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Is clamping down on freedom of speech the logical conclusion of a pro-choice worldview? 

Don't get me wrong. As a pro-life woman, it is certainly heartening to see the lack of receptivity to Justin Trudeau's 

position that pro-life candidates need not apply to be nominees for the Liberal Party. 

There has not been much (any?) support for this bold declaration that freedom of speech and conscience ought to 

be denied Liberal nominees. His position sounds extreme. 

But is it? 

In my opinion, Mr. Trudeau's remarks are a logical extension of pro-choice philosophy. 

In spite of the rhetoric, being pro-choice is not actually always in favour of choice. I'm not talking about the woman 

here; I'm talking about the developing human in the womb. 

The problem for those who are pro-choice starts with failing to identify and then honour the obvious 

consequences of the humanity of the embryo/fetus in the womb. The mother's choice always trumps that of the 

unborn child. 

One abortion rights supporter, Shelley Gavigan of Osgoode Hall Law School said this at a 2008 Morgentaler 

symposium: "If you must acknowledge the discourse of the unborn child," she said, "if we must reinsert the 

vernacular of the unborn into the discourse, [then the] pregnant woman and the unborn child speak with one 

voice and that voice is hers." 

Here's the rub, and why being pro-choice leads to a need to quash freedom of speech for pro-lifers as Justin 

Trudeau has done. 

There is a biological reality in pregnancy that pro-choice philosophy doesn't know how to address.  

So they hope that it goes away. Example: When pro-lifers want to debate when life begins, pro-choicers stand 

down. (It is seriously difficult to get abortion rights supporters to debate the ethics of when life begins.) 

Pro-choice people want to focus on any number of other things: The suffering of the mother, the difficult lives of 

some born children to name a couple, but not the life of the child in the womb. 

For those of us who are pro-life, or anti-abortion, or anti-choice -- I'm really not flummoxed by labels -- the person 

in the womb has their own voice, as a developing person. 



And while there are plenty of arguments to be made that speak to the negatives of abortion for the mothers and 

fathers having them, and for society, the reality is, some women and men do not suffer after abortion. 

Yet consistent pro-lifers are always against abortion, even in these instances, since the unborn are human beings in 

their own right -- albeit ones who live in their mother's womb for nine months. 

Hence, to the abortion-rights movement, we become "anti-choice." 

That there is absolutely no precedent in law for abortion rights, by the way, is inconsequential to people like Justin 

Trudeau. The prevailing zeitgeist identifies self-determination as paramount. 

As a result, pro-abortion folks believe that those of us who believe in a right to life are trampling women's 

autonomy. 

If Justin Trudeau seriously thinks that being pro-life tramples on women's autonomy and rights, then he is right to 

kick those people out of his party. I would remove someone who denigrated women from my party, too. 

That the mother's rights trumps the unborn child is the defining ethos of every single last Canadian who is pro-

choice, whether they realize it or not. 

(I'm what they call a new feminist, for wanting all the world to respect and acknowledge women even with their 

reproductive capacity. At ProWomanProLife.org we believe the rights of the unborn and of women need not 

compete.) 

I'm encouraged that intuitively Canadians know Justin is missing something. That's evident in so many people 

commenting that his thinking is wrong. 

But the reality is that Canadians in the mushy middle on the abortion issue need to ponder whether they believe in 

the right to life for all human beings. If so, how can they justify abortion as a choice? 

Canadians in the mushy middle also need to ponder whether those of us who are pro-life are truly denigrating 

women. If we are, how do they justify the presence of pro-lifers in politics or anywhere else for that matter? 

Justin Trudeau is acting in consistency with pro-choice philosophy. Now is a good time for Canadian men and 

women to consider why he is doing what he is doing and subsequently to consider where they stand. 

Andrea Mrozek blogs at www.prowomanprolife.org and is Executive Director at the Institute of Marriage and 

Family Canada (www.imfcanada.org) 

 

This article can be found online at http://www.huffingtonpost.ca/andrea-mrozek/justin-trudeau-pro-

choice_b_5297456.html 
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