Comparing Abortion and Slavery

It'slegd.

It's* Condtitutional.”

It'sbeen upheld by the U.S. Supreme Court.
Peopledtill protest it despiteitsobviouslegdity.

Themediahasinstituted aself-imposed “ black-
out” of theopposition.

TheU.S. Mail hasbanned themailing of certain
oppogitionliterature.

Compared to other controversial “free speech”
issues, Congressand thecourtshavegrestly sifled
thevoicesof opposition.

It'sanissueof “choice.”
It'sa“privacy issue’ that concernsno oneelse.

It’snot human life protected by thelaw (thusit
can beterminated).

Thosewho opposeit are” troublemaking intoler-
ant bigots.”

| havearight to dothis. 1 would be deprived of
my Condtitutiona rightsof “liberty andjustice” if
| amrestricted inthisarea

Soundfamiliar? It should; it'stalking about American
davery. Thesearethethings peoplehave said about
davery beforeit wasfindly abolish. Saveholdersac-
tualy felt that their Condtitutiond rightsto*“liberty and
justice” would be violated if they were told they
couldn’t violatetheliberty andjustice of ablack per-
son.

Now, 150 years|ater, wewonder how these people
couldn’t seethe obvious contradictions of such state-
ments. Yet, weare doing the exact samething with
abortion. We are told that the unborn child isthe
persona property of thewoman and shehastheright
to dowhatever shewantswithit.

Treating human lifeasproperty iswrong inany cen-
tury. America streatment of the unborn childisjust
asdeplorableand despicableasAmerica spast treat-
ment of slaves. Thereisno difference. If youfeel
davery iswrong, you haveto say abortioniswrong.
The parallelsbetween abortion and davery aretoo
great toignore. Either our Constitution supportsboth
or opposesboth. Either we abolish abortion or we
havetolegalizedavery. Americansneed to decide,
onceandfor dl, if humanlife can betreated asprop-

erty.

Go to BibleHelp.or g/prochoice.htm for more information
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