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In 1973 the US Supreme Court ruled that the right to privacy under the due process 

clause of the Fourteenth Amendment extends to a woman's decision to have an abortion. This 

decision is known as Roe v. Wade. Since 1973, the Supreme Court has weighed on the issue of 

abortion an additional two dozen times. Although Roe legalized abortion, the state still maintains 

that the right to an abortion must be kept in check with federal regulations. The state's two main 

and sometimes competing interests in regulating abortion are protecting respect for prenatal life, 

and protecting the mother’s health. Regarding these state interests, the Supreme Court decided 

that a woman has a right to obtain an abortion up until the point of fetal ‘viability’, defining 

‘viable’ as when the fetus is potentially able to live outside of the mother's womb. This is usually 

around seven months but can be even sooner. In essentially erasing many state and federal 

restrictions on abortion, the Roe v. Wade court decision sparked an ongoing and heated debate 

about issues including: whether and to what extent abortion should be legal, who should decide 

its legality, and whether religion and morality judgments should play into this political debate. 

There are two opposing sides in this debate, often reflected in how courts and elected officials 

deliberate about whether to restrict access to abortion or expand it. The American public seems 

to be largely divided into these two so called “pro-life” and “pro-choice” camps.  

The Supreme Court is not an official policy-making body, yet it is the final arbiter of the 

most important court cases in the country. It has the power to set groundbreaking legal 

precedent, and has done so on several abortion-related cases. Court justices are not elected 

officials, yet are an integral part of the government that is supposed to represent the American 

public and protect its interests. For these reasons, whether public attitudes toward abortion 

significantly impact the Supreme Court decisions made about abortion will be the focus of this 

study. In this report, the relationship between public opinion and abortion policy is simplified 
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and examined. American attitudes about abortion are derived from published survey data, which 

are then coded as either pro or anti-abortion. These attitudes are compared with Supreme Court 

rulings on abortion cases, which have also been categorized as either supportive or restrictive of 

abortion. This comparison will reveal whether Court rulings coincide with public opinion.  

Beyond that simplified comparison, this essay will discuss general public opinion trends 

from 1972 to 2009. The following pages explore literature on the relationship between Supreme 

Court decisions, public opinion, and other possible factors influencing Court decisions; the 

history of reproductive health policy in America; national public opinion trends since the Roe v. 

Wade verdict of 1973; and how the Supreme Court has ruled on abortion over the last four 

decades.  

Historical context: Before Roe 

In the nineteenth century, abortion was widely condoned in America, as long as it was 

conducted prior to quickening. Quickening was defined as the moment when the fetus is first felt 

to move on its own.1 However, beginning in the early 1800s, the “quickening doctrine” was 

increasingly discarded due to the growing sentiment among doctors that there was no empirical 

medical evidence from which to assume that quickening marked the beginning of a fetus’s life.2

                                                           
1 Langum, David J. 2000. “A Personal Voyage of Exploration through the Literature of Abortion History”. Law & 
Social Inquiry. Vol. 25. No. 2. P. 696. Social Inquiry. Vol. 25. No. 2. P. 695. 

 

Legislation regarding abortion was mainly concerned with the safety of the mother, although, at 

the same time, the medical community was expressly opposed to abortion. Despite the medical 

community’s opposition, abortion entered the American mainstream. Between 1840 and 1860 

the incidence of abortion greatly increased and, in some scholars’ estimates, by 1860 about 20% 

2 Ibid.  
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of American pregnancies were being terminated through abortion. In the late 1800s abortion was 

made illegal at all stages of pregnancy with various exceptions for maternal health concerns.3

During this time, advertising for abortion was also made illegal. In addition, court rulings 

for instances where the mother’s health was at risk became increasingly tougher and less 

supportive of abortion access. In 1947 the American Medical Association (AMA) was founded 

and began lobbying to strengthen state statutes on abortion. The strength of the AMA grew, and 

all doctors who subscribed to any schools of thought not condoned by the AMA were effectively 

driven out of business, which included those who still openly practiced abortion. Ironically, in 

the period when medical technology was improving, finally enabling doctors to provide safer 

abortions, the practice was pushed underground where only the unlicensed doctors were willing 

to perform the surgery, actually making it less safe to receive an abortion than it had previously 

been.  

  

There are some historians who insist that the actual instance of abortion in the early to 

mid-1800s was very low due to a general understanding that it was not at all a safe medical 

procedure. In fact, it barely qualified as a medical procedure because physicians knew so little 

about pregnancy.4

                                                           
3 Langum, David J. 2000. “A Personal Voyage of Exploration through the Literature of Abortion History”. Law & 
Social Inquiry. Vol. 25. No. 2. P. 696. Social Inquiry. Vol. 25. No. 2. P. 695. 

 Under this more conservative theory, women with unwanted pregnancies were 

more likely to resort to infanticide once the baby was born than to seek abortion procedures. 

There is some contention about what the public opinion of abortion was during this time. Some 

say that the public view of abortion was that it was associated only with poor, unwed mothers- 

those on the margins of society. Others contend that although abortion was driven out of 

4 Langum, David J. 2000. “A Personal Voyage of Exploration through the Literature of Abortion History”. Law & 
Social Inquiry. Vol. 25. No. 2. P. 697. 
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mainstream medical practice, it was still widely accepted by the public. These scholars argue that 

it was practiced in women’s homes, in the offices of midwives and physicians, and was mostly 

sought, not by unwed mothers, but by married upper-class women.5

The last quarter of the 1800s saw various social reforms that tended toward the sexually 

conservative. The most notable example of this type of reform was the Comstock Act which 

equated birth control information to pornography and outlawed all forms of birth control and the 

distribution of information about birth control within the United States.

  

6

                                                           
5 Langum, David J. 2000. “A Personal Voyage of Exploration through the Literature of Abortion History”. Law & 
Social Inquiry. Vol. 25. No. 2. P. 699.  

 Although these 

conservative movements were passionately combatted by birth control advocates like Margaret 

Sanger, more conservative scholars insist that the movement toward conservatism accurately 

reflect the public’s attitudes toward abortion. In this theory, abortion did not begin regaining 

popularity until the sexual revolution of the 1960s. More liberal theories suggest that abortion 

never lost popularity, even when it became illegal. In any case, although there was demand for 

abortion services during the early and mid-twentieth century, restrictions imposed by the 

government and by medical authorities persisted and even increased. In the 1940s and 1950s, 

these restrictions were at their strongest and had the most detrimental effects on poor women. 

When women of means could no longer obtain abortions in the US, they were able to travel to a 

different country and have a safe procedure, or used their social clout to persuade a doctor in the 

US to help them. However, when the abortion clinics, which were safe and clean, were raided 

and shut down, women without the means to travel abroad or persuade a doctor to help them 

6 Fraser, Arvonne. 1999. Becoming Human: The Origins and Development of Women’s Human Rights. Human 
Rights Quarterly. Vol. 21. No. 4. 
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were forced to get the procedure from uncertified doctors under unsanitary conditions.7 By the 

1960s, maternal death from abortion was entirely preventable if the operation was done in a 

hospital, yet American women died at a rate of more than 5,000 per year because the only 

options available to them were out of hospital, unsanitary and dangerous.8

During the same decade, the Supreme Court voted on a case that, while it did not relate 

directly to abortion, did set an important legal precedent.

  

9

The right of women to control their own reproduction has often been a theoretical 

companion to the women’s suffrage movement. Activists from past centuries as well as this 

century have argued that suffrage is not enough for women to gain freedom; that they must also 

free themselves from within by possessing the right to “voluntary motherhood”, or the ability to 

control fertility.

 In 1965, Griswold v. Connecticut was 

brought before the Court by Estelle Griswold. Griswold had been arrested for opening a Planned 

Parenthood clinic where abortion counseling and contraceptives were made available to married 

couples. This was in violation of a Connecticut law which was later ruled unconstitutional. The 

Court’s ruling in Griswold v. Connecticut established a constitutional right to privacy for married 

couples seeking birth control.     

10

                                                           
7 Langum, David J. 2000. “A Personal Voyage of Exploration through the Literature of Abortion History”. Law & 
Social Inquiry. Vol. 25. No. 2. P. 701.  

 Throughout the changing trends of social and political acceptance or rejection 

of abortion, there was always at least some recognition of the importance of the right to 

voluntary motherhood, and always some public will to decriminalize it. This is evidenced by 

crusaders like Sanger and Griswold. The movement gained momentum and became more radical, 

8 Ibid.  
9 NPR. 2005. “Supreme Court's Evolving Rulings on Abortion”. Written by Alex Markels.  
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=5029934 
10 Fraser, Arvonne. 1999. Becoming Human: The Origins and Development of Women’s Human Rights. Human 
Rights Quarterly. Vol. 21. No. 4.  

http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=5029934�
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using grassroots strategies to organize activists. No longer satisfied with simply decriminalizing 

abortion, the goal of this new movement was to legalize it, and it demanded access to abortion as 

an essential element of sexual freedom and a fundamental right.11

Roe v. Wade 

 In 1973 this movement finally 

succeeded.   

 Norma McCorvey, using the alias ‘Jane Roe’ entered into a class action lawsuit against 

Dallas County, represented by district attorney Henry B. Wade, in the spring of 1970. At the age 

of 21, Norma was living in Texas, coming out of a failed marriage and already had one child 

whom she was unable to care for and who was being raised by her parents.12 She decided that 

she did not want to continue her pregnancy, and since Texas law prohibited abortion, she sought 

to have the operation illegally. However, when she sought out a local unauthorized abortion 

clinic, she found that it had been shut down by police. Although her attempt was unsuccessful, in 

the process of trying to terminate her pregnancy, Norma met two attorneys, Sarah Weddington 

and Linda Coffee, who wanted to help Norma by changing Texas abortion law. Weddington and 

Coffee helped McCorvey bring her class action suit against Dallas County’s district attorney, 

challenging the constitutionality of Texas’ criminal abortion laws.13

                                                           
11 Langum, David J. 2000. “A Personal Voyage of Exploration through the Literature of Abortion History”. Law & 
Social Inquiry. Vol. 25. No. 2. P. 700. 

 In a landmark decision, the 

Supreme Court ruled 7 to 2 that criminal abortion laws do violate the right to privacy under the 

Fourteenth Amendment, the precedent for which had been set in 1965 by Griswold v. 

Connecticut. On January 22, 1973, this decision won legal abortion access for women in the US. 

In the majority opinion, Justice Blackmun wrote that the right to privacy is “broad enough to 

12 McCorvey, Norma & Andy Meisler. 1994. I Am Roe: My Life, Roe v. Wade, and Freedom of Choice.  
13 Legal Information Institute. Roe v. Wade- Appeal from the United States District Court for the Northern District of 
Texas. Cornell University Law School. 
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encompass a woman's decision whether or not to terminate her pregnancy.”14

   Roe divided pregnancy into three thirteen-week periods, or trimesters. In the first 

trimester, the court ruled that women may undergo an abortion after consulting their physician. 

In the second trimester, abortion procedures are legal, but states were given the right to regulate 

procedures to ensure the woman's health, such as requiring that the procedure be performed in a 

hospital rather than an independent clinic. Starting in the third trimester, the fetus is considered 

medically viable. Under the Roe ruling, the legality of third trimester pregnancies is left to the 

discretion of the state. Each state has the right to limit abortions "in promoting its interest in the 

potentiality of human life," except in cases where the woman's health is in danger.

 This ruling stated 

that the definition of the word “person,” as used in the Fourteenth Amendment’s due process 

clause guaranteeing right to life, does not include unborn fetuses.  

15

 

 

Public Opinion and Policy 

Whether there is correlation between policy and public opinion is a complex matter on 

which scholars are seldom in agreement. Perfect information theories of electoral competition 

predict a high degree of policy responsiveness to public opinion.16

                                                           
14 NPR. 2005. “Supreme Court's Evolving Rulings on Abortion”. Written by Alex Markels.  

 However, in the real world, it 

cannot be counted on that the public is well informed about policy issues, or that policymakers 

necessarily hold public opinion in high regard when making decisions. Many scholars believe 

that there is a significant causal relationship, but that causation is at least partly reversed: that 

http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=5029934 
15 NPR. 2005. “Supreme Court's Evolving Rulings on Abortion”. Written by Alex Markels.  
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=5029934 
16 Page and Shapiro. 1983. “Effects of Public Opinion on Policy”. The American Political   
  Science Review. Vol. 77. No. 1. P. 175. 

http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=5029934�
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=5029934�
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public opinion is influenced by policy, especially under conditions where the public has limited 

information.17

Policymakers take many factors into account when making decisions. For this reason, 

those who view government officials as fair-minded, reasoning people who employ objective 

techniques would not expect a high level of correspondence between specific policies and public 

opinion because decision’s are affected by so many equally important factors, in addition to 

public opinion.

  

18

Page and Shapiro conducted a study in 1983 which found a great deal of correspondence 

between policy and opinion. Congruence was more apparent after the policymaking process was 

allowed time to respond to opinion changes. It was determined that one year after the final 

measurement of an opinion poll was a reasonable amount of time to allow for this response 

period. By using this one year time lag, Page and Shapiro found that among the cases in the 

study that showed policy change, 66% showed policy change that corresponded with public 

opinion.

  Further, even if there is a positive correlation between policy and opinion, the 

relationship could be spurious, the correlation being caused by some third, unknown factor. It is 

likely that the relationship between policy and public opinion could vary depending on the type 

of issue being decided, the point in time of the decision, the political institution, or the political 

climate.  

19

                                                           
17 Page and Shapiro. 1983. “Effects of Public Opinion on Policy”. The American Political   

 Of the 34% of cases that showed non-congruence with public opinion, 25% of those 

cases eventually did show correlation with public opinion change when the time lag was 

  Science Review. Vol. 77. No. 1. P. 175. 
18 Ibid. 
19 Page and Shapiro. 1983. “Effects of Public Opinion on Policy”. The American Political   
  Science Review. Vol. 77. No. 1. P. 178.  
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extended past the one year cut-off.20

Salience of the issue was also an important factor in Page and Shapiro’s findings. 

Salience was determined by how often survey respondents answered “don’t know” or “no 

opinion” when polled on the issue. When respondents were more willing or able to offer a 

preference, they took that as a sign of more public interest and attention to the issue. If there was 

more interest and attention, it was assumed that the public might also have more strongly held 

beliefs regarding the topic.

 The majority of non-congruent cases occurred when opinion 

change was relatively small, and in cases of large and sustained opinion change, policy 

responsiveness was much higher. When opinion changed at least 20 points, an impressive 90% 

of policy change corresponded with the opinion change. Temporal asymmetry (the one year time 

lag) is a useful tool in demonstrating causation because it shows that opinion changed before 

policy, meaning that it is more likely that opinion change caused policy change and not the other 

way around. However, temporal asymmetry is not helpful in determining to what extent opinion 

influences policy.  

21 When “don’t know” answers were relatively few, congruence 

between opinion and policy was more frequent. Most interestingly, Page and Shapiro found 

much higher correlation when the issues were social rather than economic, and found 100% 

congruence in cases concerning abortion.22

Another interesting and unexpected finding of Page and Shapiro’s study showed that 

policy congruence with opinion was much greater when opinion moved in a socially liberal 

 According to their study, abortion had the highest 

possible level of policy responsiveness.  

                                                           
20 Page and Shapiro. 1983. “Effects of Public Opinion on Policy”. The American Political   
  Science Review. Vol. 77. No. 1. P. 176. 
21 Page and Shapiro. 1983. “Effects of Public Opinion on Policy”. The American Political   
  Science Review. Vol. 77. No. 1. P. 181. 
22 Page and Shapiro. 1983. “Effects of Public Opinion on Policy”. The American Political   
  Science Review. Vol. 77. No. 1. P. 182. 
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direction. Policy followed liberal opinion changes 86% of the time, and only followed 

conservative changes 53% of the time.23

In 1978, A.D. Monroe concluded that there is significant consistency between opinion 

and policy.

 However, it is important to note that the time frame of 

Page and Shapiro’s study was from the 1930s to the 1980s. This time frame encompasses periods 

of notable liberal opinion changes regarding social issues such as the civil rights movement of 

the 1960s and the women’s liberation movement of the 1970s. A similar study that included a 

more recent time frame might show different results.      

24 In this study, Monroe examined federal policy responsiveness to public opinion 

from 1980 to 1993.25

                                                           
23 Page and Shapiro. 1983. “Effects of Public Opinion on Policy”. The American Political   

 He found that the correlation between opinion and policy is especially 

apparent with highly salient issues. However, as with many other studies, there was difficulty 

establishing a clear line of causation. His findings show lower levels of congruency between 

opinion and policy- 55% compared to 66% in Page and Shapiro’s study. Monroe not only tested 

for congruency within his chosen time frame, 1980 to 1993, he also tested for congruency for the 

20 year period preceding his time frame. During this preceding period, he found 63% 

congruency, a figure very similar to the 66% from Page and Shapiro. Though his methods are 

slightly different than those of Page and Shapiro, his results were similar. This similarity seems 

to strengthen the reliability of both studies, and thus the reliability of Monroe’s findings for his 

more recent time frame, which allows us to expect with more confidence that as of the early 

1990s, correlation between public opinion and policy was weaker than in previous decades. This 

could be indicative of a new trend toward poor policy responsiveness to public opinion.    

  Science Review. Vol. 77. No. 1. P. 183.  
24 Monroe, A.D. 1978. “Public Opinion and Public Policy 1960-1974”. P. 248.  
25 Monroe, Alan D.  1998. “Public Opinion and Public Policy 1980-1993”.  The Public Opinion Quarterly. Vol. 62. No.  
   1. P. 10.  
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Monroe does not specifically address the responsiveness of the judicial branch of the 

federal government in his study. However, Page and Shapiro do discuss theories regarding the 

differences in responsiveness between different types of government institutions. Federal-level 

political institutions were thought to have higher levels of responsiveness to public opinion than 

state governmental bodies did. Among the federal branches, the President’s policy behavior was 

expected to have the highest level of responsiveness to opinion, due to his high level of visibility 

and accountability to the public. By the same token, the judiciary was thought to have the lowest 

level of responsiveness due to its lower level of visibility.26 However, when testing these 

theories, the authors found that there was very little difference from one federal branch to the 

next. Policies from all branches, including the Supreme Court, showed 63-65% correlation with 

public opinion. 27

More recently, Brandon L. Bartels’ work specifically focused on Supreme Court 

decisions. In this report, Bartels attempted to reveal how members of the Court make their 

decisions. In keeping with the hypothesis of Page and Shapiro, Bartels points out that Supreme 

Court justices have more freedom in their decision making than do actors from the other two 

branches of government. Supreme Court justices are electorally unaccountable to the public; they 

have no ambition to progress to a higher office; their decisions cannot be overruled by a higher 

court; and justices may choose cases at their own discretion, enabling them to choose cases that 

  

                                                           
26 Monroe, Alan D.  1998. “Public Opinion and Public Policy 1980-1993”.  The Public Opinion Quarterly. Vol. 62. No.  
   1. P. 10. 
27 Page and Shapiro. 1983. “Effects of Public Opinion on Policy”. The American Political  Science Review. Vol. 77. No.  
   1. P. 183. 
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interest them and strike them as “hard cases” in which ideology is more likely to come into 

play.28

Literature on Supreme Court decision making has been most influenced by the attitudinal 

model, which postulates that decisions are almost exclusively based on justices’ own ideological 

preferences.

  

29

Bartels studied the effects of several different case-level factors on the magnitude of 

ideological voting, but one factor stood out with the most statistically significant impact. This 

significant factor was issue salience.

 Ideological preferences were defined as predispositions toward certain legal 

policies that range from liberal to conservative. While most assume that the influence of 

ideology does not vary from case to case, Bartels argues that the influence of ideology is not 

uniform across all cases and contexts. The context and details of a case can affect the extent to 

which justices factor their personal ideologies into their votes by either constraining or 

enhancing ideology.  

30 The more salient a justice perceives an issue to be, the 

more likely they are to vote ideologically. In Bartels’ study, issue salience had the most 

significant effect on the importance of ideology in voting.31

                                                           
28 Bartels, Brandon L. 2011. Choices in Context: How Case-Level Factors Influence the Magnitude of Ideological 
Voting on the Supreme Court. American Politics Research. No. 39. P. 144. 

 For low-salience issues, other, more 

legally-oriented factors may have more influence on voting. Only 25% of cases that go before 

29 Bartels, Brandon L. 2011. Choices in Context: How Case-Level Factors Influence the Magnitude of Ideological 
Voting on the Supreme Court. American Politics Research. No. 39. P. 143. 
30 Bartels, Brandon L. 2011. Choices in Context: How Case-Level Factors Influence the Magnitude of Ideological 
Voting on the Supreme Court. American Politics Research. No. 39. P. 145. 
31 Bartels, Brandon L. 2011. Choices in Context: How Case-Level Factors Influence the Magnitude of Ideological 
Voting on the Supreme Court. American Politics Research. No. 39. P. 160. 
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the Court are considered highly salient, so under this theory, the majority of cases would not 

elicit strong ideological responses from justices.32

One important implication of the attitudinal model and Bartels’ findings is that when 

ideological voting is increased, little room is left for the influence of legal and other factors. This 

challenges assumptions that Supreme Court justices always behave fairly and objectively. Their 

consideration of highly salient cases may become clouded by their personal beliefs.  

  

 

Methodology 

Because the focus of this paper is to explore the relationship between national policies on 

abortion and national public opinion, it is important to define how a causal relationship between 

opinion and policy can be determined. In discussing whether public opinion influences policy 

decisions, the problem of endogeneity rears its head, as it so often does in the social sciences. In 

fact, public opinion may be influenced by policy as much as policy is influenced by opinion. 

This makes it difficult to discern the origins of social trends. However, if public opinion sways a 

certain direction and a policy decision sways in the same direction during the same time frame, it 

is reasonable to suspect that there is a positive correlation between the two. Similarly, if a policy 

decision is made shortly after a coinciding turn in opinion, it is reasonable to suspect that the 

policy may be reflecting policymakers’ reaction to public opinion trends, and that there is not 

only correlation, but causation.  

                                                           
32 Bartels, Brandon L. 2011. Choices in Context: How Case-Level Factors Influence the Magnitude of Ideological 
Voting on the Supreme Court. American Politics Research. No. 39. P. 161. 
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Therefore, in order to determine whether policy is influenced by opinion, a simplified 

comparison is conducted. General trends in public opinion are compared with examples of 

significant national policy decisions on abortion. To establish causation in this simplified 

comparison, this research is modeled after Page and Shapiro’s one year time lag. Their one year 

time lag was originally developed for a similar study on the relationship between national 

policies and public opinion in general. In this model, if policy changes to correspond with 

opinion change one year after said opinion change, it can be concluded that there is a positive 

causal link.33

For practical reasons, every national policy regarding abortion cannot be included in this 

research. Therefore, for the purposes of this paper, national policy has been limited to Supreme 

Court decisions regarding abortion. Seven Court rulings on abortion cases from the 1970s, 

1980s, 1990s and 2000s were chosen to represent the Supreme Court’s decisions about abortion. 

No surveys or raw data were collected or interpreted for this study. Rather, public opinion was 

derived from published survey data. This survey data was pulled from a variety of sources:  

 The time lag is measured from the date of the last response of the opinion poll to 

the date of the official enactment of a law. Due to limited availability of opinion poll results, the 

time lags for each opinion-policy comparison may not be exactly one year long, but are as close 

to one year as available data allows.  

• Polling Report, Inc. publishes the results of polls conducted by and for a number of 

different sources including liberal and conservative news media, and public opinion 

                                                           
33 Page and Shapiro. 1983. “Effects of Public Opinion on Policy”. The American Political   
  Science Review. Vol. 77. No. 1. P. 176. 
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polling institutions. This website also publishes articles, and includes information on 

public opinion regarding a range of topics such as politics, business, and the economy.34

• The General Social Survey (GSS) is a survey conducted by the National Opinion 

Research Center (NORC) at the University of Chicago. NORC has been conducting this 

series of interviews since 1972 for the purpose of gauging Americans’ behaviors and 

attitudes toward numerous social issues such as civil rights, gender roles, work attitudes, 

and many other issues of interest. The survey questions have remained largely unchanged 

over the last four decades to facilitate time-trend studies. The GSS is also part of the 

International Social Survey Program.

  

35

• Gallup, Inc. has been conducting nationwide surveys on public behavior and opinion on 

a variety of political, health, economic, and social topics for over 75 years. The 

geographical focus of these surveys is not limited to the US, but has included specific 

studies on regions or communities around the globe. Gallup conducts its own polling 

operations, as well as conducting surveys and data analysis for clients, and publishing 

research reports.

 

36

• iPoll, provided by the University of Connecticut’s Roper Center Public Opinion 

Archives, is a vast database and search engine where students can search opinion and 

behavior data from a number of different sources dating back to 1935. iPoll includes data 

from surveys conducted by every major US survey firm including academic, commercial 

and media polls.

   

37

                                                           
34 Pollingreport.com. 2012. 

 

http://www.pollingreport.com/Contents.htm  
35 General Social Survey. 2012. http://www3.norc.org/GSS+Website  
36 Gallup, Inc. 2012. http://www.gallup.com/home.aspx  
37 Roper Center. iPoll Databank. 2012. 
http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu/data_access/ipoll/ipoll.html#.T68JdMXkaSo  

http://www.pollingreport.com/Contents.htm�
http://www3.norc.org/GSS+Website�
http://www.gallup.com/home.aspx�
http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu/data_access/ipoll/ipoll.html#.T68JdMXkaSo�
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Poll results gathered from Polling Report, Inc., Gallup Poll, iPoll and the General Social Survey 

will be shown chronologically, and coded as either pro-abortion or anti-abortion based on 

majority of responses [see Appendix A]. All respondents are adults and all polls are nationwide 

polls. Only data from survey questions that directly and specifically ask about respondents’ 

attitudes on abortion will be used for the purposes of this paper. Questions which ask about 

attitudes toward birth control, contraception, RU-587, and “the morning after pill” will be 

excluded from this analysis. Abortion must be the main focus of the survey question in order for 

the question responses to be applicable to this comparison.  

When data allows, this report will go beyond a simple comparison of whether Supreme 

Court decisions coincide with public opinion on abortion issues, to include more detailed 

explorations of the magnitude of Americans’ support or opposition for abortion. Supreme Court 

voting behavior will also be discussed to enhance understanding of the relationship between 

opinion and Court voting behavior.   

  

A Brief Overview of Supreme Court Decisions since Roe v. Wade 

Planned Parenthood of Central Missouri v. Danforth- July 1, 1976 

 This case, brought before the Supreme Court, challenged the constitutionality of a 

Missouri law requiring women to obtain the consent of a spouse, or women under the age of 18 

to obtain the consent of a spouse or parent. The Court ruled that this law was in fact 

unconstitutional, and set a national precedent that women need not acquire permission from a 

spouse or parent before having an abortion. Cases for women under the age of 18 would be 

decided on a case-by-case basis depending on whether the girl was judged mature enough to 



Almand    [19] 
 

make the decision on her own, but the Court struck down any blanket laws requiring all minors 

to obtain parental permission.38

Harris v. McRae- June 30, 1980

 

39

 In this case, the Supreme Court ruled that states that participate in Medicaid were not 

required to fund medically necessary abortions for which federal reimbursement was unavailable 

as a result of the Hyde Amendment ruling [see Appendix B]. The Court also held that the funding 

restrictions of the Hyde Amendment did not violate either the Fifth Amendment or the 

Establishment Clause of the First Amendment. 

 

Webster v. Reproductive Health Services- July 3, 198940

 On July 3, 1989, the Supreme Court ruled to uphold a Missouri law which imposed 

restrictions on the use of state funds, facilities, and employees in performing, assisting with, or 

counseling on abortions unless the procedure was deemed medically necessary to save the life of 

the woman. The Supreme Court in Webster allowed for states to legislate in an area that had 

previously been thought to be protected under Roe v. Wade. The Court decided that prohibitions 

on the use of public employees, facilities, and funds did not violate any of the Court's abortion 

rulings from Roe, as no affirmative right to the use of state aid for nontherapeutic abortions 

existed. This ruling set a precedent that individual states have the right to allocate resources in 

favor of childbirth over abortion if they so choose. 

 

 
                                                           
38 NPR. 2005. “Supreme Court's Evolving Rulings on Abortion”. Written by Alex Markels.  
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=5029934  
39 Oyez.org. “Harris v. McRae”. IIT Chicago-Kent College of Law.  
http://www.oyez.org/cases/1970-1979/1979/1979_79_1268 
40 Oyez.org. “Webster v. Reproductive Health Services”. IIT Chicago-Kent College of Law. 
http://www.oyez.org/cases/1980-1989/1988/1988_88_605  
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Planned Parenthood v. Casey- June 29, 1992 

This ruling reaffirmed the holdings of Roe v. Wade, that women have the right to abortion 

before fetal viability. However, it also allowed states to restrict abortion access as long as 

restrictions do not cause “undue burden” to women seeking abortion.41 Undue burden is the 

standard of judicial scrutiny applied to certain laws in order to test their constitutionality and was 

first established by the Supreme Court in the Planned Parenthood v. Casey case. Undue burden 

is defined as “substantial obstacles in the path of a woman seeking an abortion before the fetus 

attains viability”.42 To establish that a restriction of abortion constitutes an “undue burden,” and 

is therefore unconstitutional, plaintiffs must establish that the restriction places a substantial 

obstacle in the path of women seeking abortions.43

Stenberg v. Carhart- June 28, 2000 

 Numerous restrictions, such as 24-hour 

waiting periods that serve no medical purpose, can be brought into law because they do in fact 

pass the test of undue burden. Although undue burden provides weak protection for access to 

abortion, this ruling did defend the basic holdings of Roe v. Wade when they were threatened. 

For that reason, this policy will be coded as pro-abortion for the purposes of opinion-policy 

comparison. 

 A Nebraska ban on partial-birth abortion was ruled to be unconstitutional by the Supreme 

Court. This decision was based on the fact that the definition of the targeted procedures was too 

broad, effectively banning second trimester partial-birth abortions without taking into account 

that in some circumstances, partial-birth abortion is the safest form of abortion for the woman 
                                                           
41 National Abortion Federation. 2010. “A Timeline of Reproductive Rights.” 
http://www.prochoice.org/about_abortion/history_abortion.html   
42 Oyez.org. “Planned Parenthood v. Casey”. IIT Chicago-Kent College of Law.  
http://www.oyez.org/cases/1990-1999/1991/1991_91_744  
43 “Legal Glossary: Domestic Legal Terminology”. Center for Reproductive Rights.  

http://www.prochoice.org/about_abortion/history_abortion.html�
http://www.oyez.org/cases/1990-1999/1991/1991_91_744�


Almand    [21] 
 

receiving the procedure. Additionally, the law included no provisions or exceptions for 

circumstances in which the health of the mother was in jeopardy, and was therefore found to 

place undue burden on women seeking second trimester abortions for medical reasons.44

Gonzales v. Carhart- April 18, 2007 

 This 

ruling invalidated 29 other similar statewide bans on partial-birth abortion.  

 In 2003, despite the Supreme Court’s ruling in Stenberg v. Carhart, President Bush 

signed into law the Partial Birth Abortion Ban Act. Dr. Leroy Carhart, along with several other 

physicians, sued to stop the Act from going into effect. They argued that the Act could be 

applied to a more common abortion procedure known as "D&E" ("dilation and evacuation"). The 

Act could, in effect, be used to ban most late-term abortions and thus place an unconstitutional 

undue burden on women seeking an abortion, as defined in Planned Parenthood v. Casey. They 

also argued that the Act's lack of an exception for abortions necessary to protect the health of the 

mother rendered it unconstitutional under the Supreme Court's decision in Stenberg v. Carhart. 

 The Supreme Court ruled that under reasonable interpretation, the Act only applied to 

partial birth abortion, also known as “intact D&E”, and did not include regular “D&E”. 

Therefore, the Court found that the Act was not unconstitutional, and did not place undue burden 

on women seeking abortion procedures. The ruling also held that since Congress had found 

partial birth abortion “never to be medically necessary”, despite some uncertainty among the 

medical community, there was no need to include an exception for when the mother’s health was 

                                                           
44 National Abortion Federation. 2010. “A Timeline of Reproductive Rights.” 
http://www.prochoice.org/about_abortion/history_abortion.html    
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at risk.45

Public Opinion Trends  

 The Court ruled to continue to restrict access to abortion by upholding the Partial Birth 

Ban Act without making any amendments or exceptions. 

Respondents with anti-abortion views, and those with pro-abortion views, were 

represented in equal numbers throughout the survey data, with slightly higher numbers of 

abortion supporters. Although the number of supporters was consistently higher than the number 

of those opposed to abortion services, this majority was never statistically significant. A review 

of data collected from these sources shows that a large majority of poll respondents took a 

moderate stance when asked about abortion, regardless of how survey questions were phrased 

and regardless of when the question was asked.  

Figure 1 shows American’s responses to the same survey question presented every year 

between 2000 and 2011. The question asked respondents whether they believed abortion should 

be legal under all circumstances, only legal in some circumstances, or illegal in all 

circumstances. As Figure 1 demonstrates, percentages of strong supporters, those strongly 

opposed, and moderates, has remained about the same throughout the last decade with the most 

notable exception being the sudden decline in abortion supporters from 28% in 2008 to 21% in 

2009. After this decrease, the percent of supporters rose to 26% 2010. During this time, the 

percent of those opposing abortion began to gradually rise.  

 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
45 Oyez.org. “Gonzales v. Carhart”. IIT Chicago-Kent College of Law.  
http://www.oyez.org/cases/2000-2009/2006/2006_05_380  
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Figure 1. Public Opinion 2000-201146

 

 [for exact percentages, see Appendix C] 

Figure 1 created by Amorena Almand, 2012. 
 
 

The tendency of opinion to remain steady with only minor changes is a tendency that dates back to 1973, 

and beyond. The only exception to this flat trend took place in the late 1980s and early 1990s when 

opinion began to trend toward the liberal in regards to attitudes on abortion [Appendix A]. However, this 

trend was reversed and nullified shortly afterward. 

 

Findings 

To coincide with seven policy decisions discussed above, the results from seven opinion 

poll questions were gathered, each one from approximately one year prior to its corresponding 

policy.  

 

                                                           
46 Gallup, Inc. “Abortion”. http://www.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx 
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The 1972 General Social Survey was compared with the Roe v. Wade court decision of 

1973, as the survey reflects public opinion of approximately one year prior to the Roe decision. 

The 1972 General Social Survey asked whether respondents favored or opposed legalization of 

abortion services under a number of varying circumstances. When there was a strong chance the 

baby would be born with a “serious defect”; when the woman’s health was in danger; and when 

pregnancy resulted from rape, people greatly favored legalization of abortion (at least a 75% 

majority). When asked whether they favored or opposed abortion for women who were married 

and chose not to have more children, could not afford more children, and who were not married 

and chose not to marry the father of the fetus, responses were more moderate, but opposed 

legalization of abortion with clear majorities for opposition for married women who chose not to 

have more children and unmarried women who chose not to marry the father of the fetus [see 

appendix A for survey results]. The largest majority from these three questions was a 57% 

majority of respondents who opposed abortion if a woman was married and did not want more 

children. Although responses were evenly split between opposed and supportive, responses 

supporting legalization of abortion had much greater majorities, so responses to this survey will 

be coded as pro-abortion. Responses to this question, being split evenly between pro-abortion 

responses and anti-abortion responses, could still be considered ambiguous, so one other survey 

question was included. This Gallup Polling question from 1972 asked whether respondents 

believed the “decision to have an abortion should be made solely by a woman and her 

physician”.47

                                                           
47 Gallup Poll, Jun, 1972. Retrieved Apr-7-2012 from the iPoll Databank, The Roper Center for Public Opinion 
Research, University of Connecticut. 

 64% agreed, while only 31% disagreed. This fortifies public opinions of 1972 as 

pro-abortion. The policy coupled with these questions is Roe v. Wade, which for obvious reasons 

has been coded as pro-abortion. 

http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu.ezp2.lib.umn.edu/data_access/ipoll/ipoll.html  
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Questions from the 1975 General Social Survey were exactly the same as in the 1972 

General Social Survey. Results were also similar, as respondents strongly favored the 

legalization of abortion during any trimester when the fetus was likely to develop birth defects, 

when the woman’s health was at risk, and in instances of rape. When asked whether they favored 

or opposed abortion for women who were married and chose not to have more children, could 

not afford more children, and who were not married and chose not to marry the father of the 

fetus, responses were split fairly evenly with almost no significant majority between those who 

approved and those who opposed. There was a slight majority of people who opposed legalized 

abortion for women who were already married and did not want more children and for women 

who did not want to marry the father of the fetus. Overall responses for this survey question were 

coded as pro-abortion because three of the six sub-questions were moderate, while the other 

three were decidedly in favor of legalizing abortion. Responses from 1975 were slightly less 

opposed to abortion than in 1972. The corresponding policy, Planned Parenthood v. Danforth, 

found that women seeking abortion procedures were not required to obtain spousal or parental 

consent. This ruling placed trust in women and their physicians, and was coded as pro-abortion.   

The 1979 Gallup poll asked respondents whether they believed abortion should be legal 

under all circumstances, only legal under some circumstances, or illegal in all circumstances. 

About half of respondents gave a moderate response, saying that they thought abortion should 

only be legal in certain circumstances. The other half of the respondents was split between 

abortion being legal in all circumstances and illegal in all circumstances. Again, most people 

took a moderate stance, but the responses to this question were coded as pro-abortion because the 

responses that favored abortion in all circumstances and those that favored it in some 

circumstances made up the vast majority. Relatively few people believed that abortion was 
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wrong 100% of the time. Harris v. McRae, the policy that was decided one year after these 

responses were gathered, established that low income women who were denied reimbursement 

for abortion by Medicaid under the Hyde Amendment would also be denied reimbursement from 

the State. This policy was coded as anti-abortion. 

The 1988 Gallup poll again asked whether respondents believed abortion should be legal 

under all circumstances, only legal under some circumstances, or illegal in all circumstances. 

Responses differed slightly from those of the 1979 poll. 1988 responses showed that slightly 

fewer people believed abortion should always be illegal, and slightly more thought abortion 

should be legal sometimes and all the time. Although this difference is not significant, it does 

show a slight trend toward favoring abortion. This question was coded as pro-abortion, but the 

next year, Webster v. Reproductive Health Services restricted state funding and resources for 

abortion services unless the procedure was medically necessary to save the life of the mother. 

This Supreme Court ruling also set a precedent wherein states could legislate on areas that were 

previously thought to be protected by the Roe v. Wade ruling. For these reasons, this policy was 

coded as anti-abortion.  

    The Gallup poll from June, 1991 asked once again whether respondents believed 

abortion should be legal under all circumstances, only legal under some circumstances, or illegal 

in all circumstances. These results differed slightly from the 1988 responses, and again, they 

tended toward slightly higher approval of abortion. Those who believed abortion should always 

be legal gained a few percentage points, as did those who believed it should only be legal in 

some circumstances. The percent of people who believed abortion should always be illegal 

declined. Answers to this question will be coded as pro-abortion. One year later, in 1992, 

Planned Parenthood v. Casey upheld the decisions made in Roe v. Wade, although it also 
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allowed states to restrict access to abortion as long as the restrictions did not place undue burden 

on women. Although undue burden may provide weak protection for access to abortion, this 

ruling ultimately did protect the basic holdings of Roe when they were threatened. For that 

reason, this policy was hesitantly coded as pro-abortion.  

In 1999, the Gallup poll asked whether respondents considered themselves pro-choice or 

pro-life. Slightly more people identified as pro-choice, but the difference between pro-choice and 

pro-life was not significant. This indicates, assuming the Gallup poll is representative of average 

Americans, that in 1999 Americans were evenly divided, with a slight tilt favoring abortion. The 

response to this question was coded as pro-abortion. One year later in Stenberg v. Carhart, a 

Nebraska ban on partial-birth abortion was overruled, and this decision effectively invalidated 

similar bans in several other states. This policy was coded as pro-abortion.  

In 2006, the Pew News Interest Index asked, “Recently, South Dakota passed a law that 

bans abortion in all cases except to save the life of the mother. Would you favor or oppose a law 

like this at the national level?” 34% of respondents said they would favor such restrictions at the 

national level. The majority, 58%, said they would oppose such a law, and 8% were unsure. The 

responses to this question were coded as pro-abortion. The accompanying Supreme Court 

decision, Gonzales v. Carhart, upheld the Partial Birth Abortion Ban Act passed in 2003 and 

failed to expand its provisions to allow partial birth abortions to save the life of the mother. This 

policy was coded as anti-abortion. Figure 2 summarizes these comparisons. 
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Figure 2. Overview of Simplified Opinion-Policy Comparisons 
Opinion Response 
At time (T) 

Pro/anti-
abortion 

Policy at time (T+1 year) Pro/ anti-
abortion 

General Social Survey 
April 1972 

pro Roe v. Wade 
January 22, 1973 

pro 

General Social Survey 
March 1975 

pro Planned Parenthood v. Danforth 
July 1, 1976 

pro 

Gallup  
February 1979 

pro Harris v. McRae 
June 30, 1980 

anti 

Gallup 
October 1988 

pro Webster v. Reproductive Health 
July 3, 1989 

anti 

Gallup 
June 1991 

pro Planned Parenthood v. Casey 
June 29, 1992 

pro 

Gallup 
May 1999 

pro Stenberg v. Carhart 
June 28, 2000 

pro 

Pew News Interest Index 
March 2006 

pro Gonzales v. Carhart 
April 18, 2007 

anti 

Figure 2 created by Amorena Almand, 2012. 
 

Four out of seven (57%) of the policies shown above do coincide with public opinion from 

approximately one year prior. However, the remaining three cases (43%) do not show 

congruence between opinion and policy. Based on the above analysis, the relationship between 

opinion and policy seems weak. As the majority of survey responses were moderate, and none 

were overwhelmingly anti-abortion, the public seems hesitantly supportive of abortion in at least 

some circumstances. Selected policies from the last few decades have served to uphold the basic 

tenants of Roe, but have also restricted access to abortion. These findings present poor evidence 

of a relationship between Court decisions and public opinion despite scholarly research that 

would suggest otherwise.48

 

  

 
                                                           
48 Page and Shapiro. 1983. “Effects of Public Opinion on Policy”. The American Political   
  Science Review. Vol. 77. No. 1. P. 182. 
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Discussion and Conclusions 

Public opinions on the legality of abortion in the US have undergone countless small 

shifts toward support for abortion access, and away from it. At times, it seems that Americans 

are strictly divided into either pro-life or pro-choice camps. A few very vocal groups, who tend 

to be strongly opposed to legal abortion access, as well as the large amount of media coverage 

that these groups receive, can have the effect of portraying the issue of abortion as more divisive 

than it actually is. There have always been those who either strongly oppose or support abortion, 

but the majority of Americans seem to have more moderate feelings, favoring legal abortions so 

long as access is limited by the state.  

However, national policy has not been strongly representative of the American public’s 

general tolerance of abortion, at least not when policy is represented by Supreme Court votes. 

Court decisions enacted since Roe have remained moderate overall, as there have been about an 

equal number restricting the legality of abortion and supporting it. Although the overall moderate 

stance of the Supreme Court might lead one to conclude that policy does follow opinion, the 

case-by-case analysis presented in Figure 2 shows that the small shifts in policy do not always 

coincide with opinion. This simplified comparison in Figure 2 provides weak evidence of 

Supreme Court responsiveness to public opinion.  

The unelected and lifetime-serving Supreme Court justices are officially not makers of 

public policy. The duty of a justice is merely to interpret the law. However, as we have seen with 

important cases such as Roe v. Wade, the Court does in fact have the power and the opportunity 

to make rulings which make or break controversial laws and affect citizens’ rights across the 

country. How Court justices make these decisions has been a topic of much discussion, and with 
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many differing theories. The most pervasive, the attitudinal perspective, emphasizes the 

importance of justices’ personal ideological beliefs in their decision-making.  

 

A Brief Overview of Supreme Court Ideologies 

Discussion of Supreme Court ideologies would not be complete without a historical 

overview of Supreme Court justices.49

                                                           
49 Target Point Consulting. “The Ideological History of the Supreme Court, 1937-2007”.  

 Without exception, over the course of a justice’s 

time on the Court, his or her ideological perspective changes. Some become more liberal, 

some more conservative, and some become almost completely neutral, or moderate. 

Presently, five of the nine Supreme Court justices have conservative ideological stances. 

In 1973, the year that Roe was enacted, six of the nine justices were conservative. 

However, five of those were only moderately conservative. Only one was staunchly 

conservative. Two of the nine were moderately liberal, and only one of those was 

staunchly liberal. Since the major Court decision in 1973 was supportive of abortion, it is 

surprising that the majority of the justices had conservative leanings. The makeup of the 

Court in 1992 was again largely conservative. Yet, this conservative court upheld the Roe 

v. Wade decision in Planned Parenthood v. Casey. At this time, seven of the nine justices 

had conservative sympathies, and only two were liberal. Given that despite the justices’ 

conservative backgrounds, they still displayed liberal voting behavior suggests that 

justices are not heavily influenced by personal beliefs. However, at least four of the seven 

were only moderately conservative. Although the Supreme Court has almost always been 

more conservative than liberal, most justices also have moderate attitudes. It would seem 

http://www.targetpointconsulting.com/scotusscores-labels.html  
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that the justices share the American public’s moderate attitude, with only a few outliers 

taking strong stances in one direction or the other.  

Figure 3 shows the same seven Court rulings used in the simplified comparison, shown in 

Figure 2 (p. 28), contrasted with Supreme Court ideological make up when each ruling 

was made. In all but one case, the Court had a conservative ideological majority, despite 

the fact that four out of the seven rulings were pro-abortion.  

Figure 3. Supreme Court Ideologies and Voting Behavior 
 1973 1976 1980 1989 1992 2000 2007 

Supreme 
Court 

Decisions 

Roe v. Wade 
 
 

Pro 

Planned 
Parenthood 
v. Danforth 

Pro 

Harris v. 
McRae 

 
Anti 

Webster v. 
Reproductive 

Health 
Anti 

Planned 
Parenthood 

v. Casey 
Pro 

Stenberg v. 
Carhart 

 
Pro 

Gonzales v. 
Carhart 

 
Anti 

Figure 3 created by Amorena Almand, 2012. 
Note: Supreme Court ideology was determined by the ideological leanings of the majority of justices at a point in 
time. For all of the seven cases included in Figure 3, liberal justices were outnumbered by conservative justices 
with the exception of Harris v. McRae in 1980. 
 
Supreme Court is mostly conservative 
 
Supreme Court is neutral or evenly divided 
 

Salience and Ideology 

Page and Shapiro found that when a social issue had very high salience, policy tended to 

correspond. However, since Supreme Court justices vote most ideologically on highly salient 

issues, and only 25% of the issues that go before the Court are highly salient, for most cases, a 

variety of factors are taken into account when votes are cast, not just personal ideologies. For this 

reason, one would not expect votes to necessarily reflect the ideological perspective of justices 

for all cases. For similar reasons, one would not expect a high level of correspondence between 

case outcomes and public opinion: as many different factors come into play, the importance of 
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public opinion declines. Ideological voting and opinion-policy correlation cannot be expected for 

low-salience Supreme Court cases. 

Although, as abortion is a heated and highly publicized topic on which almost everyone 

has an opinion, it is safe to say that abortion is a highly salient issue. This would lead us to 

expect that policy would closely follow public opinion, and that Supreme Court voting would be 

highly ideological. However, the results in Figure 2 show that this assumption is not necessarily 

true. Furthermore, a historical examination of Supreme Court ideologies shows that most of the 

time, justices express moderate voting tendencies, even during periods when justices vote on 

highly salient issues such as abortion. The historical overview also shows that justices often vote 

contrary to their personal ideologies. In light of these facts, it seems that if ideology does impact 

voting, its impact is only minimal.  

These considerations shed light on and lend depth to an understanding of Supreme Court 

behaviors regarding abortion policies. This paper’s comparison of policy, in the form of Supreme 

Court decisions, and public opinion reveal low correlation between the two. Even with the use of 

Page and Shapiro’s one year time-lag, evidence of a causal relationship between opinion and 

Court rulings was elusive. This begs the question: if public opinion has no discernible impact on 

the direction of policy, what does?    

Other factors must explain why the Supreme Court votes the way it does. Examining 

personal ideologies of justices has not been very helpful in explaining this. As stated in Bartels’ 

work, legally-oriented case level details probably account for voting behavior when the 

attitudinal, or ideology model fails. A lack of response to the public’s opinion on an issue could 

be interpreted as negative, since government officials are supposed to represent the public, but 
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justices’ ability to ignore social pressures, as well as their seeming ability to vote contrary to 

their personal beliefs, could be interpreted as a good thing. This evidence might suggest that 

justices are capable of being fair-minded and objective, even when voting on issues as deeply 

emotional as abortion.   

The Future of Policy  

Some authors have speculated that political factors, such as pressure from professional 

interest groups, might influence policy decisions. This might partially explain why, despite the 

Court’s repeated defense of the legality of abortion and basic holdings of Roe, the Court also 

seems to continually make rulings that restrict abortion access. The courts and policy-makers of 

individual states still continue to come up with new ways to hinder women’s access to abortion 

services as seen most recently in Texas, Oklahoma and North Carolina, with their laws requiring 

women to undergo trans-vaginal ultrasounds before receiving an abortion.50

Regardless of how state courts behave, the Supreme Court will probably continue to 

vacillate back and forth between protection of the basic tenants of Roe, and restriction of 

abortion access. The Court will continue to be occupied by a mixture of people with ideological 

perspectives that evolve over time from conservative to moderate to liberal and vice versa. There 

is no evidence to suggest that justices will start reacting more strongly to salient issues by voting 

 These laws, like 

many before them, have sparked national debates about abortion which seem to divide the 

country into opposing camps. However, based on the findings of this paper, public opinion and 

the Court’s behavior are largely moderate.  

                                                           
50 Carpentier, Megan. 2012. “I had a transvaginal ultrasound: My perspective on the mandate that touched off 
2012′s War On Women.” The Raw Story.  
http://www.rawstory.com/rs/2012/04/17/i-had-a-transvaginal-ultrasound-my-perspective-on-the-mandate-that-
touched-off-2012s-war-on-women/  
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more ideologically, so there is no reason to expect any substantial changes in Court outcomes in 

the future. Some theorists suggest that when policy does show real change, it tends to be in a 

socially liberal direction. Given the moderate behavior of Supreme Court justices, any liberal 

changes will occur very gradually.  

The conclusions of Monroe’s work suggest that as of the early 1990s, correlation between 

public opinion and policy was weaker than in previous decades. Nevertheless, the overview 

presented in the preceding pages shows mostly moderate public opinions on abortion, and a 

wavering back and forth of policy between support and opposition for abortion. This quasi-

congruent relationship does not seem to have changed in recent years, nor is it expected to 

change in the future. 

Recommendations for Future Studies 

The Supreme Court has weighed on many important cases pertaining to abortion, privacy 

and birth control. For this reason, the judicial branch provides interesting study material. Yet, 

while an examination of the Court can greatly increase understanding of the dynamics of national 

abortion policy, it does not provide much insight into the relationship of public opinion and 

policy. These findings conflict with the findings of Monroe and Page and Shapiro. One major 

factor in explaining this disparity is that the studies of Page and Shapiro and A.D. Monroe, 

which found 55-65% congruence between policy outcomes and opinion, focused on national 

policy decisions in general, whereas this study included only Supreme Court decisions as a 

measure of policy. Future studies of opinion and policy might emphasize Congressional or 

Presidential decision-making in lieu of Judicial voting to examine the relationship between 

policy and opinion. A study of the other two branches of government could uncover stronger 
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correlations between policy and opinion than this study did. It is likely that because 

Congressional and Presidential officials are elected, their decision making will be more 

influenced by public attitudes than that of their judicial counterparts. In Monroe’s study, the 

President’s policy behavior was expected to have the highest level of responsiveness to opinion, 

due to his high level of visibility and accountability to the public.  

If future papers conduct try to determine causation by comparing survey responses with 

policies, it is recommended that Page and Shapiro’s one year time lag be utilized, as the spurious 

results of this paper’s analysis are not believed to have been caused by the use of this model, but 

rather by the use of the judiciary as a representative policy-making body. If this model is used, it 

might also be helpful to allow a time lag slightly longer than one year. Although Page and 

Shapiro do not specify how long past one year they extended their time lag, they do state that 

most of the cases of non-congruence in their study eventually did show policy correlation with 

public opinion when the time frame was extended past one year. It is also recommended that, if 

possible, a simplified comparison such as the one conducted in this paper be expanded to include 

more than seven policies in its comparison. A greater number of policies and corresponding 

survey questions could at least give a greater level of confidence in the results of the comparison. 

Concluding Remarks 

The expectation, presented in the literature, that the Supreme Court would have lower 

levels of responsiveness to public opinion seems to mesh well with the results of this paper, 

while the actual findings of Page, Shapiro and Monroe do not. Bartels’ discussion of the 

importance of issue salience and the attitudinal model are similarly contested by the research 

presented in these pages. Bartels’ work also shows that because of the Court’s insulation from 
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the public, justices should be most influenced by personal convictions. However, given the high 

salience of the issue and the moderate behavior of justices, Bartels’ theory does not hold true for 

this paper.  

Supreme Court voting behavior did not prove to be an adequate measure of abortion 

policy for the purposes of the simplified policy-opinion comparison, and the results of this study 

suggest that neither issue salience nor the ideological beliefs of justices have strong effects on 

Court voting behavior. This could mean that justices take other case-level factors into account, 

casting their votes in an objective manner, rather than allowing personal beliefs or social 

pressure to influence them. While the Court has remained mostly conservative, its voting 

behavior has vacillated back and forth between liberal and conservative rulings. This overall 

moderate attitude is shared by the American public. While a few believe strongly that abortion 

should be either legal in all circumstances or legal in none, most feel that abortion services 

should be available, but restricted. Despite misconceptions that America is conflicted place, a 

study of abortion, a supposedly divisive issue, shows that Americans have largely moderate 

beliefs, and that Supreme Court justices are not so different from the rest of us. 
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Appendix A: Poll Results 

*For questions that ask whether respondents think abortion should be legal in all circumstances, 

some circumstances, or none, “all circumstances” and “some circumstances” will be considered 

pro-abortion responses. If the majority of responses are in either of these categories, the overall 

responses for the question will be coded as pro-abortion. 

** This survey question was used in the opinion-policy comparison, chart found on P. 24 

 

April 1972**  Source: General Social Survey51 Coded as: moderate/pro-abortion  

Survey Question: “Please tell me whether or not you think it should be possible for a pregnant 

woman to obtain a legal abortion if… 

Survey Question Continued Yes 
(%) 

No 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

There is a strong chance there is a serious defect in the baby? 
 

75 20 5 

She is married and does not want any more children? 
 

38 57 5 

The woman’s own health is seriously endangered by the 
pregnancy? 

 

83 13 4 

The family has a very low income and cannot afford any more 
children? 

 

46 48 6 

She became pregnant as a result of rape? 75 20 6 

She is not married and does not want to marry the man? 41 53 6 

Note: Original results were in actual numbers, these percentages were calculated for the purposes 

of this paper. 

                                                           
51 Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social Research. “General Social Survey, 1972”. 
http://www.icpsr.umich.edu/icpsrweb/ICPSR  
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Coded as: Moderate or slightly pro-abortion (responses wavered back and forth, stronger 

responses for pro-abortion). 

 

June 1972 Gallup52 pro-abortion  

Survey Question: “As you may have heard, in the last few years a number of states have 

liberalized their abortion laws. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements regarding 

abortion: The decision to have an abortion should be made solely by a woman and her 

physician?”  

Agree 
(%) 

Disagree 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

64 31 5 
 

 

March 1973 Harris Survey53 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: “The U.S. Supreme Court recently decided that state laws which make it 

illegal for a woman to have an abortion up to three months of pregnancy are unconstitutional, 

and that the decision on whether a woman should have an abortion up to three months of 

pregnancy should be left to a woman and her doctor to decide. In general, do you favor or oppose 

the U.S. Supreme Court decision making abortions up to three months of pregnancy legal?” 

 
                                                           
52 Gallup Poll, Jun, 1972. Retrieved Apr-7-2012 from the iPOLL Databank, The Roper Center for Public Opinion 
Research, University of Connecticut. 
http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu.ezp2.lib.umn.edu/data_access/ipoll/ipoll.html  
53 Harris Survey, Mar, 1973. Retrieved Apr-7-2012 from the iPOLL Databank, The Roper Center for Public Opinion 
Research, University of Connecticut. 
http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu.ezp2.lib.umn.edu/data_access/ipoll/ipoll.html  

http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu.ezp2.lib.umn.edu/data_access/ipoll/ipoll.html�
http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu.ezp2.lib.umn.edu/data_access/ipoll/ipoll.html�
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Favor 
(%) 

Oppose 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

52 41 7 
 

 

March 1974 General Social Survey54 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: “Please tell me whether or not you think it should be possible for a pregnant 

woman to obtain a legal abortion if… 

Survey Question Continued Yes 
 

No 
 

Unsure 
 

There is a strong chance there is a serious defect in the baby? 
 

1226 214 44 

She is married and does not want any more children? 
 

662 749 73 

The woman’s own health is seriously endangered by the 
pregnancy? 

 

1342 110 32 

The family has a very low income and cannot afford any more 
children? 

 

776 641 67 

She became pregnant as a result of rape? 1228 192 64 

She is not married and does not want to marry the man? 711 709 64 

Note: Responses are shown in actual numbers, not percentages. 

For the most part, people were Pro-abortion (more so than in 1972). 

 

March 1975** Source: General Social Survey55 Pro-abortion  

                                                           
54 Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social Research. “General Social Survey, 1974”. 
http://www.icpsr.umich.edu/icpsrweb/ICPSR/studies/7341  
55 Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social Research. “General Social Survey, 1972”. 
http://www.icpsr.umich.edu/icpsrweb/ICPSR  

http://www.icpsr.umich.edu/icpsrweb/ICPSR/studies/7341�
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Note: Original results were in actual numbers; these percentages were calculated for the purposes 

of this paper. 

Survey Question: “Please tell me whether or not you think it should be possible for a pregnant 

woman to obtain a legal abortion if… 

Survey Question Continued Yes 
(%) 

No 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

There is a strong chance there is a serious defect in the baby? 
 

80 16 3 

She is married and does not want any more children? 
 

44 52 4 

The woman’s own health is seriously endangered by the 
pregnancy? 

 

88 9 3 

The family has a very low income and cannot afford any more 
children? 

 

51 44 5 

She became pregnant as a result of rape? 80 16 4 

She is not married and does not want to marry the man? 46 49 5 

For the most part, people were pro-abortion, but with a slight trend toward anti-abortion from 

1974. 

 

February 26, 1979 Gallup56 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: "Do you think abortions should be legal under any circumstance, legal under 

only certain circumstances, or illegal in all circumstances?" 

Always 
(%) 

Sometimes 
(%) 

Never 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

22 54 19 5 
 

                                                           
56 Gallup, Inc. “Abortion”. http://www.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx  

http://www.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx�
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1984 Gallup57 Anti-abortion  

Survey Question: “A constitutional amendment to ban abortion in all circumstances, except 

when necessary to save the life of the mother” 

Favor 
(%) 

Oppose 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

50 46 4 
Anti-abortion, but just barely 

 

October 1, 1988** Gallup58 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: "Do you think abortions should be legal under any circumstance, legal under 

only certain circumstances, or illegal in all circumstances?" 

Always 
(%) 

Sometimes 
(%) 

Never 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

24 57 17 2 
Pro-abortion, slightly more than in 1979 

 

June 2, 1992** Gallup59 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: "Do you think abortions should be legal under any circumstance, legal under 

only certain circumstances, or illegal in all circumstances?" 

Always 
(%) 

Sometimes 
(%) 

Never 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

32 50 17 1 

                                                           
57 Gallup, Inc. “Abortion”. http://www.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx  
58 Gallup, Inc. “Abortion”. http://www.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx  
59 Gallup, Inc. “Abortion”. http://www.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx  

http://www.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx�
http://www.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx�
http://www.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx�
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Notably more Pro-abortion than in preceding years when the same question was asked, more 

people in the “always” category (when this question was asked again in September 1991, the 

numbers were even more pro: 33,49,14%). 

 

October 30, 1998 Newsweek60 Overall anti-abortion  

Survey Question: “Do you personally believe that abortion is wrong?” 

Yes 
(%) 

No 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

56 36 8 
Anti-abortion 

 

Survey Question: “Whatever your own personal view, do you favor a woman in this country 

having the choice to get an abortion at the advice of her doctor?” 

Yes 
(%) 

No 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

69 24 7 
Pro-abortion 

Survey Question: *"Do you think abortions should be legal under any circumstances, legal 

under only certain circumstances, or illegal in all circumstances?" 

Any 
(%) 

Only Certain Ones 
(%) 

Always Illegal 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

23 58 7 4 
Moderate, favoring some restrictions: moderate anti-abortion? 

 

                                                           
60 Polling Report, Inc. “Abortion and Birth Control”. Pollingreport.com.   
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Survey Question: *"Do you think there should be a law making illegal 'partial birth' 

abortions…except when necessary to save the life of the mother?" 

Yes 
(%) 

No 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

55 36 9 
Anti-abortion  

 

May 2, 1999** Gallup61 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: Do you consider yourself pro-choice or pro-life? 

Pro-choice 
(%) 

Pro-life 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

48 42 10 
Pro-abortion, but just barely 

 

April 27, 2000 Fox News62 Anti-abortion  

 

Survey Question: *"This week the U.S. Supreme Court heard arguments in a case that will 

decide whether states can legally ban partial-birth abortions -- that is, abortions that are 

conducted later in the pregnancy than other abortions and require the fetus to be partially 

delivered. If you were one of the justices, would you vote to allow states to ban partial-birth 

abortions?" 

 

                                                           
61 Gallup, Inc. “Abortion”. http://www.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx 
62 Polling Report, Inc. “Abortion and Birth Control”. Pollingreport.com.   

http://www.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx�
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Would allow 
(%) 

Would not allow 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

61 30 9 
 

 

December 15, 2002 Los Angeles Times63 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: "The United States Supreme Court handed down a landmark decision in 

1973, called Roe versus Wade, which legalized abortion. Generally speaking, are you in favor of 

the Supreme Court decision which permits a woman to get an abortion from a doctor at any time, 

or are you opposed to that, or are you indifferent on the subject -- or haven't you heard enough 

about that yet to say?" 

In favor 
(%) 

Indifferent 
(%) 

Opposed 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

46 11 37 6 
 

 

January 12, 2003 CNN/USA Today/Gallup64 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: "As you may know, in 1973, the U.S. Supreme Court announced a landmark 

decision on abortion known as Roe versus Wade. Do you think that decision was a good thing or 

a bad thing for the country?" 

Good 
(%) 

Bad 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

53 30 17 
 

                                                           
63 Polling Report, Inc. “Abortion and Birth Control”. Pollingreport.com.   
64 Polling Report, Inc. “Abortion and Birth Control”. Pollingreport.com.   
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January 16, 2003 CNN/Time65 Moderate  

Survey Question: "Thinking about abortion: If you had to choose, would you describe yourself 

as being more pro-choice -- supporting a woman's right to have an abortion -- or more pro-life -- 

protecting the rights of unborn children?" 

• Evenly split between pro-choice and pro-life, no statistically significant majority 

 

May 23, 2004 CBS66 Moderate  

"Which of these comes closest to your view? Abortion should be generally available to those 

who want it. Abortion should be available, but under stricter limits than it is now. OR, Abortion 

should not be permitted." 

Generally available 
(%) 

With stricter limits 
(%) 

Not permitted 
(%) 

36 37 25 
Moderate, slightly more pro-abortion 

 

January 2005 Los Angeles Times67 Anti-abortion  

Survey Question: “Which comes closest to your view on abortion?...Abortion should always be 

legal, should be legal most of the time, should be made illegal except in cases of rape, incest and 

to save the mother's life, abortion should be made illegal without any exceptions.” 

                                                           
65 Polling Report, Inc. “Abortion and Birth Control”. Pollingreport.com.   
66 Polling Report, Inc. “Abortion and Birth Control”. Pollingreport.com.   
67 Los Angeles Times Poll, Jan, 2005. Retrieved Apr-7-2012 from the iPOLL Databank, The Roper Center for Public 
Opinion Research, University of Connecticut. 
http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu.ezp2.lib.umn.edu/data_access/ipoll/ipoll.html  

http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu.ezp2.lib.umn.edu/data_access/ipoll/ipoll.html�
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Always legal 
(%) 

Mostly legal 
(%) 

Illegal with some exceptions 
(%) 

Always illegal 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

24 19 41 12 4 
 

 

August 2, 2005 CBS68 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: "More than thirty years ago, the Supreme Court's decision in Roe versus 

Wade established a constitutional right for women to obtain legal abortions in this country. In 

general, do you think the Court's decision was a good thing or a bad thing?" 

Good thing 
(%) 

Bad thing 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

60 35 5 
 

 

August 28, 2005 ABC News/Washington Post69 Moderate  

Survey Question: "Would you like to see the Supreme Court make it harder to get an abortion 

than it is now, make it easier to get an abortion than it is now, or leave the ability to get an 

abortion the same as it is now?" 

Harder 
(%) 

Easier 
(%) 

Same 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

42 9 47 2 
Moderate, slightly anti-abortion 

 

                                                           
68 Polling Report, Inc. “Abortion and Birth Control”. Pollingreport.com.   
69 Polling Report, Inc. “Abortion and Birth Control”. Pollingreport.com.   
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March 2006** Pew News Interest Index70 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: “Recently, South Dakota passed a law that bans abortion in all cases except to 

save the life of the mother. Would you favor or oppose a law like this at the national level?” 

Favor 
(%) 

Oppose 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

34 58 8 
 

 

May 13, 2007 Gallup71 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: "Would you like to see the Supreme Court overturn its 1973 Roe versus Wade 

decision concerning abortion, or not?" 

Overturn 
(%) 

Don’t overturn 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

35 53 12 
 

 

October 24, 2007 Fox News/Opinion Poll Dynamics 72 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: "Please tell me if you think abortion should be legal or illegal in each of the 

following situations . . . 

Survey Question Continued Legal 
(%) 

Illegal 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

If the pregnancy was the result of rape or incest? 
 

70 21 9 

                                                           
70 Pew News Interest Index Poll, Mar, 2006. Retrieved Apr-7-2012 from the iPOLL Databank, The Roper Center for 
Public Opinion Research, University of Connecticut. 
http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu.ezp2.lib.umn.edu/data_access/ipoll/ipoll.html  
71 Polling Report, Inc. “Abortion and Birth Control”. Pollingreport.com.   
72 Polling Report, Inc. “Abortion and Birth Control”. Pollingreport.com.   

http://www.ropercenter.uconn.edu.ezp2.lib.umn.edu/data_access/ipoll/ipoll.html�
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If the pregnancy puts the mother's life at risk? 
 

73 15 12 

If the pregnancy puts the mother's mental health at 
risk? 

 

56 28 16 

If the baby has a fatal birth defect? 
 

53 30 18 

If the pregnancy is unwanted? 39 50 11 

Pro-abortion, except when decision to have abortion is solely based on parents’ preference  

 

June 16, 2009 CBS/New York Times 73 Pro-abortion  

Survey Question: "More than 35 years ago, the Supreme Court's decision in Roe versus Wade 

established a constitutional right for women to obtain legal abortions in this country. In general, 

do you think the Court's decision was a good thing or a bad thing?" 

Good thing 
(%) 

Bad thing 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

62 32 6 
 

June 14, 2009 CBS/New York Times 74 Moderate  

Survey Question: "Do you favor laws that would make it more difficult for a woman to get an 

abortion, favor laws that would make it easier to get an abortion or should no change be made to 

existing abortion laws?" 

More difficult 
(%) 

Easier 
(%) 

No change 
(%) 

Unsure 
(%) 

41 14 40 6 
Moderate, slightly more anti-abortion 

                                                           
73 Polling Report, Inc. “Abortion and Birth Control”. Pollingreport.com.   
74 Polling Report, Inc. “Abortion and Birth Control”. Pollingreport.com.   
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Of the responses to survey question collected here, 17 were coded as pro-abortion, and only 8 as 

anti-abortion. Of these responses, whether they were pro or anti- abortion, were also considered 

moderate, so 11 responses straddle both the moderate category and either the pro or anti- 

abortion categories.  

Generally, people seemed in favor of answering “yes” rather than “no”, and seemed opposed to 

making any major changes to policy, voting to keep the status quo. This may account for some of 

the overwhelming majority of responses that favor abortion, as people tended to want to protect 

the basic holdings of Roe v. Wade, a law that was already in place (except for on the first set of 

questions which took place in 1972).  
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Index B: Timeline of Events 

1973- Roe v. Wade 

1976- Hyde Amendment 

 Hyde Amendment- September 30, 1976 

 This legislative provision barred the use of certain federal funds to pay for abortions. It is 

not a permanent law, rather it is a "rider", or an additional provision added to a bill, which in 

various forms has been routinely attached to annual appropriations bills since its enactment in 

1976, and applies to funds allocated by the annual appropriations bill for the Department of 

Health and Human Services. The Amendment primarily affects Medicaid.  

In 1965, Congress established Medicaid to provide federal financial assistance to states 

that chose to reimburse certain medical costs incurred by needy persons. The Hyde amendment 

greatly restricted the Medicaid funds available for reimbursement for abortion services.75

*In 1977 the Hyde amendment was revised to include an exception for cases of rape, incest or 

when the mother’s health was in danger.

  

76

 

 However, this policy will still be considered anti-

abortion for the purposes of this paper as it is still restrictive of access to abortion. 

1980- Harris v. McRae 

                                                           
75 Oyez.org. “Harris v. McRae”. IIT Chicago-Kent College of Law. http://www.oyez.org/cases/1970-
1979/1979/1979_79_1268  
76 National Abortion Federation. 2010. “A Timeline of Reproductive Rights.” 
http://www.prochoice.org/about_abortion/history_abortion.html   

http://www.oyez.org/cases/1970-1979/1979/1979_79_1268�
http://www.oyez.org/cases/1970-1979/1979/1979_79_1268�
http://www.prochoice.org/about_abortion/history_abortion.html�
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1989- Webster v. reproductive Health Services 

1992- Planned Parenthood v. Casey 

1994- FACE  

 Freedom of Access to Clinic Entrances Act (FACE Act) - 1994 

 This Act was passed by Congress in response to the murder of Dr. David Gunn. Gunn 

was shot to death in 1993 as he was walking from his car into his abortion clinic in Florida.77 In 

this attack, a man stepped forward from a group of anti-abortion protestors and opened fire. The 

Act forbids the use of force, threat of force or physical obstruction to prevent someone from 

providing or receiving reproductive health services.78

 

 The Act provides civil and criminal 

penalties for those who break this law. 

2000- RU-486 (the abortion pill) approved by FDA 

2003- Partial Birth Abortion Ban Act 

 Partial-birth Abortion Ban Act- November 5, 2003 

 This ban, passed by Congress and signed into law by President Bush, was based on 

Congressional findings that although partial-birth abortion is safer than other types of abortion, it 

has not been found to be medically necessary to preserve the health of the mother and is “outside 

the standard of medical care”, meaning that it was not an accepted medical procedure in the 

                                                           
77 Washington Post. 1993. “Doctor Killed During Abortion Protest”. http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
srv/national/longterm/abortviolence/stories/gunn.htm  
78 National Abortion Federation. 2010. “A Timeline of Reproductive Rights.” 
http://www.prochoice.org/about_abortion/history_abortion.html   

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-srv/national/longterm/abortviolence/stories/gunn.htm�
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-srv/national/longterm/abortviolence/stories/gunn.htm�
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mainstream medical community.79

 

 Under this law, any physician who performs a partial-birth 

abortion in the US is subject to fines and/or imprisonment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 
                                                           
79 Findlaw.com. “Partial Birth Abortion Ban Act of 2003”. Findlaw, a Thompson Reuters business. 
http://news.findlaw.com/wp/docs/abortion/2003s3.html  

http://news.findlaw.com/wp/docs/abortion/2003s3.html�
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Appendix C: Gallup Poll Results with Data Labels80

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
80 Gallup, Inc. “Abortion”. http://www.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx 
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