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Dear Lakeview Family

Over the last couple of Pastor’s Pens, I’ve addressed issues 
concerning the recent reversal of Roe v. Wade. The first week, 
I considered a bit of the history behind the 1973 ruling and 
Scripture’s perspective on child sacrifice. Last week, I sought to 
show that according to Scripture, the status of the pre-born baby is 
the same as that of all image bearer’s post-birth. Today, I would like 
to address some of the objections often raised against the “right to 
life” position. 

I think we need to first recognize how much culture can influence 
us all. That’s why the Apostle Paul makes clear that if we are not 
renewing our minds in the Word of God, we will be conformed 
to this world (Romans 12:1-2). James Bopp, an attorney for the 
National Right to Life Committee, is correct when he asserts: For 
all of human history there have been two competing philosophies 
about human life. One is the Judeo-Christian belief in the sanctity of 
each individual human life. That each individual human life should 
be protected and not taken. The competing view is that the value of 
life is relative to your functioning level.

In a recent article, Bonnie Pritchett makes the point that the seeds 
of this latter view began to take root in mainstream science in 1883. 
Inspired by his cousin Charles Darwin, Sir Francis Galton coined the 
term eugenics. Simply put, eugenics (eu is Greek for “good” and 
genics is Greek for “origins”) is the study of how to breed desirable 
humans.  Galton believed that controlled breeding could improve 
future generations. Qualities in humans that are generally desirable 
are things like health, energy, and ability. Undesirable traits are 
things like sickness and foolishness. Society, Galton argued, should 
conserve the desirable qualities, and rid the latter through selective 
breeding. 

So Galton asserted that eugenics must be “introduced into the 
national conscience, like a new religion.” Do you get that? The next 
time an abortion advocate says, “Don’t push your religion on to 

me,” just remember their view is no less religious. It’s the religion 
of humanism. Indeed, Charles Francis Potter, the early popularizer 
of eugenics was the founder of the “First Humanist Society of New 
York,” and he called his group’s beliefs “a new faith for a new day.” At 
its core, humanism is about personal autonomy-in life and in death. 

And it is that personal autonomy that is a core slogan in the pro-choice 
movement. As Tom Beauchamp and James Childress summarize 
(Principles of Biomedical Ethics, 99-100): Personal autonomy 
encompasses, at a minimum, self-rule that is free from both 
controlling interference by others and from certain limitations…. The 
autonomous individual acts freely in accordance with a self-chosen 
plan. Now this might sound intuitive in our cultural climate but make 
no mistake that when you hear this philosophy you hear nothing less 
than the hiss of the serpent (see Isaiah where he describes the spirit 
of Satan, that says, I will ascend…I will set my throne…I will sit on 
the mount…I will ascend above…I will make myself like the Most 
High” 14:13-14). 

In the abortion debate, the application of this principle of autonomy 
happens most commonly when a woman expresses her right to 
govern her own body as she chooses. So for example, how many 
times have we seen a bumper sticker that says Keep your laws off 
my body or My body, my choice?

But should not the same principle apply to the baby who is going to 
be aborted? Could we not rightly make bumper stickers on behalf of 
the pre-born baby that reads, Keep your laws off my body. If the baby 
has the same moral status as the mother, then the baby would have 
a right not to be murdered. After all, we saw last week that the Bible 
makes clear that a baby in the womb is not merely an embryo or fetus, 
but a person. Once this is established (and it has been ultimately by 
Scripture and penultimately by science), the case is closed!
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Or is it? Admittedly, there are some hard cases in a broken and fallen 
world. I want to address these as compassionately as I can, but with 
the Scriptures as our authority and not our fallen sensibilities. 

Rape and Incest. If a child has been conceived through rape or incest, 
we must recognize the real pain and struggle experienced by the 
mother who is involuntarily pregnant. Lord, have mercy on those 
who have been victimized by such wickedness. Churches and crisis 
pregnancy centers must always be growing in their understanding of 
how to care for the mother in those particular cases. We must not lose 
sight of the personal empathy, care, and love that must shape the way 
we care for victims of such crimes. Furthermore, perpetrators should 
be justly punished according to the law of retribution. That is, their 
punishment should be proportionate to the heinousness of the sin and 
crime. 

With that said, the number of abortions that are sought for reasons 
of rape or incest is very low in comparison to the overall number. 
The Guttmacher Institute conducted a survey in 2004 that reported 
that the number of abortions sought for the reason of rape is roughly  
1 percent. Incest accounts for an even smaller percentage, at less than 
0.5 percent. 

Yet to the question, given what the Bible says about God being the one 
who brings conception, and given the status of the pre-born being the 
same in the eyes of God as those already born, the question we must 
ask is Would it be right to murder a baby conceived through rape or 
incest after it is born? Most people would say absolutely not. Such a 
child does not lose his/her right to live because of the circumstances 
of its conception. The sin and crime that was committed was certainly 
not the woman’s fault, but neither is it the fault of the child. So the 
child should not be put to death because of the man’s wicked crime. 

According to God’s law, which is the law of perfect retribution (only the 
guilty are punished and they are punished proportionate to the crime), 
“Fathers shall not be put to death because of their children, nor shall 
children be put to death because of their fathers. Each one shall be 
put to death for his own sin” (Deuteronomy 24:16). In case we don’t 
understand that particular verse, how about Ezekiel, “The son shall not 
suffer for the iniquity of the father” (18:20). Again, the iniquity in the 
case of rape and incest is inexpressible, but God says the baby should 
not die for the father’s sin. 

Abortion to Save the Life of the Mother. According to the Centers for 
Disease Control, abortion carried out to save the life of the mother is 
thankfully extremely rare (less than 0.118 percent of all abortions). 
A more recent study in the United Kingdom found that only 0.006 
percent of all abortions were to save the life of the mother.  In these 
rare cases, Christian ethicists generally agree that this difficult 
scenario is significantly different from other abortion cases, because 
in this situation removing the unborn child from the mother’s body 
results from directly intending to save the life of the mother, not 
from directly intending to take the child’s life. So it seems morally 
justified that all mainstream pro-life proposals for legal restrictions 
on abortion have included an exception to save the life of the mother. 
With that said, doctors should do all they can to make sure that both 
patients survive. In some cases, normally in the later stages of a 
pregnancy, complications arise in which the mother cannot be saved 
but the baby can. 

Of course, we must be careful here. Proponents of “abortion rights” too 
often lump together “life” and “health,” and assert that they are willing 
to restrict abortion “except to save the life or health of the mother.” So in 
actual practice, “health” becomes defined so loosely and fluidly in legal 
precedents that it also includes “mental health,” including freedom from 
excessive distress; so, “except to save the life or health of the mother” 
in practice means abortion is allowed whenever the mother wants one. 
In fact, Doe v. Bolton, the companion case to Roe v. Wade, defined 
the mother’s “health” as “all factors–physical, emotional, psychological, 
familial, and the woman’s age–relevant to the well-being of the patient.”

Birth Defects or Disabled Children. Some advocate for the right to abort 
children with birth defects, thus saving themselves difficulties that 
come with that and sparing the child from a life of struggle. Yet again, 
we must ask some important questions: are children with birth defects 
any less the image of God than those who don’t have birth defects? 
Was it not God who brought conception of these image bearers in the 
womb?  Would it be right to put such a child to death after it is born?

I am reminded of the time Jesus saw a man who had been blind 
from birth and his disciples asked him, “who sinned, this man or his 
parents, that he was born blind?” Jesus responded, “It was not that 
this man sinned, or his parents, but that the works of God might be 
displayed in him” (John 9:2-3).

Randy Alcorn gives an example of a medical school professor who 
presented the following scenario and asked students what they would 
do: The father had syphilis and the mother had tuberculosis. Of four 
previous children, the first was born blind, the second died, the third 
was both deaf and dumb, and the fourth had tuberculosis. What would 
you advise the woman to do when she finds she is pregnant again? 
One student answered, I would advise an abortion. Then the professor 
said, Congratulations…. You have just killed Beethoven. 

Of course, most children, healthy or not, will not have the talent or 
fame of Beethoven. But no child, healthy or unhealthy, is any less 
an image bearer than Beethoven. All human lives are worth saving. 
Furthermore, people with disabilities are vehemently opposed to this 
argument. There is not a single organization of disabled people in 
favor of abortion of those who may have disabilities. 

Choosing for My Body. This objection may be the most common and 
the most persuasive to many; that is, a woman has the right to do 
whatever she chooses with her own body without interference from 
either the government or other people’s personal moral beliefs. 

One problem with this: the fetus is not part of the woman’s body but is 
attached to it in a biologically intimate way. Scientifically speaking, the 
fetus is not a clump of cells like a tumor. A preborn fetus is a distinct 
human being with its own unique genetic code, heart, circulatory 
system, brain, and more. Just ask these questions: Does a woman 
have four legs, four feet, and four arms? Does she have two brains, 
two hearts, and two livers? Of course, there is a profound connection 
between the body of the mother and the body of the pre-born baby. But 
it is simply not true, biblically, nor scientifically, that the pre-born baby 
is a mere part of the woman’s body. 
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Coat Hangers. The argument here is that without legalized abortion, 
women will be forced to revert to the dangerous pre-Roe v. Wade 
days, dying from coat-hanger abortions at the hands of back-alley 
butchers rather than licensed, trained medical professionals. 

Two thoughts here: First, according to the US Bureau of Vital Statistics, 
thirty-nine women died from illegal abortions the year before Roe v. 
Wade, not thousands as has been claimed. That number is far less 
than the 1.5 million deaths per year that stems from the abortion 
industry. Second, this coat hanger argument completely misses the 
point. If the pre-born are human people, and we have established from 
Scripture that they are, this argument leads to the false and foolish 
conclusion that society must make it safe and legal to kill people. 

Indeed, as believers, our authority is the Word of God. And even 
though there are so called theologians and preachers who say that 
the Bible says nothing about abortion, we must respond that it says 
much on the reality that God is the only Creator and he is the one who 
gives life in the womb. Furthermore, that pre-born life in utero is an 
image bearing person. That settles it. Now, are we willing to be the 
voice for the millions who do not enjoy the same size, developmental, 
locational, or breathing privileges that we do? If we don’t speak up 
and work for the image-bearers and their mothers exploited by the 
multibillion-dollar abortion industry, it just might be said of us that 
we have blood on our hands (Ezekiel 3:18; 33:8). 

Love and Gratitude,
Pastor Brian

Guest Speaker  | CASEY MARTIN

THURSDAYS AT OLE TIMES COUNTRY BUFFET

Hope to see men of every age this Thursday, July 14, in the Eagle 
Room at Ole Times Country Buffet from 12:00-1:15 PM. Aaron Wine 
will be our guest for a question and answer session.

THE INSANITY OF GOD MOVIE SHOWING

Join us this Friday, July 15 from 6:00-8:30 PM in the fellowship hall 
as we watch The Insanity of God and have a discussion following the 
movie.

CARE UPDATE
congregational

HOMESCHOOL INFORMATIONAL MEETING

Want to learn more about home educating your children? Need some 
encouragement to get started or keep going?

The Lakeview homeschool ministry fall meeting will be Monday, July 
25, from 6:30-8:30 PM in the fellowship hall. This will be a time of  
information for parents needing to know how to homeschool in  
Alabama, what resources are available, and to meet and network with 
seasoned homeschool parents. It will also be a time of encouragement 
and equipping for parents currently homeschooling. Anyone in the 
community is invited so let others know who might want to explore 
this educational option. For more information contact Deborah Stabler, 
homeschool coordinator, at stablerlhsm@gmail.com.

There will also be a used book sale of educational materials in the 
fellowship hall Tuesday, July 26, from 4:00-5:30 p.m. Everyone is 
invited to shop for or sell curriculum materials. To reserve a table, 
contact Nikki Adams at photogfam4@gmail.com.
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HIS PLACE & HOSANNA HOME NEEDS

The men that are residents of His Place and the ladies that are residents 
of Hosanna Home are in need of personal items:

• Deodorant (for both men and women)
• Toothbrush/toothpaste
• Soap (bars or liquids)
• Shampoo/conditioner (for the ladies)
• Laundry powder/soap

Please return the items to the box in the lobby (pre-school side). The 
box will be available this Sunday, July 17.

DISCOVER LAKEVIEW CLASS
SUNDAY, AUGUST 14

Are you interested in joining Lakeview or just finding out more about 
us? The Discover Lakeview Class is for you. Pastor Brian and Bro Cliff 
will walk through what we believe as a church, membership, and our 
covenant. We need a reservation from you with the number attending 
for lunch and childcare. The class will follow the morning service in the 
Fellowship Hall. Please email Laura Gray at lgray@lakeviewbaptist.org 
to reserve your spot.
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