1.1
The moral right to control one’s own body . . .is not a conceptualization adequate for abortion.

1.2 
As embryology and fetology advance, it becomes clear that human development is a continuum, [making it] hard to defend logically any demarcation point after conception as the point at which an immature form of human life is so different from the day before or the day after that it can be morally or legally discounted as a non-person.

1.3
The same legal tradition which in our society guarantees the right to control one’s own body firmly recognizes the wrongfulness of harming other bodies, however immature, dependent, different looking, or powerless.

1.4 
Debates similar to those about the fetus were once conducted about feminine personhood.

1.5 
In the course of civilization there has been a gradual realization that justice demands the powerless and dependent be protected against the uses of power wielded unilaterally.

1.6 
[John Rawls’s thought experiment of imagining yourself in an “original position” in which your position in the society to be created is hidden by a “veil of ignorance”] helps ensure justice for all.

1.7 
In the original position and behind the “veil of ignorance,” you would have to contemplate the possibility of being the particular fetus to be aborted.

1.8 
It does not matter whether the fetus being killed is fully conscious or feels pain.

1.9 
It seems a travesty of just procedures t hat a pregnant woman now, in effect, acts as sole judge of her own case, under the most stressful conditions.

1.10 
Human ambivalence, a bias toward self-interest, and emotional stress . . . endanger judgments [about abortion].

1.11 
It is difficult to develop [feminist] concern for women, children, the poor and the dispossessed—and to care about peace—and at the same time ignore fetal life.

Each of these eleven paragraphs probably contains argument supporting its topic sentence, but we ignore that in sketching the topic-sentence level structure of the argument for the main thesis.

