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by Daniel C. Maguire, Ph.D. ,*
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d Abortlon

by Frances Kmslmg _
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HOWDO Cathohcs Vote‘? , 5‘ '  ican politics. Catholic bishops and some
: - INSJ. Catholic legislators are engaging in a
- vigorous:public theclogical debate. Stranger
;- yet, the: leglslators theology, not. the blshops 5
. 'ig correet: _
- Last: week BlBhOp James W Malone, e
. t(%reaﬁdfnt ]é)f 1tlhe N atlc:inal V\(f“lolrlﬂ'erenc:(tla of

- . st B Catholie Bishops, said, “With regard to

;ﬂ,"%ﬁ,?fg %,23?;:?,“3 - -, immorality of the direct- taking of innocent -

Polls show only a'small minority of ~ 7'
Catholies folfow Church huzmrchya ‘

Church..

Despite press assumplions to. the
contrary, Church leaderskip cannot.
deliver the votes:of most Catholics on-.’
abortion- or gy oh’:er lsaue o

3 . - direct'affitmation of the constant moral
Statement... . -» ' - - .8 teaching of the-Catholic Church.,” "~ = ="

From the President of the-- - -.+~The assumptlon that the fetusis a person
National Conference of Cat.hohc

Bishops. ©~ - currently a matter of lively' debate in Catholic
e w o o~ - theological journals;’is by no.means alconstant
Cathohc Statment . g+ *- motal teaching. Even the Vatican Declaration. .
Pluralism ,::ulin K‘ﬁoggoﬁ 9 .+ on:Procured Abortion, published in"1974) states-.
Staned byazersowuknown Cathalo. ~ 'k ‘that “'there is not.a: unanimous- tradition on
Liloylif ) -

. . . - this-point}. and authors are as yet not in °
<o ‘. agreement.’”
Catholic Theglogians. *  12. " Inthe eyes.of the church thls is a rehgxous

and th
e Abortion Debate » matter, for the declaration also states that “it.

by J. Giles Milhaven; S;T.L., Ph.D _

ﬁ"ﬁct?gzmmgm reports a Iong- .-~ isinot up to.biological sciences to maké a-

amang iy exiEinioncon abortion . - .. " definitive judgment on: questions which are
e * ~ properly philosophical and moral such as the

Conscience Vigits. - = - 'fIiL; i s moment when a human person is constituted.”

gons‘l'esawoman L But with such:a key religious point )

eraldine Fery LT ,
by Anne Sears Moo:?el;ro ' undeclded it-is difficult to understand the

Congress p .« bishops” vigor-in clalmmg that it is not
femily, and w"f::'e?s i "_”g".’" "+ . “logically tenable” for Cathclic politicians;to
— say: “their personal v1ews should not lnﬂuence
- thelr p011t1ca1 dec:lsmns

" continued on page 16
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omethmg strange is happenmg in: Amer-?-'
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"o, - humar life (by abortion or by direct attack on: - B
 absolutist position; a\_-‘ . S . .nencombatants in war) our views.,.area. .
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g Cath(’lic- Atﬁﬁld,es- T'roward‘Abo\:rtion; '

by Tom W. Smith, Ph.D. .

thtudes toward abortlon in the 19803'seem

to have reached a liberal plateau, mich

more favored than in the 1960s or earlier, -,
but no longer moving in a liberal direction. Sup-

"port for abortion grew rapidly from the early
19608 to the early' 1970s. Support for abortions
when there was a “strong chance of serious defect
in the baby" 1ncreaaed from about 55-percent in

"~ 1962 to 83 percent’in 1974, Likewise, support for

. abortion when a married woman “does not want
any more children” moved from 15 percent in
1966 to 46 percent in 1974. Since 1974 there has
been almost no change in athtudes toward abor- .
hon (See Flgure 1y .

This pattern is not unique to the issue of abor-
_ tion, Attitudes’in such diverse areas as civil liber-
" ties for deviant jgroups such as. Communists or
atheists, women's rights, sexual permissiveness
and race relationa show similar patterns—liberal
shifts from the 19508 to the early 1970s and then
either aleveling-off or at least a marked reduction
in the.rate of liberal movement. While this level-

. ing-off in thé early seventies after a decade or'.
moré of liberal advance represents a s:gmﬂcant :
shift in the social and politieal culture, it is far
from being a conservative tide sweeping back lib-

' eral growth. Attitudes toward abortion:and most - -
"othier social issues-have riot moved in aconserva-
tive direction; rather they have stopped movmg"_
‘in. the,libaral direction.

same trend. Tradltmnally Cathohc support haa,'

.

been slightly lower than Protestant, a.nd both are
less inclined to support abortion than Jews or the
nonreligious. During the seventies support
among non-black: Catholics averaged about ten
percentage points below non-black Protestants.

Blacks tend to he anti-abortion and thereby lower « _

support among Protestants as a whole. A com-
parison of Protestanis and Catholics of both

“taces shows'fewer religious difference~about

seven- percentage points. There are some indica-.

_tions that this gap may be closing. In-1982, for:

the first time, aupport for abortions for social
reasons, such as poverty, not wanting to get mar-
ried or not wanting more children, was as high
among-Catholics. 2s among. Proteatanta One of
the factors' contributing to: this' narrowing gap

 has been the higher level of support for abortion:

among younger Catholics. Protestants show little -
variation. 'on abortion: attitudes, with- those over

‘age 65 being slightly less: supportive.. Among.

Catholics, however, support dropa rapidly with.
age. This appears’to represent a difference be-

tween Catholic. birth- cohorts. As the younger;

more: liberal cohorts grow- in- size and the. older- .
Catholic cohorts account for a-declining share of "
the populatlon support amoeng all Catholies will.
tend to rise and the gap between Protestants ami
Catholies Will decrease. Increased political activ= .-

issue will also tend to reduce the dlfference be- -
tween Protestants and Catholics. ' :
. This. moderate and perhapsvanmhmg dlfference

—

. -

v

. ism.by Protestant fundamentalist groups on thia. .
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“ zreasons,-on & leve) comparable to that of Protest:
.".ants. Absolute pro-choice -Catholics. thus out; .. -
‘number anti-abortion Catholics by 2 or 310 1. of -

-caurse ‘most ‘Catholics  reject -either a ‘complete. : -
- pro- or- antl-abortlon stance. In 1982, B6.percent.’ ..
“favored abortion in some circumstances-and not. . -
in others, Thus to most_ Catholics abortion is - - *-
ssituational matter, allowable in-certain® but not'
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cerit Approving Abortlon . "

.

: .'_1962 1964
Detween." Gathollca and Proteetants eontrasts

> ssharply :with the officlel positions of their Tespec-: .
" ~tive -churches. The Catholic 'Churcly.takes .an:
v ,abeolute ‘moral pesition -against’ abortmn, while, *
} most "Protestant churches-take. no ‘doctrinaire

iposition.on abortion. Several, -such-as the Unitar- -

sians ‘and; Epmcopahans, lean toward a pmh01ce -
,g:os:tlon as B matter of social policy, though fun-
sdamentalist sects-take'strong anti-abortion-stan-
tces.' . Few:!Catholics -agree -with theirtchurch's:
" absolutist -anti-abortion -position. . -When .asked .-
‘about -allowing . abortions ‘under ‘seven -pecifie 7
~conditiona—danger :to_-mother’shealth, “rape,
“birth defect, poverty, unwﬂlmgness to marry,mot”

wanting any more chlldren or forany ‘reason—'-!

only-10:12 percent of "Catholics -agree ‘with the”

‘church's position and categorically oppose .abor- =
.~ :tipn. This.number is only slightly above the 57 "
-, ipercent of Protestants who also oppose ‘abortion "
. ~under each condition. On the other hand, a rising -~

proportlon of Catholics—from 20 percent in-1977
-ito 33-in 1982—approved of.abortion for all seve

au circumstances.

" The big split on abortion .comes’ between what .

. ;reasons—mother’s health endangered, ‘serious
“.defect .in fetus, rape or incest. ‘Support among
- Catholics ‘for “hard" YeasONE. ranges from about
' B0-88 percent. Abortion for social reasone such as
-poverty or not wanting additional children
ranges from 35-50 percent, about half the support
level for the “hard” reasons.

Catholic: support for abortion also varies by

" geographical region, community type (rural/sub-
_urban/urban), and ethnic group. Support tends to.

(Iuly/August 1984 _ A

- wanted.i 13 ‘at-22 percent in’.the Southwest but 45

i-iant -attitudes, ‘are mot - uniform " acfoss other
-* cultyral variables such ‘a8 - regmn. eommumty
“‘type-and ethnicity. = A S
~ -'What are the political lmphcatmns of Cathollc :

- . abortion attitudes? Among Catholics, many' fae: - '
" tors cause opinion:to -deviate from the national .

. 1978 1980

.fbe strongest in the Northeast in large cmes, Qld
among -descendanis of immigrants from Italy, -

. Enstern Europe and France. Support is wedkest
.. ‘among ‘Catholics_'in ‘the :Southwest,’ in "emeall
.. towns -or'rural areas,and. among ;: the ‘Irishand -
“*Hispanics, especially ‘Mexican-American; These ) i :
-, /differences can be rather-large.: For-example, gup-..

port for -abortion “when no more- children: are ...

~percernt in the Northeast. Sumlar]y, in rural coun-.

-differences tend to be-greater than. ethqle differ-
ences. Catholic attitudes on abortion; like Protést- -

;average. If we-look at rural Catholics of Mexican |
“ancestry in'the Southwest, wefind a constituency
‘that: oppoeee .abortion for most reasons. On the
‘other hand in-the large cities of the Northeast'a .
majority of Italian and Polish Catholics snpport
abortions for both medical and social réasons;

A second major political implication ia the com-
parative dedication or commitment of aupporters
and -opponents. Opinion Burveys by Harris, the
‘Survey Research ‘Center, and- NORC all' sho
* that. opponente of abort\on feel more’ strongly

. about the iesue than those supporting -abortion
" are sometimes referred to as the “hard"” abortion |

.- rights, Only 16 percent of Catholics who sup-

" portéd abortion for all seven reasons thought it
“was one of the most important issues, while 43
. ‘percent of these opposed to abortion for all seven
reasone rated it so, Cathelic opponents say they
_ are better informed end less likely to change than
Cathohc proponents of abortion. -
In 1982, Harris tried to measuré the electoral
1mpact of this difference by twice asking whether
a person, would be less Jikely to vote for a Con-
continiied on page 10 -

'CONSCIENCE-- 7

ties support.ie.at 82 percent while in large centfa] S
* cities it -stands at 51 .percent. ‘Regional -or rural .
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- Cagholic Attitudes - . .
continued from page 7 . : :
gresaional canchdate Zwho dlsagreed w:th the.
respondent’s own stance on a. constitutional
amepdment outlawing abortion. Supporters of-
the “dnti-abortion ‘amendment said they ‘were
morellikely to vote:againat a Congressional can-
didate who opposed the amendment, while oppo-
nents of an abortion ban indicated they were less:

. likely to oppose-a candidate solely because his or
her poaition on abortion differed from that of the
corye,spondent However; since opponents: of the-
‘ban outnumber supporters: 2-to-1, the net effect

.Right-to-Life membera were Catholics. The amall’

. absolutiat position are much more politically

-majority of anti-abortion activiats.

. election returna’ in 1978 in partlcular fallecL ’r.o_'; .

membershlp Were Cathollc. 70 percent of” thei‘ o

-

mmonty .of Catholics who follow, the chureh’s:

involved than’ “the’ majority of Cathiolics who .
approve of abortion for some or all reasons, and:- .
these Catholic anti-abortion: activists make up. a

Can this amall, but active and organlzed seg- P
ment of Catholics swing elections? Probably not
often. Abortion has not been and does not seem - -
likely to.become a deciding. factor like inflation, -
unempléyment’ . or. ‘gocial security. . Analysia -of

-

: R Percents _
| ~Reiigion .\ 1972.7 - 1973 ,‘.1‘974 1975 ' : 1976 - 19777 1978 - »19&0 L1820
| Canolic .. 715 . 738 " 794 . 769 ' 765 7‘80_.1 = 7;_1_4‘ 772 799-"*‘
. Protestant, "~ .. 852 88_.6"1 889 . 864 - 877 894, 857 ' 866 , B7. 25
S : _ o Parcent Sapporung Aborhon if Mamed Bul Wanls No More Chlldren* I
| Reigion-. " .1972;;,-- 1973 .. 1974 “1975. . 1978 . 1977 1973 1930 1982.':: 1.
! .-~ Catficlic 296 .33,9, 78 | 372 " 398, - 368 .70 311 - 354 .. 479-; L
™| Protestanr - - 407 507 486, 453 446 467 383‘ , 476 % a5 :
o s = . Percent Supporlmg *Abortion it Woman 5 Heal(h is Senously Endangered B P
; 'Fieijgion 1972 1974 o 1975 1976 1977 - - 1978.7 ¢ 980 " 1982 f. .
.| Cathotic - , _a_7.q_ 856" - 88 - . 849 . 844 836 . 862-1 "
Protestant: - .. . 840, ,_926 929 - 943 1933 - 937 93 -
N RREEE z_:i ‘.’.- : ,orcenl Supporung Abomon n‘ Famuy Has Low Income and,Cannot Afford Chnldren
] Relugmn = - 1973 L1974 1975 - 1976" “.:197}"1:'; " 1978 1980, - _.-~1982“
AR c:amohc : ’ ' ' i 464 . .- 443. '.39.3; 410, X

i Prolastant

|1+ Reigon - "'19’7‘4:. - ‘1975 '

1978 -

| % Catholie 2 azo* % 788
e thtestanl .83 ! ] 886 860 . J
{,..,', - ' .‘.""‘1 _ -7 F'ercant Suppomng Abomon it Woman Nol Marnedand Does Not: Want o Many— :
i 4Ftehg+on L1872 1973 1974 . 1975 1976 - 1977' 1973 —1930 SET: ;7T I
f PuEaiholic. ., 334 : a'_-42.9j -_;.-.— 423 427""“"_ U307 . A07 548 Ffes
L Pfoteslant 1456 514 7474 1509 - 405 " 477 . 472r~
L 7 S .,‘Fercent’SUppomng Aborhon‘_li Womar) Wanls for Any Fleason '?‘.‘,.
‘3 JBeligion, 1972 " 973 1975, Fderes. 1977 | iere | 1gso: T reez |

¢ Gatholie= . .= 812 oSt 318 _392 |

,,_36_,8'. 300, 409 ._-37.'3‘-..=‘ e

- T-Proleslant T -

CalholicIProtestant support l'or Legal Abortlon- 1972-1982 T

uppomng Abortion if Slrong Chance of Delect in Fetus

g was that ca.ndldates whcr dppased the han could'r
i expect to increase their-vote by seven percentage ;
;' points, This Harris: analysis is-limited; however,
b¥ its failure to consider the impact of organlzed o

', acflon “The- Umverslty of Michigan: has found

. that while_only: # percent of abortion; supporters -

" liAve written a letter.or give money in: support of *
’. aﬂornon rights; 19.5 percent lc)f opponénts to abor: -

tlon have: acted on-their:convictions.. There-are

: j more supporters.tharr opporlerits, though among--' -

., -activists. 80, ‘percent are-antl-abortlon v8, 40 pex-:

‘éént* proabortion. 'There are also: some “pro- -
nobriced: religious d:fferences in the membership = .
-of:_activiat groups. “David. Granberg surveyed: ot
" fnembers. of the National' Abortion Rights Actions

* League and.the National ‘Right to, Life Commit-

" tee. Whlle only 4- percent of the Abortlon nghts

0. CONSCIENCE T
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demonstrate any n"leasurable am‘.l-abortmn vote o
- Of course that does not mean that iit a- part:cular S0
-constituency it could not be:madea serious issue, -

-but on average the. group. of active, single-issue: - .
-voters.is-too small to matter: In'most constituen-. -
“cies efforts: to make abortion a major campaign: -’ .
issue:have: and will fail: In fact,.in many areas .~ .
- suchi a- ‘campaign’ would- tend - to be: counter-- .-~
productwe ‘since. it would awaken- the: lega. *
involved and . lesa-. active proabortmn ma]onty...
“The’ result would probably be a net gain for-a: ! -
candldate talung a llberal posmon on abortmn.-._.._ -

DR TOM W. SHITH i» & Research Assocmte, '
“Cultural. Pluralism: Center, National, Opinion-
Research Cenler oﬁ the Umuers:ty of Ch:eago

July/August 1984 |

-_/‘







