
I refer to your editorial (C-M, Jul 17) on abortion law reform, which would make it legal to abort a 
healthy foetus on demand until 22 weeks gestation. 
 
This could open the way for a business opportunity in the field of abortion. 
 
You state that “most women would already say the decision to terminate a pregnancy is the 
hardest choice they would ever make”, and rightly so. 
 
This open opportunity to terminate a pregnancy up to 22 weeks gestation may place many 
women in a lesser position of being able to rest the urging of other parties to go ahead with this 
procedure. 
 
Terminating a healthy pregnancy, whether to the advanced stage of 22 weeks or not, needs to 
be balanced with the moral responsibility to the defenceless unborn future citizen. 
 
Would it not be better for MPs to find ways to support the pregnant woman to continue with the 
pregnancy, and then to endow a waiting woman who craves a child she cannot have herself, to 
adopt a healthy, loving child? 
 
Christa Elliott, Currimundi 
 
Premier Palaszczuk may well consider thar passing the Termination of Pregnancy Bill, allowing 
abortions up to 22 weeks gestation, will be a “proud day” for Queensland. 
 
However, many thinking people would disagree that the wanton destruction of human life is 
either ethical or morally defensible. 
 
A proportion of women who have had abortions regret it for the rest of their lives and suffer 
psychological distress. 
 
The proposed legislation is irresponsible since it would require ethical doctors with 
conscientious objections to refer women seeking to procure an abortion to doctors having no 
such moral qualms, forcing many medical practitioners “against their will” to be complicit in the 
destruction of human life. 
 
Such a legally enshrined requirement may cause guilt, sorrow, sadness and depression among 
doctors forced to act contrary to their ethical and moral beliefs. 
 
The first tenet of ethical medical conduct is “Primum Non Nocere – First Do No Harm”. 
 
Gregory Boyle, Jamboree Heights 


