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Considerations on abortion 
 

My position is that societal acceptance of abortion is antithetical to our basic moral 

knowledge. There is no shortage of substantive critiques of abortion so my treatment here will be 

largely a worldview excursus on the implications of abortion: What does it indicate about a 

culture’s beliefs on children? What worldview indicators can be extracted from a tolerance or 

advocacy of abortion?  

A nation’s economic policy and financial choices reflect both their theology and 

anthropology. As Os Guinness puts it, “There is always a moment in the story of great powers 

when their own citizens become their own worst enemies—not so much in the form of 

homegrown terrorism as in the form of the citizenry thinking and living at odds with what it 

takes for the nation to thrive.”1 In democracies and democratic republics, public abortion funding 

indicates a majority cultural commitment to allocate a certain amount of its resources to the 

destruction of its own citizens. At the very least it signals a devaluation of children.2 Fairly 

recent acceptance of abortion in the West as a staple of contemporary society is a monumental 

shift from the Judeo-Christian belief that unborn humans are in fact persons. Nevertheless, data 

suggests a rise in percentage of Americans who consider themselves pro-life.3  

                                                
1 Guinness, A Free People’s Suicide, 13.  
 
2 Craig Mitchell states, “You cannot separate economics from ethics.” (CNETH 4373, Ethics and Public 

Policy, Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary, Fort Worth, Texas, January 2007). 
 
3 “The 41 percent of Americans who now identify themselves as ‘pro-choice’ is down from 47 percent last 

July and is one percentage point below the previous record low in Gallup trends, recorded in May 2009. Fifty 
percent now call themselves ‘pro-life,’ one point shy of the record high.” Ashley McGuire, “Why Americans are 
becoming more pro-life,” May 24, 2012, accessed May 7, 2017, 
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/guestvoices/post/why-americans-are-becoming-more-
prolife/2012/05/24/gJQAsqt4mU_blog.html. Also see Jeffrey H. Anderson, “Gallup: More Americans Are Pro-Life 
than Pro-Choice,” The Weekly Standard, July 2, 2013, accessed May 7, 2017, 
http://www.weeklystandard.com/gallup-more-americans-are-pro-life-than-pro-choice/article/738558.  
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I am suggesting that legalized abortion on demand is a sign of a society in conflict with 

proper moral sensibilities and fundamental self-preservation. Whether ancient Carthage or 

contemporary Italy, a population that does not value children, even for the purpose of utilitarian 

conquest, will necessarily give way to a culture that does. The plummeting birthrates of Western 

Europe may be indicative of this sort of cultural decline and loosening of moorings from a 

Christian memory that values children.4  

As in the ancient world, unborn females and the physically challenged have the most to 

lose in an abortion culture. Steve Connor reports that gender selection may account for a global 

shortfall of up to 200 million girls since 1990.5 An abortion culture is a practical war on women 

and the weak. Plato would give a standing ovation for eugenics-esque selective genetic testing 

that allows parents to deliberately weed out unborn Down Syndrome children.6 All Canaanite, 

Greco-Roman, and contemporary pragmatic rationalizations aside, the selective termination of 

females and special needs persons should grate against our essential moral sensibilities. In the 

                                                
4 “In 2015, 488,000 babies were born in Italy, the fewest since the country first unified in 1861. It has one 

of the lowest birthrates in Europe, with 1.37 children per woman, compared with a European average of 1.6, 
according to Eurostat figures.” See Gaia Pianigiani, “Italy’s ‘Fertility Day’ Call to Make Babies Arouses Anger, not 
Ardor,” New York Times, September 13, 2016, accessed June 9, 2017, 
https://www.nytimes.com/2016/09/14/world/europe/italy-births-fertility-europe.html?_r=0. Likewise, Japan’s 
population plummeted by 212,000 in 2012. Although Japan is not a Western nation it has largely adopted Western 
values post-WWII. See Masumi Suga, “Japan’s Population Falls by Record in 2012 as Births Decrease,” Bloomberg, 
January 1, 2013, accessed May 18, 2017, http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2013-01-01/japan-s-population-
falls-by-record-in-2012-as-births-decrease.  

 
5 Steve Connor, “The Lost Girls: It Seems That The Global War on Girls Has Arrived In Britain,” The 

Independent, January 14, 2014, accessed June 28, 2017, http://www.independent.co.uk/news/science/the-lost-girls-
it-seems-that-the-global-war-on-girls-has-arrived-in-britain-9059610.html. Connor notes, “In parts of India, notably 
the relatively affluent north-west states of Punjab and Haryana, the sex ratio of certain age groups is now about 1.2 
or above - meaning there are 120 boys for every 100 girls. While in some parts of China, especially those where the 
Han Chinese form the main ethnic group, sex ratios among children have reached as high as 1.4 or even 1.5 - one-
and-a half times as many boys as girls. In both these regions of the world, the vilification of girls is deeply engrained 
within some elements of the population. A Punjabi proverb, for instance, likens raising a daughter to watering your 
neighbor’s garden, while an old Chinese saying states that it is better to have one crippled son than eight healthy 
daughters.”  

 
6 Trevin Wax, “10 Questions a Pro-choice Candidate is Never Asked by the Media,” The Gospel Coalition, 

October 12, 2012, accessed May 7, 2017, https://blogs.thegospelcoalition.org/trevinwax/2012/10/24/10-questions-a-
pro-choice-candidate-is-never-asked-by-the-media/.  
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haunting words of Kevin DeYoung, “Where in the progression does our humanity begin and 

end? Where does life become valuable? When are we worth something? When do human rights 

become our rights? What if Dr. Seuss was right and a person's a person no matter how small? 

Why celebrate the right to kill what you once were? Why deny the rights of the little one who is 

what you are?”7  

The slippery slope from abortion to outright infanticide is well documented as in the 

abstract of a British Journal of Medical Ethics article: 

Abortion is largely accepted even for reasons that do not have anything to do with the 
fetus’s health. By showing that (1) both fetuses and newborns do not have the same moral 
status as actual persons, (2) the fact that both are potential persons is morally irrelevant 
and (3) adoption is not always in the best interest of actual people, the authors argue that 
what we call ‘after-birth abortion’ (killing a newborn) should be permissible in all the 
cases where abortion is, including cases where the newborn is not disabled.8  

 
David Boonin is more honest than many in the pro-abortion movement when he chillingly writes 

of his son in the foreword of his A Defense of Abortion: 

In the top drawer of my desk, I keep [a picture of my son]. This picture was taken on 
September 7, 1993, 24 weeks before he was born. The sonogram image is murky, but it 
reveals clear enough a small head tilted back slightly, and an arm raised up and bent, with 
the hand pointing back toward the face and the thumb extended out toward the mouth. 
There is no doubt in my mind that this picture, too, shows [my son] at a very early stage 
in his physical development. And there is no question that the position I defend in this 
book entails that it would have been morally permissible to end his life at this point.9 

 
To talk so calmly, yet cold-bloodedly, of executing one’s own infant is unnerving.  

                                                
7 Kevin DeYoung, “Questions for Our Pro-Abortion Friends, Church Leaders, and Politicians,” Desiring 

God, August 28, 2012, accessed May 16, 2017, http://www.desiringgod.org/blog/posts/questions-for-our-pro-
abortion-friends-church-leaders-and-politicians.  

 
8 Alberto Giubilini and Francesca Minerva, “After-Birth Abortion: Why Should the Baby Live?” Journal of 

Medical Ethics 39:5 (2012): 262. Kim LaCapria, writing for the popular website Snopes, does her utmost to discount 
the unsettling claims in the original article. The questionable academic merits of so-called Internet “experts” are 
illustrated by LaCapria’s personalized bio: “Kim LaCapria is a New York-based Content Manager, Snopes 
community member, and folklore enthusiast. She has been writing for Snopes since 2014, and never gets tired of 
unraveling urban legends. When not working, she enjoys air hockey, jjimjilbangs, and casual mermaiding.” Kim 
LaCapria, “After Birth Abortion,” Snopes, July 29, 2015, accessed May 16, 2017, http://www.snopes.com/after-
birth-abortion/, http://www.snopes.com/author/kim/.  

 
9 David Boonin, A Defense of Abortion, Cambridge Studies in Philosophy and Public Policy (New York: 

Cambridge University Press, 2003), xiv.  
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Quite possibly the strongest argument made in favor of abortion is from rape or incest. 

Yet even MIT professor Judith Jarvis Thomson, arguably one of the most influential pro-abortion 

philosophers in recent American history, argues, “Surely the question of whether you have a 

right to life at all, or how much of it you have, shouldn’t turn on the question of whether or not 

you are the product of rape.”10 In cases of abortion to save the life of the mother, Thomson 

acknowledges the Good Samaritan (or Minimally Decent Samaritan) argument: “Perhaps he 

(Jesus) was urging people to do more than is morally required of them.”11 For Thomson, the 

unborn child’s right to life should not depend on the whims of others. Instead, she claims the 

morally praiseworthy act is giving birth to an unborn child conceived in rape or incest but that 

the law should not require such self-sacrifice. That life begins at conception is as accepted in the 

scientific community as the claim that the earth is not flat.12 If life and personhood are two 

separate events then the question of when an unborn child has basic human rights requires 

herculean ethical gymnastics.  

Moreover, data suggests abortions from rape or incest account for a mere 1% of all U.S. 

abortions. So, the argument on these grounds is far more a paper tiger than a widespread health 

epidemic.13 Pro-abortion arguments are largely emotional in nature, divorced from scientific data 

and our most treasured moral beliefs that human life is intrinsically valuable and worth 

protecting.  

                                                
10 Judith Jarvis Thomson, “In Defense of Abortion,” Philosophy & Public Affairs 1, no. 1 (Fall 1971), 5. To 

punish the child for the crime of the father is morally problematic.  
 
11 Thomson, “In Defense of Abortion,” ibid.  
 
12 “The zygote is a living biological organism.” Robert E. Joyce, “Personhood and the Conception Event,” 

The New Scholasticism 52 (1978): 101.  
 
13 See Tamar Levin, “Rape and Incest: Just 1% of All Abortions,” The New York Times, October 13, 1989, 

accessed May 16, 2017, http://www.nytimes.com/1989/10/13/us/rape-and-incest-just-1-of-all-abortions.html. A 
2004 Guttmacher Institute study reported the same percentage. See Lawrence B. Finer, Lori F. Frohwirth, Lindsay 
A. Dauphinee, Susheela Singh, and Ann M. Moore, “Reasons U.S. Women Have Abortions: Quantitative and 
Qualitative Perspectives,” Guttmacher Institute 37, no. 3 (2005): 113, 
https://www.guttmacher.org/sites/default/files/pdfs/journals/3711005.pdf.  
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By and large, the acceptance of abortion is a worldview, rather than a scientific issue.14 

The data seems to suggest the vast majority of abortions are not for health reasons but personal 

convenience. Abortion on demand is quite possibly one of the greatest cultural indicators of crass 

egoism. I submit this is a focal reason why abortion has remained at the forefront of ethical and 

political debates for the past 40+ years. Here we find a plausible parallel between the ancient 

practice of child sacrifice and contemporary abortion culture: both sacrifice children for the 

benefit of adults.15 Handicapped or inconveniently timed children are not needed so they are not 

wanted.16 Even in ancient pagan human sacrifice there was still a reverence for spilling blood17 

whereas aborted children today are discarded or sold for research.18 Such measures are not 

customary for modern day Westerners but one can observe the visible emotional turmoil 

expressed by certain animal rights activists over animal mistreatment. Compared to the silence 

from many of the same groups over abortion, the so-called “respect for all life” rallying cry 

becomes radically inconsistent.19 

                                                
14 “Historically, the greatest evils in the world have occurred when those in power have made their own 

interests supreme at the expense of other human lives, and then dehumanized said human beings to justify their 
actions.” Addison Merryman, “Abortion in Worldview,” The Chronicle, March 24, 2016, accessed May 16, 2017, 
http://www.dukechronicle.com/article/2016/03/worldview-in-abortion.  

 
15 John Currid, “Abortion: Child Sacrifice Today?” Bible and Spade 25, no. 1 (Fall 2012): 13-15.  

 
16 Jessica Cole, “Unintended and Imperfect Children aren’t Unwanted,” The Federalist, September 24, 

2015, accessed May 18, 2017, http://thefederalist.com/2015/09/24/unintended-and-imperfect-children-arent-
unwanted/.  
 

17 One example is from the Mayan’s lack of distinction between human and non-human animal life: “Any 
form of death was defilement. The greater social uncleanliness came from the shedding of blood. The Maya had 
even to atone for the killing of an animal. That is why he hung up something of the animal and usually pierced his 
own tongue and/or penis and spread a few drops of his own blood over the recently killed animal. Killing an animal 
was the same as homicide, and anyone who took life and shed blood brought about social defilement; he was subject 
to tribal discipline.” Victor W. Von Hagen, World of the Maya (New York: New American Library, 1960), 102.  

 
18 Mollie Hemingway, “11 Quick Takeaways From House Hearing On Aborted Baby Parts Trafficking: 

The market for aborted baby parts is significant, growing, and operating in violation of federal law, witnesses 
testified at a House hearing,” The Federalist, April 21, 2016, accessed June 29, 2017, 
http://thefederalist.com/2016/04/21/11-quick-takeaways-from-house-hearing-on-aborted-baby-parts-trafficking/. 

 
19 Richard Berman, “Making a Pet Project of Hypocrisy: Some Animal Rights Groups Kill More Animals 

Than They Save,” The Washington Times, March 20, 2017, accessed May 27, 2017, 
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2017/mar/20/hypocrisy-of-activists/.  
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Egoism offers a precedent for practical eugenics as far as the weak and helpless is 

concerned.20 Consistently claiming to be an advocate for children while simultaneously 

supporting abortion on demand is contradictory. The ontology of abortion categorizes unborn 

children not as persons but as excess biological matter so the claim must be qualified: “Children 

who are allowed to be born have intrinsic value.” However, egoism can’t make sense of the 

category of intrinsic human value, so the egoist is unable to affirm the intrinsic value of born or 

unborn children.  

In the words of the great Austrian economist F. A. Hayek, “I doubt whether it is possible 

to overestimate the influence which ideas have in the long run.”21 Public policy inhibits or 

promotes human suffering. Take for example the economic policies of the Soviet Union, which 

caused untold devastation and suppression of basic human rights or China’s One Child policy 

culminating in a crisis of 30 million bachelors now within its borders.22  

Cavalier acceptance of abortion within professing Christian circles indicates an enormous 

post-Christian shift. It is unlikely it has not affected how we raise children. For those strongly in 

favor of abortion on demand G. K. Chesterton’s warning is fitting: “It is not bigotry to be certain 

we are right; but it is bigotry to be unable to imagine how we might possibly have gone 

                                                
20 Michael S. James, “1900 Predictions of the 20th Century,” ABC News, December 31, 2000, accessed May 

16, 2017, http://abcnews.go.com/US/story?id=89969. Carolus Duran, a French artist with the St. Louis Post-
Dispatch muses in an eerie, pre-WWII eugenics-laced absorption, “The majority of people will go from ‘hideously 
malconformed’ to beautiful … Already the present adult generation is, as a whole, more handsome than the one that 
proceeded it; and again, the children of today are a far more comely lot than those of thirty years ago. Another 
hundred years and no imperfect being will be allowed to reproduce itself and inflict upon society a spreading 
perpetuation of his taints.”  

 
21 F. A. Hayek, The Counter-Revolution of Science (Glencoe, IL.: The Free Press, 1952), 206. In Ronald 

Max Hartwell, “Capitalism and the Historians,” Essays on Hayek, ed. Fritz Machlup (London: Routledge, 2003), 73.  
 
22 “How China’s One-Child Policy Led to Forced Abortions, 30 Million Bachelors,” National Public 

Radio, February 1, 2016, accessed July 23, 2016, http://www.npr.org/2016/02/01/465124337/how-chinas-one-child-
policy-led-to-forced-abortions-30-million-bachelors. See Mei Fong, One Child: The Story of China’s Most Radical 
Experiment (New York: Houghton Mifflin Harcourt, 2016).  
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wrong.”23 

 
 
 
 

                                                
23 G. K. Chesterton, “The Catholic Church and Conversion,” The Collected Works of G. K. Chesterton, Vol. 

III (San Francisco: Ignatius Press, 1990), 70.  


