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In response to the following question on Facebook:

“Good morning/day to everyone! First of all, I'm Pro-Choice (NOT a troll tho, I come in peace!) 
However, my teacher gave me and a bunch of other kids an assignment where we have to defend the 
opposite of our personal view on abortion. What I'm saying is, I need some very strong arguments to 
defend the Pro-Life point of view. This counts for a pretty big chunk of my grade so please please 
PLEASE help me out! Thank you all in advance.”

Personally, the core of my pro-life belief is based on the scientific fact that a fetus is the same as any 
grown human being. We all started out as blastocysts and developed into zygotes, embryos, fetuses, 
neonates, infants, toddlers, etc. They are full members of our species, just really young ones. And 
abortions kill them. The question SHOULD be, why is it acceptable to declare these young members of
our species to be anything *other* than human beings? Why *shouldn't* they be considered people?

---It's just a clump of cells!

Sure, so are you and I. That doesn't make us non-people. The period of time when "clump of cells" 
would accurately describe the developing baby is very brief, only a few days, and even then, that's not a
reason to declare it a non-person.

---But it looks like ____! (or, you can't tell it apart from other species!)

What it looks like doesn't define what it is. It is a human organism, a member of our species, and 
should therefore be protected the same as any other person.

---But humans can walk/breathe/talk! (or, it can't survive outside the womb)

Only after a certain age, when we naturally develop those abilities. The fact that a fetus can't breathe or 
cry yet doesn't make it any less of a person, just as the fact that an infant can't walk or talk yet doesn't 
make it less of a person, just as the fact that a toddler can't use advanced moral reasoning yet doesn't 
make it less of a person.

The core of the pro-life argument is built on this foundation: ALL human organisms are people, fetuses
are human organisms, therefore, the fetus is a person. Once you accept the idea that the fetus is a 
person, other arguments for abortion fall flat, or become downright offensive.

---The mother has a right to bodily integrity.

If the fetus is a person, then it has a right to bodily integrity too. Being killed in an abortion would 
violate that right.
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---What about cases of rape and incest?

If the fetus is a person, abortion is essentially punishing it for the crimes of its father. That is 
unconscionable when applied to born people; it should be equally unthinkable in regards to the unborn. 
There's also an ongoing debate on whether abortion in these cases is actually beneficial. In cases of 
incest, especially, the abuser has a vested interest in aborting the baby in order to hide the evidence of 
abuse.

---What if the family is poor?

Raising kids in poverty is HARD. We need better support and better resources for families in poverty. 
But we don't kill people for being poor, and we shouldn't kill unborn babies for it either.

---What if the baby is disabled?

This one is a slap in the face to everyone living with disabilities. Disabilities are not a reason to kill 
people. Just as in the poverty argument, though, we do need better societal support for kids (and adults)
with medical or psychological needs.

---What if the baby is extremely disabled, and the doctor says he is incompatible with life? 

This is where we get into the arguments on euthanasia. Is it acceptable to kill people with terminal 
diagnoses, or allow them to kill themselves? Pro-lifers would say no: every life has value and dignity 
until natural death. Therefore, we should not abort terminally ill fetuses either. There is also some 
emerging research that neonatal hospice has better outcomes than abortion for the family. This option 
also allows the baby's organs to be donated, thus helping to save the lives of other sick children.

---What about miscarriages?

Some babies don't make it to term. That is a tragic loss and should be recognized as such, and mourned.
It doesn't make it acceptable to deliberately kill a fetus through abortion, any more than car accidents 
make it acceptable to deliberately run people over.

---How many kids have YOU adopted? (or, are you going to provide for those kids?)

This is tangential to the debate of whether abortion is morally acceptable, but seems to come up often. 
A firefighter doesn't have to have a care plan in place in order to save people from burning to death. 
Pro-lifers don't have to have every problem solved in order to determine that abortion is wrong. We can
(and do) work on those other problems while working to end abortion.

---What about babies in foster care?

Again, tangential. Wile there are some kids in foster care needing permanent homes, many (most?) of 
them are not available for adoption. The main function of foster care is to get kids back to their parents 
or place them with family members who can properly care for them. Meanwhile, adoption agencies that
deal with infant placements have waiting lists a mile long. Women dealing with crisis pregnancies who 
look into adoption will find family after family ready and willing to care for their babies. 



I'm sure there are more arguments that I missed, but the important point is:

A FETUS IS A PERSON!


