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Exodus 4:11  "And the LORD said unto him, Who
hath made man's mouth? or who maketh the dumb,
or deaf, or the seeing, or the blind? have not I the
LORD?"

It was my original intention to post photographs of
aborted children on this page, but when I look at the
pictures the tears blind my eyes to the point where I just
can't. I can't have some child, cruelly snatched from what
should have been the safest place on earth, his mother's
womb, and let you see this picture as a Internet memorial
to that child's life. I can't find it in myself to post pictures
of pieces of children, little hands and feet torn from their
little bodies, and desecrate this site with these beautiful
creatures, created in the image of God, but so sorely
abused by an allegedly free society. As evolutionary
thought is the child of humanism, this cheapening of
human life brought on by non-Biblical thought has
produced a horrible offspring - a monstrous grandchild
called abortion.

This monstrous grandchild was born in the Supreme
Court of the United States on January 22, 1973. In a
7-2 ruling the Justices ruled that individual States cannot
forbid abortion in the first trimester of pregnancy. In the
second trimester States may regulate abortion, and in the
third trimester States may only then forbid abortion.
Since this ruling abortion has become the most common
surgical procedure in the United States, with over 2
million operations performed each year. In ancient
civilizations abortion was practiced: the Pagans,
Canaanites, Romans, and Greeks all used various
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procedures to abort children, and during food shortages
abortion of children was often mandatory. Yet the
Supreme Court ruling was the first time in history that a
predominantly Christian nation legalized and therefore
justified abortion as anything less than murder.

The Justices of the Supreme Court have much to account
for, before God and before this nation. With their ruling
they gave a sweeping statement that they know life,
human life, does not begin until that life exits the womb.
The fetus is not considered to be a person, and therefore
is not protected under the laws of the United States.
When we say "liberty and justice for all", that "for all"
does not apply to the child in the womb. The Justices
rationalized that the child, prior to the seventh month,
cannot survive outside of its mother's womb, therefore it
was not alive. They also justified their decision by
stating that the woman had the right to have full control
over her body, and if she wanted to abort this parasitic
growth she had every right to do so. Let's not even
consider the hypocrisy of law that makes prostitution
illegal in most of our United States. If the woman has the
right to control her body, then why not make Federal
Law to allow prostitution? If a person has the right to
control their body, why not make Federal Laws to
legalize drug use? After all, it's my body, and I can do
what I want with it. Right? The Court further recognized
the distress that the expectant mother would have in
coping with birthing an unwanted child. Yet again, what
determines want? Are there not thousands of potential
parents that would willingly pay to adopt unwanted
children?  And yet further, should not people take
accountability for their actions? 

If you willingly lay down with a man to have intercourse
with him - a violation of God's seventh commandment
against adultery35 - should you not be accountable for
your actions?

Perceptions Matter - They Always Matter

Though legalized abortion has lowered the number of
deaths from back alley illegal abortions, it has brought
into question the value of life, human life, at all points of

its development. Is life sacred, or are
people just animals, things? Would
PETA or other militant animal rights
groups advocate abortions within the
animal kingdom, then allow
vivisection of the aborted? No, but
human abortion not only allows this,
but encourages vivisection of the
fetus. Humans are slowly becoming
lesser creatures, having less rights

than a dog or a goat.

The most crucial question is, when does life begin? Does
the fetus become life at the fertilization state, when the
sperm meets the egg? Does it become life at
implantation, or when the fetus is able to live outside the
womb (after 7 months)? Or is human life only life after
socialization, after the child is born and has proven that
it has the potential for meaningful human life?

Life Is In The Womb
Extra-Biblical Legal Precedents

35 Exodus 20:14; Leviticus 20:10; Deutewronomy 5:18, et. al.



Until the Supreme Court decision, American Law
determined that the life of the child began at conception.
The expectant child could, quite legally, inherit from an
estate if so named in a will. He could be the beneficiary
of a trust, was protected by criminal statute from parental
neglect, could be the litigant in a court case (if the
mother was involved in an auto accident, the mother
could sue on behalf of the fetus) - in other words, the
Laws of this country recognized that the fetus was alive,
and constitutionally protected.

Zimmerman v. Wisconsin (case number 96-CF-525,
Wisconsin Circuit Court, filed July 3, 1996) addresses
the explosive issues of legal substance abuse and
maternal liability to her fetus. Deborah Zimmerman was
a thirty-five-year-old life-long alcoholic with a prior
conviction for vehicular homicide while intoxicated. On
March 16, 1996, Zimmerman, in her ninth month of
pregnancy, entered a lounge in downtown Racine,
Wisconsin when it opened at 2:00 pm. She was on her
second three liquor drink when she casually told the
bartender, "I have a secret. I'm pregnant." The bartender
immediately gave her a soda, but it was too late.
Zimmerman had apparently been drinking elsewhere
before her visit to the Westside Lounge. When
Zimmerman's mother came to get her, she found her
daughter already intoxicated and drove her to the
hospital. Doctors determined that an emergency
Caesarian Section was necessary.

At the hospital, Zimmerman argued with surgical aide,
Julie Maher, as Maher tried to attach a fetal monitor to
the struggling woman. Zimmerman said, 

"I'm just going to go home and keep drinking and drink
myself to death, and I'm going to kill this thing because I don't
want it anyways." 

Shortly before the Caesarian Section birth of her
daughter Meagan, Zimmerman's blood alcohol level was
measured at 0.30. Meagan was born with a blood alcohol
level of 0.199, twice the legal limit for an adult under the
state's drunk driving statutes. Meagan was also
undersized and demonstrated slightly irregular features
consistent with fetal alcohol syndrome. Zimmerman was
later charged with one count each of attempted first
degree intentional homicide and first degree reckless
injury.

Wisconsin does not currently have a feticide36 statute,
nor does it recognize the fetus as a human being under its
criminal laws. Prosecutors in the Zimmerman action
hope the legislature will use the case as an impetus for
revising its criminal liability statutes, and more
specifically, to define prohibited behavior by expectant
mothers. Detractors of such legislation argue that, in
addition to the troubling legal issues that such legislation
presents, the effect of this legislation would be to
frighten troubled mothers away from seeking help. At the
hospital where Meagan was born, approximately one
baby per week is born with traces of cocaine in its
system. Four to six babies born there every year have
fetal alcohol syndrome.

This case has attracted a lot of publicity because of its
implications for maternal liability to the fetus and

36 feticide, intentional destruction of the human fetus



women's privacy rights. The question of legislating such
behavior is controversial. As one commentator noted: "If
the father had done to that little girl what Zimmerman
did, he would be assumed to be a brute, a bully and a
thug. But because Zimmerman is a mother, this case of
clear abuse has become an issue of rights (nothing like a
little double standard). I don't believe the government
has the right to tell a pregnant woman she can't have a
drink or a cigarette during her pregnancy. This case isn't
about a glass of wine, however, it's about a little girl who
was poisoned."

Sally Hoelzel, Zimmerman's attorney, believes her client
will ultimately be acquitted. Citing the lack of statutory
and common law support for the prosecution, Hoelzel
noted that the only fact alleged in the complaint was
Meagan's high blood alcohol level. According to
Hoelzel, this fact does not support a finding of "great
bodily harm" as required by statute. Assistant District
Attorney Joan Korb countered that Zimmerman's intent
was to kill the child, as demonstrated by her statement at
the hospital.

Circuit Judge Dennis Barry apparently agreed with Korb.
On September 18th, he refused to dismiss the case
against Zimmerman and supported both counts. In an
eighteen page decision, Judge Barry conceded that while
Wisconsin law on viable fetus injury has not always been
clear, "[t]here is no question that the young victim was
born alive and qualifies as a human being under
Wisconsin's homicide laws."

As to the specific nature of the charge against
Zimmerman, Judge Barry elaborated: 

"The instrumentality of the attempted homicide in this case
was not the shooting of a bullet or the plunging of a knife.
Instead, it was the massive consumption of a potentially deadly
quantity of alcohol. . . . The convergence in time of the
instrumentality of murder [alcohol] with the victim being born
was not instantaneous such as when a bullet is fired from a gun
toward a human target. Nevertheless, the convergence
occurred and the elements of the crime have been established
for probable cause purposes. . . . Others who endanger life by
acting under the influence of alcohol or drugs are held
accountable for their behavior, including parents who
jeopardize the safety of their children. Why should a woman
carrying a viable fetus escape responsibility for intentional or
reckless acts?"

Many states, like South Carolina (Hall v. Murphy, 113
S.E.2d 790 (S.C. 1960), recognizes prenatal injury
under its wrongful death statute. Under the state's
interpretation of its wrongful death statutes, an injured
viable fetus who dies after birth as a result of injury is a
separate being from the mother and is therefore a person
for whom an action may be brought.

In State v. Horne (319 S.E.2d 703, 704 (S.C. 1984),
Terrance Horne attacked his estranged wife, who was
nine months pregnant, with a knife. Mrs. Horne was
stabbed in the abdomen and rushed to the hospital, where
doctors determined that the fetus was still alive. The
doctors performed a Caesarian Section, but the child was
dead when removed from the uterus. An autopsy later
confirmed that the child had died as a result of Mrs.
Horne's injuries. South Carolina chose to prosecute Mr.
Horne for the murder of the fetus despite the fact that
South Carolina had never considered a fetus to be a



person under its statutory definition of murder. The
Horne court noted that under the state's wrongful death
statute, a viable unborn fetus is considered a person. To
reconcile this inconsistency, the court held that an action
for homicide of a viable fetus could be maintained,
provided that the state could prove viability beyond a
reasonable doubt.

The Horne opinion was released just one day after
Commonwealth v. Cass was decided by the Supreme
Judicial Court of Massachusetts. Thus, South Carolina
joined Massachusetts as the second court to expressly
reject the born alive rule and extend common law
criminal protection to unborn viable  37   fetuses  .

Fetal person hood before viability is beginning to amass
its own controversial case law. In Wiersma v. Maple
Leaf Farms (543 N.W.2d 787 (S.D. 1996), Beth
Wiersma was 7.3 weeks pregnant when she contracted
salmonella poisoning from a frozen food product
manufactured by the defendant and miscarried. The court
conducted a statutory analysis and concluded that the
fetus was a person with a cause of action under South
Dakota's wrongful death statutes.

Maple Leaf argued that it was legally inconsistent to
allow a mother the unilateral decision to terminate the
pregnancy by abortion before viability, yet to impose
liability on a third party who also terminated such a
nonviable pregnancy. The court disagreed, explaining
that only the mother's decision to abort, and not that of a
third party, is constitutionally protected.

37 Living matter, e.g. cells, DNA molecules, that is capable of replication.

West Virginia also recently found a cause of action for
the nonviable fetus in its wrongful death statutes in
Farley v. Sartin (466 S.E.2d 522 (W. Va. 1995).
Cynthia Farley was killed in an automobile accident with
defendant Billy Sartin. Ms. Farley was "probably
eighteen weeks and a few days" pregnant when she was
killed. Her husband brought a wrongful death action
against Sartin for the death of the unborn child, "Baby
Farley." The court believed that "at best, [the fetus was]
of questionable viability in light of the evidence
presented." The Farley court traced the purposes of its
wrongful death statutes and voiced its own
dissatisfaction with the viable and nonviable distinction.
It also noted that its decision was not inconsistent with
Roe v. Wade, holding that Roe was addressed to
nonviable fetuses strictly in an abortion context and was
not applicable to nonviable fetuses in a wrongful death
context.

Currently, twenty-three states have statutes making it a
specific crime to kill an unborn child or fetus.(See Davis,
872 P.2d at 621; see also Ohio Rev. Code Ann. §
2903.09 (Anderson 1996) (holding feticide as a statutory
crime since the Davis decision). Several other states hold
the viable fetus to be a person under their common law
decisions. So, though Roe vs Wade legalized abortion,
the Laws of these United States consider that life is in
the womb, though when exactly that life starts is still
debated.

Life Is In The Womb
Extra-Biblical Medical Precedents



In behavioral and medical science there are various
views as to when life begins: from at the point of
fertilization of the egg to when the child exits the womb.
In 1970 the California Medical Association said that
"everyone really knows that human life begins at
conception", and the Geneva Declaration of the
Assembly of the World Medical Association states "I
will maintain the utmost respect for human life FROM
ITS BEGINNING even under threat and I will not use
my medical knowledge contrary to the laws of
humanity".  This is a modification of the original
Hippocratic Oath38 that governed doctors from times
past. This oath stated, in part, 

"I will neither give a deadly drug to anybody who asked for it,
nor will I make a suggestion to this effect. Similarly I will not
give to a woman an abortive remedy. In purity and holiness I
will guard my life and my art.

I will not use the knife, not even on sufferers from stone, but
will withdraw in favor of such men as are engaged in this
work.

Whatever houses I may visit, I will come for the benefit of the
sick, remaining free of all intentional injustice, of all mischief

38 The Hippocratic Oath is not a Christian document, by the way. The oath
begins with:  "I swear by Apollo Physician and Asclepius and Hygieia
and Panaceia and all the gods and goddesses, making them my
witnesses.... " My use of the Hippocratic Oath here emphasizes the fact that
even among the ancient non-Christian life was considered sacred. This
should convict Christians who, out of Biblical ignorance, condone abortion
for the sake of convenience or for the benefit of American economics.  We
should remember the shocked words of the Apostle in 1 Corinthians 5:1, who
said:  1 Corinthians 5:1 (KJV)  "It is reported commonly that there is
fornication among you, and such fornication as is not so much as named
among the Gentiles, that one should have his father's wife.". The things
we now do in Christendom are things that the early heathen unbeliever would
not even consider doing.

and in particular of sexual relations with both female and male
persons, be they free or slaves.

What I may see or hear in the course of the treatment or even
outside of the treatment in regard to the life of men, which on
no account one must spread abroad, I will keep to myself,
holding such things shameful to be spoken about.

If I fulfill this oath and do not violate it, may it be granted to
me to enjoy life and art, being honored with fame among all
men for all time to come; if I transgress it and swear falsely,
may the opposite of all this be my lot."39

The late Dr. Paul Ramsey, a Princeton theologian and
physician, was one of the strongest advocates of the
sanctity-of-human-life principle. He stated "Since we
should treat similar cases similarly, if x degree of defect
would justify abortion, the same x degree of defect
would, with equal cogency, justify infanticide." Ramsey
went on to say, 

"Science itself now offers evidence of very early human
characteristics in the fetus such as discernible brain waves at
eight weeks."

Dr. C. Everett Koop, the former Surgeon General of the
United States during President Reagan's administration,
is among sanctity-of-life view's best known advocate. He
writes: 

"But the fully developed concept of the sanctity of human life
that we have known did not come from Greek thought and
culture but from the Judeo-Christian world view which
dominated the West for centuries. This view did not come from
nowhere. Biblical doctrine was preached, not as a truth, but as

39 written around 400 BC



the truth. This teaching formed not only the religious base of
society, but the cultural, legal, and governmental bases as well.
As a total world view, it answered the major questions people
have always asked. It dealt not only with the questions, Who is
God? What is He like? It also gave answers to the questions of,
Who are we as people? How ought we live together? What
meaning does human life have? In this way, Judeo-Christianity
formed a general cultural consensus. That is, it provided the
basic moral and social values by which things were judged. ....
I am concerned about legislation that would take problems of
life and death out of the hands of the medical profession. But I
also fear the attitude of our profession in sanctioning
infanticide and in moving inexorably from abortion to
infanticide to the destruction of a child who is socially
embarrassing. I am concerned that there is no outcry. I can
understand that there are people who are led to starve children
to death because they think they are doing something for
society following a principle of Hagel that is utilitarian for
society."

Dr. Micheline Matthew-Roth, a principal research
associate at Harvard Medical School's Department of
Medicine, said, 

"It is scientifically correct to say that an individual human life
begins at conception, when egg and sperm join to form the
zygote, and this developing human always is a member of our
species in all stages of its life."40 

French geneticist Jerome L. LeJeune gave the
following testimony to a United States Senate sub-
committee: 

40The Human Life Bill , S. 158, Report Together with Additional and Minority
     Views to the Committee on the Judiciary, United States Senate, made by its
     Subcommittee on Separation of Powers, 97th Congress, 1st Session (1981),
     11; quoted in Beckwith, 43.

"To accept the fact that after fertilization has taken place a
new human has come into being is no longer a matter of taste
or opinion. The human nature of the human being from
conception to old age is not a metaphysical contention, it is
plain experimental evidence."41 

Dr. Hymie Gordon, professor of medical genetics and a
physician at the prestigious Mayo Clinic, summarized
the perspective of science when he said, 

"I think we can now also say that the question of the beginning
of life - when life begins - is no longer a question for theological
or philosophical dispute. It is an established scientific fact.
Theologians and philosophers may go on to debate the
meaning of life or purpose of life, but it is an established fact
that all life, including human life, begins at the moment of
conception."42

These are not just a few isolated incidents, but there are
numerous statements by scholarly scientists, some who
do not know Christ, who believe that there is substantial
medical proof that human life begins at conception.
Anyone who has a basic knowledge of genetics can tell
you what is lost when a fetus is aborted or killed. On the
abortion of a child there are a unique group of genetic
possibilities that will never be repeated, a combination
that will never be found in another human being. An
abortion is, in effect, like watching the extinction of a
singular, unique species.

Life Is In The Womb

41 The Human Life Bill, Hearings on S. 158 before the Subcommittee on
Separation of Powers of the Senate Judiciary Committee, 97th Congress, 1st
Session (1981), as quoted in Norman L. Geisler, Christian Ethics: Options
and Issues (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1989), 149; cited in Beckwith, 42.

42 The Human Life Bill, S. 158, Report, 9; quoted in Beckwith, 42



Extra-Biblical Historical Precedents

When you look at uncivilized portions of history, you
can see numerous reasons why abortion is a standard no
civilized society would want to tolerate. Paganism, a
religion in its own right, frequently practiced abortion.
The Canaanites, who were noted in history for their
hedonistic tendencies, often practiced abortion as well as
child sacrifice. This is a natural progression, for when
you say that the created being in the womb is a thing,
then it's a small step from that point to declare that all
human beings (especially those who are "non-
productive") are things. The Greek and Roman Empires
often enforced laws of abortion when there were times of
famine in order to protect the society, and outlawed
abortion during times of war when bodies were needed
to replenish those killed in battle.

Judaism and Christianity has always rejected Pagan
ways, and as a result has always rejected abortion for any
reason whatsoever. An excerpt from the Apostolic
Constitution, drafted in 4 AD, stated:

 "Thou shalt not use magic. Thou shalt not use witchcraft; for
He says, 'You shall not suffer a witch to live' [Ex. 22:18]. Thou
shall not slay thy child by causing abortion, nor kill that which
is begotten; for 'everything that is shaped, and has received a
soul from God, if it be slain, shall be avenged, as being unjustly
destroyed."43. 

Other early Church extra-Biblical documents stated:

"The way of light, then, is as follows. If any one desires to

43 Apostolic Constitutions 7:3; A.D. 400

travel to the appointed place, he must be zealous in his works.
The knowledge, therefore, which is given to us for the purpose
of walking in this way, is the following. ... Thou shalt love they
neighbor more than they own life. Thou shalt not slay the child
by procuring abortion; nor, again, shalt thou destroy it after it
is born."44

"The second commandment of the teaching: You shall not
murder. You shall not commit adultery. You shall not seduce
boys. You shall not commit fornication. You shall not steal.
You shall not practice magic. You shall not use potions. You
shall not procure [an] abortion, nor destroy a newborn
child."45

"And near that place I saw another strait place ... there sat
women ... and over against them sat many children who were
born to them out of due time sat crying. And there came forth
from them rays of fire and smote the women in the eyes. And
these were the accursed who conceived and caused abortion."46

"Our whole life can go on in observation of the laws of nature,
if we gain dominion over our desires from the beginning and if
we do not kill, by various means of a perverse art, the human
offspring, born according to the designs of divine providence;
for these women who, in order to hide their immorality, use
abortive drugs which expel the child completely dead, abort at
the same time their own human soul."47

"What man of sound mind, therefore, will affirm, while such is
our character, that we are murderers? ... [W]hen we say that
those women who use drugs to bring on abortion commit
murder, and will have to give an account to God for the
abortion, on what principle should we commit murder? For it
does not belong to the same person to regard the very fetus in
the womb as a created being, and therefore an object of God's
44Letter of Barnabas 19-5; A.D. 74
45Didache 2:1-2; A.D. 120
46The Apocalypse of Peter 25-26; A.D. 137
47Clement of Alexandria, Paedagogus 2; A.D. 165



care, and when it has passed into life, to kill it; and not to
expose an infant, because those who expose them are
chargeable with child-murder, and on the other hand, when it
has been reared to destroy it."48

"In our case, a murder being once for all forbidden, we may
not destroy even the fetus in the womb, while as yet the human
being derives blood from the other parts of the body for its
sustenance. To hinder a birth is merely a speedier man-killing;
nor does it matter whether you take away a life that is born, or
destroy one that is coming to birth. That is a man which is
going to be one; you have the fruit already in its seed."49

"There are some [pagan] women who, by drinking medical
preparations, extinguish the source of the future man in their
very bowels and thus commit a parricide before they bring
forth. And these things assuredly come down from the teaching
of your [false] gods. ... To us [Christians] it is not lawful either
to see or hear of homicide."50

"Women who were reputed to be believers began to take drugs
to render themselves sterile, and to bind themselves tightly so
as to expel what was being conceived, since they would not, on
account of relatives and excess wealth, want to have a child by
a slave or by any insignificant person. See, then, into what
great impiety that lawless one has proceeded, by teaching
adultery and murder at the same time!"51

Consider the historical witness of the Church - though
not Scriptural, still upholding the sanctity of life. Then
weigh these quotations against the accursed and
deceivers, the anti-Christs who support the murder of the
unborn:

48Athenagoras, A Plea for the Christians 35; A.D. 177
49Tertullian, Apology 9:8; A.D. 197
50Minucius Felix, Octavius 30; A.D. 226
51Hippolytus, Refutation of All Heresies 9:7; A.D. 228

Beverly Harrison (professor of Christian ethics at Union
Theological Seminary) :

"Infanticide is not a great wrong. I do not want to be construed
as condemning women who, under certain circumstances,
quietly put their infants to death"52

Esther Langston (professor of social work at the
University of Nevada, Las Vegas): 

"What we are saying is that abortion becomes one of the
choices and the person has the right to choose whatever it is
that is...best for them in the situation in which they find
themselves, be it abortion, to keep the baby, to adopt it, to sell
it, to leave it in a dumpster, to put it on your porch, whatever;
it's the person's right to choose."53

Mary S. Calderone, M.D. (head of SIECUS — Sex
Information and Education Council of the United States):

"We have yet to beat our drums for birth control in the way
we beat them for polio vaccine, we are still unable to put babies
in the class of dangerous epidemics, even though this is the
exact truth."54

Margaret Sanger (the late founder of Planned
Parenthood):

"The most merciful thing a large family can do for one of its

52Quoted in Policy Review, Spring 1985, 15. This, along with the following
     four quotes, can be found in Francis J. Beckwith, Politically Correct Death:
     Answering the Arguments for Abortion Rights (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1993),
     174.
53Debate with Francis J. Beckwith on the campus of the University of Nevada,
     Las Vegas, December 1989
54Quoted in Robert Marshall and Charles Donovan, Blessed Are the Barren:
    The Social Policy of Planned Parenthood (San Francisco: Ignatius, 1991), 182



infant members is to kill it."55

Nobel Prize laureate James Watson (co-discoverer of
DNA):

"Because of the limitations of present detection methods, most
birth defects are not discovered until birth. . . . However if a
child was not declared alive until 3 days after birth . . . the
doctor could allow the child to die if the parents so choose and
save a lot of misery and suffering."56

Which goes to show that, following the cheapening of
human life that abortion promotes, it is only a small step
to move over to infanticide. After infanticide becomes
acceptable, how long will it be before older people -
those who no longer contribute to the "common
good" of this nation - become fertilizer for some
farmer's field? It's a slippery slope indeed when you
make one thing legal, then acceptable, then disguise it as
righteous for the common good. The fact is, you may
very well be next!

Life Is In The Womb
Biblical Precedents

People often point out that abortion, or the practice of
abortion, is never specifically forbidden in Scripture.
Never mind that the fact remains Judaism and
Christianity refused to practice it - since it wasn't
specifically forbidden, can't we righteously engage in it?

No you can't! You see, Scripture never attacked abortion
55Margaret Sanger, Women and the New Race (New York: Brentano’s, 1920),
     63
56A Medical Association  Prism, May 1993, 2

as the problem, instead it attacked the one thing that led
to abortion, and that was promiscuity. God puts the ax to
the root of the problem by condemning fornication and
adultery, two types of sexual sin, a violation of His
seventh commandment. Fornication is a general term
that refers to illicit sexual acts between two people who
were not married, and adultery refers to married people
having sex outside of their marital relationship. God
forbade both:

Acts 15:29  "That ye abstain from meats offered to
idols, and from blood, and from things strangled, and
from fornication: from which if ye keep yourselves, ye
shall do well. Fare ye well."

Leviticus 20:10  "And the man that committeth
adultery with another man's wife, even he that
committeth adultery with his neighbor's wife, the
adulterer and the adulteress shall surely be put to
death."57

Adulterers and fornicators were often put to death, a very
good practice for several reasons. First, if a man and
woman have sex with one another merely out of some
sort of phallic pleasure, they are using one another,
making one another out to be objects. This is degrading,
especially since man was created in the image of God.
People are not objects that you join with to have a few

57 By the way, any sexual activity outside of God ordained marriage - one man
and one woman - was cause for execution among the ancient Israelites.
Sexual activity outside of marriage includes sex with animals (bestiality),
forbidden in Leviticus 20:15, and sex with your own sex, such as in the case
of homosexuality. See Leviticus 20:13. In other words, any form of sex
outside of Biblical marriage is an abomination to God, and was punished by
death in ancient Israel.



minutes of pleasure, but they are precious commodities.
Fornicators and adulterers were considered twisted
souls, souls that had forgotten how sacred life truly is.
What do you say to someone when you have a "one night
stand" with them? You may kiss, and fondle, but when
you leave the next day your actions say that that person
was an object, an animal, a doll, not someone created in
the image of God. God abhors this type of behavior, for
denigration of another human being in one way leads to
denigration in other ways.

Second, if two people have sex just for phallic pleasure
they can create life. These two people have already
shown a high regard for human sanctity by fornicating,
so how will these people relate to the new life they
create?  By making fornication and adultery a capital
offense the chance that a baby would be aborted was
reduced drastically.

Finally, if two people indiscriminately have sex for
phallic pleasure they can accidentally introduce disease
into the human race. AIDs, herpes, gonorrhea, syphilis,
and all other forms of sexually transmitted disease are
transmitted because people are putting their bodies in
places they ought not to be. The sad thing is, the
innocent usually suffer because the guilty go
unpunished. Babies contract AIDs because the mother
was a prostitute. Innocent hospitalized victims get
disease when the blood supply of the country is infected
by selfish, selfish people. The ramifications are terrible -
especially if they happen to you! So, though the
Scripture does not specifically forbid abortion as a
practice, it does forbid the things that lead to an abortion
in the first place: adultery, fornication, and rape. And it

mandated death on any who practiced these things and
was caught.

But just because abortion is never specifically addressed,
this is not to say that the Scripture doesn't fully teach that
life begins in the womb.

Isaiah 49:1, 5 "Listen, O isles, unto me; and hearken,
ye people, from far; The LORD hath called me from
the womb; from the bowels of my mother hath he
made mention of my name. ... And now, saith the
LORD that formed me from the womb to be his
servant, to bring Jacob again to him, Though Israel
be not gathered, yet shall I be glorious in the eyes of
the LORD, and my God shall be my strength."

The prenatal life is shown in this passage. Israel was
destined, from his mother's womb, to lead a nation. He
was "called" from the womb, had a purpose and a plan
assigned to his life by God before he ever saw the light
of day. How many Israels have been murdered since Roe
vs Wade? How great could our nation be, today, if the
Justices had not made such a stupid and godless
decision?

Jeremiah 1:4-5 "Then the word of the LORD came
unto me, saying, Before I formed thee in the belly I
knew thee; and before thou camest forth out of the
womb I sanctified thee, and I ordained thee a prophet
unto the nations."

God planned Jeremiah, planned out his life as a great
prophet "before" he was formed in his mother's belly.



This clearly implies that Jeremiah was alive at the
moment of conception, the moment when his father's
sperm united with his mother's egg, and was considered
of great value to God even then.

Luke 1:15  "For he shall be great in the sight of the
Lord, and shall drink neither wine nor strong drink;
and he shall be filled with the Holy Ghost, even from
his mother's womb."

When Elizabeth, John the Baptist's mother, first became
impregnated God prophesied that he would be great, a
miracle man proclaiming the coming of our Lord Jesus.
What if John had never come? Would we have known
who Jesus was when He came on the scene? What if
Elizabeth had aborted that child because she was "too
old to have a baby", or because having this child was
inconvenient? It just doesn't bear thinking about!

Psalms 51:5  "Behold, I was shapen in iniquity; and
in sin did my mother conceive me."

And though King David recognized that he was sinful
even in his mother's womb, he recognized that he was a
person. For only people can be under the influence of the
Old Sin Nature.

Psalms 139:16  "Thine eyes did see my substance58,
yet being unperfect; and in thy book all my members
were written, which in continuance were fashioned,
when as yet there was none of them."

58 golem,  go'-lem; from Hebrew 1563 (galam); a wrapped and unformed mass,
i.e. as the embryo

God looked on David and fashioned him while he was
yet in the GOLEM45 or embryo stage. David was a being
with life, insofar as God was concerned, though he had
yet to even form hands and feet on the child.

Psalms 139:13  "For thou hast possessed my reins:
thou hast covered59 me in my mother's womb."

And was under God's protection, even from the start.
How many women have earned judgment for themselves
by killing a David, or a Jeremiah, or an Isaiah that God
set aside to do great things for humanity? In ancient
Hebraic Law if two men struggled and fought, and in
turn struck a woman with child so as to cause a
miscarriage, if the baby died as a result God demanded
life for life:

Exodus 21:22-25 "If men strive, and hurt a woman
with child, so that her fruit depart from her, and yet
no mischief60  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,
Burning for burning, wound for wound, stripe for
stripe."

God required the same penalty, capital death, in the
death of an accidentally miscarried child as He did with
murder. God considers all life, whether in the womb or

59 cakak,  saw-kak'; or sakak, saw-kak'; (Exod. 33:22), a primitive root;
properly to entwine as a screen; by implication to fence in, cover over,
(figurative) protect

60 acown,  aw-sone'; of uncertain derivative; hurt



out of it, equally sacred. We started this study with a text
that shows God creates the handicapped child just as He
creates the healthy one. All have value, all are in His
image. Not just the pretty babies, but the ones that are
not pretty to us. All are precious in His sight, all are
clothed in flesh by His mighty hand, and to abort the
child - even one - for any reason - is an abomination that
you will have to answer for one day.

Job 10:11-12 "Thou hast clothed me with skin and
flesh, and hast fenced me with bones and sinews.
Thou hast granted me life and favor, and thy
visitation hath preserved my spirit."

Conclusion

"Oh my, Pastor David, you shouldn't be judging people
like this! Abortion is a personal, private issue between a
woman and her conscience". My reply: Hogwash!
Abortion is legalized murder, pure and simple. The child
you abort hurts our society by his absence, and one day
each and every person who engaged in this evil act -
from the deluded mother, to the doctor with the blood of
innocents on his hands, to the slick lawyer that promoted
this vampiristic abomination - all will be judged. Do you
want to escape this judgment?

John 3:16-20 "For God so loved the world, that he
gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth
in him should not perish, but have everlasting life.
For God sent not his Son into the world to condemn
the world; but that the world through him might be
saved. He that believeth on him is not condemned:

but he that believeth not is condemned already,
because he hath not believed in the name of the only
begotten Son of God. And this is the condemnation,
that light is come into the world, and men loved
darkness rather than light, because their deeds were
evil. For every one that doeth evil hateth the light,
neither cometh to the light, lest his deeds should be
reproved."

Then accept Jesus Christ as your personal Savior. Call on
Him, and ask Him to save you. Tell Him that you want to
be reborn, made new, and your sins purged from God's
reckoning. When you know Him, really know Him, you
won't want to live as you once lived, but will walk in
newness of life. The abortion you did, though it remain
in your life as a scar, will be forgiven by the same Savior
who forgave me and made me whole.

Then go .... and sin no more. 


