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Abortion

mately, it is in the halls and

ambers of the legislative as-

f each state where the

for liberalization of the

laws will be won or lost,

e victorious or defeated. The

an organized one. Many

have joined together. Every

le media of communication is

used; the public relations

liques are professional and the
rage and exposure are maxi-

The appeal is both to the
dual and to groups. National
ies and organizations with
ge and influence are being
ted for the endorsement of the
and for assistance.

ort, the adversary is clearly
ed and we must use our maxi-
effort, if we ever hope to be
 t0 counteract the influence of
resent campaign and if we ever
0 be victorious in bringing to
nal attention the true doctrine
e sanctity of life, the right to
of every person and creature,
it a fetus just recently con-
L, and the supreme dominion
Creator over life and death.
orogram must be national and
must be directed to groups
0 individuals; it must be a
qnd concerted effort; it must
an education in moral
cal living.

lor Harrington is Vice-Officialis for
hdiocese of Boston. The first part
fiiscourse appeared in LQ, Novem-

: York Times Magazine, April 25,

Rr. REV. MsGr. PauL V. HARRINGTON,

J.CL.

It might be of interest to refer to
some of the current happenings
which clearly indicate the think-
ing and planning with respect to
the liberalization of abortion laws.
Lawrence Lader!l, in a recent arti-
cle, advocated a definite liberaliza-
tion of the state laws so that more
for permitting an abortion
would be available and the final
decision for the procuring of an
abortion might be left to the indi-
vidual and personal decision of the
interested parties. This being his
ultimate goal and objective, he pre-
sented many emotionally-charged
examples to prove that “women
suffer needless grief and pain” from
poorly managed illegal abortions
and that women have a right to the
best service and safest techniques
that the medical profession can
offer. In the course of his article,
Mr. Lader quoted Dorothy Kenyon,
a lawyer and former judge of the
New York Municipal Court, who
said: “For a State to force a woman
to bear a child against her will is
outrageous.” He also referred to
those interested in changing the
law as inquiring “why the mother
should not have the right to protect
her life and health according to the
best judgment of her doctors” and
as complaining: “the real sin is the
law that demands an unwanted
child.” This last remark prompted
the author to add “though abortion
is surely no substitute for conven-
tional birth control, liberal laws (in
re abortion) might even offer poor
mothers with large families an op-
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portunity (. limit the number of

offspring.” of intra-uter

. that a conce;
that there is . tlese fiE0tations, human he
ethical bank complete moral and made in the
versaries T;uPtcy- among our ad- God, the S
respect for there is absolutely no such, is the
reproduction . ;nlracle of human ticularly i
e Sacredne’ af; no concern for against ass
o e femsss ’?hthe life of a con- ultimately,
to a purel ;'ndi ,gy l.ia\./e recourse r.ight to live
o Yd. vidualistic, .hedonis- light of day

3 pedient type of phllosoPhy, tism, to savt
the f;(:‘::re]irlliceb%ader. islconscious that Secure his et
tem whichahe objection to the sys- A World

from organizeedad‘/(i?a'tes ng come sponsored b
members of othe:eflg}(;ln: though was held ir.  lgrade, Yugoslavia
liberalization of o b Doe from Agguy 1965 through Sep
the most vehemeriltr ab((;rtlon .laws’ tember 10, 3. 800 experts on
battle against refo and consistent ~population | ems from 88 coun-
waged by the Cathm]l. has  been tries attend: e 500  scientific
However, he trusts 0‘; Ch}lrch.” papers werc ented. It is inter-
cally hopes that this oppoeie o esting to no hat Dr. Vassily B
cease and he tries ZRRogien. il 9“’6“1(0 of Soviet Union said,
about by saying “t}tlo l;rmg this Far better spending millions
against abortion) is S (e, oM coptiacep devices and abor

ecclesiastical histor ba heritage of tion clinics |  covernments is my

gious dogma re'ec}t/’d ased on relj- government’s commendation that
our population ”J ed by most of money now nt on both arma-

’ ments and bi. . control be diverted
to further cc. amic development.”

In evaluatine his World Confer-

ence, Rev. Fri . is C. Madigan, SJ-

Research Institute

Director of 1
for Mindanac Culture at Xavier

University irn the Philippines and
a participant at the Conference
made two notcvorthy observations:*
“Apart from the Catholics, there
was general agrcement that 1he
means of solving them (ie. popv

iife and the faqt
S Not mere matter
fetus, rather, is
human person,
ge and likeness of
e Being, and, a
ct of rights — par-
zht of protection
and murder and
be God’s Will, the
be born, to see the
by Christian bap-
immortal soul and
..l salvation.

ilation Conference,
e United Nations,

prcl)ieb(tegor&es our responsibility to
pr r. Lader, his audience
p(l)spus]);mpat}}]uzers and the generai
ace that our oppositio
abortion is not merelpp 6 of
the past, a vestige of byy-;or:fzhgr v
a mere!y traditional doctrine Wh'ai‘l‘
is subject to change. W:e -
vocal-ly, effectively and dynamiglllllst
;onz;r;zg t}:;m thfat ((i)ur oppositioz
. on fundame
basic principles which r:ﬂt:}:t atrflld ion problentt), i coleiy
complete dominion of God over l'fe or sterlizatlon o both, Thee 58
and death, the inviolability of Iilfz fess agreement on resor.t o 2R

and the ri_ght to life, the sacredness
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I

that the leading propor:nts of pop-

ulation limitation, as a solution for

achieving living standards, worthy

of man’s dignity, were Americans.

He adds that: “speaker after speaker
had stressed the population projec-

tions and control proposals distrib-
uted regularly to news media by
the Population Reference Bureau,
Inc. of Washington, D.C. The
bureau’s approach has been to stress
curbing of the birth rate because
world population is doubling at the
present rate every 36 years, and
that such rapid growth nullifies de-
velopment etforts.” Mr. Barmann
continued by saying that: “most
Catholic leaders at the conference
growth and the

| population growth — but
hose present would accept
. Many of them say that
ve birth control program
probably involve a certain
‘of abortion, at least in its

3

ace of government in pro-
o curtail population growth,

'Madigan stated:
aid that once a government
 jtself to reducing population
will not be willing to restrain
m forcing people to have fewer
In two Asian countries that I
the population experts who have
government programs say that only
. will be effective. Most of the
is psychological rather than  4cknowledged this
sneers, ridicule, and propaganda .. ity for lowering the birth rate
s directed against those who | y f th orld. But
more than two or three children. in certain areas ol the WOrd. d
. of lesing one’s job have been they ObjeCIEd to prOPOSals for brf)a
programs of artificial contraception,

d this has resulted not only in
sing contraceptives, but in resort-  phortion and sterilization.”

abortion when the contraceptives
ork. Where there are publicly
ed housing projects, the size of
itments is kept small, so that
With “too large” families can’t live
and rental costs increase enor-
a family has to leave one of
ments and look for room in
housing. In short, govern-
vill and do twist people’s arms to
population policy work. That is
efer not to have governments
S carry on the programs.

¢ M. Barmann, writing
elgrade, Yugoslavia, in an

&

This same news report points out
that, at the World Conference, the
International Planned Parenthood
Federation sponsored a “medical
seminar” which featured a color
movie on the “suction method” of
abortion. Colin Clark, the London
population expert and a membe.r of
the Papal Commission on marriage
and population, stated to a reporter:
“The abortion film should not be
ignored. 1 hope you will get the
about it in the American

.C. news release concerning news '

rld Population Conference® papers, SO that people will knO\.}v
‘out that the Conference just what Planned Parenthood is
vas dominated by participants  up to.”

observers from the United It is, indeed, regrettable that, in
that these made up one- gsych an important International

the total membership and  Conference on such a vital subject,
so many American observers and

participants offered only a negative,
83
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destructive and regressive program
to emerging, developing, infant na-
tions who, no doubt, were looking
and hoping for programs that were
positive, constructive, imaginative
and dynamic.

On November 3-4, 1965, a White
House Conference on Health was
held in Washington, D.C., and was
attended by some 600 leaders in
health fields from throughout the
United States. George Shuster, as-
sistant to the president of the
University of Notre Dame, and
organizer of many Conferences on
family and population at the Uni-
versity, was one of the four panel-
ists chosen to discuss problems of
family planning,

Russell B. Shaw, in writing about
the Conference,* said: “Shuster was
not just the only Catholic on the
family planning panel; he was the
only representative of a Catholic
Institution on the entire conference
program. There was no one on the
program from a Catholic hospital,
Catholic medical school, or other
Catholic agency. . . . During the
discussion from the floor at the
family planning session, only one
identifiable Catholic spoke. She was
Sister Anthony Marie, Administra-
tor of St. Vincent’s Hospital and
Medical Center in New York
who referred to herself as ‘a voicez
crying in the wilderness’ »

This situation is hard to under-
stand and comprehend and, in addi-
tion, is a shocking insult. The
actions of the committee planning

4 N.CW.C. report, Boston Pil -
vember 13, 1965 S 0 U

5. N.C'W.C. report, Bosto Pilot -
vember 13, 1965 e
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very pertinen
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a very timely
did they mre
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sided preser
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they could

ganda and

spotlight? 1
hundreds of
many thousa
cians in the
absolutely no
to present to
on general h

The imag
Catholic hosp
medicine is vc
The Bureau
pitals and thc
of Catholic P!
advertise therr
tarian or divisi
Catholic, but
and doctrine
Catholic hospi
medicine hav

ad us to ask some
cstions: Did they
Nonest and objec-
investigation into
thomny subject or
wish to have 2
closed-mind, one-
a2 and discussion
already made be-
g of the Confer-
merely to use the
sounding board,
orm from which
rtise their propa-
ive the national
hey believe that
solic hospitals and
f Catholic physi-
Tnited States had
o of positive value
ational Conference
problems?

ud  reputation of
.5 and Catholics in
definitely at issue.
Health and Hos-
ational Federation
cians’ Guilds must
Ives, not in a sec
fashion as merely

(he interest of tuth

king it clear that
and Catholics in
excellence, have

something of important value 10
offer and are a segment of the med-
ical society to be respected and coft
sulted and that their underlyin§
moral philosophy is not som‘ethlﬂg
to be rejected or discarded l1ghtl)’-

In referring to this aspect of the
Conference, Monsignor ]O_hn .
Knott, Director of the Family Li

Bureau of the National A
Welfare Conference, said®:

CathOliC
uThe
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ing, competence and «chievement,
was worthy to help plan this con-
ference and of the thousands of
Catholic physicians, not one was
invited to speak. It is obvious that
the committee did not work very
hard “to bring in all points of
view,” considering the almost total
neglect of the Catholic position on
health problems in general and on
contraception and abortion in par.—
ticular. It isn’t as if our position is
a mystery or a secret. We do not
wish the Catholic position to be
vpresented and represented merlely
because it is religious and sectarian
but rather because it reflects objec-
tive truth, responsible thinking and
orthodox philosophy. The fact that
a large segment of the citizens of
these United States firmly believe
in and profess this Catholic position
should have been reason enough
for this doctrine to have been pre-
sented, if truth were really being
sought and an objective study were
intended.

Russell B. Shaw described it as”
“a national platform for outspoken
advocates of government birth con-
trol.” Dr. Leslie Corsa, Jr., director
of the University of Michigan’s
Center for Population Planning,
blamed “unavailability and ineffi-
ciency of contraception” in part for
the high incidence of illegal abor-
tion in the United States and he
said this shows the need not only
for improved contraceptive tech-
niques but also for legislation to
make abortion “rational and safe.”

Dr. Alan F. Guttmacher, presi-
dent of the Planned Parenthood
Federation of America, in the dis-
cussion from the floor, estimated
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t the session of a spokes-
or the teaching of the Cath-
urch involved censorship of
" dangerous kind.” He con-
- by saying that he wished to
n the strongest terms pos-
e almost complete lack of
atholic representation” at
ference in general. He fur-
ed: “In the panel discus-
1 family planning there was
e representing the official
g authority of the Catholic
This session was domi-
and controlled by the advo-
f contraception and abortion
y the promoters of government
erence  into  marital privacy.
ogramming was an insult to
ds of Catholic agencies and
s of American citizens. It
articularly demeaning that the
House, the symbol of every-
good in our nation’s history,
d be used as a propaganda
m for an anti-life philoso-
hich is contradictory to our
st traditions.”6
ge W. Beadle, the Confer-
nairman, replied that “the
House Conference on Health
anned by a distinguished

and public affairs. . . .
‘who planned all the panels,
ng the panel on family plan-
1ade an earnest attempt to
n all points of view.” It is
at Mr. Beadle did not con-
there was even one Cath-

ho, by reason of his train-

n Globe, November 13, 1965



that there wcic one million illegal

abortions in the United States each

year and he recommended that the

United States examine the mass

abortion programs of Japan and the
Iron Curtain countries as models
for making abortion easier here.

During this Conference, no one

opposed government intervention in
birth-control and almost everyone
urged the government to get in-
volved in birth-control in a big
way. Reference was made to the
legislation which was introduced in
the first session of the current Con-
gress, which would provide for an
increased government role in birth-
control on both the domestic and
international fronts and also to the
hearings which were conducted by
the Senate subcommittee, with Sen-
ator Ernest Gruening of Alaska as
chairman.

Russell Shaw  summarizes the
Conference in this manner:s “The
floor discussion was dominated by
representatives of national and local
Planned Parenthood groups who
apparently took for granted that
government should be pushing
birth-control with every means at
its disposal. The tone of the ses-
sion was pretty well summed up b
one doctor who said the shibboleths
in this area have vanished and the
time is now at hand for large-
scale government ‘implementation’
of birth control programs. The im-
pression was strong that at least in
the minds of many of those who
spoke, the battle for government
birth-control is already ‘all but
won.”” It is clear that Planned

8. loc. cit.

9. Boston Globe, November 29, 1965
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Parenthood w
this Conferer
full advantag
publicity wh
were very
propaganda
At a mec
Medical Assc
in Novembe
on Human

ell represented at
nd its agents took
the forum and the
vas provided and
in selling their

of the American
n in Philadelphia
3," the Committee
oduction asked the

House of D. tes to take the fol-

lowing posit on abortion:
l. A lice: physician can ter-
minate vegnancy if he can
reason s establish that:
a) ther s substantial risk
tha mtinuation of the
pre cy would gravely
imp, the physical or
me health of the
mot or

b) ther s substantial risk
tha child would be
bori  ith grave physicl
or al defects, or

c) the gnancy resl{hed
from.  iegally established
stat. v or forcible rape
or indwit.

2. Abortior  -hall be performed
only in ensed hospitals.

3. An abor ,n shall not be per
formed nless two licen
physici: neither of whonj
may be | rforming the abor
tion, shail have certified in
writing the circumstances

which justify the abortion. )
The same Committee o Hl;:na:)
i u
Reproduction urged the }f{T]owing
Delegates to adopt tne o
statement on sterilization: 2
The American Medical AszlociS_
tion endorses the cnactment.olaigful
lation which would make it

Y
l.inacrRe QUARTERL

will be on the agenda for acfﬁl;llx;
i ith at least meeting and sentlmentv:;ayWhat 3
o “}/1 icians, to by that time. Howelrl ,a e
k- Ot'her . YSd re u’ on disturbing is the fact that medica!
e nI:)n- society would even proposeb sl
o therapeunc'd(')r the ous discussion that mur(.ier E rt%on
e e et: ized through laws a}llowmg a omittee,
considerations are met: e par.thUIar Cl:l):]Board
R 'the .p}r1(.>- would advocate it and tmend N
et request ~1t \:Icl)tt;lr; of Trustees would recom
easonable time prior

i dicine
: As stated prevxously, me

‘ form:cmce O.f o }}:;.)Csed:::é and physicians ShOUIdnd?Sg”:fbliii

married, .hls or g P the with a deep understal g of the
e sanctity of life, an apI.)reclat'on -
e ime the the origin of life, c:0n51(c:{1erairlﬁon o

> c t.he m: the the sole and compl.ete Ofmthe = o
ritten request 1S rlr(la e, e ot aver life, the right ﬁ. e -
?idan nl:;:tmr:c?iczl ixpla- vidual to be bforlrilfeana(i]d lsa dge(iica_
) ona :
tiol:atso the patient and the C(-)ntmll)xan:gse(;mh - pract.ice, o
R e ttlk?:’ ro}llongation of life. This ml:t
onsequences of the procednre. th t[;;e i ml:iii:: ;ng
Trustees of the American image which mode.rn memust C
al Association suggested that ‘he T@dern pnysmlan nust_gie
e rlations ghiaihe, Corms Anything less is unworl't1 y > o]

Jc Reproduction be great profession. Ifdt ee ii o

- [ouse of Dt.elegates public is to haVe'COr;lﬁ ezfrem i
P prior to urging the ical science and in t ege e
0 bring their varying lans yoner, there mus
e subjects into con .

Delegates that life is respectedv irls were
a:h‘e‘ P;(;g;iia(t)ef legis?gtion Recently, two teen-age gir
that “ap

t into the emergency room

tec.l, Where neceslslary,i:: ;};ﬁf Bgo:g}}:ospital. As' pedestnz;n(s),n;?:z’,
e informaiics ) ineir pa- had just been hit by 2 sportsear
: mfon'naélon E, e similar driven by a teen-age 1hey.time of
_.they B s urgd sterili- were unconscious altf el el
R bor tion z;ln rob- admission. A team 0 Oill tlfrough
i ated that(; le)se apction ists worked fevenshly aleen i
. resfoweh styate the night rernovlngda Si?lal hemor-
1sl§tnre E ifcconsoling to trolling massive ab (;r?heotomiesa
:at; }ﬁngana; complete en- rhage, doing etr‘: through tubes,
o? liberalization of laws providing for 0)fygwave studies etc.
i d ilization was performl_ng P ined severe
10?3 anh slfc:usz of Dele- Both girls had dsukslt:d very little
Vore };h;nelikely these topics  brain damage an
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time left to live. Yet, the team of
physicians respected the life that
was in them and their right to live.
No doubt, these doctors recognized
that the girls were just in the bud-
ding of life and, normally speaking,
should have many years ahead of
them and that they should be given

which could
hundreds and
hospitals  anc
country and
daily practic
sicians. Exan
glory to the
inspire confi

multiplied many
1sands of times in
inics  across the
be found in the
onscientious phy-
such as these give
cal profession and
> and respect in

every chance to fulfill their hopes eople. H his i
'.':md dreams. The work of the med- Easill)y be t(: cdtaﬁd 1?:;%‘3000;{1
ical team was professionally compe- pletely by wworable  publicity

tent and in every way measured
up to the best traditions of what
dedicated physicians should provide.

Another example concerns a
young Jewish intern at St. Eliza- The exam
beth’s Hospital in Brighton, Massa- the positive,
chusetts. He was in a deep coma and life-pr ting work  which
and c!ose to death from fulminating should enga ie attention of the
hepatitis with very extensive and medical profe 1. Endorsement of
severe liver damage. His chances of laws, permit.  abortion and ster
survival were very slight and almost ilization, reflc negative, destruc
negligible if merely traditional ther- tive and d« inflicting_sia
apy were administered. If he were Which is con and contradictory
to l_ive and realize his dreams of to the goals purpose of medic
mm1§tf-*:ring to others as a licensed practice and wch. A doctor who
phys.1c1an, a new technique, never aborts or ster’ . cs is a “living” con-
previously —attempted on adults, tradiction, s ~nomaly, a misfi, a
would have to be tried. The tire- disgrace to I profession and hi
less physicians, who were caring oath, a scan’ | to his patients, 2
for him, decided to try a complete source of dis irbance and iritt
and total blood exchange. Once the ~tion to his « ilcagues, a destrojer
fiecision was made, the entire med- of confidencc and an iconoclast,
lca! family rallied to help —doctors, in that he ruins the image o
residents, interns, nurses, both grad- reputation of his profession.
uate and student, and hospital vol-
unteers. The first total exchange
had temporary beneficial results; a
second one has achieved permanent
success. The patient has recovered
consciousness, the liver has begun
the process of regeneration and the
prognosis for full recovery and life
is excellent.

These are

concerning r
ical societies
zation of ab
laws.

1al and local med-
orsing the liberali-

n and sterilization

given above show
tructive, life-giving

A fetus just conceived and just
beginning its growth, deveIOPH}C“‘
and maturation has the same right
to life and to live as the teen-age
girls and the intern, It is ho
that all physicians, without excep”
tion, would dedicate themselves in
such heroic manner to keep a‘fetus
alive as the physicians, mention
above, who, in the regular practic®

88 LinacrRe QUARTERLY

but two examples

During the Conferen e, several
officials of the U.S. Agency for In-
ternational Development rapped the
Church for its stand and Father
Gibbons had to remind them that
the Pope and the Church are fully
able to decide matters of Catholic
doctrine without advice from A.LD.

Senator Joseph Clark of Pennsyl-
e to present the position (ania, an outspoken advocate of
eld by Catholics and by government birth-control, referred
er God-fearing peoples. reports that Pope Paul VI had
jam Gibbons, S.J., a de- 4gked for a stiffening of the section
from Fordham Univer- population questions in the ecu-
ged that the traditional enjcal Council's schema on the
viewpoint was not ade-  Church in the modern world and
onsulted in preparing a8 gaid this would inhibit congres-
at formed the basis for the  gjona] action in this area by reason
discussion. Because of this o jis impact on Catholic legislators.
Catholics who partici-
 the recent conference have
supplementary statement for
utes of the panel discussion
ation. One of these, Don-
Barrett!! of Notre Dame
, said: “As a U.S. citizen
Catholic, I object stren-
o the informal implications
ulation policy without con-
d effective work with domi-
Lal values and forces, e.g.,
speaks of planning pro-

nd institutions in Peru an

ofession, wrote such a
age in the annals of

ber 29, 1965, a White
erence on International
was held in Wash-
C.10 The same thing
as had occurred in the
_e on Health—no attempt

Dr. Edgar Berman, an official 9f
ALD., remarked that the Catholic
Church is the only real remaining
obstacle to population programs in
Latin America and spoke sharply
of the “conservatism” of the U.S.
Bishops and their spokesmen on the
population issue.

This Conference offers an excel-
lent example of a group not inter-
ested in truth and morality, that
discriminates and dismisses those
who oppose or differ with ‘thelr
@—but they are US. in tenets, who become very irritated
support and finance. I ith a Church and a religion,
support responsible family hich is conscientiously trying to
g but like many others in |jve God’s Will and to bring the
and in Latin America I yorld to the knowledge and love of
 what appears a circuitous, the Divine Will and thus refuses to
scheming approach to pe coerced into agreeing with their
birth-control.” convenient and expedient views,
which attempt to solve the problem
of life and living by destro;;ling ar}l;l

ihilating. In this way, the prob-
1, fsggn’ R Pl P ?:nr;lhilslaggfer solved; tﬁe pr(?blem

. 1966 89
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is just destroyed. Such negativism!
Such cowardice!

General William H. Draper, Jr.
was recently appointed chairman of
the Population Crisis Committee
and, on assuming  his position,
warned that if the world’s birth
rate continues to increase faster
than food production “hundreds of
millions will actually starve in the
next decade,” and maintained that
“only birth control on a massive
scale, coupled with rapidly in-
creased food production in the de-
veloping countries, can prevent the
greatest world-wide catastrophe of
modern times.”12 Ag 4 solution,
Draper suggested, as part of a three
point program, “massive application
of birth control methods” and added
that “it would help if the American
Medical Association and the Vati-
can took a more liberal stand on
birth control.” He further proposed
a world-wide educational drive on
birth control and the establishment
of national - planning associations,
which would operate locally with
financial aid and counsel by the
U.S. He stated that many Cath-
olic prelates in Latin America have
assumed a liberal attitude towards
the birth control issue because “they

realize contraception is far less an
evil than abortion.” General Dra-
per concluded his remarks by saying
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liberalization of abortion laws is
complex and organized: it is inter-
national, national and local; it has
access to all forms of publicity
and exposure — international and
national conferences, nation-wide
television programs, extensive news-
paper coverage, regular articles in
the popular magazines; it has the
involvement of professional societies,
government-sponsored conferences
and agency officials; it carefully
omits from consideration and proper
exposure the position of the Cath-
olic Church; it openly uses, in its
propaganda, untruths, half-truths
and distortions.

This is our adversary in all of its
complexities. It is this campaign
we must counteract. We must be
organized; we must have a planned
campaign; we must have exposure
and publicity; we must have an
opportunity to present our doctrine;
we must be dedicated.

In conclusion, it would be profit-
able to include here a letter, which
was submitted to the Boston Pilot
and appeared in the issue of Octo-
ber 16, 1965 because it was written
by a layman who is much interested
and much disturbed by the present
campaign to liberalize abortion laws
and the matter is set forth very
eloquently and masterfully:

The American public is being barraged
with propaganda from the mass media
exhorting us to support more and more
legalized abortions. Almost all the wom-
en’s magazines, news publications, and
some television shows have “examined”
the abortion . problem. Their conclusions,
stated or implied, are unanimous, that our
current abortion laws need to be liberalized.
These - presentations usually contain a
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