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The Australian Porliament will scon consider a
Bill to legoalise aboxtiom, The ncwspapers are full
of the subject and co we ought to give our minds to
he question to find out witat are the Christian princi-
ples which should guide our thinking and our laws.

Lbortion is the deliberate termincting of human
life, so it is a matter of very great importance and
seriousness. The first thing to note about human
1ife is that it is o process: every day we are a little
different to what we were tiic day beforee. And the
second fact to note about our 1life is that we are at
every stage of that process depcadent on otherse. H
do not now speak about our dependence omn God which is
fundamental, though so often we forget it nnd so many
people do not even occknowledge it at all, But I anm
spealiing about our dependence on one another and the
obligations and responsibilities that this dependence
createsa. Take the casc of the very old person, no
longer able to earn his own living, or even perhaps
to look after himsclf physically. He is dependent
on other people for his food, for his housing, for his
nursing. This dependence creates obligations on those
who arc able to help, Have we a right to wash our
hands of these obligations? In some pagan societies
the answer has bee yes, and the old arc Jjust abandoned
to dice. But Christianity has taught us that we have
obligations to those who are dependent on usj to the
old annd to the siciz and we arc not to get out from under
the burden by terminating the burdensome life, but '
rather we are to provide for it. It is Christianity
wiiiclh brought into being alms houses and old age homes,
and it is Christianity that brought into being hospitals

with the care of the sick by those who are well, Ox
take thie other end of human life:s the young child is
dependent on its parents for many years. This is the

way God has made human lifc,

These two princinles of hwaan 1life apply from the

very beginning, from the moment of conception, The
Tirst principle is that life is a process with change
from day to day from conception to deatir. The whole

of that process is the sanc human life. And the
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second principle is that throughout this process there
is always' the  unchanging pr1n01ple of dﬂpeﬂaoace on
otherss This depe:aeﬁco is more obvious at some -
poriods of life, but it is always t@ero. It is very
obvious -in- the- oarly stages of life, a foetus in its
mothierts womb is plairly depende nt upon its mother
for all its sustenance and it is dependent also on its
mother for that care which will later ensure its safe
delivery and birth. Birth does not bring about any
drastioc change in tihis state of dependenocs The une=
born infant, living in its mother's womb, is plainly
dependent on its mother, but S0 also is thé new born
babe, hanging on its mot“er’s Dbreast, Necdlnv its
mother's care for the survival of its life and her.

affection for its proper development, This state of’
dependence on other peoplo goes on tqroubaout llfe.
Even in adulthood when we appecar to be at our most
indepondent stage, we arc in fact dependent on one
another for affection, appreeiation, support, as well
as help for earning our daily food. Lnd as the pro=
cess of life crbes on, our dopeﬁdcnco becomes more
obvious once again as ola age dlm;Llsnes our powers 01
self support,

This state of dependence calls out obligations
from thosc amongst whom we live,  This is the way God
has made our lifej; we arc bound up one w*th the other.,
These obligations which others have towards us and we
towards them are mutual. - Put the other way round,
we ray say that we all have rights which are not to .
be: dénied by others, but are to be obscrved and guardode
How, applying this to tho guestion of abortion, we'
should ask, What are the rights that the growing
human life has while still in its mother'!s womb? What
are our obligations to it? One of the most fundamental
rights of human naturc is the right to life and this
right is not to be abrogated by others and our lifec
taken away from us, cxcept for the gravest causes,

The: growing foetus shorsés in this rigiht to life.
It has claims on our obligations, Jjust as other human
l1ife has, and we have duties towards it Most of us
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woulkd recogniserstraid’ away that a motkzer has a duty
towards her new born Babéy but this duty. does not sudd-
enly begin.at the moment of-birth, for 1ife.ig 3@’ process
and goes right back to the beginning of that life.
Similarly most of us would recognise that society through
its laws has the obligotion to secure the right to life
of a new born baby altu ugh as-yet it has no self-consce
iousness or knowledge of its rights. To kill the 'new
borm babe is mﬁrder, and is punishable os such ‘through
our lawSe We rccognise that society hias this obllgat-
ion to-protect the rights of the new borﬂ,,gust as the
rniother has the obligation to care. for that childs And
just. as the mothert's obligation of care antedares the
birth of her child and gocs right back to the roment of
its congception, so too, we should recognisc that “the
obligation of the State does not begin suddenly with
the birth of the child but goes back to the beginning
of the process of life, so that thie State has an obl-
igation to protect by its laws the unborn child, just
as 1t haos the obligation to protect the newly born.

- As you know, this obligntion of.-the. Uarents‘and

of the community towards the child growing in the womb
48 widely denied in soir quarters today. The so=called
“Humanist argues that o no+ther has a right to do what

she likes with her body.‘  The Hwianist recognises no
obligations towards the growing 1life but argues that

the foetus in thie womb has to be. rcgordea in the same
light as any other part of the mother's body and just
“as she trins her finger nails, so siiec can have an abort-
ion, - According to tire Humanists abortion on demand
sbould be legalised for in their view the community
“has no obligatiocn to protoct the growing life within
the wom - ' T

These ideas are simply the R AT of the concepts
£ .pagan society, for examplc, those of, ancicnt Grecce.

“The essence of Grecek ethics is the .isolation of the
‘individual agﬁlnst ohligation and relotionships with
otpers waich rake demands upon hin, or Which could in-

luence or affect him,  Greck stoicisnm isolates one

fr0m another, but Chiristians ethics unite us in love
and therefore in obligation. :
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This stark Humanistic position has not yet taken
irm hold in our corwmunity. . Yet there ave -lots of
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Christians who unconsciously have adopted its. premisec,
and who argue that the foetus may be killed, that is,

that the abortion is allowable, if not at the absolute
discretion of the mothcer but yet in a wide variety of

circunstances are not viewed in relation to the right-
of the foetus to lifec, or what our obligations are

towards the fostus. For cxample sone say it is right
to &ill the foetus If you think it is- going to be de=~
formeds The Greeks used to kill new born infants

for the same rcason, but wrat right have we to kill the
newly born or the not yet bora, simply because of sone
deformitye The Nazis accepted this principle, and
killeéd the Jews simply becaouse they were Jewse. Have
we the right to kill the foetus becausc we think it
may be deformed? Or what shall we say when science

is able to predict the sex of the child? - Will we

kill the foetus because, for exam?lc, we may not want
another girl? Others think that the mother has a
right to:terminate the life of the: foctus if it would
be distasteful for her to bear the childe. Sometines,
of course, the question here nay be very .delicate as

in the case of conception following rapc. But here
again the starting point nust be, What are our oblige
ations to the life that has come into being? -and what
is the mother'!s obligation to the life which is depend-
ent on her? - - ' -

Tho question is not an easy one and we nust give ..
thought to just what our obligations are towards human
life. growing towards fruitione. But it must be: renecrim
bered that we are not justified in washing our hands
of our obligations just bocausc of the difficulty of
the circuristances which surround our discharge of these
obligationse. God is in charge of circuastances, for
He is sovereign, and Iiec has prouised that He will not
allow our circumstances to develop beyond what we can:
beary if we are trusting in‘Hin ond doing His will,:

On +the other hand socicty certainly has a very strong.
obligation to assist in allevioting the burden that
farily obligations impose, Ve rccognise . .this by society
providing free hospitalisation for the poor, child ;

s
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cndownment to “elp pﬂre:cs-ana many other benefits.
e have not done enough to help parents of defective
childrems ~ This is wherc we need to give attention
rather than llaerallslnﬂ the law so tlav children w2o
would perhaps have been born deéfective have their lives
termindtéd bcfare.birﬁh. ' RAER PR Sl o

Thoxr 1s, DOWLVG one 01rouust1hce'i: which it

is lawful to. tern*rgue someoie else's life, and:that
is When that other is an aggressor. For example, . if

o nan is-in the act of murdering another- porson nhe has
already forfeited his right to 1life, so that if his
victim shoots him.in scelf doefonce he has not acted
irmorally ar committed any cririce And this is true
whetlier the would-be nmurderer is in his right nind,
or whether he is crazy and does not knew what he is
doing but is doing it juSt the sance He has forfeited
his right to life because. he hap becone aﬁ aAggressor,
threatenlng the life of anotLor. ST

e Samc'oonsidoration applics to the: loetus; it
through physical circumstances it is threatening the
anteccedent life of its mother it has in this way for-
feited its own right to be ollowed to comtinue to livej
“not that it is morally responsible any morc than for
example, a crazed nIadaan thrcatening somcone elsc with
a revolver is norally responsible, but in both cases
it is wrong if the only way to ‘preser rve the threatened
life-is -by taking away . tne life of the aggressor; in
fact 4t 4is our duty: to do 80. This tiwicans that abortion
is'‘riorally right if it is nccessary to save the lifc
of the nother,. It is to be regretted’that the Roman
Catiiolic Papal Elcyclloa1 does not recognise this cate~
gory of real,although unconscious, aggression of the
foctus ﬁgainst the life of its mother.  As a conscquence
Roman Catholics have beon put in the posgition of saying
that the notner nust be allowed to dic rather than the
life of the.foetus be dlrectly taken awaye But this
is an imp0881ble position ‘as riost people recognisc and
the rcason why it is mistaken is that it was failed to
take intc account the fact that the foetus when it
threcatens the life of dits rother has itself lost its
own right to lifce. Of coursc it is unconscious and
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docs not come within the rules of norality but neVers
thelcss our-obligation to allow.it to continue its
life ccases when  the foetus itself is a thrcat to the
lifc of onothere . But uwaless therc is a throot against
anothier we have an obligation towards tihwe 1lifc of th
foetus Jjust as we have on obligation towards all human
life, whether the 1ifc of the aged or of the lunatic
or of the Jew in Wazi Gernany. ‘It is not for us to
take aoway the right to 1ifc ualess this right has been
forfeited by aggression, —~ The inconvenicnae. and cxpensc
of main talnlng the aged or the lunatic or the deformed
is no argwient to support their killing though it is
o very strong claim on socicety to assist so that. the
burden that these obligations involve should be shared
rore cquitably. nd the saime considerdtion appliecs
to the life not yet born, The unborn child lying in
its mother's wonb a few aounsoefore olrth is not to
bc zilled any morc thon the newborn ¢hild of an hour

.-two. later hanging on its mother's breast, and the
Sﬂmo irmmunity extends back to the beginning of the
process of life right to the paint of . conceptione.
Hunan. life from its very beginning involves others in

ObllgaulQnS towards it Put another way, this neans
that hunan life has tights and the fundamental, right
is the right to be allowed to live. . The. Ffoetus part~

icipotes in this.right to lifejeven for the foctus its
right to be allowed to live is not automatically fore
feited beoause of possible defornity or inconvenicnce
which it mey involve ‘others in, though it is forfeited
if its coming into being cndangers the lives of-others.
The law ot present reficcts tgeso distinctions and’’ i
ught to be maintained. ‘But in view of the- agltotlon
to relax it, and what ‘ds'lappedcd' élsGWHcre, it will
-n0+t be maintained unlcess ‘Christians give: tlelr minds to
aﬂqersuqndlng tho prlaCﬂplos znvolvea. "THis is our
duty to. do, .and to oléo moke known our vidis ‘to our
némber in Federal jarllan nt be;ore th e olLl is conw~
sidereds SR T iy
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