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Can a nation survive if they kill their children? What a question!
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ABORTION AND RELIGIOUS LIBERTY 
Eschatological Implications 

DILEMMA 

Abortion has become the single most controversial and volatile issue in 
America since the Civil War. Those who oppose abortion charge choice 
adherents with favoring abortion. While that may be true in some cases, in 
many instances those who favor choice for others would not resort to its 
practice personally. One should not hastily conclude that those who favor 
choice do not respect life. In taking such a position, they honor free choice 
as does Christ who gave it, and in instances where their conscience does not 
allow abortion, they honor that as well. 

A decision to abort or not to abort is rarely made without much emotional and 
mental anguish, notwithstanding all outward appearances. No one knows the 
turmoil except the woman and God. It should never be made lightly - for it is 
a serious decision and requires heart searching and prayer. The same can be 
said of a decision to become ,'egnant and bear a child. There are always 
compelling theological and social reasons for treating the developing baby and 
the gift of choice with respect. They should never be swept aside. 

Abortion is not the only issue confronting individuals and society. So are 
divorce, adultery, homosexuality, bisexuality, incest, and numerous other 
problems which are specifically condemned in Scripture. It is vital to 
explore why abortion is not so addressed by Biblical writers. Other issues 
which face society are war, diminishing civil rights, nuclear weapons, animal 
slaughter, and use of alcohol and tobacco which by and large find little 
opposition in. the rank and file of those who count themselves as anti-abortion. 

No doubt there are children that should have been born, but there are also 

children that would have been better off had they not come into life because 
they are unwanted, resented, unloved, and abused. The current environment in 

the world makes living difficult at best, and to be ushered into hostile 

families makes not only their future foreboding, but clearly adds to the 
deterioration of society in general. 

Abortion presents a real dilemma. One assertion is that abortion is morally 
wrong - even, according to some, a blithely conducted form of infanticide. 

There are painfully compelling reasons to oppose abortion; philosophers and 

theologians have done so for many centuries and even some of those who respect 

choice do not necessarily favor abortion. After all, the God who gave us free 

moral agency favors choice, but does not always approve of our choices as we 

exercise them. The overwhelming majority sense the value of the unborn. 

The other reality is just as disturbing. Without legal and affordable | 

abortion, many lives in progress are hopelessly ruined; the unwanted children 

very often grow up unloved, battered, trapped, conscienceless and criminal. 

One's views on abortion are affected by family, friends, church, society, 

experiences, what is read, what is seen. Some have reached positions through 

considerable reflective thinking and the study of God s word. 
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and we as a church failed. This is embarrassing. 

1st paragraph and Stevens is already hiding behind Jesus. Abortion should be legal because Jesus wills it so. 

Typical NAD Adventist attempt to frame the issue as involving only two parties: the woman and God., ignoring completely the unborn child

This whole sentence assumes abortion is not a violation of the sixth commandment. The author's assumptions are on display here. 

So what? The issue is whether killing children should be legal. What position someone takes on other issues is irrelevant. This author has no argument so he's trying to attack some pro-lifers as being inconsistent but this is irrelevant to the argument.

Completely absurd. The unborn child does not "come into life" because it is already alive.

Killing a child presents a real dilemma

Adventist language in the 1980s changed from "rights" to "value" so that they can insert their own opinion to justify the death penalty. 

What a completely twisted and disturbing sentence.



"There was no early agreement among theologians as to whether or not early 
abortion was homicide. Catholicism for centuries debated when the immortal 
soul entered the fetus, for it was unclear a` what point hominization 
(ensoulment) took place." 

One cannot separate the issue of the nature of man from the issue of 
abortion. Assuming the developing baby has a soul, as some assume, what 
happens to the soul when it leaves the aborted developing baby? Being 
sinless, does it go directly to Heaven?? 

Personhood at conception is based on the teaching that the soul by nature is 
immortal. Abortion prohibition has its origin in paganism, not Scripture. 
Ellen White, a 19th-century prolific writer on social and religious issues, 
predicted: "Through the two great errors, the immortality of the soul and 
Sunday sacredness, Satan will bring the people under his deceptions. The 
Protestants of the United States will be foremost in stretching their hands 
across the gulf to grasp the hand of spiritualism; they will reach over the 
abyss to clasp hands with the Roman power; and under the influence of this 
threefold union, this country will follow in the steps of Rome in trampling on 
the rights of conscience."3 Society has learned how to lay guilt on people 
considering abortion - they will be even more successful on the issue of 
Sunday sacredness. These religious controversies, abortion and Sunday, raged 
in the late 1800's. The same scenario is repeating. This time abortion will 
be outlawed and Sunday observance will be required with severe civil penalties 
for the law breakers. 

While some Seventh-day Adventists understand the deeper issues of Sunday 
sacredness and how it will affect them and their freedom, perhaps they fail to 
detect the subtlety of the other error. The teaching of the infusion of an 
immortal soul into man crept into Christianity from paganism through Roman 
Catholicism. It has its roots j" that erroneous teaching on the nature of 
man, "Ye shall not surely die."* It places an inordinate reverence on the 
developing baby over and above those who are living, without any Biblical 

authority or example. Non-Scriptural theology on the developing baby and 
abortion is laying the ground work for the final onslaught of Spiritualism, as 
will be seen in communicating with deported spirits, the occult, and other 

psychic phenomena. 

God ordered creation to live as they breathe. Animals differ in no respect 

than man when it comes to how breathing begins and ends their life. "For that 

which befalleth the sons of men befalleth beasts; even one thing befalleth 

them: as the one dieth, so dieth the other; yea, they have all one breath; so 

that a man hath no preeminence above a beast: for all is vanity. All go unto 

one place; all are of the dust, and all turn to dust again." 

Satan is using the same effective strategy today to captivate the world and 

its loyalty as he did in Eden. Through spiritualism he entered the serpent, 

mesmerized Eve and engaged her attention. Through spiritualism, he hypnotized 

her, established his authority over reason, over God, and enslaved “er 

conscience. Through error and emotion he persuaded her to eat the cuit, an 

act of homage and false worship. He told her she would never die. 

The abortion issue, through its appeal to the immortality of the soul, with no 

beginning and no end, ties itself to the most tender, helpless, and appealing. 
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Stevens is using the Catholic teaching as a strawman. The truth is that it doesn't matter what Catholics believe. If we Adventists are correct what matters is whether or not the unborn are living human beings, Stevens however just ignores this and uses manipulative fallacies. 

Completely false. The Supreme Court in Dobbs also cited the work of law professor Joseph Dellapenna whose book notes the Catholic “Church largely remained silent on abortion in the nineteenth century” and “Catholics generally were not involved in legislate efforts to craft legal prohibitions on abortion.” Dellapenna pg. 416-417

Completely false. There was nothing religious at all about 19th century opposition to abortion. Totally false. He's trying to compare a civil issue to a religious issue. 

False. He provides zero explanation, evidence, or examples. 

Absurd. By his definition people in comas are not living human beings because they need a machine to breathe.

more and more strawmanning, fallacies



Once an organized religious-political alliance succeeds in using the abortion 
issue as a catalyst to make government do its bidding, then Sunday Sacredness | 
and homage to the man of sin will take place. The Biblical Sabbath, the 
symbol of fellowship and harmony with God and man, will be the primary object 
of opposition and its adherents will be coerced and punished by the 
overwhelming po of misguided religion. “Force is the last resort of every 
false religion." 

Believers who understand that man is a person, the union of body and 
independent breath, are protected from the falsehood that man is infused with 
an immortal soul. Catholicism teaches that life and the immortal soul are 
present in the sperm and the unfertilized egg, even before conception. Its 
dogma, and some Protestant, demand protection of a developing baby till birth 
to avoid eternal vengeance in hell fire should it fail to come to full term to 
be baptized or dedicated. Such teachings degrade God's loving and merciful 
character. 

Those made in God's image are to reason, not be controlled by emotion. There 
can be no genuine personal development without full freedom to choose, which 
requires clear options. While the will to abort involves an attitude toward 
potential life, so does denying freedom to others. 

Every human being should face seriously and realistically on the one hand the 
vital issues of choice and life, the best gifts of God, because they embody 
the character and purposes of God, and on the other hand the personhood issue, 
the history of abortion, and the ominous church-state implications. 

FREEDOM OF CHOICE 

There can be no genuine personal ethics without full freedom to choose. 
"Abortion is an historical constant . . . Women have always made moral choices 
about abortion."/ This is true whether it was legally protected or not. 

The New Christian Right's attempt to make the state police individual and 
personal acts and lives based on their concept of right and wrong is an 
unwarranted intrusion into the privacy of humanity's most intimate 
relationships. "Their moral code is brutally punitive, self righteous, and, 
for all their pious rhetoric about the sanctity of life, indifferent to the 
painful realities of people's actual lives."8 Many who oppose abortion also 
oppose family planning and birth control - they fail to adequately address the 
grave dangers to unwanted children and the injustice of forcing children to 
have children. 

In Just Li fe/88, an anti-abortion ethics magazine, editor Ron Sider writes 
"We have no interest in imposing exclusive religious doctrine on society." 
Several following statements nullify the disclaimer as do actions of some 
opposing abortion. 

Attorney Rhonda Copelon on the last day of the McRae v. Harris hearings which 
dealt with federal funding for abortions for poor woman, stated that "the 
abortion issue, perhaps more than any other religious question to come before 
the courts in this century, threatens the foundations of our pluralistic 
constitutional system."lÜ Time has proven the credibility of her prediction. 

hmm, well too bad these believers will never be able to work as doctors or paramedics because they would believe people in comas or unconscious are already dead beyond hope. 

Notice he cites no official statements

Notice that he completely ignores Romans 13 and the authority of the government to legislate against your harmful choices. 

Typical NAD/GC appeal to fear. Even if the prolife movement expressly called for Sunday legislation it still does not change or help the argument why killing children should be legal. Stevens just keeps dodging the requirement for evidence. 

The principles embedded in the Constitution are derived specifically and uniquely from Protestantism.  Adventism historically sought to protect the Protestant values of the USA government but now they do the opposite and try to tear it down.



A deeper issue is perceived when all the emotions and biases are sorted out. 
Harvard law professor Lawrence Tribe said what is at stake "is not the right 

to choose abortion but the right not to live under a sovereign's thumb." 11 

The will to abort invariably involves an attitude toward life, but then so 
does denying freedom to others. Some suggest that abortion will destroy 
society. History rejects that argument. Abortion was legal at the founding 
of our nation and for a century afterward. Legal abortion did not hinder our 
national prosperity. 

That brings us squarely to the issues - freedom to live and freedom to 
choose. Does either have a priority over the other? For many in society the 
answer comes quickly - the freedom to live. Why? Is it because we fear to 
die? Or is our assurance of a future life somewhat weak? Or that this life 
is so real and the future is not quite so certain? Or is it because God made 
life, and therefore it demands a unique priority of protection and respect? 

There are some, and perhaps a minority, that would select freedom to choose 
over and above the freedom to live. Visualize the soldier who lays down his 
life to safeguard the freedom of his family and his nation. Or the mother who 
throws herself in the way of certain death to save her child. Or the martyr 

who chooses to perish in the fires of the stake. And the best example of one 

who places freedom to choose above the freedom to live is Christ who chose 

willingly to be crucified in order to provide that precious freedom so that 

all of us can choose to mold our own destiny. Christ valued choice over 

life. "Greater love hath no man than this, that a man lay down his life for 

his friends." 

When man sinned in Eden, he lost his freedom to choose to be saved. Only 

Christ's willingness to sacrifice His life in love made it possible to restore 

that freedom to choose. There can be no life without proper choice, and there 

can be no proper choice without the freedom to choose right or wrong. "God 

himself . . . made men as free to disobey these precepts (His law) as to obey 

them. Why did God allow all this fearful iniquity that man might be made 

free? To this there can be but one answer. It was because He knew the 

worthlessness of all forced obedience, and that, therefore, the freedom to sin 

was absolutely necessary to the possibility of righteousness". 13 

Jesus declared: "He that hath the Son hath life; and he that hath not the Son 

of God hath not life."14 And how does one have or have not the Son of God? 

By one's own voluntary choice, by receiving the Son fully into his conscience, 

yielding cheerfully every member of his body to the service of Christ, finding 

fellowship with His Deliverer from slavery to sin or, simply shutting Christ 

out. That kind of life cannot result from the imposition of outward force. 

If that option could provide à peaceful and prosperous society, then God 

overlooked that solution when He failed to force the rebellious angels into 

submission. The use of force simply increases problems. 

So it is that choice brings life and not that Vife brings choice. Those who 

choose well, though they be dead, yet shall they live.!5 And those who 

choose poorly will lose their life permanently. 

"Christ came not into the world to condemn the world, but that the world 

through Him might be saved."!6 He came to reveal the principles of His 

4 

Complete lie and fabrication. Abortion was illegal in common law as far back as the 13th century and was made illegal again in statutory law in the 19th century. Was always illegal and prosecuted as a crime

He's very careful to avoid any reference to "right" to live. 

Again, claiming that Christ wants killing of children to be legal. Don't blame Stevens, blame Jesus. 

Weird, he never explains why force to oppose murder AFTER birth is not a problem. huh, why did he miss that? And why not explain force against bank robbery and rape? hmm

according to Genesis, Adam needed life first before making a choice



government, which are the outworking of the principles of His character. He 
became the living Word, to enable us to perceive more clearly His written Word. 

Inasmuch as freedom, and its proper use, is the prerequisite for life and the 
development of character, through eternity the redeemed will always have 
options in their choice - they will always be free to choose another master, 
but they won't exercise that choice.!/ 

"God never forces the will or the conscience; but Satan's constant resort--to 
gain control of those whom he cannot otherwise seduce--is compulsion by 
cruelty. Through fear or force he endeavors to rule the conscience and to 
secure homage to himself. To accomplish this, he works through both religious 
and secular authorities, moving them to the enforcement of human laws in 
defiance of the law of God." 

Prohibiting abortion simply would force some people to outwardly comply for 
fear of punishment. Such an environment and such laws would not enable 
character to grow nor would they reflect God's will. His will is revealed in 
Scripture, which contains His laws, and the most authoritative is that portion 
of Scripture or which God speaks directly on whether personhood begins at 
conception on birth. 

Both sides of the religious controversy recognize, with much respect and 
wonder, the Bible teaching that God is the Author of life and forms man in the 
womb. 19 Without Him there is no life. There are numerous Scriptures that 
touch on the issue of whether personhood begins at conception or not. 
(Appendix B) 

"I will cause breath to enter into you and ye shall live." Ezekiel 37:5; "A 
time to be born and a time to die," Ecc. 3:2 (markes the beginning and the end 
of life); Christ was the "express image of his person." Heb. 1:3; (Person 
incorporates intelligence, conscious decision making, qualities that cannot be 
assigned to a developing baby); "Every human being, created in the image of 
God, is endowed with a power akin to the Creator--individuality, power to 
think and to do." Education, 17 This take's place after birth, when the baby 
becomes a person. Animals, which function only on instinct, can never be 
classed with humanity. While they can do, they can not think or reason. 
Animals are programmed, humans are not. 

Many who oppose abortion believe that "Thou shalt not kill" and Psalm 139 
clearly prohibit abortions of any kind. Religious adherents who favor choice 
cite passages in Exodus 21:22-25 and Numbers 5 as the only Scriptures that 
deal explicitly with abortion, one accidental, and one induced. They point 
out that Biblical law mandates only a misdemeanor fine against one who 
accidentally causes a woman to have a miscarriage. The induced abortion 
performed by the priest is the result of a pregnancy that rises from 
infidelity and there is no punishment for inducing it. 

Exodus 21:22-25 is a continuation of God speaking on His law. Two men are 
fighting and in the process a pregnant woman gets jostled. As a result, her 
developing baby miscarries. 

Yes, that's the point. Laws against rape, robbery, and slavery exist for this very reason.

This is so absurd. A child 5 minutes before birth is not a person because it can't "think or do" but 5 minutes after birth can "think or do"? 

Nowhere does it say the priest induces an abortion, what a fabrication. There is no mention of pregnancy, no mention of an unborn child, and no mention of an abortion. Did he not even read the text? Numbers 5:28 the woman can get pregnant if she is innocent. 

Not true. Refuted in du Preez, Ron (1990) "The Status of the Fetus in Mosaic Law," Journal of the Adventist Theological Society: Vol. 1: Iss. 2, Article 2.  https://www.atsjats.org/the-status-of-the-fetus-in-mosaic-law.pdf ... worse, Stevens knows about Du Preez's research because both attended the 1988 LLU abortion conference but Stevens refused to address the evidence. Even 16 years later when Stevens published his bigger book he still refused to address the evidence. 



God established capital punishment in the Old jestament for premeditated 
murder and in some instances of manslaughter.^Ü If one were guilty of 
manslaughter, the avenger, usually a relative, had the right to take the life 
of the one who committed manslaughter. 

The manslaughter law was written in justice to show people that the 
carelessness that leads to death is serious. On the other hand, because of 
God's great mercy, He made provision for a lesser punishment. With God, 
justice and mercy are never separated. 

One guilty of manslaughter could flee to the city of refuge where he was 
protected from the avenger.2! After the death of the High Priest he was 
DER His family could even join him and there they could live a normal 
life. 

How does God deal with an accidentally caused miscarriage? The most obvious 
meaning of Exodus 21:22-25 is that the developing baby 1s not recognized by 
God as a human person that gets the same protection under law as one already 
born. This passage stands unequivocally against any effort to give the unborn 
equal or priority religious/legal standing. Leading Jewish Hebrew language 
scholars state clearly that the historical understanding of this passage is 
that it is dealing with a miscarriage. 

If God recognized the developing baby as a human person, then an accidentally 
caused miscarriage would be manslaughter, punishable by death, unless the 
guilty party reached a city of refuge safely. Or if the miscarriage was 
brought about on purpose, then the death penalty would surely follow. 

However, in Exodus 21:12-14 God calls not for a manslaughter or murder 
punishment, but for a fine. The distinction between the fine for the 
miscarriage and the penalty for injuring or killing the mother is very clear. 
The fact that God is speaking and that the passage comes from the statutory 
portion of the Scripture dealing with law makes it of even greater 
authenticity and force. 

God, the source of all life, has set up provision for life and He carries 
every developing baby in the human womb. He also watches over other lesser 
creatures in their development. The developing baby should be held in high 
regard, cherished and protected, but to assume that abortion is killing is 
going beyond clear Scriptural teaching. As a seed grows but does not become a 
plant until it comes out of the soil, so it is with the developing baby in 
becoming a person. 

Marital infidelity has been present since early in the history of man. Under 
God's law, those guilty of it were executed, but only on the testimony of two 
or three credible eye witnesses. However, not all erring partners were 
caught. Consequently, God provided a test and a resolution when a man 
suspected his wife's pregnancy resulted from unfaithfulness. 

God made provision for a trial of jealousy when the husband expressed doubts 
and the penalty of an induced abortion for the guilty wife. Numbers 5:12-31. 
Both the husband and the wife went to the priest, she with a prescribed 
offering. After the priest mixed holy water with dust from the floor of the 

False, the Scripture uses the exact same word for born children. Fully refuted here du Preez, Ron (1990) "The Status of the Fetus in Mosaic Law," Journal of the Adventist Theological Society: Vol. 1: Iss. 2, Article 2.  https://www.atsjats.org/the-status-of-the-fetus-in-mosaic-law.pdf

It's important here to remember that this paper was published in 1990 and that Stevens attended the LLU Loma Linda University International Conference on Abortion held November 14-16, 1988 where Ron Du Preez presented the biblical evidence on Exodus 21. Stevens however can't refute the evidence so he just ignores Du Preez and hopes his audience doesn't know any better. 16 years later when Stevens published his bigger book he still refused to address the evidence.

This is so biologically and medically absurd. A living human being exists from the zygote onward. Being born or unborn does not change your nature as a member of the human species. 

False. There is no mention of a pregnant woman. No mention of an unborn child and certainly no mention of an abortion. Dusty water does not cause abortion. If it did woman could just swallow dust to abort. 



tabernacle, she took an oath and the priest announced a curse that if she were 
guilty, she would abort, otherwise not. Numbers 5:27-28, New English Bible, 
records what follows. "If she has let herself become defiled and has been 
unfaithful to her husband, then when the priest makes her drink the water that 
brings out the truth and the water has entered her body, she will suffer a 
miscarriage or untimely birth, and her name will become an example in 
adjuration among her kin. But if the woman has not let herself become defiled 
and is pure, then her innocence is established and she will bear her child." 

The word for miscarriage, is Nephel (nay' fel), something fallen, i. e. an 
abortion. In the King James Version it is translated "her belly shall swell 
and her thigh will rot." The word for rot is Naphal (Naw fel') to fall, cast 
down, cease, die, perish. 

"According to Jewish law, a developing baby is not considered a full human 
being and has no juridical personality of its own . . . The Talmud contains 
the expression Ubar yereah imo - the fetus is as the thigh of its mother, i. 

deemed to b e., the fetus is o be part and parcel of the pregnant woman's 
body." This concept is reflected in the King James Version of Numbers 
5:21,27.: 

Job understood that the developing baby is not a person. In his pain and 
heartache, he cried out, "Why died I not from my mother's womb . . . For now 
should I have lain still and been quiet, I should have slept . . . Or as an 
hidden untimely birth I had not been."2 

In writing about the slave masters' tyrannical control over the minds and 
bodies of slaves, Ellen White wrote, "God cannot take to heaven the slave who 
has been kept in ignorance and degradation, knowing nothing of God or the 
Bible, fearing nothing but his master's lash, and holding a lower position 
than the brutes. But he does the best thing for him that a compassionate God 
can do. He permits him to be as if he had not been, while the master must. 
endure the seven last plagues and then come up in the second resurrection and 
suffer the second, most awful death. Then the justice of God will be 
satisfied." 

Solomon says an untimely birth is better than to be born, live many years, and 
beget a hundred children if his soul is not filled with good.26 In speaking 
of his betrayer, Jesus said, "It had been good if he had not been born."27 

The impl icattan is clear. The unborn "shall be as though they had not 
been."28 They are not accountable, or subject to the judgment, but will lie 
`n the grave undisturbed, while the righteous live eternally and the wicked 
are finally cut off by the second death. 

PERSONHOOD 

Dr. John M. Swomley, Professor of Christian Social Ethics and Philosophy at 
the St. Paul School of Theology (United Methodist Church), observes, "The 
connection between personhood and birth undoubtedly comes from the second 
chapter of Genesis, which states that 'man became a living being' when God 
‘breathed into his nostrils the breath of life.' In other words personhood 
exists when a child is able to breathe on his or her own apart from the oxygen 
delivered through the uterus." 

Yes there will be rot or something similar but nowhere does this say anything about abortion. 

No it's not, Stevens sees it in his imagination.

Nowhere does Job or the Bible support the philosophical notion of personhood. The unborn are always referred to as living human beings, a fact that Stevens repeatedly ignores. 

LOL, He just admitted in the previous paragraphs that a SLAVE would be "as if he had not been." Does that mean we can justify slavery now too? Did Stevens stop for 30 seconds to read what he just wrote? 



Following the famous abortion ruling, Roe V. Wade, January 22, 1973, Catholic 

bishops demanded an amendment that wouTd place their religious definition into 

law, that the word person "applies to all human beings, including their unborn 

offspring at every stage of their biological development . . . 

Professor Theodore Friedman of the University of California at San Diego 

Medical School observed, "When does a new human person result during the 

events of reproduction? . . . We should not pretend that the question is 

entirely or even mainly scientific. It is much more a question of religion, 

ethics and political and social values." 

"The Biblical portrait of person, therefore, is that of a complex, many-sided 

creature with godlike ability and responsibility to make choices," states 

Paul D. Simmons, Southern Baptist ethicist.J2 Prior to birth the developing 
baby is incapable of making decisions, but immediately upon taking its first 

breath it is capable of letting others know it is hungry, happy, disturbed, 

etc., by its conscious actions. That enables one to understand the absence of 

prohibitions against abortion in both the Old and New Testaments.  Scriptural 

silence on abortion as a crime is amazing considering the harsh prohibition 

found in surrounding pagan Middle Eastern cultures such as the Sumerians, 

Assyrians, Hittites, and Persians. The Assyrian code (1500 B.C.) declared 

that "any woman who causes to fall what her womb holds . . . Shall be tried, 

convicted and impaled upon a stake and shall not be buried." 

Egyptians refused to abort Hebrew children when they feared Hebrews would side 

with invading enemies. But they had no trouble enforcing the death of all the 

boys at birth. At a time when abortion was a capital offense in the Middle 

East, God at Mt. Sinai refused to identify it as such. 

Over forty-six specific offenses were punishable by the death penalty. 

(Appendix A) God even specified cursing parents, blasphemy, bestiality, and 

seven different kinds of incest. Yet abortion was left out. Not even a 

lesser penalty was pronounced against it. 

In New Testament times abortion was a common practice in the Roman empire. 

Numerous evil practices of heathen neighbors were often condemned in both 

testaments. Scriptural silence on abortion prohibition surely means that God 

looks differently in terms of personhood between the born and those not born. 

Some claim a greater right to life for the unborn than for the mother or those 

born already. Does the "right to life" cease at birth? If not, where were 
the strident voices of the "pro-lifers" when hundreds of thousands, even 

millions, of religious nonconformists were slaughtered in the Middle Ages, of 
noncombat civilians of all ages by bombs in Hiroshima, Nagasaki, London, 

Berlin, Tokyo, and Dresden, et al? The number one "pro-lifer" was 

significantly silent when Hitler's Holocaust was depriving millions of Jews of 
their right to life. 

ROMAN CATHOLIC INVOLVEMENT 

It is proper to examine Apostolicae Sedis on abortion theology and its 
historical development written by Pope Pius IX in 1869. Prior to this 
encyclical "most Catholic theologians taught that the fetus did not become a 
human being with a human soul until at least forty days after conception, in 
some cases later. Consequently, abortion before that time was not thought to 
involve the taking of human life."3 
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False. Sixth commandment. Stevens has and will fail to show how the unborn are not living human beings.

He has twisted, ignores the lex talionis argument in Exodus 21 so naturally he makes another false claim. 

This is not true as there as no known effective method to get inside a mother's womb and kill the unborn child without also injuring and killing the mother. Poisons were notoriously unreliable and also killed the mother as did blunt trauma to the abdomen. 

this whole paragraph is a whiny complaint based on a false premise. 



In 1869, Pius IX declared personhood at conception and that all abortion is 

homicide. He required excommunication for abortions at any stage of 
pregnancy.39 Within two years, in 1871, the Roman Catholic church declared 
the pope to be infallible. It was this same Pius that wrote, "The absurd and 
erroneous doctrines or ravings in defense of liberty of conscience are a most 
pestilential error - a pest, of all others, most to be dreaded in a 
state."3 

The Catholic church's newest Code of Canon Law continues the penalty of 
automatic excommunication for abortion in Canon 1398. Murder is not included 
in the other five instances for automatic excommunication. Murder is listed 
along with abduction and wounding a person, Such a party "is to be punished 
according to the gravity of the offense. "37 The differing penalties are an 
apparent and troubling contradiction. 

The Roman church has ordained dogma regarding Regulations of Births through 
the papal encyclical Humanae Vitae. "But the Church . . . teaches that each 
and every marriage act [sexual intercourse) must remain open to the 
transmission of life."38 Clearly every act is not open to conception since 
the woman's fertility is limited to a few days. But believers ask: "Why 
should nature randomly, or some other individual arbitrarily, assign what. 
people can deliberately choose for themselves?" They are not animals which 
react instinctively, they are rational beings. It is also contrary to 
Scripture. Paul, in writing about marital intimacies, states, "Defraud ye not 
one another, except it be with consent for a time, that ye may give yourselves 
to fasting and prayer; and love together again, that Satan tempt you not for 
your incontinency." Such intimacies were not intended only for 
procreative purposes. 

If one would consistently subscribe to Humanae Vitae's "pro-life" position, 
one would have to follow the logic of papal views. After all, abortion is 
artificial birth control, as are contraception and sterilization. They teach 
that the prevention of the meeting of the sperm and the egg inhibits the 
beginning of the formation of a new life, so they fall into the same 
category. Hence, the teaching that every act should be open to the 
transmission of life. Many who oppose abortion are quick to draw a line at 
abortion but not with contraception or sterilization. They might well ask 
themselves if that, indeed, is consistent. 

Contraception, sterilization, and abortion are, of course, the three health 
services proscribed by Catholic doctrine. In effect, the bishops are 
insisting that federal law help the Church impose its doctrine on everyone - 
whether they are believers or not. 

But good sense mandates contraception. Ellen G. White put it this way, 
"Parents should not increase their families any faster than they know that 
their children can be well cared for and educated. A child on the mother's 
arms from year to year is a great injustice to her. It lessens, and often 
destroys, social enjoyment and increases domestic wretchedness. It robs their 
children of that care, education, and happiness which parents should feel it 
their duty to bestow upon them." 

Ray White, National Right to Life Committee executive director, stated, "The 
only reason we have a pro-life movement in this country is because of the 
Catholic people and the Catholic Church."42 
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Absurd. His assertion in this sentence does not invalidate the previous statement by the RCC

False dilemma. It's not either/or but both/and. Sex is both for procreative and pleasure purposes but it does not follow that it's okay to kill an unborn child just because sex can be for pleasure. And even if the RCC claims otherwise so what? He's just trying to take jabs at the RCC. 

Contraception is entirely beyond the purpose of this paper which is abortion, the killing of an already conceived child. Stevens is trying to take jabs at the RCC as the bogeyman to scare his audience.



There are, however, rational voices. Catholic journal Commonweal associate 

editor James Finn noted: ". . . . If, in this controversy . . . Catholics 

were to rely on education, personal moral suasion, and indoctrination rather 

than on a civil directive which embitters and alienates many people, the 

Church would surely gain in the long run." 

Notre Dame law professor Charles Rice wrote, ". . . there must be someone, 
outside the [United States] government and the people, to whom they can look 
for morally binding interpretations of the natural law. Since the natural law 
is the law of God and since Christ is God, it would be appropriate for that 
supralegal arbiter of the natural law to be the Vicar of Christ on earth 

(i.e., the pope) . . . An umpire is needed in the moral sphere, and this has 

to be the Vicar of Christ . . . Every society like every man, has to have à 

god. There has to be an ultimate authority. 4 

Rice continues to make the case for the papacy as a law unto itself. "The 
objective, in short, must be free acceptance by the American people of the 
truth of those teachings. The state must be subject to the higher law of 
God. Nevertheless, we need a visible interpreter with acknowledged moral 

authority to declare the meaning of that law, In the nature of things, that 

interpreter has to be the Vicar of Christ."45 The abortion issue is the 

catalyst to subject America, and indeed the world, to the papal "divine right 
of rule" in all moral matters, social and religious, thus establishing its 

religion as the law of the land, and inflicting civil penalties on religious 
dissenters. 

It appears that the Catholic church's real objection to personal reproductive 
choice is that it calls for the placement of individual judgment over church 

authority. But to reject self-control is to deny God's gift of free moral 
agency. Thomas Jefferson put it aptly in his Virginia Act for 
Establishing Religious Freedom, "Whereas Almighty God hath created the mind 

free; that all attempts to influence it by temporal punishments or burthens 

(burdens), or by civil incapacitations, tend only to beget habits of hypocrisy 

and meanness, and are a departure from the plan of the Holy Author of our 

religion . . . ud] 

For a moment, there was hope that the papacy might bring some rational freedom 
to its members and to the world when a new pope was elected in 1978. Within 
three weeks of his election, Albino Luciani, who took the name John Paul I, 

made the first significant steps toward reversing the Roman Catholic Church's 

position on artificial birth control 48 to alleviate the suffering that had 

stemmed directly from Humanae Vitae. 49 On September 28, 1978, a tense 

discussion between the Pope and Cardinal Jean Villot, Vatican Secretary of 

State, continued for nearly two hours.9Ü Later that evening the Pope picked 
up the notes on the dramatic changes he had discussed with Villot. His dead 

body would be discovered the following morning. 

With its "divine authority," the Roman Catholic church has exercised its 

sovereignty over the United States in matters of "faith and morals," 

particularly in activities related to population growth control. 
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Paul Weyrich, Catholic founder of Moral Majority, Christian Voice, and 

Religious Round table stated, "If we didn't know the Pope agrees with us, we 

Catholics in the New Right would have serious conscience problems. I would 

never work counter to the Church's official position." 

"It is no colic dence that the Republican platform is consistent with the 

Vatican agenda."5^ Not only is this true regarding legislation or a 

constitutional amendment prohibiting all abortion, but the platform since 1980 

has also called for only pro-life federal judges, tax payment for parochial 

school education, and worship services in the public schools. 

The creation of the abortion issue gave the National Conference of Catholic 

Bishops the opportunity to politically mobilize in America, by imposing their 

dogma on society, just as the abortion issue enabled "regular" physicians gain 

credibility, eliminate competition through licensing laws, and give them 

monopoly control in medical issues a century earlier. The Pastoral Plan for 

Pro-Life Activities, issued by Catholic bishops in 1975, called for the 

overthrow of Roe v. Wade. Ultimately such mobilization would serve as a 

catalyst to unite church and state and implement papal dogma into PUES 

policy, with which even the majority of Roman Catholics disagree. Those 

.Steps will effectively give the church monopoly control in the area of 

morality, both social and religious, in public and in private. 

A century before, physicians saw that unlike "other medico - moral issues of 

the time - alcoholism, slavery, venereal disease, and prostitution - only 

abortion gave physicians the opportunity to claim to be saving lives."%6 
Once again, the scenario repeats but with a different proponent. 

"At first glance it would seem that the Roman Catholic bishops are protecting 

the lives of unborn babies by proposing a constitutional amendment. But 

before the Supreme Court decision, Time magazine reported in its March 9, 1970 

issue that experts estimated that as many as one million illegal abortions 

took place in the U.S. each year. No law can prevent women from having 

abortions.9/ The parallels between the late 19th and 20th centuries and 
efforts to establish religion by law are not accidental. In both instances 

the abortion issue has and will precede later efforts to force the legal 

observance of Sunday sacredness on all society. 

THE JUDICIARY AND ABORTION HISTORY 

The history of abortion deserves to be examined. "Abortion was a crime 
punishable in all cases under Assyrian law."58 "Assyrian law viewed both 
assaults causing miscarriage and voluntary abortions as acts which deprive the 

husband of his offspring. The assailant was severely punished in accordance 

with the lex talionis, while women who aborted deliberately were - 
significantly - impaled. "59 

The U.S. Supreme Court, in tracing history in Roe v. Wade states, "We are told 

that at the time of the Persian Empire abortifacTents were known and that 

criminal abortions were severely punished. We are also told, however, that 

abortion was practised in Greek times as well as in the Roman Era, and that it 
was resorted to without scruple."60 
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Roe's decision relied on a falsified and distorted history that was later refuted. Regardless, Stevens has a big problem with the pioneers which we will address next



It is likely that Egypt, from which Israel escaped, and Canaan, to which 
Israel fled, also treated abortion as a capital offense. However, 

condemnation of abortion was not limited to Near Eastern civilizations. In 
light of contemporary pagan law, the Old Testament's absence of condemnation 
of abortion in its very detailed code of laws raises serious issues regarding 
how God viewed induced abortions and why he placed no penalty on them. 

The Persians were Old Testament contemporaries at the same time that Biblical 
writers made no call for abortion punishment and were virtually silent on the 
subject. On the other hand, widespread practice of abortion in New Testament 
times brought no outcry or prohibitions by Biblical writers in spite of common 
false claims that "all Christian writers opposed abortions." 

Turning to early American history, the court observed, "Dictum makes it now 
appear doubtful that abortion was ever firmly established as a common-law 
crime even with respect to the destruction of a quick fetus." 62 The 
opinion further states, "The law in effect in all but a few States until the 
mid-19th century was the preexisting English common law." 

"Hospital records from the years 1840 to 1880 show that approximately one 
third of pregnant U.S. mothers opted for abortions,"64 a significantly 
higher percentage than today. 

Abortion was not a problem at the nation's founding, but emerged as an issue 
for the first time in the late nineteenth century. "Regular," or formally 
educated physicians, formed the American Medical Association (AMA) in 1847 to 
further their cause. Facing considerable competition from a proliferation of 
healers who advocated new models of treatment, they sought licensing laws that 
would effectively eliminate "questionable" healers. 

To prove they were more scientific and held higher ethics, they pursued the 

goal of outlawing abortion. This they achieved sometime after the AMA 

announced formal opposition to abortion in 1859. Laws took abortion control 

from the mothers and gave it to the "regular" physicians, permitting abortions 

for causes, which were numerous, that threatened the mother's life. Numerous 

books were written claiming that abortion was an act of murder, and that there 

was scientific evidence that from conception it was a child.66 

One was written in 1891 by the famous Dr. John Harvey Kellogg, Man the 
Masterpiece. He states: "Among the moral evils resulting from marital 
excesses, must be reckoned the heinous crime of criminal abortion . . . from 

the very moment of conception . . . it acquires the right to life, a right so 

sacred that in every land to violate it is to incur the penalty of death." 

He then writes that God remembers trangressors. “In the day of final 

reckoning, what will the verdict be? Murder? - MURDER."67 He erred, at the 
least, in his reporting of abortion being a crime and punishable by death in 

every land. 
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and the Adventist pioneers supported this, a fact that Stevens ignores. 



Kellogg's views on abortion, written sixteen years before he was 
disfellowshipped, were based on pantheism, which held that God is in 
everything, hence everything is God, everything is immortal. His abortion 
views got no endorsement from Ellen G. White, nor did she ever write on 
abortion, a controversial moral issue between 1850-1890. Her silence on the 
subject in the face of her activism in the issues of slavery, temperance, 
family, health and Sunday legislation during the same period certainly raises 
grave doubts regarding personhood at conception, and the act of abortion being 
a sin or an act of murder. White's silence reflects Scriptural silence on 
abortion prohibition. 

"Popular sentiment began to shift after the Civil War, a time when the birth 
rate had plummeted because so many potential fathers had been killed."68 
Nativist fears about Catholic birth rates "played a greater role in the drive 
for anti-abortion laws in 19th-century America than did Catholic opposition to 
the procedure,"69 according to abortion historian James C. Mohr. 

The Supreme Court stated: "It is thus apparent that at common law, at the 
time of the adoption of our Constitution, and throughout the major portion of 
the 19th century, a woman enjoyed a substantially broader right to terminate a 
pregnancy than she does in most States today."/0 

After listing numerous historical facts, the Court observed, "All this, 
together with our observation, supra, that throughout the major portion of the 
19th century prevailing legal abortion practices were far freer than they are 
today, persuades us that the word 'person', as used in the Fourteenth 
Amendment, does not include the unborn."/! "In short, the_unborn have never 
been recognized in the law as persons in the whole sense."72? 

Critics of the Court falsely charge that the justices created a right not 

inherent in the Constitution. Abortion was common when the Constitution was 

written in 1787, and could have been excluded. The Ninth Amendment honored 

numerous prevailing rights without listing them specifically. 

Claims that Roe v Wade made abortion on demand legal during the entire 

pregnancy are without foundation. The Supreme Court held "that prior to 

approximately the end of the first trimester the abortion decision and its 

effectuation must be left to the medical judgment of the pregnant woman's 

physician, subsequent to approximately the end of the first trimester the 

state may regulate abortion procedure in ways reasonably related to maternal 

health, and at the stage subsequent to viability the state may regulate and 

even proscribe abortion except where necessary in appropriate medical judgment 

for preservation of life or health of mother." /3 

The Roe v. Wade decision is appropriate in a pluralistic society where 

constitutional protections against forced religion exist. For the government 

to eliminate abortions in general would be to establish and enforce the tenets 

of one group of churches in preference over the tenets of other churches. 

This would clearly violate the First Amendment's Non-establishment Clause, 

which prohibits any establishment of religion. It is no wonder that the Court 

stated, "In a Constitution for a free people, there can be no doubt that the 

meaning of 'liberty' must be broad indeed." 
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Then why did so many other Adventist pioneers all share the same belief??? Stevens tries to isolate only one person, Kellogg, and attempts to do so by trying to pin it to pantheism, which is absurd. 

If opposition to abortion is, as Stevens argues, so terrible it's amazing that God's own prophet (1) said nothing about the danger surrounding her and (2) said nothing to help so many of her brethren supposedly lost in pantheism. 

Mohr's false history was refuted. 

Completely false. Refuted by Dellapenna. 



In McRae v. Harris, Federal District Court Judge, John F. Dooling, a Roman 

Catholic, wrote, "Roman Catholic clergy and laity . . . have vitalized the 
movement, . . . and used ecclesiastical channels . . . in its support. The 
union of effort with representativos of other denominations is based on shared 
religious conviction."/9 There can be no question as to the driving force 
to establish religious law on abortion. 

ABORTION LEGISLATION 

Is abortion killing or murder? Should it be made illegal? Should those 
involved be jailed? Or executed? 

In abortion hearings on Senator Helm's (R-NC) S. 158, A Bill to Provide that 
Human Life Shall be Deemed to Exist from Conception, Yale University Medical 
School Professor and Chairman, Department of Human Genetics, Dr. Leon 
Rosenberg voiced his opposition to the proposed Human Life Amendment and its 
attempt to use science to resolve the abortion debate. Before the U.S. Senate 
Judiciary's Subcommittee on Separation of Powers, chaired by Senator John East 
(R-NC), Rosenberg stated, "I know of no scientific evidence which bears on the 
question of when actual human life exists; . . . I believe that the notion 

. embodied in the phrase "actual human life" is not a scientific one, but rather 
a philosophic and religious one."/Ó Rosenberg, a past president of the 
American Society of Human Genetics, is an eminently qualified authority. 

After asserting "we all know that this bill is about abortion, and about 
nothing but abortion," Rosenberg concluded, "If this matter is so compelling 
that our society cannot continue to accept a pluralistic view which makes 
women and couples responsible for their own reproductive decisions, then I say 
pass a constitutional amendment that bans abortion and overturns the Supreme 
Court decision Roe v. Wade. But, don't ask science and medicine to help 
justify that course because they cannot. Ask your conscience, your minister, 
your priest, your rabbi, or even your God because it is in their domain that 
this matter resides." 

On April 23, 1981, the opening day of testimony on S. 158, Frederick C. 
Robbins, M.D. president of the Institute of Medicine, National Academy of 
Sciences, the most prestigious body of scientists, sent a letter to the 
Honorable Max S. Baucus, U.S. Senate, in response to an inquiry and was 
included in testimony on S. 158 given May 20, 1981. Robbins wrote in part 
“What is at question is at what point the growing mass of cells--that is, the 
product of conception--takes on the attributes of 'personhood'. . . . Clearly, 
the answer to such questions rests not on scientific judgments, but solely on 
what we choose to define as the qualities and attributes of being a person. 
. . . In my view, it is social, philosophical, and religious values that 
provide the guidelines for making such oe terminattong not science... I 
believe the entire issue is in this broader domain." 8 

William P. Thompson, Stated Clerk of the United Presbyterian Church General 
Assembly, testified before the U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee on June 12, 
1981. He said, "Surely, forced motherhood cannot be the basis on which a 
democratic society can function effectively . . . the Supreme Court decisions 
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of 1973 on abortion do not force any person to violate a religious principle 

or moral law but allow each woman to decide on the basis of her personal 

religious or moral belief whether to continue or terminate a pregnancy . . . 

the proposed bill would compel women to bear children against the dictates of 

their conog tencas and force particular religious and moral standards on every 

citizen." ; 

That brings the abortion definition of personhood and legislation which would 

declare a, developing baby a person at conception squarely to the religious 

issue. Such legislation would have grave effects on religious freedom. 
Religious advocates should not pretend it would be based on science and hence 

be a constitutionally protected law. 

Rabbi Henry Siegman, Executive Director of the American Jewish Congress, 

testified that "the fetus is not a person, in Jewish tradition, until the 
moment of birth . . . If the fetus, up to the moment of birth and even during 

the very process of birth, threatens the life of the mother, the life of the 
mother takes precedence. Further, this is not a matter of choice but of 

religious imperative. "90 

Professor of Christian Ethics at Southern Baptist Theological Seminary in 

Kentucky, Rev. Paul D. Simmons stated that while Baptists differ on the moral 
dimensions of regulating pregnancy termination, "there is near unanimity on 
the principle of religious liberty itself and on the responsibility of 
individuals to make choices in the light of their personal relationship to God 
as they understand him in Jesus Christ." 

Furthermore, he explained, "The Biblical portrait of 'person' is that of a 
complex many-sided creature who reflects godlike abilities . . . Birth, not 
conception, is far more consistent with the biblical portrait . . . The 
combination of a biblical portrait of person, a clear distinction in the moral 
worth of the fetus and the woman, the absence of a clear prohibition of 
abortion, and the equally obvious call to moral responsibility before God 
seems truly to require that pregnancy termination be considered a matter left 
to the religious convictions of the woman and/or the family that is involved 
in the decision." 

Joseph Boyle, M.D., Chairman of the Board of Trustees of the American Medical 
Association, testified, "The issues that are raised in this bill as to when 
human life begins go far beyond the realm of medical science and into social, 
religious, philosophical, ethical, and moral concerns. . The issue is 

unsolvable solely from a medical scientific view." 

U. S. Sen. Bob Packwood testified, "Those of us in public office should always 
remember-that we can never err enough on the side of protecting individual 
liberty and freedom. We who have been elected to a position of public trust 
should be willing at all costs to withstand the buffets of a temporary storm 
that Kou ia trammel or even extinguish our freedom for the alleged common 
good." 



Americans United executive director R.G. Puckett observed that an 
anti-abortion amendment "is but one more attempt to write into the nation's 
highest law a particular religigus doctrine . . . They must not be allowed to 

impose those views on others.'8 

Writing for the Washington Post, Judy Mann faced reality when she suggested 
that "In the society that our government envisions, desperate women will be 
forced first to risk their lives at the mercy of back-alley abortionists, and 
if they survive they will face the possibility of indictment and jail terms." 

U.S. Representative William Clay of Missouri warned, "This abortion amendment 
is history repeating itself, . . . It's the Holy Wars all over again."87 
There can be no question but that the issue has polarized society. Fire 
bombings by so called "pro-lifers" of abortion clinics have resulted in 
injuries to women seeking abortions and to professional personnel, in addition 
to millions of dollars of property damage. Clay's charges of Holy Wars is not 
idle gossip--one can see them developing. 

OPPOSITION 

Many pro-life advocates are making positive contributions - with reasoned 
appeals, assisting with adoptions, and caring for pregnant women who decide 
not to abort. But an ultra conservative position draws followers who have 
little respect for differing opinions. 

The fire bombing of a St. Paul, Minnesota, abortion clinic illustrates the 
process clearly. The son of a Planned Parenthood board member found a note in 
his junior-high-school locker that said. "To the baby-killer's son. If your 
mom doesn't arrange to stop killing babies, we'll arrange for something to 
happen to you." 

More than 1,000 anti-abor: on activists were arrested in at least 27 cities 
blockading abortion clinics and preventing employees and patients from 
entering. 9 Robert Nolte, a spokesman for Operation Rescue, which blocked 
abortion clinics, said, "We are awakening a sleeping giant. The Christian 
community will rise up over the next few years and this will become 
commonplace." 

Roussel-Uclaf laboratories in France was forced to withdraw RU-486, a drug 
heralded by family planning and population control organizations as a 
breakthrough in birth control that allowed women to interrupt unwanted 
pregnancies without resorting to surgical or suction-method abortions.’ 

Children of company officials and their wives were threatened through , 
anonymous letters. That sort of intimidation is not only illegal, it is 

anti-Christian. 

Health Minister Claude Evin ordered the French pharmaceutical company to 

resume distribution. 
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i -Emile Baulieu, one of the scientists who developed the pill, at 

ie ane en coded ee for a world conference of gynecologists, said the 

pill offers “immense hope" for Third World countries. In Brazil alone, "there 

are 3 million abortions each year, all illegal, and tens of thousands of women 

die or are mutilated for life." Brazil, a Catholic country where abortion is 

illegal, has an abortion rate proportionately three and one half times the 

U.S. rate.92 "In the U.S. there was one death per 200,000 abortions in 
1980. In the same period in Bolivia mortality from abortion was 600 per 

100,000." This is proportionately 1,200 times as much as in the U.S. 

In Latin America, where Roman Catholic dogma controls the law of the land on 

contraception and abortion, dying from pregnancy complications is not a matter 

of the past. In Columbia, 60 percent of maternal deaths result from 

clandestine abortions and every fourth pregnancy is terminated by abortion.?3 
The U.S. would do well to examine where our nation is headed when it 

legislates Catholic dogma. 

It is unfortunate when people or religious organizations, even with laudable 
goals, fan flames of division in a pluralistic society, charging those who 
differ with them with callousness, indifference, immorality and even killing. 
Job asked a penetrating question, "Shall mortal man be more just than 
God?"94 The answer is no - not even when we, in the name of compassion and 
justice, go beyond God's clear expression of truth. Abortion foes would do 
well to use education and persuasion, and not resort to the threat of 
violence. Such methods would be more in keeping with the high principles of 

both religion and an enlightened and reasonable society. 

The work of coercion, intimidation, judging, accusing, and imputing guilt are 
all functions of Satan, "the accuser of the brethren," damagingly used by the 
Pharisees who ended up crucifying Christ. If one would be a follower of 
Christ, he or she will studiously avoid such methods and activities and reject 
them just as Jesus did. 

RELIGIOUS ESTABLISHMENT 

Pro-life editor of Commonweal, a Roman Catholic periodical, wrote, "Supporters 
of the pro-life movement have been unwilling to deal with the religious 
underpinnings of their point of view because it seems to throw the question 
into the difficult church-state arena. But a failure to do this grappling 
means that we will be forced to argue it on scientific grounds (arguing, for 
example, that it can be determined when human life begins); and this is 
dangerous, because here we will be forced to come up with a definition--which 
is to say a limited and limiting statement--of what human means."95 On both 
counts, Scripture and science, pro-lifers have failed to make their case. But 
in the area of church-state separation they are gaining for two reasons: 1) 
People's understanding of the Constitution is flawed, and 2) People lack 
respect for differing opinions and are willing to force others into compliance. 

Our constitution forbids the making of any religious law. "Congress shall 
make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free 
exercise thereof . . ."96 Many well-meaning people have actively pressed 
their view of religious morality on society, including former President Ronald 
Reagan, President George Bush, Chief Justice William Rehnquist and other 
influential government leaders. i 
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so weird that Adventist pioneers supported legislating Catholic dogma, Stevens totally ignores that huge problem.



The Founding Fathers did not see it that way. The Constitution seeks to 
protect religion from governmental interference and government from religious 
interference. No wonder Minnesota's largest Jewish congregation voiced its 
concern. "To establish in the Constitution the view of certain religious 
groups on the beginning of life has legal implications far beyond the question 
of abortion. Such amendments would undermine constitutional liberties which 
protect all Americans." ; 

The Constitution approves of the use of Free Exercise of Religion and Free 
Speech - not laws - as means whereby religious adherents can persuade others 
to adopt their religious views and practices. This preserves freedom and 
voluntary changes, the very essence of America. 

For two centuries Baptists have been the leading proponents of separation of 
church and state. However, the mighty champion has fallen. The evolution 
that brought on this tragedy is worthy of examination. It started when 
Southern Baptists began to ally with Catholics on abortion. 

In 1977 Baptist John F. Wilder, Jr. wrote, "For Southern Baptists officially 
to side with Catholicism on the (abortion) issue might be an opening that 
could help overcome some of the prejudice. . . . Whatever our differences on 
points of theology, we need to talk across the bridge."98 This was just 
shortly after the beginning of the Catholic Bishops Pastoral Plan for Pro-Life 
Activities, a full-blown campaign to undo Roe v. Wade and establish Catholic 
dogma as the law of the land. 

Three years later the Southern Baptist Convention (SBC) went on record for the 
first time favoring legislation to restrict the availability of abortions. At 
the same time it also reaffirmed its long standing opposition to mandatory 
prayer and devotional Bible reading in public schools.99 Not long afterward 
the SBC abandoned its historical opposition to religious establishment in the 
public schools and became an active and leading proponent of such laws. 

The tie between Protestant fundamentalism and papal policies on church-state 
issues is strong. Jerry Falwell called Pope John Paul II "the best hope we 
Baptists ever had."!00 Seventh-day Adventists should ponder what is 
happening lest they be swept into a similar alliance, which would lead to 
their failure to fulfill their prophetic role. 

The physicians used the abortion issue in the late 19th century to become the 
recognized medical profession, the legal guardians of our physical health, 

controlling through abortion who could survive and who couldn't. The 

Fundamentalist New Right, including Protestants, Roman Catholics, Mormons and 

some others, is using the abortion issue in the late 20th century to become 

our legal guardians, controlling our spiritual and physical health and 

ultimately who will buy, who will sell, who will live and who will die,!01 

A prediction was made years ago that is presently being fulfilled. 

"Protestants will work upon the rulers of the land to make laws to restore the 

lost ascendancy of the man of sin, who sits in the temple of God, showing 

himself that he is God. Roman Catholic principles will be taken under the 

care and protection of the state, This national apostasy will speedily be 

followed by national ruin . . "102 

Nowhere in this entire document does Stevens refute Romans 13:1-9 that the government has the God given authority to legislate civil society. He's employing a false framework of "church/state separation"

Slander. Nobody argued you "couldn't" live, how absurd. 

He argues for the death penalty for children but whines that he might one day get the death penalty



» Rose Mofford, Governor of Arizona, in responding to the author's inquiry 
regarding her position on church-state separation, wrote June 8, 1988, 
stating: "Thank you for your letter in support of traditional separation of 
church and state, specifically in regard to legislation regarding abortion. 
As a Catholic, I do not favor abortion. However, I cannot insist that all 
citizens live according to my religion." (Appendix C) This response shows 
both respect for her religious belief in her own personal life, and for her 
fellowman's right to order his religious priorities freely, without a coercive 
state intruding on individual conscience. 

CONCLUSION 

We are witnessing much more than endangered freedoms. We see a developing 
church-state alliance that will fulfill prophecies found in Rev. 13 and 14, 
bringing on by oppressive civil power a loss of religious and civil freedom. 

The Constitution is in jeopardy of having its pluralistic principles 
repudiated through religious moral legislation. When that transpires, the 
United States will have been found by God to be in national apostasy, and 
national ruin will follow. The very remedies religious-political activists 
are seeking to utilize to save this nation will only hasten its demise. The 
cure will prove to be worse than the disease. 

What do we see inside our church? In the absence of a definitive theological 
doctrine on abortion, having an abortion or even respecting free choice makes 
some, in the eyes of others, "bad" Seventh-day Adventists, or worse, 
"murderers." 

Yet church pontificating against abortion will not solve this dilemma. It 
hasn't for the Roman Catholics, or other denominations which have taken an 
anti-abortion position. Controversy still rages. Churches, to considerable 
degree, are like governments. Church doctrines, like government laws, do not 
eliminate the ethical dilemma, for individual members have an individual 
conscience, hence a free will. Laws can punish, but they fail to persuade. 

Ellen G. White wrote about the mission of Christ. "He freed us from the 
chains of priest craft, by teaching the absolute independence of the 
individual soul in matters Fe 101 DUS y and by promising the Spirit of truth to 
guide each one into all truth."'03 That independence is absolutely infinite 
in scope. We need to understand that and honor it. Conscience is not subject 
to the church, or to the state, much less to any individual in either 

institution or in society at large. 

Should Seventh-day Adventists urge their leaders to yield to pressure tactics 

regardless of their legitimacy? Apparently some are. Such conditions make 

those who clamor the real leaders. But it also makes for mob rule. Does the 

end justify the means? Instead of using force, would it not be better to use 

God's approach, "Come now and let us reason together." 

Do we want our church administration to promulgate anti-abortion views and 

become a centralized papacy - usurping God's authority and our individual, 

independent conscience and replacing it with an imposed corporate conscience? 
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Absurd. 

Yes, murderers

So the answer is anarchy? 

breathtaking claim here, "infinite" in scope

YES, we want an ANTI MURDER church, thank you very much



I think not. Nor do they seek that. By taking an open nonjudgmental stand 
the church is following Scripture and its Author. Those who favor choice are 
either personally opposed to abortion or do not object to it. An open 
position allows those who reject abortion and those who choose it free to 
follow their own conscience. And all should respect the right of everyone to 
make and exercise their choices. God does. 

Of all people, Seventh-day Adventists have been especially called to play a 
key role in the destiny of our nation and our world, "Who knoweth whether 
thou art come to the kingdom for such a time as this?"l04 Surely we do not 
want to strengthen the hands of those who will destroy freedoms which come 
from God and are the spirit of America. 

Seeing the handwriting on the wall, U.S. Supreme Court Justice Harry A. 
Blackmun, author of Roe v. Wade, said the 1988-89 term of the Supreme Court 
could see the ruling overturned. He observed, "I think there's a very 
distinct possibility that it will this term. You can count the votes, "105 
Add to that the election results which will further erode church-state 
separation through future Supreme Court appointments. The obvious conclusion 
is that we are on the edge of eternity. 

If these religious-political coalitions succeed as expected, be it ever so 
sincerely and unwittingly, it will bring religious oppression, as past history 
testifies without dispute. Free America will come to an end. Remember, cause 
is always followed by effect, just as a needle is followed by a thread. 
A religious-political monopoly is an imminent threat to the viability of this 
great nation. The abortion issue will likely serve as the needle that pulls 
behind it the thread of oppressive Sunday religious worship laws. Do 
Seventh-day Adventists wish to add their support to that which brings about 
such oppressive power to a religious-political alliance? 

Pregnancy, abortion, birth, life and death, our work, our marriage, or single 
state, can all be traumatic -- or a blessing -- depending on the 
circumstances. We should not allow others to mold our consciences in regard 
to how we should respond to life's crucial events. The Holy Spirit is the 
only True Guardian of the conscience. Is it proper for a believer to allow 
society -- or the state -- or the church -- or the family -- to replace the 
Holy Spirit whom Christ commissioned to guide us into all truth? The Bible 
says no: We should not seek or allow the usurping of the position and 
responsibility of the Holy Spirit. Is this not the spirit of the predicted 
Antichrist? To permit that is to be guided by the spirit of the Antichrist. 

We end where we began. There is an all-out assault against God's plainly 
stated truths and free moral agency. What makes this assault doubly deceptive 
and dangerous is that it has aligned and allied itself with the most helpless, 
the most appealing, the most tender of earthly experiences - the wondrous 
miracle of partnership in creation and the birth of a baby. And by such 
association pagan immortality of the soul teachings are being embraced 
imperceptibly, quickly gaining credibility and a formidable following. 
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by supporting abortion the church is rejecting Scripture and Jesus

True

it's 2025 now buddy, how'd that work out for ya?



"Will a woman forget her suckling child?. . . yea - they may forget, yet will 

I not forget thee . . . I have loved thee with an everlasting love: and with 
loving-kindness have I drawn thee."!06 As enlightened and compassionate 
Christians, we, by faith and love, experience God's drawing power and deal 
with one another in the same manner - with everlasting love, even when 
differing. 

We have clear counsel to not take positions without Scriptural laws. “The 
work of Moses, of the seventy elders, of the rulers and judges, was simply to 
enforce the laws that God had given; they had no authority to legislate for 
the nation. This was, and continued to be, the condition of Israel's 
existence as a nation." 

God's church is "a dedicated nation, and a people claimed by God as his own." 
James 2:9 (N.E.B) It is not authorized to make laws, but only to enforce 
internally God's laws already found in Scripture. Both testaments prohibit 
adding to or diminishing God's law. Deuteronomy 4:2, Revelation 22:18-19 
"Before accepting any doctrine or precept we should demand a plain thus saith 
the Lord in its support." That covers every rule of faith and practice, 
including abortion. 

From the perspective of God's Word, Biblical history, and the fundamental 

principle of free moral agency, the Seventh-day Adventist Church could more 

easily justify adopting a pro-choice position than other denominations. The 

same is true regarding the Sabbath and the nature of man. In order to not 

inflame anti-abotion members or the general public, and perhaps other reasons, 

it has apparently chosen not to. However, it risks the already developing 

scenario of its members moving toward political activism in this area both 

within the church and without by the lack of a proper Biblical perspective and 

a specific official statement. And this even though it has a long-standing 

position of approving some abortion procedures in its hospitals which predates 

1973's Roe v. Made. 

Such silence is running the risk of our church following in the very steps of 

the Southern Baptist Convention, which ultimately shifted from being a 

champion of religious liberty to one of the prime proponents of religious 

establishment. Should that take place, we would become a part of the movement 

which brings about the prophetic image to the beast, the enforcement of 

religious laws. We would fail to honor free choice, God's gift to man. And 

we would help fan the flames which will destroy the world's leading land of 

freedom, and ultimately all of civilization. 

Will a free America survive? Its destiny is in your hands. If America's 

freedom falters--so will our entire nation--and the people in it. 

More important is your own personal destiny. That, too, is in your hands. 

You are free to choose to respect and honor your fellowman, particularly in 

the light of differing opinions and lifestyles, and thus reflect the character 

of man's Creator. 

21 

It is unfortunate that Stevens never had to participate in a debate. He would not last 10 minutes against a knowledgeable questioner. 

This line would be repeated especially by "conservative" Adventists for the following 35 years. What a tragedy. 

The irony is that this is true but in reverse. By supporting abortion we are destroying the foundation of society. 



Or you are free to yield to the temptation to play the part of a pseudo-god, 
and seek to force, by civil law, the conscience and the body--all in the name 
of knowing what is best for others--and reflect the characteristics of a 
rebellious power that has been warring for milleniums to usurp God's throne 
and His creation. 

We have arrived at the crossroads. We can no longer avoid a conscious choice 
as to which turn we will take. We must face how that turn will affect not 

only America's destiny, indeed the world's, but most importantly, our own. 
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NOTE: Not once in the entire paper did Stevens demonstrate that the 
unborn are not living human beings. Nowhere did he even address 
the many texts defining the unborn as living human children with 
the exact same words for born children (Gen 25:22, Ruth 1:11, Ex 21:22
Isa 37:3, Hos 12:3, Luke 1:36, 41, 44 etc.) He does address Luke 1:41,
44 below on page 28
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APPENDIX A 

A COMPREHENSIVE LIST OF CAPITAL PUNISHMENT CRIMES 

Murder - Exodus 21:12; Leviticus 24:17 
Murder secretly - Deuteronomy 27:24 

. Murder for hire - Deuteronomy 27:25 
Murder with guile - Exodus 21:14 
Kill servant that dies suddenly - Exodus 21:20-21 
Manslaughter - Exodus 21:13; Deuteronomy 19:4-6; Numbers 35:26-28 
Smiting a parent - Exodus 21:15 
Kidnapping - Exodus 21:16 
Kidnap and sell into slavery - Deuteronomy 24:7 
Rape - Deuteronomy 22:25 
Man or woman who commits adultery with a married person - Leviticus 20:10; 
Deuteronomy 22:22 
Bestiality - Leviticus 20:15-16 
Homosexuality and Lesbianism - Leviticus 20:13; Romans 1:26-27 
A whore that marries purporting to be a virgin - Deuteronomy 22:13-21 

An engaged woman who commits adultery with a man other than fiance - 
Deuteronomy 22:23-24 
Incest with father's wife, both guilty - Leviticus 20:11 
Incest with daughter-in-law, both guilty - Leviticus 20:12 
Incest with mother-in-law, both guilty - Leviticus 20:14 
Incest with sister, both guilty - Leviticus 20:17 
Incest with father's or mother's sister, both guilty - Leviticus 20:18 

Incest with uncle's wife, both guilty - Leviticus 20:20 

Incest with sister-in-law, both guilty - Leviticus 20:21 

Sex with menstruating woman, both guilty - Leviticus 20:18 

Worshiper of false god - Exodus 22:20 

Witch - Exodus 22:18 
Those who entice you to serve false gods - Deuteronomy 13:6-9 

Prophets that turn you to serve false gods - Deuteronomy 13:3-5 

Wizards or those of a familiar spirit - Leviticus 20:27 

Engaging in spiritism - Leviticus 20:6 

Those who worship sun, moon, stars - Deuteronomy 17:2-7 

Sacrificing child to false god - Leviticus 20:2 

One who fails to execute someone offering their child to a false god - 

Leviticus 20:4-5 
City and inhabitants that serve false gods - Deuteronomy 13:12-16 

Withholding a thing devoted to God - Leviticus 27 :28-29 

Blasphemy of citizens and aliens, believers and nonbelievers - 

Leviticus 24:16 
Gross irreverence - od ed raa 

b desecration - Exodus 31:14- 

ee on in rejecting Word of God - Deuteronomy 17:9-13, Numbers 15:30 

Any assuming office of priesthood other than Aaron s descendent sons - 

Numbers 18:7, 3:10 
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40. Any other than Levite who touches tabernacle or furnishings - Numbers 1:5] 
41. Stubborn, rebellions, adult son - Deuteronomy 21:18-21 

42. Cursing parents - Exodus 21:17 
43. Owner of unrestrained animal that kills people - Exodus 21:29 

44. Perjury in murder accusation - Deuteronomy 19:15-21 

45. Oppressing strangers, widows and orphans - Exodus 22:21-24 

46. Breaking and entering (can be killed in self defense) - Exodus 22:2 

It should be noted, that while this list does not purport to be exhaustive, it 
is quite comprehensive, listing a total of forty-six offenses which are 
punishable by the death penalty. The absence of any specific reference to 
capital punishment for abortion certainly infers the non-personhood of the 
fetus, if not spelling it out clearly. With the minute distinctions drawn in 
great detail in the types of murder and killing, it would be strange indeed 
that God left out abortion as a capital offense, or even as a killing, if He 
considered it so. The numerous definitions of incest also reveal God's 
careful distinctions so the people were not left in darkness as to what was a 
crime of killing, or other capital punishment crimes. Of interest also is the 
fact that the Middle Eastern civilization at the time of the Exodus considered 
abortion killing and prescribed capital punishment. Obviously, God looked at 
it differently. The doctrine on the nature of man finds its foundation in the 
heretical teaching of the natural immortality of the soul, which holds an 
underlying premise of personhood at conception. The doctrine has found its 
way into Christianity through Catholicism and Protestantism and the latter 
premise has been adopted by some individual Seventh-day Adventists. 

24 



APPENDIX B 

SCRIPTURES DEALING WITH THE BIRTH PROCESS CULMINATING IN PERSONHOOD: 

Genesis 2:7 

Genesis 7:22 

Psalms 104: 
29-30 

Ecclesiastes 
5:15-16 

Ecclesiastes 
3:18-21 

A Supplementary Resource For Further Study 

THE PHYSICAL BIRTH, DEATH, AND LIFE PROCESS 

"And the Lord God formed man of the dust of the ground, and 
breathed into his nostrils the breath of life; and man became 
a living soul." A soul is not instilled into a person. A 
soul is a person, the union of the breath with the body. 
Personhood at conception and not at birth lays the foundation 
for ensoulment, an immortal invisible intelligence, and the 
acceptance of the natural immortality of the soul, an 
unbiblical teaching. 

"All in whose nostrils was the breath of life, of all that 
was in the dry land, died." The breath in the nostrils 
brings life. When it is extinguished it brings death. 

"Thou takest away their breath, they die, and return to their 
dust. Thou sendest forth thy spirit, they are created." 
Breath and spirit are equated. Breath marks the beginning of 
life, its departure marks death. 

"As he came forth of his mother's womb, naked shall he return 
to go as he came, and shall take nothing of his labour, which 
he may carry away in his hand. And this also is a sore evil, 
that in all points as he came, so shall he go: and what 
profit hath he that hath laboured for the wind?" As a baby 
is born, its first inhaling marks the beginning of the breath 
of life. As a person dies, the last exhaling marks the end 
of life. In all points it is the same, from no breath to 
life and from life to no breath. The independent breathing 
process is inseparably tied to life and personhood. Whatever 
oxygen the mother supplies to the developing baby does not 
qualify it as a person for it does not breath independently. 
Independent breathing at birth supplies adequate oxygen to 
ignite life, to make the brain function normally in the baby, 
and that begins not only life but personhood. But a baby's 
own breathing process marks life's beginning and a person's 
lack of breathing marks its end. 

"I had in mine heart concerning the estate of the sons of 
men, that God might manifest them, and that they might see 
that they themselves are beasts (creatures). For that which 

befalleth the sons of men befalleth beasts; even one thing 
befalleth them: as the one dieth, so dieth the other; yea, 

they have all one breath; so that a man hath no preeminence 
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above a beast: for all is vanity. All go unto one : 
are of the dust, and all turn to dust 2. Who ene. m 
spirit of man that goeth upward, and the spirit of the beast 
that goeth downward to the earth?" God says the life process 
is the same for man and animals, they begin life by breathing 
and die by cessation of breath. Then he challenges man to 
prove there is a difference. 

Psalms 146:2-4 "While I live will I praise the Lord: I will sing praises 
unto my God while I have any being. Put not your trust in 

princes, nor in the son of man, in whom there is no help. 

His breath goeth forth, he returneth to his earth; in that 

very day his thoughts perish." When one quits breathing, he 
dies, and quits thinking. 

Job 1:21 "And said, Naked came I out of my mother's womb, and naked 

shall I return thither: the Lord gave, and the Lord hath 

taken away; blessed be the name of the Lord." The Lord gave 

nor erpen breath and took away life by taking away the 

reath. 

Ezekiel 37:5-6 "I will cause breath to enter into you, and ye shall live. I 

will lay sinews upon you, and will bring up flesh upon you, 

and cover you with skin, and put breath in you, and ye shall 

live." Breathing is a condition to life. 

] Timothy 6:7 "For we brought nothing into this world, and it is certain we 

can carry nothing out." We come into life without breath and 

we leave without breath. God's special gift of breath brings 

and sustains life. 

THE SPIRITUAL BIRTH PROCESS 

There can be no spiritual life until after being born again 

of the Holy Spirit and no existence as a Christian. There is 

no physical life until natural birth, nor is there standing 

as a person. 

John 3:3, 7 "Jesus answered and said unto him, Verily, verily, I say unto 

Psalm 58:8 thee, Except a man be born again, he cannot see the kingdom 

of God. Marvel not that I said unto thee, Ye must be born 

again." "like the untimely birth of a woman, that they m ay 

not see the sun." “Born again" (margin, states from above). 

Spiritual birth brings spiritual, or eternal life, and is a 

parallel to physical birth, because physical birth brings 

physical life. The fetal period includes conception and 

formation. These precede the moment of physical birth, so, 

in like manner all human beings have the Holy Spirit 

conceived in them and are influenced, led and guided in 

preparation for the second birth. But some miscarry, Some 

become stillborn, some are successfully born spiritually and 
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James 2:26 

Hebrews 7:9-10 

Hebrews 7:14 

Jeremiah 1:5 

Isaiah 44:28-45:1 

live and grow, and ultimately receive immortality at Christ's 
coming. Others are born spiritually but die. As one must be 
born (come to life) spiritually to see the kingdom of God, so 
one must be born (come to life) physically to see the sun. 
No birth - no life. The first birth is natural, of flesh and 
it brings human life. The second birth is spiritual, of the 
spirit of God, and it brings eternal life. 

The mystery of the Holy Spirit is likened to the wind, one 
cannot see it but can see its results. So with a physical 
birth, the breath of life, like the wind, starts the life and 

its departure marks the death. Many terminal patients would 
be dead if it were not that they were connected to a life 

support system. So, a developing baby is connected to the 

mother and grows till it is time for birth and life. A 
non-full term birth, with breathing, marks life's beginning. 
The purposeful ending of such a life gives legitimate cause 
for deep concern. 

"For as the body without the spirit (margin reads breath) is 

dead, so faith without works is dead also." The breath is 

the key to the physical life. 

PRECONCEPTION PERIOD 

"And as I may so say, Levi also, who receiveth tithes, payed 

tithes in Abraham. For he was yet in the loins of his 

father, when Melchisedec met him." It is said that Levi paid 

tithes in Abraham (his great-grandfather) before he was 

born. It is only a figure of speech to show that the 

Levitical priesthood was established by birth, but different 

than the new priesthood of Christ. See verses 1-14. 

"Our Lord sprang out of Judah." Christ could not actually 
have been in Judah's body over 15 centuries before. This is 

simply a picturesque way of writing to show that he descended 

from Judah. 

"Before I formed thee in the belly I knew thee; and before 

then camest forth out of the womb I sanctified thee, and I 

ordained (gave) thee a prophet unto the nations." Was 

Jeremiah a person before he was conceived and formed simply 

because God knew him? Simply because God sanctified (set 

apart for a sacred work) and ordained (assigned) him to be a 

prophet? God knows the end from the beginning. (Isaiah 

46:10) He planned Jeremiah and set him aside (sanctified) 

for holy use before he was conceived, even as he did with 

Jesus, John the Baptist and others. But that does not make 

Jeremiah a living person before his conception or birth. 

Read passage. Was Cyrus a person one and one half centuries 

before he was conceived simply because God knew about him, 

his future life and activities? 
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Psalms 139:13-16 

Ecclesiastes 11:5 

Luke 1:41 

Luke 1:44 

Romans 9:11 

Exodus 21:22-25 

GROWTH AND FORMATION PERIOD 

"For thou hast possessed my reins; thou hast covered me in my 

mother's womb. I will praise thee; for I am fearfully and 

wonderfully made: marvelous are thy works; and that my soul 

knoweth right well. My substance was not hid from thee, when 

I was made in secret, and curiously wrought in the lowest 

parts of the earth. Thine eyes did see my substance, yet 

being imperfect; and in thy book all my members were written, 

which in continuance were fashioned, when as yet there was 

none of them." Also see Job 31:15; Isaiah 44:24; 49:5. 

Although God sees and knows the developing baby in the womb, 

and develops it, that does not qualify an unborn baby as a 

person. 

"As thou knowest not what is the way of the spirit" 
Definition: Ruwach (roo akh') wind, breath, i.e. a sensible 

(or even violent) exhalation, by resemblance spirit, but only 

of a (used as mind also) rational being." Ecclesiastes 11:5 

"Nor how the bones do grow in the womb of her that is with 

child." 

"The babe leaped in her womb," (vs. 36 reveals it was the 

sixth month of Elizabeth's pregnancy. Mary, conceived of 

Holy Spirit, arose in those days to see Elizabeth, and went 

in haste. (vs. 39) Jesus had only been conceived a matter of 

days. John the Baptist, as a six-month old unborn developing 

baby, did not recognize the just conceived Jesus to be the 

Son of God. Even Jesus did not recognize that He was the Son 

of God, until He was twelve years old: "In answer to His 

mother, 
Jesus showed for the first time that He understood His 

relation to God." Desire of Ages, 81. (At age twelve) 

Elizabeth says, "the babe leaped in my womb for joy." This 

is picturesque speech, and does not teach that an unborn baby 

experiences a conscience joy in recognizing a just barely 

conceived unborn developing baby Jesus. The six-month 

pregnancy is long enough for quickening, or fetal movement. 

It was Elizabeth that was filled with the Holy Ghost, vs. 41, 
not her unborn developing baby. 

"For the children not being yet born, neither having done any 
good or evil. . ." 

ABORTION, ACCIDENTAL AND INDUCED 

"If men strive, and hurt a woman with child, so that her 

fruit depart from her, and yet no mischief follow: he shall 

be surely punished, according as the woman's husband will lay 

upon him; and he shall pay as the judges determine. And if 

any mischief follow, then thou shalt give life for life, Eye 

for eye, tooth for tooth, hand for hand, foot for foot, 
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How absurd, the word "baby" is literally in the text and Stevens ignores this and tries to mislead the audience bout Jesus being the Son of God. 

Bro, The word "baby" is
literally RIGHT HERE! 
And Jesus was recognized
even though conceived 
just a few days earlier

False, it is a historical narrative. This is not a poem, it is documentation of an actual event. 

LOL, how absurd



Numbers 5:27-28 

Exodus 1:7-10, 
15-22 

Job 3:16 

Job 10:18-19 

Matthew 26:24 

Psalm 58:8 

Burning for burning, wound for wound, stripe for stripe." 
The mother was given legal protection as a person, but her 
miscarried developing baby was not given such protection; but 
was considered as being a valued property. 

"If she has let herself become defiled and has been 
unfaithful to her husband, then when the priest makes her 
drink the water that brings out the truth and the water has 
entered her body, she will suffer a miscarriage or untimely 
birth, and her name will become an example in adjuration 
among her kin. But if the woman has not let herself become 
defiled and is pure, then her innocence is established and 
she will bear her child." 

ANTI-ABORTION AND PRO-KILLING 

Egypt feared the Hebrews would over populate and conspire 
with invading forces against Egypt. Hence, Pharoah decreed 
to let all babies come to full term but to have all boys 
killed. Baby girls could live but not bear Hebrew children, 
if any at all. Egyptians would not abort Hebrew mothers but 
waited for birth and then killed the boys. Their beliefs 
made them anti-abortion but pro-killing after birth. The 
popular conservative political-religious mentality is 
anti-abortion but pro-killing to a lesser degree. (Strong 
advocates of the death penalty and national armaments and 
defense) 

NON-PERSON, NOT BORN, MISCARRIAGE AND STILLBORN 

"Or as an hidden untimely birth I had not been; as infants 
which never saw light." An untimely birth is equivalent to 
never having existed; never lived. Job wishes this had 
happened to him. 

"Wherefore then hast thou brought me forth out of the womb? 
Oh that I had given up the ghost, and no eye had seen me: I 
should have been as though I had not been; I should have been 
carried from the womb to the grave." The stillborn, who quit 
growing, whose heartbeat stops, are as one who has never 
been. 

"The Son of man goeth as it is written of him: but woe unto 
that man by whom the Son of man is betrayed. it had been good 
for that man if he had not been born." Better to have never 
existed than to be lost. The unborn are not subject to 
judgment or accountability. 

"As a snail which melteth let everyone of them pass away: 

like the untimely birth of a woman, that they may not see the 

sun." David prays the wicked will be dead as those who are 
miscarried. 
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Numbers 12:12 "Let her not be as one dead, of whom the flesh is half 
consumed when he cometh out of his mother's womb." Dead 
flesh is likened to a still birth or miscarriage. 

Jeremiah 20:14-18 Jeremiah cursed the day of his birth, "A man child is born 

Ecclesiastes 6:3 

Ezekiel 4:2-3 

Hosea 9:14 

Ecclesiastes 3:2 

Ezekiel 16:1-5 

Hebrews 1:3 

Job 27:3 

Job 33:4 

Job 10:12 

(began life) . . . Because he slew me not from the womb (at 
or after birth), or that my mother might have been my grave" 

(miscarriage or stillborn). "Wherefore, came I forth out of 
the womb to see labor and sorrow?" (to live) 

An untimely birth is better than to be a man who has 100 

children, who lives many years but his soul (life) is not 

filled with good. 

The dead are praised more than the living. But "Better is he 

than both they, which had not yet been, who hath not seen the 

evil work that is done under the sun." One does not exist 

until birth and can see life outside the womb. 

"Give them a miscarrying womb." Definition: shakol (shaw 
kole') to miscarry i.e., to suffer abortion. 

BIRTH BEGINS LIFE AND PERSONHOOD 

"A time to be born" Hebrew is yalad (yaw lad') to bear, 

beget, be born. "And a time to die." This verse marks the 

beginning and the ending of life. 

"Thy birth" (Mekorah [mek oo raw']) God speaks to Jerusalem 

of its birth, diggings, origins, habitation, and its 

nativity. "But thou wast cast out in the open field, to the 

loathing of thy person, in the day that thou wast born." 
Personhood and birth are equated. 

Christ was the "express image of his person." Person is used 

as an intelligent, conscious, decision-making individual, 

qualities of life that cannot be assigned to a fetus. 

"A11 the while my breath is in me, and the spirit of God is 

in my nostrils;" God is the giver of life through the gift 

of breath. 

"The spirit of God hath made me, and the breath of the 

Almighty hath given me life." No life is present until the 

breath of the Almighty is given; and with it comes life and 

personhood - at birth. 

"Thou hast granted me life and favour, and thy visitation 

hath preserved my spirit." Life and spirit (breath) are 

equated. They do not function separately. 
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Isaiah 42:5 

Zechariah 12:1 

Psalms 71:6 

Psalm 127:3 

Psalm 87:4-6 

John 16:21 

Isaiah 46:3-4 

Psalm 78:6-8 

"Thus saith God the Lord, he that created the heavens, and 
stretched them out; he that spread forth the earth, and that 
which cometh out of it; he that giveth breath unto the people 
upon it, and spirit to them that walk therein:" God is the 
source of breath and life. 

"The burden of the word of the Lord for Israel, saith the 
Lord, which stretcheth forth the heavens, and layeth the 
foundation of the earth, and formeth the spirit (breath) of 
man within him." God puts the breath of man in him and 
thereby brings him to life. The creation of heaven, earth, 
and man (with breath at birth) are the works of God. 

"By thee have I been holden up from the womb, thou art he 
that took me out of my mother's bowels." God upholds us, as 
living beings, from birth. 

Use of the word babe: (Greek) Brephos - infant young child. 
(Greek) Nepios (neypios) simple minded, immature. (Hebrew) 
Owlel (o Tale’) suckling child; little one, infant. (Hebrew) 

taaluw| (tah alool') tyrant, vexation, babe-delusion. 

"Lo, children are an heritage of the Lord: and the fruit of 
the womb is his reward." Children are the fruit of the womb, 

the result of being born. 

"This man was born there." God marks who is born, when, 

where, and under which circumstances, from the beginning of 

life. 

"A woman when she is in travail hath sorrow, because her hour 

is come: but as soon as she is delivered of the child, she 

remembereth no more the anguish, for joy that a man is born 

into the world." At the moment of birth, a man (in a generic 

sense any human being) comes into being, a member of 

humanity, the human race. 

"Which are borne by me from the belly, which are carried from 

the womb; and even to your old age I am he." From birth to 

death, an entire lifetime, God bears us, carries and sustains 

us. 

"That the generation to come might know them, even the 

children which should be born; who should arise and declare 

them to their children: That they might set their hope in 

God, and not forget the works of God, but keep his 

commandments: And might not be as their fathers, à stubborn 

and rebellious generation; a generation that set not their 

heart aright, and whose spirit was not steadfast with God." 

Only the born (alive) can obey or rebel. 
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Psalm 58:3 

Galatians 1:15-16 

Judges 13:1-8 

Job 3:11 

Psalms 104:33 

Acts 17:28 

Psalms 22:9-10 

Isaiah 49:1 

Luke 2:23 

"The wicked are estranged from the womb, they go astray as 
soon as they be born." Wickedness comes after birth. The 
margin reads "from the belly," not in the belly. The 
developing baby is not capable before birth of being either 
wicked or righteous. 

"God, who separated me from my mother's womb, (by birth) and 
called me by his grace to reveal His Son in me." Called 
after birth (life) to reveal Christ in him. Paul refers to 
his physical life (birth) and his spiritual life (conversion). 

"For the child shall be a Nazarite to God from the womb to 
the day of his death." Instruction from the angel of the 
Lord to Samson's mother. This covers Samson's entire life, 
from birth to death. 

"Why died I not from my mother's womb? Why did I not give up 
the ghost when I came out of the belly?" Here is an example 
of Hebrew parallelism. Job wished he had died after birth. - 
This prepositional phrase, "from the womb," in Hebrew 
expresses clearly the time after birth. "From the womb" 
equates with "out of the belly.” 

"I will sing unto the Lord as long as I live: I will sing 
praise to my God while I have my being." To be alive, to be 
a being, is the state of personhood, being capable of 
conscience acts. 

"For in him we live, and move, and have our being." The 
qualities of living, moving and being (existing in life) are 
contemporary qualities in point of time, after birth and 
before death. 

"But thou art he that took me out of the womb: thou didst 
make me hope when I was upon my mother's breasts I was cast 
upon thee from the womb. Thou art my God from my mother's 
belly." The text does not say "Thou art my God since I was 
conceived." While God is the creator of the developing baby 
and the creator of stone, is he the God of the developing 
baby, and the God of the stone? Jesus said, "God is not the 
God of the dead, but of the living." Matthew 22:32 

"The Lord hath called me from the womb." Called after birth. 

"Every male that openeth the womb shall be called holy to the 
Lord." (after birth) 
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ROSE MOFFORD Office of the G overnor
 

GOVERNOR State Capitol, West Wing 

Phoenix , Arizona 85007 

June 8, 1988 

John V. Stevens, Sr., Director 

Public Affairs and Religious Liberty 

Pacific Union Conference of Seventh-Day 

Adventists 

P.O. Box 5005 

Westlake Village, California 91359 

Dear John: 

Most people "intend" to write letters of support, 

but somehow never get around to putting pen to papet. 

You are one of those exceptional friends who are able 

to express their views. 

Thank you for your letter in support of 

traditional separation of church and state, 

specifically in regard to legislation regarding 

abortion. AS a Catholic, I do not favor abortion. 

However, I cannot insist that all citizens live 

according to my religion. 

Wishing you the very best and thanking you for 

your interest in Arizona state government, I am 

Sincerely, 

Governor 

RM: kbc 
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