
 
 
On the CoVid 19 Vaccines 
 
Wouldn’t it be swell if we could have our moral decisions laid out for us in clear, unmistakable terms from which no 
wiggle room was possible? This is one of the attractions of Islam, which has no moral theology or philosophy. 
There is only jurisprudence for true Mohammedans – each moral situation is decided by a fatwa – a legal 
pronouncement from an imam. There is a 24-7 hotline in  
Egypt available for adherents to obtain it. That will be $25 please. 
 
But Catholics don’t have this, thanks be to God. Because not everything can be solved by laws. Even something so 
seemingly simple as the immorality of a lie becomes difficult when the problem of how to resist totalitarian violence 
comes up.  
 
With this being said, keep in mind the old adage that virtue lies in the middle of things. Not a geographical or 
arithmetical middle mind you, since the virtue of courage might be so far to one side that it looks like extreme 
recklessness, or to another side that it looks like cowardice.  
 
On my time off this past week (off in a relative sense since I had to work at least five hours a day) I had some 
leisure to study the moral question of the CoVid vaccines and to pray about the matter. Specifically, can we use a 
vaccine which to some extent comes from a “line” which originates in tainted cell lines? I don’t want to write here 
about political issues related to the pandemic, such as the question of a global plan of transhumanism that might be 
behind vaccinations. It is rather a simple question: Can we in good conscience use a vaccine that is tainted for the 
prevention of CoVid 19? 

When I use the word tainted, I mean this: The most prominent cell line, called HEK 293, comes from an abortion 
performed in the 1970’s. It’s labeled 293 because that’s how many experimental attempts the researchers needed to 
get a working cell line. Therefore, though the abortion-to-experiment ratio is not precisely one-to-one, hundreds of 
abortions went into the project, even if they didn’t result in the working line.  

HEK stands for human embryonic kidney. To harvest a viable embryonic kidney for this purpose, sufficiently 
healthy children old enough to have adequately-developed kidneys must be removed from the womb, alive, typically 
by cesarean section, and have their kidneys cut out. This must take place without anesthesia for the child, which 
would lessen the viability of the organs. Instead of being held, rocked, and comforted in the time intervening 
between their birth and their death, they have organs cut out of them alive.  

All four vaccines available are tainted. They rely on cells from horrific abortions, the HEK 293 specifically from a 
little girl. They are used to grow a cell culture or test a product. Moderna and Phizer and Johnson & Johnson used 
these cells for production process; the Oxford was grown in the cultures from the little girl’s murdered body.  
 
The national bishop’s conference (USCCB) and the Colorado bishops reason that it’s bad to use the lines from 
tainted cells, but we are in a difficult situation. Three conditions must be met then for the use of such vaccines: 
 
1. No accessible alternative is available.  
2. The consequences of not accepting the vaccine are grave for the individual and the community.  
3. There must be no significant risk of the patient who receives it.  
 
This is in keeping with standard moral texts regarding material cooperation. Material cooperation can be morally 
allowed, if there is a relatively serious reason (causa proportionata). Material cooperation becomes a formal one if it is 
direct and immediate (e.g. a nurse at an abortion). All other cases - direct but remote; proximate but indirect; and 
anyway remote and indirect - can be morally allowed with a sufficient reason. 
 
 



 
 
The U.S. bishops say there are sufficient reasons. They conclude there are no alternatives, CoVid 19 is sufficiently 
serious to warrant their use, and while we don’t know long-term effects of these vaccines, short-term effects appear 
to be minimal. But the bishops add that we should object to the procedures using the tainted cell lines. I think this 
same reasoning applies not just these vaccines, but measles, rubella, etc. If we use vaccines that are tainted there is 
the serious moral obligation “to make your objections known.”  
 
Regarding the first point of the bishops, it is true that no alternative is currently available. Yet in the case of 
COVID-19, eight vaccines were developed by the United States’ “Operation Warp Speed” and six of those vaccines 
do not use aborted fetal cells, including vaccines from Pfizer and Moderna that will soon be available. 
 
Regarding the second point, I do not see that the death rate of the Virus is sufficiently grave to warrant the use of a 
tainted vaccine.  
 
Regarding the third point, I think that possible long-term effects are of sufficient possible danger for me to refuse 
any vaccine at this point, unless I could study the question in depth, but I don’t have that leisure at this time.  
 
Regarding making our objections known, I cannot see how the rather feeble objections to tainted vaccines has 
produced anything of value. What objections there have been have been going on for decades with no evident fruit. 
These pharmaceutical corporations are billion-dollar enterprises that could manufacture vaccines from other 
sources, but opposition to them largely just causes them to yawn.  
 
I should note too that Catholic objections will likely carry little weight with the corporations or with legislators since 
both Pope Benedict and Pope Francis have received the vaccinations, as well our archbishop, and the statement 
issued from the Vatican says that “Considering that receiving a vaccine produced from original human stem cells is 
a material contribution and that "my" contribution (today) to the crime (abortion) of that time is virtually zero, it is 
morally acceptable to use it.” 
 
In conclusion, if you really believe in conscience that you would gravely harm your family, neighbors and society at 
large by not getting a vaccine, and have studied the subject of vaccines and have concluded that you must use one, 
then you cannot go against your conscience on this, and you have the backing of the Holy See and the bishops. But 
you – and the rest of us for that matter – have a grave obligation to protest, to shout from the housetops about the 
evil of killing a little girl so that we can have a shortcut to developing a vaccine.  
 
I will not be receiving a vaccine. It would go against my conscience. To me, the Virus is not serious enough, the 
taint of the vaccines too serious to ignore, and if we wait for vaccines which are not tainted, this seems to me to be 
the more prudent path. I can’t condemn those whose conscience comes to a different conclusion than mine. And 
someone could rightly ask “Who are you to go against the popes and the bishops? Nobody really. But I’m not really 
going against them in this case. I’m just not making use of an option they have approved. My conscience will not 
allow it.  
 


