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ABSTRACT
The controversial topic of abortion has become increasingly popular among not only social settings within the United States, but both political and legal settings as well (Hoffmann and Johnson 2005). Abortion attitudes are shaped by an extramental number of variables, but research proves that the most influential is that of an individual’s religiosity (Unnever, Bartkowski, and Cullen 2010). Many religious organizations have begun taking a backseat in regards to publicly announcing their stance on abortion (Hoffmann and Johnson 2005); however, does religious denomination relate to a woman’s attitude considering abortion? The purpose of this study was to examine religious affiliation and the construction of abortion attitudes; specifically, by focusing on the outcome in moral behavior. This study analyzed the influence variables such as strength of religious affiliation, religious attendance, and sex had on the construction of one’s standpoint on abortion. It was discovered that both strength of affiliation and attendance both decreased the likelihood of support for legal abortion. The findings suggest (1) other factors such as education and whether an individual classifies themselves as a conservative influence abortion attitudes; (2) sex has no statistically significant influence on abortion viewpoint; and (3) further research is imperative in order to advance the understanding behind a person’s belief regarding abortion. 
According to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (2017), in 2014 there were 652,639 legal abortions that were reported in the United States. When examining the reasoning behind abortions one will find a wide scope of variables, but one of the most predominate aspects is that of an individuals’ religious affiliation. Those who are constant worshipers are found to have a powerful spiritual bond, which has been discovered to lead to a stronger likelihood of abortion opposition (Unnever, Bartkowski, and Cullen 2010). Furthermore, it has been discovered that this increase in abortion opposition in respect to committed religious study is due to the intense developed relationship with a loving God whom is deemed the ultimate judge and savior (Unnever, Bartkowski, and Cullen 2010). The views of religious organizations on traumatic and elective forms of abortion varies (Williams 1982). Many religious organizations have begun taking a backseat in regards to publicly announcing their stance on abortion (Hoffmann and Johnson 2005); however, does religious denomination relate to a woman’s attitude considering abortion? The purpose of this study is to examine religious affiliation and the construction of abortion attitudes; specifically, by focusing on the outcome in moral behavior.
LITERATURE REVIEW

The Religious Outlook: Traumatic verses Elective Abortions


Women have been granted the right to decide whether or not to have an abortion through the Supreme Court’s ruling in 1973, Roe v. Wade (Regan 1979). Since the 1973 decision, controversy between a woman’s right to maintain her body and an unborn fetuses’ right to life has skyrocketed (Jelen 1984). One of the most well-known contributing factors that is weighed in an individual’s decision about abortion is that of their religious affiliation. It has been discovered that many faiths are harsh when examining abortion, and many condemn the practice of elective abortions outright; other religious organizations are found to believe that their members should have compassion toward those who are experiencing or have experienced an abortion (Cochran, Chamlin, Beeghley, Harnden, and Blackwell 1996). 
For instance, traumatic abortions are often referred to as problem or danger pregnancies (Williams 1982); these are any pregnancies that are the result of rape or incest, when the fetus has a sever birth defect, or if the mother’s life is in extreme danger (Williams 1982). According to Hoffmann and Johnson (2005), an overwhelming majority of religious organizations have denied to publicly announcing their views on traumatic abortions and believe that these decisions and stances be left between a woman and her doctor. This distance has been created by this majority of organizations due to the potential of displacing blame for the pregnancy on the wrong party (Hoffmann and Johnson 2005). Furthermore, Hoffmann and Johnson (2005) continue to explain that these organizations take great pains to separate the elective and traumatic abortions both politically and morally. 

When discovering religious organizations’ stances regarding elective abortion, the vast majority of religious groups, especially those found to be more conservative (e.g. Catholics, Fundamentalists, Baptists) declare elective abortions as the moral decline of society (Hoffmann and Johnson 2005). Explained by Hoffmann and Johnson (2005), within the past thirty years almost all of religious group’s opposition of abortion has increased. Elective abortions are those that are performed as a form of birth control, whether it be that the family is financially unstable, simply does not wish to have any more children, sexual relations result in an unplanned pregnancy, or pregnant outside of wedlock (Cochran et al 1996). Regardless of how slight or how much, religious affiliation has been found to influence an individual’s attitude about abortion.  

Hypothesis #1: People with a strong religious affiliation are less likely to support legal elective abortions than people who do not have a strong religious affiliation.

Attendance and Its Influence on Abortion Attitudes 

Regardless of how an individual decides to worship throughout each week, their religiosity will strengthen throughout time, therefore, leading to less support of proabortion stances (D’Antonio and Stack 1980). Rhodes (1985) has discovered that despite the spiritual path an individual decides to take that when they dedicate their complete attention to their study, their opposition of abortion grows more powerful. Furthermore, Lynwiler (1989) documents that high attendance rates result in less support for legal abortions. It has been determined that participation in religious study, as opposed to an individual’s religious preference, weighs heavier in the debate of whether or not abortion is legal in the eyes of God (Harris and Mills 1985). According to Emerson (1996), religion is found to establish moral rules, and it is the deciding factor in what is seen as right and wrong. 

The more active an individual becomes in their spiritual walk the more likely they are to follow their Almighty leader in his view of controversial topics, abortion especially. Unnever, Bartkowski, and Cullen (2010) discovered that those who are influenced by a loving, close image of God will oppose highly disputed topics such as abortion and capital punishment more ferociously than those who are not influenced by this image. Further research explains this concept on the grounds that abortion is commonly seen as messing with God’s natural process of everyday life by individuals who partake in religious practice and uphold certain religious beliefs (Tamney, Johnson, and Burton 1992). Abortion is a topic that is discussed in every corner of America, it is also a topic that is heavily debated on during political elections; when an individual gives their spiritual walk dedication, their attitudes regarding this topic has already been predetermined due to their view of their God despite what their fellow Americans and politicians have to say. 

Hypothesis #2: People who attend religious services are less likely to support legal abortions than those who never attend religious services.  
Gender Influence and Abortion Attitudes


The debate of abortion is a controversy that affects women in all countries, including every state of America. Demographic variables are found to play a key role in the construction of one’s abortion attitude (Woodrum and Davison 1992). Woodrum and Davison (1992) have discovered that race and sex are among the most significant predictors in regards to an individual’s religiosity as well as their stance on abortion; leading to sex being considered one of the more significant factors of abortion attitudes investigated thus far (Barkan 2014). In regards to the individual’s sex, Wilcox (1990) discovered that women are more likely than men to form their abortion attitudes based on their religious beliefs. Recent research has attributed this to being a result of women possessing a higher level of religiosity then men (Collett and Lizardo 2009). As previously stated when examining an individual’s worshiping frequency, a woman’s attitudes about abortion are shaped from many contributing factors, the largest being that of the strength of her religiosity, regardless of religious affiliation. Collett and Lizardo (2009) explain this difference between men and women as being due to men having a lower level of religiosity based on their likelihood of partaking in risky behavior that result in a loss of spiritual rewards, such as an entrance to heaven.

Religion has and continues to play a key role in abortion attitudes among women (Adebayo 1990). Barkan (2014) explains that women traditionally have a more liberating stance on legal support for abortion, but as their religiosity strengthens that support decreases significantly. Research credits this stance to two reasons; first, that women are found to have a more sensitive approach to the life of an unborn fetus (Barken 2014) and second, this emotional tie is strengthened by a serious relationship with God (Unnever, Bartkowski, and Cullen 2010). It has been discovered that men are significantly more likely than women to be in approval of abortion without much consideration for the reasonings behind the procedure (Tedrow and Mahoney 1979). 


Hypothesis #3: Women are more likely to oppose legal abortion than men. 
RESEARCH DESIGN

Data
The secondary dataset used in this research study was that of the General Social Survey. This survey was conducted by the National Opinion Research Center at the University of Chicago and the survey that was used was the General Social Survey 2016. The population of the 2016 General Social Survey was that of adults living in the United States (n= 2,867). 

Measures

The dependent variable used throughout this study was legal abortion support (see Table #1 for descriptive statistics). Support for legal abortion is accounted for using a recode of the survey question, “Please tell me whether or not you think it should be possible for a pregnant woman to obtain a legal abortion if the woman wants it for any reason?” The response options are; (0) “No” and (1) “Yes”. 


The independent variables utilized throughout this study were “Sex,” “Strength of Affiliation,” and “Religious Attendance.” First, sex was measured using a recode of the survey question that accounts for the respondent’s sex. The response options are; (0) “Male” and (1) “Female”. Second, strength of affiliation was measured using a recode of the survey question, “Would you call yourself a strong (Preference Named in Religion) or not a very strong (Preference Named in Religion)?” The response options were; (1) “Strong,” (2) “Not Very Strong,” (3) “Somewhat Strong,” and (4) “No Religion.” This has been recoded into a dichotomous variable with response options of; (0) “Not Strong” and (1) “Strong”. Finally, religious attendance was accounted for by a recode of the survey question, “How often do you attend religious services?” The response options were; (0) “Never,” (1) “At Least Once A Year,” (2) “Once A Year,” (3) “Several Times A Year,” (4) “Once A Month,” (5) “2-3 Times A Month,” (6) “Nearly Every Week,” (7) “Every Week,” and (8) “More Than Once A Week.” This has been recoded with the response options of; (0) “Never,” (1) “Yearly,” (2) “Monthly,” and (3) “Weekly or More”. 

The control variables in this study addressed political views, age, education, and marital status. The variables political views and marital status were non-dichotomous categorical variables to begin with. They have been recoded into dichotomous variables. Political perspective is measured using the survey question, “On a seven-point scale from extremely liberal to extremely conservative, where would you place yourself on this scale?” The variable for political views originally had seven response options; (1) “Extremely Liberal,” (2) “Liberal,” (3) “Slightly Liberal,” (4) “Moderate,” (5) “Slightly Conservative,” (6) “Conservative,” and (7) “Extremely Conservative”.  The final recode for political views is as follows; (0) “Not Conservative” and (1) “Conservative”. Marital status is measured using the survey question, “Are you currently – married, widowed, divorced, separated, or have you never been married?” The variable for marital status originally had five response options; (1) “Married,” (2) “Widowed,” (3) “Divorced,” (4) “Separated,” and (5) “Never Married”. The final recode for marital status is as follows; (0) “Not Married” and (1) “Married”. Age is a variable that measures the age of the respondent. It is a scale variable ranging from 18 to 89. Education is a scale variable, measured using the survey question inquiring the highest level of schooling completed by the respondent. The answer choices range from 0 to 20. 
Analytic Strategy


Using SPSS 25, a multivariate logistic regression analysis has been used to determine the impact the independent variables have on legal abortion support. Within this analysis, in addition to reporting comparative odds, the probabilities of legal abortion support under certain conditions will be calculated in some cases. When working with these equations, the following equation was used to analyze and understand probabilities from the log-odds provided in the SPSS output: 

Probability = 
     exp(A + β1[x1] + β2[x2] + β3[x3] + β4[x4]…)  

1 + exp(A + β1[x1] + β2[x2] + β3[x3] + β4[x4]…)
It is hoped that when using this analysis that reporting the probabilities will provide a clarification of the nature and continued development of the findings will be discovered from the odds ratios. 

	Table #1: Descriptive Statistics 

	
	No

N (% Valid)
	Yes

N (% Valid)
	
	
	Total

N/100%

	Legal Abortion Support
	973 (53.8)
	837 (46.2)
	
	
	1810

	
	Not Strong 
N (% Valid)
	Strong
N (% Valid)
	
	
	Total

N/100%

	Strength of Religious Affiliation
	1789 (63.1)
	1048 (36.9)
	
	
	2837

	
	Never
N (% Valid)
	Yearly
N (% Valid)
	Monthly

N (% Valid)
	Weekly/More

N (% Valid)
	Total

N/100%

	Religious Attendance 
	723 (25.4)
	870 (30.5)
	440 (15.4)
	817 (28.7)
	2850

	
	Male
 N (% Valid)
	Female 
N (% Valid)
	
	
	Total

N/100%

	Sex
	1276 (44.6)
	1591 (55.5)
	
	
	2867

	Control Variables: 
	
	
	
	
	

	     
	Not Conservative 
N (% Valid)
	Conservative
N (% Valid)
	
	
	Total

N/100%

	     Conservative
	1828 (66.3)
	928 (33.7)
	
	
	2756

	
	Not Married
 N (% Valid)
	Married
N (% Valid)
	
	
	Total

N/100%

	     Married
	1654 (57.7)
	1212 (42.3)
	
	
	2866

	
	Mean
	SD
	Minimum
	Maximum
	N

	     Age
	49.16
	17.693
	18
	89
	2857

	     Education
	13.74
	2.964
	0
	20
	2858


FINDINGS

The descriptive statistics, from Table #1, suggest that just over 46% (46.2%) of adults living in the United States support legal abortion, whereas just under 54% (53.8%) do not support legal abortion. In Table #2, a logistic regression analysis models the impact of various religious and social factors on the likelihood of supporting legal abortion (Model χ² = 342.576; p < 0.001). The independent variables explain about 24.1% of the variance in the likelihood of supporting legal abortion (Nagelkerke r2 = 0.241). 

First, based upon the descriptive statistics, just under 37% of adults living in the United States report having a strong religious affiliation. According to the logistic regression analysis, consistent with H1, people with a strong religious affiliation are 28% less likely to support legal abortion than people with a not strong religious affiliation (Exp[B] = 0.720; Wald x2 = 5.849; p < 0.05). Whereas just over 43% (prob. = 0.433) of people with 12 years of edcation support legal abortion, just under 71% (prob. = 0.7087) of people with 20 years of education support legal abortion.
Second, based upon the descriptive statistics, just under 29% of adults living in the United States report attending religious services weekly or more. Consistent with H2, people who attend religious services are just over 33% less likely to support legal abortions than people who do not attend religious services (Exp[B] = 0.669; Wald x2 = 48.640; p < 0.001). Whereas just under 29% (prob. = 0.2879) of conservatives support legal abortions, nearly 56% (prob. = 0.555) of non-conervatives support legal abortions.
Third, contrary to H3, there is no statistically significant difference in sex and legal abortion support.  
Finally, regarding the control variables, a respondent’s conservative views has a statistically significant relationship to the likelihood of support for legal abortion (Exp[B] = 0.324; Wald x2 = 90.963; p < 0.001). Also, education too has a statistically significant relationship to the likelihood of support for legal abortion (Exp[B] = 1.182;Wald x2 = 74.643; p <0.001). Both age and marital status do not have a statistically significant relationship to the likelihood of support for legal abortion. 
	Table #2:  Multivariate Logistical Regression Analysis of Selected Independent Variables on the likelihood of Support Legal Abortion 

	
	B(SE)
	Exp(B)

	Strength of Affiliation
	-0.329*

(0.136)
	0.720

	Religious Attendance 
	-0.402***

(0.058)
	0.669

	Female
	-0.058

(0.109)
	0.944

	Control Variables:
	
	

	    Conservative
	-1.126***

(0.118)
	0.324

	     Age
	0.001

(0.003)
	1.001

	     Education
	0.168***

(0.019)
	1.182

	     Married
	-0.192

(0.111)
	0.825

	Constant
	-1.312***

(0.269)

	Model χ²
	342.576***

	Nagelkerke r2
	0.241

	* p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01: *** p < 0.001


DISCUSSION

Using a nationally representative sample of adults within the United States population, this study set out to uncover the influence that factors such as gender, religious attendance, and strength of religious affiliation had on an individual’s attitude regarding abortion. This study has found to provide significant evidence that an individual’s strength of religious affiliation and extent of one’s religious attendance impacts the likelihood of legal abortion support. Specifically, abortion attitudes are found to be influenced by a number of different variables such as age, gender, marital status, religious participation, family values, etc. (Harris and Mills 1985). 

When discussing religious attendance and its influence on legal abortion, these concepts have been widely researched for decades. Rhodes (1985) discovered that a key indicator in the construction of an individual’s abortion attitude is their attendance in religious study. Furthermore, an individual’s affiliation preference is incredibly less significant in influencing their abortion attitudes as opposed to their frequency (Harris and Mills 1985). This study’s results confirm the research provided by not only Rhodes but tens and hundreds of other researchers as well that an individual’s worship frequency does indeed play an important role in shaping their beliefs regarding abortion. 

This study too has found a correlation between an individual’s strength of affiliation and their abortion standpoint. Cochran ET. Al (1996) explain that many religious organizations are extremely harsh in their condemnation of abortion. The strict outlook of these religious affiliations are leading by an example that will shape their congregations beliefs. The results of this study found that those who claim to have a strong religious affiliation are more likely to have a significantly lower likelihood of supporting legal abortion than those who claimed to have a not very strong affiliation. 

The results of this study, when discussing gender and the differences between men’s and women’s views of legal abortion, do not align with the literary analysis above. Tedrow and Mahoney (1979) discuss a low, steady increase of abortion opposition in males beginning in the late 1970’s; it is understandable that this steady increase would become equivalent to the opposition of abortion from women over time. In fact, further research regarding the differences behind the reasoning of both men and women’s abortion attitudes would provide a better understanding behind this topic of much discussion within American politics and society.

Furthermore, variables such as education and conservative view points, when controlled for, were found within this study to have a significant influence on an individual’s abortion attitudes. These concepts provided an additional outlook on within the study and provided findings that were overlooked during the literary analysis stage, as well as the research design. 

These variables therefore play key roles in the construction of one’s attitude concerning abortions, especially when dealing with traumatic abortions which can be a direct result of rape, incest, or other distressing factors (Hoffmann and Johnson 2005). Ultimately, other indicators not analyzed within this study such as race, region, generations, etc. could lead to a more well-rounded understanding of the construction of abortion attitudes. 

Limitations


As with all research, this study has its own unique limitations. While religiosity is a large contributor in the abortion decision, other variables such as abortion type, race, and worship frequency have been found to contribute to this controversy as well. To being, this study used the survey question accounting for whether or not the respondent believed a woman should have the right to have a legal abortion if she wishes for any reason. This question was used based on the study’s general overview focusing on one’s abortion attitude as a whole, but literary analysis shows that traumatic abortions, those resulting from extensive reasons, tend to have a higher percentage of support from adults living in the United States regardless of religious affiliation. Since this study decided to narrow its research to focus on an individual’s opinion based on their religious belief, it is believed that this distinction between the two variables could have proved to be useful due to a majority of religious organizations providing comfort and leniency in regards to traumatic terminations (Cochran et. al 1996).


Also, when beginning the research process it was originally desired to account for the respondent’s previous interactions with themselves or others whom have been affected by having an abortion. It is believed that this concept would provide extensive data on both the respondent’s abortion attitude before and after finding out someone they know or themselves have been affected by this hardship. It is believed that if the dataset included this information, detrimental research concerning attitudes regarding abortion would not only educate the population but would provide policy makers and society with important information for the future.


A proposal for future research would be to ensure that a larger quantity of data is collected in regards to the respondent’s demographic background. It is believed that if this factor is contributed to the study, a better understanding of their abortion beliefs would be found. For instance, for those who come from a lower socioeconomic class, abortion is perhaps more likely to be supported due to their limitation on funding, employment, housing, etc. These disadvantaged aspects of their lives may leave them no choice but to seek a legal abortion in order to keep a child from potentially living on the streets, growing hungry, or ending up in the foster care system. This proposal for future research is believed to lead to a further understanding behind abortion attitudes. Demographic factors may outweigh the individual’s religious standpoint in regards to abortion due to the overwhelming disadvantage things such as their social class or race may cause within their life. While their religion may play a key factor in their life, due to their demographic background they may feel strongly about not bringing a child into an unfair world that gives little to the poor and everything to the rich. 
CONCLUSION

With the extensive, some dare say intrusive, controversy regarding abortion within the United States, political, legal, and social argument surrounding the rights, or lack thereof, an unborn fetus has skyrocketed. With indicators such as education levels, age, religion, race, etc. an individual’s attitude regarding abortion develops. This study analyzed the effects a person’s strength of religious affiliation, religious attendance, and sex had on the construction of their beliefs regarding abortion. Furthermore, this study suggests that both religious attendance and the strength of religious affiliation play a key role in this development. Both of these variables influence the individual’s perception of life, as well as their religious outlook on right and wrong. Although this study found no significant indication that sex played a role in this topic it is believed that further research and data collection from young men and women aged fourteen to seventeen years of age will assist in the progress of this topic. While this study only began an extensive line of research on abortion and religious standpoints, it does, justify further research to be conducted on the construction of abortion attitudes in regard to religious standpoints. 
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