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After g e sory o e Good Samaria, esus said o, nd do tou Heewise™
Perhaps e meant e re morally requird 0 ct 2 he Good Samarian id. Perkaps e
‘was g pecpl o do e thanis morally equied of them. A= al evems it seems plsin
hat it v ot menlly required of any of the tiry-sight that b ruh out o gie direct
asistance at e sk of s own i, and tat i ot morally required f anyons tat b give
g swetches of s Lfe—aineyears or nine monhs—o sustaning e i of 8 ercn ko
s 50 spacial gt (v werelaving opn he possibilty o i) to demand it.

Tndeed,withone rather srking clas of excepions, 2o one i any counry i the werld
s lgally seqined to do smywhare nesr 3 much 55 ki fo anyose e, The clss of
exceptions s Gbvioss. My mainConcers B i 5ot s 1t o th e i eSpac o sborion,
bt it 5 wor, draving arenion to e fat hat i 20 ste in this comnwy i amy man
compelled by las 10 be even a Minimally Decent Semaran o any persos e s 0 v
under which charges could be bronght agaast the thiry-cight ko stood by whle Kiey
(Genovese died. By contas, i moststtes in i counry women ar compalled b I 0 be
ot mrely Mmmally Decent Samarkans, but Good Samaicans 1 umborn parsons inside
hem. This dossut b islfsel anyting one way o the other, because it may well be
rzue tht thee shouh be L i this Couny—ss her s i many Ewopeas cowies
—<ompelng st et Minimally Decent Sasaiiom. But it does shos that tere s 2 105
‘njosice i the xisting st o the L. And i shows als that e grops cumedly working
sgsinst Wberaliaion of sborion laws, in fac working toward having it decared
nconstntional for  ste to panmit sborion, had bte surt working f he adopion of
(Good Samarites iws generly, o s th chare tht thy e acing i bd St

1 shoud ik, mysel s MimimallyDecens Samaritan s would be one thing, Good
‘Samarian laws quie anothe, nd i facthighly improper. But we are ot hare concermed
ihthe Lo What e should sk s ot whethr anybody should becompelled by lw 0 be
2 Gond Samarian,but whether e st accede o siuaton in which somebody s beng
compelled—by nanre, perhaps—to be 2 Good Semarian, We have, i thr ords, o ok
o a ity iteventions. | v besn sring tat o person i monally requied 10
make lorg sacifics to st the i f snothe who s 0 it o demand hem, s tis
even where the sacifices do ot include fe iel€ we are ot moraly required o be Good
Stmmarians or anyway Very Good Samaritens o one another. But what f 8 man camnot
exticte Binslf o such 3 situaion? VEat b sppesl 0 v o st i It s 1
me plin tha thre are cases i which e can, cass in Which 2 Good Samaritan would
estricate bim. There you are, you ware Kidnapped,and e years i bed withtat vilmist
i shesd o v You have your v e tolsd. Yo e sor, bt o simply camno s
iving up s0 much o your if 0 the sustaning of his. You cannotexicat Yoursef and ak
5 10 d0 0. should have thought that—in ight of s having 5o ight o he we of your
body—it was obvions thst we o ot e to accd fo Yo being frced 9 £ U 30
mach. T cando what you sk Theres o ifusice 1 e viokiistn ur doiag 50.

7. Following te lesd of the opponents o sboio, | Bve throughost bees spesking of
he o mersly s  prson, snd st v been askin  whithe or ot the St e
began with, which proceeds only from th fes” being  person, really dos esablh i
conclusion I haveargued tat it doss .

Bt of course there ar argumentssnd argumenss, and it may be saidthat T e simply
Sustened on the wrong one. 1t may be S5 thet Wt i it i ot meely e £ st
he fous is  person, but thar it 5 2 persom for whom the oman s 2 special Kind of
cesponsiviity g o he fctthat sh i mrher. And it might be srgued tht sl my
analogiesae thereforeielevant—for you do st have thtspecial Kind of responsbly for
{hatvilns,Honsy Fonda doss ot kave tha special Kind o responsibilsy for me. And our
atmson migh be drasn 0 e fact that men 2nd women b s Compeled by aw 1
provide suppotforteir chldren.

B n ffc del (bie) withthissrgnent n secion 4 above; bt (sl briee)
rcapinaion now may be i arder Srely we do ot bave any such “specal responsibliy”
for  person e we Bave sssumed i, expicdy orimplicdy. I aset f pares do mat y
o prevent preguancy, do ot Gbtainan abrtion, ad tn ath i of b of th child o
ot put i o for adopeon, bt rather ke it home ik them, then they have assumed
responsiily for i thy have given i rights, and they Canno now withdra support from
St he cost o it 1 bcase they o G Gl 020 o providing fr i Bt f ey
v taken sl rssonsbl preceions sgaist Baving & child, ey do o sy by virs of
heir biological relationsip 1o e chld who comes o exitence have 3 specal
responsivlyfo it They may i 1 asume responsibiiy for &, o they may 80 wih .
204 L am suggesting that i ssuming responsibility for it ould requielrge sariices, then
they may efuse. A Good Semarien woud o efse—or sy,  Splandid Semaran, f
the saciices tha had to be mads ware szommos. Bt then 50 would 8 Good Samaran
assme rsponsiiliyfr that violins; s would Honry Fonds, i s 2 Good Samarcan, By
1 o the WestConst and assume responsibiliy for me.

.My sranent il b found unstisfcory o S Counts by many of s who WAt
o regard sborion 25 morally pemnissble. Firt, while T do argus that sborion is not
mpermisible, T do ot argu that i avays permisble. There may wll b caes i which
camying the chil o term requires oy Minimaly Decent Samaiansm o the mosher, nd
e e 2 erendard e st ot £al] belone T s tmclined 1o ik f 4 merk o m accom
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‘precisely that it does ot give a general yes or 3 general mo. It allows for and supports our
sense that, for example, 3 sick and desperstely Sightsnsd fourtsn-yearal scholgil,
pregnantdue 0 rape, may f cours choose sborin,andthas any lae whichrles 5 out 5
on msane e And i sso allows for and Suppors ux se i ke cases TR €0
sborion i even posiely indecent. It would be indecent in the Soman o request 3
Sbortion, snd indecent i doctr to peForn , f s i n B seventh o, and wants te
sborion just 10 avod the musance of posponing i abroad. The vy fac that the
arguments T have ben draving anension o weat all cases of sborion, o even all caes of
sborion i which the mother' if s ot ¢ sake, 4 mrally on  par ought f have made
e suspect o et

‘Secondly, whil T am argung for th permissiliy of sborion i some caes, T am not
arguing for e ight 0 secure he death of the b chl. I easy o confuse thse €wo
ings inthat up o coan poat i e 1fe o he fous 5 not able 0 survive uside e
merber's body; hence ramoving it fiom her body guamtes i death. But they e
mporanly ifrent e argued tht you ar not morlly equied o spend nine months
nbed,sustining he 1 f har vioinst; bt 0 sy s 5 by 50 means 0 say hat i when,
‘o mplug youssel,ther i 8 mircl snd b suvives, ou then have & iht ot sound.
o0 st i ot You may detach yoursel evn i i costs him his HE; you have o right
0 b guarameed his death, by some other means, f nplugeing yourself doss 2o Kl b
Thereare some people who will el disatisied by tis fatre of my argument A woman,
ma be ety devastate by th though of a child, bt ofhrsl€,pat out o adopion ad.
v e o b o sgin. She may therefors st ot mersy et he chld b detchad
o ber, bt more, hat it die. Some opponents o sborion ar inclned o regard i 25
‘bt contempt—therby showing insensigeiy o what is swly 2 powerfl source of
despai. A1l the same, T agre that the desie for the ch's deah i not one which saybody
ma grasy,shoud i rum out 0 be possbl o detach thie childsive

At s place, Bowarer, it should be remembered that e have oly been preending
roughout that the fems s  buman bing fom the moment of concepion. A very el
sborion s surely no th Killin o a peson, and 50 i ot st with by i | hvessid.
B

NoTE

1 T o et rpmets e ekl one. Ry, ot s mens by "t
g i it iling a2 nd 1. o iling 2 2 meas 0 some o, o xmple, e o of
saving smsnns ' e

S i Thommon, s fum A Dfns of Aberion ey & Pulic Afis (1347 6.
Coyrigh 1971 blackvel Pl 1 o ih prmsion of BckvelPulkiog 14
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A Defense of Abortion
JUDITH JARVIS THOMSON

‘Mostoppositon o borton relis cn the premis that the s is 2 umuan being, 2 arson,
o the momment o conception. Th premis isarued for,bu, 2T ik, notwll. Taks, for
example, e most common argument. We are sked 1 notice that the devlopment of 3
uman being fom concepein trough b ito chldhood i coatiaous; hen s said that
0 draw e o chouse 2 poiat n s development nd 52y “before s poiat the g s
20t erson, afe s poit s 8 parson” i o make an rbirary choic, 2 choicefor which
i the nate of hings 5o good resson can be gven. T s concuded that the s 5, or
anyway hat we Bad beter say it 55, 2 peson fom the moment of concepion. Bt tis
conclsion does no olow: Similr things might b s abnt the development of n acor
it s o e, and it dos mot follore it scors s Gk s, o ha e Bad betr sy
hey s, Avguments of this fom sxe sometimes caled “slippery lops srEumen—the
phiase i peaps sl explnatory—end it s ismaying that oppones of shorion el 01
hem 50 eavily nd uncriically.

T am inclined 0 agre, howerer, hat he prospecs for “derwing 2 lne” i he
evslopment of the S look dim. s iclinedto ik s tht we sl prbably B 1
agre that the s s alrady become 2 uman prson ll beorebith. Tndeed, i comes
a5 3 suprise when one st leams how sarly i it I it begns fo scquire human
Characterisics, By e tent ek, fo exampl, it alrady has 3 face, s and legs, fngers
a0 toss; ¢ b itrnal organs, and brain actvy i dtectabl. On he orber and, T ik
hat he premis s s, hat ke s is ot 2 persn rom the moment of concepion. A
‘el erlized ovum, & el implanted clump of cols, i 50 more 3 person than a scors
50 sk . B shll o discss sy of . For it seins 1 136 1 b of gt et 10
sk whathappens i, o e sk of argument, we allow th preise. Hor,prcisey, e we
supposed to gt from there to the conchsion that sbortion i merlly Empermssble?
(Opponents of shorion ommony spend most of ther ime esabishing that he s 5 3
person, and hardly any time explaining e sop fom thers © he impermissEy of
aborion. Perkaps they tink the tp 1 smpl and cbvions t Y much comment.OF
perhaps instend they are simply being economical in rgument. Many of those who defend
Sborion sl o th preise tht th feus ot  peron, bt caly 3 bt of e tht il
‘bscome  prson ¢ birt; 2nd why pay out more arguments than you have 7 Whatrer e
explansion, 1 sgset tht the st the ke is ither ssey nor obious, st i <als for
closer examination tan it i commonly given, and tat when we do give it this closer
exsminstion e shll el iclined o Eect .

2 propose, e, tht v st that e e i  pason o he morment of Conception.
How doss the arzument g0 fom here? Something Ik s, T ke i vy prson s a ight
0 1f. S0 the fous s  right 1 1 No doube the mothe has 2 right o decde wht shall
happen in and t herbody; eversone would sran that. Bt surly 2 peron’sright 0 ife s
Swonger and more svingent than the mother's righ to decide what happess in a2 0 her
o, 5 3 cutveighs it So e feus may o e illd: 2 shorion ot b pesomned.

It sounds plausibl. Butnow et me sk you to magin s You ke up i the morming
204 fnd yoursef back 0 back i bed with an nconscions violinist. A famons unconscions
‘ol He has been foundtohave  ftal Kidoey ailment, 20d he Socey of Music Lovers
s cmssed sl thesvailsble madiclrcordssnd o that o slons B the gkt blood.
5P 10 help. They have therefore Kidnapped you, ad It nigh the violinist’s ciralztory
system w2 plugeed ot your, s that yourkidneyscan b used 1 exact posons from his
blood a wel 5 your v, The directar of th hosptal now tllsyou, “Look, we're sy the
Sociey of Masic Lovers did s o you—we would sever have permitiad it if we had
o Bt sill, ey i i, e viciit o i pgzed o you. To unphg you would
6 f il . But never mind, i ony fo nie mouths. By then e will have recoverad
o s silmens, an can safely be unphgged from you.” s it morall icumbent on ou 10
Sccedeto hi siution? o dout i would be very sice of you fyou i, sret Kindness.
‘Bt do you A t scced t £ Whst it wee ot ine ot bt i yess? O longer
7 What e divector of the hospal says, “Tough Iuck, I agre, bt you've now g0t 10
stay in b, withth volinst plugged oo ou, o theretof your If. Becuse remember
s ATl ersons kave  right 0 1, and vioiists ae persons. Graated you e  ight
dacife what happens i and 1o Your bods, bt parcn'sight e ourveighs your ight
decids what appens i 2nd 1 our body. 5o you cannot ever be wplugeed rom him ™ T
magine you wouldregard s 25 uvageous,wich suggest that something really s wrong
‘it tht plausible-sounding srgument | metioned s moment go.

I this case, of course, you were Kiduapped;you dida' volunter for e opeaton that
plugeed the ol nto your kidneys. Can those ho oppose sborion on he ground T
mentioned make an exception for 3 presnancy due to rape? Certainly. They can say that
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‘others, in particular, that those who came into existence because of rape have less. But these.
tstements bave & rthe uplessat sound. Surely th quesion ofwhthe Yo Bve £ gt 10
it L, or o much of i you have, shoulda't o the question of heher o not o
ar the product of 3 ape. And in fac e people Who oppse abarton on the ground [
mentionsd o no mak s distincion, and ence donot make an excepton incaseof ape.

or do they make an excepion for  case i Which the modher has 0 spend the nine
o of b proguancy in bed. They would agre that would be 2 grest i, and hard on
he mother; b e same, ll persons havearigh 0 i, the s i  person, nd s00n. 1
suspec in fac, that thy would not mak an exception for  cas i which, mirsclously
enough, th preguancy went o for i years, o eventh et ofthe motber's e

‘Some wou'seven make n exception fo 2 case i which Conimatin of e pregaancy
s kel o shorenthe mother's i thy regard aboton 3 impanmissbl eve f0 s the
mthr’s lfe. Such cases are owadsys very rae, and many Oppnents of sbortion o ok
accept i exrem view. AI he same i 2 g00d plac 1 begia: 2 mumber of poias of
et come ow inrespect ot

1 Letus cll e view tat aboronis impermissbl evenf 52 the moer’s i “he
exteme view™ T want 1 suggest st that  doss ot e from the argument | mentoned
esle itont the adition of some faily powarlpremises. Suppose 8 woman hasbecome
pregnans, and now leara that sh has 2 cadis conditon sch that e el die i she camies
he by 0 trm. What may b donefo her? The fus,bing  prson, s  right ol bux
a5 th mothr i  peson 00,5 has sh & right 0 lfe. Bresumably hey e an aualright
0 e, Hon i it supposed 0 coma ot it sn sborion may o b prfomed? I mothe
culd Bave an equl right o i, should'cwe perkaps 5 2 coi? O should we add t the
mrher’s right o e he right  docid what happens i 2nd o Ber bods; which versbody
seems b ey tograt—th sum of b rights o uweghin th s ight o 7

The most femilier rgument here i the fllowing. We are tld that pertorming the
aborion ouldbe direc g the chl, whereas doiag nrhing would ot be il the
‘mther, b caly leting b dis. Moreover, in g the child, cne would be kiling an
mmocent person, fo the child b commited mo crime, and i not iming 2t his mother's
death And then thereare 3 variety of ways in which tis might be comtimed. (1) But 35
ety ling an innocen person i alsays and abslaly mpermissble, a sborion may
20 be prtormed. O, (2 2 diecl Kiling an imnocent persn is murder, and mder 5
aways and sbsouely impermissbl, an sborion may et be parormad. O, ) 25 ne's
1 refain from diectly lng 2 nnocen pason s more sngent han 0e's 4y 1
keep  prson fom ding, n sbordion may notbe prformed. OF, (4 fane’s nly opions
ar diecy Killing an fmnocent persn or leting & person die, one must prfe lting the
person i, andthus a shorion may ot beperformed.

‘Som people seem t0 have thought tht hese are ot ke premises which st be
a4 i e conchsion i to b reached, but that hey folloe from he very fact that
mocent peson has  ight o ife. But tis seems 10 m 10 e 2 misake, and parhaps the
simplest way 1 show i 510 bring out hat il e must coranly gant tht nnocent
persons have  ight 1 h theses i (1) trough (4) are all s Tk (), o example.
1F Girecy Kilingan innocent prson is murder, and ths s mpermisbl,then the mother's
sty kiling t smsocest person sid ke it e, snd s s mpemsabl. B
connon seiouly b thonght to b e i the mther parfonms 3 sborion o Berself 1
cove B 1. It camot seiouly b s tht she et e, it she st St pssvely by
a0 it o b death. Lot us ook aga at th cas ofyou and th violnist. There you e,
2 bed it the viohimist, snd e director o the Bospial s fo you, “Its all most
disresing, nd Y deeply sympathize, bt you s s i puting n addional s on your
idneys, and you'Tl be dead within the month But you e 10 sty where you real he
came. Becauss wsplgsing vou would b discty iling an issocest ol snd tars
muder, and thar's imperissibe” I anying i the workd is e, i i tat you do ok
commit marde,you do ot o what s impermisbl, i you reach srowd 0 your back and
‘anplg yoursel from that it o save your e

“The main focus of ntension in writing on abordion has been on what 2 i pary may
or may not do i amswer 0 2 requst from & woman for an sborion. This 5 n 2 way
‘andersandsble. Things being s they are, hre is't much 2 womman cam 53 do o sbor
erslf. Sothe question asked s wha  hird party may do, and wht the mothr may do if
s mentioned atall,is deduced, alnot 25 2n aferthoug,rom what i concoded that third
i sy do. But it eens to e thtf st e e . s Y i 0 665 0 rant 0
he mober that very sarus of person hich s 50 Sy nsisted on for the s, For we
cannot smplyread off what  prson may do from what 8 i pary may do. Suppose You
nd yourself uspped n a tiny Bowse with 3 growing child. I mean a very iy house, and 3
rapdly growing chld—son are aready up against e wall ofhe house nd n o miutes
ol b crushd todest. The chid ot e hand st be crushd t Gt f sthing
5 done 10 stop him fom growing Bl b hurt, bt i the end bl imply bustcpen the
ouse s wlk out & e sman Now I could ell et i £ 3 bystander wa o 57,
“There’s nothing we can do for you. We cannot choose between your life and his, we camnot
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e the ones to decide who i fo liv, We Camnot intervene ™ Bt f camnot be concluded tha
You 10 can do nrbin, that you cannor atack i 10 save your Iife. Howerer nnocent
il may be, you do ot have to wait pasiely il i rushes You t death. Prkaps
pregast womsan i vagaely Tl e the s of ouss, o which s dow't sl e igh
ofselfdefnse. But if e woman houss he chld, & should b remembered hat sh i
person who houses .

1 should perhaps sop to s xplicly thar T am o claiming hat people e 2 right
do mytbing whateve o save thei s ik, rather, that thre are drasic Hmis 10
right of sl dfense. I omsone thretensyou with deth nless ou forturs someans le
deat, T ik yo e ot he riht, v 10 save your I, do so. But the cae unde
considerston her i very iffent. In our case these e ony o piopl vlved, o
hoss e s tresened, and one who tresens i Both are anocent th ome who 3
thratened is not trestened because of any Gl the one Who Ghestns does ot st
because of amy fut. For s resson e may felthat we bystanders camat nervene. B
theperson trenened can.

I sum, 2 roman srely can defond ber I agiat th thret 1 i posed by te unbor
i, even i doin 50 mvolves s desth. And i hovs ot marely s e hess i (1
through (¢) areflse; t shows alo ht th exrem view ofsbovion i fls,and 50 e e
o canvas any e possble ey of ariving at i from the argument | mentoned t

2. The exveme view could of couse be weskensd to say it whie sborion
penmisible t s the mother's ke, & may noxbe pesfomsed by & thidpany, bt caly by
he motherBerself But i cansot b ight it For what e have o ep i mind s
s other snd he o 2 e ot ke o tmants i 8 snal ouse which s, by
unformate mistk, boen entd o bs: e mrber s the owse. The fct it e doe
540  the offnsiveness of ddacing hat e moter ¢ do noing fom he supposici
et i pares can do nothing. Bt it doss mors than ks it cast 2 bright ight on
supposicion that tirdparies can do nohing Ceranl it et ussee tht i parey e
says ° cannor choose berween you” is ooling bimself if be ks s i imparcly
Jomes has found an fstened on 3 caan Cost, hich he neds 0 ksep B from feszing
bt hich St sso s o keep i, o Seesng, e it i ot mparialty st sy
cunso choose berveen you when Smit ows th cost. Wormen heve s sgsin s gas
“Thi bady sy body!” ad they Bave esson to e sy, esson o fel tht it B b
ke shoucing o he wind. Smth,afora, s Bardly kel o lss s i wesay 1o i, O
corse i your coa,anybody would grant that i i Bt 20 one may choos berveen you
s Joneswho i 0 heve "

W shonld sl s vt  hat s 50 oné may Choose” 5 he £ of th fct
e bods that ouses the chld i the mother'sbody. Tt may b smply a fullr t apprci
s e, But ¢ my be somathing more eresing, namely he sense thatone s  ight
re6ue o ay hands on piopl, even whase it ol be st snd i t0 do 0, even whar
josice seems to require hat somebody do s Thus Jusice might cal o somebody [0 g2
Smih'scoa back from Jones, nd et you haveaigh 0 refus o be th one o la hands
s, & gkt to sefus to do physicl vioence to bim. This, | think, st be granted. Bu
e what shol b sid s ot "2 e may hose” bt aly T canno chose,”and ind
ot even i, bt T will o ac” leing i open tht somebdy els can of should, an i
paricalar tht anyone i  posion of auhoriy, with e ob of securing peopl’s rigts, bod
can 0 should. So s i no @ifficuly. T Bave not besn arging that amy gven thid par
It accede 1 he mother's eques ht i perfo i aborion o save he L, bt nly
hemay.

2 suppose tht i someviews of s e the mothers body s ouly o8 o to b,
loan ot being one ich gves herany prior claim 1 ¢ One who held s view miht el
i ¢ sl o sy ° camno choose.” But T shll sinpy imors this possbily. M
v view i that i buman ben has any s, prio claim 10 anything st l, e has 2 just
prio claim t his v body. And perkaps tis need't be rgued for here amya, sace
Ineiose, th srguments sgsinet b e e ogkin ot do st st he wounsn s
right o dacide what happens i and 0 Bar body.

‘Bt athough thy do gant i, T have wid 10 show ht thy do ot ke seriously what
done in ranting i T suggest the same i will esppea even o cleadly when we tun
ey fom cases in whicthe moter's f 2 ke, ad atnd, 2 T propose we o do,
s sl more common case i Wich & wossan st S shorion o Some et weghn
resson than presering er ovm e

3. Wherethe mothr' if is no a sake, he argument T manoned at the st seem
o Bave 2 much sronge pull “Everyons has 2 right o 1f, 5 he umborn person as  righ
o o™ And ' he ' ight o Iife weightir than ahing othe than s morher
o igh 0 e, which s might put forward s round foransborion?

T rgument ot the igh 0 125 i3 wore mproblematic I o, and i e
o me 0 be precisly the souceof he misake.

For we shoul now, at long lat, sk what it comes f, 0 have 2 right 1 Tn soms
s havin  ight o e imclades having a ight f b given at gt th be minimum o
needs for contnued ife. Bt suppose hat what i fact & e bre minzmum  man mds o
contimued e s someting e has 50 right at all b give? I am s o deat, and
ol thine that will save mv Kife is the touch of Henry Fonds's cool hand o mv feverad
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‘brow, then all the same, I have no right to be given the touch of Heary Fonda's cool hand an.
1y feered brow: T wouldbe righelly aice of i oy i fomthe West Const 0 provide
It would b Jss sic, hough s dosbt el messt, i my s e ot 0 e Wast
Coast and camried Hoory Fonda back it tem. But T have 0 right at all agiast abody
e shoul do s for me. O agan o retrn 10 the story T tld el e fact it o
Contined e tht viokinit needs ha comtimued use of you Kidneys does ot sablh that
e has  right o b gven the continned s ofyourkidneys. H caraily b o ight gaist
o that s shouldgiv him continusd use ofyour kidney. For cbody has ny right o use
‘sour Kidneys unles o giv him 5ch a ight; axd obody bas th right against Yo tht you
Shall gve i i ight—if you do allw i g0 omusng your kidners, s i 2 Kindness
on sour par, and ot someting he ca claim fom you a5 s due. Nor has e any right
‘againt anybody lse hat ey should.givehim comtimed use of your Kidneys. Coinly be
50 ight sginet the Society of Msic Lovers ha they shold plug ki o you i the
st place. Andif you now start 0 wplug yoursel,having lerned tht you il ohervise
Bave to spend aine yeas in bed wih him, thers i ncbody i the world who mut €Y 1o
prevent o i ordrt 3 1 i hat b give someting e b  right o e gven.

Some people are rther sictr about th righ  ife.Inthei view, i doss o nchde
e right 10 b iven anyihing, but amouns o, 204 ouly o e Fight not 10 be Kiled by
anybody. But bere  reatd diffcly arses. If everybody it refan om iling et
il hen everybody must refsn om dong a great many iffeent s of g
‘Everybody must reffainfom slitin his o, eerybody must efan o shooting him—
and eversbody must rffainfom unplgeng you rom k. Bt does he have  right gainst
‘everybody tatthey shal refrain from unphugeing vou fom im? Torefain fromdoin this
551 alloe b  continn o e your Kidaeys. It could be argued tht e s  right agast
0 it e ol allw b  continse t use your Kidneys. That s, while e had 20 ight
‘againt us i we should ive him the use of your kidneys, it migh be argued that be
smyy s it sgainstus that weshall ot o servene snd depive i of th s of
‘o Kidmers. 1 shall come back o i party ntervenionslater. But coaaly s vioiist
s 20 right aganst yo thtyou shal o im0 continue e your Kidneys. As T said,
o do sllow i t0 e the, it 3 indess o your pr,and st somehing You e
b

“The iy T poiat 1 here i st pecula 0 e right o 1 It eappes i conpecion
it e thr el ights; and s somthing which 2 adequat account of rights must
sl with o prosent purpose i i enough st o daw aenon o it. But I vould sess
2 am not aging thatpeopl do ot have right o fe—quite 10 e conmar, i seems o
e that e primary consol e mustplace 8 e ccepablEy ofanaccountof ihts st
¢ should rarn out i tht account o be 2 ruth ha al persons ave 3 righ f e T am
arguing ooy thar baving  right 0 e does ot guraaee having cfher  right 0 be given.
e e of o 8 right o be allowsd comted 5e of ssother parson’s body—even if one
s it for e I S0 th ight e will ot srve th opponents ofshoron in e ey
simple s cle way i which they 366 0 Bave thonght it would.

4 There is snothr way t bring out the ifficly Tn he st xdiary sor o case, 0
deprive somecne of what he has 2 right 1 10 et him wnjuty. Suppose 2 boy and is.
mal broerar oy gven 8 bos of chocolte for Chrstmas Ifthe lderboy akes the
o and efses 1 give bisbrosherany f the chocoltes, b i wajut o i, for th bt
s been given 3 right 0 Blfof them. But suppose tha, havin leamed tt iberwise
mean i year in bed with tht violns, Yo usplug Yourself fom bim. You svely are ot
being sajut o bim, for you gave i o right f e Yo Kidaeys,and 0 one e can e
ivenbim sy such right. But e Bave t0 otice it i unplugzing yourslf,you e killing
i and olinsts, ke eversbody ele, have  right o ife, and s in he view e were
considering just o, th right not o be Killad. S0 here you do what ke supposedy kas 3
righeyou shall o do, b Yo do o ct sl o him i dofag .

“The cmendation which may be made 2 s poiat i s h right 0 1 consist o .
e ight no 0 b illed, but rth i theright 5ot 0 b Killed unusty. This rus ik of
ciculary, b mever mind. it would ssble s 1 squae he factat the violiithas 2 ight
0 e withth fct tha you do ot actunusl toward i in wplugging Yoursel, thrsby
iling i, For i you do ot il him unusy,you do no vielate i ight o i, and 50t 5
20 wonder you dohim no iusice

Bt i his emendation is scceped, th £3p i th argument agaist sborion s us
pliny n th face: i by mo means enough 0 show thtthe fes i  erson, and 0 remind
0 it ll persons have 2 right t lfe— 5eed 0 be shown alo tar Kiling the fous
vilates it rightto 1., et bortion st Kllng And s 7

1 suppose e may ke i 5 & o hst i 8 35 of pregRancy du forpe he mrher
s o givn the ubor person  ight t hewse of e by fo food and sher Todsed, i
what pregaancy coud it be supposed that he mober b given he wnbom person such 3
ghe? e ot s i thre re unbor personsdrifing about he orl, o whom  woman.
who wants  childsays T it you in”

Bt gt beargued thtthare s e s o can e scqied  ight 0 the e
f anber persos body than by having been avied o e i by that prscn. Suppose 3
oman olumrly indalges in inercouse, nowing of he chance it will sus i pregaaacy,
2 then she does become preguant. s she not in part responsible for the presence, in fact the
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‘very existence, of the unbom person inside her? No doubt she did not invite it in. But doesn’t.
er paral responsblcy for s being thre el give 3 right e e of e body? 1 0,
e ber sboring i ould b more e he boy's tking ey the chocolates, nd s ke
‘sour umpluggng yourel rom the violnist—doiag 5o wouldbe depriving it of what t does
e s it o, and ths would b ding it i,

A then, oo, ¢ might b asked whether o ¢ she can Kl it ven 0 save her v e
16 volusarly called it existenc, how o s now il i, even i el dfense?

The it thing o b sid sbout i ittt  Semthing me. OppoGERts of borion
e been 0 concemed 0 make out 2 ndependenceof e s in crdes 0 bl tat
B  ight 0 1, st 2 s mosher doss, that they have tended 1 xerlok the possble
support they might e fom makingout that e feus i dependenton the mother n xder
o establi it she s a special Kind of responsblsy for i,  responsibiy tht ives
rights against her which are not possessd by any independent person—such a5 2 ailing
[ ——

On the othr han, this rgument would give he unbom person  righ o s motber’s
ol f herpregasacy remiled o 3 volstary sc, uadarsken i fll Enowladze of
e chance 2 pregaancy might el fom .o would leae ot encely the unborn peren
whose existence is due 0 rape. Pending e avalabilfy ofsome forher argument e, e
rould e et it the conclsionthat unbornpersos whose exience i e 0 rapebave 20
gt 0 th s of the mothrs” i, s hus that shoring he i ot sprvin th of
anyehing ey have  right 1 and bence i ot st lng.

A weshould aso modce tha it mot aall i tht i argument really doss g0 aven
5 far a5 i prports . For threar cases and cases, and the detals make 2 iffrence I the
Soom s 5, and T tharefors opes & window 0 i i, 22 3 bsglr climbs i, i would b2
b 1 32, “Al, v b can sty, e’ gven i  right o he s of ber house—for she
5 partally esponsible for bispresence ther,having <olantarly done what ensbld ki to
et i ull Knowadge ha ther are sch thing a5 barglars, and hat brglrs bargle™ e
rould be sl more sbsurd f say s F T had Bad bars nsalled ovtside my windors,
precisly toprens burglarsfom gting in, and 2 burgha got nouly becanse of 2 efect i
the bars. T remains eqully sbeurd i e iagine st = 20t  burglar who cimbs i, but
innocent prson who blunders o lls i Agan, Suppose i wer ke this: ecple-seeds it
about i the i ke polln and i you open your sidow,one may i and ke rot .
‘o carets o upholsery You dou't ean chdren, 5o You £x p your windows i fne
mesh scroans, the vy best you cam by A can happen, however, and on ver, vry rre
occasionsdoss happen, oné of the screes is dafecive; and s seed s i snd kes oot
Doss he person-plant who now develops have  ight ot s of sou howse? Srely sot—
despite e fac that you volumtarily opened your windows, you knowingly kep carpes and
phlsered o, 04 you knew that screens were sometimes defctive. Someone may.
argue tht you areresponsiblefo s roting, tha t doss ha 2 right 0 your house, because
afer Al you coud have Yved ot your 1fe with bare loors and fnre, o wih sedled
vindons s dooes. Bt i ot do—fo b the s oke o <3 oid 3 rEERAEEY |
82 0 rape by having  Bystrectomny, o amyway by neve enving home idout 2 (elible)

It seems 0 me tht th argument e are Iooking 2 ca establh a most s thre are
Some cases in which the wbor prson has 3 right o the use of s merber’s body, and
erefos some caes in which sborion i just illing. Ther s roam for mch disussion.
04 rgument 2 o precisely which, f any. Bt T think we should sidestep i sse and

ere may be case in whic i would be morall ndecent 0 detach 3 eron fom Yo body
¢ the cost of s fe. Suppose you leam that what the vilinistneeds is ot aine years of
o if,but oy ome hour: ll you eed do 1 sevehi if i o spend one o n i bed
it i, Suppose sso thtlning i s your kidneysfo tha one Bowr ol 5ot afect
‘o heskts it sihtest. Admitedly you e kidnapped. Aduitadly v did 5ot give
anyone permision to plag him iato you Neverheles i seems 0 me plan you ought o
o i 1w your Kidneysfo that howw—it wouldbeindecent o efse.

Again suppose regnancy asted cnly sn o, and Constited o threat 0 1 of heslh.
A sppose that 2 woman becomes pregnat 2 2 result of rape. Admiedy she did not
Solumarly do anyting o bring sbout the exience of a ld. Admitedly she didnothing 1
al which would giv the unborperion  ight 0 the use of er body. Al e same it might
el be s, 2 i the nerwly emended violins sor, thatshe ougie o allow ¢ 10 remain o
it ottt ol b ndacent b o e

o some people re nclined 10 use the torm “igh” i such 2 way hat it ollows rom
e fct th you ought 0 allow  erso t we your body for e our e neds,hathe has 3
right o e you bodsfo e our b needs,even thongh b has no b given fhat igh
any persom or act. They may say tat it fllows also hat if you refse, you at sty
toward him. This us of e tem is prkaps 50 common dha & cant be called wiong:
neverteles it seems o me 0 be n unfortmate oosenng of what e would do beter 1o
keep 2 tigh e om. Suppose ha b o chocolates  mentionad enlie had ot been given.
1o both boys jointly, but was given only to the older boy. There he sis, stolidly sating his
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veay through the box, his small brother watching eaviously. Here we are likely to say “You
ought no 10 bes0 mesn. Yo oght  give your broshe som oftose chocolates.” My o,
‘e ittt ot dos ot olloe fom et of st the brodher s ay Fight 0 amy
ofthe chocolates I he boy refses o give his brothr any, b s greds,singy, callous—out
¢ mfust. T suppose thar the peopl T have i mind el s e does ol tht the brodaer
s  ight 1 some f he chocoltes, and thus that e oy does atunfusty i e refses o
e i broter any. Bt th offectof sying i s 1 obscure what we should eep distinct,
mamly the ifrence berween e boy'srefsal i tis case and he boy's refusal i e
atircase, i whicthe bo s given o boda b oy, and i hich the sl brodaer
ok what s fom any pint ofvew clear e o Bal.

A furter bjecion 0 50 usng the e “Tight” that from the fact tht A ought 0 do
ing fr B, it follows that B has a right aganst A tha A do i fo i is tat . goig ©
make the question of heher or 20 4 man has  right 2 g farn on how easy K5
provide him with i, and tis seems not merely ufortanat, bt morally unaccepable. Tke
o cas of Hey Fonds sesn. 1 s evhir thar 1 had 50 1iht o he touchof i ool Band.
on my fovered brow, even though I needed i o save my Iife T 52 it would be Eightally
ice of i to f n from te West Coast 1 provide me it i but it | had o right gaist.
i hat he should do so. Bt suppose e 5 oa the West Coast. Suppose e s oy o
alk across th room, place 2 hand brify on my brow—and o, my if s saved. Then,
et i onght 0 d i, would be ndecent o refse s it be sad “A, el i ollows
i i case s has 2 right o e touch of s hand on he brow, 2nd 3 ¢ soud be 2
mustice n i 10 refse™ So that T Bave  ight 0 i when s easy fr im0 provid &,
hongh no ight when i€s ard? 16 rather 2 shocking dea tht amyons’s ightsshould fade
vay and Gsappea s i gets hardr and hader o accordthem o him.

So my omm ven i tha even hough you ought 1 et he vioiist use your Kidaeys or
o o Bous B nesds, e Shonld o conchnd i b B gt 0 do so—ve shold sy
i you efse, o are, ke th by ¥ s e chocolaesand vl givemone away,
sl conered and callous,indcent i uct, b ot unfost. And similry, it even supposing
a case in which 2 worman pregaint du t 1pe Gught o slo e unbomn persen 10 e b
oy for the hour b needs, we should no concude hat he Bas  right 0 do 3 we shoud
conclude that she s selfcenterd, callos, indecent, but not wus, i she refwses. The
complaitsareno les gave; ey are st differnt. Howerer the s o need 0 insist o
s poiat. I anyone doss i 10 daduce " Bas & ight” rom “you oughe” ten al e
Same e st sl grant it therear cases i hich €5 ot moraly required ofyou that
o allow that vl o use your kiders, nd i which e doss 2o have  Fight o we.
e, ad i which you o no do himan nustice if Yo refse. And 30 o for moter and.
‘amborn child. Except i such cases a5 the uabom person bas  ight o demand o e
ere laving openth posibily it thre may be sch cases—aobody s moraly equied
o make larg sacrifics,ofhealt, o al r iteests nd concers,of ll ot dutis and.
commioments, for mine years, o evn fornine monhs, norder o keep mote prson i

6 We have in fact 0 ditingui beween o Kinds o Samaran: the Good Samarian
nd et w might cal the Mimimally Decent Samarian The tory of the Good Semaran,
o will emenmber,goes e s

A comin s went o o s o Jriche, nd ] g s, wich srpped i of
i i, o i, 28 Gpane,eving il e
And by chance tor cam down o pries v, and when b s i, s pased by o
omrsie

And s 3 Levte, who b was 2 e plce, ame and ok o i, 2nd s by o e
omrsie

5 2 o Somarion, 25 b Joumeyed, come e e s, 2 when s M b Bad
rs———

A vt i, 2 b p s o, poin ol 2 i, st i o s o e,
PE—R—————

35 0t o, hen B e, tok ot v s, £ . i ot 25 s
i, Tk e fin: ad whasosrer o spends e, sben] comeagn Ll gy ™

Qe 03059

The Good Samaran ent out o his sy, 2t some cost 0 imel, o Belp o i nesd f .
We are not ol hat the opsons wer, hat i, hethr or ot the prisst and the Leviteconld
e halpd by ding les han the Good Smaritan &, but asuming hey coud ave,ten.
e fcethey 6 nvbing a¢ al o hey wore ot even Minmaly Decent Samarias, ot
e the were o Samarians,but becase thy wer o even minimlly decet.

These things s  mtter of deges, o conts, bt ther s 8 diffrence,and i comes ot
pehaps ot clesly i the story of Kify Gesovese, who, 55 you will emember, wss
mdred il thiy-sight pople watched o litmd, snd did s st l 0 help b &
Good Samaritan would have rushed out fo give dirctassistance againt the mudre. O
pethaps e had b allow that t soud kave been  Splndid Samarian o did i, .
s ground st i would v mvolvad & sk ofdesth fr st Bt te hiy-ight ot
oy id mot do tis, they did st sven wouble 9 pick up @ phons to call he police
Minimalty Decen Samaritanism would cal for doing a last tha, and their not having dose.




