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Texas bill that could impose the death penalty on women who undergo abortions fails in committee (published on 12th April 2019)
The news was about the rejection of a Texas House bill that would have allowed criminal prosecution of doctors and women for abortions by a committee hearing. The House bill called for prosecution to bring either homicide or assault charges against women carrying out abortions or doctors who carried abortions through medical procedures. Homicide is a capital crime in Texas which means that the bill opened for the possibility of women and physicians receiving capital punishment for abortions. The legislation, however, failed to state any exceptions for cases of incest, rape, or pregnancies that threatened the life of mothers. The bill protected unborn children from the time of conception irrespective of any contrary federal law, court decision or executive order. The committee stated that criminally prosecuting women for carrying out abortions would only distract from the pro-life cause. 
The issue of whether carrying out abortions is morally right or wrong has for long being debated. This case presents a great moral dilemma. Arguments against abortion include the right to life. Opponents of abortion argue that life starts at conception and terminating the life of the unborn child is akin to killing (Shrage, 2013). A fetus is an innocent human being. Besides, they argue that the mother should bear the consequences of having sex. Moral arguments contend that abortion breaks God's command. Those who support it say that women have a moral right to decide what to do with their bodies (Harrison, 2011). They also argue that a fetus is just a potential human being and does not enjoy the same rights as those of real people. Additionally, proponents argue that the right to abortion is vital for gender equity. These arguments show the ethical dilemma surrounding the issue of abortion.
Invoking the principle of autonomy would make abortion morally right since women would choose what to with their bodies. In contrast, using the principle of nonmaleficence would make abortion morally wrong because terminating the life of the fetus harms it. Similarly, the principle of accountability would make abortion morally wrong as mothers ought to be responsible for their actions (having sex). The issue becomes more complicated where sex was not consensual like rape or carrying the fetus threatens the life of the mother. Exploring the utilitarian approach would give the mother the rights to abort as it brings maximum pleasure to her (Shaw, 1999). Rejecting the bill that would have allowed prosecution of mothers who abort is, therefore, neither right nor wrong. Should mothers be charged for murder through abortion or should they be allowed to choose what to do with their bodies? Should abortion be equated to murder/homicide? What punishment is suitable for it, the death penalty? This is where the dilemma comes in.
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