and’; afe "k
i therz apms usmg adult stem cellsare dev elopcd L
.. but none of this. substantiates the claim that
: "f'-'j"we Jneod"_to Wozic w1‘ch Lmblyomc stem cellcs

loprent of: miedical

: Lol e ~{on Friday 22
Cuuem lhexapouuc '%ucccsses all mvolvc £ y

L '&dult stem cells; “surplus: emblyos will s
" certainly not be used to develop therapies in' -

apeutic benefits |
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In Con;um.tmn with ' the Caihohc

_._;Pubhc Seminar @:ﬁf.""
_Weif am __E‘&mcs_ o

' he Plunket Cenixo wﬂ} host 2 one- day

gAustlaha )

: .Unwel emf

Fintensive course on Wedncsday 7h May: atjoo oo
the 1 1dcombe Caihohc Workmen's Ciub f T
1'The course is addressed to teachers of the } =+~ 0 ©

NSW Board of Studies ‘Stadies in Rdagzon i
-Cumsek See bagl\ pagc f01 fuiihei duazls i

I_’fiinkéif -.Cer.'t__fr"{;’fc.n' Etliics in T;Iea?th Cme e

'Education Office of- C)yan) ihe Plunl\ett _' |
{ Centre will 'hold ‘its annual one-dayj. "~

_pub]zc seminar on the ethics of publicf oo
T welfaw atthe Ausuahan Museum Sydney, f:o
nd: ‘\ugust Speakels will |
111c1ude Pm"f(_‘ssm ‘Raimond Gaita ‘of: S

- Catholic: Umve;sity and

- F Professor; Wanen Romh of C‘eox Oetown
~the fomsceablefutum “The Cunentlvpmposed-._--_--. ' S

“experiments on embryos are chiefly for ih(,
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The Ausu ahan 1 cdm aI gjovez nment 1LC(31“11.1}7_
debaicd legislation that would allow the
~ - destruction of embryos to facilitate research
. on embryonic stem cells. The polmc al paltu,s
Callowed ihen membexs 8 ‘conscience” vote,
-'_IIOW(,vu somc of: iho poht:cmm who ase*
| ....::_known t0 pzoftss a Chnshan {aith: wew__
o criticised in the miedia by proponents of stem

cdi 1esea1 ch for }ookmg totheir 10}13)10113 bel Ief

g “in for: ming their conscience, Unfortunately,
o for mostpohhuans a conscience vole simply .
B .fmuam they are: ponmtiui to: express their
Even more-
“unfor tunately the poht;cmns who'do 1d(,nt1£y :
o their faith commitment, and the stmcoc they. .
- take because of that commitment, ‘are accused
lofbeing umhmkmgjr controlled by theleaders =
" of their'church. Both of these pO&ithllS_-ff'-"' '
.:_demonahate a lack of under standing of the
- 'link between faith, morality and a person’s act.

Jown opinion: on the ‘mattes:

~of faith, and the role of conscience.. They also
- demonstrate a poxspccuvc on public debate

B 3__that w:shes to exclude some concephons OI_'.
oolife, and. how hf e bhouid be, that derive .from

ca 1(-*113;10115 perspective. The challenge {or these

o politicians, and for; all pcoplo of faith, is to

~know how'to par ticxpatc, in the pubhc debate,

~-and o continue fully to. participate in such
"_-_debatos Whllc ﬁppnahng to.aview: m‘ tho_‘.!

| )\,oziti that is ‘shapad by _fﬂith

- In 2000 Samud Ch eg-rgj was 'mvated bv the___--"-
Thomas More Sociely 1o give the 2000 }ubﬂw :
o Lecture Series for the New %outh Waks Bar
- Association, The focus of the papers was the.

o _-mlatzominp betwcen 1ehgmu& belief, momhty N
“ruth and Taw. Ihe six:-papers have recently
~been published in a book Litled Morality, Latw

~and Public Policy.} In the foreword Gregg
- describes the two main pur poses of his papers
"(Glegg), 2001 Mu) 2 "111(3 fll%t pwposc 19 to _'

- Bioethics Outlook, Vol. 13, No. 4, Dé'cc'»;_'p_zz_s_er,_ 2002

3 1dent1fy and dosc:{zbe some of ihe ma]m 1dc>a<;: e
‘that are c,mlemly shaping, or have. the
- polential to shape, lOé)ibz"itiOD, legal’ processes o
and. public ‘policy ‘in modern’ liberal - -
_'demouames ‘The second pmpoeo isto
describe how Catholics, especially Catholic
lawyers, can pariicipate.as Catholics in public © -
debate about areas of: }opmlauon and public. ©
-~ policy. Gregg epcake from the perspective of -
- the Catholic tradition, Qhowmg howa pérson =
f_can 1(>spond from within that taadltmn Hence ©
~ the major ideas presented derive from the =
-_toachmgs of t C.Cdthohc Church: Howavu,‘.’ R TR
~many of the ideas will also ”qvpmi to.others =0
szom dlffucmt Chnshan tr adltsons and olhex L
Jeilpzous iJ admons (xm) S T

show: that such politicians. need not be -

':':._"_'unLhmkmy followers. Soumdly, pohticmns a
are criticised for }nuacntmgr arguments and_
~suggestions for legislation or policy that are - -
“substantive moral positions derived from the
world vmwpomt and tf_dchmgﬁ, of the Cﬂhuuh_f' S
T will review Gregg's ar guments suppmhngﬁ"T B
aright to religious participation in, public ©
dcbatu and his’ “theory of ‘perfectionist’ Jaw " .

that allows for moxally substantwe Lontant'

A third. question arises for or dinary Catholics
_in public.debate. Why speak asa Catholic? In

the final ; secimn 1 wdl also review the g g,uxdance' '

'-'C‘lemj ()ff@lb fol any Catholm_ saekmg Lo'_:

' _b_ié.f-nfa':'tf_'Cé_n.zip-efm- I-?f?ncs i f‘l':(‘,’_{ff‘fl:’? Care

In ihis a1txcle 1 wﬂl expiou'tho 1deas and P
theories that Gregg-presents by seeking to @
“apply them to the challenges facmgj Catholic'

' polificians {and alf Catholics who endeavour
to participate in public. debate). Thereare two
“major components to. the criticisms faced by
-+ Catholic politicians. Firstly, they are criticised |~
for: Ioﬁowmo consciences. for med inaccord o
©owith the: toachmps of the Chuu,h Trwidll o
“Teview Gregg’s description of conscience to
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Giegb Speal\s Il om ihe 1301 speciwo Df mw_

~natural law theon v, wh:ch he ascribes to Jolm_ Lo S
'_'-'-1*1111119 and Robolt Gem Uw thmal law, dg.-._;qmy ement posmv( Jaw.: Ihm is. noi ]uei._-.-_. S
Carticalated vuihm ihe Caihol;c padition, ._b{_muse humans. are Ialhb]c and Iimlis have
£ [t R

: 1o be defined. 1t § ) ;
beging with several basic premuises. God is the - 0 be defined. Itis also a part of what natural

.E_'f.-'_.uoatoz Hence, all bemgs in 1‘11(, unwelse owe “laws mquneb %{)311{* ncztu;dl law tlan=:1alo<s.._ %
~their existence to God. The essence of the
: _'j_-_:pemon isderived from God and reflects God's -
“eternal ilmuoms and pians Theee ’dmughts

' ,'-fcmd plans constitute the’ undnngmg fruth

comubute o pubhc debale In mdel 10.__':'

understand Gregg's argument. itis 1mp01 tant -

o undelstand his’ phﬂosophmal basis, Twill -

R "’oegm with a descriplion of natural law as he -

opresents it anci then- gwc a sholt ovuvmw of.: S
' - andsoa ‘person has to. choose ihe applopuatg'- R

ihe six papus i

about good. and evil. Part of human dignity
s ithe possession of reason and free will, "
f.".fBemuse human bf,mgs have reason they-can;
Jingeek o umlustand G{)d’s owie (iluih) and . ©
~“Dbecause they have free will they '

“choose O_cenfmm 1o God’s o'_ ler.in their .

can f reel

£oreasoning is. about: Lakmg an ever. deepm

o the na Lme oé the human bemg ﬁ
s poswhlc o discover them by reflecting on'.
- this nature,-on the essence of being: humm

5 Smce thue are’ va_nox bamc poode .1{ 15 not

B! '_.kmm]edg{, of ﬂus unch’mgi 1110 _tluih (3’3)

~Bicethics Otlook, Vol. 13, Ne. 4, Deceniber 2002,

L uses in all ihe sapers, In the IOHOWHW Suiion e
Naiuml law dmlves ongmaiiv flom thc_-- : § Pap N

“philosophy of ‘Ari
human beings have a purpose that is to be

| actualised: I‘hm purpose is describedas =
2 “human fulfillment and, in c}”llibhdﬂ terms, is
“understood inlight of God's order and plans.

S Ttis within the miuze of
L towards actu'ahsamm or self-realisation. Self-
s }-_".mahmt;on comes from consistently choosmgD
' Lmd acimg f01 mozal sJood (14) In: thu new '

stoi]c 'Wh(} chzmod thai;f _:I wﬂi pr esf,ni an ovewmv\r qf e
--undu the hi‘le ()f thc papu

: Tf;ée Papers

all beings to move "_Dlgmtahs Humanae and Human Rl?;hts ..:_‘:

g that péf)pl@ are ihc bQ&l er of rights by nature:
3-:_wh1ch are duegted io Jealismo fuileimunl ag- o
U@ person. So ugjhts are; (.105:(,1)’ ahgned with

_‘;ieg'e‘fdzt- it

posslble oz dec;ua"ble to attam ali of ﬂmm allf-f' |

-of ‘the time. Rather a harmonious balﬂme___'.f i
Shmﬂd be souom dgpendent onthelifeofeach o
'-pelson Ttis aiso the ‘case that the' puzsuli of

some is incompatible with the pursuit of others - i

ones. for her or- hz(; hfe {/7)

Human bemgs are socml and Iwe m
commumtzos In ihoso commumtzos the

“authorities (thc ‘31’1’[0) dotomuno and‘if.?.

. directly into positive law. These positivelaws
“can. b(. dec'iuwd f:omlcﬁectmn onhatural law = S
- and on the essence of the human being, e.g.
the prohibition agamstklllmg, another human -~
5 .-..bcmg However, SR
-pragmatic and 1LS‘: directly derived from

Cother laws are’ mmcf" -
ratural Taw,: e 1oac'i laws. The road laws__" L

e du;ipned Lo protect life, bul no umque_"{'

method of conlr Olhn? traffic can be deduced
..:_snnply ﬁommﬂec‘uon on zﬁlumi law. Further. =000
--'_pmctli‘al deter mmailon, 1a]~.m? into 1CCount_?

R d lives. Consequently, ethical -
actions and lives. = Lqucn yuiethica '-'--ihe local fac[ols, is nocded (”;’3 ’34)

fhzs:l_s_iha pluioaophlml bas:s iha _Gle gt e : S

ach papm R

son’” 1(4;)3, I’;his' means

“basic goode Itis only possible to. dzscem the . )
: '11ghts of the human being by lLﬂLCtITlQ, c:m Lhr, S
natu: of Lho hum’m bcmg) (i4) L

2 .P?_mfkétf.'(?én tre for Ethics in Heali)i Care”



- While Gregg does not discuss it-at any -
religious liberty: ‘neutralism’ and ‘orthodox - -

'_;sacu]ansm but claims that both derive from.

‘non-rational’ belefs, despite. their claims o :

- length, many Church documents describe the
ccomplementarity of yights and daties or

-~ obligations. Often the rights dexive from these
- .obligations. Asitisin th(, nature of the human -
~heing to seek human fulfillment, there is a.

'-concspom‘img obligation to scek ‘the basic

- goods that constitute such fulfillment and
make the appropriate life choices [o maintain -

a harmonious balance of such goods (4). The
- rights that derive {rom these kinds of

_obligations arc the rights that will enable

people {o pursue thL Emsu g!{}odb

Gregg contrasts this articulation of ug,llts,

-':w;th current secular amwlauom and shows -

“the different “foundational premises” of each i
: 9). Riohts have shif Crepresents a new order foz ‘church and state
position (9). Rights have shifted from being - (27). It requires the state to promote and

- protect refigion- (unde stood as seeking tho o

- determined by the nature of the human being
“to being determined by human thoug,ht

-~ While the different secular theories claim to

in public debate (2

“Gregg identifies two pr ominent threats to

be rational and vindicated. They should be

engaged as doctrines and are, not entitled to
automatically claim precedence or exclusivity
5)."As an alternative
“ position Lo neutralism and secularism, Gregg

describes an interpretation of religious liberty,

- showing that it is possible and reasonable to
-engage with varied world viewpoints in the

public. domain. He argues that the

understanding of rolz&]ous liberty presented .
oin Dignidaiis Humanae is much richer than - -
‘mer ely freedom from interference and that it

Ty dns,cend(,m (2&)

" allow for mhgmus liberty, they generally.

- restricl xtby :educmgj Jehglous Ixfe to lhe G{?OPC‘ -
' _.'-of puvaie lzfo (9) '

~Gr eg,g ar buos that, dG‘%pllG *.}10 Confusmg uet__'-..

~apportunity to pmscni a rich "undm:lsiamdmg3 :
" of rights.in language that is accessible {o"
“others, For example, religious liberty can be -

-understood by all who acknowledge that

peOplO are scekers of truth and that’ {hxs is a

. basic good. Even when peoplv deny the
o _'exzslgme, orat }eabt }mowledga of God, it is
o mil a\;cuiab ¢ to them to. aalmow}od ge that Jt'-
s in the nature of Tuman bomgs 'o_sed\ an .
RS ulumait s:.omce “of. muanmg and Vahw, and i

-:.-knowkd ¢! of thg ‘uuih (1’3)

'..:'_"Rehgxoue Libeny in ‘Scm?{ar Socx tles

-+ Religious liberty is of ten taken to mean (mly_"
'-'_the liberty a person has pus(mally to hold
o par ticular religious belief and participate in -
U the ritaal of t] at faith without interference. _
' '_Howcvm, current seculm beliefs about the-

; _lmhuomhip between public life and zehgsous..-
beliel seriously dm}lmbe a. bchevm s ability

RS ffuily to live her or ]‘:15 fauh In. th{, second

- paper:Gregg presents an. unc?msiamdxm3 of'_'
Creligious liberty, within the context of many
cand varied cail_s fora sopazauon of siaic 'md__-f

! .;_Lhumh (16)

Bioethics Osk_!i’oo'k, Vel. 13, N:c':._é, December, ZCGZ -

. -comt;tutmﬁ

:'Deflnmg the hmxts

The Chtu(.h fdcu, a Lcnsson in seokmo to : _
E !_mﬂuanc(, pubha pohny and pmimlpaio in thg S

Natmai I aw, Ruie of LaW anc’i
..:'_;-Conscxence L

In the third papm Gw?? moves. to 1[10'-

e ; .'Zlelatiom]up of natural law and state fawand - =
~of ter mmolog,y the Church should engage in

- public discu '1bout the nature of rights. - e
public discussions ¢ aty f”i s, conscience. He uses th(_ \ampk of ;ud&eb TR
Such paiuup'lilon in the pubhc arena is an - T
giving mhng)s that alter or overtumn siato faw o
~hecause the law contravenes their consciences
- {32). While some laws can be deduced divectly -
~from natural law, other laws require greater -
: placucal duu mination and ;udgemuu, Each
state determines the. shapu and role of the -

: ]udicm v, f\fhth 1‘; O{icn set out in iht siatc s L

He's 'uguog ihat It 1-3 not wﬁhm Lhe mhmfnc.__ S
nature of the )udlcmxy {01 members of the -
s _.'ﬁjud1c1a1y to. pverturn or. ncwly interpret.
- positive law in individual cascs, -even when
“the member of the ]udlm'uy is Gilously
“concerned about the law (34- -35).: An example
~of this aould bea ;udgu who does not SUPPOX y AR
"mcm da 1EOTY imprisonment

~and 50 seeks not to imprison someone found . -
- guilty of that crime. In the second part of this "
..'papel Cm,gg? plLbLnts an. under standmgj of_'-";}_.
conscience, demomtlaung 1119 1(>Iauomhap"_.‘ e
.'botween mtmal ]aw dﬂd comuence B :

315?rrr-akc_¥i Centre for E!f?ics_ in -'Hc:alifi _Crrré E

aligns these with a correct understanding’ of .

for a certain crime

7.




~beings

i :_._'.”.leelahsm, the 1aw and mmahty

S amendmems to hbemhen ’__’;( (

. ialiberal perspective on law; using the.
y phﬂosophy of Rawls-as'an emmp}e ' Glegg'; '
* classifies such a ﬂu?ozy as ‘anti-per fectxomsi_.
- (67). Some of the problems with this theory
- derive from its insistence thatno moral value
can’ be qppealod to when makmg di,c,lsmnsi

- pubhr Ior um. W hon L‘m Chm ch conceniraws'_

on the hope.of life af ter death, itis.accused of -
~abdicating responsibility for life here on earth. -

. When the Church emphasmeq tempo: al:
alfairs, it ‘is accused of. forgetting its

: fundcunemal orientation which is eteinal life

_ Chumh?, and (3) What: authority ¢ can. ba
' altaahed to whai dlf{ez ent people sa\,r?

: I he: pnm’u y wmk of ihe Chmch is salva%:;on,:
'Iookmg forward to the: E\ugn of God .

-~ However, while the Rexon of God is -
o eschatalogical, it ins alamdy beg)un in Christ "
st and thus has come: into the world ((:aun’mm ;
el Spest 38! 40) Living the moral life has to -
~flow-into contact with others, as. human_-'
Therefore,”

N are - b()ildl bemos
- contributing to the lcnowai of the social and

pohtlcal or doas isa palt of ihe me of ihc_._l;_;’
: : .-.j:G'\’ldQl‘iilf apmsoms motwated 'by d

o __fChu:\ch (50).

S s nnpmtcmtto undelstand who can speaix
Jofor the Church and with ‘what-authority..
:-_'.Auihcm[y on h]ih and moral: matters 1e91d09_-_ :
©in the Pope and ‘the:bishops. as the -
- magisterium (61).'Some of: the. teachings -
- “presented by the C hurch havea’ defmmve- -
- level of authority, wh}lo other ieachmgjs are:a;
'_""111c\itu of pmdenlml ]udgemem {56). This
~rnuanced position on authorily can create -
o pubhc confusion, (:ngu offers examples of the -
- confusion that has been’ present in the public .
“media when different well known Catholics -
; _hwe &;poken on issues {62 63). He finishes by -
“challenging Catlmhcs to inform themselves of -
“the degree of authoniy of dszozem ( hmchfﬂ_g_ L
this . i pl{)dal}ﬂln? the truth about the: disor duod_ﬁ;-

wsiatomonts (63)

Gmgpg sublitles the fifth paper: Cathoh”

: _.._(69)

Rioethi

.ihaougjh pio*;cnbmgD vices g
:ZCO}.}C}I(CIO.HS that support peopk maknw moral
~choices (75). This theory can take accountof 0
31__plumi1st souehes without mqunmg the_'

”.:..3“151111 e
Strathdsial fm iilu paxi o{ i}’l(, chailenge fori. oo
G athths n toddy $ somel} :

' ."_"Ie doscz;bcs?

_-;-addussed to lawyers. However,
«offered much that is'also useful for Cathohc_-'i_ NS
“politicians and some that’ is. uscful forany. o
- Catholic who ’WlShC% to engagc in pubhc"_-_;”' i
--idebate S R :

] G1egg offers an’ altornaiwe pufecnomst'::
theor Y. for law based on the work of Aquinas, -
Law can dbiﬂbt m shapmg momlly good hvc :

s Ouitlook, Vol. 13, No.'d, December 2002 -

. and cr caimg S

acceptance of every. conceivable choice (79). oo

: " Rather the pur pose of the law.is to support.
“and salvation ( 9).. Gacgo dddm s$e8 1.111(.@::-:_'.'
._questions in the fourth paper:(1) Why speak -
as Catholics?, 3( ):Who can speak: forthe -

Gxdemd Ilbex iy

the conditions that are e necessary for _people .

_fio dt[’lln thc ‘Dasm good% ina d;ve: smf of ways e

ln the fmal papol Lue;jb explme& 1he__; o
connection botwmn truth and-free edom,

Coffering a philosophical posmon that is an.
ﬁlimnahve to current secular theories about =~
“truth and {Ieedom An emmple of the secular 0
_theorists is Hume, an English philosopher. " -
_I—Iume Llélll“ﬂ(}d that reason is the'slave of &

_ pasqmﬂ Reason, emsis asan meimmoni o be
Jused dn 1eb}aondmg to that which we desire,
~“This phﬂo‘}()phy has diff iculty exp]ammo the.

existence of free choice. Free choice s not =0

_-acc,ozd Wzih C_:od s mo:al mdei bacaube_'_.f:“_ BT

human beings Possess free; (hmce However,” - 0

itis not s:tmpi\f choosing in a.vacuum, Free.
: chome is thechoice betwecn good and evzl and’ o

0 itis fle{_l}r (_ho;_yﬂng Whai one Ought fo do el

“inthe light of truth” {94). In & pluralistic -~~~
society, holding a place forfree choice should -
‘mean allowing people scope to choose, even
when ihoy mal\e disordered choices (96) It

need not. mean, howwu that commitment

“to freedom also has to be an endmsmei of
“disordered. (_hoicu:, Peo ople should not be = "+

restrained : from: acknowledgjmb-_f and o

e-0f such’ (h{m esTo b(, the s voice for

Al conscxencc vote S
The papers. pmsented by Glogg aie_'ﬁ..
‘he has o

©- Plunkett Centre for Ethics in Health Care



Gregg presents a rich understanding of =
conscience, The concept of conscience is rooted

in Judeo-Christian thought. It has been

described as an inner voice or an inner.
"wpugnanm to evil and attraction to truth, It

- is annner voice that is intringically linked to
.- the law of God. Conscience does not establish -
- law - rather itis a practic 11]udgemont shaped
* by the law. written by God, It is a practical
‘reason that is oriented to doing the pood and -~
avoxdmg evil, Some modern presentations of -
* . conscience have sought 1o cleave it from. the -
truth by afl]owmg3 conscience (wh;ah then

: '-10})16501‘1[@ inner oxpmwﬂcg or the human - -
according to conscience, which has’ been. 2

K }.‘.1 n . 2 N L
~ mind) to be the determinant of the truth, This “formed under the blildc‘d”lC(_‘ of definitive

. -isreally a way.of agserling human self- will
(’%8) This is a misunderstanding. Consuence_
s not above truth = it has to be linked to our

"-"_111"1f01med by the imlh

' The’ Church’ dedcuu} tho pumacy of
: -comc‘lence ‘However, u,cmecwn(‘c 1s not an..
- infallible element of each poah(m Tt has {o be.
. trained. Conscience

knowing-what is true and good {rom an .’
~indifference 10 seekmg the truth or from a’
habit'of a sin (46). In further’ wsponse to the -
. critics, Gregg's work shows thal conscience
““dees not 1111111181caliy know what is good and -
- vight. Each person has a res pons1bﬂ11y to Imm:-_'
++ hexor his conscience, which consists in - perspectives derived from comprehensive
' dovelopmg the habit of swkmg 1110 t1uth and

. _bomg :mfos mod by iho truth,

For a pmson who p;ofosqe.s tho (,aiholn

canbe ‘erroneous,.

- especially when human beings seek {0 know
".-_-Lhe law.of (Jod We are cu Ipably ignorant. 1f_._ '
“we have Jet oulsvlvc-s become mcapab]L of

“about the Transcendent (und(,

cmd tradition. Ihemloi e, ihm ¢ is a reliance on

judgements anade centuries ago that
~particular texts and teachings were and are - .
“true. 50 the Church, V\?hl(‘h has faithfully .
“transmitted those early judgements and the S
further tradition, can -also make definitive ==+
judgements regarding the meaning of the "
Scriptures and definitive judgements on -
matlers not explicitly « covered in the Scriptures. - -

‘and . the e uiy u,aclungjs Conscience.is -
'mmlxlc ab y Jmked 1o this act {)f fmth (49 ’13) e

Usm 2 LIus undmbtandnw of Co:asumce that -
Gregg pmbcnts it can be seen that voling

aihohc mor alq in publxc debaies

A sucond ulllusm of Catholic polmtlans SRR
'-'(alonp with, some- other. p()lxil(_mns) isthe 0
- presentation of ax gunmnis and sug geshons for o
- legislation and public pohcy that dunrc, from -
“religious wezld viewpoints and lc,achm 38 L
- Gregg offers a reasoned, p}ulosophxca} basm o

“to support the claim that both public debate -
_and legislation or policy should be open to- -

" world viewpoints (mdm’ung, religious belief). -
~ Gregg begins by, showing that religion is a basic -
_ good, Human beings are impelled by {helr;_ '
_."i_'.hath conscience cannot be. SO}Jaxated f1 om o Very. nature 16 seek the truth, It
~ the act of faith, The basis of faith inthe "
Catholic. church is an act of faith in Jesus:
~'Christand in the reception of G od’s revelation -
by the: Apoetieq and hence in the tradition of
- transmission through history: by the Church.-
. 1Uis only possible nowadays to know_abou_t
- the teachings and life of Jesus from Scriplure -

8
human beings (4}, Religion is see

Bioefhics Outlook, \/011'13', No. 4, D_éccf'n';rbm;, 2_002 SR
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ieachnws of the Church, is not a mindless o
defuenw to religious authorities. Tt is the . -

o ~result of a free, informed’and reasoned act of
- 1csponf>;bllliy to know and live in the trath

(37). This contrasts sharply wnh the view.of
o maany. peoplg who anderstand ‘conscience as -
- a synonym for pmsonal opinjon, It also

challenges, those people who insist that < and “orthodox secularism’; Gregg shows that.

conscience voles cannot-be derived from.
f"-:elzbmus be 11{.£ or other compwhenswd
o _Q'wox!dvzew.& Ccmsc;cnﬂ, ds mot a c,o:nient?

rindependent arbiter of dLCismns 11 has 10 be_" :

faith. Furthermore, the pohimc\m who donot
- profess a mhglous faith donot a;aplcmch issues -

froma ”ixadltlon-mdependent or neutral -
- perspective (25). In discussing’ ‘neutralism?

‘both appeal to substantial world viewpoinis
Cand phﬂﬂsoplncal theories (21- 29) Hence, it . 0
“should be possible to agk ‘others the basis of _
“the decisions. they make" ﬁcgoxdmg, to o
- conscience. The challenge for all is to take
:.jconbczc,me votcs seriously in the true sense of -
“a mmcmm ef oamod in accmdanc‘e th t}
'{1 uth P

_ mtunsm o
king the truth
rstood-asGod

oras the ulumate source of moanmg) 28).1f
“people do discover this Transcendent.

meaning, then there is an obhpamm 1o livean
ordered or good’ ]ifC‘ that i is in harmony wﬂh_
wlnt is known (1‘%) l"lus is ihc bcms i or the -

9



- fulfilment. It is anaspect of saciety’s common.
- good. In’ the Vatican I document Gaudiiim et
Spesitis claimed that the pohhcal commumty

~ exists for the common Eood (Gudiin et Spes. TR
' . from a rational pxachcal ]udgomeni thatis .o -

-clazm that xdigmn (as the seekmg 01’ the g

L 'Iaanscendent) is a basic good, i.e. peop}ehav

_areason 1o seek the truth and order their lives.

to it with no further ;usilﬁcah(:m needed for

- suchaction. As religion is abaqm good peop]e'-:"
. ha\f{z a ug,}n to pursug e -

_ i]ov\ evex,_ul;gmn ’EISO goes bgyond a
~-p;3vaie matter intrinsic o a- pemom 5.

. 74). The “common good” can be understood

o plecedeme i public debate (24-25). To
- supportia
'}’posliions C’m bL enshuned

o Gregg pr op{)::esa ‘per Icchon £
“which is contrasted. _wﬁh antx—pufecuomsi
“ theories. Liberal ‘theories (as

~what Gregg labels” dntx-pf_zfechomst theories)

role for law that exclud(_b'-.'--i. :
“that set of condltmns needed in soczeiy,_,

_:'mcludmg> Ieglslatlon fm a]l peeple to altam' o
' quﬁlmem : : .

" often advocate a
o _:add:essmg) the moral status of individual or.
- private activities by Imxatmg that the law not-
1est11ct a pe;son 8 11be1 ty.to undu iake such_

“to mean “the. flomwhmo and. pelfection or
- fullillment of all human bemgs ‘whereby. the:
“conditions of life within the commumty'
. should be ordered to support and promote
U this. I m}lglon is ansaspect of human
e fulfﬂimeui then the state has both a positive -
Svanda Tnegativel basis for- concerning itself with
“ - religion, From the nebatwe perspective, the ~
__'siatc should not coerce pu)ple into: uhgmus
";"-pl actice, Tl()m the. pssmv per £>pcct1vc ‘the.
'siai"e hasar .spor:szbﬂriy to enable and.
ncomape parlzczpauon in‘various forms of -
“oreligious practice and reflection:(29),"As:
- religion is an aspect of human fulfillment,
0 enabling :ehbmuq palhcspatzon in: pubhc'
- debate has to bea componont 01' 1110 state’s
S -posﬁwt Suppmi"' ' R e

Howovez, demomt:atm o that thu siaic has

They 100, mly on Gubsmnhve

'1_1_5:1_&3 g1

‘to ar gue. ‘that:

cunworthy actions.”
that morally substantive unworthy.c ;

ai‘ion .
1eory of law,

n example of -

Bioethic:s_ Outlook, 1_/"0_1.: 13, Né_}._‘sl,_l?ecé,,;,bﬁ.?.‘ 50 02 g

--_ﬁachvmes (unless thmc is ihe nsk of lm m to o '.':j_ L
" ‘others). ' This hbe: ty is to be protecied_-'f.'.'-- b

regardless of the moral judgement that could

“be made of any such activities {67).The ..
pr oblem wnh this apprmch is that no intrinsic -
_ '_;_Value can. be. given to: any: p'ut1cula1 sl

" conception of good However, itis hard to. ==
;explain how: there is no. intrinsic basis for:
:_mal\mgJ a'choice between I\nowleci&e and o
“error, orhealth and cilsease, orlifeand death.
- In-reality, favcuung the basic g &oods is not_:-_ e
being ‘biased’; rather-such decisions arise

“grounded in human naturé and enables the. = .

'-'.'-1ecogn1hon of intrinsic &oods T*uxthelmom,:a R
. these are the goods that will' u"nblu Uw- S
"J’ulﬁil' wm of hdman bunge 69) :

(Jzopg Llaxms ﬂlai hw can. have a m]e in

'_'makmy pwpla, moxal although :t is: not law SR

3_-11 is only ’;ho puqon fzu:*]} Ch{)o%mg 10 do whai L
~is good for the right reasons whoistraly moral. =0
“However, law; through proscri R
_heip people attain a moral: life. This: can’ o
happen’ by prey cmmg bad axamngs,-;:_-_: TR
--'_o'duccatmgj puople : ¢ | |
.(,nvuonment that supports thc peu,on Who S
_ishes to act. momlly (73) This-is the 00
__;pc‘lfcctmmst ihe{ny of law, Wl'uch is phucsible o
- -even in a pluralist society. Thereisa diversity 0
“of morally. good: CthCS, some of:which are;
cincompatible with others. (e 2. cahbacy and

an abhg)atzon 1o enable: and omouxago. FE
- * marriage). All of them have good reasons for - -
- religious par iiczpaf.ion in pubhc aspects of life. . .
i _'-bemg chos,cn, but itisnof po:-.SJb]e f01 any ono E
“is only the first'step in. supporting the claim

e : -that Cathohc, pohucmns can: h'we mozally :

bmg vices, can

and’

~person {o attain all of them (’77) Hence, 0
..substantwc posmons 111C01p01ated In : i}‘loifsz;i:i:p?gi? 11135*;“}@1:?@ aige}i?;c; [
o egislation g and public polacy Greggnotes that P Rt
""‘ilu, dominant secular. theories, such as '_-acc‘cpianceofgvmyconcuvabkchomc There - -
cule 5 e
G {noutmhf;mmwd secularism, are not* hadmon—l
U independent”.
s philosophical. “beliefs’ and ‘should not be

' considered neutral, Hence, they have no ‘claim:

are somelife choices people may wish to make

“that fsunpiv cannot be conceived of as bmng‘_ L
“dir ected 10 human fulfﬂlmmt Itisre casonable s
he’ law can and’ ‘should -
"d:scouiage people from choOSmg mmaily'_; B
The argument for thisis™ .~
“that ”11belty-and plmahqm should be
Cregarded as insfrumental goods” 1
“basic goods:

_Fhev are the (‘Onchtlons ilﬁi_"

~enable the attainment of the basic.goods (79).
- Fur thermore; the basic: goods are directed to -
human Iulfallment, and the common good is.
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members

: 'Grogg offers a strong phiio.sop.l‘;iéa.l basis,

jgbxound@d in. the natural law theory he

describes, showing why Catholics can be -
confident in taking the substantive teachings -
- on morals plopoaed by the Church into ihe E
public sphere and in secking to have them -
‘incorporated into law and public pohcy Itis -
Dbased on the recognition that religionis a basm -
The political and ‘30L1’1] orders are a -
“ partof the common good. Hence, they should
o beordered -or. shapod to provide the
conditions and suppmt necessary. {or.all’
-of society to reach fulfillment.

S good.

'L%lslatmn, as.a mmponeni of the political

. order, should havea role in guiding the moral
~ . life. Therefore, Catholic politicians have a
- basis for seeking to introduce legislation -
. preventing the destruction of embryos and for -
- -appealing to the relevant teachmgs pr Opo‘;t‘d. :

- ""_-_-by the Chul Ch as ]ustlflcation

_?.Why sPeak as a Lathohc"

L - Another debaic that is commumg) m 111@--;
_.'Fn'deml pm]:mnom concerns Australia’s role.
- insupporting possible mxhtaxy action against -
L Irag (either under the direction of the United '

- Nations ‘or the United States). Unlike the

- ~embryonic stem cell debate, ‘there is no-
authoritative toachm? ‘offered by t}w Church
“on this.issue, In the fourth’ paper (_—,mpg'-'

. _-'_e,\plams;"Lut}wutatwe itadungc; in-the
- Church. The only. people who can spoak w;thj_

- mdgusim ial or teaching authority are the Pope -

~or the bishops with the Pope when in-council,
“This authm ity only. relates to ‘matters of faith
_and morals (61). Some teachin 105, part ticular ly

- those dnectl} dedumble ﬁom natural 1aw, are:
B 'sllongly bmdmg Othexs area matter of
L .'plmientnl judgement whue Cathohcs may.?;
oagree o dJsagme with the- statements the
- Church offers {56). ‘Anexample of the former
isithe 1eadung, on abortion (60). ‘An example

“of the latter is the documents pr epared by

“various Blshops C()nfuencc‘s ‘On- eCONOMIC

- policy {57). Barlierin the papm (Jwbg, ATgUES

- thatthe (JOSPQI dcm’mds are not wsiudud 10
-_.'.pnvai(‘ g _
'"--'__Lommandmenm also Told for the soc1a1 and:
. political order (50) While the primary. work
7 of the Church is %a]vahon, the work of the
o 'C_huxch also: has 10, mdud
- whole temporal order. This is why momboxs:.

Hife. Jhelefoxe ' the

of thc Charch should speak as. Caihohcs (33)
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‘moral

o WhlIL thls book ‘offers _
1'-.ph1loaoph1ca1 Dasis suppmtmg Caihohc_:':_i_ o
lawyers (and- pohtmmns) who have toengage ©
~with Ieglslmlon and policy, it does not offer- -

as much guidance for many other Catholics =
_ _who wouid wmh 1o engrage m ihe pubhc S

mnewal of the -

' In the debate over embryanic stem cells the -
‘moral position the Church has taken on the
status of the embryo and the Church’s .
definitive tcadmw on any offeme against the

life of another human bemg ilansiatc fairly

-easﬂv into a palticulcu stance on unbx YOUC
Stem cc,li ‘research. “This s{.ance is 1d0nt1fmble .

within the (onnnumt'y as the position of the.

Church and is mmore easily knowable by.ail -
“members of the Church. ‘When consideri ring oo
-potcninl military action the Church has 0
Cpreviously appcaied to. ]usi war’ [hemy o
‘While this . theory offers “guidance i
';detummmg whether cerlain action-is
~justifiable or not, it does not oasﬂy hans}aie_ B
Cintoa deﬁmiwo pJ op()‘aal P@Oplo may.appeal
“to the ]uqt war theoiy and derive d;ffemm T
: comluqmnfs Henge, while. he C hmch may_ )
well offer pmdenhai statements on the issue
- of military conflict for the guidance of the
7 members of the Church i hey. wﬂi only ha\?o a
“prudential E)Uldr}]"iCL level of authont}

C”aihohc, p{)htzmans cmd 0111015 who ]ozn the-f-'__
.;_'pubhc debate ‘on’ embr’ yonic, stem cell
‘research, con[nbute ’m both the witness of the S
Church and the work of the Church by =
acknowledging their reliance on, and support
of, the, tcachm?s of the Church, However, 1t_:'j -

is 1ot 50. clczu why a pemon qhould spmk as e
~-a Catholic in the debate over mlh{axy actjon -
“inIragq. Idcnufymp oneself as a Catholicwhen
“offering a consideration in the publicarena
‘may sxmply signal one’s commitment to ©

- reflecting in light of the: Iaiil"s thatis held, 1t
1o the ihc;ughts L
that are offered. iulihelmow R
nwmbub of the Church pubhc ly: offu:"_-.;_' e
deu gjent posztlom Lh gmma} publ]c may.
cwel 1ond up confused. This confusion may-fead e
104 questmnmg of the authmlty of any. " :
:_"slatcmeni of ‘the Church. ‘Gregg does nol: S
~address the ramifications of these differ ing L
j'-'levels af authority for Catholics who happen - -
“toalso havea public voice,-other thanto~
suggest that Catholics need to understand the -~
_distinction between deﬁmtwe imchmge. and AR
1})1 udontnl qlatunents : : =

will not add anythmg more

if oihv
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'debate Hﬂowevel at ihe ond of paper fom E TR
. Gregyg does offera point of I‘LﬂG}CU}:)Il that, C&th@h& Educatmn foh{l@ R
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