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The lecture portion looks a lot at facts and teaching the facts and terms
involved. We need this foundation so that we understand the issues
(from several angles). From there we need to know what we believe and
why – be informed.
However, people aren’t just facts with skin on. Our lives are complicated
and messy – AND we are all on a journey. We have all done things we
have learned from.
In a room this size, there will be more than one woman who has had an
abortion and has heartache surrounding that event. Yes, even Christian
women, and they are scared to talk about it because they are scared they
will be judged and ostracized.
There are going to be both pro‐choicers and pro‐lifers and each term
comes with baggage that we make assumptions with. We need to lay
those aside this morning. We need to be in a posture of listening and
love. And especially next week during the discussion.
We don’t want to bludgeon people over the head with things we learn
this morning.
When comforting someone in a time of crisis, the best thing to do is
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listen and love. Most people know right from wrong, and when they come
to someone else they need love, support, help. Not a theological debate
or judgment. They need to know your love and God’s love and forgiveness.
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Dallas Willard said, “Being right is actually a very hard burden to be able
to carry gracefully and humbly. That’s why nobody likes to sit next to the
kids in class who’s right all the time...”
Pastor Stef and I hope this class prepares you to understand being
human from a biblical worldview To discover and uphold how the life‐
affirming God created and rescued us to be wholly and fully human. We
uphold this worldview by loving others ‐ 1 Cor. 13: Love is patient and
kind. Love is not jealous or boastful or proud 5 or rude. It does not
demand its own way. It is not irritable, and it keeps no record of being
wronged. 6 It does not rejoice about injustice but rejoices whenever
the truth wins out. 7 Love never gives up, never loses faith, is always
hopeful, and endures through every circumstance.
Pray.
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“Two‐Story worldview”
Francis Schaffer talked about this
David Hume, atheist philosopher, also talked about this/ kind of
“founded” this idea in the 1700’s.
A Biblical worldview erases the line in the middle. It allows us to know
reality beyond the physical and it provides us with morality that is not
from our own ideas, but from God himself. It is wholistic. There is truth
for everyone in morality that comes from God.
But to understand the rationale behind abortion, behind the current
sexual ethos in society, euthanasia, transgenderism, we need to
understand that our current society – whether they are aware of it or not
– are operating with the worldview of this fact‐value split.
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We are similar today. We don’t say “bad” ‐ we say “merely matter with
no purpose, so we can do what we want with it” = low view of the body.
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“I think therefore I am” – placed the authentic human identity entirely in
the mind
The body is just a mechanism that serves the needs and desires of the
mind.
Do you see the fact‐value split here? On the bottom story, with facts or
science is the body, and the upper story is the soul – the real us.
When talking about human beings, this fact‐value split is called the
Personhood Theory.
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Personhood Theory – this is an outworking of the fact‐value split.
To be biologically human is a scientific FACT.
But to be a person is an ethical concept defined by what we VALUE.
Can you see the danger in this yet? Take a moment to write this down,
digest this. This is how most of the Western world see things and
operates accordingly.
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This is why certain organizations have no problem selling baby parts from
abortions for research, for example.
This is also a very low view of the human body. We are effectively saying
that in its earliest stages, a human has no real value—so little that it may
be killed for any reason. After all, the body is just matter.
Now please understand –women get abortions for reasons based on
personal situations/reasons and feelings. That is very different than
looking at the logic inherent in supporting abortion.
Nancy Pearcey uses the analogy of sharing with someone why you are a
Christian. Your personal testimony is going to be very different than if
someone asked you why you think Christianity is true. Then you would
be sharing evidence from history and arguments of archeological
evidence, etc.
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See any problems with this? This is arbitrary and subjective.
Even adults have Fletcher’s qualities in varying degrees.
If I meet an adult who is more intelligent than me, does that make them
MORE of a person than me? Do they then have more rights than me?
Scott Klusendorf (pro‐life apologist) says that the idea of basing legal
protection on traits that vary among the population “relegates the
proposition that all men are created equal to the ash heap of history”.
What about those that are born with mental disabilities but live a long
time? They do not qualify as persons in this way of thinking.
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Bioethicist John Harris thinks that parents should wait until a baby is
born to determine whether or not it should live. His definition of a
person is “a creature capable of valuing its own existence”. So Killing is
wrong only in the case of someone who has an explicit conscious desire
to live. “Nonpersons or potential persons cannot be wronged in this way
because death does not deprive them of anything they can value.”
Simply belonging to the human species is not enough to warrant legal or
moral protection. It is based on the feelings and situation of the parents.
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The Christian or Biblical view of personhood is based not on what I can
do, but in who I am: Made in the image of God, who has called me into
existence and continues to know and love me.
As Pearcey puts it: “Human beings do not need to earn the right to be
treated as creatures of great value. Our dignity is intrinsic, rooted in the
fact that God made us, knows us, and loves us.” We are embodied
beings. (Jews thought “life” was in the blood – very physical is it not?)

15

Psalm 139: 13‐16a
13 You made all the delicate, inner parts of my body
and knit me together in my mother’s womb.
14 Thank you for making me so wonderfully complex!
Your workmanship is marvelous—how well I know it.
15 You watched me as I was being formed in utter seclusion,
as I was woven together in the dark of the womb.
16 You saw me before I was born.

Think also of Mary and Elizabeth meeting when they were pregnant and
John the Baptist still in the womb leaping, Elizabeth was filled with
The HS and greeted Mary as “Mother of My Lord” – Jesus was a tiny
embryo at that point and greeted as My Lord.
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Over and over again, from The Didache, Justin Martyr, Athenagoras,
Terullian, John Chrysostom and Augustine all warn against abortion and
consider it murder. All uniformly upheld the sanctity of life from
conception.
This was absolutely counter‐cultural to their world. The Greco‐Roman
world practiced infanticide regularly. It was their “birth control”–
“exposing” babies – leaving them to die outside somewhere. Babies
were not fully human. Women were property – so babies produced
through casual encounters, or slaves, or mistresses, or maybe by the
wife, but it was a girl, exposing the baby to the elements and leaving
them was a common practice. Sewers clogged with baby bones.
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Historian Rodney Stark writes that in that era, women flocked to the
Church because of this. They enjoyed marital security and equality to a
greater degree than their pagan neighbours would have.
Today, the church needs to reclaim that rich heritage.
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Can anyone see the flaw in the last statement – based on what we have
been talking about this morning?
“Owning our own bodies”, women, has become a human right or
freedom that seems basic enough.
The problem is that it reinforces the idea that a body is property. It
reinforces the lower story of the personhood theory. And by default
(and now by law), unborn children are then the legal property of their
mothers. No rights, no legal status – they are human non‐persons to be
disposed of if they are not wanted. There are echoes of slavery in this,
are there not? Slaves were non‐persons under the law, and legal
property of their masters. Any way you look it, viewing one’s body as
property to be owned – whether by other people or by one’s self – is
dehumanizing and a low view of the body.
So what’s the answer? If self‐ownership isn’t, what is?
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CT Article – worth reading
“In the end, women’s liberation will come not from self‐possession but
from the painfully simple relational models set forth in Scripture: the
sacrificial stewardship of monogamous marriage and the sacrificial
stewardship of celibate singleness.” ~Andrea Palpant Dilley
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If you are not aware, there is a non‐profit (para‐church) organization that
helps women in crisis. You should be aware of it so you can refer friends
and family to a place that gives them this kind of counter‐cultural
positive support.
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