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Richmond, VA - Because I am not a woman, I have always been reluctant to voice an opinion on abortion.   I have never been pregnant, nor will I ever be able to be so.  The only outside organism growing inside of me has been either cancer or some other disease, neither of which can ultimately grow into a living, breathing human.  Hence it is essentially impossible for me to genuinely express empathy, or understanding, of the situation in which a pregnant woman finds herself.
Nonetheless, recent political events compel me to break my silence.  Our local delegate to the Virginia House of Delegates, Kathy Tran, introduced a bill here last week which would change current state law to reduce requirements for a woman to have a legal abortion during the third trimester of her pregnancy.  Her stated purpose was to eliminate the need for a woman to have three physicians concur that continuation of the pregnancy would pose either physical or psychological harm to the woman.  The new law would require only one physician (in addition to removing other lesser requirements).  Her proposal did not make it through committee, but created a firestorm of opposition, particularly when her answers to questions about the implementation of the proposed law became public.  In addition, the Governor, Ralph Northam (now also embroiled in a major controversy over his having been in blackface many years sgo), generated even greater angst when he made clarifying comments on a radio show in which he stated that a child which had just been delivered could be “terminated” while lying next to the mother if the physician and the mother concurred that the mother’s well-being, physical or psychological, was in jeopardy.  Many, including myself, regard this as murder.
Subsequently, both Tran and Northam backtracked on their initial explanations of the proposed bill and asserted that they had been misquoted or that their comments had been taken out of context.  I listened to both explaining the bill, and I assure you that there was no room for confusion.  Perhaps neither had a clear understanding of what had been proposed, but both stated unequivocally that the newborn would be killed.  Because Tran’s bill had followed closely on the heels of a similar bill which had just become law with great fanfare in New York, there was a loud and angry outcry from not only long-time abortion opponents, but also many other citizens who had previously been silent on the issue.  
Since the Roe vs. Wade Supreme Court decision in 1973, abortion has been perhaps the most contentious issue in American politics.  Abortion opponents (often referred to as “Right to Lifers”) consider the act to be murder.   Abortion supporters argue that because it is an inherent right of a woman to control her own body, she is free to make all decisions concerning medical issues, including pregnancy.  Hence, there is no middle ground, unless one considers many existing state laws which allow abortions up to a certain time limit in a pregnancy, usually 24 weeks, when the fetus is considered to be viable.  But medical advances since Roe have decreased the length of pregnancy at which the fetus is viable such that many children now born prior to 24 weeks gestation survive.  Various states have laws requiring a mandatory waiting period, and/or abortion counseling.  Two states have mandatory ultrasound requirements in which a woman seeking an abortion must view the picture of the fetus inside her before the abortion can be performed.   None of these laws have lessened the intensity of the abortion debate.

It would appear to be accurate to state that many Americans are bothered by third trimester abortions.  I certainly am.  In fact, I now find myself opposing essentially all abortions, unless, and here is where it becomes difficult, the woman’s life is at risk.  Also the issues of pregnancies resulting from rape or incest provide more complications.  No matter the circumstances, aborting a fetus is denying that future human being the opportunity to live.  This is murder, no matter the circumstances.  It is certainly clear cut if a child has been delivered, is lying next to the mother, and is a living, breathing person.  And when an expectant mother declares that a living being inside her is a threat to her “mental health,” how is that not murder if the baby is aborted?  How is this different from a mother who is frustrated by a crying baby, or a rambunctious 2-year old – can she have that child “terminated”??
Recently I read some of Abraham Lincoln’s remarks during his famous debates with Stephen Douglas during the 1858 Senate race in Illinois.  The issue was slavery. The specific question concerned whether or not to allow the new states of Kansas and Nebraska to vote on whether or not they would allow slavery.  Douglas argued that it was a decision left to the majority of voters in each state.  Lincoln’s position was that slavery was morally wrong and should not be decided by a vote.  The Lincoln quote which I find applicable to the abortion issue is this:  “It is the eternal struggle between these two principles – right and wrong – throughout the world.  They are the two principles which have stood face to face from the beginning of time, and will ever continue to struggle.  The one is the common right of humanity and the other the divine right of kings.”  In the case of abortion, in my opinion, it would be the morally insidious murder of a future human being, that is, its common right to live, versus the divine right of a woman to control her own body.  

Although Lincoln won the popular vote in the election by just over 5000 votes, he did not become a U.S. Senator because at the time state legislators voted to elect senators and Lincoln lost that vote.  However, two years later Lincoln won the Presidency, and shortly after that the Civil War began.  Four years of bloodshed followed, but in 1865 slavery finally became history in the United States. 

I am hopeful that we can avoid bloodshed on this divisive issue of abortion, but the parallel is frightening.  It is my prayer that as a nation we can choose moral clarity in the near future by labeling abortion for what it is, murder, while restoring Lincoln’s common right of humanity.
I thought you might like to know.
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