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2/Debate on Abortion

Msgr. Hoye commended Senators Hatch and Eagleton for their
sponsorship of the amendment the ¢ jate will consider and
expressed appreciation to the Majority Leader, Senator Baker,
for honoring his commitment to bring the matter to the Senate
floor in this Congress.

Sen. Baker said last week that he will schedule a Senate
debate on abortion during the month of June.

This is the text of the statement by Msgr. Hoye:

"It is good news that debate will take place this month
in the Senate on a constitutional amendment dealing with
abortion.

"Enactment of a constitutional amendment to sec' e
protection for the unborn child to the maximum degree
possible is a long term process. The fact the process
has reached this stage is cause for considerable satis-
faction. I welcome a full debate on this vital issue
and look forward to hearing people express their views.

"In the ten years since the Supr 1 Court decisions
legalizing abortion, it has sometimes been claimed that
the abortion issue was settled as a matter of law and
public policy. With the United States Senate now pre-
paring to debate a constitutional amendment for the first
time, that claim is patently false. The abortion issue
will in fact not be settled * "il constitutional protection
is restored to the unborn child.

"It is clear that the achievement of this goal--
constitutional protection for the unborn--will take time
and continued effort. That effort ' 11 continue as long
as is necessary. But important progress has already been
made, especially in the last two Congresses, and the
1mpend1ng Senate debate will give pro-life Americans a

re for determining the further efforts
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3/Debate on Abortion

"1 commend Senators Hatch Eagleton for their sponsorship
of the amendment w ich the Senate will soon consider, and I
ey ress appreciation to Senatc— ~ker, the Majority Leader, for
h¢ oring his commitme : to br: he matter to the Senate floor
in this Congress. This develc it dramatizes what has a. « «
been accomplished by the pro-life . vement and offers great
encouragement for the future."
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THE HUMAN LIFE REVIEW
about abortion, we are talking about two lives—the kte of the
mother and the life of the unborn child. Why else do we call a
pregnant woman a mother? | have also said that anyone who
doesn’t feel sure whether we are talking about a second human life
should clearly give life the benefit of the doubt. If you don’t know
whether a body is alive or dead, you would never bury it. I think
this consideration itself should be enough for all of us to insist on
protecting the unborn.

The case against abortion does not rest here, however, {for medi-
cal practice confirms at every step the correctness of these moral
sensibilities. Modern medicine treats the unborn child as @ patient.
Medical pioneers have made great breakthroughs in treating the
unborn—for genetic problems, vitamin deficiencies, irregular heart
rhythms, and other medical conditions. Who can forget George
Will’s moving account of the little boy who underwent brain
surgery six times during the nine weeks before he was born? Who
is the patient if not that tiny unborn human being who can feel
pain when he or she is approached by doctors who come to kill
rather than to cure?

The real question today is not when human life begins, but,
What is the value of human life? The abortionist who rcassembles
the arms and legs of a tiny baby to make sure all its parts have
been torn from its mother’s body can hardly doubt whether itisa
human being. The real question for him and for all of us is whether
that tiny human life has a God-given right to be protected by the
law—the same right we have.

What more dramatic confirmation could we have of the real
issue than the Baby Doe case in Bloomington, Indiana? The death
of that tiny infant tore at the hearts of all Americans hecause the
child was undeniably a live human being—one lying helpless
L~fnca tha auece of the dactars and the eves of the natinon. The real
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handicapped, but who needed a routine surgical pr’)CCdurC to
unblock his esophagus and allow him to eat. A doctor testified to
the presiding judge that, even with his physical problers. corrected,
Baby Doe would have a “non-existent” possiblity for “# minimally
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RONALD REAGAN

adequate quality of life”—in other words, that retardation was the
equivalent of a crime deserving the death penalty. The judge let
Baby Doe starve and die, and the Indiana Supreme Court sanc-

tioned his decision.
Federal law does not allow federally-assisted hospitals to decide

that Down’s Syndrome infants are not worth treating, much less to
decide to starve them to death. Accordingly, I have directed the
Departments of Justice and HHS to apply civil rights regulations
to protect handicapped newborns. All hospitals receiving federal
funds must post notices which will clearly state that failure to feed
handicapped babies is prohibited by federal law. The basic issue is
whether to value and protect the lives of the handicapped, whether
to recognize the sanctity of human life. This is the same basic issue
that underlies the question of abortion.

The 1981 Senate hearings on the beginning of human life
brought out the basic issue more clearly than ever before. The
many medical and scientific witnesses who testified disagreed on
many things, but not on the scientific evidence that the unborn
child is alive, is a distinct individual, or is a member of the human
species. They did disagree over the value question, whether to give
value to a human life at its early and most vulnerable stages of
existence.

Regrettably, we live at a time when some persons do rnot value
all human life. They want to pick and choose which individuals
have value. Some have said that only those individuals with “con-
sciousness of self” are human beings. One such writer has followed
this deadly logic and concluded that “shocking as it may seem, a
newly born infant is not a human being.”

A Nobel Prize winning scientist has suggested that if a handi-
capped child “were not declared fully human until three days after
birth, then all parents could be allowed the choice.” In other
words, “quality control” to see if newly born human beings are up
to snuff,

Obviously, some influential people want to deny that every
human life has intrinsic, sacred worth. They insist that a member

of the human race mv  °~ o ‘ities before they accord
h « ] atus

Events have borne out the editorial in a California medical jour-
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THE HUMAN LIFE REVIEW

nal which explained three years before Roe v. Wade that the social
acceptance of abortion is a “defiance of the long-held Western
ethic of intrinsic and equal value for every human life regardless of
its stage, condition, or status.”

Every legislator, every doctor, and every citizen needs to recog-
-nize that the real issue is whether to affirm and protect the sanctity
of all human life, or to embrace a social ethic where some human
lives are valued and others are not. As a nation, we must choose
between the sanctity of life ethic and the “quality of life” ethic.

I have no trouble identifying the answer our nation has always
given to this basic question, and the answer that I hope and pray it
will give in the future. America was founded by men and women
who shared a vision of the value of each and every individual.
They stated this vision clearly from the very start in the Declara-
tion of Independence, using words that every schoolboy and
schoolgirl can recite:

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that
they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights, that
among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.

We fought a terrible war to guarantee that one category of
mankind—black people in America—could not be denied the inal-
ienable rights with which their Creator endowed them. The great
champion of the sanctity of all human life in that day, Abraham
Lincoln, gave us his assessment of the Declaration’s purpose.
Speaking of the framers of that noble document, he said:

This was their majestic interpretation of the economy of the Universe. This
was their lofty, and wise, and noble understanding of the justice of the
Creator to His creatures. Yes, gentlemen, to all His creatures, to the whole
great family of man. In their enlightened belief, nothing stamped with the
divine image and likeness was sent into the world to be trodden on . . .
They grasped not only the whole race of man then living, but they reached
forward and seized upon the farthest posterity. They erected a beacon to
t - rer co |
wno snouws mnauvne we €arth in other ages.
He warned also of the danger we would face if we closed our eyes
to the value of life in any category of human beings:
I should like to know if taking this old Declaration of Independence,
which declares that all men are equal upon principle and making excep-

tions to it where will it stop. If one man says it does not mean a Negro,
why not another / it does not mean some other man?
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THE HUMAN LIFE REVIEW
we have seen, flows inevitably from permissive abortion as another
step in the denial of the inviolability of innocent human life.

1 have endorsed each of these measures, as well as the more
difficult route of constitutional amendment, and I will give these
initiatives my full support. Each of them, in different ways,
attempts to reverse the tragic policy of abortion-on-demand
imposed by the Supreme Court ten years ago. Each of them is a
decisive way to affirm the sanctity of human life.

We must all educate ourselves to the reality of the horrors taking
place. Doctors today know that unborn children can feel a touch
within the womb and that they respond to pain. But how many
Americans are aware that abortion techniques are allowed today,
in all 50 states, that burn the skin of a baby with a salt solution, in
an agonizing death that can last for hours?

Another example: two years ago, the Philadelphia Inquirer ran
a Sunday special supplement on “The Dreaded Complication.”
The “dreaded complication” referred to in the article—the compli-
cation feared by doctors who perform abortions—is the survival of
the child despite all the painful attacks during the abortion proce-
dure. Some unborn children do survive the late-term abortions the
Supreme Court has made legal. Is there any question that these
victims of abortion deserve our attention and protection? Is there
any question that those who don’t survive were living human
beings before they were killed?

Late-term abortions, especially when the baby survives, but is
then killed by starvation, neglect, or suffocation, show once again
the link between abortion and infanticide. The time to stop both is
now. As my Administration acts to stop infanticide, we will be
fully aware of the real issue that underlies the death of babies
before and soon after birth.

O ciety fortt ' *---—= sensitive to the rights and
special needs ¢. ...e hai I
or mental handicaps of newborns are still used to justity therr
extinction. This Administration has a Surgeon General, Dr. C.
Everett Koop, who has done perhaps more than any other Ameri-
can for handicapped children, by pioneering surgical techniques to
help them, by speaking out on the value of their lives, and by
working with them in the context of loving families. You will not
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THE HUMAN LIFE REVIEW

unwed mothers to preserve the human life within them when they
might otherwise be tempted to resort to abortion. I think also of
House of His Creation in Coatesville, Pennsylvania, where a loving
couple has taken in almost 200 young women in the past ten years.
They have seen, as a fact of life, that the girls are not better off
having abortions than saving their babies. I am also reminded of
the remarkable Rossow family of Ellington, Connecticut, who
have opened their hearts and their home to nine handicapped
adopted and foster children.

The Adolescent Family Life Program, adopted by Congress at
the request of Senator Jeremiah Denton, has opened new oppor-
tunities for unwed mothers to give their children life. We should
not rest until our entire society echoes the tone of John Powell in
the dedication of his book, Abortion: The Silent Holocaust, a ded-
ication to every woman carrying an unwanted child: “Please
believe that you are not alone. There are many of us that truly love
you, who want to stand at your side, and help in any way we can.”
And we can echo the always-practical woman of faith, Mother
Teresa, when she says, “If you don’t want the little child, that
unborn child, give him to me.” We have so many families in Amer-
ica seeking to adopt children that the slogan “every child a wanted
child” is now the emptiest of all reasons to tolerate abortion.

I have often said we need to join in prayer to bring protection to
the unborn. Prayer and action are needed to uphold the sanctity of
human life. I believe it will not be possible to accomplish our
work, the work of saving lives, “without being a soul of prayer.”
The famous British Member of Parliament, William Wilberforce,
prayed with his small group of influential friends, the “Clapham
Sect,” for decades to see an end to slavery in the British empire.
Wilherfarce led that struggle in Parliament, unflaggingly, because

1 t '
his impossible dream when Parliament oulawed slavery just before
his death.

Let his faith and perseverance be our guide. We will never recog-
nize the true value of our own lives until we affirm the value in the
life of others, a value of which Malcolm Muggeridge says: “
however low it flickers or fiercely burns, it is still a Divine flame
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