
The passage opens with the author clearly understanding his opposition’s view 
point of why abortion should be aoblished.  He begins with the traditional arguments of 
when a fetus becomes a human, a woman having the ability to make decisions over her 
own body, and then touches on the idea of a woman’s health not being a reason to 
abort.  At this point, he begins his counter argument (still keeping the opposition in 
mind), as he begins to say that a mother should not have to sit and wait for her 
impending death so as to not be labeled as a murderer.  The next claim he makes is 
that a woman has a claim to her own body and therefore should be in charge of what 
happens to it. 

His third counter argument addresses the opposition to abortion as the baby “has 
a right to life.”  He argues what this right actually means and counters the opposition 
with his own understanding.  This transitions into his fourth argument about whether or 
not the baby has a right to its mother’s body.  Interesting enough he uses the rape 
argument to discuss that the mother did not give the child (not the rapist) the right to her 
body, and so she should be able to deny the baby from accessing it.  In argument five, 
he brings morality into the call stating that just because you “should” do the decent 
thing, doesn’t mean that the baby has a right to force you to do the decent thing (in this, 
he’s talking about a violinist needing a kidney- not a baby being aborted). He then 
explains that a woman does not need to be a “Good Samaritan.”  He ends his argument 
with a very strong point that all of the above only relies on whether or not that the fetus 
is a baby; and, he claims at the very end that it is not. 


