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ABSTRACT
	This paper argues that the fetus has a right to live and that it is morally wrong to terminate a pregnancy even in the first trimester, although in some special cases, abortion becomes a necessity. Abortion is one of the most complicated issues as there has been contradictory views on whether it is the fetus or the mother who has the right to live. Most of the debate are centered around pro-life and pro-choice schools of thought. Proponents of the pro-life view argue against abortion and favor the fetus whereas most of the proponets of pro-choice view argue for the right of the mother and in her favor. This paper  generally subscribes to the pro-life’s view on abortion, with the exception that where abortion becomes the only option to save the woman’s life, the abortion must be done. The moral justification of abortion in these special circumstances will be argued using the consequentialist approach. The consequentialist theory, apart from viewing the consequences of one’s action, seeks to maximize happiness and minimize pain. The paper argues that some abortions can be morally justified so long as such process maximies the happiness of the woman and people around her. In effect, this paper seeks to prove that as much as the fetus has the right to life, in some cases, the life of the mother supersedes that of the fetus and it is important to consider these factors when morally judging the action or practice of abortion. The paper concludes  that the aftermath of not terminating these pregnancies can lead to problems in the society we live in.


BACKGROUND OF STUDY			
	There has been an increasing demand for women to be absolutely autonomous when it comes to their decision on whether or not to abort a fetus and such a right has been  legislated in most advanced countries including the United States and Canada, although there are some variations regarding the terms and conditions that guide such laws. In other countries where the Catholic and other religions dominate, abortion has been outrightly banned while in other countries, abortion rights are legally enshrined, prioritising the right of the mother to live over that of the fetus. Women have argued over time that terminating a pregnancy should be solely their right because it is their bodies and that decisions pertaining to these issues should be theirs only. With this argument, the right of the fetus has seemed to grow dimmer with a major concentration on women’s rights; some women will want to continue or terminate their pregnancies as they wish. The question that remains unsolved is, “Should a woman’s interests and wants be prioritized over that of an unborn baby?” Some arguments made in response to this question devalue the fetus’ right to live and this isue is a major concern discussed in this paper. This paper seeks to argue that although there are some instances where abortion is necessary, for instances in cases where a pregnancy endangers, threatens, and puts the mother’s life and health at risk, it is crucial that society do not devalue the rights of these fetuses because these fetuses will grow to become human beings who bring happiness to their parents and families. Put differently, this paper argues that the fetus also has the right to life and the beginning of its life is as important as its end and the fetus’ right to life should not be disrespected, except in the afore-mentioned instances where difficult decisions must be made.


STATEMENT OF PROBLEM:			
	In this paper, I argue that except in some cases where difficult choices must be made owing to potential health complications, rape or incest, and pregnancy with anomalies, the fetus has the right to live and that abortion is wrong. There have been two main opposing arguments regarding abortion – those that favor and those that oppose this practice. However, in this paper, I argue for the right of the fetus and discuss exceptional cases where abortion can be morally justified, using the consequentialist ethical approach to support my arguments. I will first discuss in detail the two opposing views to abortion and argue in detail the moral personhood of the fetus and why their rights are important. I will then examine the time period of the fetus and the features they possess in determining their eligibility for the right to life. 
To argue for the right of the fetus against mothers, we will examine the reasons why most women choose to terminate pregnancies. These reasons will be evaluated against to the reasons that have been advanced to support the fetus’s right to life. After reviewing the literature on arguments that support or oppose the practice of abortion, I will employ the consequentialist ethical theory to then argue why exceptions can be made as far as the termination of pregnancies is concerned.  Such exceptions will include instances where there are complicated health issues, rape, incest, and pregnancies with anomalies. In such instances, terminating pregnancy becomes a priority because it endangers the life of the mother and in some cases, the life of the fetus. Due to the moral complexity of this topic, it is important to approach it and defend it from a strong ethical theory to make its justification a plausible one. To understand the problem here, it is essential to examine the pattern and a review on the legalisation of abortion until now. The continuing toll of illegal abortion on the health and lives of women and their families made decriminalization a moral imperative for many in the medical, legal, and pastoral professions in America. Roe V. Wade’s appeal in court helped the legalization of abortion throughout the United States although it had already been enshrined in some states. Until then, one could imagine some of the illegal processes or ways women had to go through to have an abortion (Heather D. Boonstra,Rachel Benson Gold,Cory L. Richards,Lawrence B. Finer.). Similar circumstances contributed to the legalization of abortion in Canada when a number of women died from using unsafe abortion methods and after sequent trials, abortion was legalised. One of the influential persons who contributed in the legalization of abortion in Canada is Dr. Henry (Abortion Rights Coalition of Canada.The History of Abortion in Canada.). Although each country has its own laws that govern it, most countries have over the years come to agree to abortion in terms of legality unlike how it was tagged in the past raising lots of legal issues.
Studies have shown that legalizing abortion has been accepted in most countries because of one main factor – the loss of lives of women who hitherto used unsafe abortion methods. It has been found that women would still go to any extent to terminate pregnancies even under unsafe circumstances therefore, legalizing abortion did not encourage nor prevent women from engaging in this practice. In my opinion, a country legalizing abortion somehow decriminalizes the action but does not fully grant it moral standard where one could conclude that the action of abortion is right based on its legalization granted in the country. So, I believe there is more to legalizing abortion when considered from a moral standard viewpoint. In most countries, abortion is safely performed at established clinics and most women have access to it although countries with strong religious ties still outrightly prohibit the practice. This is to say that, over time, abortion is becoming more accepted than before when it was performed under poor circumstances. Clearly, the unsafe abortion methods and the loss of women’s lives have raised concerns and have influenced the legalization of abortion. The legalization of abortion does not permit it to be right on moral grounds and this is what this paper seeks to achieve. Although laws and ethics play a similar role in fulfilling an obligation, ethics and morality play a deeper role in helping to decide what is morally acceptable or right especially in ethical dilemmas and this goes beyond the legal obligations (Center). This paper argues, from a moral and ethical perspective, that though society may be backed by legal laws, there is another side of right and wrong which is backed by moral conduct regarding the right of the fetus.
The term “abortion” can be defined as the spontaneous expulsion of a human fetus during the first 12 weeks of gestation (Dictionary). Human beings are created in a special way and science is one of the powerful contributing factors that explains the beginning of our existence until the time of death. I draw from such explanations given by science and scientific research institutions such as the Family Research Council (FRC) to discuss this issue. The FRC argues that the right of the fetus is mostly derived from a biological basis and is linked to ethics. Arguments from science show that at “the moment when a human sperm penetrates a human ovum or egg, generally in the upper portion of the fallopian tube, a new entity comes into existence. “Zygote” is the name of the first cell formed at conception, the earliest developmental stage of the human embryo, followed by the ‘Morula’ and ‘Blastocyst’ stages”  (Cleaver 3). It further argues that the zygote is composed of human DNA and other human molecules, which make its nature a human and not any other species. There is scientific backing that, at the moment of conception, a human begins to form into stages. This is evident by how fetuses form to reach the stage where they are welcomed into the world (Cleaver 3). “This DNA includes a complete ‘design,’ guiding not only early development but even hereditary attributes that will appear in childhood and adulthood, from hair and eye colour to personality traits” (Cleaver 4). 
The scientific explanation presents a clear definition of what makes human unique and what characteristics typify humans as we grow. From the explanation provided by Cleaver, one would not be far from right to posit that fetuses are humans as they possess the characteristics that make them so. Science has shown that in the first trimester of pregnancy, the life of the unborn baby begins once it hearts starts beating. Afterwards, all essential organs including basic parts of a brain and heart begin to grow. By the twelfth week, main body parts are formed and it is called a fetus of which growth becomes important ( Dr. Leon Bullard, Dr. Paul Browne, Sarah Fellows). Also in the fetal stage, which begins at the eleventh stage of the pregnancy, the unborn baby grows and gains weight faster (Bailey). 	With this evidence, let us take another step to examine the ethical problems that arise from proponets who support abortion. First is their assertion the fetus may not be considered to be a human being yet because of its inability to possess the characteristics of an individual. However, it has been seen through scientific research and some philosophical arguments that the fetus is not of any species but that of a human and as such it grows and has a right of life, a view I subscribe to. There is an establishment made from pro-life and pro-choice proponents of the abortion that life is a process that fetus may not have reached yet so at least there is an agreement that, there is an acknowledgement of life and a future (Robert P.George and Christopher Tollefsen), (Lee), (Marquis). The mother, as a carrier of pregnancy, serves as representative for the unborn baby and can decide to terminate the pregnancy if she wants. We forget, however, that it was not the decision of the fetus to come into existence by itself. 
We can compare abortion to the case of an underage child who has been willed a property but has not come of age to inherit this property. Consequently, a representative is chosen to act on his or her behalf until the child comes of age. This illustration is similar to a mother who becomes the custodian or representative of the fetus until it is birthed into the world, but this role of the mother has been shirked for the past years because pregnant women seem to contend more for their rights and not to be held accountable or responsible for safeguading the right of the fetus to live. As seen from the afore-mentioned analogy to abortion, the fact that the child is underage does not deprive his status of inheriting his parents’ property in the future, for it is only a matter of time or process for him to do so, just as it is a process for the fetus’ journey of life into the world. Depriving the right of the fetus thus creates the picture of depriving that child, who has not yet come of age, her inheritance on grounds that he is unable to control those assets. In sum, if fetuses are of human species and not of animal species as established above with scientific research, then mothers have the moral duty to act as representatives and protectors of their fetuses until these fetuses grow fully to possess their rights. Kant’s argument of our moral obligation of duty as humans is worth mentioning at this point (Kant 12). 					
Another ethical problem that arise from proponets who support abortion concerns their reason that abortion is morally right when it comes to unplanned pregnancy and its demands on the parents. In the thinking of subscribers to this view, since parents are expected to have greater reponsibilites to children but are not ready or in a position to parent these fetuses or parents are having issues with each other, aborting the fetuses is justified (Lawrence B.Finer, Lori F.Frohwirth,Lindsay A.Dauphinee,Susheela Singh and Ann M.Moore 114-116). These reasons given are unjustfifable because the partners ignored any precautions that could have prevented them from getting pregnant, such as taking contraceptives or any of the family planning methods or ensuring they are financially-stable before they engaged in sexual relations . Such reasons also seem to serve the selfish interest of their advocaters, especially the mother. Weighing these problems at the expense of depriving an innocent fetus of its right to life looks immoral and wrong. As the popular saying goes, prevention is better than cure.  Comparing these reasons, one cannot but regard the fact that depriving life of a fetus an inconsiderate act. Why should innocent lives of fetuses be terminated just because of a mother’s right to her body and choice? The termination of the life of the fetus is more about what it does to the baby as a victim who is deprived of its experience, activities, enjoyment, and this can be applied to depriving one of the “future like ours”  (Marquis 189). Marquis argues that abortion deprives a fetus an opportunity of having a future like ours and that pregnant women’s reasons in terminating pregnancies as mentioned in the previous paragraphs render such arguments flawed. Not being ready to partake in the responsibility of becoming a parent, financial instability and the likes as mentioned above does not warrant the termination of a pregnancy and the deprivation of one’s future. The rights of a woman, as most pro-choice argue, should come with a responsibility of taking care of the fetus properly or abstaining from any act that will initate its birth,  rather than aborting them.	
Some researchers have proven that there have been opposing views between what nurses suggest and the views of their patients when it comes to abortion. This conflict of interest between what the mother wants and what the health practitioner also wants becomes an ethical problem for both parties. Between 2016 and 2017, a cross-sectional survey was conducted among a national sample of American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists Fellows and Junior Fellows who were part of the Collaborative Ambulatory Research Network; 655 out of 980 responded to this research and 34% mentioned that the most common reason for not providing medication abortion is due to their personal beliefs (Grossman, Daniel MD; Grindlay, Kate MSPH; Altshuler, Anna L. MD, MPH; Schulkin, Jay PhD 477-483). In another qualitative study by Kade et al in 2004, explored a largely unacknowledged obstacle to abortion access in Massachusetts: the unwillingness of nurses to staff abortion procedures showed that more than one-third of physician respondents reported that they had to postpone abortion services due to a lack of nurses willing to assist (Professional Ethics:in Unintended Pregnancy and Prevention Care 15), (Kade K, Kumar D, Polis C, Schaffer K.). 
“This research proves that “out of the 20 individuals who responded (87%) responded to the research, 17 were physicians and 3 were nurse managers; it was found out that over half of physician respondents believed that the unavailability or unwillingness of nurses to staff abortions is a slight or moderate problem, and nearly a quarter of physician respondents characterized it as a large or very large problem” (Kade K, Kumar D, Polis C, Schaffer K. 59-62). 
The above-mentioned quotation supports my argument that there are still some health practioners who do not agree with terminating pregnancies.
	“Nurses continue to face ethical dilemmas in reproductive health care that challenge their personal beliefs, their role as a patient advocate and their belief in and respect for patient autonomy in decision-making and right to care” (Professional Ethics:in Unintended Pregnancy and Prevention Care 15). Also, healthcare providers who are in this dilemma regarding whether to offer abortion services to a patient is also seen in African countries; it is my observation that this is due to strong religious affiliations, beliefs, and culture. Aside from my observation, a study on healthcare providers’ perception of and attitudes towards induced abortion in sub-Saharan African countries showed that 36 studies with qualitative or quantitative data from 15 different countries met the inclusion criteria of negative feelings about induced abortions (Rehnström Loi, U., Gemzell-Danielsson, K., Faxelid, E., Klingberg-Allvin, M. 12). 
	Their systematic literature review suggested that “religious convictions, beliefs about professional roles and ethics and feelings of unpreparedness frequently gave rise to dilemmas among healthcare providers responsible for the provision of abortion care in sub-Saharan Africa and Southeast Asia”. (Rehnström Loi, U., Gemzell-Danielsson, K., Faxelid, E., Klingberg-Allvin, M. 12). “The principle of respect for autonomy requires respect for the decision-making capacities of an autonomous person through noninterference with their preference and through enabling their autonomous decision-making” (Tom.L.Beauchamp 5); “the principle of non-maleficence supports a wide variety of more specific moral rules including don’t kill, don’t cause pain or suffering to others and don’t incapacitate others” (Tom L. Beauchamp and James F. Childress 154), (Tom.L.Beauchamp 7). 
	These two principles raise ethical concerns when there is a conflict of interest between the healthcare provider and the mother. Beauchamp and Childress argue out how all four principles are absolute and prima facie binding and need to be taken into consideration, meaning one cannot be more highly considered than the other or put into a hierarchy; they are all important (Tom.L.Beauchamp 2). The law may permit abortion depending on the rules of the country but one cannot ignore the complication that arises out of situations like these. As earlier mentioned, this paper seeks to justify on grounds where abortion can be morally justified; in some special circumstances, termination of pregnancy becomes a necessity. These instances include health complications that put the mother’s life on the line, mental breakdown, rape or incest, and pregnancies with anomalies.						These are some reasons why abortion becomes a necessity in the afore-mentioned special cases. Some of these childbirths could result in deformity of children which will involve financial cost and permanent suffering to the children, psychological stress, pain and suffering which takes longer time to heal. Due to the pain and suffering women go through, for instance, in the case where a woman is raped, they is a high tendency of parental neglect for these children and this situation consequently lead to making these children irresponsible when they grow. Children conceived from rape remind mothers of the constant pain of what happened to them, a sitation which normally affects their mental and emotional state. It is against this background that I argue that a woman  who had gone through this mental torture which will have a perpertual effect of her being can terminate the pregnancy. Another instance concerns  where fatal health complications are identified in the fetus, with it having a ery slim chance of survival. In such a case, the priority of the right to life should be given to the mother and the pregnancy can be terminated. 
	Finally, in this section, I present two case studies to easily explain the basis of my argument. These two case studies involve women who end up pregnant and have decided to terminate their pregnancies. Case one involves a woman who lives with her husband and has three children and is now carrying her fourth. This woman gets pregnant because she miscalculates her ovulation period and as a result of not wanting to have a fourth child, she decides to terminate it. Is this reason tangible enough to justify her having an abortion? Should she face the consequences of having to deal with a fourth baby as a result of her own mistake? Is she being selfish here? In analyzing this case, her reason to terminate her pregnancy does not justify abortion. As I had earlier argued, this woman’s reason to terminate her pregnancy is not enough to deprive an innocent fetus of its life and future. The difference here is that her pregnancy has neither developed any severe health complications which endangers her nor has she been raped or deformed. Therefore, it is wrong to terminte such a pregnancy. Let us put in mind that these reasons are only justified because their reasons are out of hands and not intended by the mother. She can justify herself from the perspective of seeing nothing wrong in terminating her pregnancy as she feels she has a right to her body and that abortion is legal. This is what I seek to argue in this paper; that the fetus has life and regardless, will grow into a human being within a specific time frame, and therefore, killing it is depriving it of her future (Marquis 189). 					 Case two involves a woman who lives with her husband and expecting her fourth child but due to health reasons, doctors have asked her to agree to abort her baby or else she will die. It is a difficult decision to make but she has to think this over with her husband and agree to it which she finally does. At the end of the day, her life is saved and she goes back to her family. In analyzing these two different cases, on whose ground can abortion be justified morally? Comparing these case studies in the afore-mentioned scenarios, the woman in case study two has a justifiable reason to terminate her pregnancy. Her reason for terminating her pregnancy was due to a condition which is out of her hands; therefore, her life must be saved. This is what this research paper seeks to achieve: abortion can be morally justified when the reason for terminating pregnancy shows that life is at stake and needs to be considered rather than having to deal with the aftermath. The aftermath could include health issues, mental breakdown, loss of life of mother or baby, and financial costs. When actions are done, responsibilities should be taken into consideration. Women who argue that they have the right to their bodies and can do whatever they wish to do with it, including terminating a pregancy often forget that these fetuses do not come into existence by themselves, whether one ignores the fact or not. These fetuses, as little as they look, have been scientifically and naturally proven to be humans and not objects that can be put aside any time. What these pro-choice supporters should rather do is to take precaution of avoiding the pregnancy in the first place. 
THE MORAL STATUS OF THE FETUS:								In this section, I argue for the right of the fetus pertaining to the issues of abortion from a philosophical standpoint but before that, I introduce the two major arguments that pertain to this right. 											The pro-life view argues that the fetus has the right to life just as any other human because life begins the moment pregnancy is confirmed and that there is the need to protect this life, a position the arguments I have been making in this paper subscribes to. In this context, the argument is based on the moral status and right of the fetus not to ignore that this is sometimes highly backed by religious views, but I argue from a philosophical standpoint. The pro-choice view on the other hand, holds that the fetus is not considered as a human and it is unfair to restrict the woman’s right to do what she wants with her body. Proponents of this view see nothing wrong with abortion. This does not disregard that sometimes there are exceptions in both the pro-life and pro-choice argument. This side of the argument is highly backed by most laws that have regarded abortion as a woman’s choice and so little or no interference should be given to women when they choose to have it (Meyers 27). With these two opposing sides, the arguments now centres mainly between the right of the mother and the right of the fetus. There are some pro-life who back abortion and pro-choice who speak against abortion and these are exceptions to the rule in every situation (Meyers 28).  
	I presented an argument as to how a fetus takes a gradual process in growing at every stage of early pregnancy. With this, they become competent human beings and qualify for moral consideration because of their active potentiality through development (Lee 25). Lee explains well that although the fetus may have not reached its stage of full human being, it is in an active process to claim that position and therefore qualifies for moral consideration. Most pro-choice base their argument on the fetus’ process of not reaching the stage of claiming right but even as full-grown human beings, there are stages to go through and this should be applied to the fetus as well. The termination of pregnancy can be wrong in the sense that getting rid of the fetus will strip a potential human being of its valuable future (Marquis 190). In other words, it will deprive mankind of the great contribution he or she may have given in the future (Meyers 122). Meyers argues this point out from the consequentialist approach as understood because he weighs the consequences of the action of abortion as a right to the greater good who will be affected by this great contribution. Let us for instance consider the case of Barck Obama, an ex-president of the United States of America. His mother’s act not to abort him has led to the greater benefits to the people. Marquis’ point also contributes to this theory because he argues that what makes abortion wrong is the fact of depriving one his future of value One could ask what we, from the other side of bad consequences of the person but is unfortunate nobody has answers to that and nobody sees the future of a being and this brings into usefulness Meyers point. One does not need to become a great person or a good person to deserve moral consideration (Meyers 124). 		
	With prediction into the future, the world will be full of only great people with the power of identifying their greatness at birth; rather just the fetus’ potentiality of growing up naturally into a person needs to be granted moral consideration (Meyers 121-122). As presented earlier on, the fetus is identified as a human species and not any other animal or property and with this, it evolves to become a human. As this process takes place, the name or human does not change into becoming another species and if this is so, the fetus has the right to moral consideration just like any other human in the society and this is also based on its potentiality (Meyers 121-122). In reference to a will placed for an underage child, the potentiality of a fetus to grow into a human being quite agrees with it. The property placed for the child will hardly change because of its legal power to remain his or hers until eligibility and this applies to the fetus as well. Its potentiality to become a full being, to possess does not change and this is a matter of time. Fetuses are at the stage of the beginning of a life where much cannot be done in terms of defending themselves but it does not mean they do not have future value and Marquis’ argument is mainly based on this future value and not now which means that depriving the status of such future simply makes killing wrong and unfair (Marquis 189-190). The same way humans have desires as they grow is the same way a fetus will grow to become what they value in the future. 		
	I argue that life is a stage of growth for the fetus and this needs to be considered morally as well, rather than ignoring arguments that advocates for fetus’ rights. There have been many arguments concerning the fetus’ inability to reason, think, and make decisions for themselves but given time and space, can fetuses perform these actions? Does that determine their eligibility of these criteria to undermine such arguments? The answer is positive because a fetus may be unable to possess all these capabilities in a given time, however they can grow to possess all these criteria and therefore, qualify to have moral rights based on these capabilities which they will inherit as they grow (Lee 11). George and Tollefsen make an interesting illustrating in explaining the fetus as a human being. As the oak tree goes through changes, their nature remains the same but will only cease to exist if it dies (Robert P.George and Christopher Tollefsen 58). This illustration has similar traits from the human species mentioned above on how fetuses remain as human species and, aside from that, do not change into any other species as they grow. Applying this to the fetus, they are considered to be human species and unless they are given the chance and time to grow without being terminated, they will demonstrate that they have the mental capabilities which qualify them to be persons (Robert P.George and Christopher Tollefsen 79).  		This argument presents to the reader that no matter the changes and stages one goes through in life, the identity of a human being does not change and will not change, but with time, one grows and develops. Through this process, the fact remains the same as human beings and with that, whether at the conception of life, the fetus remains a human and not any other species until is it deprived of living by abortion. Naturally, we are the same, whether fetus or beings, we have the same beginning and end, despite having different bodily features (Robert P.George and Christopher Tollefsen 59-60). Not to ignore the beginning of human beings, we start off as fetus and as we grow, we inherit other human capabilities which qualify us as persons, therefore, if this is not ignored and considered, the fetus should be granted moral status as it qualifies for this criterion as it grows (Robert P.George and Christopher Tollefsen 60).		
 	Finally, from the virtue ethics perspective, Lu, drawing from Hursthouse’s  ‘Beginning Lives’, argues that abortion is undeniably the cutting of a new human life. She presents justice in terms of abortion from a remarkable perspective (Lu 107). Firstly, she evaluates Thomson’s argument on the mother’s right as a priority over the fetus’ right. Lu disagrees with Thomson’s argument on rights connection to justice on behalf of the mother, but rather she links justice to the vulnerability being harmed or damaged. Drawing from Hacker Right’s insights, she argues that objective value creates a demand for a certain kind of respect or care to which we are duty-bound in justice to attend (Lu 116). She cites an example: “In other cases, like dead bodies, their value is grounded in a respect for the deceased; in any case, genuine value or status creates a demand in justice to give to them their due” (Lu 116). She continues to argue that justice is violated somehow if there is a failure of respect of value assigned. In applying this to abortion, a fetus which possesses a value comparable to an infant or adult human being in virtue of the same natural kind demands justice to be treated alike. If so, a zygote-embryo-fetus is actually a human being and fully possesses a human nature, even though it has yet to realize many of the potentialities implicit within that nature. It is still owed respect in justice (Lu 117).
ABORTION AND THE GOLDEN RULE:
	In this section, I support abortion from an easy and comprehensive perspective which is the golden rule; after establishing why the fetus needed to be granted moral status, it is important to back this argument from a practical approach to creating a strong argument. The golden rule simply says “do unto others as we do have them do unto us” (Meyers 139). This approach is very practical and helps the reader, or the one arguing view, the position of the fetus by putting him or herself in their shoes. This could also be also termed as the empathy approach. Regardless of the debate between both parties, the golden rule, if asked and applied truthfully, answers of positivity will be rarely heard and people will rather not want to have been abortion (Meyers 139-140). (Hare 208). “. If we are glad that nobody terminated the pregnancy that resulted in our birth, then we are enjoined not, ‘ceteris paribus’, to terminate any pregnancy which will result in the birth of a person having a life ‘like ours’ (Hare 208). 
	Hare uses this example, reflecting strongly on the words ‘like ours’ and ‘ceteris paribus’ and in applying to our personal life, is quite easy and simple except in cases where abortion becomes the only choice, and I mention this to reference of special circumstances listed above. The golden rule requires two conditions: the universalizability of moral judgment, which requires us to make same moral judgments in similar cases and second is the prescriptively principle which is more specifically personal and relates to moral beliefs and corresponding attitudes, preferences, and actions which returns to oneself (Hare 208-209), (Meyers 141-142). In applying this to ourselves, the idea will be, if one thinks it will be morally permissible to do a certain act to someone, then there should be a moral consent in doing the same to you (Meyers 140-141). From the perspective of the fetus, one can ask this question with much thought relating it to themselves only and giving an honest answer, hardly will anyone go back to wishing they were aborted and this can also be linked to Marquis’s “future like ours” (Marquis 190). 				
	One could think of himself in the situation of being deprived of their future and apply the question of asking if they would be happy if they were prevented from experiencing their future. In the abortion process, what is being taken away? It is a human life and the fetus’ life is cut short and they are therefore harmed in the process. Meyers notes important factors relating to the golden rule which is circumstances of the action in application to the fetus relating it to you by using the empathy approach and also considering the action from the mother’s point of view which helps in granting one a better understanding of evaluation (Meyers 144). The emphasis here is being laid on depriving the future of the fetus and what it will be like coming into existence. People may regret many times being born when faced with hardships and hard life and happiness but the point that lies here is experiencing life and future which is not based on these regrets. Bearing in mind that there are regrets when things turn sour, nobody knows one future and so allow them to live it. 				Meyers notes an allegation by most pro-choice relating to the golden rule, which says if the golden rule rules abortion as wrong, it also rules contraception and abstinence as morally wrong (Meyers 144). The difference here is clear: the process of abortion and using contraceptives are two different methods; while one puts an end to a human life that has come into existence, the other hardly puts an end to a life in existence but rather it prevents life from coming to existence than it being harmed. This paper recommends contraceptives as a preference rather than abortion, a point which will be discussed in the latter part of this paper. The difference between abortion and contraceptive as Meyer puts it is that abortion gets rid of potential people whereby contraceptive prevents possible persons, and these are two different situations (Meyers 144-145). The golden rule may be imperfect but it acknowledges one’s own personal view which gives a truthful opinion in a very practical way. It is very useful in determining one’s opinion on the case of abortion.
MAIN ARGUMENTS 										In this section, I argue for abortion, analyzing arguments that have been raised for and against it on philosophical grounds. I will use quite a few literature reviews that touch on abortion, either for or against, and analyze the strength and weakness of these arguments as against my arguments, and these include: “Why Abortion Is Immoral” by Donald Marquis (1989), “Embryo – A Defence of Human Life” by Robert T. George and Christopher Tollefsen (2008), “Abortion & Unborn Human Life” by Patrick Lee (2010), “A defence of abortion” addressed by Judith Jarvis Thomson, Sherwin, S. (1991; Abortion through a Feminist Ethics Lens (1991) and a defence of Abortion by David Boonin(2002); these will help me build my main arguments and I choose these theories because of its known contribution in this field. 	First, I will begin with Marquis’s perspective; Marquis’s point of view clears away all pending and unsolvable arguments regarding the right of the fetus and clearly argues that abortion is morally wrong because it deprives the fetus of a “future like ours” (Marquis 189). “The loss of one's life deprives one of all the experiences, activities, projects, and enjoyments that would otherwise have constituted one's future. Therefore, killing someone is wrong, primarily because the killing inflicts one of the greatest possible losses on the victim” (Marquis 189). Here, Marquis makes a strong argument on what makes killing simply wrong based on possible losses of future like ours and he compares this to individual’s future of what we would have been deprived of if our future was devalued and eliminated. With this, one can have a better understanding of the future value and how terminating a pregnancy makes abortion wrong. This argument has nothing to do with one’s qualification of life but has to do with one’s future value that we all uphold (Marquis 190). “When I am killed, I am deprived both of what I now value which would have been part of my future personal life, but also what I would come to value” (Marquis 190). He takes into consideration the deprivation of future life seriously as he uses that to argue that it simply makes killing wrong and not the right one has as a fetus. This is what I call the importance of valuing one’s future and the respect that it is owed. Therefore, if one is killed, he or she is deprived of this future value and the infliction from this loss is ultimately what makes killing prima facie seriously wrong; the loss of one’s future (Marquis 190). I side with Marquis’s argument that what makes killing wrong is simply what it does to that particular thing and what does terminating a pregnancy do? It simply puts an end of life to the fetus who has a future of a human being (Marquis 190). 	
	He supports his claims with two points: the fact that killing is simply wrong because it deprives the victim more than any other crime which is true and evident. When one’s life is put to an end, there is no going back and there is nothing ahead of him or her to live, he or she is simply deprived of the future. (Marquis 190-191). He compares killing to cancer or AIDS patients. He argues that what makes dying a bad thing for them is the deprivation of the future they get to live and experience due to their illness is what makes their premature death a bad thing for them (Marquis 190). In applying this to abortion, the procedure involves putting an end to human life or to counter-arguments from the other side, let me call it a human species, which still grows into a human being. I agree with Marquis because ‘killing’ here is simply wrong because the fetus which will grow to become a human being is deprived of their future experiences just like any of us and their premature death becomes a bad thing for them. “The account of the wrongness of killing defended in this essay does straightforwardly entail that it is prima facie seriously wrong to kill children and infants, for we do presume that they have futures of value” (Marquis 191). This argument is highly noticeable and prevents the problems of who is a human being or not. Clearly, if most pro-choice argue against the fetus right to life, at least they can accept the fact that they have a future like ours which is valuable and can hardly be doubtful. This makes depriving of such future morally wrong (Marquis 190).		The second theory to review, is Abortion & Unborn Human Life by Patrick Lee; he argues from a philosophical perspective regarding the moral justification of abortion. He starts by saying that intentionally killing an innocent person is always morally wrong, abortion is the intentional killing of an innocent person and this makes abortion morally wrong (Lee 1). He argues against Tooley’s argument of the fetus as a non-person because there is a difference between an active and passive potentiality, and the fetus possesses a high active potentiality. These fetuses, within a given frame of time, will come to fully possess their human characteristics (Lee 25). “The human embryo or fetus is a living being and so has active potentialities that distinguish it from nonliving beings” (Lee 25). Lee argues that these human embryos or fetuses have the active potentiality to perform higher mental acts within a given time and distinguishes it from a canine embryo or fetus (Lee 25). In this way, there are unique characteristics to the human embryo or fetus that assure them of performing higher mental acts of which these canine embryones can never have, and this is important to note. With time, if they will be able to exercise these abilities, then these competent human beings qualify for moral consideration based on their active potentiality to develop into persons (Lee 25-26). 	These potentialities for higher mental states are of ethical significance, not because they, themselves, are only intrinsically valuable entities but because entities which have such potentialities are intrinsically valuable (Lee 27-28). To understand better, fetuses carry these active potentials which qualify them as persons after they are birthed and grow within this specific time. Therefore, their active potentialities are valuable from the time they begin to exist naturally and qualify for moral consideration. Lee makes an important distinction between fetuses and human beings as the difference in the degree of development and not differences in kind (Lee 51). He also establishes his arguments that the fetus has the potential of exhibiting these features of a human being and for this kind, it is of no doubt that they are human species. Together with this point, one can come to understand that there are different stages in the growth of human beings as Lee shows here, but not in kind, for fetuses are the same kind of humans and carry active potentiality and hence can be considered enough for moral significance. 
	In their book, Defence of Human Life, Robert and Tollefsen, from a scientific and philosophical perspective, they give an illustration of the oak tree which only ceases to exist when it dies (Robert P.George and Christopher Tollefsen 59). Just like the oak tree goes through many changes, the fetus does the same by growing in many stages of life but its growth does not change, it matures as a human being within a given time. This illustration agrees with Lee’s degree of development stage as mentioned above. They focus on the properties that give the fetus an identity and for them, as time catches up, the fetus becomes a human being; this point directs one to regard the essence of the nature of a human being. They argue that as humans, we are part of an animal class but aside that, what distinguishes us from other species is our mental capabilities, and even when they are not activated, will cease to be a person only when we die as compared to the oak tree (Robert P.George and Christopher Tollefsen 79-81). Just as Lee argues out on the active potentiality of the fetus, George and Tollefsen make a similar argument that a fetus found in the class and family of human species will inherit these mental capabilities and other features when given the opportunity to grow; this the fetus deserves to be granted moral respect (Robert P.George and Christopher Tollefsen 79). They also point out the characteristics that distinct or qualifies us as human beings; this is the ability to reason and think critically, the ability to choose, and the power to make decisions by reasoning (Robert P.George and Christopher Tollefsen 60). These are characteristics that the human embryo or fetus has the ability to possess with time, which needs to be considered; and so these stages of growth, just as the fetus goes through, does not deprive it of their human nature and identity, they are stages in life just as Lee argues.					Sherwin defends abortion from the feminist ethics lens; she gives some reasons for terminating a pregnancy due to sickness, rape, financial difficulties, psychological problems, or means to escape conditions of property (Sherwin 329). She argues that a woman is the best person to judge the situation of her pregnancy because only she will be able to weigh all the relevant factors. Most feminists reject attempts to offer any general abstract rules for determining when abortion is morally justified (Sherwin 329). Some of the reasons Sherwin advances for a woman to have an abortion may be morally justified but I tend to disagree with her in a few areas she points to. In agreeing with her, I side with her reason for a woman not wanting to bring forth a child into the world to face pain as a result of she being raped or being a victim of incest. I agree with her because the cause of this pregnancy is out of her hands and it is hardly her fault of finding herself in this circumstance. Aside from rape, Sherwin further mentions that the fetus may have serious defects with serious chromosomal anomalies (Sherwin 329). Looking at some of the reasons she provides, they tend to agree with my reasons and in these circumstances, women have no choice but to terminate these pregnancies considering the consequences. However, there are some reasons she gives which I tend to disagree with. One of these is the reason that having a child will interrupt the mother’s plans for life and career opportunities, due to poverty and hardships. As I argued earlier, it is hardly the choice of these fetuses to come into the world and I disagree when they are seen to be a distraction to life when born. Proper planning and taking precautions could have been taken on the part of the mother, a point I will elaborate more on.		There is an argument that one cannot rely on contraceptives but these same women are too careful and make deliberate preparations in avoiding pregnancies when they do not want to have babies and that I regard as unfair. She goes on to argue that women must be given the sole responsibility in judging whether abortion is the appropriate response to her circumstance but Sherwin herself, accepts that a woman might make a mistake in her moral judgement on the matter (Sherwin 329). This can be true because a woman might regret her decision concerning abortion. Also a critique is borrowed from Keith who supports Sherwin’s analogy but gives a fair critique of her analysis. “Sherwin's suggestion that antiabortionists have an agenda which includes keeping women dependent on men is therefore unnecessary and inflammatory” (Burgess-Jackson 152). From where she argues, Sherwin’s argument of women seen to be oppressed by men should not be dependent or blamed on men; “the issue is whether oppression exists, and that can be resolved independently of ascertaining anyone's motives” (Burgess-Jackson 152). Yes, there may be an agreement that some antiabortionists are motivated by a desire to maintain women's dependence on men, but it is morally despicable because the presence of such a motive is not important to whether women are oppressed or not, it does no good to make such accusation (Burgess-Jackson 152).					
	 Judith Thomson’s Defence of abortion has been used by most pro-choice abortionist defenders. In analyzing Thomson’s argument, she begins by agreeing to grant the fetus the right to life but analyses this from a different view of the moral duty (Jarvis 48) I am tempted to accept Thomson’s defence of abortion mainly because of the linkage of terminating abortion due to rape which is one of the circumstances by which I justify that abortion could be acceptable. Thomson assumes that the fetus has a right and even if that right is regarded, it does not permit the fetus’ right to continue to use the woman’s body as life support (Jarvis 48-49). As I said, although I am tempted to justify this example, for the instance, of rape, it becomes difficult to apply it to mere reasons like financial difficulties, not being ready to take care of a child, curbing the number of children, and the likes. This is because apart from rape, most pregnancies come up due to one’s voluntary action and if this is so, one should bear the responsibility of granting care to that fetus since they did not come into existence by themselves; unless there are health complications where abortion becomes a necessity. This makes Thomson’s article useful in some cases and not useful in other cases. To say so, her theory lacks general application of principle and is quite selective in certain circumstances which are not quite justifiable. Lastly, Thomson’s theory has similar ideas of autonomy to Sherwin’s which undermines third party opinion, leaving only the woman room to decide what is best for her which can be tricky because she overlooks the potentiality of the fetus and the opinion of partners who will want to have their babies born. Even so, some pregnant women find it hard to make choices and might seek opinions of close relatives just as we sometimes do when we need help with making decisions.  			
	My last analysis will be based on: A Defence of Abortion by David Boonin. As a summary, Boonin defends abortion as morally acceptable on the premises that there is a difference between the fetus and its post-natal being although they are one person; therefore, it would be more morally permissible to terminate a pregnancy at that early stage than when the child is grown or has developed into what he calls its post-natal being. He does this by comparing it to his son’s early and present. His major argument is that anti-abortionists fail to support two claims that are important in justifying the impermissibility of abortion based on the fetus having a right to life (Boonin 37-40) (Beckwith 179). These claims are that the fetus has a right to life and if the fetus has a right to life, abortion is impermissible (Boonin 282), (Beckwith 179) and for Boonin, these claims are baseless. 
	One critique to Boonin’s argument comes from where he argues strongly that anti-abortionists confuse themselves as to when conception begins, but what he also fails to acknowledge is that although there might be misconceptions at the stage of the beginning of life, the embryo or fetus is still a whole organism with some capabilities and properties that come together to function as a whole being within a time frame (Beckwith 181). “It seems to me that Boonin commits the fallacy of the beard: just because I cannot tell you when stubble ends and a beard begins, this does not mean that I cannot distinguish bearded faces from clean-shaven ones” (Beckwith 181). A second critique also looks at how Boonin devalues the beginning of human life, he argues that, in the beginning, the fetus can be aborted because it lacks its post-natal being characteristics and therefore, its potentiality is not a solid ground to fight for its right. What does it mean or where do we go when the beginning of life is not upheld respectfully or given moral consideration? This is commonly unfair then. 
JUSTIFICATION OF ABORTION IN SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES			
	This section provides a detailed discussion of the justification of abortion in special circumstances like health complications, rape or incest, pregnancies with anomalies, and pregnancies with severe fetal deformities. Prior to that, religious views that oppose these arguments need to be examined to complete my argument. I respect the fetus’s right to life but in these exceptional cases, the right of the mother should be considered in order to avoid any future grave effects on both mother and unborn baby. As I have noted in my earlier sections, these reasons need to be examined as it is important to remember that these reasons may become difficult to be controlled, which is why abortion becomes a priority and a possibility. 
RELIGIOUS VIEWS  									Some religions, especially the Catholic religion, have made it difficult to assess these special circumstances because they make their argument rigid and have no exceptions to it especially related to the catholic views. But all the same, should a woman who was forced against her will have to suffer to bring up a child who constantly reminds her of pain, or should the health of a mother be put on hold, even if her life is in critical condition? The instances surrounding abortion have a higher influence to morally judge the issue which is mainly considering reasons that need to be critically accessed. The justification of abortion in circumstances like these does not also approve that every abortion is right because with two scenarios compared in the above section if every woman was to terminate her pregnancy, who will be counted as the future generation in the name of social and economic reasons to control the population? Marquis argues that taking the life of a fetus involves taking away the future; that is why I highlight these cases as exceptional. There are still couples who go to adoption agencies to adopt children since they cannot have children biologically. For this reason, women who complain of financial resources could resort to adoption rather than justifying their reason for terminating pregnancies. According to the Pew Research Center, some religions may accept abortion in terms of complications to the fetus or to the mother’s life, or in instances of rape or incest. These include the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, the Episcopal Church, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, Hinduism, and Islam. 		
	Most of these churches may have their grounds where abortion could be permissible which quite agree with the argument that is being made in this research paper, except that the Catholic Church bans abortion outright, even in the case of health complications. The views of the Catholic Church could be right except where abortion could be permissible in certain circumstances; I disagree with their strict policies. The New York Times stated a concerning comment made by the Pope which reads “Pope Francis Says Abortion, Even of a Sick Fetus, Is like Hiring a ‘Hitman”. Comments like these raise issues because assessing the aftermath of these complicated issues raises other serious problems if not considered. Certain religions raise moral objections to terminating a pregnancy by induced abortion. Devout women who face an unwanted or untenable pregnancy may experience considerable difficulty in weighing their courses of action. Women may also face strenuous religious or moral objections from their spouses and family members (Marecek J.,Macleod C & Hoggart L).
	Marecek et al argue that when religion sets in a way where it lays rules against abortion, it becomes very difficult and a strong factor in making a decision to terminate a pregnancy. This is one factor that makes it difficult for women, especially devout Christians, and they become confused when their pregnancies are related to health issues and other complicated reasons. Jeanne argues about how some Catholic churches go against abortion and artificial contraceptive use and do not only go against these practices but have tried to campaign against them. Their aim of campaigning is to influence the local and national electoral politics, which is why some countries with major Catholic populations, like Malta, Chile, and others have not permitted abortion in their domain. 
	Rebecca Todd Peters makes some important argument in her “A Progressive Christian Argument for Reproductive Justice”. She lamets how society does not give women the full responsibility in answering questions in regard to unwanted, unplanned, or risky pregnancies. She acknowledges that Christianity is a major factor in shaping many of our cultural norms, a view I share with her because some of the choices we make as individuals are strongly being influenced by the religion we find ourselves in. That is how possible complicated decisions arise when women find themselves in complicated pregnancies, which is why she argues in her book that abortion is a morally good decision in some cases (Todd). A Jehovah’s witnesses member will refuse blood infusion because her religion speaks against it and will prefer to die; this is how strong people’s religion influences their actions.
MORAL JUSTIFICATION OF ABORTION							To justify the circumstances of these abortion cases, we will use the consequentialism theory which is a utilitarianism approach and which focuses on the consequences of the action and what will benefit such effects have at the end on the greater number. Some philosophers who have contributed to the consequentialist approach include Jeremy Bentham, J.S Mill Henry Sidgwick, and Singer. The next issue at hand is to examine factors and on what grounds abortion can be morally justified and I will first, examine it in the issue of health complications. Before that, I will like to involve one article that revolves around this issue and it is was sourced from the ABC news website. Problems emerged in a catholic affiliated hospital as a result of an abortion performed on a woman at a point of life and death of a mother. Due to the abortion, a nun was stripped of her title and the hospital lost their affiliation with a catholic church.		This issue raised a lot of ethical and social issues although the doctors of the hospital assured the public that they did what was best in the interest of the mother and that was saving her life with no regrets. “Utility or the Greatest Happiness Principle holds that actions are right in proportion as they tend to promote happiness, wrong as they tend to produce the reverse of happiness. By happiness is intended pleasure and the absence of pain; by unhappiness, pain and the privation of pleasure” (Mill 55). This theory discusses the greatest happiness principle and in applying this to the issues of complicated health problems of the mother, one can examine the outcome of the action of saving the mother or fetus that will bring pleasure or pain. In analyzing the situation, the outcome of it should be weighed, especially when the mother has a family and friends to return to, and even more when she already has, for example, two children. The life of the mother becomes a priority because she has less control over the problem and it was not her intention to terminate her pregnancy but this arose due to health complications along the line. “An act is right if and only if the act results at least as much overall well-being as any act that the agent could have performed” (Smart 125). This act utilitarianism supports the above problem in terms of the well-being of the mother and this when weighed, will bring pleasure instead of pain.
	The second is a pregnancy resulting from rape. To begin with, we can look at some of the effects of rape that results in pregnancy. Apart from the physical abuse and pain one goes through as a result of rape, serious effects of rape emerge more from the emotional and psychological side. “Rape may result in vaginal or rectal injury, sexually-transmitted infections, and pregnancy. In the immediate aftermath of a sexual assault, the survivor may report a variety of psychological responses, including acute stress reactions, emotional detachment, and sleep disturbances. Other adverse emotional and psychological consequences include self-blame, difficulties in social and work adjustment and sexual functioning, fear, anxiety, depression, and PTSD” (Chaudhury 3). 
	The aftermath of rape is very devastating, and is worse if it results in the victim getting pregnant. Let us consider this scenario: Melinda is gang-raped and is it less likely that these rapists used a condom which is likely to result in pregnancy. She is yet to deal with the emotional, psychological, and physical side effects of what happened to her because of all these. One could imagine the type of environment this child could grow from and knowing the story of his or her conception. In this instance, Melinda could justify terminating her pregnancy by doing what will bring about the best consequences, not forgetting the mental breakdown she could also go through. In applying the act utilitarianism, Melinda ought to do what will promote her well-being and those around her. Whatever choices she makes concerning her pregnancy will have an effect on her, the people around her, and even the child she could bring into this world. One could analyze it from the fetus position that it is innocent but still, the rape victim has less control over what happened to her, and in weighing the consequences, abortion could be an option if that promotes happiness and reduces pain.	Lastly, I will look at the issues of abortion that are due to anomalies and severe deformities which could affect the fetus. A case in point is when, a couple is expecting their second child but the doctor detects a fetal anomaly and lays down the option of terminating the pregnancy. The couple returns to the hospital, having made the difficult decision to terminate the pregnancy, after weighing their options. This choice is mostly influenced by analyzing the pain this baby will go through after birth. This still implies taking a decision that will produce the best results. There have been many instances where doctors have detected problems during pregnancy, leading to the endangerment of the fetus. It has been argued in the above section that the potentiality of the fetus within frame time of pregnancy, and this section looks at the consequences of the action of not terminating pregnancies with anomalies and severe fetal deformities; Singer looks at the consequences in such situation. Singer argues that pregnancies, when planned bring joy to parents and there is a connection that is established through the journey. But what happens when abnormalities or severe fetal deformities are detected along the way? (Singer). 
	“Birth abnormalities vary, of course, some are trivial and have little effect on the child or its parents, but others turn the normally joyful event of birth into a threat to the happiness of the parents, and any other children they may have” (Singer 183). Some of these anomalies in serious cases are worst and bring nothing but pain to the children. An example is spina bifida which will permanently paralyze its victims, mostly children, from the waist down and make them lack control of their bowels or bladder; “Some doctors closely connected with children suffering from severe spina bifida believe that the lives of the worst affected children are so miserable that it is wrong to resort to surgery to keep them alive” (Singer 184). This example is real and the suffering these children go through when born is very severe as Singer argues. Also, due to the love and relationship the parents have come to establish, it makes it even worse is how they feel towards these children. “When the life of an infant will be so miserable as not to be worth living, from the internal perspective of the being who will lead that life, both the prior existence and the total version of utilitarianism entail that, if there are no extrinsic reasons for keeping the infant alive, like the parents’ feelings, it is better that the child should be helped to die without further suffering” (Singer 184). The utilitarian approach justifies terminating such pregnancies to minimize pain on both ends and weighing consequences in these circumstances; one has to look at what will benefit the well-being of the overall. These exceptions as said leave little or no room for many options making abortion a necessity.
EXPERIENCES OF WOMEN’S ABORTION BASED ON SURVEY
	This section looks at some experiences of women who have had abortions during several instances and describes what it feels like after a period of time. Most times, we are more concentrated on the right of the mother and fetus, who deserves more, but examining the effects of abortion on these women needs to be considered. When this is assessed, it sometimes influences the actions of the women in choosing to abort or not. 
“The following are the reasons for the so called distress given by women, as reflected in the reports filed by the abortion centres: no desire for children (16%); the woman feels too young (12%); her family is already complete (10%); the woman is a student (9%); and lastly, financial problems (8%)” (Pouliquen 1).
This research was based more in France and Belgium; looking at some of these effects, she mentions some as depression, anxiety, guilt, and relationship with partners or family (Pouliquen 3). All these effects vary from one woman to the other to the extent of these effects. She describes these effects, for instance, in the case of guilt, one can feel guilty in the sense of natural law of not killing and this is regardless of any philosophical argument. In the case of anxiety and depression, one could experience eating disorders, loss of self-esteem, and the fear of one not getting pregnant again (Pouliquen 4). She mentions the fact that some women, after having an abortion, do not want to return to the place of service as they want nothing to do with the place; I find as having to do with guilt.			
	Another research here involves studies in the United States and the United Kingdom. Several studies were also reported from Scandinavia, Sweden, Norway, and Denmark, as well as studies and reviews from Australia and New Zealand. A few studies were reported from Ireland, the Czech Republic, and Russia (Fine-Davis 10). This research has a lot of reports on different types of women in age, background, and culture from different researchers in different years ranging from old to new, and I will mention some of the negative outcomes from the following years to support my arguments that there are negative effects associated with abortion. This research is based on the following authors in 2002: Thorp, Hartmann and Shadigian. They observed an increased risk of depression or emotional problems after abortion in certain sub-groups. (Fine-Davis 18). Another study by Cozzarrelli, Karrasch, Sumer, and Major followed studies on abortion on relationships and found that less supportive partners and weaker relationships were more likely to result in abortion (Fine-Davis 17) but with positive relationships, there was less harm. 
	The research also finds that some women with abnormal fetal deformity pregnancies went through depression, grief, and a sense of failure. These studies show even abortions from intentional means to save the mother have effects in the long run. This is to say that, the abortion process might be legal but it still comes with implications and effects on women, whether intended or not. The best way to avoid such complications is through the use of contraceptives and adoption procedures. These are explained in my next chapter, but to conclude this section, examining these factors will help one to consider available options that are better than abortion to avoid these effects. 			


POSSIBLE OPTIONS 
	This section looks at possible options pregnant women could resort to, rather than abortion. My first recommendation is the use of contraceptives to avoid unintended pregnancies. Contraceptives may not be a one hundred per cent effective in avoiding pregnancy, but they help prevent unintended pregnancies. I say this because most solutions to problems do not produce absolute results. If contraceptives can be affordable, accessible, and available, people could get easier access to this more than to terminating pregnancies, and life to be precise. “The FDA has approved a wide range of contraceptive methods for preventing unintended pregnancy. Most of these methods, if used perfectly, would have negligible failure rates” (Megan L. Kavanaugh and Ragnar M. Anderson 6). This article shows the use of contraceptives has led to a decline in unintended pregnancies and abortions meaning, this method can help prevent abortion as it is likely to avoid unintended pregnancies. “The induced abortion rate fell from 29 per 1,000 women in 1982 to 19 per 1,000 in 2007” (Megan L. Kavanaugh and Ragnar M. Anderson 6). There have been concerns about slips in the use of contraceptives but all the same, these methods are better than abortion and if taken into proper consideration a couple who does not intend to get pregnant at a period of given time can sought to these methods. 
	Apart from situations where women are forced against their will, the use of contraceptives seems better than abortion. Research in this article reports the success of contraceptives in the decline of unintended pregnancies. “Increased contraceptive use was responsible for 77% of the sharp decline in pregnancy among 15–17-year-olds between 1995 and 2002” (Megan L. Kavanaugh and Ragnar M. Anderson 7). From this article’s research, contraceptives may be the best option for unintended pregnancies as they are the major cause of abortion; also it seems to be safer than abortion. 
	Adoption is another option pregnant women who have unplanned pregnancies can resort to, rather than resorting to abortion. “Adoption is the process in which adults, usually permanently, but also temporarily, care for a child that is not their biological child” (Prarthana Franklin-Luther and Anthony A. Volk 2). Adoption leads to an increased chance of survival of children without parents and the chance of being future heirs to their adoptive parents’ resources are high (Prarthana Franklin-Luther and Anthony A. Volk). In my little world, I have found myself with friends who were adopted at a younger age and have been loved by their adoptive parents, nurtured, and have grown to be responsible children and citizens. Again, not to say that these processes are easy to come by or are 100 per-cent successful; thye could be considered safer than abortion. This method is better because it gives other parents who are not able to birth biologically a chance to experience what parenthood is. Artificial insemination has been one evolving method of birthing out children but it is quite expensive. This is to recommend that there are processes in avoiding abortion if one wants, either before pregnancy or after pregnancy, and these can be considered. Apart from giving other parents the joy of parenthood, adoption may be a chance to see one’s children again in the future if the opportunity arises. There have been many children who, after growing up as responsible citizens, go back to look for their parents and are happy after seeing each other. This is more like life giving you another chance. This is just to emphasize that these options are available as substitutes for abortion and should be critically thought about before pne considers aborting or terminating the life of a fetus. 
CONCLUSION
	Abortion, being one of the most sensitive and debated issues, involves the right of both the mother and the fetus. The fact that the fetus lacks the capabilities to defend itself does not mean its rights should be trampled on. In the same way, the mother’s life should be considered as a priority when her life is endangered as a result of pregnancy, especially in the cases that have been justified in this paper. Children, like their mothers, are wonderful creatures and this paper does not seek to undermine the importance or the role of women in the situation or circumstance of abortion it is only seeking for the right and the life of the fetus not to be devalued because they are beings like us and not any other species. The act of ending one’s life cannot be ignored but needs to be addressed. Both contemplations made by both Pro-life and Pro-choice at least agree that fetuses are originated from the human life and life is also regarded; when given a specific time to grow, fetuses become human beings capable of other things and therefore, they should be given moral consideration. The beginning of life should be respected just as the end is.
	Reasoning is an important factor to consider in evaluating whether abortion is right or wrong and in my opinion, these reasons are not just any reasons. In this paper, I have assessed both sides of the arguments of abortion and I have given my opinion that not every cause to terminate a pregnancy is right, but only in a few exceptional cases. Every unborn baby is a potential being with an untold future and this future must be held valuable. Given a time period, fetuses grow to become human just like us and one cannot dispute the fact that they are human species and not objects; therefore, regarding the fetus’s right to live is important. In every rule, there are exceptions, and so is with abortion where certain circumstances leave no room for mothers but to terminate their pregnancy to save the lives of women. Reasons that impede women to give birth when thought about it thoroughly, can have other options as listed above rather than putting an end to the life of these fetuses.
	Although I regard the right of the fetus, certain circumstances mentioned in this paper could result in complicated pregnancies which is why it is necessary to consider the health of a mother when such complications arise; here abortion can be justified as morally right. Not just to consider the health of the mother but to look at the permanent defects a baby could also suffer, abortion could be justified as morally right through the consequentialist approach. Nobody can blame a woman if she is raped and the outcome results in having a child. Her state could be considered, one could imagine the thoughts one goes through after this experience and the implications it renders, for example. Some victims even consider suicide as a result of abortion, let alone having the child. On this level, actions could also be weighed and abortion could be justified as morally right. I conclude that there are exceptions to every rule and that abortion can be morally justified considering the consequences attached to these cases. 	
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