Elsevier Editorial System(tm) for The Lancet

Manuscript Draft

Manuscript Number:

Title: Partial-birth abortion and the impartiality of journals

Article Type: Correspondence

Section/Category:

Keywords: abortion, pregnancy, law, ethics, women health

Corresponding Author: Prof. Miguel A. Martinez-Gonzalez,

Corresponding Author's Institution:

First Author: Miguel A. Martinez-Gonzalez

Order of Authors: Miguel A. Martinez-Gonzalez

Manuscript Region of Origin: SPAIN

Abstract:



Manuscript

Partial-birth abortion and the impartiality of journals

The recent ban in the US on partial-birth abortion is probably the most
important ruling on abortion in 30 years. The banned procedure consists in
deliberately and intentionally vaginally delivering a living foetus until the
entire foetal head is outside the mother’s body for the purpose of
performing an overt act that the person knows will kill the partially
delivered living foetus!.

The seemingly "official" opinion of the Lancet appears to be supportive of
unrestricted abortion laws. However, it is disappointing to see recently
published opinion articles in this direction (?,?) deprived of empirical data
(i.e. no reference to systematic reviews or meta-analyses, no estimates, no
confidence intervals).

Is this unvarying opinion truly representative of the views of the medical
profession at large? Many physicians, fully agree with a ban on partial-birth
abortion for reasons that well deserve to be listened to. In contrast to
monolithic partiality, plurality of voices is healthy for journals. A balanced
and representative view of a topic so hot as this is always welcomed.
Otherwise, we, the readers, could suspect being subjected to indoctrination.
Almost no person believes that a mother, in the privacy of her own home,
and for her own reasons, may abusively punish, or kill her newborn,
regardless of her economic condition or the inconvenience that the child
brings to the mother s life. If 99.9% of the population believes that
infanticide is absolutely wrong, then why is near-birth abortion considered a

right? Is cutting the umbilical cord a new scientific criteria to pinpoint the



difference between human life and a group of cells that have no rights at
all?

But, does actually abortion improve women s mental health? In fact,
induced abortion has been associated to a greater risk of mental disorder,
after careful control of pre-abortion psychological variables (*). The high
quality of this epidemiologic study (*) contrasts sharply with that of a
previous null study repeatedly quoted by activists supporting abortion (°),
where the flaws were very bizarre: e.g. losses to follow-up amounted to
50%, there was no unexposed cohort, and no control for confounding was
accomplished in the major analyses (°).

I hope the Lancet will open its pages fairly to dissenters from its apparently
unique and officially-correct opinion on this complex topic.
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