A Defense of Abortion

INTRODUCTION = pp. 332-3.

BODY 

1. Sections giving background information = Secs. 5-8.
2. Sections giving a review of previous opinions on the subject, especially arguments that are opposed to the thesis = Introduction
3. Sections evaluating the targets and showing their errors  = Secs. 1-4.
4. Sections giving positive arguments for the thesis = No positive argument.
CONCLUSION Perhaps Sec. 8?
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In this article, the thesis is nothing more than the negative thesis that one anti-abortion argument fails.  So box C and box A are the same and I don’t have to worry about box B at all.





B. Arguments supporting thesis are good (from BODY part 4).





A. Arguments opposed to the thesis all fail (from BODY part 3).





C. We [should] reject the step that [opponents of abortion take, from the fetus being a person to abortion being morally impermissible (para. 2)]--something really is wrong with that plausible sounding argument (para. 4).





There are some interesting arguments on pp. 332-333, but I take that all to be introductory, and I won’t try to diagram it.  The author numbers as 1-8 the sections, which begin p. 334.  Sections 5-8 seem to be background information.  Although they too contain interesting argument, I did not see how to make them relevant to the conclusion (if you see a way to make them relevant, I would not fault you and might prefer your diagram to mine).  Sections 1-4 all are either background or directly support either each other or box C.





2. [The argument for the weakened extreme view that abortion may not be performed by a third party] cannot be right either. (sec. 2 para. 1)





1. [The argument for the extreme view (that abortion is impermissible even to save the mother’s life) is wrong; in other words, four arguments used for the extreme view are] a mistake. (sec. 1 para. 3)





3. [The pro-life argument (that the unborn person has a right to life) makes a problematic assumption which is] precisely the source of its mistake. (sec. 3 para. 2)





4. The argument [from fetus being a person to abortion being wrong] certainly does not establish that all abortion is unjust killing. (sec. 4 para. 9)





C. We [should] reject the step that [opponents of abortion take, from the fetus being a person to abortion being morally impermissible (para. 2)] something really is wrong with that plausible sounding argument (para. 4).





There is room for variation about the exact statements in boxes 1-4, but all four boxes should support C.  





I found sec. 1 para. 1 to be background information and left it out of diagram.





Box 1.2 comes from section 1 paragraph 2, box 1.3 comes from section 1 paragraph 3.





1.2 The most familiar argument [for the extreme view that abortion is impermissible even to save the mother’s life] comes in the following four variations:


a. Abortion directly kills the child; doing nothing would not kill mother but only let her die.


b. The child is an innocent person.


c. Either (1) killing an innocent person is always and absolutely impermissible, or


	(2) directly killing an innocent person is murder and murder is always and absolutely impermissible, or


	(3) one’s duty to refrain from directly killing an innocent person is more stringent than one’s duty to keep a person from dying, or


	(4) if one’s only options are directly killing an innocent person or letting a person die, one must prefer letting the person die.


d. Thus abortion may not be performed [even to save the mother’s life].





1.3 The theses in (1) through (4) [in box 1.2] are all false.





1. [The extreme view (that abortion is impermissible even to save the mother’s life) is wrong; in other words, four arguments used for the extreme view are] a mistake. (sec. 1 para. 3)








I found sec. 2 para. 4 to be background information.





2.3 I [am justified to] ignore the possibility [that in some views of human life the mother’s body is only on loan to her, the loan not being one which gives her any prior claim to it].





2.2 [If] we ask what it is that says “no one may choose” [between mother’s and fetus’s life, [we see there] is no difficulty [with Thomson’s argument in 2.1].





2. [The argument for the weakened extreme view that abortion may not be performed by a third party] cannot be right either. (sec. 2 para. 1)





I found sec. 3 paras. 1, 2 and 5 to be background information.





3.3 [The assumption that] having a right to life includes having a right to be given at least the bare minimum one needs for continued life [is false].





3.4 [The assumption that] the right to life . . .amounts to, and only to, the right not to be killed by anybody [is false].





3. [The pro-life argument (that the unborn person has a right to life) makes a problematic assumption which is] precisely the source of its mistake. (sec. 3 para. 2)








4.2 The right to life consists not in the right not to be killed, but rather in the right not to be killed unjustly.





4.1 There is another way to bring out the difficulty [with the argument from fetus being a person to abortion being wrong].








4.8 It is not at all plain that this argument [from the fetus’s dependency upon the mother to her having a special responsibility to it] really does go even as far as it purports to.





4.7 [The anti-abortion argument from the fetus’s dependency upon the mother to her having a special responsibility to it] would give the unborn person a right to its mother’s body only if her pregnancy resulted from a voluntary act, undertaken in full knowledge of the chance a pregnancy might result from it.





4.3 If [box 4.2] is correct, the gap in the argument against abortion stares us plainly in the face: . . we need to be shown that . . . abortion is unjust killing.





4.4 [In NO pregnancies could it be supposed that the mother has given the unborn person a right to the use of her body for food and shelter.]





4. The argument [from fetus being a person to abortion being wrong] certainly does not establish that all abortion is unjust killing. (sec. 4 para. 9)








I found sec. 4 paras. 5 and 6 to be background information, but I would not fault you if you included them somehow linked to 4.7.








