
Abortion Debate Prompt 
Riddles of  Existence, Winter 2015

The class debate on abortion will be held in class on Monday, January 19th. !
Topic:  Is it morally permissible to have an early abortion for very minor reasons? !

The pro-choice team must argue for an affirmative answer to the question—that is, they 
must argue that it is morally permissible to have an early abortion for very minor reasons.  
An example of  a minor reason might be that it would be a little more convenient for the 
mother to wait another year or two before having a child.  This makes an affirmative answer 
to the topic question a strong view.  Put roughly, it holds that having an abortion is not a big 
deal, morally speaking.  (For comparison, many people have a view like this about birth 
control—they think using birth control is not a big deal, and can permissibly be done for 
very minor reasons, or no real reason at all.) !
The pro-life team is only required to argue for a negative answer to this question—that is, 
they are only required to argue that early abortion requires a strong moral justification.  But 
it may be that the best version of  this view also says that abortion is almost always morally 
wrong.  For example, if  this team’s argument appeals to the claim that fetuses are persons, 
then to be consistent they might also need to say that abortion is permissible only in 
circumstances where killing an adult would be permissible.  That is up to the team to decide. !
You can divide speaking time between team members as you see fit, but everyone should 
play an active role.  The plan is for grades to be assigned to the team as a whole, although an 
exception might be made if  there is an extreme imbalance in the contributions made by 
different team members.  Grading will depend on the strength and clarity of  the arguments, 
and not on whose conclusions I or others agree with. !
Schedule: !
1. opening statement by pro-life team (5 minutes), laying out the case for their view 
2. opening statement by pro-choice team (8 minutes), laying out their case and offering 

objections to the pro-life team’s case 
3. response by the pro-life team (5 minutes), replying to the objections from the pro-choice 

team and offering objections to the pro-choice team’s case 
4. response by pro-choice team (5 minutes), replying to objections to the pro-life team, and 

to the pro-life team’s replies to previous objections 
5. questions from the audience (remainder of  class) !
Each team will have a minute or two to confer in between segments of  the debate.  This 
means that you should prepare in advance for objections that you think the other team might 
make to your view. !
Pro-choice team:  Zach Leamon, Zach Benaharon, Nicole Chtchekine, Emma Parece !
Pro-life team:  Noelle Torre, Aengus Millen, Lam Ngo, C. J. Morgani


