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Abortion is a nasty problem, a source of social and legal discord,
moral uncertainty, medical and psychia'‘ric confusion, and personal
anguish. Catholics have been apt to reduce the whole problem to the
philosophico-theological gquestion, "When does life begin?", while many
proponents of abortion on demand see the guestion only in terms of
feminine and civil rights: giving women the full right to decide for
themselves whether to terminate or complcste a pregnancy. Abortion is at
the same time a moral, medical, legal, soci@logical, phylosophical,
demographical, and psycological problem, not readily a%éndable to
0ne~diménsianal thinking. It 1is at the same time a moral problem be-
cause it raises the guestion of the nature and control of incipient
fiuman life.

If one needs to see that there is @ problem, suppose that a
person runs across these situations. Suppose A's wife, 3, is pregnant
and they feel they cannot have a child or another child now for
reasons that seem compelling to them. Enter C who asserts that B
must carry the child to term as the consequence of the sex act. How
did that become C's business? How could such a decision be the concern

of the whole society? It might be said that C has special authorities.2

Then suppose that C says that it is fine to abort the child but then
hears from the doctor that she is five months pregnant. C then goes
back and tells 4 that she must not abort the child because it would
now be murder to abort it. Who is to decide at what point it is wrong
to abort the child? When is it human life? Is abortion murder?

Many religious groups have taken certian positions on such abort-
ion guestions: Christians, Jews, Roman Catholics. Many countries have

{
established standards on abortion: the United States, Japan, England,
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the Soviet Union. I will look at a few of these groups. - AV

Most of the views of the religious world seem to sway against
abortion. Roman Catholocism is one of them. The Roman Catholics be-
lieve that human life begins at conception and that because the fetus
is human at this point,abortion is murder under any circumstances.

They believe abortion should be condemned as an unspeakable crime,
and they feel that the fetus should be given the greatest of care right
from the moment of birth.3

A religion that yields somewhat to sbortion is the Jewish religion.
They will allow abortions if the mother's life could be in danger if
she was to have the baby. Unlike the Catholics, the Jewish feel that
when the fetus is within the mothen it is part of the mothér's body
and if the fetus must be removed for her health, it may be removed
as if it were an inflamed appendix. As Divine Command theorists their
basis for denying capital crime status to fetucide in Jewish law is
scriptural. Exodus 21:22 provides: "If men strive, and wound a pregnant
woman so that her fruit be expelled, but no harm befall (her), then
shall he be fined as her husband shall assess, and the matter placed
before the judges. dut if harm befalls (her), then shall thou give
life for life.

The earliest instance in the modern world cof a scheme allowing
woman rights over her own body and thus permitting all abortions is /
provided by the Soviet Union. It made lawful any aborticn performed
by -a physician in a state hospital. The expressed objective of the
decree was to protect woman from unskilled abortionists. Sut the

(decree was also part of a general program of womén's liberation and



sexual equality in work, education, and marriage. In June 1936 the
decree was replaﬁed by a law that prohibited abortion except where
pregnancy threatened the life or seriously threatened the health of
the woman, or when serious disease of the parents could be inherited.
gut in November 1955 the decree of 1936 was repealed, for the express
reascns of reducing the harm done by unskilled abortionists and giving
women the possibility of deciding by themselves the guestion of mother-
hnod.5

England's early history shows a law only allowing abortions when
the mother's life was threatencd. In recent times its laws have slack-
ened. The Abortion Act 1967 permits an abortion to anyone who can pay
the fees charged by licensed private institutiocns providing the present
risk to the life of the pregnant woman, or of injury to the physical
or mental health is greater than if the precnancy were terminated.
This basically says that as long as the surgical procedure is safe
enough, the operation can be performed.6

Since 1973 the United States has had an abortion law similar to
that of the Soviet Union. American law states that (1) no law can re-
strict the right of a woman to be aborted by a physician during the
first three months (trimester) of her pregnancy; (2) during the sec-
ond trimester the abortion procedure may be regulated by law only to
the extent that the regulation reasonably relates to the preservation and
protection of maternal health; (3) abortion can only Le done in the
third trimester of pregnancy if the woman life is at stake.?

The majority of the American people believe abortions should be

legal under the following circumstances listed if order of decreasing
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popularitys woman's life endangered, pregnancy by rape or incest, woman
would suffer physical damage , child would be deformed, woman®s mental
health endangered. The only thing they were acainst was allowing an
abortion tc someone who couldn't afford a child. In responce to the
question, "when do you believe the unborn child can be considered a
human being?", 49/ of the people polled said it was human at coageption;
16%, when the woman feels the movement of the baby; 14%, if unborn

child could survive if it was born prematurely; and 12%, at birth.8
This issue of deciding when human life begins is presently the main

debate in congress concerning the topic of abortion. Should a decision

be made that human life begins at conception, the poussibility of all [,
abortiens being outlawed is at stake.

Let one take into consideration a few possible situations deal-
ing with abortions (1) Mary is pregnant and is informed by her doctor
that her life will be in danger if she goes through with the birth of
the child. (2) A high scheel student with great scholastic potential
gets pregnant.. In both cases the question is the same: "Is it moral to
have an abortion in this situation?" There arc many ways to arrive at
the answer to the guestion above. 1 will discuss a total of four ethical
theories and show ocne of the possible decision that could be arrived at
for each theory, for each situation,

A Divime Command thecorist would make hisdecisions based on his
interpretation of the Bible and the Ten Eommandments.9 If one interprets
the Commandment, "Thou shalt not kill,” as to include the killing of a Y
human fetus, he would say that in both cases an abortion would be immorai.

But God also says that one should love his neighbor.10 There is a conflict
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now between the two rules. If the thebrist feels that the rule to "love
thy neighbor" is more binding, then he would allow the aberticn. If he
strickly believes that one should not kill, then he would not approve
of the abortion in the situation. The problem of resorting to the Uévine
Command theory is that it raises two questicns: "What does God command?"
and "What is the correct interpretation of His words?" From the Command-
ments one does not know exactly what he can®t kill. Along with the
problem of interpretation, one will notice that the Ten Commandments tell
what one should not do, but they don't give advice on what one should do.
The only great advantage to this thecry is that the set of rules has al-\/
ready been determined.11

If one was a pluralistic rule-deontologist, the basis for his
decisions would depend on his rules derived from what is morally obliga-
tory to do and how he handles conflicts between them. Assuming his rules
include beneficence ( doing good, removing evil,and preventing evil } and
nonmaleficence { refraining from evil } he will have a conflict between v
these rules since they are the most binding in abortion situations. In
the first case that 1 stated, if he decides that heneficence holds over
nonmaleficence, he may conclude that killing the unborn child for the

Iq essence

>

benefit of the mother's life woulc be the moral thing to da.
ot {“?\ b au Chatsrgr~ </

the theorist is deciding whose life is more important to be saved if the

mother would almost certianly die should the birth be carried out.

The theorist must decide who is obligated to who§' if anyone is. In the

second situation I presented the woman's life is not in danger. Here

the value of the fetus's life may be greater thanthat of the mother's.

the formers value may very well be decided by whgether he is considered
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human by the theorist at that time in its life. It appears that the
conclusion that this pluralistic rule-deontologist arrives at in
any case will be decided by where he "draws the line"” with these factors.
In closing, the major set back for these theorists in solving a moral
problem is the deciding which rule takes precidence over the other.12
Une pluralistic rule-deontologist has set up a good system af
rules and principles tb go‘by. William Frankena combines the principles
of beneficence and justice in his theory. For the principle of bene-
ficence he has arranged four rules in order from the most important to
the least important. (1) Ume ocught not to inflict evil br harm. (2) COne
ought to prevent evil or harm. (3) One ought to remove evil. (4) One
ought to do or promote good.13 The rules are in this order because he
feels that one must worry about evil before he should think about doing *
yood. In the first case where lfary's life is in danger, a Frankena
theorist would first look at his rules of beneficence and might possibly
say that he cannot kill the fetus because that breaks the first and
strongest rule of beneficence. Another possibility would be to overrule
rule (1) and say that preventing harm to the mother, rule (2), is the
more moral thing to do. But besides beneficence, he must also look at
the principle of justice. Frankena believes thit justice is distributing
good so that one treats every human being equally. If the thecrist
considers the unborn child a human at the time when he confronts his
moral problem, then the fetus has the rights of any other person
according to justice . This would make it harder to consider =n

abortion moral especially since according to the principle of beneficence

the first priority is tec refrain from evil. In the second case if the
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fetus is regarded as human by the Frankena theorist, he would most likely
consider it immoral to abort the child just for the sake of the woman's

future. Whether or not the fetus is regarded as human has a large factor
in the principle of justice.14

The advantage to trankena's theory is that it covers the aspect of
justice that is missing from many theories. Akroblem with his theory is
that there is the possibility of conflict between principles, because
there are times one must be unjust to be beneficent as well as there are
times one must not be beneficent in order to maintain justice.15

The last ethical theory to be discussed is rule-utilitarianism.

A rule-utilitarian derives his set of rules by asking which rules will
promote the greatest general good for everyone.16 If it wasn't for the
differences in the method of deriving the set of rules, rule-utilitarian-
ism and rule-deontology would be quite the same theory. Because a rule-
utilitarian would go about making his decisions in much the same manner
as a pluralistic rule-deontolegist, I will simply analyze the morality

of abortion using ideas from rule-utilitarian R. 8. Brandt.

Brandt says that there is not an unrestricted prima facie obliga-
tion not to kill, but only a prima facie cbligation not to kill in
certain types o cases. He thinks that any prima facie principles about
killing will require restrictions. This is because one must know what
can be killed and what can't. Urandt goes on to say that if the fetus
is a sentient creature it would not be made unhappy or miserable by not
coming to exist. He says that no one is deprived by non-birth as a
sentient being. It can be seen that there are two other ways to deter-
mine when a fetus is a perscn: intellegence and §entience.

Through applying the ethical theories, the issues of abortion are
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are brought out. It is now seen that in order to decide if an abortion
case is moral or immoral, a few issues must be decided first: whether

the mother is more than just a means of bringing the child into the world,
whether the fetus is human, and whether the fetus is sentient.

The ethical theory that I follow is act-utilitarianism. Although
act-utilitarians do not follow a set of rules, the values that are most
important to me are nonmaleficence, promise-keeping, truth-telling, and
reparation ( amending previous wrongful acts ). As an act-utilitarian, I

determine the moral action by asking myself, "ihat effect will my doing

t /

this act in this situation have on the general balance of good over evil?"
I like this theory because I don't have to appeal to a set of rules and
worry about the conflicts between them. Ifgglkphis helps me to solve
difficult moral problems Faster;”Thé Faét that‘my theory doesn't involve
conflicts between rules happens to be its one great advantage.

Like any theory mine has problems, too. First there is the problem
of weighing the good and the evil. For instance, A person might regard
one act more evil than another person might. the other disadvantage is
that there is the possibility of involving bad deeds when producing more
good over evil. For example, two actions both.produce the same amount of
good, but one action involved evil and the other one did not. An act-
utilitarian would say that both actions are equally mnral.wﬂ partial way
to remedy this is to add good points for refrairning from evil and to look
at the ratio of good to evil. In other words, an act producing 3 points
of good to 1 point of evil would be better to do than an act producing
100 points of good to 50 points of evil. Une produces 2 points of good

while the other produces 50 points of good, but boing by the ratio of
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good to evil the first act is better for its ratio of 3:1 is larger
than the other®s ratio of 2:1. 3y this method the first act produces 1hﬂy ?
more good than evil. rd

I feel abortions should always be allowsd in the first two months

-

of pregnancy. Between two and five months of pregnancy the abortion
case must be approved by a court. After five months of pregnancy an
abortion should only be allowed if the risk to the mother's life is
high should she continue the pregnancy. The basis for my having a pro-
abortion position is mainly due to my belief that if the fetus is W K;' s
aborted it would not miss life on earth because it would never have v inﬂﬂi
not W~

experienced it. Also, if the child was born, it would, live a good life
because its parents would not have wanted him,

In the letter attach I voice these opinions to Congressman Dan
Mica. Presently the rights to abort a child are in jecpardy because
there is pressure coming from many anti-abortion groups that the
fetus is human at conception. I hope my opinions help to strengthen

the laws that give women their freedom to abort an unwanted child. o\~
8 )
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1150 S.W. 14th Orive
Boca Raton, Fla. 33432
May 8, 1981

The Honorable Can MMica
House of Representatives
Washington, 0.C. 20013

Dear Representative,

I am writing to you in regards to our condition with abortion.
I believe that anti-abortion groups are asking that America take a
giant step backward in our culture by strongly proposing that
abortions be made illegal on the basis that the fetus is human.
Right-to-Life groups feel that abortions are immoral. Well, I
Believe it is a greater injustice to bring an unwanted child into
the world. By not allowing the abortion, the child may be forced to
live a life of poverty. He might be neglected or abused by his
parents; possibly even abandoned by them. Adopticr does not totally
solve the problem, either. Many adopted children have suffered from
the anxiety of not knowing who their biological parents are.

Many feel that an abortion is cruel to the unborn child. 1
feel abortions inflict much less pain on the fetus tham.you or I
would feel if we were killed. You see, the fetus hasn't experienced
life on earth as we have. It would miss nothing. It would not be
deprived of life for it hardly knows what 1life is.

In closing, I hope I have brought new points to your attention.
I believe that greater harm is done by not allowing someone toc have
an abortion than if they are allowed to have the choice. I urge you
to support abortions more strongly than before, and to fight to
maintain the individual's freedom of choice.

Sincerely yours,

VT

Dale Neumann



