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On Abortion
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Abortion is not some simple decision like what shirt to wear today. It is the intentional taking of an innocent human life. Beyond that, abortion also tears at the very fabric of society because it mistakenly gives the impression that we all have the dubious “right” to harm others.


When faced with an action or decision that could impact other people or society we have two options. We can be unselfish and pro-society and do what is best for society and others. Or, we can be selfish, permissive and pro-choice and do what we want regardless of who gets hurt. 


As a result, our society has started to split into two groups. One group, generally known as conservatives, says that there is a right and a wrong and a criterion for right and wrong, and we must work together to improve our society. The other group, generally known as liberals, says that there is no right or wrong, only choice, and we have a “right” to do what we want even if we harm others. Abortion has become a key factor in this difference. Liberals have come to view the Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton decisions striking down state laws prohibiting abortion as giving them a license to a “right” to be selfish, permissive, pro-choice and do whatever they want to do.


Some liberals class pro-life people as “right wing extremists” because we believe in right and wrong. They suggest that there should be some middle ground of compromise. However, I have yet to hear any workable compromise on abortion. Should we allow abortions on Mondays, Wednesday and Fridays but not on other days of the week? Or, perhaps, we should allow people with names ending in A to N to have abortions while disallowing abortions to people with names ending in M to Z. Both of these, and several other “compromises” suggested, are equally ridiculous.


There are three major reasons I know of why there is no middle ground on abortion. All of them are tied to the fact that abortion tears the fabric of our society by suggesting that people actually have a “right” to harm others.

1. Others


Others are affected by a process called desensitization. The best way to explain desensitization is to go back to the old argument over whether kids should be allowed to watch violence on television or not. Liberals said that the kids should be allowed to be pro-choice in their viewing options. However, the experts agreed with most parents that this was not a good idea. The reason is that kids watching violence on television will become desensitized to violence and start to assume that it is normal and acceptable behavior. They then become more violent themselves. For those of us brought up in Catholic schools, desensitization is simply a secular term for what the nuns called “giving bad example.”


We are facing a major problem because desensitization is at work every day in our society. When people are told that it is OK to be selfish, permissive and pro-choice or when they see other people being selfish, permissive and pro-choice, then they themselves become more selfish, permissive and pro-choice. The impact on each individual varies based on their upbringing and morals. Desensitization spreads selfishness, permissiveness and the pro-choice attitude through our society like germs, pollution and cancer. 


This is obvious to anyone who reads newspapers and watches what is going on in our society. Many of the people who were pro-choice on abortion have become pro-choice on gay “marriage,” then pro-choice on euthanasia. Once you accept the fact that you have a “right” to become pro-choice even if it harms others, people can become pro-choice on using or selling drugs. At least a few people have become pro-choice on shooting firearms in schools. When will it all end? It will end when people realize that it is not good for society to be selfish, permissive and pro-choice.


2. Ourselves


While the process is not called desensitization, a similar process affects each of us individually. Those of us who have studied the statistics and reports surrounding social problems know that people who are selfish, permissive and pro-choice in one area are statistically more likely to be selfish, permissive and pro-choice in other areas.


This is not rocket science and has been known for decades. Students who are pro-choice on attending school are statistically more likely to be pro-choice on smoking, more likely to be pro-choice on breaking the law and more likely to be pro-choice on taking drugs. With adults, people who are pro-choice on abortion are more likely to become pro-choice on euthanasia, more likely to become pro-choice on gay “marriage,” more likely to become pro-choice on the importance of family, and more likely to become pro-choice on using or selling drugs.


This even applies to numerous personal decisions. Those who are pro-choice on abortion are more likely to be pro-choice on marriage, are more likely to be pro-choice on parental supervision of children, and are more likely to be pro-choice on attending church regularly. There are studies and statistics that show that people who attend church regularly are less likely to commit crimes and more likely to do what is best for society.


Liberals may think that all of these decisions are simply “choices.” However, the statistics show that each of us has a greater or lesser degree of desensitization that allows us or stops us from being selfish, permissive or pro-choice in different areas. Some experts say that they can ask you as few as four questions and determine your standpoint on several major issues with some degree of accuracy. In some situations they can even tell you what your decision would be on issues you may never had thought about.  They can also tell you who you are likely to vote for in the next election.


Abortion is a key factor in the desensitization of society which is why it has become so important to both the conservative and liberal sides. Where abortion starts is where right and wrong ends. While the Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton Supreme Court decisions stuck down state laws prohibiting abortion, liberals have taken it as giving them a “right” to be selfish, permissive, and pro-choice regardless of how it harms society.

3. Society


One basic definition of society is a group of people working together for common goals. However, people who are pro-choice are not working together and not working for common goals, so society suffers. 


Some liberals like to say that religion is a problem but the real problem is our criterion for right and wrong. The founders of our country and the signers of the Declaration of Independence belonged to several religions. They also included several atheists and agnostics. However, in spite of their different religious beliefs, they worked together and created what has come to be called the greatest country in the history of the world. Our country prospered and grew in stature for at least 150 years after its founding. Why? Because most of our leaders and our citizens shared the same criterion for right and wrong. They believed in being unselfish, they believed in doing what was best for society, and they worked together for common goals. The one major problem in the first 150 years of our country was slavery. As we all know, that was resolved when being selfish, permissive and pro-choice on slavery was made illegal.


Our social problems did not develop until people started to become selfish, permissive and pro-choice on other social issues. They started to become pro-choice on numerous actions and decisions but particularly in the areas of being pro-choice on traditional marriage, being pro-choice on parental supervision of children and being pro-choice on doing what was best for other people and society. In spite of a common misconception, our country is not faced with numerous social problems. What we call social problems are simply different manifestations of our one big social problem which is selfishness, permissiveness and the pro-choice attitude.


Liberals will tell you that diversity is good. But there is a difference between diversity of what you cannot modify and what you can modify. Diversity in heritage, traditions and nationality may have been a positive factor in shaping our country. However, diversity in right and wrong does not work. Where do you see room for diversity in murder, rape, incest, and selling drugs to kids?


When confronted by a liberal who suggests that there is a middle ground on abortion, you can tell them that there is no middle ground on right and wrong. Ask them for their criterion on right and wrong – not a list, but a criterion on which they base their list. I have yet to get a logical answer.
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