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Fr Francis Marsden

To Mr Kevin Flaherty Editor

Ascension Thursday this year is also General Election day. In the Papal Election there were plenty of suitable candidates, but in the General Election, looking at the Party leaders, are there any trustworthy candidates? 

Fortunately the same is not true of local MPs. The Christian Institute has made available the voting records of all 630 MPs and marked their votes with red crosses or green ticks, as to whether they correspond to Christian standards. See http://www.christian.org.uk/mpvotes.php  However, the site does

lack some social justice and third world issues.
Judging by Christian morality, Anne Widdecombe would probably make the best PM – she has a clear run of green ticks besides her votes!

What should be the primary considerations of a Christian voter?

Firstly look at the foundation of all other human rights, the right to life itself. What does a candidate say about abortion, embryo experimentation and euthanasia? Fundamental too are a candidate’s willingness to tackle starvation and famine elsewhere in the world – although these issues require large-scale international cooperation and the tackling of corruption in many underdeveloped countries. 

Secondly, consider the candidate’s attitudes towards the family, children’s education, gay unions and adoption, sex education, and the health service. The family is the basic cell of society. When family life is diseased, society becomes brutalised and coarse –a major factor behind the rising crime rates.

After these, consider the purely economic issues and questions of social justice. Moral questions, rather than simply economic questions, should be at the heart of every believer’s choice.

The Church does not engage in party politics. Her social teaching sets out the basic principles, and Christians can legitimately and conscientiously differ on the best strategy for realising a society of justice and peace. The Catholic Union  www.catholicunion.org has an excellent election leaflet which you can download and there is also the Bishops’ Letter.

Surprisingly, perhaps, Pope Pius XII pointed out that after the religious life, politics is the sphere of human activity which offers the widest scope for putting into practice the command to “Love thy neighbour as thyself.” We see the terrible consequences when unsuitable characters gain political control, be they Mugabe or Lenin, Verwoerd or Saddam Hussein.

Many people vote along party political lines. Is that a Christian option?
Does loyalty to a party come above Christian commitment? May a Christian put political affiliation before their fidelity to Jesus and His Holy Church? Especially now that it is difficult to distinguish the parties on many economic issues, we need to pay more attention to the moral views of each candidate. It would be immoral, indeed sinful, to consider only one’s economic self-interest in casting one’s vote.

Is it a moral option not to vote?

No. Every Christian who values democracy should make the effort to vote. It is a civic duty from which only illness, absence, or urgent commitments excuse us. All that is necessary for evil to prevail is for good men to do nothing. Cynicism and disillusion are great weapons of the Evil One. We must not take the right to vote for granted – remember the long queues of voters at the Iraqi polling stations, or the million Ukrainians on the streets of Kyiv protesting against electoral falsification. Some of our forefathers suffered greatly to win universal suffrage – let us not despise their efforts.

Is it a moral option then to spoil one’s ballot paper?

Yes, if none of the candidates are suitable. However, you could well write comments against each candidate’s name as to why they are unsuitable for election e.g. “I would like to vote for X but I’m not voting for warmonger Blair” or “I don’t vote for baby-killers.” Vote counters and party officials will get the message.

Is there anyone for whom it is sinful to vote?

Yes. The safest course is to automatically disqualify committed pro-abortionists (those on the Labour Party’s Emily’s List, for example) and committed pro-euthanasiasts, or anyone who has close links with abortion clinics, cloning laboratories or scientists who experiment upon, cannibalise and kill human persons in the embryonic state.

Neither should any Christian vote for a militant atheist, for a candidate who unjustly attacks the Church or who would deprive us of basic religious rights. 

Only the Liberal party, to my knowledge, adopted euthanasia and cannabis as official policy at its last party conference, but individual Liberals do not necessarily support “granny-killing.”  

Out and out racists who plan to victimise immigrants or spread racial hatred are ipso facto ineligible for Christian votes, as are believers in a totally unregulated free market, who oppress the poor or sacrifice human life for profit.

Besides the life and family issues, to what other areas should we pay particular attention?

Whenever belief in God grows weak, when Christianity is rejected, the history of the XXth century shows a tendency towards the development of totalitarian States. Our Parliament has already arrogated to itself the “right” to dissolve what God has joined together in holy matrimony, to dispose of infant life and the lives of the sick and elderly. Some MP’s want to interfere in family life to the extent of prosecuting parents who moderately discipline their children.  They provide amoral sex education, contraceptives and abortion to minors without parental consent – grooming children for sexual abuse and colluding in it after the event.

The use of the terrorist scare to abolish the 800-year old provisions of Habeas Corpus

and attempts to weaken the jury system, all point in the same direction – exalting the power of the State and its bureaucrats over the individual and the family.

The degree of video surveillance, the ID-card plus biometric indicators, are making possible a society under technological control to a degree that Stalin could only dream of. If all this ever fell into the wrong hands, it would be time to emigrate.

Our basic mistake is that of trying to control human behaviour by technology, instead of inculturating spiritual and moral truths. Raising generations devoid of any religious culture or moral code, then requires that necessary restraints on bad behaviour have to be externally enforced - in the absence of self-control coming from charity and goodness in the heart.

Let me return finally to that other happier election: Fr Leo Goldade, Spiritual Director at the Ukrainian Seminary in Rome, kindly sent me this eye-witness account of the announcement of Pope Benedict XVI’s election:

“I had gone to St Peter’s Square at 12 noon and was planning to go again in the evening but left with one of our students around 4 pm in my SMART car to meet some friends. I happened to be in the Square, about 40 metres ahead of the obelisk. I went to see the black smoke. Wanted to get in on the historical event. I got

there at 5:50 pm and couldn't believe that white smoke was coming out. I kept telling myself that they got their chemicals mixed up. Besides they weren't supposed to burn the ballots until 7:00 pm unless they already elected some one. IMPOSSIBLE, I thought to myself - in exactly 24 hours after 4 votes?? Ten minutes later when the bells started pealing out all over Rome - and they went on for a good ten minutes, I

knew someone was elected. The crowd was ecstatic….. Most had been waiting all day and Vatican TV kept showing that chimney as though it were the Blessed Sacrament on Exposition. 

Forty minutes later after that white cloud had been billowing for a good 20 minutes, the Cardinal Pro-Dean came out with the announcement. As soon as he said “Iosephum” I knew it was Ratzinger and said so out loud. One Italian girl who had what looked like painted on pants yelled out "Ratzinger?!", spat on the ground twice and cried out "Buona Notte!" and left. The square filled up to absolute capacity plus Via Della Conciliazione plus all the surrounding streets – half of Roma turned out. The ones that seem to be the most unhappy are those who would like to rewrite the Decalogue. Otherwise it's looked upon a continuation of the reign and programme of Pope John Paul of whom everyone is calling out "Santo Subito" [Canonize him immediately!]. You probably saw all those signs that were spontaneously painted during the Funeral right next to the Polish flags. From the first appearance to the end, the presentation lasted only about half an hour. What was interesting too was all the Cardinals on the other balconies. The crowds below were chanting out “BEN-e-DET-to,” calling out his name and asking for a blessing  -  something he'll be doing quite a bit of! As of now, all the heads of the Congregations have been reconfirmed. The reports are from the press is that two Cardinals: George from Chicago and Schoenborn from Vienna are the top candidates for the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith. 

       The Sistine Chapel is still closed. There are long queues going to the grave of John Paul II and he's still very much missed.”

