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Session #1: O- 6 - 6 1 The abortion controversy is not a debate between those who are pro-choice and those who

are anti-choice. It’s not about privacy. It’s not about trusting women to decide. It’s not about forcing one’s morality. 1It’s
about one question that trumps all others.
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The One Question
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Two Cases of Begging the Question (That is, assuming the unborn are not human):
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Men and women, I agree completely with everything Nadine just said. She's right that abortion is a personal, private
matter that should not be restricted in any way. She's right that we shouldn't interfere with personal choices. She's right
that pro-lifers should stay ont of this decision. Yes, I agree completely IF. IF What? If the unborn are not human beings.
And if Nadine can demonstrate that the unborn are not members of the human family, 1 will concede this exchange and
50 should everyone else who is pro-life.

Contrary to what some may think, the issue that divides Nadine and me is not that she is pro-choice and 1 am anti-
choice. Truth is, 1 am vigorously ‘pro-choice” when it comes to women choosing a number of moral goods. I support a
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woman’s right to choose ber own health care provider, to choose her own school, to choose her own husband, to choose her
own job, to choose her own religion, and to choose her own career, to name a few. These are among the many choices that I
Jully support for the women of onr country. But some choices are wrong, like killing innocent human beings simply becanse
they are in the way and cannot defend themselves. No, we shouldn’t be allowed to choose that. So, again, the issue that
Separates us is not that she is pro-choice and I am anti-choice. The issue the divides us is just one question, What is the
unborn? 1et me be clear: If the unborn is a human being, killing him or her to benefit others is a serious moral wrong. It
treats the distinct human being, with his or ber own inberent moral worth, as nothing more than a disposable instrument.

Conversely, if the unborn are not human, killing them through elective abortion requires no more justification than having
your tooth pulled.
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Pope John Paul Il has stated that support of embryonic stem cell research evidences moral corruption. Opponents of
embryonic stem cell research have cast the debate surrounding this research as nothing but the next chapter in the abortion
controversy. The ethical issues involved with this research, however, are far too complex to be reduced to such a simple

assessment. Portraying the stem cell debate as the abortion controversy is at best intellectually misleading, at worst
ethically negligent.

The stem cell debate has been framed by the wrong basic question: its moral heart lies not with abortion, but in its
potential good. Stem cell research is morally significant first becanse it promises healing. Implanted stem cells, it appears,
teach the body to heal itself, rejuvenating failing tissues, from organs to nerves. These therapies promise to ease the

suffering of millions inflicted with such debilitating diseases as Parkinson's, heart and liver failure, juvenile diabetes,
Alzbeimer's, and cancer.

It is our considered judgment that not only is this research morally permissible, there is an ethical and theological mandate
to actively support it. To not support stem cell research, we have concluded, is unethical. The principal grounding of our
support is beneficence, a bivethical variant of the Christian understanding of agape love.

Theological and ethical reflection are at their best when framed by beneficence--a selfless love of one's neighbor that inspires
struggle against suffering and death. Beneficence asks: Does stem cell research further or hinder the betterment and well
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being of humanity? The answer is yes; this form of scientific research promises enormous leaps in the quality of health
care.

For those who follow Jesus of Nazareth, decisive here is the Nazarene's ministry of healing. The Christian doctrine of
salvation includes healing of body and soul. We human beings emulate God when we engage in onr own ministry of
healing. Medical research, in its own way, contributes to God's healing work on Earth.

The destruction of embryos for this research is not irrelevant to onr ethical considerations. We must ask a question: when
does life begin? Or better, when does morally relevant personhood begin? In Donum 1V itae in 1987 the 1 atican declared
that at conception three components make a full human being: sperm, egg, and a divinely implanted sounl. However, with
adpances in embryology such as nuclear transfer, scientific understanding of what it takes to make a buman individual is
changing. Before ethical conclusions on the status of the embryo are drawn, theologians and ethicists must study this
rapidly advancing science.

The embryo is a potential human being, to be sure; respect for the early embryo shows our respect for God's intended
Suture destiny. As such we do not support research that would lead to the wholesale fabrication of embryos for research
purposes. Rather, we support research that uses stem cell lines derived from embryos taken from fertilization labs. In the
deep freezes of these clinics are thousands of embryos slated for destruction. Society has decided to engage in reproductive
technology. Excess embryos exist in large numbers. These surplus embryos will never find connection to a mother's womb,
never become a human being.

Is it ethically licit to take surplus embryos and press them into the service of life-saving medical research? Armed with the
principle of beneficence we want to answer, yes. So ethically central is the principle of beneficence that those who ignore its
invocation in the stem cell debate owe it to the public to justify opposition to the advance of medical research.

We niight recall Jesus" parable of the Good Samaritan. In this story a robbed and beaten man is left on the side of the
road to die. Priests pass by on the other side of the road, avoiding offering aid. A Samaritan bappens along the road,
carries the suffering one fo the next town and pays for his health care. Confronted by suffering, the Samaritan chooses
agape in the form of beneficence. Reducing the stem cell debate to the abortion controversy, we allow the unnamed suffering
man--suffering from heart disease, Alzheimer's, or cancer--to die without aid.
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“For those who follow Jesus of Nazareth, decisive here is the Nagarene's ministry of healing. The Christian doctrine
of salvation includes healing of body and soul. We human beings emulate God when we engage in our own ministry
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“Rather, we support research that uses stem cell lines derived from embryos taken from fertilization labs. In the deep
freezes of these clinics are thousands of embryos slated for destruction.” ¥ - -
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“We might recall Jesus' parable of the Good Samaritan. In this story a robbed and beaten man is left on the side of
the road to die. Priests pass by on the other side of the road, avoiding offering aid. A Samaritan happens along the
road, carvies the suffering one to the next town and pays for his health care. Confronted by suffering, the Samaritan
chooses agape in the form of beneficence. Reducing the stem cell debate to the abortion controversy, we allow the
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Session #2: O- = "+ 1 The science of embryology is clear. Embryos are human beings in the earliest stages of
their natural development. They differ from more mature members of the human species not in virtue of the kind of thing they
are (the way a cat differs from a tree), but only in their degree of development.

A. Review of the Scientific Evidence for the Pro-Life Argument:

Embryology/ The Stubborn Facts
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3. Is Embryonic Stem Cell Research Morally Complex?
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choice between a therapy that happens to be lethal for human subjects and one that is not, wouldn't we be
inclined to favor the therapy that is not lethal? Wouldn't that be even more the case if that non-lethal
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Session #3: What Makes Humans Valuable? 1) There is no essential difference between the enmbryo you once were
and the adult you are today that would justify killing you at that earlier stage of development. 2) Humans have value simply
because they are human, not because of some acquired property they may gain or lose during their lifetimes. 1f you deny this,
it’s difficult to account for fundamental human equality for anyone.
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Objections to the Substance View Based on Functionalism
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You say ‘A’ is white and ‘B’ is black. 1t is color, then: the lighter having the right to enslave the darker?
Take care. By this rule, you are a slave to the first man you meet with a fairer skin than your own.

You do not mean color exacth—Y ou mean the whites are intellectually the superiors of the blacks, and
therefore have the right to enslave them? Take care again: By this rule you are to be a slave to the first man

you meet with an intellect superior to your own.

But you say it is a question of interest, and, if you can matke it your interest, you have the right to enslave
another. Very well. And if he can mafke it bis interest, he has the right to enslave you.~
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Session #6: Bodily Autonomy ArgumentG Does a mother have no more duty to her own child than she does a
total stranger who is unnaturally hooked up to her?
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Summary of the “violinist” argumentG Z 61 @ -0 I- - )
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You wake up in the morning and find yourself back to back in bed with an unconscious violinist, a famous
unconscious violinist. He has been found to have a fatal kidney ailment, and the Society of Music Lovers has
canvassed all available medical records and found that you alone have the right blood type to help. They have
therefore kidnapped yon, and last night the violinist's circulatory systemr was plugged into yours, so that your kidneys
can be used to extract poisons from his blood as well as your own. The director of the hospital now tells you, Took,
we're sorry the Society of Music Lovers did this to you--we would never have permitted it if we had known. But still,
they did it, and the violinist now is plugged into yon. To unplug yon would be to kill him. But never mind, it's only
Sor nine months. By then, he will have recovered from his ailment, and can safely be unplugged from you.’ Is it
morally incumbent on you to accede to this situation? No doubt it wonld be nice of you if you did, a great kindness.
But do you have to accede to it? What if it were not nine months, but nine years? Or still longer? What if the
director of the hospital says, “Tough luck, I agree, but you've now got to stay in bed, with the violinist plugged into
you, for the rest of your life. Because, remember this. All persons have a right to life, and violinists are persons.
Granted you have a right to decide what happens in and to your body, but a person's right to life outweighs your right
to decide what happens in and to your body. So_you cannot ever be unplugged from him.’ I imagine that you would
regard this as outrageous.
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the unborn are not human or show it doesn’t matter. The following objections do neither and most wiss the point entirely.
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Appendix 1: Can Evolution Explain Ethics and Human Value?

Below is Scott Klusendorfs response to an atheist friend. The friend wrote a blogpost in reply to one of Scott’s talks and
though he liked parts of the presentation, disliked Scott’s claim that humans have valne because they bear the image of their
Maker.  Scott explains why atheism has difficulty grounding human value and moral obligations. Modified slightly for

Jfootnotes and clarity.
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On my desk in my office where most of this book was written and revised, there are several pictures of my son, ELL.
In one, he is gleefully dancing on the sand along the Gulf of Mexico, the cool ocean breeze wreaking havoc with bis
wispy hair. In a second, be is tentatively seated in the grass in bis grandparents’ backyard, still working to master
the feat of sitting up on his own. In a third, he is only a few weeks old, clinging firmly to the arms that are holding
him and still wearing the tiny hat for preserving body heat that he wore home from the hospital. "Though all of the
remarkable changes that these pictures preserve, e remains unmistakably the same little boy. In the top drawer of
my desk, 1 keep another picture of Eli.  This picture was taken...24 weeks before he was born. The sonogram
mage is murky, but it reveals clearly enough a small head titled back slightly, and an arm raised up and bent, with
the band pointing back toward the face and the thumb extended out toward the month. There is no doubt in my
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mind that this picture, too, shows the same little boy at a very early stage in his physical development. And there is
no question that the position I defend in this book entails that it would have been morally permissible to end his life
at this point. **
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Appendix 2: Is War Worse Than Abortion? The Problem with Selected Catholic Social Justice
Teaching
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[See abbreviated course outline below]
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Introduction: The pro-life apologist has four essential tasks: 1) clarify the issue, 2) establish a foundation for the debate, 3) answer
objections persuasively, 4) teach and equip.
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45 Rights depend on having a conscious desire to live (which the embryo doesn’t have) G
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45 Rights depend on desires, which require organized cortical brain activity (David Boonin)—
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45 Human dignity is a metaphysical concept that has no place in bioethics. 1t is subjective and adds nothing.
Bioethics shonld be nentral. Autonomy and consent are sufficient. (Steven Pinker}—
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45 The current (immediately exercisable) capacity for pain and pleasure, which require self-consciousness, confers
personhood. Al sentient beings are equalGG
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My father is nearing the final stages of terminal cancer. He's refusing further aggressive treatment and is content to die. His physician tells
us that food and water may soon be an unnecessary burden and will only enhance his discomfort. At the same time, the doctor said that
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>D
without increased doses of morphine (pain control), dad will suffer greatly as death approaches. Two questions: 1) Is it ever morally

permissible to remove food and water? 2) Isn't increasing bis morphine levels tantamonnt to hastening bis death, perhaps a gentle form of
euthanasia?
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