There are few plain-speaking Catholic champions of truth and life
who have not been 'black-listed’ by the Masonic Anti-Defamation
League [ADL] of B'nai B'rith and its Jewish surrogates and affiliates.
Topping that list for a long time was the late pro-life apostle Fr Paul
Marx OSB, founding president of Human Life International [HLI].

Always an ardent supporter of Christian Order, after the
publication of his autobiography in 1997, Fr Marx sent us information
which could not be accommodated in the book, to be used as and
when we saw fit. Some of this material, incorporated in our January
2000 review-article of Faithful for Life (available on our website),
included correspondence documenting Fr Marx's battle to defend
himself against spurious accusations of "bishop-bashing" and
"divisiveness' made by a handful of notorious prelates. His point-
by-point rebuttal in written exchanges with the Pontifical Council
for the Family, who sided with the complaining bishops, explained
much about the devastating sex education crisis and the enfeebled,
collegially-compromised Vatican establishment that acquiesced in it.

Just as enlightening is the following extract from an excised
chapter titled "Accusations," dealing with the smear campaigns
conducted against this dynamic and fearless priest and his admirable
organisation. Hitherto unpublished, it is particularly relevant in view
of our recent analysis of the "anti-semitic" and "racist" canards
hurled always and everywhere by the scaremongering ADL for fund-
raising purposes. These defamatory cries are now accepted at face
value and regurgitated by cowed, easily-led Catholics.

Of particular interest is the exchange between Fr Marx and Mr
Eugene Fisher, the liberal functionary who led the faux Catholic-
Jewish "dialogue" that resulted in the perfidious "Covenant and
Mission' [cf. Aug/Sept 2011. p. 7]. A joint document affirming that
Jews could be saved without accepting Christ as their Saviour, it
was quietly repudiated by the bishops some years later, long after
those who condemned it had been decried as bigoted "anti-semites."
Clearly conditioned by the strategic victimhood of his Jewish friends,
Fisher's Judaised outlook underlines the CINO-JINO nexus behind
the "Covenant and Mission" sellout.

It is both a privilege and a pleasure to allow the great Benedictine
to vindicate himself through his expert demolition of so many absurd
and damaging charges; the sort of smears believed too readily
nowadays, he laments, by "a whole bevy of people, including some
Catholics, who should know better!"
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The Persecution of Falsehood
FATHER PAUL MARX, O.S.B.

ANTI-SEMITISM .

In 1987 HLI made a careful study of involvement in the worldwide
abortion movement. The undisputed conclusion of this stucily was
that a disproportionately large number of Jews who are (i.lsloyal
to Jewish teachings have led and are leading the campaign for
legalized abortion. We then consulted with Orthodox Jews
who confirmed our findings.! If a large and prominent group of
Mormons or Indians (both of whom, thankfully, are pro-life) had
surfaced, we would have published this, too. We have deplored
the horrendous Holocaust, in which some six million Jews d}ed
at Hitler’s hands, and have compared it to the greater worldwide
“holocaust” of unborn babies slaughtered daily. At no time have
we ever condemned the Jewish people — our targets have been
only Jewish abortionists, and not because they were Jewish. T_he
Jewish people, after all, have a great pro-life heritage, and as Pius
X1 observed, “Spiritually we are all Semites.”

However, according to official Jewish sources, only about 10
percent of the Jewish people are orthodox/consqrvativt? and true to
their Jewish pro-life tradition. We were deeply disappointed to find
that not more Jewish people were pro-life, given their magn}ﬁcgnt
tradition and the horrible example of the Holocaust. In mentioning
this anomaly in Confessions of a Prolife Missionary, we did no
more or less than what former editor Norman Podhoretz has done
in the Jewish journal Commentary. N

I also mentioned that, in the seventy countries I hgd visited
up until that time, I found only one tiny Jewish pro-life group,
EFRAT (Society for the Advancement of Chlldbe;}rmg in I§rqel.)
This has grown into Israel’s largest orthodox pro-life association,
now under the able leadership of Dr. Eli Shusheim. At the same
time we pointed out and deplored the fact that there were countless
Catholics and Protestants in high places who helped to legalize

1. Confessions of a Prolife Missionary (Gaithersburg, Md.: Human Life
International, 1995), pp. 268—274; see also Brian Clowes, “Confronting the
Canadian Anti-life Network,” (Vanier, Ontario, Canada: Human Life International-

Canada, 1995.)
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and finance mass abortion in Western countries, from Supreme
Court Justice “Catholic” William Brennan to “Catholic” Senator
qu Kennedy. So we did not just single out Jews as Jews — we
criticized abortion supporters as a group.

From the earliest days of the abortion fight I had been in
contact with a Jewish aerospace engineer, Dr. Kenneth Mitzner
of Cahfornia, who, in 1970 or thereabouts, founded the League
against Neo-Hitlerism to fight abortion. He also founded and led
othc.ar. pro_—life groups. After the Supreme Court’s Black Monday
decision in 1973, Mitzner wrote, “It is tragic but demonstrably
true that most of the leaders of the pro-abortion movement are
of Jewish extraction.” In a letter to me of 17 July 1987, he
declared: ’

Jews must decide whether we condemn Hitler and his followers

bgcause mass murder is intrinsically evil or whether our quarrel is just

with their choice of us as victims. If our concern is only with the killing
of Jews, we have no claim on the sympathies of the rest of humanity.

Some Jews ask the world to weep with us for the Jewish victims of

Nazism, at the same time they promote the murder of innocent babies

by abortion. Such Jews are the most contemptible of hypocrites.
And so, one could say, are avowed Christians who approve or
affirm the “right” to kill the unborn, like hypocritical politicians
who solemnly proclaim, “I am personally against, but...”

In the 1970s T collaborated with Rabbi Mordecai Blanck
founder of EFRAT, to which I referred earlier. This little group’
of orthodox Jews in Israel was trying to raise the Jewish family
b;r@hrate because it was sinking to dangerously low levels. I
visited him and his colleagues in Israel to enhance cooperation
bej[ween our organizations. The reader will perhaps recall my
prior remarks about exchanging literature with Rabbi Blanck.

Why ifI am anti-Semitic, have I worked with so many Jews over
the years? I have featured Jews such as Dr. Bernard. Nathanson
Dr. Hymie Gordon, Dr. Judith Reisman, Rabbi Yehuda Levin, Dr?
Rudolph Voliman, Rabbi Daniel Lapin and others on the various
HLI conference faculties I have assembled across the world.

Enter columnist Monsignor George G. Higgins, who, in a
weird release by National Catholic News Service in Fet’)ruary
1995, accused me of being over the years “a divisive force within
2. Confessions of a Prolife Missionary (Gaithersburg, Md.: Human Life
International), p. 269.
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the pro-life movement.” Worst of all, he wrote, “Alongside this,
there has been what I would call a flirtation with anti-Semitism.”
We at HLI and others sent a rebuttal to each diocesan newspaper
that had published Higgins’s column (not all did). Not one printed
our rebuttal, although we know they each received a bundle of
protesting letters. A number of Jews also immediately came to
our defense. Among them were Rabbi Yehuda Levin of the Jewish
Anti-Abortion League and the prominent Jewish leader Rabbi
Daniel Lapin, founder of the organization “Towards Tradition.”

Asked by the journalist Arthur Brew whether “Father Marx was
anti-Semitic,” Dr. Bernard Nathanson responded, ‘“Father Marx
doesn’t have a racist bone in his body!” Asked about Monsignor
Higgins’s statement regarding the high rate of abortion in Israel,
Nathanson replied: “It is absolutely true. Everyone knows that
Israel’s rate of abortion is very high, definitely one of the highest
anywhere.” Asked about my statement in 1987 that there are a
large number of abortionists and pro-abortion medical professors
who are Jewish, Dr. Nathanson replied, “That’s correct. For some
reason Jewish doctors seem to be attracted to abortion work.”

Besides Nathanson, forty-three Jewish leaders, rabbis, and
thinkers, such as Dr. Norman Kuitand, Midge Decter, Dr. Judith
Reisman, Rabbi Lapin, and others, came to HLI’s defense in an
HLI news conference held in Montreal.*

HLI has collaborated with pro-life Jews for years. In 1995
Rabbi Levin and Father Matthew Habiger, president of HLI,
signed a “Christian and Jewish Pro-Life Alliance Joint Declaration
on the Sanctity of Life” designed to save both Jewish and gentile
babies from abortion, with a special effort directed towards
educating Israeli Jews on the importance of being pro-life. With
that agreement in mind, we are planning a pro-life seminar in
Israel. Also, we are funding (in part) Rabbi Levin’s Jewish Union
Developing Education and Assistance (JUDEA) and working
closely with him. Note that he sits on our board of advisors. Is our
attempt to save Jewish babies anti-Semitic? HLI is pro-Semitic!

The charge of anti-Semitism, as received and amplified by
Monsignor Higgins, originated with Planned Parenthood in
New York. Prof. Stephen Scheinberg of Concordia University

3. Arthur Brew’s refutation of Higgins and defense of HLI in a submission to the
New York Catholic, 29 February 1995.
4. Monireal Gazette, 28 February 1995.
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in Montreal, speaking for B’nai Brith, repeated it.> On good
Jewish authority we were told that Scheinberg and his cronies
need to make periodic accusations of anti-Semitism on the part
of prominent persons or groups in order to raise funds. Our
Canadian staff and Father Matthew Habiger met with Scheinberg
at length to answer his questions and concerns, to refute his
charges, and to present evidence suggesting the unfairness of his
accusations. Nonetheless, Scheinberg’s outlandish untruths were
further broadcast by Planned Parenthood of New York, which
sent them out on worldwide Internet. In a flurry of mud-slinging,
it added that HLI was neo-Nazi, racist, anti-Muslim, liberal-
hating, anti-woman, and you-name-it objectionable. I am grateful
that my reprehensible sweet tooth managed to escape Planned
Parenthood’s attention.

A dissenter to Humanae Vitae, Monsignor Higgins may have
been too busy defending dissident theologians to investigate-what
HLI really stands for. Higgins’s charge that HLI is “divisive”
says much regarding the shallowness of his own views about
pro-life issues, summed up by his repeated defense of Cardinal
Bernardin’s seamless-garment fabrication, which has allowed so
many Catholic politicians and others to ignore the massive baby-
killing going on in their own backyards.

In all our work and writings published worldwide through the
years, HLI has been scrupulously loyal to Magisterium and Pope.
No one has ever proven the contrary, nor can it be proven. How,
then, could HLI be ideologically “a divisive force in the pro-life
movement,” as Higgins asserted? Was Higgins divisive when he
staunchly defended the dissident Notre Dame theologian Father
MecBrien’s Catholicism, a book whose errors twice inspired the
American hierarchy to call for correction? Or when he defended
Father Charles Curran, who led the precipitous dissent to Humanae
Vitae and was later declared not fit to teach Catholic theology?

We received comparatively little mail over the Higgins
column, but it is interesting that some pro-abortion Jewish leaders
complained to the American Catholic Bishops’ Conference,
5. Frontline Research, vol, I, no. 1 (June 1994). See also half-page advertisement
in support of HLI in the Montreal Gazette for 28 February 1995 signed by a
number of Jewish leaders and activists,

6. For a total response to Higgins’s false charges see HLI’s Special Reports nos.
123 and 125.
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raising the mythical charge of anti-Semitism. To gain a true
picture, consider the following correspondence:

National Conference of Catholic Bishops
BISHOPS” COMMITTEE FOR ECUMENICAL AND INTERRELIGIOUS AFFAIRS
SECRETARIAT FOR CATHOLIC-JEWISH RELATIONS
1312 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, N.W. WASHINGTON. D.C. 20005-4105 202/639-6857

October 21, 1987

His Eminence

Ernesto Cardinal Corripio-Ahumada
Archbishop of Mexico

Apartado postal 22-796

Del Tlaplan, 14000 Mexico, D.F.

Your Eminence:

Your name appears on the list of the “Board of Advisors” on the att.ached
“Special Report no. 34 distributed by the “Human Life Internz'itlonal.”
a small independent organization having no connection with thls
Conference. This particular special report was brought to my atten.tlon
by a representative of the Union of American Hebrew Cong.regatlc?ns
(UAHC) with whom we are in regular contact in the Catholic-Jewish
dialogue here in the United States.

UAHC LS deeply disturbed by the inflammatory rhetoric of Fr. Paul
Marx‘s initial article on “Pro-Abortion Jews and the Holocaust” Such
thetoric, it is felt, may be used to inflame hatred of the Jewish people. I
pass it on to you, as requested along with my own shared concerns.

With respectful wishes, I remain

Yours in Christ,
[signed]

Eugene J. Fisher
Executive Secretary

EJF:Im
cc: Apostolic Pro-Nuncio
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