
Why I’m Pro-Life 

         My pro-life position is grounded in both scientific fact and basic morality. It relies 

on two simple premises, the first of which I sincerely hope everyone can agree on: 

Intentionally ending the life of an innocent human being is patently wrong. The second is 

equally true: The life of a human being starts at conception. From here, we connect the 

dots. Because abortion takes innocent life, it is flagrantly immoral. And seeing as how 

abortion extinguishes over 600,000 unborn lives every year in the U.S., I cannot turn a 

blind eye to such an egregious act of violence ("Abortion Surveillance"). 

At conception, a new, unique living human being is formed, and science proves this 

explicitly. “Although life is a continuous process, fertilization is a critical landmark 

because, under ordinary circumstances, a new, genetically distinct human organism is 

thereby formed…” (O'Rahilly and Müller 8). This quote is from one of countless biology 

and embryology textbooks that support the scientific foundation of the pro-life 

movement. 

In this case, science means nothing without morality. My Christian faith is the main 

source of my morals, but basic morality is, in fact, universal. It tells us that human life is 

valuable, and that every human has the right to live. Deep down, everyone, regardless of 

religion or politics, understands that it’s fundamentally wrong to end an innocent human 

life. Tragically, abortion does just that. 

The cruelty of abortion is extraordinarily lamentable. Evil of this caliber is on full display 

particularly during late-term abortions. As former abortionist Anthony Levatino, MD, JD 



testified before the U.S. House of Representatives, “The toughest part of a D&E abortion 

is extracting the baby’s head… Many times a little face may come out and stare back at 

you” (Life Site).  I could explain more about abortion procedures, but I’ll spare you the 

gruesome details. 

         I often hear those in favor of abortion argue that an unborn child doesn’t have the 

right to “use another person’s body without their consent,” and that the pro-life 

movement is depriving women of their right to bodily autonomy. Let me explain why this 

is so foolish. The argument dismisses human life as valueless. It relies on a ridiculous 

representation of consent in order to portray the mother as a victim of the innocent child 

she helped to create. The idea that no one has the right to use your body is generally true. 

However, you cannot essentially force someone (an unborn child) to use your body for 

survival, and then kill them because they’re “infringing on your rights.” Like every other 

pro-choice argument, this one is absurd. 

         I’m pro-life because science proves that a living human being is created at 

conception, and because basic morality demonstrates that human life is valuable. Every 

human being has the right to life. A child in the womb is no exception. Abortion is a 

reprehensible blot on modern civilization, and it’s time we throw it atop the many great 

atrocities on the ash heap of history. 
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