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On the Moral and Legal Status of Abortion Mary Anne Warren
1. Clearly state the position of the author.
The author's stand is that neither abortion nor killing of neonates is properly considered a kind of murder. With that having been said, it also follows that a pregnant woman's right to safeguard her own life and health is thus considered to outweigh the desires of other people who might want her to preserve the fetus. Thus there should be no such a point during pregnancy when a woman's life should be neglected at the expense of the developing fetus in her womb. It is believed that killing an innocent being or beings is wrong. Then, is killing a fetus wrong? At this particular point, the author comes up with a clear definition of human. According to the set forth definition or characters that a human, a fetus ceases not to exist as or to be seen as human. A fetus has the potential of becoming human, but this capability still does not count on the definition of human (Warren 435). Some of the characters that a human should possess include:
· Consciousness.
· Reasoning.
· Self-motivated activity.
· The ability to communicate, and
· Presence of self-awareness, and self-concepts.
A fetus does not qualify any of the characters that qualify one to be human, and thus abortion of a fetus cannot be as bad. A fetus possesses the capability of developing into a human if allowed to develop fully.  A fetus does not satisfy characters 1 and 5. 
2. Reconstruct and explain one of the author's supporting arguments.
A fetus should not be accorded the rights similar to those of a person who is fully developed and considered as human. "How like a paradigm … have a right to life by virtue, not being fully a person as of yet, but of being like a person?" the author claims that a fetus should not be seen as human or a person since it is not fully developed or it does not meet all the characters that should be possessed by a person. Additionally, the author is also asking, "to what extent, if any, does the fact that a fetus has the potential for becoming a person endow it with some of the same rights? (Warren 438)" this might be interpreted to mean that there is no guarantee that a fetus will develop into a person at the end. Thus, even if a fetus resembles people, it cannot be accorded same rights to life as they are. It is clear that even if a 7 or 8-months fetus possesses features that make it qualify to resemble a person, it still does not qualify to be regarded as a person and thus cannot be accorded the right to life as a person who is fully developed. The fetus might feel and respond to pain, however, it cannot reason or communicate, and even it cannot engage in self-motivated activities. Thus, if a woman's life is endangered by the growing fetus in her womb, she can terminate its life through abortion. 
3. Give your critical analysis where you state clearly whether you think the argument is strong or weak and give reasons for your statement.  
The argument that a fetus should not be accorded similar rights to those of a person is strong. A person is defined by characters such as consciousness, reasoning, self-motivated, the ability to pass the message, and the presence of self-awareness and self-concepts. A fetus may be in a position to feel pain and respond to it, but it fails to meet the other characteristics such as the ability to the community, and presence of self-awareness among others which must be possessed for a being to qualify as a person. A fetus, possess the ability to develop to a person but it is not clear to what extent the fetus will develop. There is no guarantee that a fetus will develop into a person and thus it cannot make a mother get deprived her rights as a person (Warren 435). A mother might be meeting the criteria to be classified as a person, and thus since the fetus might at some point during its development pose a life threat to the mother, it lacks no right to endanger the life of the woman. Thus, abortion at this particular point is justified so that the woman can continue living a healthier life. 
One of the reasons why a fetus should not be treated as a person is the fact that it does not meet all the criteria that makes a human to qualify to be seen as a person. It might possess the ability to feel and to respond to pain, but it is not in a position to communicate, get involved in self-motivated activities, reasoning, and self-awareness. Thus, there is no way that a fetus can deprive a woman the right to good health and life; the woman can abort the fetus at any point of pregnancy. Additionally, even a fully developed fetus is not person-like enough to have any significant right to life on the basis of person-likeness. Thus, there should be no legal restriction placed upon the stage of pregnancy in which abortion cannot be allowed to be carried out. 
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