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Lesson 5 – Made in God’s Image 
 “I see no reason for attributing to man a significance different in kind from that which belongs to a baboon or a grain of sand.”

-- Oliver Wendell Holmes, U.S. Supreme Court Justice 1902-1932

Chapter 11 – A Matter of Life:  Colson tells the story of Ken McGarity, a helicopter gunner who was shot down in Vietnam in 1968.  A Christian doctor, Kenneth Swan, attended to Ken in the battlefield operating room.  Both of Ken’s legs had to come off, his left eye removed and he lost sight in his right as well.  His hands and arms were mutilated, one testicle blown away, and shrapnel had to be removed from his brain.  Dr. Swan’s commanding officer grilled him as to why he had decided to treat the recent casualty so aggressively.  “Look, Ken, why send blind, double amputees with significant brain damage back to their parents?  What were you thinking?”  Swan responded, “I was trained to treat the sick.  It’s not up to me who lives and dies.  That’s God’s decision.”  

Ken McGarity made it back to the states and the image of a damaged soldier living in a veteran’s hospital, heavily medicated against the violent rages or psychotic delusions brought on by brain damage, burned in the surgeon’s imagination for over 20 years.  He saw the man half-curled in a wheelchair, stretching his neck and muttering in a drugged rage.  

In 1991 Dr. Swan learned to his amazement that his former patient, Kenneth McGarity, was now living in Columbus, Georgia; that he had a wife and two daughters, had completed his high school education, attended Auburn University, and had learned to scuba dive!  When they met, Ken McGarity said to his doctor, “Being blind in a wheelchair has its problems, I won’t deny that.   But really, it’s not so bad, Dr. Swan.  I would be dead if it weren’t for you.”  

The publicity generated by this meeting caused other vets to get in touch with McGarity -- one was Otto Mertz, the soldier who dragged him out of the helicopter to safety.  As they renewed their friendship, Ken discovered Otto was a strong Christian.  Ken had been running from God for years when Otto abruptly asked him, “If you look at your life and see all the wonderful things you’ve got, don’t you have to say that He’s a loving God?”  Ken had to acknowledge that God had preserved his life, given him a wonderful wife, two lovely daughters, and freedom from financial worries.  Ken began to accept this loving God as the Lord of his life.  He no longer wanted to run from God; he wanted to run toward him, into his embrace.  He finally was at peace.  How thankful Ken was that God, through Dr. Swan, had not left him to die that day in Vietnam.

Chapter 12 – Whatever Happened to Human Life?  Christians believe that God created human beings in His own image.  And because human life bears this Divine stamp, life is a sacred gift from God the Creator.  Life is a miracle.  But, in our culture, human beings are portrayed as no more than grown-up bacteria.  As the former Supreme Court Justice put it, we have no greater significance than “a baboon or a grain of sand.”  At the heart of our present cultural crisis is the conflict between these antithetical worldviews.  The Christian is driven by a conviction, based on biblical revelation, about the nature of human origins and the value of human life.  It is a culture of life.  But, the naturalistic worldview, taken to its logical conclusion as Justice Holmes did, denies that the human species is superior to any other biological species.  This view of humanity is based on pragmatism and utilitarianism, and leads to the culture of death, ethic of today, from which abortion, assisted suicide, euthanasia, and infanticide spring.  

This worldview shift occurred largely in the 1960’s, although its origin can be traced clearly to he Age of Reason and the Enlightenment when a revolutionary idea was unleashed -- that the human mind, not God, was the source of all certainty -- eventually rendering God irrelevant.  Traditional notions of morality and social order are largely derived from Christianity, so when God is dismissed these moral conventions likewise crumble.  By the late 19th century, Friedrich Nietzsche could declare the “death of God,” understanding that when we give up our belief in God, we must also give up our biblical ideas of morality and meaning.  If we were not created by God – and therefore not bound by His laws – if we are simply the most advanced of the primates, why shouldn’t we do whatever we choose?  Our bodies are ours and can be used as “instruments” however we choose.  There is no moral significance to how we use our bodies as long as there is no coercion.

This logic is what caused the Supreme Court to decide in Roe v. Wade (1973) that a human fetus is not a person and therefore can be legitimately destroyed.  It could only decide that the mother was a person with a “right to privacy.”  Abortion has always been about more than abortion.  It is the wedge used by Naturalists to split open the historic Western commitment to the dignity of human life.  In 1982, the “Baby Doe” case in Indiana moved America from abortion to infanticide. Parents, with the advice of their doctor, allowed the baby to die by refusing to grant permission for a simple operation that would have saved the child’s life.  The reason?  Infant Doe was born with Down’s syndrome.  The courts refused to intervene.  Children with this handicap normally grow into adults who are capable of holding a job and living independently.  Yet today, they are being targeted for elimination despite the fact there are countless childless couples who would adopt these children.  

Former Surgeon General of the United States, Joycelyn Elders said that abortion has, “an important and positive public health effect reducing the number of children afflicted with severe defects.”  Francis Crick, co-discoverer of the structure of DNA, advocates all newborns be screened to determine who should live.  Science popularizer Steven Pinker of MIT suggests that infanticide is built into our evolutionary “biological design” and we cannot blame people for doing it.  Peter Singer, ethics professor at Princeton University, openly advocates permitting parents to kill disabled babies because they are “non-persons” and are “replaceable,” like chicken or livestock.   He goes on to advocate killing “incompetent” persons of any age!  Professor Eileen McDonagh at Northeastern University claims that the fetus “massively intrudes on a woman’s body and (we must) use deadly force to stop it.”  This is the kind of unspeakably inhumane “ethics” that is being taught our leaders of tomorrow in some of our top universities.

Many well-meaning Americans, including Christians, have bought into the “choice” argument, not understanding that this logic applies with equal force at all stages of life.  The abortion lobby understands this and that’s why they fight so furiously against any diminution of abortions rights.  A school must obtain a parent’s consent before giving a child an aspirin, but the lobby fights tooth and nail against any statute requiring parental consent for abortion.  

The next stage of the “choice” argument is to legalize assisted suicide.  Oregon became the first state to do so in 1997.  The US Supreme Court gave them fodder for this in 1992 with its Planned Parenthood v. Casey case, which defined “liberty” as the “right to make intimate and personal choices” concerning the “mystery of human life.”  More recently, the courts further crossed the line from permitting assisted suicide (voluntary death) to euthanasia (involuntary death), and its practice is on the increase.

These issues all hinge on the way a culture views human life.  If human life bears the stamp of a Divine Maker, it is infinitely precious.  But if it is simply the product of nature, then utilitarian analysis becomes the dominant determinant.  Get the dying, the infirm, the disabled, the nonproductive, and the helpless nuisances out of the way of the powerful.  Aldous Huxley’s Brave New World was not just some bizarre fantasy.  It is starting to be played out in the real world.  

The final expression of human autonomy has already begun: cloning and genetic engineering.  Truly our technological capabilities have exceed our ethical grasp.  There is little left in our culture to restrain or even slow the process.  Harvesting fetal tissue (in September 2002, California passed legislation to become the first state to encourage this), gays and lesbians contracting for artificial insemination, surrogate parenting, engineering genes for “designer babies,” aborting those who don’t meet spec.  But something within us stirs ceaselessly in search of meaning and purpose and connection.  Christians know this something as the soul, or the imago Dei – the image of God within us.  Because of the doctrine of creation, we know life has worth.  We know it is rooted in something beyond the test tube or colliding atoms, even as many voices around us say otherwise.

Chapter 13 – In Whose Image?  Naturalistic philosophy holds unwaveringly to the proposition that we are descended form apelike creatures – the highest stage of the evolutionary process.  Does this worldview pass the test of conforming to reality?  Or, is the Christian worldview -- that humans are fundamentally different from animals; that the truth is in us, put there by the divine stamp of our Maker – a more sustainable, rational and liberating basis for human life?  Let’s compare:

Which worldview corresponds with the scientific evidence?  The scientific data shows that even before birth, the fetus is fully human.  Sonograms show the child responding to stimuli.  Doctors now operate on the fetus and consider it a real patient.  The pro-life position is supported by empirical, rational arguments that are accessible to everyone.  The growth of scientific knowledge “is causing us to regard the unborn baby as a real person long before birth,” says Mike Samuels in the American Family Physician.

Which worldview provides the strongest basis for human dignity?   Human beings actually reflect the character of the ultimate Source of the universe (God created male and female in His own image – Gen 1:27).  This is the breathtaking assertion of the Christian worldview.  What could be a more secure basis for human dignity?  It also asserts that humans have an eternal destiny, likewise bolstering human dignity. 

Throughout history, most cultures have had a low view of the individual, subordinating the individual to the tribe or state.  This explains why Christianity has always provided a vigorous defense of human rights and is also the sturdiest bulwark against tyranny.  And, because we all stand on equal ground before God, Christianity gives the soundest basis for social and political equality.  Nobody has claim over another – regardless of race, color, gender, or social standing.  Christianity accords men and women dignity unlike any other belief system in the world.  

In the naturalistic worldview, however, goals of preserving natural resources (environmentalism) and animal (animal rights movement) may take precedence over preserving human life.  It’s hard to imagine anything more terrifying than living in a culture where human life is made relative to lesser values, such as material resources.

Which worldview gives a sense of meaning and purpose?  The world wants us to celebrate our autonomy, with our right to create our own lives with endless choices and conveniences -- freedom from all the repressive Victorian conventions and legalisms of a less enlightened era.   It tells us that our personal choice is the only thing that will produce “happiness” – the most sacred goal of American life.  We are cast free, only to drift helplessly, like someone embarking on a journey with no destination and no answer to the oldest philosophical question of all:  What is the purpose of life?  

Many modern Americans have lost their sense of a higher destiny because their purpose has been reduced to something woefully shallow, a simplistic sense of happiness as emotional fulfillment, career success, or wealth.  Pleasure, freedom, happiness, prosperity – none of these is ultimately fulfilling because none can answer the ultimate question of purpose.  The Christian knows his or her purpose is to fulfill God’s purpose -- the only thing that really gives rest to the restless human heart.  Augustine said it best 1600 years ago, “Thou have made us for Yourself O Lord, and our hearts are restless until they rest in Thee.”

Which worldview provides a sense of assurance about our ultimate destiny?   The existentialist points out that if there is nothing beyond the grave, then death makes a mockery of everything we have lived for; death reduces human projects and dreams to a temporary diversion with no ultimate significance.  But if our souls survive beyond the grave, as the Bible teaches, then this life is invested with profound meaning.  Everything we do here has significance for all eternity.  The life of each person, whether in the womb or out, whether healthy or infirmed, takes on enormous dignity.  For the secularist, death is like stepping off a cliff into a black abyss of nothingness.  The Muslim faces a fearsome judgment, and for many Eastern religions, the prospect is equally grim.  After death, the law of karma decrees that people must pay the penalty for what they have done in this life, being reincarnated according to their past deeds.  But for the Christian, assured of eternity with the Lord, “To die is gain.” (Phil 1:21)

Which view of life provides the most certain motive for service and care of others?  Any society in which citizens care only for themselves cannot long endure.  Well meaning secularists can show compassion, give generously to charities, and offer to help the downtrodden and needy.  But the crucial question is: What motivates them?  If humans are just a product of natural selection, then even their most caring acts are performed, ultimately, because they advance their own self (genetic) interests.  Christians, however, when they are living consistent with their faith, know they are created by God and because of that live in a continuous state of gratitude toward Him.  Compelled by this gratitude, we desire to love Him and live as He commands – by loving our neighbors as ourselves (Mt 19:19), caring for widows and orphans (Jms 1:27), being a Good Samaritan (Lk 10:30-37), feeding the hungry, clothing the naked, and visiting the sick and imprisoned (Mt 25:36).

The high view of human life offered by Christianity is not a veneration of mere biological life.  Justice and truth are values far dearer than biological life.  The Christian understands that our real hope is in the spiritual realm.

Chapter 14 – God Makes No Mistakes.  Colson tells the story of his 8 year old grandson Max who is autistic.  His daughter wrote to him on Max’s 6th birthday, “God created Max exactly the way He intended Max to be.  Max was not a mistake in the way he was made.  God had a definite purpose when He created Max the way He did.  I don’t presume to know what God had or has in mind for His purpose, and I may never know all the intricacies of God’s purpose for Max. What I do know is that Max is perfect in the way God created him.”  Max has a special capacity for love and that love has touched innumerable lives.  

Yet Max is exactly the kind of child that the modern eugenics crowd would snuff out in the womb – or, if his “defect” couldn’t be detected there, then on the delivery table.  Or, even, if Francis Crick had his way, in the first weeks of life.  The dreadful truth is that the culture of death has taken a firm grip on the minds and hearts of otherwise responsible people in every walk of life.  Christians need to form a frontline defense for the Maxes of this world.

BIBLE STUDY:  Ps 8:4-9; Ps 139:13-16; Ps 22:9-10; Phil 1:21; Lk 10:30-37; Mt 25:35-36; 2 Tim 2:24-26

QUESTIONS:

1. What was different between Dr. Swan’s worldview and his commanding officer’s?  With which do you identify and why?

2. How has the Darwinian (Naturalist) worldview changed our society’s view of humanity compared to the Christian worldview?  

3. Why does Nietzsche’s proclamation of “the death of God” reflect our society’s view of morality?

4. The author claims that we have moved from a “culture of life” to a “culture of death.”  From what evidences in the abortion, assisted suicide, euthanasia, cloning and genetic engineering debates does he draw his support?

5. Which worldview, the naturalistic or the Christian, conforms closest to reality with respect to:

· the scientific evidence

· the basis for human dignity

· a sense of meaning and purpose in life

· a sense of assurance about our ultimate destiny

· the motive for service and care of others

6. Do you worry about protecting “the Maxes of the world?”  What can you do about it?
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