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'wish organizations have determined, hc

matter of individual conscience—consi
ate should not interfere with an individual
ons believe that this is the only viable pos)
vs each faith freely to teach and practice its

orth the paosition of those national religiou
lition to protect the option of legal abo
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ant, Jewish and other national religious o
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The Religious Coalition for Abortion Rights is an organization
which, on the basis of faith and moral conviction and in the light
of privacy and religious freedom, seeks to encourage and coordin.
the legal option of abortion; for ensuring the right of individuals to
ahartian in arcardance with their consciences and responsible

these rights through constitutional ament

Rationale

anizations representing diverse denomir
concerning abortion should be made ac
‘esponsible medical practice, free from the

Court decision of Roe v. Wade made abc
wd that abortion during the first trimes
an and her physician; abortion during th
order to protect the woman'’s life and heal
rohibited by the state, except when nece:
tional polls taken on the issue of abortion i
decision.

However, a vocal minority would deny the option of legal ab:
belief that human life exists from the moment of conception has
nullify the Supreme Court decision through a Constitutional ame
hibit legal abortion altogether, and through federal, state and loc
restrict access to abortion. One theological view would thus
Americans of all faiths.

It is vital to increase public awareness of this danger. Enactme
violate the religious freedom of every citizen by circumventing
antee of church-state separation. All concerned with religious lil
this attempt to return us to the era of criminal abortion.

Religious organizations have a unique responsibility to cor
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at tne request OT TNe INaiviaual(s) Concernea ana e regaraea
cedure governed by the laws regulating medical practice

After that period the termination of a pregnancy shall be
licensed physician at the request of the individual(s) conceri

hospital, for one of the following reasons as suggested by th
American law Institute:

evidence exists that this is a danger to the

mented evidence that the conceptus has a

mented evidence that the pregnancy was t
5.

rour churches to provide sympathetic and re

{y, research and development of underst.
ple of our churches toward an enlightene



mvent the United States Constitution to nullify or impede the
ates Supreme Court regarding abortion.

dual civil and human liberties as guaranteed by the United States
all. Among those liberties that must continue free of threat is the
self-determination insofar as continued pregnancy is concerned.

NAL WOMEN’S CONFERENCE
ERICAN ETHICAL UNION

's Conference of the American Ethical Ui
lieves in the right of each individual to
s a civil and human right to determine wk
irt the decision of the United States Supr

‘eligious belief should be legislated into t
be neutral in all matters related to relig

rst Article of the Bill of Rights guaranteeing
y observed so that religious freedom wi

ave all attempts to amend the Constitutiol
ill undermine other fundamental rights in
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We affirm the moral right of women to become pregnant
mothers by choice. We affirm the moral right of women to free
unwanted pregnancies. We oppose actions by individuals, orgar
bodies that attempt to restrict and limit the woman’s moral right a
parenthood.

ight and moral responsibility of parents an
ers of human sexuality and to have access
inted pregnancies and abortions; and to a\

| rights of responsible parenthood as part
ifringements upon these moral rights as
\anistic religious principles as guaranteed |
United States.
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anuary 1973 interpreting the Bill of Rights as restricting legislation

1an to choose whether to bear a child. We oppose efforts to nullify

he adoption of constitutional amendments or through the enact-

barring the use of government funds for the performances of
1 and her doctor believe should be performed.

yus and conscientious scruples of those who reject the practice of
extent that they would embody those scruples in law binding on all,

ful drive to discredit the Supreme Court decisions. The answer must
ccordingly, we pledge ourselves to effective educational efforts

understand how the drive for anti-abortion laws would impair the
freedom, privacy and egquality.

antion of the American Jewish Congress, April, 1976.
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to the population at large their basic rights to follow their own tea
subject which would threaten First Amendment rights. Addition:
ban federal funding for health facilities for abortions is discrimin
disadvantaged women, who have no access to expensive privat

Since our earlier resolution regarding a waman'’s right to an abc
art decision of 1973 (Roe v. Wade) which j
wnch support of said decision.

our membership at every level to join con
lation and constitutional amendments whi
eme Court decision.



the rignt ana auty to TOIIOW neir conscience regarding decisions
ination of pregnancy; and that the law has a corresponding right
ble for them to implement those choices under medically safe

. liberty of Catholic women and men and those of other religions
; their own fertility free from church or governmental interventions
bwn individual conscience.

‘or a Free Choice, June, 1975.



vidual’s freedom and responsibility in such matters.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the General Assembl
(Disciples of Christ) meeting at San Antonio, Texas, August 15

1. Affirm the principle of individual liberty, freedom of indivic
ness of life for all persons.

i in religious beliefs concerning abortion .
ligious liberty, any attempt to legislate a s
abortion upon all Americans,

linistry of the local congregation, pastor:
1 the responsibility and trauma surrounc



s to force continuance of unwanted pregnancies and to limit an
abortion; and

hat all should be free to exercise their own consciences on this matter
ring views are held by substantial sections of the American religious
elief of one religious body should notbe forced on those who believe

or severely limit the use of public.funds to pay for abortions abridges
abortion and discriminates especially against low income, young and
e be it

iiscopal Women's Caucus affirms the position of the 1976 General Con-
hurch in expressing its “unequivocal oppo
» governments which would abridge or den
on this matter and to act upon them."”; an

siscopal Women’s Caucus urges its member
|, state and local funds for abortion.



It is resolved . . . To promote public understanding that abo
and to work to eliminate any obstacles that limit this right.
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rion of Temple Sisterhoods affirms our previously adopted strong
 woman to obtain a legal abortion, under conditions now outlined
> United States Supreme Court. The Court’s position established that
iters, the private and personal decision of whether or not to continue
gnancy should remain a matter of choice for the woman; she alone
1d religious judgment in this decision. Only by vigorously supporting
>ose can we also ensure that every woman may act according to the
1ets to which she adheres.

ich would remove abortion from the category of medical assistance,
itory laws which would effectively prevent women from making the
ght, by denying them access to proper o

commitment to “Taharat Hamishpachah''-
iination of birth contrel information, as w
ribution to responsible family life. Such ed
nd poverty would substantially reduce the

terhoods, November, 1975,



would include medical indications of pnysical or mental aerormity,
rape or incest, conditions under which the physical or mental healtl
would be gravely threatened, or the socio-economic condition of |
should be performed only by licensed physicians under optimal conc
ate medical consultation and ministerial counseling, preferably w

A lawe rancarnino abortion should reflect principles set fort

n should be made available to all who de:
ford preferential treatment.

develop a greater pastoral concern and s
lem pregnancies.” Such persons should t
t the various alternatives open to them ir
" their moral commitments, their understa
as parents.



its strong support for the right of a woman to obtain a legal
»nal grounds enunciated by the Supreme Court in its 1973 decision
13 and Doe v. Bolton, 410 U.S. 179 which prohibit all governmental
uring the first trimester and permits only those regulations which
1e woman during the second trimester. This rule is a sound and
nis sensitive and difficult issue, and we express our confidence in
| to exercise her ethical and religious judgment in making her

held that the question of when life begins is a matter of religious
r legal fact. While recognizing the right of religious groups whose
to follow the dictates of their faith in thic mattar we viearauchs
legislate the particular beliefs of those g

lear violation of the First Amendment. Fi

f interfaith activities. Mutual respect and t

ous relations.

lers and amendments to other bills aimed
arvices in abortion-related activities. Thes
nalize the poor who rely on government;
which they are legally entitled, includ

attempts to restrict the right to aborti
h in the Constitution the view of certair
legal implications far beyond the que
lermine constitutional liberties which pr

spirit of this resolution and to actualize
nerican Rabbis in urging Reform Jews and th
with the Religious Coalition for Abortion

mbly of the Union of American Hebrew Congregations, November, 1975.



enact Constitutional amendments that would limit abortions to life-
thus remove this decision from the individual and her physician; ar

WHEREAS, such legislation is an infringement of the principle «
and state as it tries to enact a position of private morality into publi

WHEREAS, such anti-abortion legislation would cause the revn
sitation of women who are without money
lures; and

the right of each woman to make the deci
tress the responsibilities and long-term co

ity of the Supreme Court has ruled on Ju
id Medicaid funds for elective abortions, ani
i to perform abortions,

trong national movement to have 2/3 of th
nstitutional convention for the purpose of
yortion.

SOLVED: That the 1977 General Assembly o

lismay and regret at the June 20, 1977 deci:

ie right of legal abortion won in the Supreme

of Medicaid funds for abortions and any «
pronipitng anoruon, ana urges members of the societies of the Unitari
to write or wire their Representatives and Senators in Congress and !
them of our position on these issues.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED: that the 1977 General Assembly ¢
Association goes on record as opposing the calling of a national co
the purpose of amending the Constitution to prohibit abortion.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the 1977 General Assembly
for the responsibilities and joys of parenthood, and the member
Universalist Association are encouraged to develop workshops and
hood and parenting.

DC IT CIIDTUWED DECNIV/EN that tha 1077 Chanara I Accamhla



d
r view should not be forced on society through its legal system.

ing abortion are neither just nor enforceable. They compel women

children or to seek illegal abortions regardless of the medical
olved. By severely limiting access to safe abortions, these laws have
ing against the poor.

on of the laws have not proven to be a viable solution to the
ns. The liberalized laws tend to cause more rigidity and narrowness
| any case, cannot cover all circumstances in which an abortion may

ie Eighth General Synod of the United Church of Christ calls for the
bitions of physician-performed abortions. .
mnal law and make voluntary and medic

Simultaneously we ask that adequate

(3

" against abortion, including physicians

ynod) . . . Deplores the June 20, 1977 dec
s of the U.S. Congress that effectually «
hoice to end or complete a pregnancy, w
of such rights.



mental, pnysical, and spiritual growtn, as well as consiaeration
quality of life for family and society.

When, through contraceptive or human failure, an unaccepta
believe that a profound regard for unborn human life must be wei
profound regard for fully developed personhood, particularly wher
ematinnal health of the pregnant woman and her family show

fe just forming. We reject the simplistic
r one hand regard all abortions as murde)
ical procedures without moral significar

e pregnancy occurs, a family, and most of
ed to make a difficult decision. We belie
rs the life or health of the mother, or pose
1, or mental capability of the child to be,
the path of mature Christian judgment
rt the legal right to abortion as establish
wrage women in counsel with husbands,
le decisions concerning the personal or
1.

‘age our churches and common society

| option of abortion under standards of
lable te women without regard to eco

Statement of Social Principles

The beginning of life and the ending of life are the God-give
existence. While individuals have always had some degree of cont
die, they now have the awesome power to determine when
individuals will be born. Our belief in the sanctity of unborn hum
to approve abortion. But we are equally bound to respect the s
well-being of the mother, for whom devastating damage may res
pregnancy. In continuity with past Christian teaching, we recogn
with life that may justify abortion. We call all Christians to a searcl
into the sorts of conditions that may warrant abortion. We sut

C
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to ban abortion.
at all should be free to express and practice their own moral judg-
ibortion. We also believe that on this matter, where there is no
1sensus, and where widely differing views are held by substantial
community, the Constitution should not be used to enforce one
* on those who believe otherwise.

Division first took the step of calling for the removal of abortion
, putting its regulation instead under standard codes of medical
ition was adopted by the General Conference and in 1972 it was re-
inciples of our denomination, which states that “in continuity with
ve recognize tragic conflicts of life with life ' oo
vith that of many other major Protestant den

Court decision of January 1973 made pc
+ hoped that all those concerned with this
remove conditions in our society which
contraceptives, lack of education on res
B services, tragedies such as rape, ince

id that vast amounts of energy, money a
legislation and even the Constitution to fi
the human or social cost. Various kinds o
nidate doctors and hospitals who are i

prohibit or restrict abortion rights are bei
such legislation is approved the most dire
ford to travel to the places where safe lej
ome targets for exploitation by unskille
acilities.

in freedom of conscience on this matter. We are concerned about
terly attacked for seeking to deal openly with this issue in a spirit
we respect the right of other religious individuals and groups to
f abortion, we earnestly make the appeal that our differences be

artimanical ralatinnchine



moral and ethical ones and not simply legal; and

WHEREAS, society now provides minimal care for unwanted
support systems for women with children; and

WHEREAS, most present abortion laws are inadequate and mo
fiable because: (a) the laws do not deal with the problem of the bc
1; (b) the laws do not grant women the rij

not deal with the emotional, social, or e

which an unwanted child may be born; (d'

ilons but leave the problem to be hanc

number of reputable physicians willing

abortion; (e) the laws do not relieve the |

poor and on those who are unsophistic

id (f) the laws do not insure the right of :

it of the concern for the value of huma
n of choice advocated in the report, “S
r study by the 182nd General Assembly
abortion laws approved by that General
n support of the resolution passed by Un
| Assembly (1972):

nent, support, and expansion of agenc
problem pregnancies have assistance and counseling on opti
child, adoption alternatives, and abortion, with future access
As part of the counseling process, it urges consideration of 1
and the family.

b. Declares that women should have full freedom of person
completion or termination of their pregnancies and that th
mination of pregnancy, therefore, should not be restricted
performed under the direction and control of a properly

c. Continues to support the establishment of medically sound,
cost abortion services.

A I lumanr thia cAhiivcakh 284 damcacctvcaba (40 ~ranmcasia fae aramaas
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>
ropriate action on the issue of abortion in line with sections a
uding training opportunities for pastors and laypersons in counseling
cies.

lerk of the General Assembly to request seminaries to include ap-
on of the issue of abortion in courses in pastoral counseling and

as in continuing education programs offered to clergy, and to
2d colleges to consider the issue of abortion in appropriate courses,
>eling services. i

il Assembly of the United Presbyterian Church, U.S.A., May, 1972.



“Rabbinic law holds that ‘the mother has theoretical power over t
self.” She must, however, have valid and sufficient warrant for dep
The Talmud and subsequent rabbinic responsa throughout the cent
is or is not adequate warrant.

“In all cases ‘the mother’s life takes precedence over that of the foe

1 unequivocal principle. A threat to her b:
her life. To go a step further, a classical resp
th, when well established, on an equal footi
gh the definition and determination of th
tailed and specific discussion, the principle

of America reaffirmed this position in a lat«
ze-presidents of the United Synagogue of A
abortions, “though serious even in the early
rder, hardly more than is the decision not

States Supreme Court prohibited all gove
nester and permitted those regulations whit
ond trimester. The court held that whethe
g the first two trimester remains a matter «

+ affirms once again its position that “abor
d moral problems, but the welfare of the m

_ 5 its congregations to oppose any legislativ

force of the Supreme Court’s decisions through constitutional ame
deprivation of medicaid, family services and other current welfare se

abortion.

Al



rague believes that freedom of choice as to birth control and
‘he civil rights of women.

ws infringing on these rights should be repealed, and we urge our
the implementation of this goal.

wention of the Women’s League for Conservative Judaism, November, 1974.
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touch with the results of liberalization. Across the country, membe
repeal of abortion laws was the answer because laws with speci
against the poor who cannot afford to travel to places where
available. These women are at the mercy of unskilled abortionists
facilities.

mphasis to the repeal of all laws restricting
nsed physician was voted in the 25th Na
suston, Texas, in April, 1970. Delegates re|
ssociations, and voting delegates were ¢
the best interests of the total YWCA. ~
tion laws was passed unanimously.

Convention in San Diego in March, -
de safe, low-cost abortions to all wom

itian Purpose, we, in the YWCA, affirm th
or the quality of life of the living as wel
roman also has a fundamental, constituti
shysician, the number and spacing of he
Ilvocate abortion as the most desirable sol
uld have the right to make the decision.
‘k and medical groups have endorsed ref
le for a woman to have access to safe me:
tne soiuton tnat sne ana her physician decide upon. This point ¢
women who themselves would not seek an abortion.

Because the YWCA voted as its overall imperative to work to e
it occurs in institutions, it has a concern that no woman should be
others can have, but it also is concerned that no woman be press
are not in their best personal interest.
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I the Kelilgious Coalition for Aborti
yrate the 1973 Supreme Court decisio
v York Avenue Presbyterian Church in
wrch of Lincoln and will be tied in
:t a congregation of 1500 peaple. T
varticipate including William Thomps
1s many others. In past years | kno
: a special effort this year.

out for you the importance that th
ring point of the political and evan
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around very quickly that there is a
cipate in our big convocation in Was
great many people are very upset inc
many Christians feel that the leade
oncerned with many of the critical |
ose friend in one of the offices sai
is collegues feel that the only thir
t Jewry. Honestly Alex, how can we
we Jews agonize about when we give ¢
tters about which they agonize. The
der of the Jewish community in Ameri
ligious leaders in the Country will
Post, John Conner etc. This will be
can Jewish Community vis-a-vis the /
of our collegues in Reform Judaism :
w how belligered by all kinds of rec
utmost importance.

th you with in Ocean City and of col
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religious denominations and faith 5
Religious Coalition for Abortion R
D.C. to participate in an inter-f:
constitutional protection of freedc
This will be an historie ocecasion,

Jointly and publicly, to express ou
to personal liberty and progressive
right-wing, religio-political coali
our resolve to respond by engaging

programs of systematic religious ed
training in support of the wvalues e
choice positions,.

I write on behalf of these lea
appointment with you on the afterno
time between 3:00 and 5:00 p.m: Sp
discuss with you the outlook for ei
social programs in the 97th Congres
Istration. The effort to promote a
prohibition amendment to the U.S5. O
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0In governmentalr INCricrence.

odiffer from us—those who hold the absolutis!
¢ others to subscribe to that point of view. Bui
ould impose on all Americans a particular re

on controversy and our grave concern for the |
Ig actions:

t throughout our churches and synagogues. W
of abortion. They are uncertain of the positio
eological and ethical values which underlie the
oper role of religion to provide leadership anc
rganizations must now begin to deal with ab
we have avoided the issue in the vain hope that
iblishment of strong educational programs, i
ing the religious perspective on abortion r
every available means to understand and inte
must be involved.

| program. We believe that the abortion decisic
ideration. We will encourage clergy to m
seck to establish programs within our religious
1 clergy and other concerned people.
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Urmng mmemgical anda pniosopnical

The writer is dean and professor of
Christian Social Ethics, Wesley Theo-
logical Seminary, and past president
of The American Society of Christian
Ethics.

implications, quite apart from the abor-
tion question. It tells us that the
“human™ is fundamentally biological in
nature, while the profounder conclu-
sion of civilized thought has rather
been that the human has something to
do with the capacity for awareness and
feeling transcending the biological.
martin Buber's theological tretise *I
and Thou” speaks to the point. Buber
finds our essential humanity in our ca-
pacity to experience ourselves and
others as subjects and not merely as
material objects. Ultimately, it is be-
.cause God relates to us as “l and thou™
that we are fully human.
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Would CTeate an enommous new cate-
gory of constitutional rights with
which this r;atmn is not prepared to
psychologically or economi

at this time. Equally d:sm:;]'l:.trye
would be the amendments which
would make government responsi-
ble for protecting the constitutional
rights of any person—or just of
fetuses— against the act of any person
instead of as now only against the act
of a governmental body (to which I
shall refer as the amendments giv-
ing constitutional protection against
nongovernmental action). The “states’
rights” amendments would make ba-
sic human rights of Americans de-
pendent on geography. (Ses box.)

[ will discuss the amendments gen-
erally in temms of the collateral effects
they could have on our constitutional
system, if adopted; and then in



tection of the laws, would also cre-
ate numerous legal problems. Would
not our census-taking have to be to-
tally reorganized? Would not the very
basis of representation in our Con-
gress and other representative bodies

Rave to be drastically changed? How-

would this apply to voting? Would
such an amendment affect the “one
man-one vote"” principle? Would the
inclusion of fertilized ova have an
impact on revenue sharing as well as
other kinds of feceral grants to states,
such as formula grants, which are
based on population?

The ‘States’ Rights’ Amendments

The “states’ rights” amendments
would be largely ineffective in ac-
complishing what appears to be the
main purpose of their sponsors—

pen
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saving the pregnant woman’s life. In
any event, there would unduubtechK
be a great deal of litigation in whi

the p t woman’s countervail-
ing “right to life” would have to be
weighed, first by physicians and then

by courts; against the “right to [ife”

of the fetus,

Federalizing Portions of Our
Legal System Now Govemned
By the States

These amendments which would
give to Congress and the states
power of enforcement by appropri-
ate legislation would, 2s pointed out
above, presumably call for a federal
law of cimes against the fetus to be
enforced by the FBI and other federal
agencies.
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—collect - damages ~for- its wmngﬁﬂ_‘ﬁjf
death. A
If 2 deceased fetus can sue for W©
wron death, there would be an offt
unending succession of new legal dof
inquiries which would have to be
answered by the courts. Forexample, 50!
under the automobile guest statutes, M€
what are the rights of a fetus in the the
womb of a guest in an automobile Sar]
which is dislodged by careless drv-  rest
ing? What if the driver has no knowl- Wo!
ecge that the woman is pregnant? ez
Could the estate of a fetus sue an ajr-  for
line on the ground that its miscar. ©N'!
riage was caused by an especially the
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to have an abortion be informed by
expert medical judgment . . . and to
limit funding to those abortions de-
termined by a physician to be medi-
cally indicated.” In a footnote, the
brief advises, “We use the term
‘medically indicated’ to refer to
medical freatments determined by
the attending physician to be ‘neces-
sary for the preservation of the pa-
tient’s health.'”

In considering the plaintiff's ar-
gument that when a state has under-
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the welfare of the whole family, its economic condition, the age

of the parents, their view of the optimum number of children

consonant with their resources and the pressures of population,
their vocational and social objectives, for example.

Still other concerns on the quality of life are reflected in the
Resolution on Responsible Parenthood adopted by the 1972
General Conference of the United Methodist Church:

.. Because human life is distorted when it is unwanted and un-
loved, ‘parents seriously violate their responsibility when they
bring into the world children for whom they cannot provide
love ... When, through contraceptive or human failure, an un-
acceptable pregnancy occurs, we believe that a profound re-
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aggravating already grave social problems.

All these factors are cornerstones upon which the con-
victions concerning abortion rights are founded. We believe
they must be respected, and those who follow and practice
them must be allowed to continue the exercise of these beliefs
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