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"ABORTION:  FACT & FICTION"

INTRODUCTION: Read Psalm 139:13-16 

We live in a schizophrenic society. On one hand, we have abortion on demand. And yet, on the other hand we have the very best in prenatal care. Life saving medical procedures can be performed on a fetus before the mother is even showing; that is in the first trimester. 

The national average now is that for every two babies born, there is one aborted. What happened to the sanctity of human life? Or as Francis Schaeffer said, "Whatever Happened to the Human Race?"
In this message I want to tackle three issues by answering three questions. First, what does the Bible teach about the sanctity of human life and why it must be protected? Second, what are the falsehoods coming out of the pro-choice movement? And third, what can we as Christians do about abortion in America? 

I. WHAT DOES THE BIBLE TEACH ABOUT THE SANCTITY OF 


HUMAN LIFE AND WHY IT MUST BE PROTECTED? 

Notice first of all verse 13 of our text. God is the one who creates life. He does this of course through the medium of a man and a woman. But it is God who oversees the occurrence of conception. Therefore, at conception God has started a new life. 


Before the Supreme Court decision in 1973 to allow abortion on demand the number one question to be considered was, "Does life begin at conception?" In October 1967, the First International Conference on Abortion was held in Washington D.C. This is what the final finding of that group said: 

"The majority of our group could find no point in time between the union of sperm and egg, or at least the blastocyst stage, and the birth of the infant at which point we could say that this was not a human life. The changes occurring between implantation, a six-week embryo, a six-month fetus, a one-week old infant, or a mature adult are merely stages of development and maturation. Nothing, no bits or pieces, will be added to this living human being from the time of fertilisation until the old man dies, nothing except nutrition." 
Even with this finding the Supreme Court went ahead and gave the nation abortion on demand. Their statement was that the evidence for the beginning of life was inconclusive. What happened over the period of the next few years is that man's medical technology increased. 

We were starting to take pictures of infants in the womb; some just weeks after fertilisation. No longer were we just talking about a mass of tissue. These pictures showed us little eyes, hands, hair, and little ones sucking their thumbs. 

What was the answer of the pro-death people? Redefine personhood. They were and are still now saying, "Yes, there is no doubt that what is in the womb is HOMO SAPIEN. But it is not yet a person." The question is raised then, "How do you define a person?"  They give three possible ways to define personhood: physical, sociological, and mental. 

The physical means of determining personhood can be done in two ways. The first way of determining personhood physically is saying that once the child can exist outside the mother he or she is a person. The problem with that is no child can exist of themselves outside the mother. They still have to be cared for. If you want evidence of this, go to the house of parents with a new-born child at 3:30 AM and listen to that new-born demand attention. The other problem is that the age at which a premature infant can survive keeps getting smaller and smaller due to prenatal technology. The second way of determining personhood physically is to make sure there are no physical defects. In November of 1968, Nobel Prize winning biologist Francis Crick suggested that doctors wait at least two days before declaring an infant a person; this would give them enough time to weed out the bad ones. Hitler would be proud. 

The sociological method determines personhood based upon the individuals ability to communicate with others. Following this criteria, a Ph.D is more human than a 2 year old. Man's cultural accomplishments--what he does--sets him apart from the animal kingdom. You see this attitude in our society. People do not want to hear about what you know, they want to know what you do. What you do is more important. Therefore, a corporate executive is more of a person than a garbage collector. 

The mental criteria for determining personhood is the most popular. Joseph Fletcher, a proponent of situation ethics, states, "An individual is not a person unless they have an I.Q. of at least 40." Do you see the problem in 

using this as a test of personhood? There are elderly people with Alzheimer's disease who could not measure up. Fletcher says in such cases where infants or people do not measure up, abortion, infanticide, euthanasia are not the taking of personal life, just biological life. 

And so it goes on today. Pro-death people will admit that what is in the womb is a human being, however, it is not a person.

What does the Bible say, first of all concerning the sanctity of life? According to the Scripture, biological life is an essential part of a person's being. Genesis 2:7 states that God formed man from the ground and that He breathed into him the breath of life and "man became a living soul." Most biblical scholars agree that this indicates that man does not have a soul, but that man is a soul. Even at death, God does not leave us as disembodied spirits. The great truth of the resurrection and our hope of resurrection is that the spirit will be united with the body. Christians need to beware of looking down on the body because it is evil and elevating the soul. That is Greek dualism not Bible. The body is good because God created it. True, sin has tainted it, but the power of the resurrection will overcome that. It is for this reason that the Christian tradition respectfully buries the body while Eastern pagan religions cremate the body as a worthless cast-off. 

My point is this: in the Bible life and personhood are associated with the body; it has to do with the whole man. We are not just interested in saving souls. We want to save the whole man! This biblical truth flies in the face of pro-death logic that wants to separate biological life from personhood. 

Since God created biological life as a living soul, a person, we have no choice but to protect it. The Bible excludes no one from personhood. The pro-death people want to exclude those who do not measure up to their subjective criteria for personhood. The Bible does no such thing. One of the arguments of the pro-death people is we need to kill the children because they are being born into poverty and will end up in poverty. The Bible does not grant personhood based upon what a person has in their pocket. God always took great steps to insure the poor were taken care of. In Matthew 25 it is shown that part of our judgement will include how we have taken care of the poor. The pro-death people want to exterminate those who would be born handicapped. 

Jesus went to great lengths to heal them. The elderly are seen as a burden to society. The Bible says we are to honor them. In his book on Abortion, Paul F. Fowler states: 

"We conclude, then, that our Judeo-Christian prolife tradition is truly biblical in this way: Within the human race, there are no exceptions to personhood. 

All people have equal right to protection. The Bible does not devalue people because they are imperfect according to this world's standards, or because 

of their status or age. It does not question their right to live. Indeed, God's law protects them, and the coming of Christ served to accent their worth. This, I believe, is the main reason the church can never become pro-abortion. The heavy accent of Scripture on God's care and protection for the weak and defenceless is a theme too strong to bypass."
As we leave this question of the value of human life, I want to leave you with one passage of Scripture. Proverbs 6:16-19 speaks of seven things that God hates. One of these things is "the shedding of innocent blood."  Is anything more innocent than life in the womb?

II. WHAT ARE THE FALSE-HOODS OR INCONSISTENT LOGIC 

THAT COMES OUT OF THE PRO-CHOICE MOVEMENT? 

The problem with too many Americans is that they do not take time to think things through for themselves. Therefore, the pro-death arguments wrapped with inconsistent logic and loud sentimentalism is swallowed hook, line, and sinker by a great number of people. 

For instance, one of the main line arguments coming from the National Organization of Women (N.O.W.) is that a women is granted by the constitution to do whatever she wants with her body. "Not the church, not the state, only women should decide their fate" is their cry. So a person who would think this through must ask the questions, "Is the fetus only part of the woman's body" and "Does the constitution allow us to do what we want with our bodies?" 

First, concerning the question "Is the fetus only a part of the woman' s body like an arm or leg, etc.?" In a book entitled The Secret World of Baby put out by Random House it states: 

"The body of the unborn baby is more complex than ours. Before he is born, the baby has several extra parts to his body which he needs only so long as he lives inside the mother. He has his own space capsule, the amniotic sac. He has his own lifeline, the umbilical cord, and he has his own root system, the placenta. These all belong to the baby himself, not to his mother. They are all developed from his original cell."

Let me ask you this, if this baby inside the mother is only a part of her body, why is it that over 50% of them have male sexual organs? Since when did this become part of the female anatomy? It is very clear that while the baby is a 

part of the mother, it is not ONLY a part of the mother. He or she is special and unique from her and any other of God's creations since the beginning of time. 

Second, we must ask ourselves, "Does the constitution allow us to do whatever we want with our bodies?" Think about it. If the constitution did allow this, why does our country make such a big fuss over drug abuse? Why do our states not make marijuana legal? The simple fact is that you cannot do whatever you want to your body. It is simply wrong to say we can do whatever we want with our bodies especially when it comes to killing our unborn.

The pro-death people cry out, "It's a woman's choice!" But is it? How much choice is really involved? Elizabeth Moore is the head of a feminists movement called "Feminists for Life." (I think it is important to let it be known that not all feminists are pro-abortion.) Anyway, she notes: 

"It is more likely in fact that women SUBMIT to abortions, not so much because they have no choice, but because they feel that in their circumstances they have no choice at all."

The poor are convinced they should not have their child because they will never have a chance and neither will the baby. That's great isn't it? A quick solution to poverty is we just kill the babies. Instead of striking out at the 

roots of poverty we strike out at the innocent. A 21 year old college student, unmarried, gets pregnant. She does not believe in abortion. She goes to her doctor. He assumes she wants an abortion. She tells him otherwise. She goes to Planned Parenthood and the social worker says to her with hostility, "Didn't you just want to have a child so that you could have someone to love?" The worker than proceeds to feed her pro-death rhetoric. Her friends could not believe her stupidity. At one point she is offered a large sum of money to go to New York and have it done. The procedure is outlined for her. This is not a made-up story. It is true and it happens everyday. This young lady's closing remarks were: 

"True, nobody can legally drag you on the operating table, but they can certainly use social and financial cattle prods to get you there."

I ask you, where is the choice for young ladies like this all across our country? Where is the choice for the 14 year old girl whose parents tell her she will have an abortion? Certainly her pregnancy is a tragedy. But you do not add to it by having someone murder her baby. Sure she is not ready to be a mother. But there are thousands of childless couples who are just waiting in line to adopt. Do you realise that? One of the biggest shortages in America is adoptable babies. We are killing them instead. It's no wonder couples are willing to pay as much as $10,000 plus medical expenses for the privilege of adopting a baby. If women in America want choices, they will stop listening to the pro-death people. 

The N.O.W. cries out, "We want control of our bodies!" I would suggest they control them before sex not after. I agree with the bumper sticker I've seen which says, "Pro-Choice Before Conception, Pro-Life Afterwards." 

However, because evolution has reduced man to mere animal, the animal thing to do is run around like animals in the mating season and when the urge hits you let it go. Control is one quality our society desperately lacks.

Choices? Why is it the National Abortion League and various other abortion groups will not allow ultrasound pictures of an abortion to be shown to a woman considering one so that she can see what goes on? We do that for other medical procedures do we not? For instance, in heart operations they will show you in complete detail what is going to happen. The answer is simple: Those who defend abortion, in league with those who practice it and profit from it, must maintain a visual blackout to keep American women ignorant of the inexpressible cruelty embodied in the act of abortion. Who with any kind of compassion could watch such a thing and still be pro-abortion? Who could see a 

trash can literally filled with what appears to be baby dolls but is really just a days work at an abortion clinic and still be pro-abortion? Let's ask the pro-death people, if abortion is no big deal why not let everyone see the way it really is? Let's give American women some real choices and quit talking out of both sides of our mouth. 

The abortion people tell us they want it only for the hard cases. The fact is though that of the 1.7 million abortions done per year, only 5% are done for the so-called hard cases (i.e., saving the life of the mother, the prior knowledge of a handicapped baby, or conception resulting from rape). Keep in mind the last two are not considered hard cases by most pro-life people. Only 5%! The rest are done for convenience. Get serious pro-death people! Abortion is a money making business. California has documented cases where abortion mills are being run by underground crime rings. No wonder they want abortion to remain legal. 

The fact is that American women are not being given real choices because the pro-death people are not providing all the information. Information leads to choices! 

III. WHAT CAN WE AS CHRISTIANS AND THE CHURCH DO TO 

FIGHT ABORTION? 

Here are some things that we as Christians can do: 

1) Start doing the things we are allowed by law to do. You don't need to break the law and block entrances to abortion clinics to make a difference.

We are allowed by law to build a strong relationship with the Lord through Bible study, prayer, and church attendance. This will in turn help us to do the following. 

2) Actively share our faith with others. No one who has met the Lord can be pro-abortion. If the church would have done what it should have been doing in the 40's maybe we wouldn't have had abortion in the 70's and now. If the church will get on fire and start to be the salt of the earth and the light of the world as Jesus said we were supposed to be, maybe we can see the end of abortion in this century. 

3) Educate your friends. Share with them what you have learned about the evils of abortion. Remember, a lot of people are pro-abortion because they do not have all the information. In fact, the majority of polls show that most Americans do not favor unrestricted abortion. 

4) Use the political process. March in parades and picket lines. You have the legal right to do so. This could be the most important. Get pro-life people in office. For the Christian this ought to be the #1 qualification. I don't care if he or she is pro-union, pro-gun, or what, if they are not pro-life, forget them. I think this is probably what bothers me a great deal about Operation Rescue. Many of the people blocking the gates voted for the liberals who are in office right now keeping abortion alive. This is not speculation, I know this for a fact. One person I talked to voted for people running for office based upon one criteria, whether or not the individual was pro-union. When I confronted the individual about this I got the response, "Well, I gotta eat." And then they turn around and accuse people who will not participate in Operation Rescue as living a "comfortable Christianity." We need to quit shaking the dog by its tale. The church needs to get rid of this idea that we don't belong in politics. When it involves morality nobody else has more of a right there. Do you want to keep letting the atheists make the decisions for our country? Write your congressman until they are sick of you. I firmly believe that the Supreme Court Decision of Roe vs. Wade, January 22, 1973 can be overturned in the future or at least severely restricted. This will happen when determined Christian individuals  have used their political freedoms to vote for pro-life people.

5) This last one is the hardest and I issue this as a challenge. If we are going to urge women not to abort their babies, then we had better be prepared to offer them some options. I challenge you to consider the monetary or time support of an outreach ministry, that provides shepherding homes for pregnant women who find themselves alone and rejected. We need to be helping women with crisis pregnancies. These organisations provide women with pregnancy tests, counselling, adoption services if needed, help finding work, and supplies for the baby if they decide to keep it. Many even provide places for the mothers to stay. I hope you will give serious consideration to the support of such programs. This is a great way for you to declare that you are pro-life. 

One of the common practices of the Roman world, the world in which the church of the New Testament existed, was exposure. People who did not want their children for whatever reason simply left the children outside the city gates to die a slow cruel death. But most did not. Do you know why? Because each and every day, the early church would go out in the mornings, pick up the babies, take them home and raise them. This I believe to be part of the histoical background of James 1:27 which says "Pure and undefiled religion in the sight of our God is to visit widows and orphans in their distress." Can the church of our day do any less? 

I think this all must begin by us just waking up to the horror of abortion. A number of years ago a documentary film was released showing the ultra-sound of an abortion being performed. The victim was an 11-week old little girl--fully formed, even down to her fingerprints. It was a suction abortion and the abortionist filmed it out of curiosity. At the beginning of the film, the child can be seen playing, turning around, sucking her thumb; her heart was beating at the normal rate of 120. When the instrument touched the uterine wall, the baby immediately recoiled, and the heart rate rose considerably. The fetus had not been touched, but she knew something was happening. Then the suction began. 

The child was literally drawn apart piece by piece; and while this is happening, the child was thrashing around trying to escape the inevitable. Her head was thrown back and her mouth was open wide in what one doctor called her "silent scream." Her heart rate was over 200, and you could see the tiny heart beating rapidly. Finally, the forceps came in and crushed her head in order to remove it. When the abortionist saw the ultrasound, he left the clinic and never returned. He is now a leading pro-life movement speaker. I saw that film too. I'II never be the same! 

The church needs to wake up and listen. I'm not convinced abortion is a safe topic to preach in our churches.....and even if it is....our people are not listening when they get to the poles. I remember the first time I preached in one church on the topic of abortion, someone slipped me a note in the offering plate the following week and stated that my sermon was too graphic. My friends, I am sorry, but I simply do not have a way to soft soap the 1.7 million babies who are dying the same way each year. Can you hear their silent screams?

In Jeremiah 7, God told Jeremiah to stand in the gates of Judah and cry out against that generation of child killers. The church needs to be crying out at the gate, not blocking it. 

I'm sure a lot of apathetic Christians say, "Why bother? The world is the world and we can' t change them." Charles Colson in his book, Who Speaks for God? states that he is often asked the same question. His reply, is my reply: 

"I think of the old story about the man who tried to save Sodom from destruction. The city's inhabitants ignored him, then asked mockingly, 'Why bother any- one? You can't change them.' 'Maybe I can't change them,' the man replied, 'but if I can still shout and scream it's to prevent them from changing me!" 

Charles Colson adds: "So I keep screaming." 

God, help the church to keep screaming. God help us to keep screaming. God help us as leaders to stand in the gates and speak against the city. I don't want the world to change me. Amen!

