
SCHUMER’S ABORTION BILL GUTS
RELIGIOUS LIBERTY
On May 11, Senator Chuck Schumer introduced the Women’s Health
Protection  Act,  the  most  radical  pro-abortion  bill  ever
written. It would effectively guarantee abortion-on-demand. It
would  also  gut  First  Amendment  protections  for  religious
liberty by exempting the Religious Freedom Restoration Act
(RFRA).

Schumer’s actions epitomize the Democratic Party on abortion
and religious liberty. Not too long ago, the Democratic Party
was cautiously pro-abortion. Two days after becoming president
in  1993,  Bill  Clinton  said,  “Our  vision  should  be  of  an
America  where  abortion  is  safe  and  legal  but  rare.”  When
Hillary Clinton ran for president in 2008, she repeated this
line, adding, “By rare, I mean rare.”

Rare  no  more.  There  is  not  an  abortion  today  that  most
Democrats wouldn’t support. Worse, they went from being pro-
religious liberty to anti-religious liberty.

On  March  11,  1993,  less  than  two  months  after  President
Clinton carved out a relatively moderate stance on abortion,
Rep. Chuck Schumer introduced RFRA in the House; Senator Ted
Kennedy broached it in the Senate. The final vote: it passed
unanimously in the House and the vote in the Senate was 97-3.

Schumer spoke from the floor of the House on May 11, 1993,
saying that “We all know that the First Amendment guarantees
the right of the free exercise of religion. Traditionally the
Supreme Court interpreted that guarantee to mean religious
freedom  can  be  infringed  only  when  the  government  has  a
compelling interest in doing so.”

He went on to say that a 1990 decision, Employment Division v.
Smith, changed that tradition, promulgating a new standard
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where “government only has to show a legitimate interest in
order  to  burden  religion.”  It  was  this  relatively  weak
protection that RFRA rectified.

Schumer now thinks that he went too far in promoting religious
liberty.  In  particular,  he  has  a  problem  with  religious
liberty whenever it collides with issues of sexuality. His
strong interest in abortion and gay rights clearly supersedes
his interest in religious liberty, notwithstanding the fact
that the Constitution explicitly mentions the free exercise of
religion while saying nothing about abortion and gay rights.

The evolution of Schumer, and the Democratic Party that he
epitomizes, has radically turned against life and liberty. It
is no longer even a figment of its former self.


