Key Points: Stop Taxpayer-Funded Abortion
Taxpayer-funded abortion is not a one-party issue.
• Today, the majority of Americans, including members of both parties, agree that taxpayer
dollars should not go to abortion.1
• The Hyde Amendment has been signed into law every year since 1976, whether the Congress
and the White House were led by Republicans or Democrats.
It is wrong to force Americans to pay for abortions against their beliefs.
• Most Americans oppose use of their taxpayer dollars for abortion, and for many this is a
matter of moral or religious conviction.
• The federal government respects conscience by staying out of the abortion business.
• Americans should not be made to subsidize the taking of innocent life.
The Hyde Amendment saves lives.
• When billions of taxpayer dollars go to subsidize abortion, more babies will lose their lives.2
• The Hyde Amendment has saved 2.4 million babies from abortion since its enactment.3
Taxpayer-funded abortion hurts women who are vulnerable.
• To offer women a government-funded abortion, but not the resources she needs to provide
for her baby, is not “choice” but coercion.
• All women deserve the resources to enable them to fully care for and nurture their baby, to
welcome them in a loving, stable environment. Government money would be better spent
supporting women in unexpected or challenging pregnancies and struggling new mothers
than paying to end the lives of their children.
• Low-income women generally are more likely than wealthier women to oppose abortion.4
• The Hyde Amendment has been broadly supported by the majority of low-income women,
including women of color.5
• By reducing abortion, the Hyde Amendment also saves women’s lives. And after it went into
effect, abortion complications for women affected by the policy went down.6
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