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ABSTRACT

Abortion is one of the most controversial issueswaised in the contemporary engagement in appliededical
ethics though legally it is not permitted. Thiqisss also closely linked with human rights isseeduse human beings have
a right to life. It is also connected with the debaver the identification of fetus with human lgsinOne thing very clear is
that it is morally or legally wrong to eliminate eis life or to disturb the situation that will beme a living organism. The
right to exist whether living or non-living is alsmother fundamental moral issue. No one has tji# ib violate the right of
others. The violation of one’s right whether lemisite or illegitimate within a social structure oiséate system is legally as
well as morally wrong. The present paper attemptaake an understanding of the issue of abortiomfthe perspectives of
moral ground vis a vis the violation of human righthe term abortion is usually connected with enan act that disturbed
a biological natural process. It is called a preme termination of pregnancy. In the medical maranmunity, they used
the word evacuation, instead of abortion, whichidkie neutral. Some philosophers define the wonttadn as termination
of unborn life. This view is subject to criticisrorh the standpoint of debate on the beginningef rhe termination of life or
the disturbance of the biological process can beuaed in two ways. One is spontaneous and andtiderced. The former
is seen when there is malfunctioning of the natpratess take an example of miscarriage and thex leis happened when
some external agent disturbs the process with redijectives. The moral issue involves in theoheiny way of terminating

the life considering the motives behind the actalsd determining the motives of the actors becameral dilemma.

KEYWORDS: Identification of Fetus with Human Beings, Termioatof Unborn Life, Malfunctioning of the Natural

Process

INTRODUCTION

The ethical issue related with this is whether tiboris ethically permissible or not; an act of ghom is ethically
right or wrong; is abortion tantamount to act dfitkg; and are we allow to exercising one’s riglyt \dolating somebody
right. To resolve this ethical problem we have stem different arguments representing their own gsnOne group is
represented by anti-abortionist and the other greppesented by pro-choicers.

The anti-abortionists advanced their argumentstbicad consideration of saving the life, so as twoencourage
the act of abortion. Anti-abortionists like, Dan{&llahan, R. M. Hare, and Joel Feinberg estaldisheir position against

abortion based on the ethical attitude towardduhee life of the potential fetus. Daniel Callahsays:

| I mpact Factor (JCC): 3.7985 - Thisarticle can be downloaded from www.impactjournals.us




[ 192 L. Bishwanth Sharma

“Abortion is an act of killing, the violent, dirediestruction of potential human life, already ie ffrocess of devel-
opment. It is the destruction of an important aatbable form of life. Its value and its potentialdre not dependent upon
the attitude of the woman toward it; it grows bg/d@twn biological dynamism and has a genetic anghudogical potential

distinct from that of the woman.” (Daniel Callahd987:26)

John Noonan also supports the above position obhotrtion standpoint. He says that the fundamemiaktion in
the long history of abortion is, How do you detasenthe humanity of a being? (John Noonan, 1967:H25argument on

anti-abortion is based on the Roman Catholic Chusehwrites:

“It is wrong to kill humans, however poor, weakfeteseless, and lacking in opportunity to develagrthotential
they may be. It is therefore morally wrong to Wllafrans. Similarly, it is morally wrong to kill aembryo.” (Noonan,
1968:134)

The above anti-abortionist arguments based on thality of saving one’s life considering the fetlso has the
same right as an adult human being. It is a sinaitrof killing. Thus, it should be not only mosaimpermissible but also
legally restricted. One the other side some phpbsos have raised their voices against the antitiabgst arguments. They
think that the moral status of abortion can be lke&sbby rational means. Mary Anne Warren triesationalize the act of
abortion considering the social, political and emoit factors of the individual who is involved imetcase. Warren criticizes
Noonan for his failure to show that whatever isegerally human is also morally human. So the fesume not deserved to
ascribe the rights to life. She attempts to refotestandard anti-abortion arguments that fetusefiaman beings and they

have the right to lifeequal to that of any othenladuman being. She writes:

“Advocates of a right to choose abortion pointhte terrible consequences of prohibiting it, espcrehile contra-
ception is still unreliable, and is financially lwey the reach of much of the world’s populationnHiteds of thousands of
women die each year from illegal abortion, and nmraoye suffer from complications that may leave thejured or infertile.
Women who are poor, underage, disable, or otherwibeerable, suffer most from the absence of safelagal abortion.”

(Mary Anne Warren, 2009:187)

Another pro-abortionist thinker Judith Jarvis Thomslso puts that abortion is permissible in aetgrof cases
in which the mother’s life is not threatened. Heguanent is based on the loopholes of the anti-aiost argument. She
criticizes the argument on the becoming of a hub®&ing from the conception through birth into chddl is a continuous
process. The conclusion drawn from the potentialitiife in the fetus to the actuality of life hang a right to safeguard and
exist without any external interference is not &adrong logical foundation. She maintains thailaimthings might be said
about the development of an acorn into an oak &eé,it does not follow that acorns are an oak e¢hat we had better

say they are. Arguments of this form are calle@pfsry slope arguments”. (Warren, 2009:167)

Considering the above debate over the moral joatifin of the human act like abortion, | furtheingd the debate

from the perspectives of feminist standpoint.
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Argument from the Rights of Woman

Pro-abortionists have developed a theory baseandeg discrimination that supports the feminisuargnt on the
abortion issue. They considered women should lteeicenter stage to understand the problems reiatbém. Women are
independent human beings as their counterpartgekhaswational enough to take their own decisitime feminist standpoint
against any law, which is male-bias and restriotsrights of women, should be condemned. The daaleastion relating to
an unwanted pregnancy to a woman may not be caesids immoral act as if they are incapable of@sirg their choice.
Women are not a property of their counterpart. @tatrol of their bodies did not belong to someolse &hether it may be
state or social institutions.

A woman is a conscious human being having own tyaedf choice. It is ethically or legally wrong tortsider
woman as a machine, which has to be produced,abEtause she is the master of her body and indepehuman agent.
It should not be forced against her will to sersgesail for the nurture of an unwanted seed. leisdwn choice to conceive
a baby or use her body particularly her womb ataeepof the fetus to become a baby with consers. l&ts the right to
condemn. A woman who has become pregnant becausp@has been plugged into a fetus against heamdl the fetus
has no right to use her body without her consevenkf the fetus has a right to life, the woman haght either to unplug
herself from it by having an abortion or protea tlie of a future human being. The mother’s righher body outweighs
the right to life of the fetus.

Conservatives who oppose abortion should develi@paiace and impose restrictions upon themselves inter-
fering with the private decisions and rights of waymlf any anti-abortionist believes that abortiomurder, or that human
fetus is human beings, then the burden of proofidvoest on him to show that abortion is an unjiestifact.

Here are some of the women'’s rights argumentsviarfaf abortion:

-women have a moral right to decide what to do Withir bodies

- the right to abortion is vital for gender equality

- the right to abortion is vital for individual womém achieve their full potential

- banning abortion puts women at risk by forcing therase illegal abortionists

- the right to abortion should be part of a portfafgregnancy rights that enables women to makalaftee choice
whether to end a pregnancy

Besides this, feminists have put up many more aegusnagainst abortion such as:

Abortion is Anti-Feminism

The main theme centers around the pro-life femilitstature are that abortion is contrary to theibajoals of
feminism, where they are attempting to overcome smy gender bias and oppressive social, religipbdpsophical or
moral power structure. Their arguments are fouratethe critique of man-centric morality. For jusbwan has often been
regarded as an aspect of men’s private propergbhsdion requires women to treat the fetus asap@wson an aspect of their

bodily property to be valued or kept or devalued discarded as they see fit. Criticizing male aggjian and destruction on
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women'’s right, feminists attempt to find out areatiative worldview, which is free from male domionatand chauvinism.
This feminist’s new paradigm could resolve the tiots while respecting human potentiality. It istalling inconsistency to
see pro-choice feminists demanding access to aboltiis a betrayal of feminism, which has buile tstruggle for justice
on the bedrock of women’s empathy.

Callahan also argues the idea that abortion emmowemen is illusory. In reality, abortion is notgishort of an
admission by women that they are too weak to coiple being pregnant. Young women are hardly goingewelop the

self-esteem, self-discipline, and self-confideneeassary to confront a male-dominated society gir@lbortion.

Abortion Negates the Communal and Relational Dimensn of Life

Abortion is something which enables women to takekitheir body and along with this control of thiée. How-
ever, although all feminists are interested in worbeing in control of their lives, pro-life femimssbelieve this should not
be at the expense of recognizing that all lifeuisdamentally interconnected. Pro-life feministidwe the abortion issue
is fundamentally a social matter. For in largelytba reason why women should be allowed to chom$eavte abortions,
pro-choicers are failing to address the questiowlof women should be forced with the decision alwhgther to have an
abortion or not.

Pro-life feminists also argue that abortion fréeswider community from having any sense of residitg towards

pregnant women, which is unsurprising if societigéing led by men and structured according to rmérests and needs.

Abortion Reinforces Male Sexual Ethics

The pro-life feminists, such as Sidney Callahafiele that having an abortion address the consemsart a sexual
encounter is simply reinforcing a male sexual et8lwe also argues that abortion does nothing temedn change the way
they view sex nor the way they regard or treat woma even does it lead them to want to become mes@onsible for the
women they do impregnate.

Furthermore, in order to challenge the dominanensakual ethic in patriarchal society women sinmagd to stop
going down moral and medical pathways, which affihis as in the end this, makes them more like than anything else.

Abortion in some pro-life feminist literature hasdm compared to a Procrustean bed. In ancient Gngtiology,
Procrustes had an iron bed, which he forced peogle down on when he found they were too longtffier bed, he would

cut off their limbs and if too short he would stfethem out on a rack to make them fit.

Abortion Leads to the De-Personalization and Oppresion of Women

Pro-life advocates often talk about the immediditgspcal and psychological harm, but some belieeesitt lead to
even more damaging consequences than this. Insbay €rocreation, Laura Shanner speculates onoshét the logical

outcome of the reproductive decisions women areimgatkday. The increasing management of a womem'grancy may
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also lead her baby to be treated more as a préiolrcta person and her role reduced to that ofribéuger.

Shanner also believes that when women have absiitiche name of freedom of choice that they méayedly find
the decisions they make about their pregnancy; buely and the fetus they are carrying in the fitarbe greatly reduced.
The bottom line in this the more doctors are alldwaed able to control and be involved with the oglpictive process, the

more women will become alienated from it. AccordiogShanner, “We risk putting fertile against inflerwomen with
social or economic advantages against disadvantagetkn and women who value motherhood against thbeeeject it”.

All this may result in women being further opprassather than liberated something, which mighthmte hap-

pened, where abortion on demand to become leskableai

CONCLUSIONS

We know that fetuses are neither persons nor mesrddghe moral community. There is no adequatestfasiour
claim that it has a full and equal right to life@ber adult human beings. Abortion can be or cahadf it is demanded by
the circumstances without full consent of the perato involved directly in the issue. It will be@paching one’s rights
or violation of one’s rights if someone is compélt® do or not do the act. Even the pregnancy chbgehe rape or any
condition may not be permitted if the woman reamlgdcept the responsibility of the consequencesgelfonsider the fetus
has the right to life it is extended right of thetimer. To safeguard the rights of the mother isatmount to safeguard the
rights of the fetus. During the pregnancy peride, mother requires sufficient nutrition so that sbald meet the bodily
demands. In order to respect the right of the fattigsnot possible to compromise the right ofither.

Unlike fetuses, women are a conscious agent andbesnof the human moral community. Women are the so
authority of their body. They are persons wheredisses are not. As being conscious human womemarally having
their rights to life, liberty, and physical intetyti Sometimes, if there is a necessity to proteeirtrights, they can override
whatever right to life it may be appropriate torédse to a fetus. There is no moral obligation iseaf abortion due to
unwanted or medically dangerous pregnancies. MamneANarren rightly commented on the legality ofréiba, “Laws that
deny women the right to obtain abortions, or thakensafe early abortion difficult or impossible fmme women to obtain

are an unjustified violation of basic moral and stitational rights”.
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