The Mother’s Life

This excuse for allowing abortion sounds reasonable. If the pregnancy is
threatening the mother’s life, it would seem that lethal force—an abortion—
would be a permissible form of self-defense. The child is not really
“attacking” the mother, but his presence puts her at risk. It sounds like a

good argument, but it simply isn't true.

Hundreds of doctors have a signed a statement that puts the situation in
perspective. In part, the statement reads:

There is never a situation in the law or in the ethical practice of medicine
where a preborn child’s life need be intentionally destroyed by procured
abortion for the purpose of saving the life of the mother. A physician must
do everything possible to save the lives of both of his patients, mother and
child. He must never intend the death of either.

A tubal (or ectopic) pregnancy, for instance, can indeed be life-threatening.
But the treatment, even if it is fatal to the child, is not a “procured abortion.”
The doctor wants to save the baby, but knows that is perhaps unlikely.
There are lifesaving procedures that can be done that allow for the ectopic
babies to be transplanted into their mothers’ womb. This is a fairly new
concept but has existed for nearly a hundred years.

However, if an intervention results in the baby’s death, this is an
unintended consequence of the physician’s effort to save the mother.
There are similar cases involving the treatment of cancer in which the
baby's death can be an unintended consequence. But again, these are

medical treatments, not abortion.

It is important to distinguish between direct abortion, which is the
intentional and willed destruction of a preborn child, and a legitimate
treatment a pregnant mother may choose to save her life. Operations that
are performed to save the life of the mother—such as the removal of a
cancerous uterus or an ectopic pregnancy that poses the threat of
imminent death—are considered indirect abortions and as such are not
immoral.

Essentially, both mother and child should be treated as patients. A doctor
should try to protect both. However, in the course of treating a woman, if

her child dies, that is not considered abortion.

“Today it is possible for almost any patient to be brought through
pregnancy alive, unless she suffers from a fatal disease such as cancer or
leukemia, and if so, abortion would be unlikely to prolong, much less save
the life of the mother.”

—Alan Guttmacher, former Planned Parenthood president

“There are no conceivable clinical situations today where abortion is
necessary to save the life of the mother. In fact, if her health is threatened
and an abortion is performed, the abortion increases risks the mother will
incur regarding her health.”

—Dr. Bernard Nathanson, American Bioethics Advisory Commission

There is only one purpose for abortion—ending the life of the child. The

“life of the mother” situation for abortion is simply bogus.
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