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While many people think of abortion and euthanasia as personal decisions, the truth is that in addition to being wrong, they are interconnected with social problems as well as other decisions and actions. 

Basic Criteria


Years of research into social problems has shown that we have two and only two possible criteria when faced with an action or decision that could impact other people and society. One is that we can be unselfish and pro-society by making our decision of right and wrong based on what is better for other people and society. The second is that we can be selfish, permissive and pro-choice and do what we want to do regardless of who gets hurt. The first criterion tends to eliminate social problems while the second criterion tends to cause them. This is only logical since one simple definition for society is “a group of people working together for common goals.” When we are selfish and pro-choice, we are not working together and not working for common goals so society suffers.


Some people are fascinated with the thought that modern research and computer statistics have shown us that being unselfish will reduce or eliminate many of our social problems and move us towards a better society. Actually, it takes very little research to discover that this idea has never been a secret and is just about as old as recorded history.


When he founded Christianity, Jesus Christ admonished his followers to “Love your neighbor.” Centuries earlier, Confucius is credited with saying “Do unto others as you would have them do unto you.” More recently, Mother Teresa said: “I have found the paradox, that if you love until it hurts, there can be no more hurt, only more love.”

Desensitization


Many people are willing to acknowledge the Golden Rule and the need for working together. However, they are unwilling to apply this criterion universally. Jesus Christ, Confucius and Mother Teresa did not provide exceptions to their admonishments, so people ask why this criterion should be so inflexible. The reason is desensitization.


The best way to explain this is to go back several years to the argument over whether kids should be allowed to watch violence on television. Most parents were opposed to allowing kids to watch violence on television but could not come up with a reason. Liberals said that kids should be allowed to be pro-choice in their viewing options and had a right to watch whatever they wanted. The experts sided with the parents. They noted that as kids watched more and more violence on television, they became desensitized to violence and began to accept it as normal behavior. In effect, desensitization is a technical term for what used to be called “giving bad example.”


Desensitization is at work in our society making both kids and adults more permissive and pro-choice. When people are told that it is acceptable to be pro-choice and permissive, or when they see others being pro-choice and permissive, then they become more pro-choice and permissive themselves. Different people are affected to a greater or lesser degree depending on several factors including how they were brought up and whether they have strong morals and religious beliefs. However, statistics show that people who are more liberal and pro-choice in one area are statistically more likely to be liberal and pro-choice in other areas.


This is not rocket science and has actually been known for decades. For example, students who are pro-choice about attending school are statistically more likely to be pro-choice about using drugs, sex outside of marriage and breaking the law. The same situation is obvious with adults. There are numerous areas including church attendance, marriage, abortion and drug usage where an individual who is pro-choice in one area is statistically more likely to be pro-choice in other areas. 


In effect, selfishness and the pro-choice attitude spreads through society like germs, pollution and disease. What this means to us is that everything is tied together. We do not have several social problems. Instead, we have one huge social problem variously known as liberalism, permissiveness, selfishness and the pro-choice attitude. Our social problems are the effect, not the cause; they are manifestations of the liberal, permissive, selfish and pro-choice attitude in different areas.

Beyond Social Problems


More recent research is bordering on being mind boggling because it shows that many other actions and decisions beyond social problems are tied together this same way. Included are marriage, fertility and even how we vote.


Recent research by demographers Ron Lesthaeghe and Johan Surkyn in Europe disclosed that people who distrust the army and other institutions and are prone to demonstrate against them are statistically less likely to be married. They are also statistically less likely to ever get married and have children. This same research also discovered that people who find soft drugs, homosexuality and euthanasia acceptable are statistically more likely to live alone or in a childless, marriageless union. It was also not surprising that people who seldom attend church are statistically less likely to be married and have children.


In the United States, Philip Longman pointed out that in progressive Seattle, there are nearly 45% more dogs than kids while in conservative Salt Lake City, there are nearly 19% more kids than dogs. This obvious difference is not due to any shortage of canine breeders in Utah but is based on local fertility levels which in turn is based on the area’s predominant attitudes. Utah, where a high percentage of people attend church regularly, has the highest fertility rate in the United States with 92 children born annually for every 1,000 women. Longman also pointed out that 47% of people who attend church want a family of three or more children. However, only 27% of people who seldom attend church want a family of this size.

Politics Too


Would you believe it if someone told you that your position regarding liberalism and permissiveness will determine who you vote for and which political party you support? Statistics emerging following the 2004 election between President George Bush and Senator John Kerry are making this obvious.


Maps on election day showed the fact that liberal states and cities predominately voted for Senator John Kerry while the more conservative areas voted for President George Bush. Hence, the connection between voting and a person’s position on liberalism and permissiveness are obvious. According to Philip Longman, states that voted for President George Bush had an average of an 11% higher fertility rate than states that voted for Senator John Kerry.


Experts are turning this interconnection based on liberal and pro-choice attitudes into a science. Some say that they can ask you as few as four questions and determine your standpoint on several major issues with a high degree of accuracy. In some cases they can even tell you what your decision would be on issues you may never have thought about. They can also determine who you are likely to vote for in the next election.

Taking Care of Number One


Some people complain that they have to look out for themselves because no one else will. Interestingly, the statistics are very clear in this area. People who are unselfish, work with others, and put others first tend to be healthier, happier, live longer, and are less likely to live in poverty or be homeless. In most cases they are also less likely to commit crimes or be the victim of crimes. The obvious conclusion is that when we work together for unselfish causes and the good of society, we all come out ahead. However, when we become pro-choice and permissive, we suffer. Is this what Jesus Christ, Confucius and Mother Teresa were trying to teach us?


When you see selfishness, permissiveness and the pro-choice attitude in our world, take a minute to stop and think. Is our position on abortion and euthanasia helping or harming our society?
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