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	Recently this year, the subject of birth control has been part of a political debate. The republicans and democrats have been arguing whether certain businesses, should pay for women’s birth control. According to Clemmitt (2005), ninety-eight percent of sexually active women have used a contraceptive method at one point. If the businesses were in control of whether or not women can have birth control on their health care, it would possibly lead to more abortions and unwanted pregnancies. So far, they have dragged in more than just the politics of it all, but also the morals, as well as the Catholic Church. Whether it is against someone’s religion, politics, or morals to take, or have birth control, that should not give the republicans the right to take that choice away from women. 

The Facts

	Most people know what the purpose of birth control is. According to Medical Dictionary.com (2007), Birth control is “the voluntary limitation or control of the number of children conceived, especially by planned use of contraception techniques.” But there are other uses for birth control, such as helping keep a woman regular, and have less pain. The media is trying to get us to believe that women who take birth control are just “whores” or “sluts”, even on the air of a radio show. 
	According to Clemmitt (2005), some people object to giving birth control to only single women claiming that they just want to use it for sex, not health problems. Just because someone is single, however, should not mean that their right to have a contraceptive should be taken away from them. Single women may need it just as much as married women, but for different reasons. But whether or not they do take it for health reasons or not, it shouldn’t be up to the government to control that; it should be the woman’s choice. 

The Religious Controversy

	Clemmitt (2005) stated the eighty-seven percent of Catholic physicians dispense birth control, even though the Catholic Church says they are against contraceptives. Back in 2002, According to Clemmitt (2005), A pharmacist that worked for a Kmart in Wisconsin, Neil Noesen, refused to refill a women’s prescription for birth control, claiming, “I couldn’t give it to her with a good conscience, and I did not direct her to another pharmacy.” 
	By the time, the woman in this situation finally got her prescription filled, two days later, she had to take two pills to catch up, which can increase her risk of unintended pregnancy, according to Clemmitt (2005). What Noesen did was wrong. Although he claims it was his “conscience”, he did not have the right to make the decision for her. It was her choice, and her choice alone whether she is taking birth control or not. If, for example, a cashier at a grocery store doesn’t believe in smoking because it can eventually lead to lung cancer and death, that cashier does not have the right to refuse to sell cigarettes to the customer, because it is not the cashier’s life the customer is affecting, but themselves. It is the same situation with birth control; the sellers do not have the right to refuse to sell a product based on their own beliefs.
	What pharmacists, like Noesen, are trying to do, according to Clemmitt (2005), is to get “conscience clauses to protect them from employer retaliation if the refuse to dispense a drug.” Stated Noesen. “It would simply be giving legal recognition to the professional autonomy that we already hold as pharmacists.” What I believe is a good response to this was comment by Todd Brown, an associate clinical specialist at the Northeastern University School of Pharmacy in Boston, according to Clemmitt (2005). He stated, “I don’t think pharmacists should have conscience clauses. They’re not being asked to be that patient’s religious leader.”  People do not go to pharmacies to get judged, or preached to. They go to get their medication, and they should be allowed to get what they need, no questions asked. 
	Brown continues, according to Clemmitt (2005), “Student pharmacists learn early on about the various kinds of medications provided by the health system. They should decide right away whether they object to dispensing them, and those who have moral objections should work at pharmaceutical companies, health plans, nursing homes, hospitals and elsewhere, rather that working in a pharmacy serving the general public.” What Brown had to say about the whole situation, is exactly what I would have said. The pharmacy at Kmart is not exactly the holy grounds of the Catholic Church, and the woman wanting to purchase the pills, should not have had to follow the rules of Noesen’s church’s beliefs. 
	The congress man from California, Xaiver Becerra, in 2012, who is not a republican, but in fact a democrat, according to Chapin (2012), stated “Religious employers like any other business that offers insurance, they can’t discriminate against women by excluding reproductive healthcare.” Business’ whether they be religious or not, really should not be allowed to “discriminate” against women just because they do not agree with how they want to live their life, for whatever reason they may have.  According to Chapin (2012), “In a NPR/ Thompson Reuters poll found that seventy-seven percent of Americans favor insurance coverage for the birth control pill.” Most Americans do want to have contraceptives as an option, and that right should not be taken away from us, and that there are people in America, that believe that too. 

Popularity
	
[bookmark: _GoBack]According to Chapin (2012), “This topic is not about religion. This is about the republican party actively campaigning against contraception, something that is enormously popular with the electorate.” What the republicans are trying to do with this whole contraceptive topic is make it seem like more of an issue than it really is. They want the public to believe that Obama does not really care about our health plans, and that they do, by telling people that contraceptives are not good for women, and that the women that use them, don’t use them for the appropriate reason. According to Scola (2012), “It’s a chance, they argue, prove to Americans that Barack Obama truly does want to weasel his way into every aspect of American life, and they’re counting on voters to recognize that fact come fall.” 
	Every woman has a reason for using a contraceptive, and some people need it more than others. According to Houge (2005), “Low-income women rely heavily on subsidized, or assisted and supported, birth control, and with government support waning.” Later Houge states, according to Clemmitt (2005), “More unintended pregnancies could lead to an increase in the number of abortions as well as marital discord, domestic violence and children at high risk of developmental problems.” “According to Houge (2005), “Federal cutbacks in family planning funds since 1998 have disproportionally affected the poor, which leads to a jump in unintended pregnancies and even abortion. People are going to have sex, contraception or not.” The republicans know this as a fact, yet they refuse to understand the affects of it. 
The republicans do not seem to realize that all of these things could trigger other problems in our country, just by simply not having contraceptives as an option. Abortion, for example, has been a topic in the political world for a little while now, where some people can not agree whether it should be legal or not, because some say it is “killing someone’s life”. If women were no longer able to purchase a contraceptive, and abortion was made illegal, families who are not able to support the child financially would have no other option. All of this could have just been easily solved, however, if the woman was allowed to purchase a contraceptive. 
	According to Chapin (2012), “This topic is completely relevant to millions of American women whose economic and physical well-being is dictated by when and if they get pregnant. Self-determining the size of your family is baseline economic issue.” Even if a woman is on the pill so she does not get pregnant, that does not mean they are a “slut”. It just shows, that the woman knows she is not ready for a kid, and she should be able to make that choice. 

The War on Women

	According to Cary (2012), “The conventional wisdom is that the fight over the contraception coverage badly hurt republicans, who democrats have delighted in saying are running a ‘war on women’ who face a ‘health crisis’ due to lack of access to contraception.” In conclusion, the republicans need to end this “war on women”, because it is not in the best interest of anybody involved. It cannot only affect women, and being able to support a child, but also a family not able to support a child. Taking away contraceptives could also hurt the women who take it for other reasons, such as pain and being regular. Women who use contraceptives use them for their own reason, and the government should not be in control of who and why. 
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