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We both consider ourselves to be pro-life.  We are very troubled that abortion has become part 

of the culture wars, a politically partisan issue, and an issue that threatens to tear apart the 

fabric of our society. The 49th anniversary of the Roe v Wade decision on Jan. 22, along with 

the recent Supreme Court decision to leave in place a Texas abortion law that bars the 

procedure after the first six weeks of pregnancy, may be a good time to consider how to move 

forward. But since we both struggle with what our response should be, our focus will be to pose 

some of the questions we have in hopes that it will prod your own reflection and discussion.  

 

1. The basic question: What is the appropriate role of moral and religious views about 

abortion when taken into the public sphere -? Should civic laws reflect the beliefs of a 

particular religion that is not held in common within that society? As Catholics, don’t we 

have moral and ethical positions that need to be seriously considered?  How can we stand 

for our principles yet still be open to listening and discussing with people of different 

viewpoints without sounding self-righteous?  

2. Many pro-choice people think that the right to abortion means liberation for women.  Many 

pro-life people see abortion as the ultimate exploitation of women.1 What is underneath 

these two very different perspectives? How did those perspectives develop? And is there a 

way to find common ground such that the concerns of all parties are addressed? 

3. When discussing abortion, what words do we use, should we use? Can we have a fruitful 

discussion when one person refers to a fetus and the other person refers to a baby? Do we 

need common language – or at least a way to not be distracted by the other’s terms - in 

order to have a respectful discussion?2  

4. Have activists on the extreme sides of the abortion issue captured too much of the focus 

and thus inhibited discussion? Can the discussion be inclusive of those with nuanced views 

about abortion, who wrestle with abortion's moral complexities? How can the discussion 

move more to the center and away from extreme, absolute positions?   

5. Catholic church leadership has taken a strong stance on abortion, but many other Christian 

churches have not. How do we respect other religious groups whose position on abortion is 

different from ours? 

6. Some people won’t engage in the abortion debate because of what can be strident, angry, 

and vitriolic rhetoric. How can we move away from demonizing those on the other side and 

avoid seeing them as enemies? How can we promote engagement/discussion between 

those on both sides of the issue?  
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7. Can we get to know those we disagree with as people rather than as a position?  Could the 

U.S. bishops sit down with folks from the National Organization for Women (NOW) and 

model for us what respectful dialogue looks like? Unfortunately, the lines are so clearly 

drawn and there is a sense that if you engage with “those people” you are a traitor or you 

are reining in your beliefs.  Can we find common ground without giving up our position?   

8. If Roe were overturned and more absolute bans on abortion were put in place in a number 

of states, what services or supports to women and families would need to be put in place? 

What do women need to allow them to carry a baby to term, or avoid becoming pregnant in 

the first place, or to care for the child?  

For example: 

• Strengthening violence against women laws?  

• Providing much more robust support to children/mothers, both financial assistance 

and services (health care, childcare, education, etc.)?  

• Widely available and government supported sex education programs? Making birth 

control more widely available? 

9. If people want to be consistently pro-life, what are the assumptions (conscious and 

unconscious) that allow support of other programs and policies that are not respectful of 

life? For example: 

• With regard to the death penalty, many people think that it’s OK to execute those 

who are guilty, or that life without parole is an acceptable alternative since some 

people are beyond redemption.  

• With regard to military spending, we often hear that war is acceptable as a last 

resort, or that spending $700 billion (or more) annually on defense should not be 

questioned because it keeps us safe, or that the best defense against the use of 

nuclear weapons is to have them ourselves.  

• With regard to poverty, we often hear that most people who are poor are that way 

because they are lazy (instead of asking what laws and historical prejudices have 

forced people into poverty and kept them poor).  

• Environment: Many assume that creation exists for the benefit of humans (rather 

than everything is part of the web of life) and that it’s OK to embrace convenience 

and a throwaway culture. 

• Immigration: Many believe that immigrants have no right to come to our country, so 

we need to have the strongest border protection possible. 

We would like this discussion to continue. What questions are helpful to you? What questions 

or ideas would you add? 

1See “Abortion: The Ultimate Exploitation of Women" by Brian E. Fisher (based on a quote from 

Alice Paul, author of the original Equal Rights Amendment) 

 



2Note: In human pregnancies, a baby-to-be is called an embryo until the 9th week after 

conception. After that time it is called a fetus. A baby refers to a very young human, especially 

from the time of birth to a couple of years until it learns to walk on its own. Of course, when a 

woman visits the doctor for pre-natal checks, they both use the term baby when referring to 

what’s growing inside her, regardless of the stage of pregnancy. 


