
 
 
 

Answering pro-abortionists’ arguments 

Is abortion really so bad? 

It is a sobering thing to visit the WWII memorial in Washington, D. C. and see 4,000 stars on the 
wall, each symbolizing a hundred human beings killed. The United States lost 400,000 lives during 
World War II. Canada lost 40,000. But if we made a similar memorial for unborn children killed by 
abortion, it would require three such walls for just one year of abortions. Three times as many 
unborn children lose their lives in one year than the number of our soldiers who died in the entire 
Second World War. 

In the year 2005, hospitals and various clinics performed 1.2 million abortions across the United 
States and more than 96,000 in Canada. Two out of every ten pregnancies were aborted. In legal 
abortions committed in the United States (since 1973) and Canada (since 1969), over 53 million 
unborn children have been killed. To put this in perspective, the entire population of both nations is 
about 350 million. Legal abortion has killed the equivalent of one seventh of our population. 

Historians estimate that the Nazi Holocaust killed 10 to 11 million people, including 6 million Jews. 
Many of them were children. Legal abortion in the U.S. and Canada has terminated five times as 
many lives as the Holocaust did. 

We should certainly have a strong rational and ethical basis to legally sanction the ending of 53 
million lives in our nations, plus over a million more each year. What would these millions of people 
be like today, from infants to adults over forty, if they had lived? Their termination off the face of the 
earth requires some compelling justification. 

What is the justification for legal abortion? Let us examine the arguments used by those who 
promote abortion to determine on how strong of a foundation this practice is based. 

Arguments for abortion 

Argument 1: The fetus is not a human life, therefore it may be killed. 

While the fetus will eventually become a human child, this argument says it is not yet so. But 
science indicates otherwise. First, the words “embryo” and “fetus” are Greek and Latin words which 
simply mean “young one.” When scientists speak of a human embryo or fetus, they are not putting 
it in the category of another species, but are simply using technical terminology for a stage of 
development, like the words infant, child, adolescent, and adult. A human fetus is a young human 
person in the womb. It is natural and correct for mothers to speak of the fetus as “my baby” or for 
pregnancy books to say “your child.” 

Second, from conception the child has its own genetic code which clearly identifies it as homo 
sapiens – part of the human race. The child’s DNA also has a distinct code from the mother, 
showing that he or she is not a part of her body, but a distinct individual living temporarily within 
her. 

Third, ultrasound imaging shows that very early in the process of development the embryo grows 
into a recognizable human form. The child is not a blob of tissue, but a highly complex, though tiny, 
baby. At three weeks after conception a baby’s heart begins beating and pumping blood through 
the body. At six weeks a baby’s brain waves are traceable. Virtually all surgical abortions silence a 
beating heart and a functioning brain. At eight weeks the arms, hands, legs, and feet are well 
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developed and the child’s fingerprints are starting to form. At eleven weeks after conception all of 
the baby’s internal organs are present and functioning. By the end of the first trimester, the baby 
kicks, spins, somersaults, opens and closes hands, and makes facial expressions. 

By any reasonable standard, a human fetus is a young human being. To kill an innocent baby is 
murder. That’s why the products of abortion are so ugly: severed hands, feet, and heads wrapped 
up in bags and discarded. On an intuitive level, we know this. People can shrug off the image of a 
side of beef or a chicken drumstick, but images of abortion horrify and grieve us because they are 
images of a dismembered human body. Unborn children are precious human beings and must be 
protected. 

Argument 2: The fetus is not fully human because it is dependent on another. 

Is a baby kangaroo not a kangaroo because it lives in its mother pouch? Of course not. The 
location and situation of a human being does not make him or her any less human. Arguments for 
abortion based on dependence tread on dangerous ground. If dependency makes a person less 
human, then on that ground we would have the right to kill infants outside the womb, people on 
dialysis, handicapped people, and the elderly. May we kill all dependent people? 

Consider two mothers several months into their pregnancies. One child is born prematurely, and 
the other remains in the womb. The first is utterly dependent on medical intervention to survive, 
and the other on her mother’s body. Is it right to kill the prematurely born baby? How would the 
hospital staff react if the mother entered the neonatal ward with a knife to attack her child? If it is 
not right to kill the premature child, then why is it right to kill the child in the womb? Both are 
dependent. Both are children. Both must have legal protection. 

Argument 3: A woman has a right to do with her body as she desires. 

We affirm a woman’s authority over her body. But there are limits to what we can rightfully do with 
our bodies, including causing harm to another human being. Abortion involves the death of her 
child. To argue that the living fetus is part of the mother’s body defies reason: which organ of her 
body is it? When the unborn child’s heart beats, whose heart is it? When the fetus’s brain waves 
can be traced, whose brain is it? Every pregnancy involves two people, a mother and a child; the 
rights of both must be considered. 

Whenever we speak of the rights of two human beings, we must guard against the more powerful 
person taking advantage of the weaker person. It is the responsibility of the powerful to protect the 
weak. It is especially the responsibility of a mother to protect her child. Does any mother have the 
right to do whatever she pleases with her children? On the contrary, she has the responsibility of 
caring for them or seeing that someone else cares for them. Certainly motherhood calls for 
sacrifice. We should expect adults to make sacrifices of their resources and freedoms when 
necessary to preserve the lives of children. 

Argument 4: Sex and reproduction are private matters into which we must not 
intrude. 

We believe that human sexuality is a very private matter; it expresses the deep intimacy that a 
husband and wife share. But sex has very public consequences. How we exercise our sexuality 
contributes to the restraint or spread of disease, the treatment of women with honor or rape, the 
nurture or sexual abuse of children, and the strengthening or dissolution of families which are the 
foundation of society. Society therefore has a compelling interest to guard the dignity of marriage, 
women, and children with respect to sex and reproduction. 

People sometimes argue that the U.S. Constitution guarantees the right to privacy in sexual and 
reproductive matters. Read the Constitution, and you will not find any such right there. In reality, 
the Fourth Amendment acknowledges the right of security against “unreasonable searches and 
seizures” without a “warrant,” but says nothing about sexuality, children, or abortion. 

Someone might sarcastically say, “I thought what I did in my bedroom was my own business.” But 
if there is reasonable cause to believe that you are murdering a child in your bedroom, then it 
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becomes a matter of public intervention by the authorities. Privacy is not an absolute moral right. 
But killing a child is an absolute moral wrong. 

Argument 5: Making abortion illegal would force women into dangerous, 
back-alley abortions. 

The idea of the crudely done abortion resulting in a bleeding, dying mother (and a dead child) has 
been widely used by abortion advocates. But in reality, 90 percent of abortions performed before 
they became legal were done by physicians in their offices. The idea of thousands of women dying 
yearly until abortion was legalized is a myth. In 1972 only thirty-nine mothers died in the United 
States from abortions. The American Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology (March 26, 2010) 
admits that the legalization of abortion has had “no major impact on the number of women dying 
from abortion in the U.S. ... legal abortion is now the leading cause of abortion-related maternal 
deaths in the U.S.” 

Every woman who dies from a botched abortion is a tragic loss. But so is every child who dies from 
a successful abortion. We should not make it legal to kill babies in order to make the killing safer 
for the adults involved. Furthermore, abortion has medical and psychological risks; making it illegal 
would actually protect the lives and health of millions of women. 

Argument 6: Better to die before birth than to live as an unwanted child. 

First, to give a human being the power to determine the future life of another individual based on 
whether he is “wanted” or “unwanted” is most dangerous. Do we have the right to kill people based 
on whether or not we want them? Such a viewpoint leads highly cultured societies to commit 
genocide against the mentally challenged and “inferior” races. 

Second, is the child never wanted by anyone? Many mothers did not want the pregnancy but 
cherish the child, especially after birth. There are also many parents who want to adopt a child. To 
say that the child is not wanted now by its mother does not mean it will never be loved. 

Third, this argument has horrifying implications for “unwanted” children already born. If it is better 
to kill the baby than to let it be unwanted, then what does that imply about homeless children? 
Children with abusive parents? Would it be loving to kill these children? Of course not; love calls us 
to teach their parents to care for them or to find parents for them. In the same way, if unborn chil-
dren are truly “unwanted,” we should try to help their mothers to see them differently, or help the 
children to find adoptive parents. Did you know that Steve Jobs was unwanted by his birth mother 
and the adopting parents the government initially chose? 

Fourth, what gives us the right to decide whether it is better for a person to live or to die? Are we 
the owner of that person’s life? Do we know the child’s future for certain? Do not many “unwanted” 
children overcome severe physical or emotional handicaps in their youth and function as useful 
adult citizens? Do not many people in painful situations nevertheless wisely choose to live rather 
than to kill themselves? 

In the end, the seemingly compassionate argument for the “wanted” child makes no sense at all. At 
best it is an emotional, illogical appeal; at worst it is a mask for deadly selfishness. 

Argument 7: Pro-life advocates are trying to force their beliefs on other 
people. 

In reality, all who participate in an abortion force their views on another, namely on the unborn child 
– so strongly in fact, that it results in his or her death. If the unborn child is a human being, then 
how can one be accused of trying to force his own belief on another when trying to protect the life 
of the child from his or her killer? If the unborn child is a human being, then abortion is murder. If 
abortion is murder we must do all in our power to stop it. 

The Declaration of Independence says, “We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men 
are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights, that 
among these are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness – that to secure these rights, 
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governments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the 
governed.”  

Currently the rights of some people are more “equal” than others, because their “liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness” apparently justifies taking the “life” of others. This seriously undermines the 
political foundation of our nation. But if people exercise their popular power of voting to direct the 
government to protect all people’s right to life, they simply do what the Declaration of 
Independence says they should. 

After critically examining seven basic arguments for abortion upon demand, can we honestly 
conclude on a rational and ethical basis that abortion should be legal? These arguments are flimsy 
reasons for murdering more than a million babies each year. This is especially evident when we 
consider that less than 5% of all abortions are for reasons of rape, incest, or a danger to the 
mother’s life. More than 95% of abortions take place for the sake of finances, career, personal 
convenience, or other selfish reasons. Are these compelling reasons for killing human beings? 

So far we have concentrated on defeating the pro-abortionists’ arguments on their own ground. But 
there are many other aspects of abortion: the screams of the unborn as they suffer pain and death; 
the cutting, slicing, burning, poisoning, and bleeding accompanying abortion; the tragic burial of the 
unborn in trash cans and ashen incinerators; the post-abortion anxiety, depression, sense of loss, 
anger, remorse, nightmares, infertility, and flashbacks of murdering mothers. 
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