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“Literacy is the most basic currency of the knowledge economy we're liv-
ing in today.” Barack Obama (at the time a senator from Illinois) spoke
these words during a 2005 speech before the American Library Associa-
tion. One question raised by this statement is: What does it mean w© be
a literate person in the twenty-first century?

E.D. Hirsch Jr., author of Culrural Literacy: What Every American
Needs to Know, answers the question this way: “To be culturally literate
is to possess the basic information needed w thrive in the modern world.
The breadth of the information is great, extending over the major do-
mains of human activity from sports to science.”

But literacy in the twenty-first century goes beyond the accumulation
of knowledge gained through study and experience and expanded over
time. Now more than ever literacy requires the ability to sift through and
evaluate vast amounts of informarion and, as the authors of the Com-
mon Core State Standards state, to “demonstrate the cogent reasoning
and use of evidence that is essential to both private deliberation and re-
sponsible cidzenship in a democratic republic.”

The Thinking Critically series challenges students to become discern-
ing readers, to think independently, and to engage and develop their
skills as critical thinkers. Through a narrative-driven, pro/con format,
the series introduces students to the complex issues that dominate
public discourse—ropics such as gun control and violence, social net-
working, and medical marijuana. All chaprers revolve around a single,
pointed question such as Can Stronger Gun Control Measures Pre-
vent Mass Shootings?, or Does Social Networking Benefit Society?, or
Should Medical Marijuana Be Legalized? This inquiry-based approach
introduces student researchers to core issues and concerns on a given
topic. Each chapter includes one part that argues the affirmative and
one part that argues the negative—all written by a single author. With
the single-author format the predominant arguments for and against an



issue can be synthesized intw clear, accessible discussions supported by
details and evidence including relevant facts, direct quotes, current ex-
amples, and statistical illustrations. All volumes include focus questions
to guide students as they read each pro/con discussion, a list of key facts,
and an annotated list of related organizations and websites for conduct-
ing further research.

The authors of the Commeon Core State Standards have set out the
particular qualities that a literate person in the twenty-first century must
have. These include the ability to think independently, establish a base of
knowledge across a wide range of subjects, engage in open-minded but
discerning reading and listening, know how to use and evaluate evidence,
and appreciate and understand diverse perspectives. The new Thinking
Critically series supports these goals by providing a solid introduction to
the study of pro/con issues.



Abortion '-

During the final presidential debate in 2016, candidates Hillary Clinton
and Donald Trump described their stance on abortions that take place
late in pregnancy. “The kinds of [abortion] cases that fall at the end of
pregnancy are often the most heartbreaking, painful decisions for fami-
lies to make,” Clinton said. "I do not think the US government should
be stepping in and making those most personal of decisions.”' Trump
disagreed, characterizing late-term abortion in the following way: “You
can take the baby and rip the baby out of the womb in the ninth month,
on the final day, and that’s not acceptable.”® Their statements set off yet
another national debate on abortion, in part because they capture the es-
sence of this controversial subject: When it comes to legislating abortion,
whose rights are primary, a pregnant woman or the fetus she carries?
This debate has raged in American society since 1973, when the US
Supreme Court handed down its landmark decision on abortion in the
case known as Roe v. Wade. The court determined that a woman's deci-
sion to seek an abortion was a constitutional right until feral viability, or
the point at which a fetus can survive with medical intervention outside
the womb (usually defined as twenty-four weeks). After that point, states
are permitted to regulate abortion as long as they make an excepdon to
protect the life and health of the mother and the laws do not create sub-

stantial barriers vo abortion access.

Understanding Abortion

The language that surrounds abortion tends to be highly biased and
sometimes misleading, so it is important t define the terminology of

feral development and abortion.



Before birth, a human offspring goes through several stages of devel-
opment. The first is referred to as fertilization or conception—the point
ar which an egg and sperm join to create a single cell, or zygore, which
has a complete and unique set of human deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA).
When the zygote begins to divide, it is called an embryo. At nine weeks,
after all major body organs exist in a rudimentary form, it is called a fe-
tus. In nonmedical language, it is common to use the term fetus to refer
to human offspring at any point before birth, unless a specific stage of
development is being discussed.

Abortion is the termination of a pregnancy that results in the death
of a ferus. (Spontaneous abortion—when the fetus dies on its own—
is usually referred to as miscarriage.) Several methods of abortion are
commonly pracdced in the United States. A medical abortion can usu-
ally be performed up until week nine of
pregnancy. Two drugs must be taken in
sequence; the first causes the fetus to de-
tach from the uterine wall and die, and
the second causes the urerus to contract
and expel the fetus. A surgical abortion

can take several forms. A vacuum aspi-

ration abortion can be performed in the
first twelve weeks of pregnancy, though

some providers perform it up until week
sixteen. In this procedure a powerful
vacuum removes the fetus, causing its death. Once vacuum aspiration
is no longer possible, abortion is generally performed by dilation and
evacuation (D&E). Because the fetus is too large to be removed whole
without risking injury to a woman’s cervix, it is removed in pieces with
forceps, which causes its death. Toward the end of pregnancy, an induc-
tion abortion must be performed. In this rare procedure, the ferus is
injected with a chemical that kills it, and then labor is induced to expel
it. Another technique known as partial-birth abortion (also called intace
D& E) was banned in the United States in 2003.

According to the Gurtmacher [nstitute, a reproductive rights research
organization, of the 1.06 million abortions performed in the United
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[US Abortion Rate Reaches Lowest Level in Years
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States in 2011 (the most recent date for which comprehensive statistics
are available), 91 percent occurred in the first thirteen weeks, 7.2 percent
occurred between fourteen and twenty weeks, and 1.3 percent occurred
at or after twenty-one weeks. The focus of most abortion controversy is
on second trimester D&E abortions, which can legally be performed on
healthy fetuses. Studies have found that women who have D&E abor-
tions sometimes do so because barriers w0 abortion—including financial
ones—prevent them from having an abortion earlier. Other women have
D&E abortions because of health issues or because they learn of feral
abnormalities late in the pregnancy. Induction abortion is almost always
performed because of severe fetal abnormalities or grave health risks to
the mother. When an abortion is performed after fetal viability, it is usu-

ally referred to as a late-term abortion, regardless of the method used.

Who Gets Abortions?

Women who have abordons come from all walks of life; however, poor
and minority women are more likely to have abortions. In 2014, 61
percent of women who had abortions were members of minority groups,
and 49 percent had incomes below the federal poverty level (up from 42
percent in 2008). More than half already had one or more children, and
three-quarters cited financial issues as a reason for seeking abortion.

In recent years the number of abortions decreased by 13 percent,
from 1.21 million in 2008 to 1.06 million in 2011. Berween 2008 and
2014 the proportion of teenagers seeking abortion dropped sharply by
32 percent. However, live births also declined by 40 percent, indicaring
that fewer teens are getting pregnant overall.

Public Opinion

According to a 2015 Gallup Poll, 50 percent of adults identify themselves
as pro-choice (those who tend to support legalized abortion or oppose
restrictions on it), and 44 percent identify as pro-life (those who tend to
oppose abortion or prefer restrictions on it). However, many people who

identify as pro-choice also believe that Roe n Wiade is too permissive. For
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instance, a 2016 survey by the Marist Institute for Public Opinion found
that only 22 percent believed abortion should be legal in the second or
third trimester. This indicates that the public tends to favor the rights of
the ferus over the rights of the mother as the ferus becomes more mature.

Most people believe abortion should remain legal in the first trimes-
ter. Most also believe abortion should be permitted ar any stage to pro-
tect the life of the mother. Fewer people agree with the provision of Roe
t. Wadde that says that post-viability abortion is permitted to protect the
health of the mother, which includes non-life-threatening complications
to pregnancy. According to a 2016 Pew Research Center poll, only 16
percent of adults believed abortion should be illegal in all cases, while 24
percent believed abortion should be legal in all cases.

The Battle in the States

In recent years pro-life advocates have focused their efforts on passing
state laws that restrict abortion—a straregy thar has been remarkably suc-
cessful. Since 2010, 334 new laws have been passed by the states, which
constitutes 30 percent of all state abortion laws passed since 1973, Some
laws ban abortion after a certain point in pregnancy, in most cases be-
cause the state argues that a fetus can feel pain earlier than the point of
viability. Some laws prohibit the use of state funds for abortion. Others
institute mandatory waiting periods or counseling requirements, which
states say are to ensure that women have time to fully consider the in-
formation provided about abortion. Some laws state that minors seeking
abortions must either get consent from their parents or ar least notify
them abour their decision to abort, Finally, some laws, known as targered
regulation of abortion providers (TRAP) laws, require abortion provid-
ers and facilities to meet strict standards of care—standards that pro-life
advocates say protect women’s health bur pro-choice advocares say are
unnecessary or even unrelated to abortion provision. Asa result of TRAP
laws, 162 clinics closed berween 2011 and 2016.

Pro-choice advocates assert that all of these laws have the single aim
of limiting women’s legal right to abortion. They also say that these laws

disproportionately affect teens and lower-income women, who are forced
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to travel long distances to the remaining open clinics (often two or more
times to comply with waiting period restrictions). Many of these women
cannot afford to pay for an abortion out of pocket; or in the case of
teens, they are afraid to tell their parents they are pregnant. The result is
that many women get abortions later than they would like or are forced
to give birth to unwanted children. Pro-life advocates argue that such
laws are designed to protect women and allow them w put the time and
thought into what could be the biggest decision of their life.

The Future of Abortion in the United States

Most experts agree that the future of abortion in the United States will
be determined in the federal courts. For instance, in 2016 the Supreme
Court made a landmark ruling that determined thar Texas’s restrictive
TRAP laws placed an undue burden on women secking an abortion.
[n his opening argument, Solicitor General Don Verrilli said, “This law
closes most abortion facilities in the state, puts extreme stress on the
few facilities that remain open, and exponentially increases the obstacles
confronting women who seek abortions.”? Pro-choice advocates hope the
ruling will result in fewer TRAP laws in the future.

The issue of abortion is so complex that it is sure to be controversial
for years to come. Questions such as whether a fetus has a righe to life,
whether a woman can be forced to support a fetus with her body, and
whether abortion is a social good or a moral failing will continue to be
debated as long as unwanted pregnancy is a reality. However, considering
that almost half of pregnancies in the United States are unintended, it
is likely thar abortion—ar least under some circumstances—will remain
legal for the foreseeable future.
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Is a Fetus a Person with a

Right to Life?

* Scientists agree that human life is created at conception.

* A developing human is just as entitled to basic human rights as a fully
developed one; human rights do not depend on the way a human looks
or functions.

» Society already recognizes fetuses as having cerrain rights.

* Neither science nor philosophy support the idea that a person is cre-
ared ar conception.

* Sociery does not view a fetus as having the same status as a person,

* In most cases society already places more value on a woman's right to
life than on a fetus’s because both society and the law value the right to
control one’s own body.
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A Fetus Is a Person with a Right

to Life

“A person is a person, whether they’re unborn or
whether they're out of the womb. Their personhood
is clearly indicated by the biology that we know from
conception forward.”

—Mike Huckabee, Christian minister and former gove mor of Arkanas

Quoted in Personhood USA, “Huckabee: Sth and L4th Amendmens Guarantee Pesonhood for AllL”
Augnmt L8, 2015, www peron bood com.

Consider these questions as you read:
1. How does this essay define personhood? Use examples from the text in

your answer.

2. Taking into account the facts and ideas presented in this discussion,
how persuasive is the argument that personhood begins at conception?
Which arguments are strongest and why?

3. Whar do you think is meant by debumanization, and how does it re-
late to abortion?

Editors mote: The discussion that follows presents common agruments made in support of this perspective,
reinforeed by e, quote, and examples ke n from vadous soumes,

The most fundamental argument in the abortion debate is whether a
fetus is a person with a fundamental right ro life. Roe v Wade grants a
fetus the rights of personhood at birth, as if moving through the birth
canal somehow makes a human life worth protecting. However, both
science and common sense confirm that personhood does not begin at
birth—or ar any other stage of development in the womb. A person is
created at conception, when human life begins. It is at this point that the
fundamental right to life must be protected by law.

COP YR T D a--.-]r.i-'a\..r Prems, Inc



Human Beings Are Created at Conception

There is no doubr that a fertilized egg, or zygote, is both alive and hu-
man. From its first moment of existence, it has an individual human
nature encoded in its DNA. As a newly formed human ar the first stage
of development, it is by definition a human being—a fact that scientists
have known for decades. For instance, Keith Moore, a prominent em-
bryologist, writes, “[The zygote], formed by the union of an oocyte and a
sperm, is the beginning of a new human being.”* This position is widely
accepted even by the pro-choice esmblishment. For instance, Bernard
Nathanson, cofounder of the powerful abortion advocacy group NARAL
Pro-Choice America, writes, “There is simply no doubr that even the
early embryo is 2 human being.™

Because there is widespread agreement that a human being comes
into existence at conception, pro-choice advocates often justify abortion
by arguing that a human being is not the same thing as a person. In do-
ing so, however, they create an unacceprable situation in which some
human beings have value and others do not.

Personhood Does Not Depend on
Appearance or Functionality

Whar is the difference between a human being and a person? In the
abortion debate, pro-choice advocates say ir involves appearance and
functionality. Because an embryo does not look, function, or think like
a person, they say it is not one. For instance, Planned Parenthood often
characterizes an embryo as a “blob of tissue™ that cannot think or feel.
Using appearance or functionality to assign value w a human be-
ing is a dangerous practice that has had horrific consequences. Histori-
cally, nonwhire people were not regarded as persons, which was used to
justify their enslavement and slaughter. African American slaves in the
United States were once legally considered to be three-fifths of a person.
In 1881 legal scholar George Canfield stated, "an Indian is not a person
within the meaning of the Constitution.”” Functionality was also once
linked to human worth. Early in the twentieth century, more than thirty

US states had laws thar required people with certain disabilities to be
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Most Americans Believe a Fetus Is a Person

According toa 2015 poll of one thousand Americans by YouGoy, &5
peresnt believe that afetus in awomb is a person. Meanwhils, 76
peroent belisve that an attacker who causes the death of afetus
should be chargsd with murdsr,

This indicates that the: majority If 3 violent ohvsical attack
of Americans believe afetus s rd

. . . on a pregnant woman leads
a person with a right tolife. to the death of her unborn
child, do your think
prosecutors should be able
to charge the atacker with

,_____ murder for killing the fetus?

3 Support
[ Oppose
[ Con'tknow

fi:':ra:il'}l}r sterilized so t|'1f}-' would not l‘{'|'}r1:':du4:f_ In Germmy, about two
hundred thousand handicapped people, many of them children, were

killed between 1940 and 1945 because the Nazi Party considered them

“unworthy of |

I[n all of these cases, people with untraditional appearances or func-
tionalities were dehumanized—a rerm that means to characrerize a person
as less than human. Dehumanization is frequently used to make it easier

to exploit, harm, or kill others. Pro-choice acrivists who characterize an
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embryo as merely a “blob of tissue” are dehumanizing a human being
based on its appearance and functionality. Not only does defining a hu-
man’s worth by appearance and funcrion dehumanize feruses, it dehu-
manizes anyone with a physical birth defect or less-than-optimal func-
tionality, including the disabled. It even dehumanizes healthy infants.
This type of thinking is what has allowed pro-choice philosopher Peter
Singer to claim that infants are not persons. “Human babies are not born
self-aware, or capable of grasping thar they exist over time,” he writes.
“They are not persons. . . . The life of a newborn is of less value than the
life of a pig, a dog, or achimpanzee.”” His statements show how equaring
personhood with functionality can dehumanize an infant to the point

that it is regarded as less valuable than an animal.

Personhood Does Not Depend on Viability

Some people believe thar personhood begins when a fetus is viable, or
able to survive outside the womb. This is affirmed by Roe v. Wade, which
somewhat protectsa fetus from abortion once it is viable (though it does
not grant it full rights of personhood until birth). Before this point, a fe-
tus is essentially the nonhuman property of the woman, and whether she
carries it to term or aborts it is entirely
her choice.

The problem with using viability
as a definition of personhood is that it
is an arbitrary measure that has less to
do with an inwrrinsic human quality and
more to do with advancements in medi-
cal technology. According to Edward
Bell, a neonawlogist at the University

_ of lowa Children’s Hospital, because

of advancements in medicine that can

keep premature babies alive much earlier than in the past, “the threshold
[of viability] has decreased by one week for every decade.™” When Bell
first began practicing in the 1970s, it was not really possible for a new-

born to live outside the womb until twenty-six weeks. Today advances
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in life-support apparatuses and other technologies could allow a preterm
infant as young as twenty-two weeks to survive. This means thar a ferus
conceived in 1978 would become a “person” ar twenry-six weeks, while
one conceived in 2017 would become a person at twenty-two weeks. Ac-
cording to the San Antonio Coalition for Life, this is illogical: “Technol-
ogies change, babies do not. Surely we
cannot believe that the sophistication of
life support systems determines the real-
ity or worth of human life!™"

[t seems clear that there is no stage

of gestation in which a fetus suddenly

becomes a person and therefore intrinsi-
cally valuable. This is because alf living

human beings are intrinsically valuable,

regardless of their appearance, funcrionality, or developmental stage. This
is a fundamenml belief of all civilized societies, which pass laws that pro-
tect human beings no matter what they look like, what they are able
to do, or whether medical technology can keep them alive. According
to Personhood USA, a pro-life organization, “Living human beings are
valuable because of what they are, not because of some arbitrary ateribute
that comes in varying degrees and which may be gained or lost during

™2

their liferimes.

Society Already Recognizes That Fetuses Are Persons

The irony of this debate is that fetuses are already recognized as persons
with a right to life. The Unborn Victims of Violence Act, a federal law
passed in 2004, states that if a ferus is killed during the commission of
a federal crime, that fetus is a legal victim and the perpetrator can be
prosecuted for murder. As of 2016 thirty-eight states have similar feral
homicide laws. The language in these laws is modeled on the federal
law, which refers to a fetus in any stage of development as the “child in
utern.”" Feral homicide laws tend to get passed unanimously and en-
joy tremendous support from the public. Clearly, society already believes

that a child in utero at any stage of development is indeed a person.
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Feral homicide laws make it clear that, in cases of violence against
pregnant women, a ferus has a constitutionally protecred righe ro life. Yer
when it comes to abortion—the ultimate violence—the fetus’s life has no
value. “It’s lunacy,” asserts Brian Fisher, the cofounder and president of
the pro-life group Human Coalition. “No other class of person is given
value by the person who harms them.™

Science has unanimously asserted that human life begins ar concep-
tion, and society believes that human life has intrinsic worth—worth
that does not depend on appearance or function. It is time that society
extends that value to all human life and grants fetuses the rights and pro-
tections of personhood.
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A Fetus Is Not a Person and Its Right

to Life Is Not Absolute

“Tammy lost her liberty, her privacy, her medical
decision making, . . . Every right that we associate
with being a person was taken from her. All in the
name of protecting a 14-week-old fetus.”

—Lawver Sara Adnsworth about ber pregrant client Tammy Loerscher

Quoted in Ada Calboun, “Jailed for Using Drsgs While Pregran,” delaais, October 12, 2015
www. theat bintie.com.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. How convincing is the argument that a ferus is not a person? Explain
your answer using examples from the text.

2. How does the essay explain the apparent contradiction between abor-
tion laws and feral homicide laws?

3. There is very little difference, biologically, berween a nine-month-old
fetus and a newborn. In your opinion, is one of them a person? Both?
Neither? Use the text to support your answer.

Editors mote: The disowsion that follows presents common aguments made in support of this perspective,
reinforced by fBes, quotes, and examples mhen from vadous sources,

Scientists have long known that biological life begins ar conception—a
fertilized egg is both alive and human. But this life is not the same thing
as being a “person” as society commonly defines it. Personhood—the
belief thata person is created ar conception—is not supported by science
ot philosophy. A fers'’s life is not more important than the life of the
woman who carries it. And as long as that life is inside a woman’s body,
its rights are never absolute.

COP YR T D a--Z\']v-'«.r Prems, Inc



Science Does Not Support Personhood

Despite the claims of the personhood movement, science does not sup-
port the idea that a fertilized egg isa person. At conception, a human egg
and sperm form a single cell thar contains newly formed DNA. Bur just
like a recipe is not a meal and a blueprint is not a building, DNA is not
a person; it is merely the instrucrions to create a person.

In fact, the instructions can even create two or more persons. An
embryo can split into identical twins in the first week after fertilization.
Twin embryos have identical DNA, but they do not become identical
people—identical rwins have their own personalities and identiries. In
addition, the vast majority of twin embryos are reabsorbed into the uter-
ine lining or into the surviving twin. Thus, not only can DNA split to
form two embryos (or more, in rare cases), it can recombine into a single
embryo. This makes it clear that the creation of new DNA is not the
same thing as the creation of a new person. As journalist Adam Gopnik
explains, “A fertilized egg or embryo is not some freeze-dried essence of
human but a complex set of potentials that need many, many conditions
to develop into a human being.""”

The science of human reproduction also makes it clear that nature
does not value human embryos in the same way that our society val-
ues people. Personhood advocates often lament that millions of persons
have been murdered through abortion.
However, they do not acknowledge thart
many millions more have been abored
by women’s bodies—most times with-
out their knowledge. “There’s an incred-
ibly high rate of fertilized eggs that dont
implant,”® says Diane Horvath-Cosper,

gyn) in Washingron, DC. Studies show

that up to 80 percent of all zygotes and early embryos do not implant in
the uterine lining, and many that do implant will spontaneously abort.
This is a natural process of selection that nature imposes on reproduction
to ensure that only the healthiest fetuses in the healthiest environments
survive. “Virrually all sexual reproduction, whether of plants or animals,



Americans Do Not See a Fetus’s
Right to Life as Absolute

Americans are not absolutists when it comes to aborton or a fetus's right to life.
According to a2016 Pew Ressarch Center pell, most Americans (57 percent)
believe that abortions should be lega in at le ast some dreumstances. (This
includes those who say abortion should be legal in most cases and those who
say it should be illegd in most cases because both of these positions allow for
some abortions to ocour.)

Percentage of US Adults Who
Believe Abortion Should Be. . .

B Legal in al cases

[ Legal in most cases

[ llegalinm

{0 answer
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follows a similar pattern, with lots of false starts built into the equa-
tion and a ferrility rate thar compensates,” explains psychologist Valerie
Tarico. “No farmer expects every seed to grow.”"” In other words, nature
discards embryos far too often for them to be intrinsically valuable.
Maost doctors agree with this thinking. The American Congress of
Obstetricians and Gynecologists, which represents more than fifey-five
thousand docrors who specialize in female reproduction, ofhcially op-
poses personhood legislation. In fact, even scientists who believe that
persons are created at conceprion acknowledge thar their beliefs are not
supported by science. As biologist and biocethicist Dianne N. Irving
states,  The question of when a human person begins is a philosophical

question not a scientific question.”"
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Philosophy Does Not Support Personhood

Philosophers tend to equare personhood with rraits associared with what
it means © be human. According to philosopher Daniel Fincke, " Person-
hood emerges through a large cluster of funcrional capacities that have as
their minimal basis things like rationality, emotions, sociability, and self
awareness.” Fincke says that these are the things that make humans sepa-
rate individuals with unique thoughts, feelings, memories, and opinions.
When these things are lost, humans cease to be persons. “When someone
irrevocably loses all of her mental, emotional, social, and consciousness
powers, she is effectively dead. The person is gone; even if her biological
body can still be kept working,” he explains. "Ar that point we let the
body go and we grieve the lost person.™"

Personhood also depends on an entinys ability to interact with the
world. According to Tarico, even a fetus in later stages of gestation needs
to experience life outside the womb in order to distinguish itself as an
individual that exists apart from its mother. As she explains, “The indi-
vidual person emerges through interaction berween the organism and
the environment. Without stimulation the human brain doesn’t form a
mind.”® Until this happens, a ferus merely has the potential to become a
person. This is why most philosophers assert that the process of becom-
ing a person does not begin in a meaningful way undl after birth.

Society Does Not Recognize Fetuses as Persons

The norms and conventons of American society support these ideas. For
instance, until a human being exists outside the womb, it is not counted
in censuses and cannot have a legal name or a Social Security number.
[ts age is calculated from date of birth, not from date of conception, and
if a ferus dies, it is not given a death certificate. Tax law does not allow a
pregnant woman to declare a fetus as a dependent for tax purposes, even
though she has to expend resources to support the pregnancy. In facr,
as far as society is concerned, a fetus is a physical part of its mother be-
cause it lives inside her body and depends on her—and only her—for its
survival. The majority of US voters agree with these sentiments, because
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each rime a personhood measure has been on the ballor, voters have over-
whelmingly rejected it.

On the other hand, Americans do believe that in most instances a
woman has the right w end her pregnancy. Polls consistently find that
the vast majority of adules believe 2 woman should be allowed to end a
pregnancy in its first three months in cases of rape or incest or when her
own life or health is in jeopardy. Society also supports a woman’s choice
to carry a pregnancy to term. This is why feral homicide laws get so much
support from the public. These laws state that if a ferus dies during an
attack on its mother, the atacker is guilty of murder. They support a
woman’s choice to remain pregnant by making it a crime to harm her
fetus. In short, society gives a woman's rights precedent over those of her
fetus. Society believes that a woman has
a right to choose, and it creares laws thar
support her choice.

This is because Americans believe in
body autonomy—the right to control

cept in the area of abortion law, there

are no US federal laws that require people to use their bodies to sustain
others. If a child needs a lifesaving bone marrow donation, no one can
be forced to provide it. Lifesaving organ donation is also never required,
even after death, though millions of lives would be saved if it were. Even
if a person causes a child to be gravely injured, that person is not legally
required to donate his or her blood to save the child’s life. US law respects
a person’s autonomy over his or her body. This is why society generally
believes that a woman has the right to refuse to support a ferus with her
body, even if it means the ferus will die.

According to science, reason, and society, a fetus is not a person. It
has the potential to become a person, but whether it fulfills that potential
must be left up to the mother—who is already a person under the law
and already has the right to control whar happens to her body. Ree v
Witde already acknowledges that fetuses have some rights after viability.
Burt those rights are not absolute, and they should never override the

rights of women.
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Is Abortion Harmful
to Women?

* Abortion carries very real risks, including the risk of death.

* Women who choose abortion are more likely to suffer serious mental
health disorders.

* Choosing adoption allows women to protect their own health and
well-being,

* Abortion is much safer than pregnancy, both physically and mentally.

* Having the option of abortion allows women to take better care of the
family they already have.

* Reproductive choice allows women to plan their furures and reach
their potential.
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Abortion Is Harmful to Women

“Abortion . . . is turning women against their own
uniqueness. . . . Abortion is definitely a war on
women.”

—Mara MeFadden Matfuec, editor of the Hunan Life Revien

Quoted in Stelb Maorabito, “Fusas Life Radee: Forty Years of Fighting for Human Life and Dignin,”
Fealerafie, October 21, 2014, hupadfthefederalisLeom.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. Taking into account the facts and ideas presented in this discussion,
evaluate the argument that abortion may not be safer than childbirth.
Do you agree or disagree? Explain your answer.

2. Whar are some of the reasons given for why women who have had
abortions are at an increased risk of mental health problems? Can you
think of any additional reasons?

3. Considering abortion’s health risks, why do you think more women
do not choose adoprion?

Editors mote: The discwssion that follows presents common agruments made in support of this perspective,
reinforced by e, quotes, and examples mhen from vardous sources,

To many women facing an unexpected pregnancy, abortion may seem
like the easy answer. However, abortion carries serious short- and long-
term tisks to women—risks that are often minimized by the abortion
industry. In contrast, adoption offers women a way to avoid these risks
while honoring their unique role in the creation of life.

Abortion May Not Be Safer than Childbirth

Pro-choice advocates often say that women are fourteen times more
likely to die for reasons associated with childbirth than from abortion.
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Abortion Increases One’s Risk of Mental Illness

percent

Whar they do nort say is that the dara behind this statistic is extremely
unreliable. According to a report by Dr. Byron Calhoun, vice chair of the
Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology of West Virginia University—
Charleston, “There are no federal reporting requirements for abortion
in the United States. Only 26 states require providers to report. And
the dam provided are estimares.” He asserts that abortion and abortion-

related complications are underreported by as much as 50 percent. In
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addition, he writes that “women experiencing life-threatening health
complications from abortion go to hospitals ER%s and are not usually
seen by abortion docrors and thus their deaths not counrted as abortion
related.” This obscures the fact thar there is a very real risk of death from
abortion. According to Calhoun, “During 2nd and 3rd trimesters, the
abortion related mortality equals and then exceeds that of childbirth.”
In fact, since abortion was legalized, the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC) has recorded 424 marternal deaths from legal abor-
tion, two of which occurred in 2011 (the most recent year for which dam
is available).

In addition ro death, there are also serious short- and long-term
health risks associated with abortion. A 2014 study by the University
of California—San Francisco examined 54,911 abortions and found that
126 “involved major complications, which the researchers defined as
conditions that required hospital admission, surgery or a blood transfu-
sion,” and that 1,030 “resulted in minor complicarions in the six weeks
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following the procedure.” Many of these complications affect 2 wom-
an’s furure fertility. According to the United Kingdom health care web-
site NHS Choices, after an abortion there is a one-in-ten chance thar a
woman’s uterus will become infected, which can lead to pelvic inflam-
matory disease and increase the risk of
infertility or ectopic pregnancy (when
an egg implants inside the fallopian
tube instead of the urerus). In addition,
up to one in every one hundred surgical
abortions results in damage to the cer-

vix, and having several abortions is as-

sociated with an increased risk ﬂngving

[t is up to the states o mandarte

that abortion clinics fully inform their patients of these risks, but many
states do not have such laws. Dr. Freda Bush, a member of the American
Association of Pro-Life Obsterricians and Gynecologists, wonders how
many women really understand the risks of abortion. "Having an abor-
tion is not just a walk in the park,” she explains. "There is a possibility
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of excessive bleeding or injuries and death. That means your death. So,
[ am not confident that when consent is given in an abortion clinic that
they are given all of that. . . . Women have definitely been victimized "™

Risk to Mental Health

Women who have abortions are also at increased risk of developing seri-
ous mental health disorders after the procedure, such as depression and
suicidal behavior. This has been well established in scientific studies. For
instance, a 2016 study by Dr. D. Paul Sullins of the Catholic Univer-
sity of America found that women who had abortions were significantly
more likely to have one or more mental health disorders than women
who lost their pregnancies due to miscarriage (45 percent versus 24 per-
cent). The smdy enrolled more than eight thousand pregnant women
and then followed them for over thirteen years, comparing their rates of
mental health disorders to rates in the general population. Women who
had abortions were 54 percent more likely w suffer from depression,
40 percent more likely to think abourt suicide, and much more likely to
abuse or become dependent on alcohol and drugs (151 percent and 302
percent, respectively). According to Sullins, when all possible outcomes
of pregnancy were taken into account, “only abortion was consistently
associated with higher risk of mental disorder.”™

The reason abortion is so detrimental w mental health is fairly obvi-
ous: Deliberately ending the life of one's offspring will naturally cause
negative emotions. These feelings are well documented in the medical text
A Clinicians Guide to Medical and Surgical Abortion, which lists depres-
sion, guilt, shame, regret, and grief as the most common emotions. Some
studies have atrempred to minimize these very natural reactdons by aterib-
uting them to feelings of stigma about abortion or a perceived need for
secrecy. In other words, they attribute the cause of the negative feelings to
society rather than to the abortion itself. Pro-life Christian writer Antho-
ny Crescio believes this distinction is meaningless. “The conscience of the
woman is telling her that . . . by rejecting the child, she has rejected life
in general and she feels the need to hide this from those around her,” he
writes. In other words, women who have an abordon realize—consciously
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or unconsciously—thar rejecting life is an unnatural act. That act has the
potential to do greatr harm on a moral or spiritual level, harm that often
manifests as mental health disorders or substance abuse.

Unfortunately, modern society also perperuates the lie that abortion
is a perfectly reasonable choice. It is reasonable, society says, because the
burden of caring for a child can diminish the life of 2 woman, who must
give up her dreams and become, as society often puts it, “just a moth-
er.” Abortion plays into this idea, pitting women against their unborn
children—ar great cost to both. Crescio argues thar pro-choice advocares
must help women see that “far from being a burden . . . , motherhood
is an opportunity, of ‘Biblical proportions” if you will, . .. to grow as a

human person.”*

Adoption Is the Answer

For a variety of reasons, motherhood is not the right choice for every-
one. Children need mature, emotionally and financially stable parents
to thrive, and many women who choose abortion do so because they
do not believe they can properly care for their child. Bur abortion is
not the only option. There is no short-
age of loving and able parents waiting
to adopt newborn infants. Considering
the physical, mental, and spiritual risks
of abortion, adoption is the choice with
the best long-term outcome. According
to Laurel Shaler, assistant professor of
counselor education and family studies

at Liberty University, “Through adop-

nity to redeem a bad decision or unin-

tended consequence.””” Adoption allows women the comfort of knowing
that they gave their child the best possible future.

The most effective way to protect women from the harms of abortion
is to make sure adoption is a viable option. Unfortunately, only about

fourteen thousand newborns are adopred each year in the United Stares,



a number that has remained steady for about twenty vears. In contrast,
over 1 million abortions are performed each year. In many cases, women
do not choose adoption because they fear the feelings of grief they may
experience when giving their child to another. Supporting these women
through the process and validating their choice is the best way to protect
them from the grave health issues associated with aborton.

Abortion is never the best choice for a woman. Pro-life groups offer
a myriad of resources to women who choose to bring their pregnancies
to term, from counseling and financial assistance to adoption services. In
order to avoid the threats to their physical, mental, and spiritual healch,
women must make the choice that honors their unique abilities: They
must choose life.



Abortion Is Not Harmful to Women

“An abortion when needed will always be—as it was
for my family—a blessing, a mercy, the gift of a fresh
start, and a renewed opportunity for life to flourish.”

—Pswchaologisn Valerie Tarco

Walerie Tarico, “4 Wavs w0 Change the Comversation About Aborton: Smn with Talking About What
Coovmuest Aften” Safon, Seprember 3, 2015, wwwaalon com.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. If abortion was banned, do you worry that women would turn to il-
legal abortdon? Why or why not?

2. Do you agree with the essay that most women who choose abortion
are making the best choice for themselves and their families? Explain
your reasoning.

3. In your opinion, is it okay for women to have an abortion so they can
pursue a future of their choice? Use examples from the text to support
yOur answer.

Editor's note: The discussion thar follows presens common agumens made in support of this pespective,
reinforced by e, quote, and evamples aken from vadous soumes,

Women suffer when they are denied reproductive choice. They suffer
physically and financially, and they are forced to live out a future they
did not want. Countless studies have shown that women who choose
abortion have berter outcomes than women who are forced ro give birth
to unwanted children and that legalizing abortion has improved the lives
of women of all stations.

Abortion Is Safer than Pregnancy

There is widespread agreement among medical professionals that firse
trimester abortion is one of the safest medical procedures in existence.
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Nearly All Women Who Abort
Say It Was the Right Decision

each paint, mere than 99 prarr*em mantaned that the'- bﬁln:'._.'éd getting
an abortion had been the right

that women who get aborfons Women who say
do hot regret their decision: abortion was the
4 _ right decision

Women W"I(-

say abortion
was the wong
decision

Sacrey. SH Roecoeld, "0 sian SNghlniess oo Bealiosd Tieszorsss T dbailionin
e LI-Hes Szhes o Long uslr d Slkee " PLOS 0N 0l &, 2015 e 1 s o503,

[n fact, it is even safer than carrying a pregnancy ro erm. According to
the Gurrmacher Institute, only five women our of one thousand, or 0.05
percent, who have a first trimester abortion have a major complication
that might require hospitalization. When all legal abortions are taken
into account, abortion is still much safer than pregnancy. A 2012 srudy
thar surveyed dara from the CDC and other reputable sources found
that overall there were 0.6 marernal deaths per 100,000 legal abordons
performed in the United States, compared to 8.8 deaths per 100,000
live births. According ro the study’s authors, “Legal induced abortion is
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markedly safer than childbirth. The risk of death associated with child-
birth is approximately 14 times higher than that with abortion.™*

The long-term health effects of abortion are also minimal. Research-
ers have found that there is almost no risk of developing infertility after a
woman has a first trimester abortion, nor is it more likely that 2 woman
who becomes pregnant later will have an ectopic pregnancy, have a mis-
carriage, or give birth to a low-weight or preterm baby. And according
to the American Cancer Society, there is no cause-and-effect relationship
between abortion and an increased risk of breast cancer.

Dangers of Illegal Abortion

However, there is ample evidence that if abortion were made illegal once
again, most women who experience an unwanted pregnancy would still
seek one out—but illegally. David Grimes of the CDC found that as
many as 1.2 million illegal abortions were performed in the Unired States
each year in the 1950s, when abortion was illegal. This means thar, ar
a time when the US populatdon was much lower than it is roday, the
number of illegal abortions was higher than the current number of legal
abortions. This implies that outlawing abortion will by no means reduce
its occurrence. Women who wrn to illegal abortion risk deadly infec-
tion or physical damage that requires emergency surgery. According to
Grimes, “When denied access to safe, legal abortion, desperate women
will risk their lives to control their fertility. Many will die as a result.”™
He estimartes that more than one thousand women died each vear in the
1940s from illegal abortions and countless more were hospitalized. If
abortions were once again illegal and women had no recourse but ro seck
out illegal ones, the cost in human suffering, and perhaps even human
life, would be horrifying,

Laws restricting abortion are already causing some women to seck
out an illegal abortion. According to the Texas Policy Evaluation Proj-
ect, in recent years 100,000 to 250,000 Texas women chose an illegal
abortion method because of the barriers to legal abortion in their state.
Methods included drug-induced abortion, taking herbs, gettng hit or

punched in the abdomen, using alcohol or drugs, or taking hormonal
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pills. It is likely that most of these women felt they had no choice but to
terminate their pregnancies, regardless of the health risks to themselves.
To protect such women, all localities need reasonable access to safe and
affordable abortion services.

Choice Leads to Better Outcomes

When it comes to abortion, women know whart is best for themselves and
their families. Studies have shown that women who receive abortions do
better in almost every respect when compared to women who want an
abortion but cannot get one. “When you ask women why they wanr an
abortion, they tell you that they want it because they don't have enough
money to raise a child, thar their relationship with the man involved isn't
good, and that they need to take care of the kids they already have,”™
explains Diana Foster, a researcher at the University of California—San
Francisco. Foster was one of the architects of the Turnaway Study, a long-
term research project on the effects of
abortion restriction. The study found
that women who were granted abor-
tions were better off financially and had
better relationships than those who were
forced to carry their pregnancy to term.

The Turnaway Study also found that
women who have abordons take better
care of the children they already have.
According o the Gurtmacher Inst e,
61 percent of women in the United
States who have abortions already have
children, and most say they want to ter-
minate their pregnancies because they

cannot propetly care for another child.
Preliminary data from the Turnaway
Study seems to confirm this; in general, the children of women who were
denied abortions did worse, in terms of child development, than the chil-

dren of women who received abortions. Foster says this explains why the
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primary emotion the women reported feeling after receiving an abortion
was relief. According to Foster, these women are “making decisions that

are good for them™" and their families.

Abortion Gives Women a Chance to Thrive

Legalizing abortion has allowed countless women to pursue their dreams
and contribute o society. For so many years, becoming pregnant meant a
woman was destined to become a primary caregiver, regardless of her tal-
ents or aspirations. Today an unwanted pregnancy does not have to de-
termine the course of a woman’s life. “Roe 2. Wade meant a future [ could
control,” explains K, who had an abortion when she was sixteen. As she
tells the Huffington Post, if abortion had not been an option, “I probably
would have been stuck in the little town
where [ grew up, no college, having to
work really hard to raise him. Instead,
['ve gone to school, got a graduare de-

gree, | run a non-profit and do a lot of —

work with the environment. I'm able ro

do those things, because [ was able w make that decision.”*

Teens rarely have the marturity or the financial resources to raise a
child. While the rate of teen pregnancy is dropping, 553,000 girls aged
fifteen to nineteen became pregnant in 2011, It is more difficult for teens
to get abortions than older women—teens have fewer financial resources,
and those who live in states that have parental consent laws are sometimes
too afraid to tell a parent they are pregnant early in their pregnancy. If the
many barriers to abortion were removed for teens, more teen gitls would
be able to delay childbearing until they have the matrity and financial
resources to raise a child. According w psychologist Valerie Tarico, the
opportunity to choose when one has a child can lead w "a high school
graduation ceremony, a receptionist job that is a first step out of poverty,
a Peace Corps volunteer teaching in Africa, a stable loving partnership
that comes when the time is right, and the chosen child born w the
mom who waited.”™ Because of abortion, many gitls will get to go to

college, starr a business, do humanitarian work, or otherwise contribure
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to society. And if they later choose to become mothers, they can do so as
mature, financially secure adules.

Abortion is never ideal. But women deserve to be able to determine
their own destinies. They cannot reach their potential as human beings
unless they have control over their bodies, their fertility, and their furures.
Women and their docrors are the ones best able ro make the complex,
difficult, and emortional decision abour whether to have an abortion.
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Is Abortion Harmful
to Society?

* Because of abortion, society has been deprived of the contributions of
millions of people.

* Abortion erodes diversity by disproportionately affecting minorities.

» Abortion threatens society’s moral code by devaluing human life.

* The cost of unwanted pregnancy has a substantial effect on sociery.

* Abortion helps women and their families escape the cycle of poverty.

* Unwanted children face many challenges that make it more difficule
for them to contribute to society.
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Abortion Is Harmful to Society

“I cannot help but wonder what our society might
look like were it not for abortion; would a cure for
cancer have been developed:”

—Laurel Shaler, assisant professor at Liberty University in Lynchburg, Virginia

Laurel Slaler, =3 Wins Abortion Bobs Amercas Mothers—and Al of Us,” Boo rad0TFE (blog), May 3,
016, bt e o nd 4Hife.com.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. How persuasive is the argument that abortion has negatively impacred
America financially? Explain your reasoning.

2. One argument made in this essay is that America has lost talented—
and perhaps extraordinary—people because of abortion. Do you think
this is a convincing argument against abortion? Why or why not

3. Whar do you think is meant by racial genocide as it applies to abortion?

Editors note: The discusion thar follows presents common aguments made in support of this pes pective,
rein forced by Bets, quotes, and evamiples mhen from vadous soumes.

Since Roe v. Wide made abortion legal in 1973, over 58 million unborn
children have been aborted in the United States—a staggering number of
human lives lost. This loss of human potential has had a profound effect
on American society—financially, culrurally, and morally.

Destinies Lost

Americans believe in an unalienable right to life, liberty, and the pur-
suit of happiness for a very good reason: A society that respects self-
determination allows humans to reach their full potential. Yer the mil-
lions of fetuses that have been aborted in the United States never had an
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opportunity to reach their potential—or to share their gifts with society.
This loss of human potential is overwhelming. Of course, there is no
way to know if one of these children would have invented a revoluton-
ary clean energy source, solved world hunger, or ended a war. But many
would have surely enriched society, growing up to be reachers, docrors,
first responders, conservationists, or simply loving parents, raising and
nurturing the next generation. Unfortunately, society will never know
the gifts and contributions it has lost.

However, by looking ar the ways in which children whose mothers
chose adoption have enriched the world, one can get an idea of the scope
of this lost potential. For instance, American artist Faith Hill's remark-
able talents were allowed to flourish because her mother chose adoption
over abortion. Hill, who is one of the most successful country artists of
all time, is also a noted philanthropist, funding children’s literacy projects
and raising millions for the survivors of natural disasters such as Hur-
ricane Katrina, which devastared New
Orleans in 2005, "I know she [my birth
mother] must have had a lot of love for
me to want to give me what she felt was

a berter chance,” she says. "How thank- _

ful I am that she was able to give me the

opportunity that [ had. I was placed into an incredible home thar . . . is
responsible for the way [ am today.”™

Another remarkable person whose mother chose adoption was Steve
Jobs, the cofounder of the computer company Apple. Jobs's revolution-
ary creations (such as the iPhone and the iPad) changed the way that
humans interact with compurters. His biographer Walter Isaacson reports
that before Jobs passed away in 2011, he expressed gratitude toward his
birth mother, Joanne Schieble. “T wanted to . . . thank her, because I'm
glad | didn't end up asan abortion,” Jobs said. “She was 23 and she went
through a lot to have me™™

Jobs, Hill, and countless others have contributed to society in in-
numerable ways—all because they were allowed to live, grow, and reach
their potential. By denying this right to so many millions, society is

squandering its greatest resource—its people.
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Abortion Rate by Racial/Ethnic
Group in New York City

In 2016 the Mew Yotk City Departrment of Health and Menta Hygiene reported
that rates of abortion in 2014 among Afican Ameticans and Hispanics wiere

ower four times and two times higher, respectively, than the rate among whites,
The departnent dso found that, in 2014, more African American fetlses were
sborted in Mew York City (27 367 than there were African American live births

(23,680). Pro-ife adwocates say these results substantaly decrease minority
populations, which harms society.

Abortion rate by racial/ethnic
;. group in New York City, 2014

59.5%

Abortion Rate Per 1,000
Females Ages 15-44

Non-Hispanic : Mon-Hspanic

Racial/Ethnic Gioup
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The Financial Impact of Abortion
This loss of American citizenry also has a profound economic impact
on society. Societies need people w contribure financially, and with 58

million lives lost w abortion in the Unived Stawes since Roe v Wade, a

huge percentage of the population is simply missing. According to family

trends expert Glenn Stanton, babies are essental to a nation’s financial




health. “Economic growth, debt retirement and support of an increas-
ing population of elderly requires voung workers,” he explains, “and
these young creators, providers, inventors, consumers—not to mention
taxpayers—only come in one original size: babies.™

Matk Olson, a political scientist and pro-life political consulrant, has
caleulated the loss in federal tax revenue due w abortion. He estimates
that, if abortions performed before Roe v Wide are taken into account,
by 2010 about 117 million abortions had mken place in the Uniwed
States, with a loss in mx revenue of $12.3 trillion. As he writes in the
promotional marerial for his 2014 book, Abolition, “A nations economy
cannot be sustained when nearly one-third of its population has been
wiped out.”™™ Olson has also found thar the federal revenue lost due to
abortion mirrors the increase in the federal debt over that same period.
According to Olson, the massive national debt in the Unired States is
directly related to the fact that narural population growth—which drives

the economy—~has been stunted by abortion.

Abortion as Racial Genocdide

Diversity is perhaps the greatest strength of the United States. Research
confirms that when people of diverse backgrounds, races, and abilities
work together, businesses are more successful, scientific researchisofhigh-
er quality, and financial markets are more stable. But abortion weakens di-
versity by decimating the population of
America’s minority groups—especially
African Americans. The abortion rate
among black women is more than four
times higher than among white women
in the United States. According to Cle-

nard Childress, an African American

pastor and the president of Life Educa-
rion and Resource Nerwork, Mortheast,
“The most dangerous place for an African American is in the womb.”
Childress and other pro-life advocates claim that Planned Parenthood is

actively targeting black women by concentrating their clinics in minoricy
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neighborhoods. They cite these statistics as proof that abortion in Amer-
ica is a form of “racist genocide.” ™

Regardless of whether current abortion policy has been deliberately
designed ro reduce poor and minority populations, it is clearly having
that effect. For instance, in 2014 there were more abortions performed
on African American women in New York City (27,367) than there were
live births (23,680).

Abortion as Eugenics

Not only does abortion reduce populations among minorities and the
poot, it also reduces diversity in society by eliminating fetuses with dis-
abilities. This is a form of eugenics. Eugenics is the science of improving
the characteristics of the human species as a whole by controlling who has
children. Before it was used by the Nazis in the 1930s and 1940s to justfy
the genocide of millions of people, eugenics was popular in the United
Stares and led to policies thar included mixed-race marriage bans and the
forced sterilization of the disabled and mentally ill. After Roe v Wide,
many people, including Supreme Court justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg,
interpreted it as an extension of the eugenics movement. As Ginsburg
said in a 2009 interview, “Frankly I had thought thar at the time Roe [
Wide] was decided, there was concern abour population growth, and par-
ticularly growth in populations that we don't want to have too many of "™

States that allow abortion in cases where the unborn child suffers a
disability are encouraging eugenic practices. Maria McFadden Maffucci,
editor of the pro-life publication Human Life Review, believes this sends
the message that differently abled people are a drain on society and that
their lives are worth less than those of able-bodied people. “It's the ar-
rogance of deciding that someone else’s life won't be good enough,” she
says. By not allowing differently abled babies to be born, society can-
not benefit from their contributions. The practice also devalues life in
general—a dangerous practice for any society. “If one group of humans
can be killed, then any group of humans can be killed,” she says. “It only
depends on who's in power, whos deciding which group to kill. That
ought to scare people.”™



The loss of so many millions of lives to abortion has weakened Amer-
ica. It has made this country poorer, less innovatve, less diverse, and
less ethical. The inclusion of all is good for society as a whole. But this
means including everyone, especially the unborn—who are, quire lirer-
ally, America’s future.
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Abortion Is Not Harmful to Society

“Denying abortion is linked to social maladjustment,
delinquency, crime, alcoholism, under-employment,
and poverty.”

—Diavid Grimes, former chief of the Abortion Surveillance Branch ar the CDC

David Grimes, “Abortion Denied: Consequences for Maother and Child,” Hiyffapon P, June 2, 3015,
wewwt I fan gren pos oo,

Consider these questions as you read:

1. Taking into account the facts and ideas presented in this discussion,
how persuasive is the argument that abortion ultimately benefits soci-
ety? Which arguments are strongest and why?

2. Do you think abortion is justified if 2 woman cannor afford to havea
child? Why or why not?

3. Whar do you think is meant by the term unproductive adult in relation
to abortion?

Editors note: The discusion thar follows presents common aguments made in support of this pes pective,
rein forced by Bets, quotes, and evamiples mhen from vadous soumes.

When women have the freedom to plan their families, everyone ben-
efits. When they do not—when women are forced to bear children for
whom they are unable to properly care—society suffers. Billions of rax
dollars are spent supporting unplanned pregnancies and relared services.
Families become trapped in a cycle of poverty, and unwanted children
often grow up to become unproductive adults. Making sure that all
women have access to safe and affordable abortion services is the best
way to strengthen the American family—which in turn strengthens so-
ciety as a whole.
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Cost of Abortion Restrictions

Many pro-life advocates believe that all pregnancies—whether they are
intended or not—should be carried to term. Bur when women cannot
afford to pay for prenatal care and delivery, society is forced to pick up
the mb. This puts a tremendous strain on Medicaid and other public
health programs paid for with tax dollars. According to the Gurtmacher
Institute, in 2010 (the most recent year for which national statistics are
available) the public paid abour $21 billion in pregnancy-related costs
for about 2 million births. Of the approximately 1 million women who
terminated their pregnancies, three-fourths stated they did so out of fi-
nancial necessity. If these women were instead forced to carry those preg-
nancies to werm, the cost to the public would increase by as much as tens
of billions of dollars in prenartal care and hospital delivery costs.

There is an additional cost to the public if a fetus is found to have
health problems. Many times such problems cannot be detecred until
after abortion becomes illegal (usually between twenty and twenty-four
weeks, depending on the state). This means that many parents who learn
that their child will be born with a debilitating—or even faral—health
issue cannot terminate the pregnancy in the state in which they live.
Lower-income women who cannort afford to travel to another state are
disproportionately affected by these bans. Some of these children have
no chance of survival and die shordy after birth—often in agony. Others
have such profound deformities that they will live short, agonizing lives.
For those who survive, even briefly, health care costs can be astronomical.

The horror posed by the Zika virus (a mosquito-borne virus thar
causes catastrophic birth defects in developing fetuses) is an example of
the enormous social and financial costs that can result from bans on
abortion. Many fetuses infected with Zika develop microcephaly—a de-
fect thar leaves newborns with small skulls, malformed brains, and severe
developmental problems. Children with Zika often have a poor quality
of life: They struggle to see, hear, and ear, and some are only alert for
one hour a day. Caring for such children is also extremely expensive. The
CDC has estimated thara child born with congeniml Zika syndrome re-
quires up to $10 million in health care spending over his or her lifetime.
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Low-Income Women Who Are Denied
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Abortions Struggle Financially
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From 2010 to 2015, the Turnaway Study tracked one thousand
lowelncome women who sought abortions. The study com pared
those who recelved an aborfon o those who were denled one.
The | atter group, caled turnaways, were unable to abtan
abortlons becalse thelr pregnancles were too advanced—olften
becalse they were unable to make financa of travel
arangements sooner and missed the lega threshold to recelve
ah abortion. The study found that, ohe year after belng denled an
abortlan, turn aways were |less |lkely to be working full time, and
were more lkely to be llving below the federd poverty level and
relying on public assistance. The study confirms that denying
abortlon Increases poverty and makes It more difficult for women
to become productive mem bers of soclety.
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As of July 2016 nearly 540 pregnant women in the United Srares
were infected with the Zika virus. Congenital Zika syndrome often can-
not be detected in a fetus before twenty weeks, the cutoff date for abor-
tion in eighteen states. This means that some fetuses with Zika will have
to be brought to term and then kepr alive by extraordinary means atan
astronomical cost, regardless of that child’s suffering and/or the wishes of
the parents. According to Sasha Bruce of NARAL Pro-Choice America,
“Women deserve a full range of health care options, including abortion.
. .. This is true always, but especially during a public health crisis.™!

Denying Abortion Traps Women in Poverty

Denying women abortion services has other long-term costs on society.
For some women, having an unwanted child waps them in a cycle of
poverty they cannot escape, and they must rely on public assistance to
survive. The vast majority of women who seek abortions already live at or
near the federal poverty level (FPL). In 2014, 49 percent of abortion pa-
tients had incomes below the FPL (in 2014 that was $11,670 for a single
adult), and 26 percent had incomes of 100 percent to 199 percent of the
FPL. According to the Gurtmacher In-
stitute, three-fourths of all women who
seek abortions say they are doing so be-
cause their income is too low or because
they already have children and cannot
afford another.

In addition, many of these women
are so poor that they must delay their
abortions because they need time to

publication, Planned Parenthood notes that 36 percent of women who

raise funds to pay for them. In a 2015

have second trimester abortions (after twelve weeks) did so because they
needed time to raise money for the procedure—the cost of which in-
creases with gestational age. It is difficult to imagine that 2 woman who
cannot pay for an abortion, which varies from about $500 at ten weeks’

gestarion to §1,500 at twenty weeks’ gestation, would not be trapped in
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poverty if she then had to pay for diapers, formula, clothing, child care,
and the myriad of other expenses that go with raising a child. When
abortion is not available to these women, they are forced to care for their
families by relying on social programs funded with tax dollars.

Studies confirm this. For instance, the Turnaway Study found that
low-income women who are denied abortions and give birth to unwant-
ed children are worse off financially
than those who are granted abortions.
The two groups the study compared
started on the same financial footing,
but one year later the women who had
been denied abortions were more likely
to receive public assistance and have

household incomes below the FPL.
They were also less likely to be work-

ing full time, making them less able to

contribute to society. According to David Grimes, former head of the
Abortion Surveillance Branch at the CDC, this data confirms that “de-
nying women abortion can send them and their children spiraling into

economic deprivation.”*

Unwanted Children Become Unproductive Adults

When a mother is forced to raise a child she does not want, there is a
very good chance that the child—and society as a whole—uwill suffer for
it. Unwanted children face many challenges that can impact how they
function in society later in life. For instance, a landmark 1966 Swedish
study that followed 120 unwanted children (children born after their
mothers were denied abortion) for thirty-five years found that unwanted
children were twice as likely to be hospitalized for menl illness, three
times as likely to commit crimes, and six times as likely to receive public
assistance. Later studies have similar findings, including a 1997 swudy
published in the medical journal Pediatries that found that children born
to unwed teenagers were eleven times more likely to become chronic ju-

venile delinquents. Children like these—who are raised by mothers who



are still children themselves—rarely receive the tools and support they
need to become productive members of society. Society cannot provide
those tools and support—only loving, stable families can.

[t may sound callous to argue that abordon is good for society. But
society thrives when it is made up of self-sufficient, productive individ-
uals. This is only possible when children are wanted and loved, when
women can determine their own destinies, and when families can sup-
port themselves. Strong, self-sufficient families are the foundation of a
strong society, and family planning—including abortion—makes strong

families possible.
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Are Laws Regulating
Abortion Adequate?

* D&E abortion is a brutal procedure thar should not be legal to per-
form on healthy fetuses thar are capable of feeling pain.

* Federal law does not require fetuses to be anesthetized before abortion,
even though surgeons routinely anesthetize fetuses before surgery in
the womb.

* Federal law allows women to abort fetuses with minor disabilities, even
though children born with these disabilities can have a good quality of
life.

* Many laws regulating abortion are intended to dissuade women from
going through with the procedure.

* Some abortion regulations mandate that doctors perform procedures
that are medically unnecessary.

* Laws that hold abortion clinics to unnecessarily strict health care stan-
dards force many of them to close, which makes abortion much more
difficult for women to obtain and is a violation of their rights.



Laws That Regulate Abortion Are

Too Permissive

“Science has expanded our knowledge of unborn
pain, and it’s time for the law to catch up. . .. What
kind of inhumane culture gives ‘wanted’ babies
anesthesia but tortures others? Sadly, ours.”

Ty Perking, presidest of the Fam{y Research Counell, a Chelstian lobbying arganization

Tony Perking, “Womb for Improvement in Abortion Law,” Family Research Council, March 16, 2016,
wwwreom.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. Whar facts presented here support the idea that some types of abor-
tion should be banned? Explain your answer.

2. How should the argument thar fetuses feel pain during the abortion
procedure affect federal abordon law, if at all? Explain your answer.

3. Do you think states should have the right to ban abortion when the
fetus is disabled? Explain your reasoning,

Editor's note: The discussion thar follows presens common agumens made in support of this pespective,
reinforced by e, quote, and evamples aken from vadous soumes,

Most pro-life advocates believe that the most morally reprehensible part
of Ree v. Wide is that it allows abortion up ro feral viability. This means
that some abortions are performed on fetuses that are so faralongin their
development that they can actually feel the pain caused by the procedure.
This is further unacceprable when one considers that many of these fe-
tuses are either completely healthy or have only a minor disability. Cur-
rent law is far too permissive in allowing abortion on demand in the later
months of pregnancy, and the practice must be stopped.
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Why Restrict Abortion After the First Trimester?

To understand why pro-life advocates are so passionately against abortion
after the first trimester, one must first understand how most of these abor-
tions are performed. Once the ferus is too large to be extracted from the
uterus using vacuum aspiration—which occurs at some point during the
fourth month of pregnancy—a D&E abortion is performed. In this pro-
cedure, the abortion provider dilates the cervix, drains the amniotic fluid
that surrounds the fetus, and then extracts the fetus using a method de-
scribed by Supreme Court justice Anthony Kennedy in the following way:

A doctor inserts grasping forceps through the woman's cervix and
into the uterus to grab a living fetus. The doctor grips a fetal part
with the forceps and pulls it back through the cervix and vagina,
continuing to pull even after meeting resistance from the cervix.
The friction causes the fetus to tear apart. For example, aleg might
be ripped off the fetus as it is pulled through the cervix and out of
the woman. The fetus, in many cases, dies just as a human adult or
child would: It bleeds to death as it is torn apart limb by limb. The
fetus can be alive at the beginning of the dismemberment process

and can survive for a time while its limbs are being torn off. "

Using statistics from the Guummacher Institute and the National
Abortion Federation, pro-life advocates estimate that the D&E proce-
dure is used in about 10 percent of abortions each year, which means
more than one hundred thousand fetuses are killed in this way. There is
widespread agreement about the brutality of the procedure, especially
since it is performed on fetuses three to six months of gesttional age.
“Before the first trimester ends, the unborn child has a beating heart,
brain waves, and every organ system in place,” explains Nartional Right
to Life’s director of state legislation Mary Spaulding Balch. “Dismem-
berment abortions occur after the baby has reached these milestones.”™
Balch was one of many who supported an Alabama law to ban the proce-
dure. That law passed in May 2016, but it was blocked by a federal judge

in October, who claimed the law was likely unconstirurional. According
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to Bill Klein, president of Alabama Citizens for Life, "Alabama children
should be protected by law from being torn limb from limb. No human
should die this way in a civilized sociery.” However, as of 2016 only four
states had successfully banned the procedure.

Fetuses Can Feel Pain in the Second Trimester

The main reason o ban D&E abortions—or any abortion after about
eighteen weeks’ gestation—is because it is at this point that a fetus feels
pain. This is a well-established fact in medical science. According to
Montana state representative Albert Obszewski, a practcing orthopedic
surgeon, "Starting at 18 to 20 weeks, you can say with empirical certi-
tude that there are physiological responses to pain.™* These responses
have been studied by doctors who perform surgeries on fetuses while
they are in the womb. These surgeons have observed fetuses flinching
and moving away from painful stimuli.
They note the fetuses’ bodies are often
flooded by stress hormones like cortisol,
which humans produce in response to
pain. According to Elaina Lin, an anes-
thesiologist who specializes in fetal an-
esthesia techniques, “By the late second
or early third trimester, what most clini-

cians can agree on is that the pathways

are there for them tw feel some sort of
stimulation.™” Because of this, surgeons
routinely administer anesthesia to fetuses before surgery to keep them
still and to prevent any physiological pain response that would interfere
with healing,

Pro-choice advocates question whether a fetus's brain is developed
enough to interpret these sensations as pain. They insist that a ferus’s
neural pathways in the cerebral cortex—the part of the brain associated
with higher brain function such as thought—are not developed enough
to process pain. However, scientists note that pain is a fundamenml sur-

vival mechanism present in animals without cerebral correxes. Maureen
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Many Americans Want
Stricter Limits on Abortion

Any time during entire pregnancy

During the first six months

to save mother’s life

Souice KT oF SHLMBLE CAMERGEIE S0 s T AG TGN RESTIChHGE B0 G waika Gl

Condic, an associate professor of neurobiology and anatomy ar the Uni-
versity of Utah, points out thar animals withour cerebral cortexes still
seem to suffer from pain. She asks, “If you chopped a wing off of a live
chicken and it ran around squawking and Happing its wing frantically
and ran away from vou, is it sutfering? If we wouldn't do thar, if we
wouldn't approve of a littdle kid who tormures a fish by tearing off its fins,
how can we argue thar a ferus can't suffer?™*

Condic was speaking in support of a Urah law that would require a
woman to receive general anesthesia for abortions performed at twenty
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weeks or later, a procedure that would also anesthetize the fetus. Other
laws have attempted to require that a fetus receive anesthesia directly
or that abortions be banned ar or around twenty weeks, when there is
strong evidence that a ferus can feel pain. These laws are under attack by
pro-choice groups, and several have been struck down by federal judges.

Aborting Disabled Children Should Be Banned

Roe v Wade also allows women to abort fetuses because they have a dis-
ability. Pro-choice advocates call this a kindness, saying it saves these
children and their families from a lifetime of suffering. Many of these
disabilities are not life-threatening, however, and children with compa-
rable disabilities go on to live productive, happy lives. For instance, chil-
dren with Down syndrome have physical and intellecrual disabilities that
can be mild, and many people with Down syndrome integrate easily into
sociery. Mark Leach, an artorney who
writes about ethical concerns surround-
ing Down syndrome, believes the syn-
drome is simply “one more expression
of humaniry.™"

Yet feruses with Down syndrome are
being aborted at alarming rates. For in-
stance, according to ABC News, abour
92 percent of all women who discover
they will give birth to a Down syndrome

baby decide instead to have an abortion,

a practice Leach calls "modern-day eu-
genics.” In addition, because Down
syndrome cannot be confirmed until the second trimester, most of these
fetuses must endure the pain of a D&E procedure.

There is so much concern about the elimination of humans with
birth defects that in 2016 Indiana passed a law that banned women from
aborting fetuses based solely on a medical diagnosis. “Too often, women
learn their baby has Down syndrome and the first thing their physician

tells them about is abortion,” explained Christina Francis, an ob-gyn in
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Fort Wayne, Indiana. "To my patients, I'd say, "Yes, this is not whar we
were expecting—everyone wants to have a healthy child—but now, you
know what? That child still has potential for a significant life.”™" How-
ever, as with so many other laws that seek to protect the lives of fetuses,
a federal judge blocked the Indiana law before it could be enacted. Until
the law is reinstated, feruses with disabilities will continue to be aborred.

Federal abortion laws are much too permissive, especially in cases of
abortion after the first trimester. States must take action to strengthen
restrictions on abortion to protect the innocent lives of fetuses in the
womb—especially those that are developed enough to experience the ex-
cruciaring pain caused by abortion.
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Laws That Regulate Abortion Are

Too Restrictive

“Any right that requires you to take extraordinary
measures to access it is no right at all. . .. Not

when providers are required by state law to recite
misleading information to women to shame and
scare them. And not as long as we have laws on the
book . .. making it harder for low-income women to
exercise their full rights.”

—Farmer senator and secretary of state Hillary Clinton

Cuoted in Chdsting Cautensed, "Wy Hillaey Clintons Call-Out of the Hyde Amendment B 5o L por-
tnt,” Sz, Janmry 11, 2006, wwwslate.com.

Consider these questions as you read:

1. How do state laws discourage women from seeking abortion? Use ex-
amples from the text in your answer.

2. If states are permitred to determine standards for health care facilities,
why did the Supreme Courr rule thar the standards Texas placed on its
abortion clinics were unconstitutional?

3. Do you think the law should be able to force health care workers to say
certain things to their patients? Why or why not?

Editors mote: The discwssion that follows presents common agruments made in support of this perspective,
reinforced by e, quotes, and examples mhen from vadous sources,

In recent years there has been a renewed push to limir a2 woman’s legal
right to abortion. According to the Gurrmacher Institure, 30 percent of
all abortion restrictions—or 334 separate measures—have been passed by
state legislatures since 2010. Many advocates of these state laws claim that
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they are intended to make sure women are fully informed about abor-
tion or to protect them from harm from abordon providers. Bur the true
purpose of these laws is clear: to put up barriers and obstacles to abor-
tion. Smte laws thar limic abortion are unnecessarily restricrive, placing
an undue and arguably illegal burden on women who seek legal abortion.

Discouraging Women

Many state laws that restrict abortion have the effect of making abortion
much more emotionally painful than necessary. One such law is known
as forced ultrasound—the requirement that doctors perform an ultra-
sound on a pregnant woman before an abortion, even if it is not medical-
ly necessary. According to the Gurrmacher Instrtute, thirteen states have
forced ultrasound laws, and nine require that women be given the option
to view the ultrasound and learn about the fetuss development. Critics
claim these laws are emorionally manipulative and point out thar pro-life
policy makers freely admit they are intended to encourage women to
change their minds abour abortion. Cridcs also say the laws are designed
to shame women in front of their health care providers. Cianti Stewart-
Reid, executive director of Planned Parenthood Advocates of Virginia,
spoke out about Virginia's forced ultrasound law in 2015, *This law is an
appalling and offensive government overreach,” she said. “It’s not about
womnen’s health care; it's about shaming and preventing women from
seeking safe, legal health care™

There is also no evidence that these laws reduce aborrion. Several
studies have shown thar viewing an ultrasound rarely persuades a woman
to change her mind abour abortion. For instance, according to a 2013
study by the Texas Policy Evaluation Project, of the women surveyed in
the study, 92 percent said they were sure that they wanted an abortion
before—and after—viewing an ultrasound of the fetus.

Mandated counseling laws are also designed to dissuade women
from having an abortion. For instance, thirty-five states have laws that
require 2 woman to receive counseling before an abortion is performed,
much of which has nothing to do with the medical procedure and is bi-

ased toward the pro-life point of view. Six states require that women be
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Strict State Laws Reduce Access to Abortion

Texas Abortion Clinics, Before
and After Passage of HB 2

Abortion
MaTd o Clinies in 2015

saVingen  Kileeh

Abortion
Clinics in 2013
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informed that personhood begins ar conception, which is not a medical
concept, and twelve require women to be given information abour a fe-
tuss ability ro feel pain, which has not been proven by science. Some laws
even require docrors to inform women about adoption optons or child
support options. The American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) points
out that “it is both pointless and cruel to 'inform’ a victim of rape or
incest that the father’ of the ‘unborn child’ is liable for financial assis-
tance if she carries the pregnancy to term.”” These highly biased laws
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are designed by pro-ife advocates to
convince women not t go through
with their abortions. They are also disre-
spectful to women. As the ACLU states,
these laws assume “that women do not
adequately think through their abor-
tion decision and that the state must do

their thinking for them. This assump-
— tion reflects a lack of respect for wom-

en’s moral decision-making,”** Finally,

twenty-seven states require women to wait as long as twenty-four hours
between counseling and the abortion procedure so they can think over
the information they have received. And fourteen require that counseling
be performed in person, which means that women are forced to make
two trips to the abortion provider.

Doctors Are Required to Give False Information

Many states also require that doctors provide information abour the
risks of abortion that have been disproven. According to the Guermacher
[nstitute, seventeen states require women be counseled about negarive
effects of abortion that have been debunked by the medical and scien-
tific community, such as an increased risk of becoming infertile, con-
tracting breast cancer, or developing a serious mental health disorder.
According to Leah Torres, an ob-gyn in Salt Lake City, Urah, state law
mandates that she counsel her patients who are considering abortion
about “postabortal syndrome,” a condition thar does not exist. “There’s
no such thing,” she states. “That's very disturbing for me to have to say,
and I have to follow it up with “This does not exist.” It’s got to be confus-
ing for the patient.””

Perhaps the most damning proof that these informed consent laws
are biased toward the pro-life agenda is the fact that they exist ar all. Tor-
res notes that lawmakers do not interfere in the docror-patient relaton-
ships for other, more dangerous medical procedures such as prostate re-

moval surgery or breast augmentation. “None of these other procedures



require a physician to read inaccurate information to their patients,” she
says. “It doesn’t happen anywhere else in medicine.”™

State Laws Close Clinics

Another tactic of pro-life advocates is to encourage states w enact laws
that require abortion clinics w have unnecessarily strict standards of care.
Even though nine out of ten abortions performed in the United States
are medically simple enough to be completed in a clinic or doctor’s office,
twenty-two states require abortion clinics w meet the same standards
as ambulatory surgery centers (ASCs). ASCs are extremely expensive to
build and operate. For instance, they must have specialized electrical sys-
tems and backup generators, and hallways and doorways must be wide
enough to accommodare gurneys and
equipment. A single operating room
built to ASC standards costs abour $1
million, with an addirional $500,000
for equipment. Monthly costs for run-
ning an ASC clinic are $40,000 higher
than a standard clinic.

The result of these laws has been a
mass closing of abortion clinics in the
United States. Bloomberg Businesnveek

reports that 162 abortion clinics have
closed since 2011, Over twenty of these
clinics were in Texas, which closed after a 2013 law known as HB 2 was
passed. One of the requirements of HB 2 was that abortion clinics meet
standards for ASCs. Because of HB 2, fewer than twenty abortion clinics
remained in Texas in 2016, and half of those were slated to close when
the ASC standards portion of the bill came into effect. The result was
that vast areas of Texas were without access to abortion clinics. In 2016
the Supreme Court struck down the Texas law, stating thar it placed "a
substantial obstacle in the path of women seeking a previability abor-
tion” and “an undue burden on abortion access.™ However, according

to the Guremacher Institute, as of November 2016, twenty-five states still
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regulated abordon clinics to an extent thar goes beyond whar is medically
necessary to ensure 1 woman's safety.

Abortion Restrictions Hurt Women

Laws that restrict abortion can have dire consequences for women. Wom-
en who fear having to undergo state-mandated counseling or who must
travel great distances to a clinic may delay abortion. Poor women are
particularly vulnerable to delayed abortion because they are most likely
to have trouble raising money or arranging transportation in time to re-
ceive a medical or vacuum aspiration abordon. Instead, they must ger a
D&E abortion, which is much more expensive, invasive, and dangerous.
A 2015 study published in Obstetrics € Gynecology found that the risk of
death from abortion increases with the length of a pregnancy, from 0.3
deaths for every 100,000 abortions before eight weeks to 6.7 per 100,000
at eighteen weeks or later.

Other women turn w illegal abortion, a practice thar is becoming
increasingly prevalent in Texas, where tough laws reswricting medical
abortion require that women travel to a clinic at least three times to com-
plete the waiting period and abortion process. Instead, many women buy
medical abortion drugs from Mexico, where they are available withoura
prescription. “I hope our politicians are made aware of how many girls
are self-aborting in the Rio Grande Valley,” says Lester Minto, who runs
an abortion clinic in southern Texas. “This law is backfiring ™*

State laws restricting abortion ultimately hurt women. They interfere
with a woman’s relationship with her health care provider, restrict access
to legal abortion services, and encourage women to seek ourt illegal abor-
tion. Federal law is clear on abortion, and pro-life advocates must be pre-
vented from attempting to erode Roe v Wade through unconstitutional
state legislation.
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Facts and Statistics

* The CDC reports that in 2012 there were 13.2 abortions performed
for every 1,000 women aged fifteen to forty-four, a decrease of 4 per-
cent from 2011.

* The CDC also reports that in 2012, 20.8 percent of abortions per-
formed at eight weeks gestation or earlier were medical abortions, an
increase of 10 percent from 2011.

* The Hyde Amendment bans the use of federal funds for abortion ex-
cept to save the life of the mother or in cases of incest or rape. Since
1976 the Hyde Amendment has been added to most federal funding
bills.

* According to the Gurtmacher Institute, in 2014, 53 percent of abor-
tion patients paid for the procedure themselves, usually because their

state had rules preventing the use of state funds for abortion.

Women Who Have Abortions

* According to the CDC, unmarried women had 85.3 percent of all
abortions in 2012, Thirty-five percent had already had one or two
abortions, and 8.6 had had three or more abortions.

* According to a 2016 study published in the New England Journal of
Medicine, nearly half of pregnancies among American women are un-
intended, and about four in ten of these are terminated by abortion.

» The National Abortion Federation reports that African American
women were 3.0 times more likely w have an abortion in 2012 than
non-Hispanic white women.

* According to the Guttmacher Institute, 51 percent of women having
abortions used contraception during the month they became pregnant.
In addition, 90 percent of women at risk of unintended pregnancy use

contraception.
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* The National Abortion Federation reports that the abortion rate of
women who also receive Medicaid coverage, a free health care program
for needy Americans, is three times as high as that of other women.

* A 2013 study published in Perspectives on Sexual and Reproductive
Health found that women seeking abortion at or after twenty weeks
were less likely to be employed than women seeking early abortion (50

percent versus 33 percent).

Teen Abortion

* According to a 2011 study in Contraception, 750,000 teen pregnancies
occur each year; 82 percent are unintended, and 35 percent end in
abortion.

* According to the Guttmacher Institute, 12 percent of abortion patients
in 2014 were teenagers. Eighteen- to nineteen-year-olds accounted for
8 percent of all abortions, fifteen- to seventeen-year-olds for 3 percent,
and younger teens for 0.2 percent.

* The CDC reports that in 2012 teens under fifteen had the highest
rate of pregnancy that ended in abortion, with 817 abortions for every
1,000 live births.

* According to the website Just Facts, as of 2016 twenty-six states had
parental consent laws for minors seeking abortion, and rwelve had pa-
rental notification laws.

* The Guertmacher Institute reports thar 40 percent of minors having an
abortion do so withour parental consent.

Public Opinion

* According to a 2016 Pew Research Center poll, 49 percent of Ameri-
cans say that having an abortion is morally wrong, vetonly 41 percent
say it should be illegal all or most of the time.

* The Pew Research Center also found that in 2016, 84 percent of liberal
Democrars said abortion should be legal in all or most cases, while only
30 percent of conservative Republicans believe this.

* The website Just Facts reports that five Gallup Polls conducted from

i | .



1992 through 2011 found that 69 percent to 74 percent of adules favor
parental consent laws for women under eighteen seeking an abortion.

* According to a 2016 Marist Poll, 62 percent of Americans oppose tax-
payer funding for abortons.

* The 2016 Marist Poll also found that 78 percent of Americans want
abortion clinics to be held to the same standards as other ourpatient
surgery centers, and 70 percent want doctors who perform abortions
to have admitring privileges to local hospirals.
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Advancing New Standards in Reproductive Health (ANSIRH)
1330 Broadway, Suite 1100
Oakland, CA 94612

website: www.ansith.org

The ANSIRH is a research group that conducts social science research on
reproduction issues. Its website contains detailed information about the
Turnaway Study, a landmark scientific study that compares women who
have received abortions w those denied abortions.

Guttmacher Institute

125 Maiden Ln., 7th Floor
New York, NY 10038
website: www.guttmacher.org

The Gutrmacher Institute is a pro-choice research and policy organiza-
tion that provides information about abortion-related studies, analysis,
and legislation. Its website contains a wealth of reliable and balanced
information used by scientists, lawmakers, and advocates on both sides
of the abordon debate.

Human Life Foundation
353 Lexingron Ave., Suite 802
New York, NY 10016

website: www. humanlifereview.com

The Human Life Foundation isa pro-life organization that publishes the
Human Life Review, a journal devoted to promoting right-to-life issues.
Its website contains an extensive archive of over forty years of articles and
opinion pieces on abortion.
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Just Facts
641 Shunpike Rd., #2806
Chatham, NJ 07928

website: www.justfacts.com

Just Facts compiles verifiable and unbiased facts about public policy is-
sues. Its section on abortion includes informarion abour human devel-
opment in the womb, laws and controversies, and strtistics and other

facrual informarion abour abortion.

Live Action

2200 Wilson Blvd., Suite 102, #111
Arlingron, VA 22201

website: www.liveaction.org

Live Action is a pro-life advocacy organization dedicated to ending abor-
tion through media dissemination of various undercover investigations
intw the abortion industry. Its website contains videos, news articles, and
information about pro-life issues.

NARAL Pro-Choice America
1156 Fifteenth St. NW, Suite 700
Washingron, DC 20005

website: www.prochoiceamerica.org

MNARAL is a pro-choice polirical advocacy organization that works to op-
pose the restrictions on abortion and advance abortion righes. Its website
conains a wealth of information about the legal battles being fought for

aborrtion rights in the Unired Stares.

National Abortion Federation (NAF)
1090 Vermont Ave. N, Suire 1000
Washingron, DC 20005

website: hups://prochoice.org

The NAF is a pro-choice professional association of abortion providers.
[ts website provides education, advocacy, and public policy information
for women seeking abortion, for providers, and for the public.
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National Advocates for Pregnant Women (NAPW)
875 Sixth Ave., Suite 1807
New York, NY 10001

website: hup://advocatesforpregnantwomen.org

The NAPW is an advocacy organization that focuses primarily on se-
curing human rights for pregnant and parenting women. It supports
abortion rights through legal advocacy and public educarion. lrs web-
site contains articles, fact sheets, and reports abourt pro-choice issues and
women’s rights.

National Right to Life Committee (NRLC)
512 Tenth St NW
Washingron, DC 20004

website: www.nrlc.org

The NRLC is the largest and oldest pro-life advocacy and education or-
¥

ganization in the United States. Its website contains fact sheets, news,

policy information, and a student center.

Personhood USA

website: www.personhood.com

Personhood USA is a Christian pro-life advocacy organization that be-
lieves that personhood begins at conception. [ts website conrains exten-
sive information about the personhood movement and links to essays

and scientific studies that support personhood.
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