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Any time I go to a college campus to do a 
pro-life outreach, I can count on three things: 
1) I will forget to wear sunblock, 2) I will not 
drink enough water, and 3) I am going to be 
reminded that I cannot get pregnant. Inev-
itably, then the pro-choice person will ask, 
“how can you have an opinion about abor-
tion when you can’t get pregnant?”

While I do not consider this to be a 
significant intellectual challenge, it does 
make for a very important rhetorical chal-
lenge. I have seen the fate of  many a con-
versation hang on how well the pro-life 
man responds to this question. His goal 
cannot merely be to give a logically valid 
response. In order for the conversation to 
remain productive, he must be reasonable, 
and he must be winsome.

It should be obvious that saying men 
can’t have an opinion about abortion is, at a 
strictly logical level, merely an ad hominem 
argument, an attack against the person. It is 
also about as clear an example of  sexism as 
I have ever seen. But the pro-choice person 
that is inclined to use this argument does 
not see it that way. Logically speaking, it is 
that way, but trying to convince her of  that 

is quite a gamble in my experience.
At our most recent outreach in Bakers-

field, CA, four different people asked me 
how I, as a man, could have any opinion 
about abortion. I gave each of  them the 
same response:

“You’re absolutely right. I am a man, 
and I will never get pregnant. I can do 
my best to sympathize with women who 
experience unplanned pregnancies, but I 
will never really know what they’re going 
through. Let me ask you kind of  a weird 
question, bear with me.

Imagine I go fishing at the lake. I’m 
having a great time fishing, and then I 
see her [pointing to a female pro-life vol-
unteer] about twenty yards away. I notice 
that she is pushing her car into the lake. 
Well that’s weird, why would she do that? 
Then I look in the back seat, and I notice 
there’s a two-year-old child in the car.

Now, I’m a man. I’ve never been preg-
nant. I’ve never been a mother. I will never 
know what she is going through. We could 
even change the scenario by making her 
child a newborn and saying that she has 
postpartum depression, something I as 
a man could never experience. But even 
though I can’t understand what she’s go-

ing through, shouldn’t I try to do some-
thing to save that kid?”

Assuming she says yes, I’ll continue 
(though usually at this point, she has con-
nected the dots for herself).

“I have this really weird view. It might 
sound strange to you, but I have good ar-
guments for it. My weird view is that a 
human embryo right at fertilization is just 
as valuable a human person as you and 
me. That might sound crazy, but just go 
with me for a minute. If  I’m right about 
that really weird view, then it seems like 
I should try to help those embryos, just 
like I should try to save the toddler from 
drowning, even though in both cases I 
can’t truly understand what the woman 
has gone through. This is why I think it is 
so important to figure out if  the embryo 
is a valuable human person, like we are. 
What do you think?” (If  you’re familiar 
with standard pro-life apologetics, then 
you’ll notice that the structure of  this ar-
gument is just a bit of  an unusual example 
of  “trotting out a toddler.”)

This is by far the most effective re-
sponse I have ever seen to the “you’re 
a man” argument. Usually the person 
I’m talking with completely connects to 

Sometimes at an 
outreach, one of 

our volunteers gets 
stumped and asks 

for help. In addition 
to giving us the 

chance to help the 
pro-choice student, 

this allows us to 
further train our 

volunteers individ-
ually, giving them 
the best possible 

experience.
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what I’m saying and the conversation 
improves because we’ve had a positive 
moment of  understanding. Even when 
I’m talking with an angry feminist that 
ultimately disagrees, they have always 
responded by at least understanding and 
respecting my motives. 

I think there are three reasons this re-
sponse works so well.

First, the thought-experiment is 
a) straightforward and b) uncontro-
versial. I love using thought-experiments, 
but sometimes they have to get complicat-
ed or hard to imagine, and that tends to 
have a negative effect on the thought-ex-
periment’s usefulness. The “fishing story” 
is very simple and easy to imagine. 

It’s also universally obvious that it’s ap-
propriate to try to save the child. If  people 
were inclined to say, “Yeah, but you need 
to respect parents’ rights to determine 
when to drown their own children,” then 

I’d have to find something else. Fortunate-
ly for me (and for misbehaving children 
everywhere), nobody thinks that.

Second, the preface to the 
thought-experiment acknowledges 
the pro-choice person’s concern in a 
respectful way. One of  our priorities at 
ERI is trying to understand pro-choice cul-
ture. They think differently than we do and 
we need to understand those differences or 
we’ll just assume that whatever makes sense 
to us will make sense to them. That is ev-
ery bit as foolish as assuming that everyone 
has the same love languages that you do and 
then treating your loved ones accordingly.

I don’t think it’s logical to believe men 
shouldn’t have an opinion about abortion. 
But I’ve spent enough time talking to pro-
choice people that I really do get why they 
feel this way. Acknowledging the fact that 
men can’t fully understand the difficulty 
of  an unplanned pregnancy shows respect 

A lot of  this last month has been pre-
paring an April seminar and outreach in 
Portland and hiring and training a part-
time administrative assistant, to free me 
up to do the more important things I can 
do to grow Equal Rights Institute: writing, 
fundraising, managing the staff and mak-
ing sure we’re hitting our goals.

I’m very proud of  the speech Tim 
helped me write for the Students for Life 
conferences (pictured on the right).  The 
speech is called “6 Practical Tips for Hav-
ing Good Dialogues” and you can watch it 
now at EqualRightsInstitute.com

I can’t thank you enough for making 
this work possible through your prayers 
and financial support.
Warmly,
~ Josh

to her as a person without agreeing with 
her argument.

Third, agreeing that men can’t 
fully understand pregnancy clari-
fies the actual disagreement. Con-
fusing as it may be to pro-lifers, many 
pro-choice people believe that if  you can’t have 
first-hand knowledge of  a person’s experience, then 
you can’t make moral judgments against what she 
does. I do need to explain why I disagree 
with that conclusion, but if  I don’t first 
clearly acknowledge that I can’t complete-
ly understand what a pregnant woman is 
going through, the pro-choice person will 
assume that I think I can. 

In other words, this is the argument she 
is making:

P1: If  someone cannot fully under-
stand what another person is going 
through, then he can’t make a moral 
judgment against what she does.
P2: Men cannot fully understand 
what pregnant women are going 
through.
C: Therefore, men can’t make a 
moral judgment against abortion.
I want her to hear my argument, and 

she is much more likely to do that if  she 
knows that I understand my own limita-
tions. It may seem obvious to you that you 
know your limitations, but take my word 
for it, it is not obvious to many pro-choice 
people. It’s an excellent use of  ten seconds 
of  my time to show her the respect of  clar-
ifying why I disagree.

“Chris” (blue shirt) was one of the students at Bakersfield that challenged Timothy Brahm to 
explain how he as a man could have an opinion about abortion (he’s also one of the students from 
that outreach that completely changed his mind about abortion in conversation with our staff).


