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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Anti-abortion terrorism has been emboldened by the shift away from "rescue" and toward apocalypse.
2. Feminist scholarship has focused on the fetus as text in popular culture and the public sphere, but this strategy is not new or revolutionary.
3. Corporate non-profit pro-choice organizations have developed compelling media campaigns to disrupt the iconography of the fetus, but women do not make decisions about abortion based on fetal images in the public sphere or doctor's office.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article “Who’s Afraid of Virginia Dare? Confronting Anti-Abortion Terrorism After 9/11” by Carol Mason is a comprehensive look at anti-abortion terrorism and its implications for reproductive freedom. The article provides an overview of anti-abortion terrorism, examines feminist scholarship on the fetus as text in popular culture and public sphere, and discusses strategies for combating anti-abortion terrorism.
The article is generally reliable and trustworthy, though it does have some potential biases that should be noted. For example, Mason’s discussion of feminist scholarship focuses primarily on visual representation of fetuses rather than other aspects such as seeking common ground between pro-life and pro-choice women. Additionally, Mason’s discussion of corporate non-profit pro-choice organizations focuses mainly on their efforts to disrupt the iconography of fetuses rather than other strategies they may employ to combat anti-abortion terrorism.
The article also fails to explore counterarguments to its claims or present both sides equally. For example, while Mason discusses how women do not make decisions about abortion based on fetal images in the public sphere or doctor's office, she does not provide any evidence for this claim nor does she explore any counterarguments that may exist. Additionally, while Mason discusses strategies for combating anti-abortion terrorism, she does not present any opposing views or arguments against these strategies.
In conclusion, while “Who’s Afraid of Virginia Dare? Confronting Anti-Abortion Terrorism After 9/11” by Carol Mason is generally reliable and trustworthy overall, there are some potential biases that should be noted as well as a lack of exploration into counterarguments or presenting both sides equally which could lead to a more balanced view of the issue at hand.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Pro-life and pro-choice common ground 
· Strategies to combat anti-abortion terrorism 
· Evidence for abortion decisions not based on fetal images 
· Corporate non-profit pro-choice organizations 
· Counterarguments to anti-abortion terrorism strategies 
· Fetal representation in popular culture and public sphere
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