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Foreword

We live in amazing times.  Information has become the key to
unlocking the door of the twenty-first century.  Advances in computer
science and technology are moving at lightning speed as evidenced by
the fact that the newest computers and software are often ruled obsolete
within a mere eighteen months of release.  Automotive technology has
advanced at such a rate that one could hardly recognize that today’s
vehicles sprung from the old Model T Ford.  We live in a rapidly changing
world of information systems, business management, automated
production, telecommunications, and highbred agriculture.

The race for new technologies is a market driven one, with profit
as the motive for every emerging gadget and device.  Nevertheless,
there is a restraining force in the world to which every manufacturer
must answer.  Every widget has an inventor to which manufacturers
must pay royalties in much the same way as each individual has a creator
to which he owes his obedience.  New video cameras are packed with
expansive manuals to cover their care and operation.  The same holds
true with human beings.  We have been created by God in His image
and have been given an instruction manual, if  you will, in the Holy
Bible.  The Bible dictates our operating parameters and confines our
actions by His divine law.  Life is not a free-for-all; the desire for profit
is restrained by our creator’s catalog of injunctions. The application of
these decrees is our ethics.

Among those ethics that guide and restrain human actions is
the concept that human life is sacred, deserving of protection.  The
notions of slave labor and Nazi-like human experimentation are
anathema to most Americans.  In fact, we go to great lengths and expense
to protect and defend human rights around the world.  How, then, can
we accept an emerging field of science whose goal is to exploit the
human body for profit?  Bio-technology, such as human cloning and
stem cell research, seems to smack of sci-fi movies like “Frankenstein”
and the “Island of Doctor Moreau.”   But make no mistake – truth is
stranger than fiction.  Laboratories around the globe are manipulating



tiny human beings.  They are growing them like crops in a field to be
harvested and sent to market.  Babies are dissected and their body parts
are sold to laboratories hungry to test the latest skin cream, eye drops,
and liver medication.  Researchers of ailments from cancer to Parkinson’s
Disease, all yearn for bits and pieces of children’s bodies in a desperate
hope for the cure.

Hypocritically, labels on
shampoo read “not tested on
animals,”  while a new industry
involving the wholesale
distribution in human flesh is
burgeoning.  Baby parts are sold
out the back door of abortion
facilities and procured by huge
pharmaceutical conglomerates.
Babies are conceived in test
tubes to be fabricating the latest
designer organ transplant, hair
follicles, or a myriad of
supplementary body parts and
panaceas.

Yet in it all, there is hardly a thought given to ethical
considerations.  The only ethics is the one governing the bottom line.
If  a technology, even one involving innocent human beings at the earliest,
most vulnerable stage of development, can make the shareholders
money, then the project must be embraced and feverishly persued.

What you hold in your hands is a unique look at many of the
latest bio-tech ventures.  Analyze them with a critical eye.  Does your
tax dollars fund this action?  Should your investment portfolio financially
benefit that endeavor?  This booklet will open your eyes and give you
the needed information to be able to recognize and understand the
newly emerging technologies, and help you know if  they pass the muster
of  biblically-based ethics.  After reading this booklet you will be able to
read the bio-tech articles in your newspaper and discern if  the most

Operation Rescue President Troy Newman
standing for the protcetion of human
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recent discovery was done ethically or immorally.  The goal of this
booklet is to help you become informed and prepared to either support
ethical research and technologies or oppose those that violate the Sanctity
of Human Life that is so foundational to maintaining the moral fiber
of  a healthy society.  Read this book with pen in hand, and then keep it
nearby for reference.  This booklet is power packed – it is that
commanding and that informative.

Troy Newman
Wichita, Kansas
July, 2003
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Intr oduction

Rapid advances in the field of biotechnology have become a
source of consternation to many Christians struggling to understand
how these new technologies fit in with their Biblical understanding of
the Sanctity of Human Life.  Controversial new developments such as
gene therapy, stem cell research, and cloning are touted by the media as
holding the keys to new cures for such dreaded diseases as Parkinson’s
and Alzheimer’s Diseases, Cystic Fibrosis, cancer, and AIDS.  Do these
new technologies represent miracle cures that can alleviate human
suffering on a massive scale, or do they present ethical nightmares,
hurling humans into a Brave New World where life has little value except
for how it can serve some societal collective?

This paper will define and explain, in layman’s terms, some of
the emerging biotechnologies then apply Scriptural principles in order
to determine if these technologies are something that Christians should
gladly accept or strongly reject.  Supporters of these controversial
procedures will also be exposed, including some  that the reader may
find surprising.

It should be noted that, Biblically, there is absolutely no objection
to scientific study and research.  Some of the greatest scientific minds
throughout history, such as Sir Isaac Newton and Sir Robert Boyle,
have been Christians.  In fact, scientific truth can only be arrived at
within the context of moral assent to the Creator of the natural universe.
The search for knowledge and truth outside this context has led to the
acceptance in the scientific community of such fallacious and dangerous
theories as evolution and the assertion that homosexuality is an inherent
biological trait with which one is born.  We, as Christians, do not fear
scientific truth, but we do strenuously object to the misuse and abuse
of  science, especially when it destroys and devalues human life under
the pretext of accomplishing some greater good.

We cannot live our lives as if on the set of some Star Trek
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episode.  The humanistic values that allow for the involuntary destruction
of  one group for the betterment of another must be rejected.  When
we apply Scriptural principles to the world we live in, we find that the
needs of the many do not outweigh the needs of the few, or the one.
When each human life is not equally cherished and protected as
something made in the image of God the Creator, then all life is
devalued.  It is our hope that this paper will clarify what an appropriate
Christian position should be on these tough issues that face us now in
the 21st Century.

What is Biotechnology?

“Bio-”  is a prefix derived from the Greek word bioV, meaning
life or living organisms.  Of  course, “technology,”  according to the
American Heritage Dictionary is the application of science, especially
in industry or commerce.  Therefore, “biotechnology” is the application
of the biological sciences to the production of products to fill a demand
with the goal of making a profit for the manufacturer.

George Washington Carver is an example of a
famous Christian scientist engaged in the field
of  biotechnology.  Among his numerous
accomplishments was his discovery of over 300
uses for the peanut, including fertilizer, ink,
rubber, and flour, not to mention peanut butter.
His work helped to revitalize the economy of a
destitute post-Civil War South.

On the other end of the spectrum is Dr.
Josef Mengele, whose Nazi-era experiments on
death camp internees produced knowledge in a
number of biological fields, including the study of
twins, but at a horrendous cost in human life.

Today Dr. Carver is commended to school children across

George Washington
Carver

Josef Mengele in
1943, at  Aushwitz
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America as a fine example of a hard-working scientist dedicated to
improving the lives of his fellow human beings, while Dr. Mengele has
become a byword for the unspeakable atrocities of a scientist gone
mad.  Both were scientists in the field of biotechnology.  The difference
between them was a matter of bioethics.

Bioethics

“Ethics” are the rules or standards governing the conduct of
members of a profession.  Bioethics would be the rules governing those
who work in the field of life sciences.  Doctors and researchers conduct
their affairs under ethical standards that protect their patients and the
general public from abuses of the unscrupulous.

Ethics usually have their roots,
admittedly or not, in the standards of the
Ten Commandments.  It is unethical to
falsify research results or entries on patients’
charts. (“You shall not bear false witness.”)
It is unethical to remove a kidney from one
patient without permission even if it is for
transplantation into someone who may in
fact die without it.  (“You shall not steal.”)
It is unethical to withhold food and water

from patients.  (“You shall not murder.”)

Without an ethical system based in the Ten Commandments,
moral restraint is abandoned.  This ethical shift off  the foundation of
God’s Moral Law results in a mindset that will attempt to justify a variety
of  crimes against God and humanity.  Atrocities such as gassing Jews
and manufacturing lampshades from their skin have become acceptable
and even defensible in the absence of the restraining work of God’s
moral law.   The statement, “A woman should be able to choose not to
bring an unwanted child into the world,”  becomes an acceptable excuse
for abortion.  Concerns that a baby should not have to live with even
minor and treatable deformities, such as a cleft palette, become

The Bible is the standard for
Christian Ethics.
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justification for partial-birth infanticide.  The decision to terminate care
that is not “cost-effective,”  becomes a death sentence for an elderly
person who quietly perishes in a hospital or nursing home from otherwise
treatable maladies.

When applying ethics to biotechnology, it is important to be
sure that the ethical standard is firmly rooted in Biblical morality.
According to the Bible, man is a special creature, made in the image of
God.1  Man alone, of  all God’s creations,  has the capacity for fellowship
with God.  God loved man so much that when the first humans sinned2

and separated themselves from God, He provided a sacrifice to pay the
penalty for all the sins that would ever be committed in order that His
special creation could be reunited in fellowship with Him.3  This sacrifice
was the life of His perfect and only Son, Jesus Christ.  If  nothing else,
this alone proves that God values human life above all other life forms
in His creation.

Since man is God’s image-bearer, made in His own likeness,
God demands human life be protected and respected.  So serious is
God about protecting human life, that if  a man murders another person,
God requires that the murderer pay for his crime with his own life.4

God’s view of mankind provides an ethical standard by which we can
determine the morality of a medical procedure or technological
discovery.  In short, if  a technology or procedure intentionally
destroys an innocent life, even for some greater good to humanity,
it must be rejected as immoral.

When does life begin?

Some non-biblically based bioethicists try to dance around the
issue of murder by claiming that it cannot be known with any certainty
when life begins.  Some posit that life begins at “viability” when a pre-
born child is capable of surviving outside his mother’s womb.  This is
problematic since technological advances continue to push back the
time of viability to younger and younger ages.
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On March 14, 2000, a tiny baby weighing only 14.3 ounces was
born in Laguna Hills, California, at 24 weeks gestation.  An obstetrician
who helped with the delivery called him the “pocket baby” because he
could fit into the front pocket of the doctor’s surgical scrubs.  By June
10, the baby had grown to 3 1/2 pounds and was released from the
hospital.5  Only a few years ago, this baby, moments before birth, would
have been considered “non-viable” and therefore not alive, a designation
his physician and his mother would find
preposterous today.  Since then, babies
born as small as 12 ounces have
survived.6

It is easy to see how the
“viability” standard does not make
reasonable scientific sense, neither does
it measure up to the standards of
Biblical ethics.  It flies in the face of
Psalm 22:9-10, “But you are He that
took me out of the womb; You made
me trust while on my mother’s breasts.
I was cast upon You from birth. From
my mother’s womb You have been my
God.”

It is important to note that although some states have laws
restricting abortion after “viability” they do not fully prevent late-term
abortions.  Many elective abortions can legally take place at 24 weeks
and later in several states, including California, New York, and Kansas.
Other states have exception clauses for the woman’s “health” (not
meaning her life, but her economic, mental, emotional, etc., well-being)
that virtually nullify any late-term abortion restrictions.

Religious leaders from denominations that support abortion
often claim that life does not begin until the child, like Adam, draws his
first breath.  They use Genesis 2:7 as their “proof text.”  This “first
breath” theory also rejects basic biology.  The pre-born child breathes
in amniotic fluid and benefits from an exchange of gasses through the

ORW President Troy Newman
with a baby that was once
scheduled for abortion.
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lungs, although he is still dependent on the oxygen received from his
mother that passes through the placental membranes into his blood.   It
also stands in opposition to other Bible verses such as Jeremiah 1:5,
“Before I formed you in the womb I knew you; Before you were born,
I sanctified you; I ordained you a prophet to the nations.”   Clearly, if
Jeremiah was not alive until he took his first post-natal breath of fresh
air, there would not have been anyone for God to know, sanctify, or
ordain.

The original creation of man was a special and unique moment
in history.  It is a fallacious argument to make the case that all human
life begins at the time air enters the lungs simply because God breathed

life into man during the specific, one-time
occasion of Adam’s creation.  A unique and
special circumstance cannot be used to
make an argument for the general
occurrence.

The story of the incarnation of
Christ is revealing as to when life begins.
The angel told Mary in Luke 1:30, “And
behold, you will conceive in your womb and
bring forth a Son, and shall call His name
Jesus.”   The angel explains how this will
happen later in verse 35, “The Holy Spirit

will come upon you, and the power of the Highest will overshadow
you; therefore, also, that Holy One who is to be born will be called the
Son of God.”   It is clearly at the point of conception, when Mary’s egg
joined with the power of the Holy Spirit, that the Word became flesh.
At that moment, Deity joined with humanity to produce the Savior
who was fully God and fully man.  Just as Jesus’ life as a man began at
the moment of conception, so does all of ours.

God discusses the awareness of pre-born babies in Luke 1:41,
“And it happened, when Elizabeth heard the greeting of Mary, that the
babe leaped in her womb; and Elizabeth was filled with the Holy Spirit.”
John the Baptist, while still in his mother, Elizabeth’s womb recognized

Jesus became human at the
moment of conception.
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the voice of Mary, who herself was pregnant with Jesus.  The Greek
word that is used in this verse to refer to the pre-born John the Baptist
(brefoV) is the same word used in Luke 2:16 to refer to the infant
Christ child.  In fact, John the Baptist enjoyed a special communion
with God before birth as Luke 1:15 relates, “He will also be filled with
the Holy Spirit, even from his mother’s womb.”   Scripturally, there is no
difference between the born and the pre-born.

Exodus 21:18-24 is also revealing.  It prescribes punishment to
anyone who would accidentally injure a pregnant woman and in so doing
injure her pre-born baby.  If  the baby dies, it is required that the
responsible party is executed, just as any other person guilty of murder.
This places the lives of the pre-born on equal footing as those already
born, without distinction to gestational age and classifies even the
accidental taking of a pre-born child’s life as murder.  How much more
then must God oppose the intentional destruction of human life made
in His image at any stage of development?  There can be no
misunderstanding of Proverbs 6:17.  God hates the hands that shed
innocent blood.

In light of these verses, it is consistent with scripture to conclude
that life begins at the moment of fertilization, when the father’s sperm
unites with the mother’s egg and forms an entirely new, unique living
being, distinctly individual from his or her parents.  This baby, even at
the earliest stage of development is made in God’s image and deserves
legal protection from that moment until natural death.

What is the NIH?

Founded in 1887, the National Institutes of
Health is comprised of 27 separate Institutes and
Centers, and is one of eight health agencies of the
Public Health Service, which, in turn, is part of  the
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. The
NIH conducts medical research under the auspices and funding of the
Federal Government.
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The NIH endeavors to acquire new knowledge to help prevent,
detect, diagnose, and treat disease and disability, from the rarest genetic
disorder to the common cold.  The NIH mission is to “uncover new
knowledge that will lead to better health for everyone.” 7

The NIH is responsible for establishing guidelines that
researchers must meet in order to receive Federal funding.  In August,
2000, the NIH violated its own mission statement when it released
guidelines for stem cell research that allowed the Federal funding of
research that involves the experimentation upon and intentional
destruction of live human babies donated by in vitro fertilization clinics.8

One of the legitimate responsibilities of the institution of civil
government is to provide protection for the people who live under its
jurisdiction, (Romans 13:4).  The government also has the responsibility
to administer justice, (Deuteronomy 21).  Therefore, by condoning the
killing of innocent human beings, even in the earliest stages of
development, the NIH betrayed its noble and God-given purpose of
being a vehicle of protection and justice for those under its authority.

On August 9, 2001, President George W. Bush issued an historic
order that federal tax monies could not fund stem cell research that
would involve the further destruction of human embryos.  However,
Bush did allow for experimentation on existing stem cell lines to continue
to be funded.9  Since then, the NIH has increased the number of stem
cell lines qualifying for Federal funds from sixty to seventy-eight.10

In August, 2002, the NIH purchased the rights to use an aborted
fetal cell line for the manufacture of vaccines11, exploiting the murder
of  the innocent for financial gain.  Then, two months later, NIH
“biomedical ethicist” Dan W. Brock publicly stated that America would
benefit from aborting the blind and the disabled.12

Based on its poor track record concerning respect and protection
of  innocent human life, the NIH is a governmental agency that requires
vigilant monitoring by Christian groups.
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The Emerging Technologies

In Vitro Fertilization

In vitro fertilization is, literally, conception “in the vial,”  or petri
dish.  Babies produced this way are often referred to as “test tube babies.”
IVF has become an accepted method of conception for otherwise
infertile couples.  It allows a woman to bear children that are true
biological offspring of her and/or her husband.  IVF is an expensive
procedure that can take an emotional toll on the prospective parents,
especially the mother.  Couples usually consider IVF as a last desperate
resort to having a family and then only after all other efforts have failed.
However, with infertility afflicting one in eleven American couples13,
the desperation is becoming widespread.  Advances in genetic testing
have made in vitro a popular reproduction method for those who want
to avoid producing children with genetic diseases, or who wish to
improve their offspring’s chances of receiving the best genetic traits
the parents have to offer.  IVF is also becoming more commonly used
for homosexual procreation.14

To begin the IVF process, the woman is given fertility drugs to
increase the production of ova, or eggs.  She then must undergo a
harvesting procedure.  This procedure is expensive and difficult for the
woman, so doctors at infertility clinics will generally harvest more ova
than will be needed to minimize the chances that harvesting will have

to be repeated.

The eggs are then fertilized in a
glass dish or tube using sperm
from her husband or a donor.
The new beings rapidly begin to
grow.  The cluster of dividing
cells is known as a blastocyte, or
embryo, but even at this early
stage, he is a fully human
individual.  After the tiny

Sperm are
introduced

to eggs

Eggs are
fertilized

Blastocytes
removed for
inspection &
implantation
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embryonic babies have developed for three days, they are checked for
imperfections and genetic abnormalities such as Down’s Syndrome or
Spina Bifida.  Technology exists today that could be used to screen the
embryos for desired genetic traits, such as sex, physical characteristics,
or even IQ.15  Those babies with potential problems are destroyed.

It is estimated that in 1999 alone, approximately 170,000 human
embryos died in the process of IVF attempts.16  It can be assumed that
this number only increases each year, as more and more IVF treatments
are attempted.

After the “quality” embryos are selected, a number of them are
then introduced into the woman’s womb while the remaining children
are frozen and stored.  If  none of the embryos implant in the wall of
the uterus, the stored embryos are thawed and implanted until a
pregnancy is finally achieved.  If  these attempts fail, a woman may begin
the process again with the harvesting and fertilizing of yet more eggs.

IVF labs are highly concerned with their rates of success.  Since
the IVF process is costly and stressful, couples tend to select facilities
based on their percentage of successes.  This motivates IVF labs to
harvest more eggs than are needed, create more embryos than are
necessary, and introduce more embryos into the womb, with the hopes
that at least one will implant and preserve their success rates.

To improve the implantation rate, some IVF labs have resorted
to growing the newly created babies on the surfaces of cow (bovine)
uteruses.  The contact with the growth hormones on the cow uteruses
somehow increases the embryo’s chances for implantation.  However,
this method is unapproved and controversial. The FDA considers this
human experimentation and mandates that children who have been
exposed to bovine tissues in this way be tracked for life and banned
from donating blood or organs for fear that they may transmit mad
cow disease or some other as yet undetected cross-species viral
infection.17  Because IVF clinics are largely unregulated, there is very
little to stop labs from dangerous experimentation of this nature on
live human embryos.
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Often more than one baby will implant during the IVF process.
While twins and triplets are usually happily anticipated, sometimes so
many embryos will implant that the doctors consider it a significant
physical risk to the healthy survival of any of the babies.  “Pregnancy
reduction” is then recommended.  This means that the physician will
strategically abort a few of the growing babies in order to increase the
woman’s chances of carrying any to term.

This is nothing less than “playing God.”   The woman consents
to the murder of some of her children, then the physician determines
which babies live and which babies die.  Both are usurping God’s position
as Lord over life and death as Deuteronomy 32:39 states clearly, “See
not that I, even I, am he and there is no god with me:  I kill, and I make
alive, I wound, and I heal: neither is there any that can deliver out of my
hand.”

In a well-publicized case, a mother of septuplets born in Iowa
was given the option of “pregnancy reduction,”  or selective murder,
but thankfully rejected violating the Sixth Commandment, “You will
not murder.”   Her seven babies were delivered by dedicated physicians
who worked tirelessly on behalf of  the mother and her children to

insure that all would be born healthy
and safe.  They behaved ethically while
those who suggested pregnancy
reduction behaved unethically and
immorally according to Biblical
standards.

Babies conceived through IVF
experience a higher risk for birth
defects, especially Beckwith-Wiedman
syndrome, which is characterized by an
enlarged tongue and a predisposition

for rare cancers, among other effects.  Researchers have found that
certain growth genes tend to be imprinted incorrectly in IVF babies,
leading to possible abnormalities.18  It has also been found that children
conceived through intercytoplasmic sperm injection (ICSI), where the

ICSI increases the risk of
abnormalities.
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sperm is mechanically injected into the egg in vitro to achieve fertilization,
also suffer a higher risk of malformation than those children conceived
naturally.  World-wide, health officials are becoming more concerned
with the higher rate of birth defects observed in babies conceived
artificially.19

Another growing problem associated with IVF is what to do
with the human embryonic babies often left over after a couple has
completed their family.  It is has been discovered that nearly 400,000
human embryos currently languish in cryopreservation tanks,20 frozen

at sub-zero temperatures and stored at
infertility clinics across America. The freezing
and thawing methods themselves are fraught
with danger for the tiny human embryos and
40% of them do not survive the process.21

Many couples, not wanting to destroy
the embryos, but also not wanting to add to
their family, simply leave their children in
frozen limbo, paying a monthly storage fee to
keep from having to make a decision about
their children’s fate.  If  a clinic attempts to
contact a family, but fails to locate them, after
a year the clinic may dispose of the abandoned
embryonic children.  Some clinics are reluctant
to take this action and continue to store them,

uncertain of their future.22  Other facilities simply wash the tiny unwanted
babies down the sink or donate them to research labs where they undergo
inhumane experiments that ultimately lead to their death.23  (These
experiments will be discussed later in detail.)

There are groups today that offer a third alternative.  In Fullerton,
California, Nightlight Christian Adoptions has developed an embryo
adoption program named Snowflakes.24  This group places the unused
babies created for IVF procedures with adoptive couples.  An advantage
to this program is that the adoptive mother can control the prenatal
environment of her baby and is allowed the experience of actually giving

Cryopreservation tanks
like this one hold nearly

400,000 babies in the U.S.
Forty percent do not

survive.
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birth.  Couples placing their
embryonic children for adoption can
choose adoptive families in a similar
way open adoptions are
accomplished.  Legal contracts are
drawn up between the two families with both adoption and property
transfer language for the protection of the families in the event that
future laws change the status of human children living in the embryonic
stages of development.

Currently there are no laws in any state that regulate the adoption
of  human embryonic children.   This embryo adoption program is meant
to solve the problem of unclaimed human embryos that have been
created by irresponsible infertility labs for the purpose of insuring that
their success rates, (and profit margins), remain at high levels.

In vitro fertilization was the first step down the slippery slope
that has created many problems that society will continue to struggle
with for many years to come.  Christians must oppose IVF for a number
of  reasons.  First, IVF requires that many human children at the earliest
stages of development be created then killed, either through the selection
and implantation process or from cryopreservation failure.  This is
murder and has resulted in the cheapening of human life.  Because IVF
labs have so readily destroyed human embryos, scientists in the fields
of  embryonic stem cell research and cloning have decided that these
tiny children, abandoned by their families, are simply a commodity
suitable for experimentation or other commerical exploitation.

A second objection to IVF lies in the serious health risks that
exist for children created by IVF, as mentioned above.  Finally, IVF
takes the act of procreation, a sacred moment between two married
people, out of the natural realm, as God intended, and into an artificial
environment frought with danger .  Opposition to IVF is true to Biblical
standards and protects the integrity and dignity of the process of
producing a new life.

The destructive IVF process mishandles and otherwise subjects
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fragile human babies at the earliest stages of development to
unacceptably high risks.  As Christians, we are to love our neighbors as
ourselves.  Because it is doubtful if anyone alive today would willingly
submit to an equally dangerous procedure with the same sky-high
mortality rate, it is wrong to subject innocent children to this procedure,
especially since they are unable to give their consent.

Certain steps must be taken to protect life and solve the problems
created by in vitro fertilization.

1. In vitro fertilization must be outlawed in order to protect life
and avoid abuses.  Christians should work toward that end.

2. Until IVF can be totally banned, in vitro clinics should be
prohibited through regulation from creating more embryos
than will actually be used.  All embryos created must be
implanted.  The dangerous use of animal tissue to promote
growth should be banned.  Christians should contact their
lawmakers and demand such legislation.

3. Christians must call for a ban on the frozen storage of
human embryos (cryopreservation) because of the high
mortality rate of the process.

4. Women experiencing multiple pregnancies, whether
naturally or from in vitro procedures, must reject “pregnancy
reduction” or selective abortion of some of their pre-born
children.  “Pregnancy reduction” is simply a euphemism
for murder.

4. In order to solve the current dilemma over what to do with
the thousands of stored human embryonic babies, couples
that have created them should either implant them and carry
to term or release them for adoption.

5. Infertile couples considering in vitro fertilization should
instead look into adopting already existing embryos.
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The common practice at IVF facilities of  discarding live human
embryos or donating them to labs for inhumane experimentation results
in nothing less than the murder of innocent children at their earliest stages
of  development.  This cannot be tolerated by any society that hopes to
remain inside the good graces of a righteous God.

Human Embr yonic Stem Cell Research

Stem cell research is touted as holding the potential for
developing cures for diseases, developing miracle drugs to alleviate
human suffering, and providing organs and other tissue for transplant.
Stem cells are the body’s master cells.  There is more than one type of
stem cell.  “Pluripotent” stem
cells have the ability to grow into
almost any tissue in the body and
are most often derived from live
human embryos.  Adults also
have stem cells throughout their
bodies that can develop into a
variety of tissues, but none are
considered pluripotent. Human
embryonic stem cells, or stem
cells harvested from live human
embryonic children, are preferred
by researchers over stem cells
from adults because they can be
replicated almost indefinitely without the normal breakdown to the ends
of  the DNA strands that naturally occurs in adult stem cells.25  In
addition, very few adult cells are “pluripotent,”  and can only develop
into a limited number of different tissues, depending on where they are
found in the body.   Pluripotent embryonic stem cells can be obtained
from two main sources for research, both of which are ethically immoral.

Laboratories, such as Geron Corp. in Menlo Park, California,
obtain donated human embryonic children from IVF clinics.  At that
stage, the entire baby is made up of only a few cells.  The baby is allowed

Undifferentiated Stem Cells
photographed by the University of

Wisconsin
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to develop for up to twelve days or
until he is about 100 cells big.  Now
the baby consists of two types of cells.
The trophoblast, or outer membrane
of  cells, becomes the placenta,
umbilical cord, and amnion. The
trophoblast cells are not pluripotent.
The inner cells are human embryonic
stem cells that are pluripotent and will
develop into all of the tissues that the
baby will need.  Researchers rupture
the outer membrane, or trophoblast,
and harvest the stem cells that make
up the baby’s embryonic body.  These

cells can then be individually forced to grow into whatever tissue the
scientist needs.  Each time embryonic stem cells are harvested in this
manner, a human baby is murdered.26

Attempts are made to justify the killing of human embryos at
this early stage of development.  It is argued that abandoned embryonic
children from IVF clinics would be destroyed anyway, so the tissue
should be used to promote discoveries that can improve the human
condition.  Proponents of human embryo experimentation believe that
the potential benefits to humanity must outweigh any concern for the
baby.  In effect, these humanistic apologists have created an entire group
of  throw-away people, whose lives only have meaning in how they can
serve the rest of humanity.  This type of inhumane experimentation on
human babies, with such callous disregard for the lives it destroys, must
be exposed for what it truly is; the murder of innocent children.

Another source of embryonic stem cells are embryos that are
created, sometimes through cloning, for the sole purpose of harvesting
their valuable cells.  Laboratories create a new life only to destroy it
when the time comes to cull his or her spare parts. Therapeutic cloning,
which will be discussed in detail later, is the creation of an embryo
through cloning with the expressed purpose of cell harvesting, which
kills the cloned baby. Although the United Kingdom and the United

In the early embryo, the
trophoblast becomes the placenta
and other pregnancy-sustaining

organs while the inner cell mass is
the baby’s body.
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States currently allow this type of cloning, the U.S. has banned federal
funding for “clone-to-kill” research.

Recently, some scientists have become uncomfortable with these
methods of obtaining stems cells and have searched for new sources
of  pluripotent stem cells that do not involve taking a life.  It has been
found that large amounts of pluripotent stem cells can be extracted
from the placentas left over from healthy live births.  Other rich sources
of  stem cells include umbilical cord blood27, adult bone marrow and
fat28 and even baby teeth.29

There is some evidence that stem cells derived from adults may
in fact be a better source than live human embryos.  Therapies derived
from the patient’s own stem cells
have little probability of rejection.
It has been found that only adult
stem cells have the ability to create
insulin-secreting cells that have
potential for normalizing blood
glucose in diabetics.  Embryonic
stem cells seem to lack that capability.

In fact, researchers have
discovered that adult stem cells can
contribute to repairing stroke
damage30, assisting in organ
assimilation during transplant31, treat muscle damage from traumatic
injury32 and heart attack33, restore sight to those with damaged or diseased
corneas34, and treat diseases such as multiple sclorosis35, diabetes36, and
aplastic anemia.37

In contrast, the use of experimental embryonic stem cell
treatments has had disastrous results.  The article below is a case in point.

Fetal Cell Transplant Fails to Cure Parkinson’s

Washington, DC — A controversial experimental treatment for
Parkinson’s in which holes are drilled in the skull and cells from

Dan McCullough protests destructive
embryonic stem cell research at Geron

in Melno Park, California in 1999.
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aborted unborn children are implanted in the brain may be less
promising than once thought, according to the first controlled
trial of the surgery. The news bolster’s the statements made by
pro-life groups saying that plausible alternatives to using stem
cells from unborn children are available and that they can be
just as effective.

The study not only failed to show an overall benefit but also
revealed a disastrous side effect, scientists report.

In about 15 percent of patients, the implanted cells apparently
grew too well, churning out so much of a chemical that controls
movement that they writhed and jerked uncontrollably. The
researchers say there is no way to remove or deactivate the
transplanted cells. On their advice, six patients who enrolled in
the study but had not yet had the operation decided to forgo it.

Dr. Paul E. Greene, a neurologist at Columbia University’s
College of Physicians and Surgeons and a researcher in the study,
said the uncontrollable movements some patients developed
are “absolutely devastating.”

“They chew constantly, their fingers go up and down, their wrists
flex and distend,”  he said. “It’s a real nightmare. And we can’t
selectively turn it off.”  For now, Greene said, his position is
clear: “No more fetal transplants.
We are absolutely and adamantly
convinced that this should be
considered for research only.” 38

When President George W. Bush
decided to federally fund research on
embryonic stem cell lines already in
existence on August 9, 2001,39 he allowed
for the continued exploitation of
innocent children.  These stem cell lines
were created by destroying live human

President Bush during his historic
address to the nation concerning

stem cell funding.
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embryos in the process of harvesting their stem cells.  This decision
will serve to financially benefit those laboratories that have already
murdered children in order to obtain their precious parts.  This is
unethical and unacceptable.  Research obtained from these stolen cells
must be rejected as something procured from an immoral source.

Because there are research grants of
sizable amounts at stake, there has been political
pressure applied to Bush to increase the number
of stem cell lines that qualify for federal
funding.40  In addition, the health care industry
has given large amounts of money to embryonic
stem cell research backers, including the usually
pro-life Sen. Orin Hatch, who have vigorously
lobbied for more embryonic stem cell research.41

It could be that the lure of financial gain made
possible through faulty government policies has
corrupted those who might otherwise stand for
the protection of the innocent.

Aborted Baby Body Parts Trade

Some abortion clinics have begun to
provide aborted baby body parts to research
laboratories and pharmaceutical companies for
research and development of commercial medical
products.  Aborted baby tissue is not only a rich
source of stem cells, but pharmaceutical
companies value the tissue for use in testing their
latest drugs and developing vaccines.42

Several vaccines currently in use are derived cell lines created
from aborted baby tissue.  These cell lines are given alpha-numeric
designations for tracking purposes.  Since several states have compulsory
vaccination laws, this has become a concern to many with religious
convictions that prevent them from benefiting from the deaths of the

Sen. Orin Hatch (R-
Utah) betrayed pro-lifers

by supporting human
embryonic stem cell

research.

Many vaccines are
derived from aborted

human tissue.

19



innocent.  Alternative vaccines are available in many cases that do not
use tissue from aborted children.

Vaccines available in the United States that are derived from
aborted baby tissues43:

Disease/ Vaccine Name Manufacturer Cell Line(Fetal)
Polio
Poliovax Aventis-Pasteur MRC-5
Measles, Mumps, Rubella
MMR II, Biavax II Merck & Company WI-38
Rubella only
Meruvax II Merck & Company WI-38
Rabies
Imovax Aventis-Pasteur MRC-5
Hepatitis-A
Havrix SmithKline-Beecham MRC-5
Vaqta Merck & Company MRC-5
Chicken pox
Varivax Merck & Company WI-38

       & MRC-5
 
Vaccine alternatives not derived from aborted babies44:

Disease/ Vaccine Name Manufacturer Cell Line
Polio
IPOL Aventis-Pasteur Monkey kidney

cells
Mumps
Mumpsvax Merck & Company Chick embryo
Rabies
RabAvert Chiron Therapeutics Chick embryo
Measles
Attenuvax Merck & Company Chick embryo

(There are currently no alternatives for Chickenpox, Rubella, or
Hepatitis-A available in the U.S.)
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Abortion clinics are financially reimbursed for body parts based
on gestational age and condition.  For example, a lab could pay more
for an intact liver than it would for a mutilated one.  One cannot help
but think of the fictitious Dr. Frankenstein and his custom of quietly
paying his lackeys to procure cadaver parts with which he would conduct
his bizarre experiments.  One company that procures aborted baby body
parts, Opening Lines45, has published a grisly body parts price list,
apparently to make it easier for the abortionist to calculate his profits.

Some pro-life leaders believe that one of the reasons that
abortionists rabidly defend partial-birth abortion is because it is a method
of  killing larger babies that leaves the tissue and organs intact.
Abortionists can then earn additional money by providing high quality
merchandise to the traders in dead baby body parts. Concern has also
risen in pro-life groups that the demand for the tissue and the profitability
of  supplying it could lead to more abortions.46

A source inside the body parts trade, who goes under the
pseudonym of “K elly” had told pro-life groups that she had personally
witnessed abortionists routinely removing live babies from their mother’s
wombs in order to make top dollar by providing labs with the freshest
body parts.47

In Europe, there is a movement to allow the harvesting of
ovaries of aborted baby girls so that the eggs may be used in in vitro
fertilization treatments for infertile women.  Although there are currently
some laws preventing the harvesting of aborted baby ovarian tissue,
loopholes exist in the licensing process that could allow this to become
reality.48

There are serious ethical questions about creating children from
aborted babies.  This would create a nightmarish situation where the
unwanted donor child is killed, but her offspring are so desired that
dozens of siblings will be murdered through the in vitro process in order
to insure the survival of at least one of the aborted child’s sons or
daughters.  One must wonder how it will be explained to the survivor
that his biological mother was an aborted little girl and that a dozen or
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so of his siblings were sacrificed in order for him to live.  Because of
man’s rebellion to God in the matter of procreation, insanity such as
this is possible.

I Timothy 6:10 states, “For the love of money is a root of all
kinds of evil…”  Because of their greed abortionists, research labs, in
vitro fertilization clinics, and pharmaceutical companies have brought
bloodguilt upon themselves. They have become no different than hired
assassins, who kill their helpless victims without mercy or compassion.
Perhaps God had these people in mind in the following passage of
warning:

My son, if sinners entice you, do not consent.  If they say, ‘Come with us,
let us lie in wait to shed blood; let us lurk secretly for the innocent without
cause; Let us swallow them alive like Sheol, and whole, like those who go
down to the Pit; We shall find all kinds of precious possessions, we shall
fill our houses with spoil; cast in your lot among us, let us all have one
purse”—My son, do not walk in the way with them, keep your foot from
their path; for their feet run to evil and they make haste to shed blood.
Surely in vain the net is spread in the sight of any bird; but they lie in wait
for their own blood, they lurk secretly for their own lives.  So are the ways
of everyone who is greedy for gain; it takes away the life of its owners.”
Proverbs 1:10-19

Gene Therapy49

Some diseases are caused by faulty genes that produce defective
proteins.  For example, Cystic Fibrosis (CF) is caused by a missing or
mutated gene that results in a build-up of thick mucus in the lungs and
the body’s airways.  Cancer is another disease that is caused by defective
genes, called oncogenes, that instruct the cells to divide and grow
uncontrollably.

Traditionally, only the symptoms, and not the genetic causes of
these diseases, have been treated.  Gene therapy is an alternative approach
whereby a genetic disorder is treated by inserting or integrating new
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genes into human cells.  It should be noted that as of this writing gene
therapy is still in the experimental stages.  Some therapies are in clinical
trials, but approval for the general public is still a long way off.

There are two types of gene therapy.   First, germ-line therapy
occurs when “germ” or reproductive cells of a human embryo are
altered.  The resulting genetic changes would be passed on to the baby’s
eventual offspring. Germ-line therapy, while sounding like a more
permanent solution, is problematic.  It would require in vitro fertilization
in order to determine and alter an embryonic baby’s genetic code.
Embryos that reject alteration or are not altered would be destroyed.
The resulting loss of innocent human life is unacceptable.

The second type, somatic cell gene therapy, involves the
alteration of somatic cells, which are the non-reproductive body cells,
like skin, brain or muscle cells. This genetic manipulation will only affect
the individual to which the changes were made. No genetic changes
would be passed on to offspring.  Somatic cell gene therapy is the only
type presently being considered in humans.

Gene therapy replaces damaged or missing genes with healthy
ones.  The healthy genetic material can be procured from either adult
sources, or from embryos or aborted baby tissue.  A delivery system,
known as a vector, is necessary to transport the new genes into the
target, or diseased cells. The vector can be compared to a missile and
the healthy genes to the missile’s payload.  The missile is launched and
the payload is delivered to the target cells where there are unhealthy
genes.

Sometimes scientists use viral agents as vectors.  In nature,
viruses contain RNA, a genetic material.  Viruses attack and penetrate
healthy cells.  When a naturally occurring virus enters a cell, it reprograms
the cell to replicate more of the virus’s genetic material, and not the
host’s. When enough of the virus has been replicated, the patient
becomes sick.  In gene therapy, the natural RNA is removed from the
virus and replaced with healthy genes.   The viral vectors are then
introduced into the cells containing the defective genes.  The modified
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virus then reprograms the cell to
produce the healthy gene. Once the
healthy gene is inside the troublesome
cell, the healthy genes should begin to
take on the job of the damaged or
missing gene.  In the case of Cystic
Fibrosis, the body would begin to
produce the proper proteins that would
prevent the build up of thick mucus in
the lungs and airways.  In the case of
cancer, the healthy gene would turn off
the mechanism that causes the cancer
cells to multiply out of control.  The
patients would thus be healed.

Gene therapy holds much
promise for the cure of many dreaded
diseases.  It is no wonder that researchers
are racing to be the first to develop
successful and marketable gene
therapies.  The use of the resilient and
versatile human embryonic stem cells
with their amazing, non-aging genetic
properties seem to be a short cut to the
fame and fortune that are sure to be
lavished upon the individual and
company that makes such a

breakthrough.   Perhaps they imagine their names being mentioned in
the same breath as Madame Curie or Jonas Salk.  It is hard to fathom
the profits that could be made from marketing a cure for a disease such
as cancer.  It seems a lot is at stake, so much in fact that researchers and
pharmaceutical companies may think it a small thing to kill a few
thousand human embryos in order to achieve their dream.  However, a
cure like that would come at too high of a price.  The guilt of the
murder would surely pollute the land and bring the wrath of God.

Do not pollute the land where you are.  Bloodshed pollutes the land, and

Viral vectors use modified
viruses to deliver healthy genetic
material to diseased cells.  These
vectors function in the same way

as natural viruses.
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atonement cannot be made for the land on which blood has been shed,
except by the blood of the one who shed it.   Numbers 35:33.

The use of genes derived from live human embryonic babies
cannot be justified since the process of harvesting the genes would
result in their murder.

There are, however, no moral objections to the somatic gene
therapy as long as the new genes come from acceptable sources and
that no child in the embryonic stage is destroyed in the process.  In fact,
we would rejoice in such a development!  Because God created man
with a great capacity for intelligence and creativity there is every
confidence that another way can be found to produce cures for genetic
diseases without the taking of innocent human life.

Cloning

Cloning is the creation of a genetic duplicate of an individual
organism asexually in a laboratory.  An organism’s genes, cells, tissue,
and organs may also be cloned. This means, for example, that a duplicate
of  one of your skin cells can be produced without producing a human
embryo.  Cloning technology has been around for about twenty years
and has aided in the development of medicines and vaccines to treat
heart attacks, kidney disease, diabetes, various cancers, hepatitis, multiple
sclerosis, cystic fibrosis and other diseases.

There are two types of cloning that can create an entire person:
therapeutic and reproductive. The essential difference between the two
is that human babies created for therapeutic cloning are not allowed to
grow to maturity.  The stem cells that comprise their tiny bodies are
stripped from them while still in the embryonic stages and are used for
research and development of medical treatments. Therapeutic clones
are created using the same methods as reproductive cloning.  Scientists
have even discovered ways to take ordinary skin cells from a patient
and artificially stimulate them to grow into embryos.  Theoretically,
they could then use the human embryonic baby’s stem cells to repair
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any tissue in the body as previously described here under “Human
Embryonic Stem Cell Research.”   The tiny human baby is destroyed in
the process.  This method has been successfully performed on mice by
Rockefeller University biologists.50

Therapeutic cloning has great commercial potential and is the
type pursued by most private researchers.  It would create thousands of
cloned human babies to be used in a similar way that a farmer uses a
field of crops, harvesting the precious stem cells for experimentation
and development of marketable medical products. Thus, it reduces
human life to a commodity, to be bought and sold, mutilated, or
destroyed at will.  God’s image-bearers become merely a collection of
enzymes and proteins to be manipulated into some money-making

product in order to increase a
company’s value on the New
York Stock Exchange.
Therefore therapeutic cloning of
individuals is a gross violation of
the ethical standards of God.

Reproductive cloning produces
an entire organism that is an
exact copy of an original
individual and is allowed to grow
to term and be born.  There are
three different methods of
reproductive cloning of
mammals.  The first is called
“twinning.”  For example, once
an egg has been fertilized by
sperm, the new baby soon starts

dividing. After the baby divides into an eight-celled embryo, those eight
cells can be separated and implanted into the uteri of eight separate
mothers. Eight clones, or “twins” will be born of eight different
mothers.51  Fraternal twins are naturally created in a similar way.  The
cloning technique of twinning forces many twins to develop where
perhaps a single individual would otherwise have been produced.

Dolly the Sheep became famous as the
first successful clone.
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The second method is called the Roslin Technique, or the nuclear
transfer method.  This is how Dolly the sheep, the first mammalian
clone, was produced in 1997, at Roslin Bio-Med in Scotland.  Nuclear
transfer requires two cells, a donor cell and an oocyte, or egg cell.
Research has proven that the egg cell works best if it is unfertilized,
because it is more likely to accept the donor nucleus as its own.  The

nucleus is where the strands of DNA
reside that contain the genetic code for
an individual.  The nucleus of the egg, or
oocyte is first removed.  This is called
enucleation.  Next, the empty the oocyte
is forced into a dormant phase. The
nucleus of the donor cell is then
introduced to the oocyte, which is then
stimulated to produce an embryo.  The
embryo is then implanted into a surrogate
mother.  If  all goes well, a perfect
duplicate of the original organism is
born.52  This method has a low success
rate.  Scientists performed this technique
276 times before successfully producing
Dolly.  In other words, 276 sheep had to
die in order for one sheep to survive.

A California laboratory, Geron Corporation, recently
purchased all shares of Roslin Bio-Med in order to gain further
expertise in human cloning.  However, Geron has no intention of
cloning babies and bringing them to term.  Instead, it intends to
develop and market commercial products through the use of
therapeutic cloning. 53  One can only wonder how many human
children will have to die in Geron’s shop of horrors simply so that
Geron’s stockholders can receive a dividend check.

The third method of cloning mammals is the Honolulu
Technique.  Similar to the Roslin Technique, egg and donor cells are
required.  The nucleus of the egg cell is removed and immediately
replaced with the donor nucleus.  Since mammalian eggs begin to divide

The author protests Geron’s
human experimentation with

ORW President Troy Newman.

27



almost immediately, only certain types of egg cells can be used for this
procedure, such as those of mice whose eggs wait about an hour before
dividing.  The fertilized egg is then placed into a nutrient rich
environment and stimulated to grow.  The embryo is then implanted
into the surrogate mother who will later give birth to the clone.  This
method has a slightly higher success rate than the Roslin Technique. 54

Clones developed with material from two or more different
species are known as transgenic clones or chimeras.55  Human DNA is
transplanted into animal eggs in order to create an organism with genetic
material from both.  The first cloned human-animal embryo was
produced by American Cell Technology (ACT), a leading, private
biotechnology company, which cloned the human embryo in November,
1999, using a cell from a man’s leg and a cow’s ovum. The human-cow
embryo was allowed to live and develop for twelve days before it was
killed.56  These cross-bred clones invoke the image of the fictitious Dr.
Moreau whose freakish experiments created human-animal creatures
who eventually destroyed their demented creator.

In other mixed-species experiments, the makers of Dolly the
sheep have produced Polly, a sheep that was cloned with a human genetic
factor introduced into its DNA coding. 57  A Melbourne company,
Stemcell Sciences, has taken the nucleus of a human cell and placed it
in the empty nucleus of a pig egg to form a human embryo.58  Canadian
researchers have transplanted slivers of human ovary tissue into muscles
on the back of a mouse, harvested potentially viable eggs from the
grafts and matured them in a laboratory so humans can now be the
offspring of mice.59

Leviticus 20:15 states, “If  a man breeds with an animal, he shall
surely be put to death, and you shall kill the animal.”   The sex act is the
means through which man procreates.  When used within the confines
of  God’s order between married heterosexual couples, the act is a
blessing what creates a child who the Bible describes as a “reward” and
a blessing, (Psalm 127:3).  For man to perform the sex act with an
animal is, in essence, a perverted attempt to procreate in total rebellion
to God’s Law order.  For man to reproduce with an animal, even in a
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petri dish, is to defy God in the same spirit of rebellion.  Man alone is
made in God’s image.  Animals are not.  The inter-species breeding of
humans and animals is a corruption of God’s image reflected in man
and a perversion of God’s original creation and order.  It is an
abomination that must be rejected and opposed in order to prevent
God’s righteous judgment.

Supporters of cloning include some strange bedfellows.
According to the Human Cloning Foundation60 supporters of human
reproductive cloning include the Libertarian Political Party, Clone Rights
United Front, Stonewall Republicans (a gay political group), T/G Nation
(a trans-gender support group), Gay Today magazine, and the Raelian
and Summum religions.

Male homosexuals see cloning as a means of procreating genetic
offspring. Cells from one male could be manipulated to act as the ovum,
while sperm from the other male partner would fertilize the egg in vitro.
Woman’s only contribution to the child would be to act as a surrogate
womb.61  Homosexuals, already in open rebellion to God’s laws regarding
sexuality, are ready to take their rebellion a step further by perverting
God’s order in the matter of reproduction.

The Raelians, who have dedicated themselves to human
reproductive cloning, believe that “Elohim” of  the Bible was
mistranslated as “God.”   They believe that the Elohim are a race of
extra-terrestrials that seeded Earth with their clones, resulting in the
human race.62

 The Raelians have established an organization called Clonaid
and have hired a scientist who is working with them to bring the first
cloned human child to term.  The Raelians’ first laboratory in the
Bahamas was closed after the Bahamian Government objected to their
work.  Clonaid later opened a fully equipped lab at a secret location in
the United States where they futilely worked to clone a child that had
died during heart valve surgery at age 10-1/2 months.   Once found
out, that lab was closed by authorities, forcing the Raelians to move
their cloning facilities abroad.
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Then, on December
27, 2002, Clonaid’s
president, Dr. Brigitte
Boisselier, shocked the world
by announcing that the first
human clone was born to an
American woman overseas
at an undisclosed location.
Nick-named “Eve,” the child
reportedly was healthy and
later returned with her mother to the United States.  However, no
scientific proof that “Eve” was actually a clone was ever presented.  In
the following weeks, Boisselier announced the birth of two more
“clones” to women from around the world.  Although a photograph of
one of the babies was released, still no scientific evidence has ever been
presented to back up Clonaid’s claims of success and there is widespread

skepticism that their claims
are genuine.63

In a strange twist,
Raelian leader and Clonaid
Vice President Thomas
Kaenzig, stated that those
“religious zealots” who
oppose his groups efforts to
clone a human child should
be killed.64  The group
leaders not only advocate
violence against their
opponents, but are willing to
participate in the deaths of

hundreds, if  not thousands, of  babies in anticipated failed attempts to
produce the child for monetary profit.  The cost of cloning is estimated
at $200,000. 65,66

Health concerns have arisen since the fist animal clones were
revealed to the public.  In February, 2003, Dolly the sheep was euthanized

Clonaid’s Dr. Brigitte Boisselier, who claims,
without proof, to have cloned human babies.

Clonaid alleges that this photo depicts the third
human clone to be born.  Attempts to verify

this claim have been fruitless.
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at the premature age of six after suffering from a lung disease, arthritis
and other symptoms of premature aging.67  Sheep usually live to 11 to
12 years old.  Acknowledging the health risks, the laboratory that created
Dolly has set its eyes on cloning human babies for research purposes
only.68

In addition to premature aging, cloned cattle and other species
have suffered from abnormally formed placentas, the organ that sustains
the baby in the womb.  Atypically large animals have resulted from
cloning, a condition that has led to heart and other organ failure.69

The journal Science published a
report in April, 2003, indicating
that the cloning of primates,
including humans, may not
currently be possible.  According
to the report, nuclear transfer, the
technique used to create Dolly,
does not work in primates
because of the way primate
proteins at the cellular level are
bound to the egg’s DNA.

Researchers trying to clone a rhesus monkey attempted the procedure
on 724 eggs that yielded 33 embryos and no pregnancies.  Chromosomal
abnormalities were the suspected cause of failure.70

Laws regarding human cloning vary from country to country.
Currently, no laws regulating human cloning exist in the United States.
Interestingly, public opinion is more righteous, for a change, than our
laws since 79% of Americans oppose cloning, even to save a life.71

Britain’s Prime Minister Tony Blair, has announced that human cloning
will be permitted in the UK as long as the cloned embryo is destroyed
by the twelfth day of life. 72

On the other hand, Japan’s parliament has passed a measure
making the cloning of humans a crime, punishable by up to 10 years in
prison or a fine of $90,000.73  Legislatures in Slovakia, Slovenia, Greece,

Clonaid maintains that these human
embryos are clones.
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Spain and Georgia ratified a protocol to its Convention on Human
Rights and Biomedicine that would ban human cloning in those
countries.74  Meanwhile, last year a congress of German doctors rejected
as “ethically unacceptable” the use of embryos for genetic research.
“To kill on order is not a medical practice,”  they said in a statement.75

The Pontifical Academy for Life has also issued statements on behalf
of  the Roman Catholic Church that morally condemn cloning and
experimentation with human embryonic stem cells.76

Conclusion

Through its policy decisions and enacted legislation, the United
States has fallen from the lofty Biblically-based ethical standards that
once distinguished this nation. No longer willing to protect the most
innocent and vulnerable of its population, the U.S. has condoned the
murder of countless millions of pre-born children in the name of
medical progress.  Hypocritically, Americans condemn the human
medical experimentation of the likes of Hitler’s Josef Mengele, while
murdering more in their laboratories than the Nazi’s could ever imagine.
Ironically, in Germany, both human cloning and embryonic stem cell
research has been banned.  Perhaps the memories of the Holocaust
have served to soften the conscience of that nation.   Today, the United
States is courting national disaster, in allowing the mass murder of
innocent children both in the abortion clinics and the laboratories across
our nation.  Jeremiah 18:5-10 speaks clearly to this issue:

Then the word of the Lord come to me, saying: “O house of Israel, can I
not do with you as this potter?” says the Lord.  “Look, as the clay is in the
potter’s hand, so are you in My hand, O house of Israel!  The instant I
speak concerning a nation and concerning a kingdom, to pluck up, to pull
down, and to destroy it, if that nation against whom I have spoken turns
from its evil, I will relent of the disaster that I thought to bring upon it.
And the instant I speak concerning a nation and concerning a kingdom, to
build and to plant it, if it does evil in My sight so that it does not obey My
voice, then I will relent concerning the good with which I said I would
benefit it.”

32



As Christians, it is our responsibility as salt and light to society
(Matthew5:13-16) to expose the biotechnologies that murder and keep
America in a state of rebellion against God.  Only in changing the
present course through repentance will we have any hope of restoring
our blood-stained nation to the blessings God promises for those who
obey Him.

The Church must actively oppose emerging biotechnologies that
take the lives of innocent human beings, no matter how early the stage
of  development.  The ethical standard of Christians, which they must
teach to a depraved society, is that innocent life should be protected
from the moment of fertilization until natural death.

Proverbs 31:8 gives believers their marching orders in this matter:
“Open your mouth for the speechless, in the cause of all who are
appointed to die.”   Christians are commanded to defend the innocent77

and expose the unfruitful works of darkness.78   It is also the responsibility
of  Christians to point out to the world the difference between right
and wrong.79   The taking of innocent life at any stage of development
is murder.  It is a wrong that cannot be excused and must be righted
through personal and national repentance and compliance to a Biblical
standard of ethics.

Emerging biotechnologies present a clear and present danger
to innocent human beings created in God’s image.

¨ In Vitro Fertilization must be rejected as a life-destroying, not
life-giving procedure.  The indefinite storage of human
embryonic babies must be stopped and those abandoned
children currently in frozen limbo must be given the opportunity
to be adopted by couples that will carry them to term and provide
them with loving families. Women who find themselves with
multiple pregnancies must firmly reject “pregnancy reduction,”
in other words, the murder of selected babies in the womb.

¨ Embryonic stem cell research must be opposed.  Only stem
cells derived from non-embryonic sources are ethically
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acceptable for research purposes.  Any technology that creates
embryos for destruction, even if it is from adult cells, must be
denounced and outlawed.  Experimentation on live human
embryos is deplorable and must not be allowed to continue.
Research involving stem cell lines obtained from living human
embryos should be halted since the cell lines were derived from
an immorally procured source.

¨ Somatic Gene Therapy that is derived from aborted baby body
parts is unethical in that it provides a lucrative secondary market
for abortionists to profit from, possibly increasing the number
of  abortions. Likewise, if  a human embryonic child must be
destroyed in order to develop a particular gene therapy, it must
be rejected.

¨ Human cloning must be outlawed in order to protect the
Sanctity of Life.  Currently, there are no means of accomplishing
reproductive cloning without hundreds of failures, therefore,
reproductive cloning cannot be tolerated because it violates the
Sixth Commandment forbidding murder.  Therapeutic cloning
creates embryos for the purpose of destroying them and
therefore must not be allowed for the same reason.
Crossbreeding humans with animals80 is a degradation of the
human condition and is therefore an assault against God in
whose image man is made.  Growing cloned children for
homosexual procreation is also a gross perversion of God’s
moral order for mankind and must be opposed.

These acts cannot stand up under the scrutiny of Biblical ethics.
All attack the very basis of morality, which is the Sanctity of Life.   They
devalue life under the guise of improving it.  They assault the Creator
by usurping His Divine right to decide who lives and who dies.81  The
massive loss of lives that result from human experimentation cannot
be justified, no matter what benefits result.  Another way must be found
to solve the medical and societal problems that face us, or we, as a
people, are no better than those who turned a blind eye to the Nazi
experimenters of World War II.
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The ethical issues of biotechnology are up for debate in our
culture now.  Developments are outpacing the public’s awareness and
ability to determine correct courses of action.  At this moment,
Christians have a unique opportunity to define the issue and influence
the culture for righteousness before the humanistic spin-masters can
capture public opinion.  Christians must take the time to educate
themselves on these latest technological advances then find ways of
countering them.  Lives depend on it.

What you can do

Before Christians can transform society, they must first
transform their own lives to come into compliance with God’s Word.
Christians must stop having abortions.  When they or their loved ones
are offered the use of medical treatments derived from embryonic stem
cells, cloning, or aborted baby body parts, Christians must be the first
to stand firm and reject such treatments on religious grounds.  They
must then be ready to explain their decision to their physicians and
family members.

Christians must
divest themselves from
companies that promote
human embryonic research
or product development
using aborted baby body
parts.  There is an old saying,
“money talks.”   By refusing
to invest in these companies,
they are expressing their
disapproval of the murder
of  children in the embryonic
stages of development in a
way they will understand.

Christians must stand publicly against human embryonic
experimentation.  More Christians are needed to join with pro-life groups

Christians must speak out against
biotechnologies that kill.  These Christians
protest at a Johnson & Johnson lab in San
Diego that uses aborted baby body parts in

research and development.
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in protests at the laboratories that kill.  If it is not possible to join them
on the street, financial support is an option so these groups can continue
their public education campaigns.  Operation Rescue West has been on
the leading edge of the human experimentation issue, organizing events
and publishing educational materials.  Financial support of  ORW would
allow them to continue and expand their life-saving work.

Letters need to be written opposing human research on surplus
embryos from IVF procedures, human embryonic stem cell research,
and cloning.  Letters and editorials written to the editors of local
newspapers can influence thousands of people.  Most public officials
are not well informed on this issue, so your letters can be a source of
education for them.  Politicians often need public pressure in order to
do the right thing.  Your letters can keep up that pressure.  Here are
some address to help you get started:

President George W. Bush
White House
1600 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, DC 20500
e-mail: president@whitehouse.gov

Secretary Tommy Thompson
The U.S. Department of Health and Human Services
200 Independence Ave., S.W.
Washington, DC 20201
Toll Free: 1-877-696-6775
e-mail: hhemail@os.dhhs.gov

National Institutes of Health
Office of the Director
Executive Office
Bldg. 2, 1st floor
2 Center Dr. MSC 0205
Bethesda, Maryland 20892-0205
e-mail: odeoinfo@od.nih.gov
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