Sed Contra Kmiec
In a recent piece in the National Catholic Reporter, Obama supporter, Douglas Kmiec once again advanced his reasons why a Catholic can vote for Obama with a clean conscience http://ncronline3.org/drupal/?q=node/2389. Why should we care? I work for a national pro-life organization in Washington, D.C. I have spoken with or read letters from numerous voters who tell my organization that they are pro-life, voted for Bush, etc. yet they will be voting for Obama this year because he is pro-life. Kmiec and allies have successfully turned a man who many consider to be the most pro-abortion presidential candidate in history to seem like a man who is pro-life. Our congratulations must go to Mr. Kmiec; he has immersed himself in one of the biggest political lies of our generation. The very politics Mr. Obama has promised to change. 

What is wrong with Mr. Kmiec's position from a pro-life perspective? Mr. Kmiec argues that fighting the legality of abortion in this country is less effective than fighting the cultural and economic conditions that move women to choose abortion, and that Mr. Obama's platform is better suited to address these "deeper causes." This position is not all that different from the Clinton’s “safe, legal, and rare” approach to reducing abortion, which hasn’t really helped the situation all that much. 

Mr. Kmiec’s positions are untenable in this election cycle for several key reasons, most of which show how out of touch Mr. Kmiec is with the current state of abortion politics.  

1. Mr. Kmiec does not take into account the fact that 1-3 Supreme Court Justices may be replaced in the next 4 years, not to mention countless other Federal Court nominations. These appointments will most likely effect the legal status of abortion. Yet why has Mr. Kmiec given up the thought of changing the law precisely at the moment when a pro-Roe Court is most vulnerable? Mr. Obama has pledged to nominate Judges and Justices who will “uphold the right to privacy”, code for Roe v. Wade and its predecessor Griswold v. Connecticut. 

2. Mr. Kmiec casually brushes aside the dangers presented by the Freedom of Choice Act (FOCA), which Mr. Obama has pledged to sign as President. FOCA would single-handedly wipe out every state and federal regulation of abortion. This Act would stand against the views of a majority of American who believe in common sense restrictions on abortion. The FOCA would further enshrine abortion as the law of the land. While pro-lifers might stand a good chance of overturning this legislation in the Courts, providing Mr. Obama’s judicial nominees don’t rule in favor of FOCA, I don’t think I want to risk this piece of legislation coming to be. 

3. Mr. Kmiec ignores common sense restrictions on abortion. Directly related to FOCA are the aforementioned legal restrictions on abortion that have been passed on the Federal and State levels in the past decade. Laws such as parental notification and partial birth abortion bans have helped reduce the number of abortions in this country. Mr. Obama has stood in opposition to these and it is shocking that Mr. Kmiec does not sufficiently recognize the success of these laws or Mr. Obama’s opposition to them. See Dr. Michael New’s recent article for more on the effectiveness of laws that place restrictions on abortion: http://article.nationalreview.com/?q=YjIxNzhmOGEyZjY4OTYyZTAyOWJhZjQyNDg1YzY1NmQ 

4. Mr. Kmiec thinks that giving the states the right to determine the legality of abortion is a bad thing. While this political strategy would not ban abortion in all 50 states it would ban abortion in many of them, and an incomplete victory is better than no victory at all. Additionally leaving this decision to the States allows for a more democratic approach to the law, which is what I thought this country was about. 

5. Mr. Kmiec makes the unfortunate assumption that pro-lifers don’t care for the women who choose life. Mr. Kmiec should take a look at the countless charitable efforts made by women’s care centers, Catholic Charities, and numerous other forms of caring for a woman AND her child. 

6. Mr. Kmiec also assumes that the lack of access to Health Care is the reason why women have abortions. I believe it is valid to question whether this assumption is true. Right now the data isn’t solid enough to support Mr. Kmiec’s position.

7. Mr. Kmiec fails to consider that Mr. Obama’s Health Care plan may force pro-lifers to pay for abortions with their tax dollars. 

8. Mr. Kmiec’s argument hinges on Mr. Obama’s policies having a “pro-life” effect on the number of abortions in this country without Mr. Obama’s intent to do so. The objection here is that Mr. Obama has repeatedly stated his support for abortion rights and so none of his policies actually intend to change abortion politics in this country. This observer strongly believes that intent impacts legislation and policy. 

Mr. Kmiec’s arguments for Mr. Obama’s “pro-life candidacy” have many, many holes in them and we have not even touched the theological problems. It is my hope that Christians who have been fed Mr. Kmiec’s apology for Mr. Obama will reconsider the principles that the pro-life movement continues to stand for. We all want the reduction of abortion in this country; some of us want it even more than Mr. Kmiec seems to.  
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