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1. The Pro-Life argument proving that all abortions are wrong
A fetus can be described as a ‘whole’ person from the instance of conception. Conception involves the combination of the male spermatozoon with a female ovum. This single-cell zygote exemplifies the complete human genetic code, and hence, is a complete human being at this stage. It can thus be argued that an abortion at this stage is abortion a complete human being since the zygote has a complete genetic code of a human being. Additionally, every person possesses a right to life. Thus, the fetus, which possesses a complete human genetic code, also enjoys similar rights to life because its complete genetic code starts at conception. Whereas a woman possesses the right to choose what happens to her body, an individual’s right to life surpasses an individual’s right to decide what takes place in her body. Thus, the fetus’ right to life surpasses and supersedes that of the woman to pronounce what takes place in her body. Therefore, since the fetus’ right to life supersedes that of the woman to determine what takes place in her body, the fetus cannot be aborted. From this analysis, it can be observed that all abortions are wrong. 
2. Violinist Scenario
In this scenario, the Violinist is in dire need of medical assistance based on the fatal kidney ailment. However, the Violinist’s health is dependent on the kidnapped individual K. The person K is expected to remain attached to the Violinist for 9 months before the Violinist can be fully healed. If the person K, who was also kidnapped in order to save the Violinist by remaining attached for 9 months detaches before the end of the 9 months, the Violinist will surely die. Therefore, individual K’s actions can lead to the death or eventual healing of the Violinist. However, it is worth noting that the Violinist has a right to life. Similarly, the individual K also has a right to decide how his body can be used. Individual K can thus decide whether he wants his body to remain attached to the Violinist for 9 months or not. Thus, individual K’s right overrides that of the Violinist. Thus, although the Violinist has a right to life, individual K has a moral ground to detach himself from the Violinist. This action will result in the death of an innocent individual, the Violinist, but does not make K a murderer. Similarly, there are times when procuring an abortion is not wrong. From the Violinist Scenario, it can be observed that the individual K’s permission was not sought before being attached to the Violinist to save his life. Similarly, there are times when pregnancy occurs without consent. In rape cases, for example, the woman’s permission and consent are not sought and rapists assume to dictate what they want with the woman’s body. In case such a woman gets pregnant, she is morally permissible to decide to ‘detach’ herself from the pregnancy. Terminating such a pregnancy is not always wrong since she had not consented. 
3. The Practicability of the ‘all are equal’ law
Based on the understanding of conception, it may be challenging to execute this law effectively in treating all parties equally. Conception is the combination of the male spermatozoon with a female ovum, which further leads to the generation of a single-cell zygote that exemplifies the complete human genetic code. Thus, based on this definition, there may be a challenge in executing the law, particularly where women are involved. It may be challenging to execute the law where it is said that a woman needs to carry a fetus to full term or serve a one-year jail term if another woman was responsible for the pregnancy. It may be possible for this concept to attract litigations based on the term conception. The involvement of the male spermatozoon may lack where one woman makes another pregnant. Thus, a woman who does not feel the need to carry the pregnancy to its full term may argue that the pregnancy did not constitute the ‘legally’ permissible concept of pregnancy. It may be legally right to challenge that in such cases, conception did not take place and therefore, the woman does not need to carry the pregnancy to its full term if she does not wish to do so. In essence, it can be argued that the ‘equality’ law may not be practical to implement. Men and women may not be necessarily treated equally due to the biological differences that constitute pregnancy based on the association of the spermatozoon and ovum. 
4. People-Seed Scenario
In this scenario, for fresh air purposes, people are at liberty to open their windows. However, there are risks involved because a seed may root in someone’s carpet, having passed through the open window. The concept of opening windows can be equated with engaging in sexual activities. Similarly, the concept of seeds rooting in the carpets can be equated to getting pregnant. Just as some people do not want the rooting of the people-seed in their carpets, so is the situation where some people do not want to get pregnant. These people do not want the act of opening windows to get fresh air (sex) to lead to the rooting of the people-seed in their carpets (pregnancy). Hence, they install screens (employ contraceptives) to protect against the rooting of the people-seed. However, it emerges that sometimes, people-seed roots due to defective screens (defective contraceptives) and the owner possesses the right to vacuum up (eliminate) the seed (pregnancy). 
5. Thomson’s final set of criteria to determine moral and immoral abortions
There are some abortions that can be termed as moral, based on the age of the individual and how the pregnancy occurred. For example, an ailing, fourteen-year-old school girl, who is also dreadfully terrified due to a rape incident, may opt for an abortion. Such a girl is morally permissible to opt for an abortion. Based on her age and the circumstances leading to her pregnancy, abortion is not wrong. However, it is inappropriate and immoral for a woman, who is in her seventh month of pregnancy, whose only reason to seek for abortion services, is to avoid the nuisance of postponing a trip abroad.  
Cases
(a).Based on Thomson’s view, it would not be wrong for the 27-year-old Samantha to abort. This statement is based on the understanding that Samantha did not consent to her boyfriend’s action to prick the top of the condoms. Her boyfriend had been using condoms all this time, but pricking them was not in the agreement between Samantha and him. Her boyfriend knowingly interfered with the condoms so that the sperms can escape leading to the pregnancy. He did not have to use the pregnancy to ‘keep’ Samantha after she said that the relationship was just for fun for her. Since the condoms (contraceptives) did not naturally fail, Samantha cannot be blamed for the abortion.
(b). The 21-year-old Rachel is not wrong to abort the fetus. On the contrary, Rachel can be seen as a Decent Samaritan. The child, according to the tests done, will not lead a normal life and to avoid inconveniencing it, she has a right to abort. Furthermore, it appears that she will be alone if she decided to carry the fetus to term based on the underlying family and financial conditions. Rachel will not receive any money for clothing, food, or car, among others, from her parents to assist in the baby’s upkeep, should she decide to carry the pregnancy to term. Additionally, the assistance by the Christian non-profit group does not mean that the child’s health will improve. Therefore, Rachel is not wrong to abort the fetus. 
(c).The 16-year-old from Missouri is not wrong to take the RU-486 pill. From the onset, she intended to take the Morning After Pill (Plan B) the next morning after sex. Taken within 72 hours, the pill can prevent pregnancy or can cause the fertilized egg to be swept out. However, one pharmacy did not have the drug, while the other refused to sell her the drug due to her age. Since she did not have a car, her ability to quickly access other nearby towns to purchase the drug was limited. By the time she took a bus to travel 60 miles to another town, the chances of the pill working effectively were highly diminished. Had the pharmacy sold her the drug the next morning as the girl intended, there are high probabilities she may not have been pregnant. 


