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 Introduction to
 
 The Quantum fetus
 Faith and Abortion

 



Welcome to one of the most polarizing controversies of our times, currently debated within the 
United States of America. You are either defined by the Pro-life anti-abortion grouping or the Abortion-rights movement, commonly referred to as 
Pro-choice.


The controversy was shaped by the landmark 1973 legal case, Roe v. Wade, in which the United States Supreme Court ruled in 
favor of legal abortion to protect a pregnant woman’s liberty to choose. However, on June 24, 2022, the United States court overturned Roe v. Wade, 
the 1973 decision that guaranteed women in the United States a constitutionally protected right to abortion.


As the United States of America becomes polarized on the human rights of women to determine their reproductive voices, there is 
no more appropriate time in history to challenge society’s religious prejudices and falsehoods towards how we define human life and who has the 
right to decide.


So, how do we decide on the rights of an emancipated woman to have control over her own reproductive choices? Do we allow a 
majority of six Roman Catholic judges, sitting in the Supreme Court of the United States of America, to decide for the country, and if so, is the 
system broken?


Around 62% of the population of the USA supports legal abortion, so the numbers have it. But is it morally right or wrong to 
terminate a zygote, embryo, and fetus in line with the wishes of the woman?


Who decides the morality, and is morality just a purely subjective judgment, constructed by religious groupings or a secular 
society? And for the 30% of people who do not believe in a God or the words of the Bible, do we say your rights don’t matter at all?


How do we define morality? Is it a line in the sand agreed upon within a secular society, or is it, as the Abrahamic religion 
defines, a set of unquestionable commandments from God given to Moses, a Jewish prophet? Did he copy them correctly? Let’s examine the evidence 
from the Bible and consider some relevant thought experiments before you make up your mind.


The big questions in the abortion debate are generally: When is a zygote, embryo, or fetus a living human being—either at 
birth, conception, or somewhere in between? And who has the right to make this judgment?


Let’s consider what the Abrahamic Bible tells us about the ensoulment of a human being and abortion. Although the evangelical 
right Christian grouping has taken up the call of the Pro-life movement, it is the Roman Catholic Church that is the primary driver of the 
anti-abortion movement within the USA and elsewhere.


Unfortunately, their aggressive attitude, denying a woman’s reproductive rights, was poorly decided by the sexual attitudes of 
Augustine of Hippo, a bishop in the fifth century, denying women control over their reproductive rights. This is a sad proposition to deliver to 
Catholicism.




Finally, I have included an extremely poignant and extensively researched article on Christianity and Abortion rights, with the 
kind permission of Rohini Hensman, author, writer, and independent scholar from Sri Lanka, currently living in 
India.


Rohini Hensman, University of Amsterdam, Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) in Sociology from 1996 to 2006. 
University of Oxford, BA and MA in Psychology and Physiology from 1967 to 1970.
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 Chapter One

  A Quantum fetus

 



Can we truly identify what a human being is?




Many Christian groups recognize that a human being begins at conception because it is imbued with a soul and is made in God’s 
image and likeness. However, there are many variations to these beliefs, where the human life form is imbued with a soul. These religious 
ponderings traverse a large distance of time, anywhere from conception to birth, and even in some instances after birth when the infant can say 
‘Amen’.
 

This concept is known as ensoulment, and it can be critical to all religions in their rulings toward the morality of abortion. 
However, we cannot truly know when a soul, if it even exists, enters a human life form—the zygote (the fertilized egg) or the fetus. All we can 
rely on are the musings of religious scholars to affix an arbitrary moment in time to the event, if at all. This arbitrary moment in time defines 
what a human being is and is part of the religious morality toward abortion.


The ancient tribes, before the advent of modern formalized Abrahamic and other religions, recognized the ensoulment of living 
human tissue only at birth. Therefore, only at this moment was the infant recognized as part of the human race. It seems appropriate that Judaism 
had similar teachings, as they appropriated many of these early tribal concepts into the Torah, their Jewish Bible, and then into their anecdotal 
discussions in the Talmud and Midrash.


It may require a moment of contemplation to consider that if the soul is introduced at conception, the fertilized egg 
(the zygote) is made in God’s image and likeness. Remember, for a moment, Genesis 1:27: God created man and woman in his 
image and likeness. We now clearly understand from modern human biology that only the sex is determined, male or female, at conception.

 
Because the Bible teaches that human beings are made in the image and likeness of God (Genesis 1:27), then the following must 
be true. If a human being is created at conception in God's image and likeness, then God is also the image of a zygote (the fertilized egg), 
something without legs, arms, a torso, and the rest that makes a birthed human being. Therefore, God is a fertilized egg by definition, and it 
could be easily argued that human beings are a more highly evolved life form than God, as they have properly formed infant bodies, while God is 
still represented as a fertilized egg.


Even a fully formed viable fetus is not fully operational until it is birthed. Therefore, the only way we may call a human 
being in the likeness of God is at birth. This would make any abortion prior to a fully formed viable fetus morally and religiously acceptable.


However, and there is always a 'however,' in secular United States Federal law, the concept of legal personhood is formalized 
by statute (1 USC §8) to include 'every infant member of the species Homo sapiens who is born alive at any stage of development.' This recognizes a 
human being as a person who was born and was alive at the time. In United States Federal law, the concept of legal personhood is formalized by 
statute (1 USC §8) to include every infant member of the species Homo sapiens who is born alive at any stage of 
development.


Of course, there are reasons for this. As a legal person, a human being has certain attributes of morality, consciousness, or 
self-awareness, engages in social relationships, and is a being of a cultural grouping of Homo sapiens that can own property and has certain legal 
responsibilities.


Describing a human fetus as a living entity may be a strange analogy to a quantum effect, but I will explore the correlation.

 
There is a 95% consensus among biologists that human life begins at fertilization, followed by the stages from the fertilized 
egg, the zygote, down the fallopian tube to the uterus, and on to the eighth week of the beginning of life as the fetus. During the fetal period 
and inclusive of all stages until birth, a human life with its own distinctive DNA has been created, and the agreement on conception is now 
universally accepted. Pro-life Christians who advocate on religious moral grounds are also looking at this type of verification to justify an 
almost total ban on abortion.


However, we may argue that the fetus has only the potential to be recognized as a fully viable human being until it is birthed. 
There are two distinctive birthing mechanisms: natural or induced labor from the womb (uterus) through the birth canal (vagina) or via Cesarean 
delivery (C-section), which is a surgical procedure where incisions are made in the abdomen and uterus to birth the baby.


In an analogous quantum description, we might say that the fetus remains in a superposition of states until it is birthed. It 
is a human life, but neither an infant nor an unborn baby. At birth, our quantum baby is now observed as either alive or dead, while the unborn 
fetus has only the potential to live as a live infant in the outside world; it also has the possibility to be birthed as stillborn.


We cannot guarantee the fetus is a distinct human until it is observed as a living being, independent of the mother's womb, 
and at that point attaining all the attributes that associate with it being recognized as a legal human.


In the United States alone, a total of 24,000 babies, about one in 160 births, are stillborn each year, so there is no 
guarantee that a fetus, even though a human life, can result in a live human birth. A fetus is only potential until it is birthed as a live infant, 
and then it can be easily argued that an abortion does not kill an active human being, a member of our society that has constitutional rights.


Abortion can definitely take life, but what is life until it is birthed, as the zygote, embryo, or fetus only has the 
potential to be an interactive entity once born—a separate and self-sustaining member of the human race.


If we had to recognize the human rights of a fetus as a person, then it would need to exist in the womb as a sentient 
self-sustaining life, and possibly even capable of being in a symbiotic relationship with the host, and for medical reasons, this is not the case. 
A fetus exists only to be birthed and become independent of the host mother.


We might easily say that the fetus will self-destruct after its 42-week gestation period and die because its only purpose is to 
be birthed, and after as a self-sufficient infant, it will grow through the stages to a mature person.


It may sound harsh to allow the zygote, a fertilized female egg, or fetus, as human life to be terminated because human living 
tissue is a form of life and, as such, has the potential to become a viable living fetus, a birthed infant at around 24 weeks or later at full 
term. However, society cannot view a human fetus as an infant until it is birthed, free of the womb and also capable of independent life from the 
mother.


A tumor is a human life form, genetically different from its host, another form of human speciation, and an evolutionary new 
species. There has also been a lot of biological work to show that the tumor has autonomy from the host and can logically be regarded as a new 
biological species. If the tumor is benign, we may choose to leave it in place or surgically remove it from the host.


However, if it is a malignant cancer tumor, it will spread to other parts of the body in a process called metastasis and 
become life-threatening. Therefore, it must be quickly removed to protect the host from death. However, it is human living tissue with an 
autonomous life force, albeit either benign or malignant, and the reason to remove such living tissue would never be seen as a moral issue.


A tumor is not to be compared to a zygote or a fetus, which may develop into an infant human being at birth. But the tumor is 
still human life, living symbiotically in a relationship with the host. The human host still has the unequivocal right to terminate the malignant 
tumor’s life form because it may threaten the health or well-being of the host. Simply put, the legal person always has dominion over its own 
body to determine what is perceived as a threat.


To value all forms of human life as something precious from God is purely a form of subjective morality viewed directly from a 
religious viewpoint. It does not have empathy for all the people on Earth who don't see it this way. Surely, all humans of all races and religious 
and non-religious affiliations have a right to determine their own morality regarding the rights of a woman to determine the outcome of her unborn 
infant.


If a woman of a particular religious grouping decides to abort or keep the fetus, it is purely a subjective outcome defined by 
her own religiously created morality. We cannot and should not, as the human race, demand to impose our will on the mother because the unborn 
infant is only human potential until it is observed as an independent human being and interactive as a member of the tribe of Homo sapiens.



OEBPS/images/abortion-introduction.jpg





OEBPS/images/abortion1.jpg





OEBPS/images/copyright.jpg





OEBPS/images/other.jpg






OEBPS/images/cover-image.jpg
Ronald Ritter








