
AN ANALYSIS OF THE ISSUES OF ABORTION AND THE PRO LIFE AND

PRO CHOICE VIEWS

The abortion debate is the ongoing controversy surrounding the moral, legal, and religious status of induced abortion.
The sides involved in the debate are the self- described "pro-choice" and "pro-life" movements. "Pro-choice" emphasizes
the right of women to decide whether to terminate a For example, the labels "pro- choice" and "pro-life" imply
endorsement of.

Each type carries its own perils. Steinbock, B. Goodpaster and K. Humans have the right to life. He defends
the view that, except in unusual circumstances, abortion is seriously wrong. This view is so universally
accepted that even the strongest opponents of active euthanasia hold it. Adding to these burdens will increase
the number of late abortions; eliminating restrictions would reduce the number. Opponents of abortion can, of
course, be willing to make an exception for fully autonomous fetuses who refuse life support. Supporters of
choice claim that ending the life of a fetus is not in the same moral category as ending the life of an adult
human being. If hospitalization is required and public hospitals are barred from participation, only expensive
private hospitals, often distant and inaccessible to the poor and the young, will remain. They argue that
abortion is not permissible from the point at which individual human identity is realized. But if there is no
such subject of harm, then no determinate thing was harmed. Everett Koop has noted, "We are at a very
strange place in history, where the people most opposed to abortions are also opposed to the one thing that
would stop them, which is contraceptive information. Contractarians have tried to deal with their scope
problems by arguing that duties to some individuals who are not persons can be justified even though those
individuals are not contracting members of the moral community. What makes killing us wrong, in general, is
that it deprives us of a future of value. Thus, a discussion of what it is about us that makes killing us not only
wrong, but seriously wrong, seems to be the right place to begin a discussion of the abortion issue. Singer, P.
Both pro-choicer and anti-abortionist agree that it is obvious that it is wrong to kill us. However, the FLO
account of the wrongness of killing does not, strictly speaking, imply that it is worse to kill younger people
than older people. Thus, Feinberg's account of the wrongness of infanticide is inadequate. Anesthesia is
administered directly to fetuses only while they are undergoing surgery. But the mother would never have to
give the baby a blood transfusion, no matter what the circumstances were. They seem to prefer subjecting all
women to a coercive regime of abortion regulation to the slight risk of marginally encouraging premarital sex.
The Worst of Crimes Argument The FLO account of the wrongness of killing is correct because it explains
why we believe that killing is one of the worst of crimes. Should we hold a lottery? Nonetheless, the pro-life
movement has succeeded in making late-stage abortions a prominent public issue, often exemplified by
graphic pictures of fetuses aborted at advanced stages of development. My being killed deprives me of more
than does my being robbed or beaten or harmed in some other way because my being killed deprives me of all
of the value of my future, not merely part of it. Thus, life support can be in the interests of a temporarily
unconscious patient even though the temporarily unconscious patient is incapable of taking an interest in that
life support. Thus, Kant's defense of our duties to animals fails to show that Kantians have a duty not to be
cruel to animals. It accounts for why we regard killing as one of the worst of crimes.


