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TO: David Stevens, MD, CEO 
Jonathan Imbody, Vice President for Government Relations 
Christian Medical Association 

FROM: Kellyanne Conway, President & CEO 
Karen Bentley, Research Analyst 
the polling companyTM, inc./WomanTrend 

DATE: April 6, 2009 
RE: Analysis of Findings: Nationwide Survey of American Adults 
the polling companyTM, inc./WomanTrend is pleased to present to the Christian 
Medical Association the findings of a recent nationwide survey of 800 American Adults 
(18+). The survey contained one screener question, 10 substantive questions, and 13 
demographic inquiries. All substantive questions were closed-ended in nature. 

The survey was fielded March 23-25, 2009 at a Computer-Assisted Telephone 
Interviewing (CATI) facility using live callers. The sample was drawn utilizing Random 
Digit Dial, a computer dialing technique that ensures that every household in the nation 
with a landline telephone has an equal chance of being called. Each respondent was 
screened to ensure he or she was 18 years of age. 

Sampling controls were used to ensure that a proportional and representative number of 
people were interviewed from such demographic groups as age, race and ethnicity, and 
region according to the most recent figures available from the U.S. Census Bureau and 
voter registration and turnout figures. After data collection, weighting was used to ensure 
that the sample reflected the current population. This is a common and industry-accepted 
practice. Age, race, and gender were allowed four points of flexibility in pre-set quotas 
while three points of flexibility was permitted on region. 

The overall margin of error for the survey is ± 3.5% at a 95% confidence interval, 
meaning that in 19 out of 20 cases, the data obtained would not differ by any more than 
3.5 percentage points in either direction if the survey were repeated multiple times 
employing this methodology and sampling method. Margins of error for subgroups are 
higher. 

It should be noted that some of the subgroups in this study are quite small, accounting for 
less than 50 total respondents, e.g., Asian-Americans (n=32), self-identified 
Agnostics/Atheists (n=3 1), and self-identified moderate Republicans (n=36). It is not 
advisable to draw scientific conclusions about these cohorts within this study. 
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II. Key Findings 

Americans of All Demographic Characteristics and Political Stripes Seek a Shared a 
Set of Values with their Healthcare Providers. 
Fully 88% of American adults surveyed said it is either “very” or “somewhat” important 
to them that they enjoy a similar set of morals as their doctors, nurses, and other 
healthcare providers. Intensity was strong, as 63% described this as “very” important 
while at the other end of the spectrum, just 6% said it is “not at all important,” a ratio of 
more than 10-to-1. 

Healthcare Providers’ Conscience Protections Viewed as an Inalienable Right 
A sizable 87% of American adults surveyed believed it is important to “make sure that 
healthcare professionals in America are not forced to participate in procedures and 
practices to which they have moral objections.” Support for this protection garnered 
considerable intensity as well, with 65% of respondents considering it very essential. 
Majorities of men, women, and adults of all ages, races, regions, and political affiliations 
considered it critical to defend the rights of healthcare providers to refuse to perform 
certain procedures on moral grounds. Also joining with these majorities were 95% of 
respondents who self-identified as “pro-life,” 78% who considered themselves “pro- 
choice,” 94% who voted for Senator McCain in November 2008 and 80% who cast a 
ballot for (now) President Obama. 

Americans Oppose The Principle of Forcing Healthcare Providers to Act Against 
Their Consciences... 
A majority (57%) of Americans opposed regulations “that require medical professionals 
to perform or provide procedures to which they have moral or ethical objections.” In 
contrast, 38% favored such rules. The potency of opposition was twice that of the 
supporters: 40% strongly objected to the laws while just 19% strongly backed them. 
Politically, a majority of conservative Republicans (69%), moderate Republicans (69%), 
and conservative Democrats (59%), as well as the plurality of liberal/moderate 
Democrats (49%), joining together to reject policies to that require doctors and nurses to 
act against their personal moral code or value set. 

...Support Laws That Protect Them From Doing So... 
Without any names or political parties being mentioned, respondents were provided with 
a short description of the new conscience protection law and its recent inception: “Just 
two months ago, a federal law known as ‘conscience protection’ went into effect after 
reports of doctors being discriminated against for declining to perform abortions. It 
protects doctors and other medical professionals who work at institutions that receive 
federal money from performing medical procedures to which they object on moral or 
religious grounds.” 

After hearing this short description, support for this new law outpaced opposition by a 
margin of more than 2-to-1 (63% vs. 28%). Intensity favored the law, with 42% strongly 
backing it and 19% strongly rejecting it. Endorsements for the rule spanned demographic 
and political spectra, with majorities in all cohorts offering their support. In fact, even  
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56% of adults who said they voted for President Obama last fall and 60% of 
respondents who self-identified as “pro-choice” said they favor this two-month old 
conscience protection rule.  

... And Oppose Any Efforts to Remove Such Laws. 
Next, respondents were asked to react to the proposed rescission of the conscience 
protection law: “Earlier this month, officials from the U.S. Department of Health and 
Human Services introduced a rule change that would effectively eliminate the two-month-
old conscience protection. This could mean that doctors and other medical professionals 
could be coerced to participate in medical procedures to which they object on moral or 
religious grounds.” 

Opposition to revocation of the conscience protection law outpaced support by a margin 
of more than 2-to-1 (62% vs. 30%). As was the case in the previous question, intensity 
favored retention of the law (44% strongly opposing rescission versus 17% strongly 
supporting it). Again, there was consistent demographic alignment, as a majority of men, 
women, and adults of all ages, races, incomes, regions, and geographic types stood 
together to reject removal of the law. And, there was cohesiveness across political lines, 
as 52% of self-identified Democrats, 67% of self-identified Independents, and 73% of 
self-identified Republicans, as well as 50% of liberals, 65% of moderates, and 69% of 
conservatives also opposed nullification. A narrow majority (53%) of people who 
considered themselves to be “pro-choice” opposed rescission. Notably, a small number 
( 7%) were ambivalent or undecided, saying they did not know or lacked the information 
to render an opinion one way or the other. 

Rescission of Conscience Protection Viewed by a Majority as Government 
Insinuating Itself into the Patient-Physician Relationship. 
When asked whether rescission of the rule and a resulting forced participation of doctors 
in abortions is a sign of more, less, or the right amount of government involvement in 
medicine, the majority (5 8%) said it exemplified excessive participation. Just 1 8% 
thought it reflected the ideal role and 11 % believed it was still too minimal. 

The Political Currency Calculus: Voters Will Punish Politicians Who Fail to Defend 
Healthcare Providers’ Rights to Refuse to Violate Their Conscience in the Name of 
Medicine. 
Finally, when asked how they would view their Member of Congress if he or she voted 
against conscience protection rights, 54% indicated they would be less likely to back 
their United States Representative. In fact, 36% said they would be much less likely, a 
figure three times greater than the 1 1% who said they would be much more likely. 
Furthermore, 43% of respondents who said they voted for President Obama indicated that 
they would be less inclined to back a Member of Congress if he or she opposed 
conscience protection rights. 
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Rescission of Conscience Protections May be a Priority for Obama Administration, 
but not for his Constituents. 
When presented with a list of 13 areas for the sitting Congress and current President to 
address and allowed to select multiple issues, only 10% of American adults preferred that 
Washington devote its time and energy to abortion policy. In fact, the issue of abortion 
was ranked 9th out of 13 among the issues offered to survey respondents. Moreover, 
adults desirous of action on abortion policy were six times more likely to be “pro-life” 
than “pro-choice” (19% vs. 3%). In contrast, no less than 68% of any demographic or 
political cohort studied said that President Obama and Congressional leaders should 
focus on the economy and jobs. 

III. Special Note: Cohorts In This Analysis 
The following two questions were not the first two questions of the survey. They are addressed at this  

point in the analysis in order to provide up front definitions of key certain cohorts analyzed in the  
substantive analysis. 

In this survey, respondents were asked two questions to assess their views on abortion. 
In a head-to-head question in which they were asked simply to define themselves as “pro- 
life” or “pro-choice,” 46% identified as the former and 43% as the latter. These 
respondents will be referred to throughout the analysis as those who identified as “pro- 
choice” or “pro-life” on the two-point scale. 

In a more complex positioning of views on abortion, including three classically “pro-life” 
positions, and three classically “pro-choice” positions, respondents were asked to align 
themselves with one of six viewpoints on abortion. As a result, the initial pro-life 
contingent reached a majority – and the pro-choicers lost five points. As indicated in 
the nearby textbox, respondents who fell into the top three categories can be referred to as 
“pro-life” and those that fell into the bottom three categories can be considered “pro- 
choice.” These respondents will be referred to throughout the analysis as those who 
identified as “pro-choice” or “pro-life” on the six-point scale. 

Which of the following statements most closely describes your own position on the issue of abortion? 

54% TOTAL PRO-LIFE (NET)  
15% ABORTIONS SHOULD BE PROHIBITED IN ALL CIRCUMSTANCES 
12% ABORTION SHOULD BE LEGAL ONLY TO SAVE THE LIFE OF THE MOTHER 
27% ABORTIONS SHOULD ONLY BE LEGAL IN CASES OF RAPE, INCEST OR TO SAVE THE 

LIFE OF THE MOTHER 

38% TOTAL PRO-CHOICE (NET)  
26% ABORTIONS SHOULD BE LEGAL FOR ANY REASON, BUT NOT AFTER THE FIRST 

THREE MONTHS OF PREGNANCY 
4% ABORTIONS SHOULD BE LEGAL FOR ANY REASON, BUT NOT AFTER THE FIRST SIX 

MONTHS OF PREGNANCY 
8% ABORTIONS SHOULD BE ALLOWED AT ANY TIME DURING A WOMAN’S 

PREGNANCY AND FOR ANY REASON 

8% DO NOT KNOW/ REFUSED (VOLUNTEERED) 
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How important is it that your doctors and other  
healthcare providers share a similar set of morals  

as you? Is it... 

88% TOTAL IMPORTANT (NET) 
63% VERY IMPORTANT 
25% SOMEWHAT IMPORTANT 

11% TOTAL NOT IMPORTANT (NET) 
5% NOT TOO IMPORTANT 
6% NOT AT ALL IMPORTANT 

1% DO NOT KNOW (VOLUNTEERED) 
1% REFUSED (VOLUNTEERED) 

III. Analysis of Findings 
Americans Pursue Healthcare Providers 
Who Share a Similar Set of Moral Beliefs 
A whopping 88% of American adults 
considered it important for their 
doctors, nurses, and other healthcare 
providers to possess a common code of 
morals and values to their own. In fact, 
63% said this criterion is “very important,” 
more than 10 times the number who said it 
was “not at all important” (6%). 

• Majorities of men, women, and 
adults in all age and income groups 
and of all races, regions, political 
identifications, and ideologies 
considered it not only important, but very important, that they share values with 
their healthcare providers. Even majorities of conservative Republicans  (89%), 
moderate Republicans (95%), liberal and moderate Democrats  (80%), and 
conservative Democrats (96%) aligned on this question, deeming it 
meaningful to find healthcare providers with analogous values as them.  

• Adults older than 45 (65% of 45-54 year olds and 55-64 year olds as well as 77% 
of seniors aged 65+), Midwesterners (67%), Southerners (68%), and people who 
said abortion was the most important concern for Congress and the President (75%) 
were most likely to say that having a similar set of morals and values as their 
healthcare providers was very important. 

• Groups of voters more likely than the average to say that it was not important 
(either “not too important” or “not at all important”) included Westerners (16%) 
and ideological liberals (20%). Still, majorities of each of these groups – and 
ALL demographic groups surveyed – declared a shared set of values between 
patient and physician to be very important. 
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In your opinion, how important is it to make sure  
that healthcare professionals in America are not  
forced to participate in procedures or practices to  

which they have moral objections? 

87% TOTAL IMPORTANT (NET) 
65% VERY IMPORTANT 
22% SOMEWHAT IMPORTANT 

11% TOTAL NOT IMPORTANT (NET) 
5% NOT TOO IMPORTANT 
6% NOT AT ALL IMPORTANT 

3% DO NOT KNOW/DEPENDS 
(VOLUNTEERED) 

* REFUSED (VOLUNTEERED) 

 How important is it to make sure that healthcare professionals in  
America are not forced to participate in procedures or practices to  

which they have moral objections? (% Important) 
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Americans Place High Value on 
Doctors’ Rights to Decline to 
Participate in Procedures They Find 
Morally Wrong 
A similar number to those who placed a 
premium on having healthcare providers 
who share their moral beliefs, 87%, said in 
a separate inquiry that it is important that 
“healthcare professionals in America are 
not forced to participate in procedures or 
practices to which they have moral 
objections.” Intensity was potent, with 
65% saying that such a protection is “very 
important.” In contrast, just 11% 
dismissed its significance (5% “not too 
important” and 6% “not at all important”). 

• Again, there was demographic alignment across the board, as majorities of 
men, women, and adults of all ages, races, regions, and political stripes 
emphasized the need to protect medical professionals from being forced to 
violate their consciences. 

• Support was most notable among Blacks (72%), Southerners (72%), self- identified 
Republicans (75%), rural dwellers (72%), and mass-going Catholics (75%), as 
majorities said it was very important to protect this right of doctors to object to 
performing medical procedures that are morally objectionable to them. 

• Regardless of whom they supported in the recent presidential election, Obama and 
McCain backers joined on conscience protections for healthcare professionals: 80% 
who cast their ballot for 
Senator Obama and 
94% who voted for 
Senator McCain 
concurred that doctors 
and other healthcare 
professionals should be 
permitted to refuse to 
perform or provide 
medical services that 
violate their moral codes. 

• Adults with opposing 
views on abortion forged 
similar opinions on this 
matter as well, as 
demonstrated in the 
adjacent graph. 
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Generally speaking, do you (ROTATED) support  
or oppose regulations that require medical  

professionals to perform or provide procedures to  
which they have moral or ethical objections? 

38% TOTAL SUPPORT (NET) 
19% STRONGLY SUPPORT 
19% SOMEWHAT SUPPORT 

57% TOTAL OPPOSE (NET) 
17% SOMEWHAT OPPOSE 
40% STRONGLY OPPOSE 

5% DO NOT KNOW/DEPENDS 
(VOLUNTEERED) 

* REFUSED (VOLUNTEERED) 

A Majority of U.S. Adults Oppose 
Coercive Regulations in Medicine 
The next question transferred the 
“right to object” question from a 
general discussion and into a specific 
regulatory framework. 

With respect to intensity, the “no’s 
have it,” with 40% strongly opposing 
laws that require medical 
professionals to defy their own 
consciences in administering care, 
and less than half that - 19% - 
strongly supporting such regulations. 

• With the exception of seniors 
(65+), non-Whites, self-identified Democrats, liberals, and people earning less than 
$20,000 per annum, majorities of adults across all demographic categories opposed rules 
that require medical professionals to engage in practices they find morally or ethically 
objectionable. 

• The strongest opponents of coercion in medicine included 18-34 year olds (62%), 
35-44 year olds (61%), Whites (60%), Westerners (63%), self-identified 
Independents (59%), self-identified Republicans (66%), moderates (58%), 
conservatives (6 1%), people earning more than $50,000 per year (63%), and church-
going Protestants (67%). 

• Groups of voters more supportive than the average of policies requiring medical 
professionals to take part in practices to which they have moral or ethical concerns 
included Blacks (51%), self-identified Democrats (47%), liberals (51%), and people 
earning less than $20,000 annually (48%). 

• The majority of conservative Republicans (69%), moderate Republicans 
(69%) and conservative Democrats (59%) as well as the plurality of 
liberal/moderate Democrats (49%) expressed opposition to this rule. 
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 Do you support or oppose regulations that  
require medical proefssionals to perform or  

provide procedures to which they have 
moral or ethical objections? 

100%    
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 51% 

 46%   43% 30% 34% 

  Pro-Life (2- Pro-Choice Pro-Life (6- Pro-Choice 
PT) (2-PT) PT) (6-PT) 

%Support %Oppose  

Just two months ago, a federal law known as  
“conscience protection” went into effect after  
reports of doctors being discriminated against  
for declining to perform abortions. It protects  
doctors and other medical professionals who  

work at institutions that receive federal money  
from performing medical procedures to which  
they object on moral or religious grounds. Do  

you (ROTATED) support or oppose the  
creation of this rule? 

63% TOTAL SUPPORT (NET) 
42% STRONGLY SUPPORT 
21% SOMEWHAT SUPPORT 

28% TOTAL OPPOSE (NET) 
9% SOMEWHAT OPPOSE 
19% STRONGLY OPPOSE 

7% IT DEPENDS/NEED MORE 
INFORMATION (VOLUNTEERED) 
1% REFUSED (VOLUNTEERED) 

� Adults who identified as pro-life on 
both the two-point and six-point 
scales overwhelmingly opposed a 
formalized policy that would 

demand this. While those who 
counted as “pro-choice” on the two- 
point scale were closely split (46% 
support vs. 47% oppose), a narrow 
majority (5 1%) of those who 
defined themselves as “pro-choice” 
rather than “pro-life” opposed it. 

Three-in-Five Back Two-Month-Old Conscience Protection Rule; Three-in-Five 
Oppose Its Rescission 
In the next two questions, respondents were asked to express their views on the current 
conscience protection rule signed into law in January 2009 toward the end of the Bush 
administration and again on the proposed rescission of the rule suggested by officials at 
the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. As indicated in the verbatim 
recitation of the questions (see textboxes), neither President Bush’s nor President 
Obama’s names were mentioned in the language of the questions; this was an intentional 
omission so as not to overly personalize or politicize respondents’ answers. 

In the first question, respondents learned 
about the conscience protection rule, its 
origin, and its implications. Overall, 
support outpaced opposition by a margin 
of more than 2-to-1 (63% vs. 28%); and 
intensity favored the rule (42% strongly 
supporting vs. 19% strongly opposing). 
Even 59% of people who earlier in the 
survey generally supported regulations 
that required medical professionals to 
perform or provide procedures to which 
they have moral or ethical objections 
supported this rule. 

� Again, majorities of adults across 
gender, age, regional, party, 
ideological, and income lines, as 
well as among all three major 
geographic types (urban, rural, 
suburban), endorsed the two-
month-old conscience protection 
law designed to protect doctors 
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from obligatory participation in procedures to which they object. 

• Groups most supportive of this protection included 18-34 year olds (69%), Whites 
(65%), self-identified Republicans (7 1%), ideological moderates (66%), and 
ideological conservatives (67%). 

• Cohorts more oppositional than the average included 45-54 year olds (37%), Whites 
(45%), liberals (34%), and people who voted for President Obama (34%). Still, 
majorities of each of these three groups supported the rule, including 56% who 
pulled the lever for then-Senator Obama on Election Day. 

• As the adjacent chart indicates, 
majorities of those who defined 
themselves as pro-life or as pro- 

choice (70% and 60%, 
respectively) as well as those a majority of those who fit the pro- life or pro-choice 
description on the six-point scale (68% and 58%, respectively) endorsed the conscience 
protection rule. 

• Distinctions emerged between those who do and do not claim a religious affiliation, as 
well as between those who attend religious services and those who, regardless of 
religious affiliation, do not. However, the plurality (47%) of respondents who claim no 
religion and majority (57%) of those who infrequently attend religious services backed 
protection for doctors and other healthcare professionals who refuse to act against 
their moral or ethical views. 
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Earlier this month, officials from the U.S.  
Department of Health and Human Services  

introduced a rule change that would  
effectively eliminate the two-month-old  

conscience protection. This could mean that  
doctors and other medical professionals could  

be coerced to participate in medical  
procedures to which they object on moral or  

religious grounds. Do you (ROTATED)  
support or oppose eliminating this conscience  

protection rule? 

30% TOTAL SUPPORT (NET) 
17% STRONGLY SUPPORT 
13% SOMEWHAT SUPPORT 

62% TOTAL OPPOSE (NET) 
18% SOMEWHAT OPPOSE 
44% STRONGLY OPPOSE 

2% IT DEPENDS/NEED MORE 
INFORMATION (VOLUNTEERED) 

5% DO NOT KNOW (VOLUNTEERED) 
* REFUSED (VOLUNTEERED) 

In the second question, respondents were 
informed that officials at the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services 
had introduced a rule change that would 
effectively eliminate the conscience 
protection rule with a young age of two 
years. Like the previous question, a 2-to-1 
margin emerged. In this case, however, 
opposition outweighed support (62% vs. 
30%). Intensity favored retention of the 
rule (44% strongly oppose elimination vs. 
17% strongly support elimination). 

• A majority of men and women, as 
well as more than one-half of 
adults in all age groups and of all 
races, regions, political parties, 
ideologies, income levels, and 
geographic types opposed 
rescission of the rule. 

• Adults aged 18-34 (68%), Whites 
(65%), self-identified Independents 
(67%), self-identified Republicans (73%), ideological moderates (65%) and conservatives 
(69%), those who backed Senator McCain for President in November (72%), Catholics 
(67%), suburbanites (65%), and rural dwellers (67%) were most likely to dissent 
against rescinding the rule. 

• Majorities of liberal and moderate Democrats (58%) and conservative Democrats 
(66%) joined hands with conservative Republicans (73%) and moderate Republicans 
(78%) to oppose removal of the conscience protection clause. 

• Narrow majorities of those who consider themselves pro-choice on the two- 
point scale (53%) or on the six-point scale (54%) also rejected the HHS  
proposal to eliminate the rule.  
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“Uncle Sam” Should Not become “Peeping Tom” in the Sacred Doctor-Patient 
Relationship. A majority (5 8%) of American adults posited that elimination of the 
conscience protection rule would lead to an increased role of government in the patient- 
physician relationship; just 11% thought it would reduce the governmental. Another 18% 
predicted that rescission of the rule would strike the right balance for government within 
the patient-physician construct. Notably, there was relatively little uncertainty or 
ambivalence in response to this question, which is somewhat surprising given how little 
exposure most Americans have to the conscience rule. 

If this new conscience protection rule is eliminated, and doctors forced to participate in  
abortions, do you think it is an example of... 

n a pical currency question the majority (54%) of American adults said that t 
58% MORE GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION IN THE PATIENT-PHYSICIAN ould less likely to support their current Member of Congress if they learned that he RELATIONSHIP 
18% THE RIGHT AMOUNT OF GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION IN THE PATIENT- h d backed rescinding conscien i 2 5 %  i d  l i  h  h i   

PHYSICIAN RELATIONSHIP 
11% LESS GOVERNMENT INTERVENTION IN THE PATIENT-PHYSICIAN emb had backed rescission of conscience protection would encourage them t pport to their incu RELATIONSHIP ould much less likely to back a Member of Congress if they knew 6% IT DEPENDS/NEED MORE INFORMATION (VOLUNTEERED) conence protection. 6% DO NOT KNOW (VOLUNTEERED) 
1% REFUSED (VOLUNTEERED) 

• The majority of men, women, Whites, adults in all age groups and of all regions 
and income levels decried rescission of the conscience rule as an example of 
more, not less or the ideal amount of, government intervention in the patient- 
physician relationship. 

• The majority of self-identified Independents (64%), self-identified Republicans 
(75%), moderates (51%), and conservatives (69%), as well as the plurality of self- 
identified Democrats (4 1%) and liberals (40%) felt that forcing doctors to 
participate in abortions is demonstrative of more government involvement in 
medicine. 

Even the plurality of liberal/moderate Democrats (46%) and two-thirds  
of conservative Democrats thought that eliminating the rule was a sign  
of too much government involvement in healthcare.  

• Groups of voters more likely than the average to perceive requiring physicians to 
take part in abortions as the right amount of government involvement included 
Blacks (32%), self-identified Democrats (27%), liberals (30%), Obama voters 
(30%), and liberal/moderate Democrats (27%). 

• Not too surprisingly, majorities of people who identified as pro-life on the two- 
point and six-point scales (73% and 67%, respectively) felt that eliminating the 
rule would lead to a greater role for government. But, pluralities of those who 
pegged themselves as pro-choice on the two-point scale (46%) and who were 
considered pro-choice on the six point scale (48%) also felt that rescinding the 
rule would augment the role of government. 
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In 2004 the Hyde-Weldon Amendment was passed.  
It ruled that taxpayer funds must not be used by  

governments and government-funded programs to  
discriminate against hospitals, health insurance  

plans, and healthcare professionals who decline to  
participate in abortions. Do you (ROTATED)  

support or oppose this law? 

58% TOTAL SUPPORT (NET) 
34% STRONGLY SUPPORT 
24% SOMEWHAT SUPPORT 

31% TOTAL OPPOSE (NET) 
13% SOMEWHAT OPPOSE 
18% STRONGLY OPPOSE 

5% IT DEPENDS/NEED MORE 
INFORMATION (VOLUNTEERED) 

5% DO NOT KNOW (VOLUNTEERED) 
1% REFUSED (VOLUNTEERED) 
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%Support %Oppose 

62% 65% 56% 54% 

Hyde-Weldon Backed by a 
Majority of Adults 
After provided a short definition 
of the Hyde-Weldon amendment 
(see adjacent textbox), 57% of 
American adults affirmed their 
support for the law that states that 
tax dollars cannot be used by 
programs (government or non- 
government) to discriminate 
against hospitals, health insurance 
plans, and healthcare 
professionals who refuse to 
perform abortions. Though 31%  
overall opposed the rule (13%  
“somewhat” and 18%  
“strongly”), an even greater 
proportion of respondents – 
34% – strongly backed the  
amendment.  

• In every major demographic category – age, gender, region, race, and 
income – as well as in all political categories – party, ideology, and 
presidential vote – more than one-half of respondents offered their support 
for the Hyde-Weldon Amendment. 

• Backing for the law 
was strongest 
among self- 
identified 
Independents 
(65%), self- 
identified 
Republicans (65%), 
McCain ’08 
supporters (67%), 
high-income 
earners (69%), and 
people who attend 
religious services 
(64%). 

• Opposition to the 
rule was higher among self-identified Democrats (3 7%), Obama  
’08 backers (37%), adults in households earning between $25,000 and $49,000 
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Have you personally, in the course  
of your work, ever been pressured to  

violate or compromise a moral  
standard about which you felt  

strongly? 

20% YES 
79% NO 

1% DO NOT KNOW/ CANNOT 
REMEMBER 
(VOLUNTEERED) 

* REFUSED 
(VOLUNTEERED) 

Though the next Congressional election will not  
occur until 2010, would you be (ROTATED) more  

likely or less likely to vote for your current Member  
of Congress if you knew that he or she supported  

eliminating the conscience protection rule for  
doctors? 

25% TOTAL MORE LIKELY (NET) 
11% MUCH MORE LIKELY 
14% SOMEWHAT MORE LIKELY 

54% TOTAL LESS LIKELY (NET) 
18% SOMEWHAT LESS LIKELY 
36% MUCH LESS LIKELY 

14% IT DEPENDS/NEED MORE 
INFORMATION (VOLUNTEERED) 

5% DO NOT KNOW (VOLUNTEERED) 
1% REFUSED (VOLUNTEERED) 

(3 6%), and people who do not attend religious services (3 5%) than among the 
overall population. 

Most Americans Have Not Been Asked to Violate 
or Compromise a Personal Moral Standard 
In order to understand Americans’ personal experiences 
with morality in the workplace, respondents were asked 
if they personally had ever encountered a work-related 
situation in which they felt morally compromised. 
One-in-five (20%) said they had, with 79% saying no. 
These respondents will be referred to throughout the 
analysis as “persons who have been asked to violate a 
moral in their own work or career experiences.” 

Members of Congress who Deny Conscience 
Protections to Doctors and other 
Healthcare Professional Do So at 
Their Own Peril. 
Since the next Congressional elections are 
more than 19 months away, many 
Americans may be understandably 
undecided as to how they will vote. But 
a majority was of a single, certain mind on 
the matter of conscience 
protection. More than one-half (54%) of 
Americans said that they would be less 
likely to support their sitting Member of 
Congress if they were to learn that he or 
she had opposed regulations that 
protected the rights of healthcare 
professionals to decline to participate 
in procedures they found morally 
objectionable. Overall, one-quarter 
(25%) said they would be more 
inclined to back their Member if they 
found out he or she supported this type of coercion in medicine. 

� Groups of voters more likely than the average to say that they would be more likely 
to back a Member of Congress who favored eliminating conscience protection 
included 45-54 year olds (32%), Blacks (34%), self-identified Democrats (32%), 
liberals (3 1%), Obama voters (33%), people who did not vote 

in 2008 (32%), Agnostics/Atheists (40%), urban (28%) and suburban (29%) 
dwellers. 
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To begin, when you think about the  
most important issues needing the time  

and attention of the President and  
Congress, which of the following would  

you say deserves the most time and  
attention? (READ AND ROTATED.  

ACCEPTED MULTIPLE ANSWERS.) 

78% THE ECONOMY AND JOBS 
36% EDUCATION 
31% HEALTHCARE 
23% THE WARS IN IRAQ AND 

AFGHANISTAN 
19% GOVERNMENT PROGRAMS 

SUCH AS SOCIAL 
SECURITY, MEDICARE, AND 
MEDICAID 

18% TAXES 
15% ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION 
15% GOVERNMENT SPENDING 

14% NATIONAL 
SECURITY/TERRORISM 

10% ABORTION POLICY 
8% THE ENVIRONMENT 
7% ETHICS 
6% ENERGY 
4% OTHER (VOLUNTEERED) 
* NONE OF THE ABOVE 

(VOLUNTEERED) 
* DO NOT KNOW 

(VOLUNTEERED) 
* REFUSED (VOLUNTEERED) 

o Still, 43% of those who cast a ballot for President Obama said that they 
would be less likely to support a Member of Congress who opposed 
conscience protection (19% “somewhat less likely” and 24% “much less 
likely”). 

• Those most inclined to withdraw or refuse support to a Member of Congress who 
does not want to ensure conscience protection for healthcare professionals 
included Whites (58%), self-identified Independents (5 6%), self-identified 
Republicans (65%), conservatives (63%), those who supported Senator McCain 
for President (68%), Catholics (56%), Protestants (57%), people who attend 
religious services (61%), and rural dwellers (61%). 

Dollars and Cents Dominate Issues Matrix 
When presented with a list of 13 possible 
areas of concern for the 111th Congress and 
44th President of the United States and given 
the opportunity to select as many issues as 
they believed should be top priorities in the 
first question of the survey, more than three- 
quarters (78%) of American adults surveyed 
placed “the economy and jobs” in the top spot. 
The economy dominated the second and third 
highest mentions, “education” and 
“healthcare” by more than 2-to-1 (36% and 
31%, respectively). 

The adjacent textbox demonstrates how 
Americans prioritized all issues presented. 
Notably, only 10% of the adult population 
wanted their leaders in Washington to devote 
their attention energy to abortion policy. 

• Across gender, age, racial, regional, 
political party, and ideological lines, 
majorities of adults said the President 
and Congress should devote their 
undivided attention to the nation’s 
economy. 

• Groups of adults more likely than the 
average to prioritize healthcare  
included 45-54 and 5 5-64 year olds 
and self-identified Democrats. 
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20% 19% 

Percentage of Pro‐Life and Pro‐Choice Adults Deeming  
"Abortion Policy" Most Crucial Area for Attention 

3% 3% 

Pro-Life (2-PT) Pro-Choice (2- 
PT) 

Pro-Life (6-PT) Pro-Choice (6- 
PT) 

15% 

10% 

5% 

0% 

16% 

� Self-identified Republicans were more likely than their Independent and Democratic 
counterparts to seek an emphasis on abortion policy (18% vs. 13% vs. 4%). 

� On both the six-point and 
two-point abortion scales, 
adults who identified as pro- 
life were more likely than 
their pro-choice counterparts 
to desire executive or 
legislative 

action on abortion. 

Conclusion 
Few Americans want to see the President and Congress take action on the issue of abortion. In 
fact, abortion policy is barely a top-ten matter when considered amongst the economy, 
education, healthcare, immigration, taxes, Medicaid and Medicare, the Wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan, and national security as a pressing priority. Only 3% of adults who consider 
themselves “pro-choice” placed abortion policy as their top priority; even those Americans 
who share the President’s view on the issue do not share his administration’s prioritization of 
and immediate action on the matter. 

Americans value the sacred nature of the relationship they have with their physician, as 
88% say it is important that they share a similar set of values as their doctors, nurses, and 
other healthcare providers. Because they do not want their morals compromised or challenged 
by their doctors and nurses, they by extension do not want to see their healthcare providers 
put in a similar position. They reject any notion of compulsion in the medical arena, 
opposing both generally and specifically rules or laws that would require medical 
professionals to act against their personal moral standards. 

To remove the conscience protection law is a move fraught with political risk. Support for 
the rule crossed the Republican and Democratic columns, with majorities of McCain and 
Obama supporters offering their endorsement of the two-month-old policy; opposition to 
rescission was evident among majorities of the same groups. Furthermore, opposition to 
conscience protection rights could have considerable implications in future elections if 
Members’ voting records were widely publicized. 


