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Inquiry Activity: Is abortion moral?

Document A: Gallup Polls
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“Abortion.” Gallup. ND. https://news.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx.

With respect to circumstances, most Americans agree that abortion should be available
when there is a medical problem, whether involving the woman or the fetus. They
generally disapprove of abortion in cases involving lifestyle decisions. Public opinion
surveys indicate the following rank order of approval for abortion under specific
circumstances:
Average rate of support for legal abortion across multiple survey organizations since
1996:

Life of the woman 84%

Physical health of the woman 83%

Rape or incest 79%

Mental health of the woman 64%

Baby would be mentally impaired 53%

Baby would be physically impaired 51%

Would force teenager to drop out of school 42%

https://news.gallup.com/poll/1576/abortion.aspx


39
Kelsie Brook Eckert

Remedial Herstory
Inquiry-Based Lesson Plan

Woman/family can't afford the baby 39%

Woman/family want no more children 39%

Couple does not want to marry 35%

Fertility selection (when fertility process creates multiple
embryos)

29%

Would interfere with woman's career 25%

Asked about the morality of abortion in general, Americans are evenly divided:
42% told Gallup in a May 2001 survey that abortion is morally acceptable while 45%
answered that it is morally wrong.

Asked whether abortion is murder, slightly differently worded questions have
produced slightly different rates of agreement, ranging between 45% and 57%.
Questions that ask whether abortion is an "act of murder" tend to produce answers that
are slightly lower than those that simply ask whether abortion is murder.
Which of these statements best describes your feelings about abortion? Abortion is just as bad as

killing a person who has already been born, it is a murder. Abortion is murder, but it is not as bad
as killing someone who has already been born. Abortion is not murder, but it does involve the
taking of human life. Abortion is not murder, it is a surgical procedure for removing human

tissue?
University of Virginia, January 1996

Murder, as bad as killing person already born
38%

Murder, not as bad as killing a person already born
10

Not murder, does involve taking human life
26

Not murder, is a surgical procedure for removing human tissue
16

No opinion
11

Saad, Lydia. “Public Opinion About Abortion -- An In-Depth Review.” Gallup. Last modified
January 22, 2002.
https://news.gallup.com/poll/9904/public-opinion-about-abortion-indepth-review.aspx.

Source:
1. What kind of source is this? Do you find it reliable?
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2. Was there any language that you found vague or intentionally misleading?

Document:
3. What do these data show about American’s view of the morality of abortion? Draw three

conclusions.

Document B: Reasons U.S. Women Have Abortions: Quantitative and Qualitative
Perspectives

Understanding women's reasons for having abortions can inform public debate
and policy regarding abortion and unwanted pregnancy. Demographic changes over the
last two decades highlight the need for a reassessment of why women decide to have
abortions.

In 2004, a structured survey was completed by 1,209 abortion patients at 11 large
providers, and in-depth interviews were conducted with 38 women at four sites.
Bivariate analyses examined differences in the reasons for abortion across subgroups,
and multivariate logistic regression models assessed associations between respondent
characteristics and reported reasons.

The reasons most frequently cited were that having a child would interfere with
a woman's education, work or ability to care for dependents (74%); that she could not
afford a baby now (73%); and that she did not want to be a single mother or was having
relationship problems (48%). Nearly four in 10 women said they had completed their
childbearing, and almost one-third were not ready to have a child. Fewer than 1% said
their parents' or partners' desire for them to have an abortion was the most important
reason. Younger women often reported that they were unprepared for the transition to
motherhood, while older women regularly cited their responsibility to dependents.

The decision to have an abortion is typically motivated by multiple, diverse and
interrelated reasons. The themes of responsibility to others and resource limitations,
such as financial constraints and lack of partner support, recurred throughout the study.

Finer, Lawrence, Lori F. Frohwirth, Lindsay A. Dauphinee, Susheela Singh, and Ann M. Moore.
“Reasons U.S. Women Have Abortions: Quantitative and Qualitative Perspectives.”
Guttmacher Institute. Last modified September 1, 2005.
  https://www.guttmacher.org/journals/psrh/2005/reasons-us-women-have-abortions-quan
titative-and-qualitative-perspectives.

Source:
1. What kind of source is this? Do you find it reliable?

2. Was there any language that you found vague or intentionally misleading?
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Document:
3. What does this article suggest about the morality of abortion?

Document C: Abortion Before and After Legalization
It is easy for Americans to forget that illegal abortion was common before the

1973 Supreme Court decisions that legalized the procedure across the nation—and that
denying women access to legal abortion does not prevent them from having abortions,
but just increases the likelihood that they will resort to an illegal abortion carried out
under unsafe conditions. In a 1976 article, researchers from the Center for Disease
Control examined national abortion data from the three years surrounding the rulings
and estimated that the number of illegal procedures in the country plummeted from
around 130,000 to 17,000 between 1972 and 1974. The number of deaths associated with
illegal abortion decreased from 39 to five in that same time period; women who died as a
result of illegal abortions typically were black, were more than 12 weeks pregnant and
had self-induced in their own community. The researchers concluded that abortion
services need to be improved and available more widely, especially for women at high
risk for seeking illegal abortions, because “any actions which impede their access to legal
abortion may increase their risk of death.” More than 40 years later, their words are a
potent reminder of the dangers of restricting abortion access.

Guttmacher Institute. “Abortion Before and After Legalization.” Guttmacher Institute. ND.
https://www.guttmacher.org/perspectives50/abortion-and-after-legalization.

Source:
1. What kind of source is this? Do you find it reliable?

2. Was there any language that you found vague or intentionally misleading?

Document:
3. What does this article suggest about the morality of abortion?
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Document D: Longitudinal Abortion Rate

Statista. “U.S. Abortion Rate Falls to Lowest Level Since Roe v. Wade.” Statista. Last modified
2017.

Source:
1. What kind of source is this? Do you find it reliable?

2. Was there any language that you found vague or intentionally misleading?
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Document:
3. What does this article suggest about the morality of abortion?

Document E: The U.S. Abortion Rate Continues to Drop
● Abortion restrictions were not the main driver of the decline in the U.S. abortion

rate between 2011 and 2017. Rather, the decline in abortions appears to be related
to declines in births and pregnancies overall. There are a number of potential
explanations for this broad decline, some more plausible than others.

● Still, abortion restrictions, particularly those imposing unnecessary, intentionally
burdensome regulations on providers, played a role in shutting down abortion
clinics in some states and thereby reducing access to abortion.

● Understanding the factors driving the decline in the abortion rate has important
policy implications. However, attempts to reduce abortion through coercive
restrictions are a direct violation of individuals’ dignity, bodily autonomy and
reproductive freedom.

Attitudes and Choices
Antiabortion activists often argue that more people are turning against abortion

rights and that this shift in attitudes can explain broad-based declines in the number of
abortions across the country, including in states that did not enact new restrictions.
Under this theory, changes in public opinion compel more pregnant individuals to
choose to give birth rather than obtain an abortion. This theory is flawed on several
levels.

Public opinion on abortion, while fluctuating at times, has remained remarkably
stable over the long term. The Pew Research Center found that abortion attitudes in 2018
were essentially the same as in the mid-1990s, with Gallup and an ABC
News/Washington Post poll showing very similar trends.16–18 More to the point, these
major polls do not show a decline in support for abortion rights between 2011 and 2017.
Moreover, if antiabortion activists were truly winning “hearts and minds,” they would
not need to rely on ever more extreme and coercive abortion restrictions, including an
unprecedented wave of abortion bans passed in a number of states in the first six
months of 2019.19

A closely related argument focuses on the abortion ratio (the number of abortions
per 100 pregnancies ending in either abortion or live birth), which fell 13% between 2011
and 2017.1,2 Abortion opponents often attribute this decline to more pregnant
individuals deciding or being forced to carry a pregnancy to term. If this were the case,
then there would have been a corresponding increase in births over that time, which did
not happen. Rather, both the number of U.S. abortions and the number of U.S. births
declined from 2011 to 2017, with births dropping by 98,000 and abortions by
196,000.1,2,20
Fewer Pregnancies

Because both abortions and births declined, it is clear that there were fewer
pregnancies overall in the United States in 2017 than in 2011. The big question is why.

One possible contributing factor is contraceptive access and use. Since 2011,
contraception has become more accessible, as most private health insurance plans are
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now required by the Affordable Care Act (ACA) to cover contraceptives without
out-of-pocket costs. In addition, thanks to expansions in Medicaid and private insurance
coverage under the ACA, the proportion of women aged 15–44 nationwide who were
uninsured dropped more than 40% between 2013 and 2017.21 There is evidence that use
of long-acting reversible contraceptive methods—specifically IUDs and
implants—increased through at least 2014, especially among women in their early 20s, a
population that accounts for a significant proportion of all abortions.22 Another study
suggests that the use of IUDs might have increased in the wake of the 2016 presidential
election, spurred by fears that such methods could become more expensive to access in
the future.23 Notably, contraceptive use has driven the long-term decline in adolescent
pregnancies and births, which continued through the 2011–2017 period.24,25

Another possible contributing factor might be a decline in sexual activity.
Findings from one national survey suggest a long-term increase in the number of people
in the United States—mostly younger men—reporting not having sex in the past
year.26,27 But in addition to a small sample size, it is unclear how well this survey
captures data on sexual behavior. Other data show that the proportion of high school
students who have ever had sexual intercourse declined between 2011 and 2017, with
most of the decline happening in the 2013–2015 period.28 However, this is unlikely to
have had a major impact on the U.S. abortion rate, as minors account for only 4% of
abortions overall.29 In sum, the available data do not indicate significant decreases in
sexual activity among women in their 20s and 30s, the groups that together account for
85% of all abortions nationally.

Yet another possibility is that infertility is increasing in the United States, thereby
reducing the chances of getting pregnant and subsequently seeking to obtain an
abortion. However, it is highly unlikely that there would have been a big enough spike
in infertility to meaningfully impact pregnancy and abortion rates in the 2011–2017
timeframe.

More generally, there are a host of other potential factors that could be driving
declines in pregnancy rates, from individuals’ evolving desires about whether and when
to become parents to people’s changing economic and social circumstances.
Self-Managed Abortion

Finally, it is possible that the 2011–2017 decline in abortion was not as large as it
appears from the Guttmacher Institute’s abortion provider census: There could have
been an increase in self-managed abortions happening outside of medical facilities,
which the census would be unable to capture. The Guttmacher abortion census
providing data for 2017 found that 18% of nonhospital facilities reported having seen at
least one patient who had attempted to end a pregnancy on her own, an increase from
12% in 2014 (the first year that question was included in the survey).1,7 The drugs used
in a medication abortion (misoprostol and mifepristone) are becoming increasingly
available online, as are resources about how to safely and effectively self-manage an
abortion outside of a clinical setting (see “Self-Managed Medication Abortion:
Expanding the Available Options for U.S. Abortion Care,” 2018). More evidence is
necessary to better understand these emerging trends and how to serve the needs of
patients as technology and new options for self-managing an abortion are changing
access to and availability of abortion.
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Nash, Elizabeth and Joerg Dreweke. “The U.S. Abortion Rate Continues to Drop: Once Again,
State Abortion Restrictions Are Not the Main Driver.” Guttmacher Institute. Last
modified September 18, 2019.
https://www.guttmacher.org/gpr/2019/09/us-abortion-rate-continues-drop-once-again-st
ate-abortion-restrictions-are-not-main.

Source:
1. What kind of source is this? Do you find it reliable?

2. Was there any language that you found vague or intentionally misleading?

Document:
3. What does this article suggest about the morality of abortion?

Document F: The Best Pro-Life Arugments for Secular Audiences
Abortion advocates are also threatened by the pro-woman/pro-life arguments of

the organization Feminists for Life which says abortion is a reflection that society has
failed to meet the needs of women.51 Prowoman/pro-life arguments are destroying the
old “baby vs. woman” dichotomy that has dominated the abortion debate for decades.
Women and children are not natural enemies, of course, and it was a perversion of
feminism which brought about such a dichotomy in the first place. Visit the Feminists
for Life website to read their pro-life answers to “pro-choice” questions, and commit
them to memory. Roe-era feminists like Kate Michelman, the former president of
NARAL Pro-Choice America, proclaimed abortion to be “the guarantor of a woman’s
right to participate fully in the social and political life of society.”52 But pro-life feminists
believe this turns feminism on its head because it says women don’t have an inherent
right to participate in society but one conditioned on surgery and sacrificing their
children.

“Abortion is a reflection that we have not met the needs of women.” – Feminists
for Life 19

It is also at odds with the views of America’s first feminists, all of whom opposed
abortion. Chief among them were Susan B. Anthony and Elizabeth Cady Stanton, who
not only led the fight for the right of women to own property, to vote, and obtain equal
education, but also spoke out against abortion.

Szoch, Mary Ed. “The Best Pro-Life Arugments for Secular Audiences.” Center for Human
Dignity at Family Research Council. Last modified 2021.
https://downloads.frc.org/EF/EF21F56.pdf.

Source:

https://downloads.frc.org/EF/EF21F56.pdf
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1. What kind of source is this? Do you find it reliable?

2. Was there any language that you found vague or intentionally misleading?

Document:
3. What does this article suggest about the morality of abortion?

Document G: Addressing Common Pro-Choice Arguments
The following is a rebuke of some of the most common pro-choice arguments that I see
flourishing on campus.
A zygote/embryo/fetus is not human life.

From a scientific standpoint, the point when life begins is clear. A survey found
that 96 percent of biologists agree that human life begins at conception. You’d be
hard-pressed to find a prominent geneticist that disputes this fact. So, if we want to take
the phrase “follow the science” to heart, we have to agree on this basic truth first and
foremost. Granted, when some people say “life,” they might actually mean that a
zygote/embryo/fetus is not a human person, which is a more specific, moralistic term
that is not necessarily identical to the scientific definition of life. It’s very difficult, and
outside the scope of this column, to make a meaningful distinction between human life
and human personhood, and I personally would make no such distinction. Regardless,
life begins at conception.

Late-term abortion is extremely rare.
In response to several recent legal pushes to outlaw late-term abortions — those

occurring more than 20 weeks into the pregnancy — pro-choice advocates have trotted
out the statistic that less than two percent of abortions take place on or after 21 weeks of
pregnancy. This argument serves mostly to distract Americans from the fact that the
majority of people believe that such abortions should be banned, but it’s still important
to address it.

Let’s look more closely: How rare are these procedures, really? The Washington
Post reported that in 2014, roughly 12,000 abortions “took place at or over 21 weeks,”
citing findings from the Guttmacher Institute, a pro-choice, nonprofit research center.
That may be a small number relative to the total number of abortions performed
annually, but on an absolute scale, that number is massive. The number of late-term
abortions, in fact, exceeded the CDC’s count for firearm homicides that same year. Thus,
it seems difficult to maintain the position that gun violence is pervasive and widespread,
while downplaying the prevalence of late-term abortion, as so many abortion-rights
advocates do.
If you think abortion is immoral, don’t get one.

So the common argument goes: The government shouldn’t be acting as any
person’s moral policeman. In other words, an abortion is an individual decision, and the
state should not be imposing its preferred morality over its citizenry. I actually agree
with the latter point but not the first. Abortion is not outside of the state’s jurisdiction.
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Granted that human life begins at conception, abortion is the active killing of another
human being, and it’s hard to imagine anything that the government has more duty to
prevent than that.

In fact, America’s founders argued that the government’s primary reason for
existence is to protect people’s basic rights from being infringed on by others. There is no
one whose rights are more vulnerable than an unborn child and no individual right
more fundamental than the right to life. So, it’s not hard to understand why pro-life folks
hear this argument and think of analogous, but ridiculous, arguments such as: “If you
don’t like murder, don’t murder.”

If abortion is made illegal, women will still seek out (less safe) abortions.
With this point, it’s important to separate the true from the false. First, evidence suggests
that making abortion illegal would significantly reduce the number of abortions. A
study in the Journal of Law and Economics, for instance, found that restrictive abortion
policy had a significant negative effect on abortion rates. While unreported, extralegal
abortions may still take place to a certain degree, the idea that a ban on abortion would
be ineffective, at least in preventing unborn deaths, is just wrong.

On the other hand, there is also evidence that abortion restrictions increase the
number of mothers who die as a result of attempting an illegal abortion. We are talking
about a number of deaths in the low double digits. Still, any death is a tragedy that
cannot be ignored, and we should do what we can from a legislative standpoint to
protect pregnant mothers. The response, however, should not be to make abortion legal.
If one really believes that abortion ends a human life, which I demonstrated at the outset
of this column, then they cannot respond to the relatively rare case of maternal death in
abortion  by legalizing the killing of innocent, unborn human beings.

Even if life/personhood begins at conception, a zygote/embryo/fetus has no right to live in a
woman’s body without her consent.

In a moral philosophy essay that I’ve seen brought up several times in the
abortion debate, Judith Jarvis Thomson makes this argument using the analogy of a
famous, unconscious violinist who has a fatal kidney disease. There is but one person —
I’ll call her Mary — on earth who has the necessary blood type in order to save this
violinist. Thus, the violinist’s buddies kidnap Mary and hook her body up to the
violinist such that Mary’s blood can be used to treat his kidneys’ ailment. If he is
unplugged now, the violinist will die, but in nine months, he can be unplugged safely.
So, the argument goes, Mary, who is analogous to a pregnant mother, has no moral
obligation to keep the violinist, who is supposed to represent Mary’s unborn child,
plugged into her, even if he has a right to live and is innocent of any wrongdoing.

Whether or not one agrees that it would be acceptable to unplug the violinist,
there are some key problems with this analogy that make it inapplicable to the abortion
question. The first issue is that it fails to work for all but the earliest term abortions. To
demonstrate this, consider a slightly different question. Would it be morally permissible
for Mary to, for example, stab the violinist in the chest and then disconnect his corpse?
My, and hopefully your, intuition tells us that this is morally repugnant. We tend to
think this way because the human conscience sees a difference between active, violent
killing and withholding resources necessary for life. Abortion, in most cases, falls into
the former category.
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At this point, it’s necessary to describe the violent nature of abortion. The most
common abortion procedure, suction aspiration, involves the unborn human — usually
with fingers, toes and a beating heart — being sucked through a vacuum tube and
dismembered. This procedure can be used in the first five to 12 weeks of pregnancy.
Even more gruesome methods, such as dilation and extraction or induction abortion, are
required in the second and third trimesters, respectively. Dilation and extraction
involves the fetus getting physically ripped apart using a metal clamp and suction. Far
from “pulling the plug,” and contrary to popular belief, the majority of abortions are
surgical and violent.

Connecting this to Thomson’s analogy, it is absurd to argue that Mary could
justifiably disconnect herself from the violinist by sucking his limbs through a tube, or
ripping him apart with a clasp. So abortion, at least in the cases where surgery is
required, cannot correspond to the disconnecting of the violinist in the original example.

That still leaves, though, medical abortions, which are used early in pregnancy
and may fall more neatly into Thomson’s argument. Are we to concede that abortion is
acceptable in these circumstances, just as it is morally permissible to pull the plug on the
violinist? The answer is still, no.

The key reason is that Mary doesn’t bear the same ethical responsibility to
provide for the needs of a random violinist than she would to her own child. Society
widely accepts that parents have a duty to provide the basic necessities for their
children. That principle is represented in law, for example, where parents can be held
criminally liable for not feeding their kids enough. So, because the unborn are human,
and are their parents’ offspring by definition, then their parents ought to be morally
obligated to provide some bare minimum care to their descendants in the womb. So why
then does the pro-choice position see a moral obligation for a mother to meet the basic
needs of her child after birth, but not before?

It’s not because life begins at birth, as the science is clear on that question.
Perhaps one who is pro-choice might want to pick some point, between conception and
birth, where this obligation “kicks in.” But any line that the abortion-rights advocate
chooses, I argue, is arbitrary and ventures into dangerous territory in nebulously
assigning moral value to certain human beings but not others.

Sahyouni, Donnie. “Addressing common pro-choice arguments.” The Brown Daily Herald. Last
modified Thursday, February 25, 2021.
https://www.browndailyherald.com/2021/02/25/addressing-common-prochoice-argument
s/.

Source:
1. What kind of source is this? Do you find it reliable?

2. Was there any language that you found vague or intentionally misleading?

Document:

https://www.browndailyherald.com/2021/02/25/addressing-common-prochoice-arguments/
https://www.browndailyherald.com/2021/02/25/addressing-common-prochoice-arguments/
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3. What does this article suggest about the morality of abortion?

Document H: Information Series on Sexual and Reproductive Health and Rights

UN Women. “INFORMATION SERIES ON SEXUAL AND REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH
AND RIGHTS.” UN Women. Last modified 2020.
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/Women/WRGS/SexualHealth/INFO_Abortion
_WEB.pdf.

Source:
1. What kind of source is this? Do you find it reliable?

https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/Women/WRGS/SexualHealth/INFO_Abortion_WEB.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/Women/WRGS/SexualHealth/INFO_Abortion_WEB.pdf
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2. Was there any language that you found vague or intentionally misleading?

Document:
3. What does this article suggest about the morality of abortion?

Document I: Ethics of Abortion
1. Human Organisms?- Fetuses are not just biologically alive. And they aren’t just

biologically human either, like skin cells or organs. They are biologically human organisms.
While hearts are parts of beings, the being is the whole organism, and so biologically
human fetuses seem to be “beings”: they are complex and developing. Some thinkers
argue that our being human organisms physically continuous with fetuses that were
human organisms makes abortion wrong.2 They seem to argue that since it is wrong to
kill us now, i.e., we have properties that make it wrong to kill us now (prima facie wrong
to kill: wrong unless extreme circumstances justify the killing), it was wrong to kill us at
any stage of our development, since we’ve been the same organism, the same being,
throughout our existence. While this argument is influential in some circles, it is
nevertheless dubious. You are likely over three feet tall now, but weren’t always. You can
reason morally, but couldn’t always. You have the right to make autonomous decisions
about your own life, but didn’t always. Many examples show that just because we have
some property or right now, that doesn’t entail that we (or our bodies?) have always had
that right. This argument’s advocates need to plausibly explain why that’s different
with, say, the right to life.3

2. (Human) Persons?- We, readers of this essay, are human beings (unless there
are any divine or extraterrestrial readers!), and it is prima facie wrong to kill us. Is the
reason why it wrong to kill us because we are human beings? Perhaps not. It is wrong to
kill us, arguably, because killing us prevents us from experiencing the goods of our
future: accomplishments, relationships, enjoying our lives and so on, which is distinct
from being a human being. Many philosophers describe these capacities needed for
experiencing our lives, present and future, in terms of us being persons.4 A theory
present from at least the time of John Locke can be expressed roughly as: persons are
beings with personalities: persons are conscious beings with thoughts, feelings, memories,
anticipations and other psychological states. (When people insist that fetuses aren’t
human beings, they might be claiming that they are not human persons). If we die or even
become permanently comatose, we cease to be persons, since we permanently lose
consciousness. This theory of personhood has explanatory power: it helps us understand

https://1000wordphilosophy.com/2016/03/07/the-ethics-of-abortion/#_ftn2
https://1000wordphilosophy.com/2016/03/07/the-ethics-of-abortion/#_ftn3
https://1000wordphilosophy.com/2016/03/07/the-ethics-of-abortion/#_ftn4
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why we are persons and how we (or our bodies) can cease to be persons. It justifies a
growing belief that some non-human animals are (non-human) persons. It explains why
rational space aliens, if there are any, would be (non-human) persons. It explains why
divine or spiritual beings are or would be (non-human) persons. On this theory of
personhood, beginning fetuses are not persons. This is because their brains and nervous
systems aren’t sufficiently developed and complexly interconnected enough for
consciousness and personhood. The medical and scientific research reports that this
developmental stage isn’t reached until after the first trimester, or, more likely, until
mid-pregnancy.5 Nearly all abortions occur very early in pregnancy, killing fetuses that
are not yet conscious, and so are not yet persons, on this theory of personhood. Any later
abortions, affecting conscious and feeling fetuses who are persons or close to it, however,
would likely be wrong on this theory, however, unless done for a justifying medical
reason.

3. Potential Personhood? But just because something (or someone) is not a
person, that doesn’t obviously mean that it is not wrong to kill it. If fetuses aren’t
persons, they are still potential persons. (And merely potential persons are never actual
persons).  Does that potential give fetuses, say, the right to life or otherwise make it
wrong to kill them? If potential things have the rights of actual things, then potential
adults, spouses, criminals, doctors, and judges would have the rights of actual ones.
Since they don’t, it is plausible that potential personhood doesn’t yield the rights of actual
personhood. At least, we are due an explanation of why it would, since potentiality never
does that for anything else.

4. Valuable Futures?-Abortion might seem to prevent a fetus from experiencing
its valuable future, just like killing us does, even if it is not yet a person.6 But our futures
might be valuable, in part, because we can, presently, look forward to them. Fetuses
have no awareness of their futures whatsoever, and this is one important difference
between their futures and our futures. Further, an egg-and-a-sperm-that-would-fertilize-it
arguably has a future akin to that of a fetus. Contraception (even by abstinence!) keeps
this future from materializing.8 But contraception and abstinence aren’t wrong. Thus, it
is not wrong to perform some action that prevents such a future from materializing.

5. The Right to Life?-Finally, suppose these arguments are all wrong and all
fetuses are persons with the right to life. Does that make abortion wrong?Not
necessarily, Judith Thomson famously argued in her 1971 “A Defense of Abortion.”9 If I
must use your kidney to stay alive, do I have a right to your kidney? No, and you don’t
violate my rights if you don’t let me use it and I die. This shows that the right to life is
not a right to bodies of others, even if those bodies are necessary for our lives to continue.Fetuses,
then, might not have a right to the pregnant woman’s body and so she doesn’t violate
their rights by not allowing a fetus to use it. Abortion thus may not violate the rights of
fetuses and
Nobius, Nathan, 1000wordphilosophy, ~. "The Ethics of Abortion." 1000. September 02, 2021.

https://1000wordphilosophy.com/2016/03/07/the-ethics-of-abortion/.

https://1000wordphilosophy.com/2016/03/07/the-ethics-of-abortion/#_ftn5
https://1000wordphilosophy.com/2016/03/07/the-ethics-of-abortion/#_ftn6
https://1000wordphilosophy.com/2016/03/07/the-ethics-of-abortion/#_ftn8
https://1000wordphilosophy.com/2016/03/07/the-ethics-of-abortion/#_ftn9
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Source:
1. What kind of source is this? Do you find it reliable?

2. Was there any language that you found vague or intentionally misleading?

Document:
3. What does this article suggest about the morality of abortion?

Analysis: How have these documents influenced your view of the morality of abortion?


