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Aborlion is a nasty problem, a seurce of social and legal discorrll

mnral uncerLainly, medical and psychia'.ric confusion, and personal

anguish. Calholics have been apl Lo reduce the urhole prolllem to the

philosophico-thr:olagical question, "i.ilhen rJnes Iife begin?", while many

proponenls of aborlion on demand see the qur:slion only in terms of

Fei;rinine and civir rights: giving women lhe full right to decide for

thernse.l.ves urheLher lo terminale or complrt.e a pregnancy. Aborlion is at

i.he same time a rnorall rnedical, IeEaJ., soci@lagical, phylosophical,
\:

demograplricail and psycological prcblem, noL readily anrencabJe to

one-d j"mensional lhinkinq. It is al the sarne Lime a noral proirlem ae-

cause it raises lhe queslion af the naLure and cantrol of inclpient
4
Iriumen tlf c.

If one neeCs to see that- there is a problem, suppose that a

person runs across these siLualions. Suppose Ars urifel ,.1 , is preqnant

and Lhey fleel Lfrey cannoL have a child ar anolher child nou for

reasons that seem compelling Lo them. Enler c urho asserLs that B

rnust carry the child Lo lerm as Lhe consequence of the sex acL. How

did that become Cfs business? How csuld such a decision be the concern

of the whule society? Il might be said that C has special aulhorities.2
Then suppase Lhat c says that it is fine to abort lhe child bu! then

hears from the doctor that she is five months pregnant, c then goes

back and terls d that she must not abort the child because iL would

now be murder lo aborl it. r,tjho is to decide at whaL Bnint il is wronq

to aborl the ehild? ialhen is it human life? Is aborlion rnur.rler?

f/iany religious groups have taken cert-ian positions on such abrorL-

lon quest ions: chr!sliansr Jewsr iioman calholics. fiany counLries have
t

established slandards nn abcrrt ion; Lhe Unii.ed ,SlaLesr Japan, EngJ.andl
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t,he Soviet Union. I urill look at a few oF l-hese groups .ti 4 "''''
lliosL of the views of the religious urorld seern lo sway against

aborLion. Rornan Calholocism is one of them. The Romnn Catholics be-

lieve thaL human life begins aL conception and that because Lhe fetus

is human at this pointr.:borLion is murder uniler any circumstances.

They believe abortian should be crndernned as arl unspeakable crimel

and lhey feel thaL tfre fetus should be given lhe qrealesl of care right

from the moment of birth,3

A religion lhal yields somewhal Lo abr:rlion is the Jewish religion.

They will allour aborlions if the molherrs ]ife could be in danger if

she uras to have the baby, Unlike the Datholicsl the Jeurish feel that

urhen the fetus is irithin the motheo it is part of the molherts body

and if the felus musl be removed for her heallhl il may be removed

as lf il were an inflamed appendix. As lJivine [ommand theorists ttreir

basis for denying capital crime status to felucj.de in Jeurish law is

scriptural. Exodus 21t22 pr*vides: "If men striver and upund a pregnant

wornan ss that her fruit be expelledr but no harm befall. (ner)r then

shall he be fined as her husband shall assessl 6nd Lhe maLter placed

before the judges. dut if harm befalls (ner)r then shall Lhou give

life for fi.fe." 4

The earliest instance in lhe modern unrld cf a scheme allowing

woman rights over her own body and thus permitting all aborLions is v

provided by the Soviet Unisn. It made larirful any abortio;-. perlormed

by a physician in a state hospilal. The expressed objective of t,he

decree nras to protecl uom6n from unskilled aborlionists. .Jui the

decree was also parl of a general program of womAn's liberation and
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sexual equaliLy in ruarkr educalion, and nrarriaEe. In June 1936 the

decree was replaced by a lau LhaL prcrhibited aborLion excepL ulhere

pregnancy threalened lhe liie or seriously Lhrealened t,he heallh oF

the womanr or when serious disease of the parenls could be inherited.

dul in lrlovember 1955 ttre decree of 1936 uras repealedl for the express

reasons of reducing the harm done by

women the possibility of deciding by

hood. -

unskilled abcrtionisls and giving

themselves lhe question r:f mol-her-

Englandrs early history shorus a laur only allourinE abortions when

the motfrerrs life nras Lhreatened. In recent Lirnes its laws have slack-

ened. The Aborlisn Act 1957 permits an aborLion Lo anyone urho can pay

lhe fees charged by licensed private inslitutions prcviding lhe present

risk to the life of the pregnant wornanr or of injury to the physical

or rnental heallh is greater than if Lhe preqnancy were Lerminated.

This basically says thal as long as Lhe surgicai. procedure is saFe

enough; Lhe operalion can be perfor*o,j.6

Since 19?3 lhe Uniled 5r-ates has had an abortion lau similar to

that of the SsvieL Union, American law slales that (1 ) nc laul can re-

strict Lhe righL oF a urorna,r La be aborted by a physirian during t.he

first three monLhs (trimester) of her pregnancy; (2) Ouring Lhe sec-

ond LrimesLer the aborlion procedurre may be regulaLed by law only to

the exLenl that the regulation reasonably relates Lo Lhe preservalion and

protection of maternal heaMi (3) aborLion can nnly be dnne in the

lhirri Lrimester oF pregnancy iF lhe wornan life is aL stake.T

Ihr majority of lhe American perple believe ahorLions should be

legal undur the follouring circumsLances listed if order of rJecreasi-ng
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popularj-iye wumants life nndanqer:n,Jy prorr"li:rrcy Liy rapfl clr irrcest-; woflrdr-r

urnr-rld suf f er physical damage r child woulo be def ormedr womants inent.a i

healih endangered, the only lhing Lhey were arainst was allnuring an

ai.rortion Lo someone ulho couldnrl afford a child. In responce lo Lhe
a ,.:'-

question; ",,rlhen do you believe the unborn child can be considered a

hunan L:eing?", 49)( uf the people polled said it was human aL cnrwepticn;

16ii1 when the uoman Feels lhe movement of lhe baby; 141"1 if unborn

child could survive if it ulas born prematurely; ancl 1?%t aL birth.B

Ihis issue of deciding urhen human life begins is presenlly Lhe main

debate in congress concerning the topic ol aborlian. Should a decision

be made that human life begins al conceptionr the possibillty of all 1.,1

abortions being oullaured is al stake.

Let sne t.ake into consideralion a feur possible siLuatiuns deal-

ing urith aborlionr (1) filary is pregnanl and is informed by her doctor

thal her life will be in danqer iF she ga*s through urilh the birth of

the child. (:) A high achool slurJeni r,rith grcut scholaslic polential

geLs pregnanL. In bot.h cases Lhe queslion is Lhe sarne; "Is il moral to

have an abortion in this s!.luation?" There a.c ma;"iy urays Lo arrive at

the ansuler tb lhe queslion about. I urill siscuss a Lslal of Four ethical

theories and show one of the possible decision that uould be arrived aL

fsr each theoryl for each situation'

A CIivine Command lhearlsl would make his declslons based on his

inlerpretaLion of the Eible and the Ten Comrnandments.9:f one inlerpreLs

Lhe Commandmentr "Thou shalt not killr" as Lo include the kiiting of " ,,

human fetus, he ruould say thal in boLh cases an aborlion would be immorai.

8ut God also says thal one shoultJ love his neighbor.lo Thu"" is a conflicl

!
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now beLween Lhe Lwo rules. If the theorist fc.:Is lhal the rule Lct "l-cve

lhy neighbor" is more bindingr then he rucrulLj erllor,u Lhe abcrt icn. 1f he

strickly believes that onr: should nol killr Lhen i"ic urould nr:l apprcvr

uf lhe abortion in lhe silual j.on. The problt:ni ol' resorLin,; lr.r lhe lj4vine
i'

Comrnand t.heory is Lhat it ra ises ii^Jc queslicns: ";dhaL dr:es ijod commanrj ?"

and "rdhat is the correcL interpretalion of llis wifrds?" From Lhe fomman''l* 
V

menLs one does not knou exactly urhat he canrL kill". Along nrilh lhe

problem of inlerpreLalion; one will notice lhat Lhe Ten Commandments ti:11

u:hal one should not dol but they donrt. gi.ve advice on urhal one should ao.

The only greal advantage',n this Lhenry is lhat Lhe set of rui.es has al-v/

ready been deLermined.ll

If one was a pluralisLic rule-Cennlologisll the basis for his

decisions urould depend on his rules cterived frorn urhaL is morally obliga-

tnry to dn and hour he handles cenlliets b:eLween them. Assuming his rules

include beneficence ( dr:in; gocrcr retncliring evilland preventing evil ) and

rionrnalef:!.cance i refraining frr:m evil ) ire ri;i-ll have a conflicL oelwecn t'/

ihr:se rules sir:ce lhey are t.he mosL binrling irr alrortiun siLr-raLir-rns. In

thc firsl" casc th;rL I slater1r ii' he ,iecidec l.irai Lreneficence holds over 
i /

nonnaleficence, hl: may cunclurJe thai killi;rg:he unllcrrr chilC fcr the 
v

l;L'nefit oF Lhe malherrs life r,uouli be,fhg rn,;raI thing to dq. rlq. essence
*^d Jl trs,,'l'n ..t'.t t'nitrr*'- l*/-( "'

l.he theorist is deciding uhose_lle is mo're inportant to be iaved iF the

nrolher urould almosL cerlianly die should lhe birth be carried out.

fhe lheorist musl decide who is obligated to uuho{'if anyone is. In the

second silualion 1 presented the wornants life is not in danger. Here

Lhe value of Lhe fetusfs llFe may be greater thanthatof Lhe mother's.

the fnrmers value may very uell be decided by whplher he is considered
l 

',,
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human by t he t.heorisl at thal lime in its li i'e. Il appears Lhal the

csnclusion that this pluralistic rule-deontologist arrives aL in

any case will be dccided by urhere he "drarus Lhe line" uith lhese Faclors.

In clasinqe the major set back for these Lheorists in solving a rnora, 
,,

problsm is the deciding which rule takes precidence over the ofher.12

[Jne pluralislic rlle-dlontologist has sel up a good syslem 6f
; i' ,..'

rules and principles to go by. Ulilllan Frankena combines the principles

of benefitrence and justice in his theory. For the principle of bene-

ficence he has arranged Four rules in order from the mosL importanL Lo

tha least imporlanl. (1) One oughL not to inflict evil cr harm. (Z) nne

oughl to prevenL evil or harm. (g) One ouEht Lo rernove evil, (+) lne

aught to r]c or prrnrule good.13 thu rules are in this order because he

fcels LhaL one must Lrorry ahaul evil befu:re he should think abouL ioinl v

r,ood. In ihe firsL casc ruhtjre liiaryts life is in danger; a Frankena

ther:rist rur,,uld fir:;l lork at his rules of L:eneFicence anrj mighl possibly

say llral he canrroL ki 11 lfre f etus iccausc lha L breaks the f irsr, and

sLrongest rule of beneFicerrce. Another possibility urould be to overrule

r:ule ( 1 ) anrt say that prevenling harm Lo lhe rnotherr rule (2) I is t.he

mora moral thing to do. riut besides beneficencer he musl also look at

the principle oF justice. Frankena beliuves th:L jusLice is dj-stributing

qood so thaL one Lreals every hurnan being equai.ly, If the Lheorist

considers the unborn child a human aL Lhe Lime when he confronts his

moral problemz then the Fetus has Lhe rights of any olher person l'i;;' ill"':

according to justice . This uould make it harder to conslder 3n

abortion moral especially since according to Lhe prlnciple of beneficencc

the firsl priority is Lu refrain from evil. In the second case if lhe
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Fetus is regarded as lruman by the Frankena Lheorisll he would mosL like1y

csnsider iL immoral Lo abort the child jusl for lhe sake of the womanrs

fuLure' l'ilhetl-rer or not the fet,us is regarded as human has a larqe factor

in Lhe principle of ;usLice.1/i "'" 
''

The advantage to l-rankenats Lheory is lhat it covers Lhe aspect gf

justice lhat is missing from many theories. Aproblem urith his lheory is

that there is the possibilily of conflicL belween principlesl because v

there are Limes one tnusL be unjust Lo be beneFicenl as well as there are

Lirnes one must noL be beneficenL in order to maintain jusLi"".15

The iast bthical theory to be discussed is rule-ut,ililarianism.

A rule-uLililarian derives his set oF rules by asking which rules urill

premote Lhe greatesL generar good for everyon".16 lr it wasnrt for Lhe

difFerences in the method oF deriving the seL of rulese rule-utililarian- r.

ism and rule-deontology would be quite lhe same theory. Because a rule-

ulilitarian urauld go about making his decisions in much Lhe same manner

as a pluralislic rule-deontologisf l I ri.rill simply analyze the morality 
r.fof aborlion using ideas from rule-util.iLarian R: B, Srandt. ' ' '.,., .., ,,h'"'

BrandL says that Lhere is noL an unrestricled E.q-14a fe-qtg obliEa-

tion noL lr: kill, bul only a prima facie cbligalion not to kill in

certain types o;'cases. He Lhinks thaL any prima facie prirrciples about.

killinq will require reslriclions. This is l-.iecause ona must know what

can be l<ill.ed and urhaL canrL. irandt goes on to say that lf Lhe fetus

is a senlienL creature it ursuld noL be made unhappy or miserable by not

coming to exist. He says thaL nr: one is deprived by non-birlh as u ,,

snntienL being. It can be seen lhal there are Luro other urays to cJeter- ,-, _l .-

mineulhenaFeLusisaperson:int,e1Iegenceandsonti"ncn.1?

Ihrough applying the eLhical Lheories, the issues sf abortion are

, {,

" l',t
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are brought oul. Il is noui seefl Lhat in order to decide if an abortion

case is rnoral or i.mmoralr a feiu issues rnust be Cecided first: whelher

lhe molher is more lhan jusl a means uf brinEing tlre child into Lhe rucrldr

rirhelher the fetus is humanl and whether the fetus is senlienL.

The ethical theory that I follow is act-ufili.tarianism. Althouqh

act-ulilitarians do not, follou a set ctf rulese Lhe values lhal are mosl

importanl to me are nonmaleficencel promise-kcepinge lruth-teli.ing, anr.l

reparalion ( amerlling previous Nrongful acLs ). Rr an acl-ulilitarian, I

dctermine the moral. aclisn by asking rnyselfr "|,;hat effecl urill my doinq

this acl in this siLuation have on the qen*ral balancr: oF goori over cvi I?"'

i like Lhis ther:ry because I dnntt have to appeal to a set nf rules and

worry about Lhe conflicts betrueen them. IFeel fhis helps me to sol.ve
, 

'!.. '' ':i
diificult, msral problems lqster; The fact Lhat my theory doesn'L invnlve

conflicts betueen rules happens Lo be its one great aduuntugu.lE

Like any Lheory mine has problemsl too. First there is the problem 
,l

of ureighing lhe good and Lhe evil. For instancel A person rniEht regard

one act rnore evil than anolher person might. lhe other disadvantage is 
, r

that there is the possibility oF involvinq bad deeds ruhen producing more

good over evil. For exampler tuo actlons both-produce the same amount of

goodp but one action involved evil and the other one did not. An act-

utilitarian unuld say lhat bolh actions are equally moral.19Apartial ugy

to remedy Lhis is Lo add good poinLs for refraining from evil and to look

at the raLio of goocl to evj.l. In other unrdse an acl prnducinE 3 points

of good lo l poinL of evil upuld be better to do Lhan an act pr:oducing

100 poinls of good to 5U poinls of evi].One produces 2 points of good

r,rihile the other produces 50 points of goode buL.Qning by Lhe ratio of
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g*nd Lo evi"l ths firsl 6ct, is belt,er for ils ralj.s sf 3:1 is larqer

than t.he slher's ratio nf ?:1. Jy t.his method lhe first act produnes

msre Eilcd t.hsn evi"tr, ( 'b

'y'"4-'I feel absrtions shou"ld aS,ruay* be a]lo$red in the firsl luls manlh*

of pregnancy" Between turo and five munLhs nf preqnancy the ahart,ion

case nlusL be apprcved by a cnurL" Af,tsr five mnnlhs aF pregnancy an

abrrti.rn should anly be allar{ed if thi: risk to lhe mntherrs life is

high shnutrd she conlinue lhe pneEnancy, Th* basis fnr my l-raving a Fro-

aL:orlinn pnsition is mainJ.y due tc my beiief lhat if ti:e felus is

abnrteii il ruoui.d nnt rniss life nn earlh because iL nrnuld never have
not

experienced it,,Alsn, if fhe childr ua$ b*rn, it" rxculdnlive a gnod life

because its ;:arrnfs r,snuld nsl have rrianled him,

In t,he let,ter at,tach I voice lhese npinicns lo tangressrnan 0an

Illj"ca, Fresenlly thn rights Lo ahnrt. a child are j-n jenpardSr because

there is pressure caririnE frnm many anfli-ahort ian ;roups that lhe

flelus is human at cnncepticn. I hepe my Bpininns help tc strenglhen

the laws t"hat. give wsmen their freednm Lo aborL an unmanled child.
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1150 5,i.d. 14th Drive
Boca Ralon, Fla, 33432
tllay 91 1 98 1

The Honorable Oan illica
House of RepresenlaLives
ttlashingLon, [J. C. 20013

Oear Represenlaliver

I am urriting lo you in regards Lo our condition urith aborlion.
I believe that anti-aborlion groups are asking LhaL America Lake a
giant step backurard in our cuflure by slrongly proposing that
abortions be niade illegal an Lhe basis that the fetus is human.
Righl-to-Life groups Feel thal abort-ions are immoral. LileIll I
Selieve il is a greater injusLice to bring an unwanted child intn
the world. [Jy not allouring Lhe abortion, the child may be forced to
live a life of poverty. He mighl be neglected or abused by his
parents; possibly even abandoned by them. Adoption does not totally
solve Lhe probleml either, lllany adopted children have suffered from
Lhe anxiety of not knouring who their biological parents are,

llany Feel lhat an abort.ion is crue] to t.he unborn child. I
feel aborLions inflicl much less pain on the felus than..you or I
uould feel if we lrrere killed. You seep Lhe feLus hasnrt experienced
lj.fe on earth as we have. Il would miss nothing. It would noL be
deprived of life for it hardly knows what life is.

In closingl I hspe I have brought neur points Lo your alLention.
I believe thaL greater harm is done by not allouring someone to have
an abortion Lhan if they are allswed to have Lhe choice" I urge you
to supporl abortionsi more strongly lhan beForep and !o Fight to
maintain the individualrs freedom of choice.

Sincerely /aur$e

Dale Neumann
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