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INTRODUCTION





“Men occasionally stumble over the truth, but most of them pick themselves up and hurry off as if nothing ever happened.”


—WINSTON CHURCHILL





Abortion is the great, unexamined issue of our time. When we look at the controversies swirling in America, we see that underneath them lurks this issue of abortion, which is the driving force of what is going on, even when it is not mentioned.


In the Trump presidency, we have seen a succession of controversies from the Mueller Report to Ukraine to Kavanaugh to impeachment to coronavirus. Trump, himself, has been under constant siege since he won in 2016. Most of these controversies had a subtext that went largely unnoticed. On the face of it, the Kavanaugh hearings were about the Me Too movement—women accusing Kavanaugh of having assaulted them or taken advantage of them. There was a fake element to this. One of the women admitted that she was lying and made it up because she wanted to get rid of Kavanaugh. She claimed she was “angry” because of what he represented and wanted her sexual assault allegation to “grab attention.”1


But why did she want to get rid of Kavanaugh? Because Kavanaugh represented a very real threat to something very important to her, namely, abortion. Many pro-choicers realized that if confirmed, Kavanaugh might be the swing vote in overturning Roe v. Wade. When you begin to look under the surface you find that this accuser was motivated by the same thing his other accusers were motivated by. Debra Katz, the lawyer for Kavanaugh’s primary accuser, Christine Blasey Ford, said in a speech that Roe v. Wade “is part of what motivated Christine.”2 Katz said, “We were going to have a conservative [justice]… Elections have consequences, but he will always have an asterisk next to his name. When he takes a scalpel to Roe v. Wade, we will know who he is.”3 The Kavanaugh confirmation that became a show trial was ultimately about abortion.


When we turn to immigration, impeachment, even coronavirus, we see that the Left’s focus is on blasting Trump. So what is it about Trump that causes so much apoplexy? Trump was instrumental in bringing about some of the lowest unemployment rates the country has seen in decades. And when coronavirus hit, very early on, Trump was prescient in restricting travel from China, saving innumerable American lives. The same goes for bringing jobs back to America. People quickly realized in the wake of coronavirus that relying so heavily on China has negative effects, especially during a pandemic. Under President Trump, we have even seen ISIS weakened in the Middle East and the death of one of the most powerful terrorists, Qasem Soleimani. So one would think that Trump would receive some credit for this. But, no. Why?


One of the most, if the not the most, threatening things about him is the fact that he is transforming the courts. Not only is he populating the appellate courts with one constitutionalist justice after another, a systematic overhaul of the judiciary, but he is also reshaping the Supreme Court with the Gorsuch and Kavanaugh confirmations. If Trump is reelected, then over the next four years there is a very good chance that the Supreme Court could move to a 6–3 majority, even a 7–2 majority. It was a 7–2 majority that decided Roe v. Wade, so it may take a 7–2 majority to overturn it. Supreme Court justices are appointed for life, which is to say that this would be a majority that would long outlast Trump’s time in office.


So, from the point of view of the pro-choice Left, Trump signifies a reconstructed Supreme Court—and even a reconstructed America. The Supreme Court can produce lasting changes in American society. Of course, court decisions affect a range of areas, but the single most important issue that the Left is concerned about, the single issue on which the court can have a decisive and momentous impact, is abortion. At the end of the day, the Left’s vehement hatred of Trump is rooted in his ability to move the courts in a pro-life direction.


But why does the Left care so much about abortion? Because abortion is at the center of the values the Left has been trying to impose on the culture for the last fifty years. This is the central issue, now at risk, that is driving the Left berserk. Abortion is also a key issue for the Right. Pro-life activists have been fighting since before 1973, and they are not giving up anytime soon.


What makes this phenomenon so interesting is that abortion, while being at the center of American politics, is at the same time rarely openly debated in a fundamental way. This is not to say that there aren’t skirmishes about abortion when a heartbeat bill is introduced or that there isn’t an ongoing Twitter battle about it. These are episodic instances in which people talk about abortion, take a stance on abortion, and speak about the extremities of abortion, but those on the Left are almost never willing to debate a pro-life person. They won’t do it, you’ll notice. Almost anyone prominent on the Left, even when this is their “main issue,” will almost always decline. They imply that there’s not a whole lot else to say about this issue. The Supreme Court settled the abortion issue in 1973, and it has remained that way for the last fifty years. Therefore, the debate is today pretty much the same as it was then, so there’s nothing new to say.


Nothing could be further from the truth. The world today is completely different than it was fifty years ago. We are not living in the atmosphere of Roe v. Wade. Even the key terms of the debate have changed dramatically. One of the crucial concepts used by the Supreme Court in discussing abortion was the issue of viability, which refers to the ability of the unborn fetus to live outside the womb. For the court, viability determined the point at which states could, in theory, restrict abortion, even though in practice, Roe v. Wade permitted very little such regulation. Before viability, states were permitted no restriction whatsoever. The concept of viability was a critical criterion for the court that decided Roe.


Yet, if we look at viability, we see that the moment that an unborn fetus can exist outside the womb has moved earlier and earlier. Viability will likely continue to move earlier as technology advances, and no one can predict how early it will become. The basis of the Supreme Court’s decision has been swept away by advancements in technology.


The Supreme Court in Roe v. Wade also insisted that there was a great cloud of uncertainty over whether the fetus is a human life, a person. In fact, the court excavated details from history, including ancient history, that suggest there was a great deal of confusion about the process of coming into being. And the court even affirmed the notion that it might ultimately be a dogmatic or religious question as to when life begins. This was a philosophical matter, the court implied, that ultimately reasonable people could disagree upon and perhaps each person could take their own position on. Once again, this agnostic view has been seriously called into question if not completely invalidated by modern science. I explain this in detail in the first section of the book.


And in the case of fetal development, we are not just referring to medical opinion, we’re referring to modern science, which enables us to observe life with the naked eye. The development of the fetus itself can now be directly observed inside the womb thanks to the technology of ultrasound. One can see the development of the unborn. Very early on, we easily see a recognizable human being in the process of growing, moving, and responding. This is not merely a supposition. It is a direct observation.


Rarely do we see an abortion debate, a genuine discussion, an engagement with the arguments, so that is what I am going to do in this book. Far from being settled, the abortion debate is coming back to life in full force as both sides muster their forces. There’s a new generation of young people who are looking at it with fresh eyes. And I am a member of this generation. I am a young woman in my twenties who can see that this is the crucial moral issue of our time, very much in the way that slavery was the crucial moral issue of the nineteenth century. I explore this in detail in several chapters but will only touch on it here.


As with slavery, the anxiety that surrounded Abraham Lincoln, in the critical year of 1860, focused on that one issue. There were other issues swirling about—including tariffs and the relative economic power of the North and the South—and some think that it was those issues that actually drove the war. But, no. What drove the war was Lincoln’s election. And why was Lincoln’s election so frightening?


Alexander Stephens, a Democrat who later became the vice president of the Confederacy, did not initially want to secede from the Union. Prior to secession, he gave a speech at a secession convention in Georgia. Stephens urged his fellow Georgians not to break from the Union. His argument was simple. Abraham Lincoln can’t do very much. Sure, he has been elected, but the Democrats still control the Senate. Lincoln does not have a decisive majority in the House. And so Stephens’s point is: we can block him. We can prevent him from doing any harm to the institution of slavery. We can have slavery and Lincoln at the same time.4


But, of course, the South didn’t go along with Stephens on this. Why? The South was terrified that Lincoln’s election represented a tipping point. If new territories and new states came into the Union as free states, not slave states, the population and number of free states would continue to increase, while the number of slave states remained the same. This meant that the free states would become a permanent majority, and at some future time, they could even be so numerous, and their power in the electoral college so strong, that they could amend the Constitution to end slavery. The South knew that prospect might be somewhat distant. But Southerners saw themselves as stronger at that point than they would be in the future, and they knew their position would erode further and further. Now was the time, they resolved, to strike a blow, or else all would be lost.


Something very similar is going on with the pro-choice Left today. There is a deep anxiety that Trump’s election and reelection represent a threat to abortion “rights,” and to the Court, that might prove irreversible, at least for the foreseeable future. The pro-choice Left doesn’t even hesitate to threaten the Supreme Court. In a remarkable statement without precedent, Senate Minority Leader Chuck Schumer (D-NY) issued a warning. On March 3, 2020, the eve of a Supreme Court decision relating to abortion, he stood in front of a crowd on the steps outside the court and declared, “I want to tell you, Gorsuch. I want to tell you, Kavanaugh: You have unleashed the whirlwind, and you will pay the price.”5 Schumer warned, “You won’t know what hit you if you go forward with these awful decisions.”6


In a rare rebuke, Chief Justice John Roberts replied, “Threatening statements of this sort from the highest levels of government are not only inappropriate, they are dangerous. All members of the Court will continue to do their job, without fear or favor, from whatever quarter.”7


In 2019, New York passed a bill stating that a woman can get an abortion at nine months, removing any meaningful restrictions on late-term abortions. The Democrats in New York couldn’t wait to pass this bill; meanwhile every Republican in New York’s State Senate voted against it. Democratic Governor Andrew Cuomo signed the bill into law, stating the bill was an “historic victory for New Yorkers and our progressive values.”8 On January 22, 2019, New York City lit up the Freedom Tower pink to celebrate this momentous occasion. Cuomo said that the pink light would “celebrate this achievement, and shine a bright light forward for the rest of the nation to follow.”9


It is not a statement of insult, but merely of fact, to note that the pro-abortion Left has become a champion of mass killing. Abortion is a form of mass killing. It is going on in America and in other countries in the twenty-first century.


Mass killing used to be a part of life for humans, but the world has developed and progressed since then, on every level. We have developed an aversion to holocaust and to genocide. Individual cases of suffering are abhorrent. There are environmental tragedies that cause chaos. But in general, as a species, we try to eliminate human suffering that occurs on a mass scale, particularly suffering that is inflicted on humans by other humans. And yet there is precisely such a form of suffering, in fact of killing, going on—the killing of the unborn. But normal people in society, for the most part, are blind to it. Many people are indifferent to it, seem not to care, and instead worry more about other things, trivial things in comparison with this important thing.


Abortion is the greatest form of mass killing in the world by far. Abortion kills more people than war, famine, and genocide combined. In 2018, HIV/AIDS took 1.7 million lives, cancer took 8.2 million, and abortion took 41.9 million lives.10 And that’s in 2018 alone. This is a worldwide tragedy. But we happen to be the worst offenders in the United States. We have an abortion industry, one might almost say a factory of mass killing. Its name is Planned Parenthood.


Incredibly, in many people’s minds this is a reputable organization, worthy of one’s charitable donations. This is an organization perceived to be doing good in the world. One could almost think of the concentration camps in Germany and in the occupied territories constructing themselves as nonprofit institutions, running ads on TV, portraying themselves in a benign light, and asking the German people to contribute money for the operations of death occurring within those institutions. It’s creepy, and it demands investigation and explanation.


How in modern America, a society with so much wealth, a society that proclaims loudly the virtue of compassion, can we support the killing of the disadvantaged and the voiceless in our midst? Abortion is the dark side of America. It is so dark that it is enough to call into question the American dream, the American experiment, the goodness of America. It is enough to shake one’s patriotism and force us to reexamine our country, the principles it’s based on, our consciences, and what we believe in. The reason is not merely the widespread practice of abortion in America but also the fact that America has the most radical pro-abortion policies in the world. Abortion in our country is legalized by the Supreme Court. It is affirmed by governmental institutions. It is practiced and publicized by nonprofit institutions. It is ingrained in the medical profession. It is normalized in practice in society. Many people do it. Many people think it’s acceptable. Some people even think it’s a positive good.


In this respect, one could compare abortion to the practice of slavery in the American South. Slavery was a practice that was at the root of the Southern economy, a practice that was sustained in laws, supported by the states, and then routinized in the practice of plantations not merely the cotton plantations, but also rice plantations, tobacco plantations and then even in urban areas, where domestic slaves worked as apprentices for carpenters, masons, and other professionals. Here, too, abortion is sustained by an elaborate legal infrastructure and an abortion industry that operates very profitably across the country. In America, abortion is “on demand.”


In not just New York but seven states, it is legal to get an abortion throughout your nine months of pregnancy, even when you are dilating and about to go into labor. According to Governor Ralph Northam of Virginia, it should be possible to continue an abortion even after a baby is born. In other words, if you attempt an abortion, it fails, the baby turns up on the doctor’s table, it could then be made comfortable and left to die. To me, this is infanticide and by itself represents a disturbing shift in the abortion debate. It was only a couple of decades ago under Bill Clinton that we heard that abortion should be “safe, legal, and rare.” We don’t even hear that language coming from the Left anymore. It’s almost as if abortion now is promoted as something that should be safe, legal, celebrated, and commonplace.


Most of the industrialized world permits abortion in some fashion but keeps it regulated. In many European countries, as well as Australia and Canada, abortion is permitted in the early stages of pregnancy, restricted in the middle stages of pregnancy, and outlawed in the late stages of pregnancy, except in extreme circumstances, such as when the mother’s life or health is seriously endangered.


In America, however, this approach to abortion does not exist. Not only has abortion been allowed, but even attempted restrictions on abortion that are very minor, often aimed not at protecting unborn life but at protecting just the woman’s health, are struck down. The pro-choice Left wants abortion to be available everywhere, at any time, and to be free, which is to say they want the government to subsidize abortion for people who can’t afford one. There are many organizations promoting abortion, and Shout Your Abortion is one of them. Celebrities like Oprah have promoted this effort, which encourages women to own and embrace abortion as a form of feminine identity.11


Here, again, the analogy to slavery is illuminating. Initially, during the time of the American founding, slavery was seen as a bad thing. Even Thomas Jefferson, for example, who owned two hundred slaves, denounced slavery, sometimes in the cadence of a biblical prophet. Jefferson spoke of the elimination of slavery as the shared moral aspiration of the American colonies. Never once did he defend it as a good thing. He didn’t know what to do about it. In a letter to John Holmes, Jefferson wrote of slavery, “We have the wolf by the ear, and we can neither hold him, nor safely let him go.”12 And that was, in general, the attitude toward abortion in the late part of the twentieth century. Abortion was seen as a necessary evil but not as a positive good.


In the nineteenth century, an aggressive pro-slavery campaign developed in the American South, with some supporters in the North, that affirmed slavery. They said that slavery was good not only for the slave owner but also for the slave. This is called the positive good school of slavery, and this is exactly what we’ve seen emerging with abortion—abortion as a positive good. Abortion is good not only for the mother but also for the unborn. You’ll hear proponents say: Some people are better off dead. Some people will have better lives if they don’t have lives at all than if they have lives that are seen as not worth living. I discuss these utilitarian arguments in the latter part of the book.


Let’s remember that abortion as a form of mass killing is avoidable. This is a mass killing that we have accepted and even adopted in this country. Meanwhile, there are deaths that occur around the world due to circumstances that seem outside human control. Children in other countries die due to famine, malnutrition, and disease because their families and communities don’t have the resources to save them. There are not enough doctors around, and the governments are helpless. But that is completely different than what’s happening in America, where we have enough resources, we have enough doctors to birth babies, and the unborn are purposefully and intentionally killed, even though there is the infrastructure, there is modern medicine, there are the hospitals, and there are families on long waiting lists to adopt. This is a country with a high life expectancy, perhaps the richest country in the world, and yet mass killing is going on here.


How can it be going on? Why is it going on? How can America, a country devoted to the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, let this go on? How can we allow the normalization of mass killing? In Nazi Germany, the Jews and other war captives were considered “the other.” They were portrayed as the stranger, the outsider, or the alien. In the case of abortion, however, the tragedy doesn’t involve a mother killing any child but a mother killing her own child. The child shares half of her DNA. How can this happen in modern society?


Historically, if we look back at the ancient world, we do find cases of parents killing their own children. In some cases, in ancient Sparta, for example, families would leave their baby in the cold on a hillside to find it dead in the morning. In Sparta, the justification for this practice was the belief that the child was weak and unfit for the harsh routines of Spartan society. Today, we look upon that practice, correctly, as a form of barbarism. In other societies where we find infants murdered by their parents, it is typically only in desperate circumstances, as when the smothering of a baby was intended to save the lives of the other children because the family would otherwise be discovered and killed or when the parents did not have enough food to feed the children they already had, and a new one coming along would be sure to die from starvation.


In very dire circumstances, this does happen. But normally, it is very hard for parents to kill their offspring. Mothers instinctively throw themselves in front of a car or a bus to push their child out of the way. Parents, especially mothers, are biologically programmed to love their children. In many ways the child in the womb is more attached to the mother at that point than any point in the future, with the mother able to feel the child kick and move and with both sharing food and nutrients.


So we have to ask, in an honest way, how did mass killing become normalized? The answer is twofold. First, there is a denial that killing is going on. Abortion clinics like Planned Parenthood know the power of denial, and they exploit it. Planned Parenthood, for example, doesn’t like to show the sonogram to a woman seeking an abortion. Why? Because they know that if the woman sees her child in the womb, she will likely walk out of the clinic.


Abortionists routinely operate by using deception. While the abortionist can hear the baby’s heartbeat go from a beating pulse to silence, the woman does not; the woman is left in the dark. The abortionist can see the baby’s gender, but the woman does not. The abortionist can see the baby in the womb literally move away from the lethal injection and try to get away from it, trying to save its life, but the woman doesn’t see those movements. Women are purposely led through the abortion process so that they remain in denial, and only later in life, after the procedure and upon reflection, do many women realize the loss of the child that would have been their own son or daughter.


Even a woman’s decision to have an abortion, when she could put the baby up for adoption, shows the power of denial. Why? Because aborting the child somehow makes you believe that the child has gone away. Then you can go on with your life as if it never existed. Alternatively, once the child is born, you see it. It’s harder to ignore. Even if you give it up for adoption immediately, and it remains a closed adoption where identities are not disclosed, the child is still somewhere out there in this world. There’s a child walking around who looks like you, has 50 percent of your genes, is related to you, and was birthed by you. Somebody else who loves the child is raising that child, but this can still be a disturbing thought to a mother. But I ask, if this is disturbing, why is killing the child any less disturbing?


Many horrific things go on in the world, and we often don’t do anything about them because we can’t see them. In some cases, we don’t want to see them. For example, we know in the abstract that there are underage children working in factories in China. They’re making some of our clothes and our iPhones, which we happily use. Our shoes are made in sweatshops, and we still buy them. It is a fact that we don’t like to see people suffer, and don’t like to think about it either, so we would rather look the other way and act like it’s not happening.


This is the same reason that the Nazis put the death camps outside Germany. The death camps were all in occupied territory, with most of them in Poland. The Nazis wanted to shield the German public from the gruesome reality of the Final Solution. Even if people in Germany knew that there were terrible things going on, the Nazis didn’t want them to see those things because then their consciences might revolt. And so the Nazis relied, one may say, on mass denial, and until the end of the war, they got away with it.


In the case of abortion, the level of denial is similar and is accomplished by the dehumanization of the persons being killed. If you ask the question “Why are you killing those people?” one way to answer that question is “Those people are not really people.” Those people are the moral equivalent of animals, or those people are people in the making but they haven’t arrived at the point that they can be called “a person.” Those are people who don’t have the right to life or any other constitutional rights. Those people are uninvited guests. Those people are illicitly occupying someone else’s body. Those people are in the way. Those people can, and in some cases should, be eliminated. In all these cases, we have a simple denial of the fact that the unborn human life is life worthy of protection, by the force not merely of public opinion but of law.


Second, we have an affirmation that even if the unborn are human beings, nevertheless, it is good for their mothers, their parents, and society to have the right and the choice, prior to birth, to be able to kill them. This is not a denial of the fact of what is going on, the fact that there is mass killing; this is an affirmation of the value of mass killing. Mass killing is a necessary thing. It is a justified thing. And it is even, in some ways, a good thing.


This is a debate that affects the deepest strains of our culture, and our world, with the highest of stakes. And yet it is a debate that has to be examined from all different sides and from the ground level. That is what I seek to do in this book. I frame the book around all the key arguments made by the pro-choice Left. I state them not as I would characterize them or as a pro-lifer would characterize them but in fact how the pro-choice Left frequently states their view. Then I examine the view in a balanced way and mount a critique of the view.


The truth is that we live in a society that prefers convenience, in which some women don’t want to have their child. Men don’t want to be responsible for being fathers. And other people don’t want to deal with the societal burden. The child is in the way, and therefore it becomes targeted for assassination. This is the grim face of abortion. In this book, I face the reality of what is going on in this country, and I do not sugarcoat it. After examining and exposing it, countering rationalizations for abortion, I lay out how we as individuals can rise above this terrible evil and how society can abolish this plague from its midst. We did it in the case of slavery, and we are better for it. We can do it again.













A CLUSTER OF CELLS





“To be, or not to be, that is the question.”13


—WILLIAM SHAKESPEARE, Hamlet


















CHAPTER ONE



MYTH: Life begins when a baby is born. A fetus is just a cluster of cells. The fetus is only a potential human being, not a human being.




“Mommy’s little cluster of cells”


—Sign held by a little girl at a pro-life rally





The critically acclaimed movie Lady Bird came out in 2017 and swept the country. The heroine of this coming-of-age story is a high school girl. In a key scene, she is listening to a presentation in her high school gym by someone who is pro-life and is showing pictures of body parts of aborted babies. Suddenly, our heroine interrupts the presentation by saying, “Just because something looks ugly doesn’t mean it’s morally wrong.”


Then she adds, “If you took up-close pictures of my vagina while I am on my period, it would be disturbing, but it doesn’t make it wrong.” In her comments, she is likening the blood from her menstrual period to parts of an aborted baby, implying that the gruesome product of an abortion is nothing more than a cluster of cells. In making her comments, the heroine is addressing a woman who is sharing her story of how her own mother chose not to abort her and instead chose life. The heroine then says to the survivor, “If your mother had had the abortion, then we wouldn’t have to sit through this stupid assembly.”


Keep in mind that this rude girl is the heroine of this film, which received many accolades, including being nominated for multiple Oscars. The actress won a Golden Globe Award. The movie was named one of the ten best films of the year by Time magazine. This is a good example of how the cultural Left inserts this kind of messaging into everything—movies, songs, billboards, ads, TV shows, and sitcoms. The purpose is to normalize abortion, making the baby in the womb seem like nothing more than a cluster of cells.


But others far removed from the realm of popular culture assert this view as well. Supreme Court Justice John Paul Stevens, thirteen years after Roe v. Wade, wrote that “the nine-month fully gestated, fully sentient fetus on the eve of birth” is not a “human being.”14 His statement supports the Left’s argument that having an abortion is no different than having your appendix or your tonsils removed. It’s part of your body, but it’s not a vital organ. If people have an appendix removed, they are fine. By their standards, the fetus is no different. It’s a cluster of cells.


Before we can proceed, we must pose a basic question: What is pregnancy? What does it mean to be pregnant? When a woman takes a pregnancy test and the little stick comes up pink or is marked with a plus sign, what does this mean? Clearly something in her body has changed. We can all agree on that. She is getting morning sickness, her period stops, she’s feeling tired, and her stomach is growing. Hmm. So let’s take a look inside. Wow, the ultrasound is showing a tiny human in there! So, what is happening here?


Pregnancy is a state traditionally defined as being “with child.” Does it mean to “be with a cluster of cells”? Let’s see. Merriam-Webster defines the word “pregnant” as “containing a developing embryo, fetus, or unborn offspring within the body.”15 Ironically, the Guttmacher Institute, an affiliate of Planned Parenthood, has tried to muddy the waters as far as what the word “pregnant” means.16 It titled an article “The Implications of Defining When a Woman Is Pregnant,” and in it the author writes, “State definitions of pregnancy vary widely.”17 Strange! It seems obvious that pregnancy is biological, as we are literally seeing a physical change in the woman’s body and the baby in the womb as well. Can the reality of pregnancy itself be determined by defining it differently? The Left is precisely trying to confuse us into thinking that pregnancy is not a biological state, is not medical, and does not involve a baby. The Left makes the “cluster of cells” argument to make the fetus seem like nothing.


What Change Has Occurred?


The abortion debate often revolves around the question—”When does life begin?” Let’s take a step back from the abortion issue and think about regular life. All the time, people post pictures on social media, announcing “I’m pregnant” with captions like “Family of 3” with a photo of an ultrasound. Many young people post photos of their pregnancy and keep people updated as their baby develops. People hit the Like button and comment on the photos, usually writing “Congratulations!” or “I’m so excited for you!” People have gender-reveal parties and baby showers, inviting their family and friends. People feel the tummy of the woman, and when they feel a kick, they say, “She’s going to be an active one!” or “What a big guy!”


Are these people simply delusional and living in their own world? Should they say, “You are with fetus” or “Nice cluster of cells”? When it comes to the abortion debate, we act like what’s inside the woman’s tummy is a big mystery; meanwhile, as we debate this issue and go back and forth, babies are born every day. They come into this world with their pudgy faces and scrunched-up eyes. And before you know it, they’re crying, laughing, and walking, and they keep growing until they are the same size as the rest of us. So for us to act like the nature of the entity in the womb is entirely unknown to us is absurd.


What Is Life?


We must first establish that there is life in the womb when we are talking about a fetus. We are not talking about a rock. We are talking about something that has innate characteristics of life. But what is life? For decades, NASA has been looking for evidence of life on other planets, and it has located water on an exoplanet. It has made a breakthrough in finding both water vapor as well as temperatures that could sustain life. The planet, K2-18b, is eight times the size of Earth. One of the problems, however, is the planet is bombarded by radiation, far more radiation than Earth gets. While K2-18b may not sustain life, scientists are hopeful that there will be other exoplanets that can.18


The mission of the Seti Institute, which looks for signs of life on other planets, is “to explore, understand and explain the origin and nature of life in the universe and the evolution of intelligence.”19 When Seti finds the smallest signs of life on other planets, everyone from National Geographic to Space to the New York Times gets very excited. If anyone saw the signs of life that a fetus displays on another planet, we would go crazy because it’s clearly life. If we saw these characteristics in something, we would know it’s alive! Why would a microscopic speck of bacteria be considered life on Mars—and a heartbeat not be considered life on Earth?


We can easily open a biology textbook and learn the ingredients for life.20 All living creatures are composed of cells. Check. They must be organized into different levels of complexity (cell, tissue, organ, organ system, organism, with higher organizations of populations and communities). Check. Living things have heredity. DNA is the molecule of heredity. Check. Living things have a metabolism. This means they take in energy for growth. They have homeostasis, which means they maintain a certain temperature. This is why we shiver when cold. They have the potential capacity to reproduce using DNA (sexual or asexual reproduction). They respond to the environment around them.


The fetus meets all of the signs of life. So we know there is life here and the fetus is in fact not equivalent to an appendix or a gallbladder. An appendix does not have heredity or a metabolism. It can never reproduce, no matter how old it is. It doesn’t have a beating heart. You get the point.


What Is Human Life?


Now that we have established that the fetus has the characteristics of life, we must ask: What kind of life is it? When we talk about “right to life,” we don’t mean the right to life of a plant. We mean the right to life of a human. Human is a subcategory of life, a specific type of life we call human life. So, let’s look at the different kinds of life there are. There are plants, mammals, fungi, protists, archaea, and bacteria. Within the category of “animal life” there are mammals, reptiles, birds, amphibians, and so on. We are mammals.


Okay, so is the fetus in the woman’s body a reptile? I think not, since it’s biologically impossible for two mammals to produce a reptile. Then is it a bird? Is it a plane? The point here is when we look into the nature of the fetus, we know it is life, and we know it is human life. Something that is inhuman does not become human as it gets older. Randy Alcorn, a New York Times best-selling author, puts it well: “Whatever is human, is human from the beginning.”21


What Is a Cell?


Let’s consider the Left’s claim that “the fetus is a cluster of cells.” What is a cell? In the book The Way of the Cell, we learn how complex the cell is. The cell is fully formed. It didn’t evolve from something else because the cell is the most basic unit of life. This creation of new life is a kind of miracle. It’s a natural miracle, but it’s still a miracle that inspires marvel and wonder. “Wonder” is the appropriate word to apply to the cell. Scientists have worked hard to create cells and have come close—at least in appearance. Scientists at the University of California, San Diego (UCSD) have created “the most lifelike artificial cells yet.”22 Their latest pseudo-cells mimic the real thing and “look a little bit like natural cells, but they are made of completely artificial materials,” says Henrike Niederholtmeyer, a synthetic biologist at UCSD.23


Encyclopedia Britannica defines a cell as “the basic membrane-bound unit that contains the fundamental molecules of life and of which all living things are composed. A single cell is often a complete organism in itself.”24 The U.S. National Library of Medicine says, “Cells are the basic building blocks of all living things. The human body is composed of trillions of cells. They provide structure for the body, take in nutrients from food, convert those nutrients into energy, and carry out specialized functions.”25 This shows that all of us are a cluster of cells. Literally. To say that the fetus is a cluster of cells is just as correct as saying you or I are a cluster of cells. It is not possible for life to exist without the clustering of cells.


The point of view that a fetus is a cluster of cells is the ultimate claim to justify abortion. The language dehumanizes the fetus and likens an abortion to removing your tonsils or your appendix, since not many view the cell in the complex fashion that scientists do. The real question we must ask is—Is the cluster of cells called the “fetus” identical to the cluster of cells called the woman? Let’s turn to embryology to find out.


The Embryo


Since the advent of cell theory, developed by Matthias Schleiden and Theodor Schwann in 1839, we have known that the embryo develops from the single-celled zygote.26 In 1859, the American Medical Association released a statement on the “independence of the zygote.”27 The zygote is not the father or the mother but its own unique entity. All of the cells in the woman, from her fingernail to her hair, are made up of her DNA, but the fetus’s cells contain only half of her DNA and half of the father’s DNA in order to create a unique result. There will never be another person with the same DNA as this person, even if the father and mother have another child or ten children. Even identical twins, who come from the same embryo, develop their own genetic reactions.28 No being is identical to their mother or their father.


While the zygote is a cluster of cells, like you or me, it is more importantly an organism. Clusters of cells make up many things, including each of us as well as animals and plants. But an organism is an entity that is “an individual constituted to carry on the activities of life by means of organs separate in function but mutually dependent: a living being.”29 This view is held today by almost every embryologist. Even embryologists who are not remotely pro-life admit, as J. T. Eberl says, “As far as human ‘life’ per se, it is, for the most part, uncontroversial among the scientific and philosophical community that life begins at the moment when the genetic information contained in the sperm and the ovum combine to form a genetically unique cell.” What Eberl finds controversial is “whether this genetically unique cell should be considered a human person.”30


What Happens in the First Trimester


Let’s turn to the first trimester and see how human the fetus is, by our own subjective adult human standards. “Moderate” pro-choice people sometimes take the position of life beginning at the second or third trimester, in an effort to put some limit on abortion while allowing it in the first trimester. For the same reason, some pro-lifers also make concessions here because by the second and third trimester it’s a lot easier to convince someone of the fact that there is a human in there, one that’s just like you and me.


The first trimester seems to be the most “invisible” aspect of pregnancy. Many of us hear about how developed a baby is in the second and third trimesters. From a clearly pregnant belly to a woman wearing maternity clothes to feeling the baby kick, there are so many ways in which the baby’s life becomes concrete and visible to us. Except for morning sickness and other symptoms that may be clear to the woman and her doctor but not to a third-party observer, not much is going on in the first trimester. This then leads people to believe that fetal development begins much later. People don’t think there’s much of a “baby” in the first trimester, which then implies that first trimester abortions are not a big deal and are not the same as aborting a third-trimester infant.


This is actually what the medievals thought. They knew that having sex could lead to the conception of a child, but they didn’t know if a child was conceived until they saw visible signs. They determined that life began at a point they informally called “quickening,” which is the point when the woman can feel the baby kick. Naturally, they would then say, “Hey, there must be life in there!” Of course, they did not have anything near the medical technology we have today. Since there was little known about what went on internally in the female body, they decided that a baby was there when they could see the mother’s pregnant belly and she could feel a kick in it.


If the woman had a large belly and there wasn’t any sign of life inside, she could have just been a big lady. So feeling the baby kick was important to determining if it was there. But just because they determined life was there at the signs of kicking doesn’t mean that philosophically they didn’t value the sanctity of life. They just lacked medical knowledge—they didn’t have ultrasound technology, embryology, and other scientific disciplines we have now.


Today, we have far more knowledge than they did, so we really can’t claim ignorance. To focus only on life in the second and third trimesters would be to dismiss the significance of all of the development that occurs in the first trimester. Much to the naked eye’s surprise, most of the major development of a human being actually occurs in the first trimester. Ever since the moment of conception, the baby’s sex, hair color, eye color, and essentially all of its DNA are present. A unique set of DNA has been created and only develops from that point forward.31


According to Mayo Clinic, in the first trimester alone, the baby’s toes, fingernails, bendable elbows, nose, head, hormones, and heartbeat develop.32 Only eighteen days after conception, modern technology can detect the baby’s heartbeat. We can see it beat after about twenty-two days. From this point onward, the heart never stops beating until the moment the person passes away and is declared dead. This heartbeat is a continuous one that goes on throughout life. In just the span of conception to birth, the baby’s heart beats about fifty-four million times.33 The blood its heart pumps is not blood from the mother but blood the baby has produced.34 The heartbeat is the point at which we unequivocally know there is life there. And when there is no longer a continuing heartbeat, we know that life has ceased. This is the measure we use to determine life on Earth. To say that the baby is not a person when it has a heartbeat is counterintuitive to science and the system we use on Earth to “determine life.”


About six weeks in, modern technology can detect the baby’s brain waves.35 The heartbeat and brain waves are both commonly referred to as “vital signs.” Vital signs indicate whether someone is alive. If someone’s heart stops beating and they are brain-dead, they are dead. However, the absence of only one of these vital signs means the person is alive. For example, if a person’s heart is beating but their brain is not functioning, they are alive. Similarly, when a person’s heart has stopped and needs to be revived while the brain is functioning, that person is considered alive. So for us to categorize a baby with a beating heart of its own as well as its own brain waves as “nothing more than a cluster of cells” or equivalent to an appendix would be factually incorrect.


By week six, the baby’s fingers have formed on the hands.36 Even though the woman usually doesn’t feel it until later, the baby begins to spontaneously move around five to six weeks, into the pregnancy.37 The baby can hiccup by seven weeks and the diaphragm muscle is completely formed, with intermittent breathing motions beginning.38 About eight weeks into pregnancy, touching the baby will typically lead to squinting, jaw movement, grasping motions, and toe pointing.39


At about nine weeks in, the baby has developed a unique set of fingerprints. Doctors are able to distinguish the sex of the baby. This is typically when the parents find out the gender and you see gender announcements and gender reveals on social media. The baby is now producing its own reproductive cells. If it is a girl, she is already developing a uterus and ovaries. At about ten weeks in, the kidneys and gallbladder are functioning. By the twelfth week, the baby can cry.40 All this development occurs in the first trimester alone.


By the end of the first trimester, the fetus now has every organ it will ever have, throughout its life, and development of these organs merely continues. Terms like “fetus” merely describe the stage of development the human is in. There are other stages of development like infant, toddler, teenager, or adult. We actually continue to develop for many years and the brain is not finished developing until we are about twenty-five years old. If a person is at a different developmental stage, then what we are discussing is an issue of form, not an issue of nature. The nature of the human is still human.


Let’s think about the word “fetus.” The Left loves to call a human in the womb a fetus instead of a human, even though the fetus is a human, because they want to dehumanize humans in the womb. The word “fetus” is Latin for “offspring.” It doesn’t mean “cluster of cells” or “potential human.” “Offspring” has a meaning that we should think about. Clearly a fetus has not been born if it lives in the womb, but it already carries a title, “offspring,” which we would apply to children that are born.


No one could possibly argue that human development begins once a baby is born. Clearly, development started before that, or else a fetus would come out of the womb without form—and certainly not with a beating heart. At one point every one of us was a fetus in the womb. We all were in that state and would not be able to be the people we are today if we had been killed at that stage of development. Regardless of where you stand on where life begins, we can all agree on what those lives become, which are small children or corpses.
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