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Special Feature  
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Roe v Wade: Is Abortion A Gift?   
 

 2195 OA  

  Could the leaked decision be a way for us to build bridges in society? 

1 Recently, something happened that I knew straight away could 
change our world forever.  We need to look beyond the 
obvious, however.  The truth is, unless you are prepared to give 
up bodily autonomy to the state, an overturning of Roe vs Wade 
is a Trojan Horse.  
   

 

2 Suddenly, a lot of people are interested in freedom and bodily 
autonomy – and it’s all down to the decision to overturn Roe vs 
Wade.  We have an opportunity to build bridges – let’s use it.  
 

 

3 Roe vs Wade was a landmark legal decision by the US Supreme Court in 
1973 on whether women should have a legal right to access abortion. 
 
The decision is described in Roe v Wade on the HISTORY.com website.  In 
short, the Court ruled against a Texas statute that was in place and that 
banned abortion.   
 
The Court’s decision, that a woman’s right to an abortion was implicit in the 
right to privacy protected by the 14th Amendment to the US Constitution, in 
effect made abortion legal across the whole of the United States.  
 
In early May 2022, the decision to overturn the Roe vs Wade decision was 
“leaked” to the media from the Supreme Court.  It was the first time in 
modern history that a Supreme Court draft decision had been leaked to the 
public while the case was still pending. 
 
The Daily Mail is one of many media platforms around the world that 
reported the story in Roe vs Wade: The Texas mother who won the landmark 
1973 case but then became a fierce opponent of abortion rights - and her 
'Roe Baby' daughter who finally revealed her identity last year 
 
Before the Roe vs Wade decision in 1973, abortion was illegal throughout 
much of the USA - but it had not always been against the law.  It was legal 
until the late 19th century, when views on abortion changed significantly – 
with the assistance of the medical profession and the church.   
 
The Roe v Wade article on HISTORY.com, about the history of abortion and 
the law in the USA, presents a compelling argument that the reason that 
abortion was made illegal in the USA was not simply a moral one.   
 
There was an agenda – one that influenced public opinion to achieve its 

https://www.history.com/topics/womens-rights/roe-v-wade
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-10776989/As-Supreme-Court-appears-set-strike-Roe-vs-Wade-history-landmark-decision.html
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-10776989/As-Supreme-Court-appears-set-strike-Roe-vs-Wade-history-landmark-decision.html
https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-10776989/As-Supreme-Court-appears-set-strike-Roe-vs-Wade-history-landmark-decision.html
https://www.history.com/topics/womens-rights/roe-v-wade
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aims.  Now where have I heard that before? 
  

4 The Catholic church, meanwhile, only banned abortion at all stages of 
pregnancy in 1869 as described in History of the Roman Catholic Church’s 
teaching on abortion on Church v State. 
 
This article argues that, for fourteen hundred years - until late in the 
nineteenth century - Catholics including the popes believed that the soul did 
not enter the foetus at conception.  So, if the church were opposed to 
abortion - as it is – its opposition is not based on the foetus being a human 
being from the moment of conception.   
 
Rather, from the fifth century, the church accepted Aristotle’s view - that the 
embryo begins as a non-human speck that becomes progressively animated 
and only in its final stage – when the soul is in the body - is it a human being. 
 
Abortion Rights in the UK, which describes itself as “the national pro-choice 
campaign” corroborates this history, saying in History of Abortion Law in the 
UK that English law followed Church teaching - and did so for centuries.   
Abortion was common – one in five women ended a pregnancy.   
 
The church taught that abortion was acceptable until ‘quickening’ – a long-
held belief that the time when the soul entered the foetus was the point at 
which the woman can first feel the foetus move.  Typically, this is about the 
fourth month of pregnancy. 
 
In 1803, the Ellenborough Act introduced the death penalty for carrying out 
an abortion after quickening - previously the punishment had been less 
severe.   
 
In the 1820s and 1830s, drugs were available to buy – women could get hold 
of them and take them to induce abortions.  Sometimes, these drugs proved 
fatal to women who took them. 
 
In 1837 the distinction between abortion before and after quickening was 
removed.  Abortion was then illegal in the UK until the Abortion Act made it 
once again legal - under certain conditions - in 1968. 
 
The Criminalization of Abortion Began as a Business Tactic on HISTORY.com 
says that in the late 1850s, the newly established American Medical 
Association [AMA] began lobbying for abortion to be a criminal offence.   
 
One important shift in thinking, that the AMA led, was away from the concept 
of the quickening. 
   
The article argues that the AMA’s motive was, at least partly, to reduce 
competition from midwives and homeopaths – the people that many women 
relied on for abortions.  Many of these competitors were women – the AMA 
aimed to take away the legitimacy of these women, who held the knowledge 
about childbirth and pregnancy, and also to prevent women from becoming 
obstetricians.  

https://www.churchvstate.org/Catholic/history-of-the_RCC's_abortion-teaching_1.htm
https://www.churchvstate.org/Catholic/history-of-the_RCC's_abortion-teaching_1.htm
http://abortionrights.org.uk/history-of-abortion-law-in-the-uk/
http://abortionrights.org.uk/history-of-abortion-law-in-the-uk/
https://www.history.com/news/the-criminalization-of-abortion-began-as-a-business-tactic
https://www.ama-assn.org/
https://www.ama-assn.org/
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There was a second shift in thought, as well.  People were alarmed by falling 
birth rates – that is, among white, American-born, Protestant women.  Helped 
by successful influencing by the AMA, the falling birth rate became linked in 
many people’s minds to abortion. 
 
Thanks to the AMA, in 1873, the Comstock Laws were passed in the USA.  
These laws banned birth control - and all information about birth control - 
even for married couples.   
 
Anti-abortion laws quickly followed.  By the end of the 19th century, every US 
state except Kentucky had made abortion illegal. 
 

5 Today, the AMA holds the opposite view, as expressed on their website in 
Why leaked abortion opinion is antithetical to public health by their 
President, Gerald E Harmon, MD who is a practising family doctor.  Dr 
Harmon believes that if Roe vs Wade is overturned – if there is no longer a 
legal right to abortion - this will: 
  
“lead to government interference in the patient-physician relationship, 
dangerous intrusion into the practice of medicine and potentially criminalising 
care,”  
 
The oddity in Dr Harmon’s view is that he appears to be oblivious to the fact 
that government interference in the patient-physician relationship has been 
taking place in the last 2+ years - and quite possibly longer.   
 
I am referring, in particular, to the treatment [I use the term loosely] of Covid-
19.  When it comes to this potentially dangerous and even fatal illness, the 
patient-physician relationship is irrelevant.  Doctors are vilified, sacked and 
even prosecuted for treating patients with Covid.  Right at the start, the 
government stepped in and decreed – via the health establishment - all the 
treatment for Covid that was allowed.  In consequence, people with Covid 
were – and are - directed to “stay home until you can’t breathe and then 
phone for an ambulance.”  Those who are unfortunate enough to go into 
hospital are “treated” with standard protocols whether they are appropriate 
or not. 
 
How is it that Dr Harmon has not recognised this “dangerous intrusion into 
the practice of medicine” and that it “potentially criminalises care”? 
 
I can’t answer that question.  However, it appears that Dr Harmon does at 
least recognise that Roe vs Wade being overturned will lead to the same 
issue.   
 
The AMA and other leading medical organisations have filed to the court, 
arguing that “abortion is safe medical care” and that allowing lawmakers to 
substitute their own views for a physician’s expert medical judgment puts 
patients at risk and is antithetical to public health and sound medical 
practice. 
 

https://www.ama-assn.org/delivering-care/population-care/why-leaked-abortion-opinion-antithetical-public-health
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In their documents, the AMA and the other medical organisations argue that 
abortion is: 
 
“a decision to be made between the patient and the physician, subject to the 
physician's clinical judgment and the patient's informed consent.” 
 
A personal and private decision, in other words. 
 
The AMA argues that making abortion illegal will not prevent women from 
having abortions.   
They will just turn to illegal and unsafe methods.   
 

6 The “leaked” decision has resulted in an outpouring of expression - about 
autonomy and freedom from state control in our private lives – in the media. 
 
I don’t remember seeing anything in the legacy media in the last 2+ years on 
these matters. 
 
Here are a few examples. 
 
Jennifer Rubin, in The Washington Post, Let’s throw out the term ‘culture 
wars.’ This is religious tyranny, argues that it’s important to identify the nature 
of the threat to Americans that is likely to follow a ruling in line with the 
leaked decision.  Re-criminalising abortion, she argues, would eviscerate the 
privacy and personal autonomy afforded by the 14th Amendment.  It would 
expand governmental power into every nook and cranny of life - from a 
doctor’s office to intimate relations in bedrooms, taking in pharmacy 
counters. 
 
Yes, it would.  Jennifer Rubin also argues that the “right-wing” justices appear 
ready to reject a core US principle: that religion shall not be imposed by 
government edict.  Along with certain Senators, she argues, Supreme Court 
justices are seeking to impose their own religious views while refusing to 
admit that their views stem from their religious perspective.  The issue is 
state power enforcing theocratically driven positions and whether 
government will diminish individual rights and increase their own decision-
making on matters, such as health care, that are up to people and families. 
 
“…Let’s call it what it really is: state-enforced theocracy, or, if you prefer, religious 
authoritarianism.” 
 
Indeed, it is.  Authoritarianism is authoritarianism, whatever ideology it stems 
from.  Clearly she isn’t a fan. 
 
In The New Statesman, meanwhile, Emily Tamkin argues in Overturning Roe 
vs Wade blurs church and state that religious liberty for only one religion is 
not religious liberty. 
Quite correct. 
 
Sam Ashworth-Hayes argues, in Revoking Roe v. Wade is not an assault on 
democracy in The Spectator, that political issues are being dragged into the 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2022/05/04/culture-wars-diminishes-danger/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2022/05/04/culture-wars-diminishes-danger/
https://www.newstatesman.com/world/americas/north-america/us/2022/05/overturning-roe-vs-wade-blurs-church-and-state
https://www.newstatesman.com/world/americas/north-america/us/2022/05/overturning-roe-vs-wade-blurs-church-and-state
https://www.spectator.co.uk/article/revoking-roe-v-wade-is-not-an-assault-on-american-democracy
https://www.spectator.co.uk/article/revoking-roe-v-wade-is-not-an-assault-on-american-democracy
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realm of law and human rights, where inconvenient obstacles such as debate 
and democratic process are no longer present.   
 
Admittedly his article begins oddly, saying that people in the UK should not 
be concerned over the leaked decision because it will have “little to no 
impact on their own lives.”   
 
Don’t rely on Sam, then, to call an ambulance if someone suffers a heart 
attack in front of him – it doesn’t affect him.  Nice guy.  Sam was once Director 
of Studies at the Henry Jackson Society [HJS] which, according to 
Wikispooks, aims to “assist” countries that are “not yet liberal and democratic, 
to become so."  Yes, we’ve seen a lot of that assistance recently including in 
Ukraine.  And in 2017, the HJS received £10,000 a month from the Japanese 
embassy to run anti-China propaganda, planting Japan's concerns about 
China in British newspapers.   
 
Democracy?  Sounds more like subversion and treason. 
 

7 Melody Screiber wrote in The Guardian that US states could ban people from 
traveling for abortions, experts warn.  She includes a quote saying that 
banning travel is “against basic American principles” and that Americans 
“have freedom of travel” in the USA.   
Has she been on a different planet for the last 2+ years? 
Never mind – if people are waking up, it’s great.  Is that what the Roe vs 
Wade decision is all about? 
  
When I first saw Melody Screiber’s article – and others such as If Supreme 
Court guts abortion rights, marriage equality, contraception and gay sex 
could be next on Pink News that said contraception and homosexuality, to 
name but two things, could also become illegal again, I dismissed it as “fear 
porn.”  Until I started to research for this article.   
 
I know, of course, that the state WANTS to take away our freedoms. 
And I know WHY.   
 
What I hadn’t realised is that our so-called “rights” are nothing of the kind, in 
terms of being enshrined in law – they’re not!  They are merely court 
decisions – which can be overturned by new decisions. 
 

8 Even the Deep State is now singing from the same hymn sheet that we’ve 
been singing from for the last 2+ years.  Let’s not worry too much about 
whether they mean it – they are saying it.   
 
The USA’s Vice President, Kamala Harris, has been widely quoted as using 
language we didn’t think she was aware of: words such as bodily autonomy, 
liberty and privacy and saying: 
 
“How dare they.  How dare they tell a woman what she can do and not do with 
her own body.  How dare they.  How dare they try to stop her from determining 
her own future. How dare they try to deny women their rights and their 
freedoms.” 

https://wikispooks.com/wiki/Henry_Jackson_Society
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2022/may/03/us-abortions-travel-wave-of-restrictions
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2022/may/03/us-abortions-travel-wave-of-restrictions
https://www.pinknews.co.uk/2022/05/03/roe-v-wade-supreme-court-overturn-casey-lgbt-rights-constitution/
https://www.pinknews.co.uk/2022/05/03/roe-v-wade-supreme-court-overturn-casey-lgbt-rights-constitution/
https://www.pinknews.co.uk/2022/05/03/roe-v-wade-supreme-court-overturn-casey-lgbt-rights-constitution/
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Harris even said: 
 
“When the right to privacy is attacked, anyone in our country may face a future 
where the government can interfere with their personal decisions.” 
 
She sounds like a conspiracy theorist! 
 
Here are just two articles, by Breitbart and the BBC – two quite different 
media platforms reporting the same story - Vice President Kamala Harris: 
Overturning Roe vs. Wade is a ‘direct assault’ on freedom and the Abortion 
ruling: Overturning Roe v Wade an assault on freedom - Harris.   
 

9 I said that the Roe vs Wade decision was a Trojan Horse. 
 
The original Trojan Horse was a giant wooden horse filled with enemy 
warriors.  The Trojans didn’t realise what was inside – they thought it was just 
a fantastic wooden horse and so took it into their city. 
The Trojans were warned not to accept the Horse, but they didn’t believe the 
naysayers.  Accepting it caused a lot of harm. 
 
Our Trojan Horse looks like this: 
 
Supreme Court judges have decided to overturn Roe vs Wade. 
A court clerk has decided to leak the decision to the world. 
 
People are celebrating the possibility that abortion might return to being 
illegal, as if that would mean the end of abortion.  Many others, more quietly, 
are happy about people on “the left” being up in arms about the possibility 
that abortion will once again be against the law. 
 
Why has this happened? 
 
I believe that it is to make us – all of us - understand something really 
important. 
 
People who believe in “my body, my choice” over the Covid vaccine have an 
opportunity to understand that, if they don’t believe in “her body, her choice” 
over abortion, there is something wrong. 
In other words, to accept the overturning of Roe vs Wade means they will have 
to accept that the state owns us.  All of us.  Because either we have bodily 
autonomy and personal liberty, or we don’t. 
 
People who believe in “my body, my choice” over abortion, on the other 
hand, have an opportunity to understand that, if they don’t believe in “their 
body, their choice” over the Covid vaccine, there is something wrong. 
 
The news about Roe vs Wade has the power to unite a fragmented society.  
 
For the first time in what seems like forever, suddenly a great many people 
who were on two different sides – guess what – believe in “my body, my 
choice.  They – “the left” are talking about the same things that we – “the 

https://www.breitbart.com/news/vice-president-kamala-harris-overturning-roe-vs-wade-is-a-direct-assault-on-freedom/
https://www.breitbart.com/news/vice-president-kamala-harris-overturning-roe-vs-wade-is-a-direct-assault-on-freedom/
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/av/world-us-canada-61318629
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/av/world-us-canada-61318629
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right” have been talking about for 2+ years. 
 
Let’s not stay on our “sides.” 
Instead, let’s start building bridges in our society.  
Finally, we agree on something! 
 

10 Roe vs Wade, in 1973, was a wrong decision. 
That is what the Supreme Court said recently – but not quite for the same 
reason as I’m giving. 
   
It was a wrong decision - and so was every other legal decision that has ever 
been made about how we, the People, live – any decision that affects our 
liberty, our bodily autonomy and our freedom. 
 
Because it isn’t up to a court, or a judge, or the feelings of a politician.  It isn’t 
up to anyone else to decide - the state, its agents, or its partners.   
 
Homosexuality should never have been illegal in the first place – it is a 
private and personal matter.   
 
The same goes for medical treatments, vaccination, how people raise their 
children, whether they HAVE children – so, contraception.   
 
It applies to gay marriage and every form of behaviour between consenting 
adults.   
 
And – sticking my neck out – it also applies to abortion. 
 
Because the alternative is unthinkable.   
Making abortion against the law doesn’t just mean a return to back-street 
abortions and abandoned babies. 
Making abortion against the law would mean an end to personal choice.  It 
would mean agreeing with the self-appointed elite that THEY OWN US. 
 

11 There is no need for abortion to become illegal again – here’s why. 
 
If a woman is not going to have an abortion, whether it is legal or illegal is 
irrelevant. 
If a woman IS going to have an abortion, she will have an abortion.  If abortion 
is illegal she will have an illegal abortion.  She may survive unscathed or she 
may not.   
She may go on to have another child – a wanted child – or she may not.   
Both are less likely outcomes after an illegal abortion than a legal one. 
 
The fact that it is against the law will not make her go through with the 
pregnancy.  It is indeed, after all this time, still a woman’s right to choose. 
Most important of all - I have the same moral right to prevent someone else 
from accessing abortion as the moral right I have to force someone else to 
have an abortion.  
That is - NONE. 
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And neither does the state have any moral right.  It’s none of the state’s damn 
business! 
 
So the decision to overturn Roe vs Wade is a Trojan Horse with a twist.   
Inside-out or back to front… whatever it is…  
 
In our current inverted world, this inverted Trojan Horse – which we SHOULD 
recognise as a gift – can help us to begin, slowly and painfully building 
bridges.  
 

 CONNECT’S Maxim and Oath 
Connect is only interested in finding and sharing the TRUTH. 

In search of that TRUTH, we only pose questions – we have no answers. 
 

 By: Helen King 
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