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Dear		Frend,

Usually	there’s	a	certain	perverse	pleasure	in	saying,	“I	told	you	so.”	It	signals	insight,	
forethought,	clever	anticipation—yet	in	a	self-aggrandizing	way.		That’s	why	it’s	usually	
in	bad	taste	to	do	it.

I	feel	no	such	self-satisfaction,	though,	when	I	tell	you	I	made	a	prediction	20	years	
ago—repeated	publicly	twice	since—that	has	recently	come	to	pass	virtually	to	the	
letter.		In	fact,	I	lament	it	because	there	is	nothing	good	in	the	news.

This	was	an	easy	call,	considering	earlier	developments.		I	simply	observed	the	moral	
trajectory	our	culture	had	adopted	in	the	early	‘90s	and	then	plotted	the	course	ahead.		
Nothing	tricky.

On	February	23,	2012,	the	Journal of Medical Ethics	(JME)	published	an	article	written	
by	philosophers	Alberto	Giubilini	and	Francesca	Minerva.		Its	title	was	“After-Birth	
Abortion:		Why	Should	the	Baby	Live?”

Yes,	you	read	it	right—“abortion”	after	the	baby	is	born.

It’s	a	stunning	title.		It	sounds	like	a	straightforward	appeal	for	infanticide	(it	is).		But	it	
also	suggests	the	authors	reject	any	argument	defending	even	a	newborn’s	right	to	life	
(they	do).

But	that’s	not	the	really	bad	news.	The	more	frightening	reality	is	that	Giubilini	and	
Minerva’s	argument	was	effectively	ratified	long	ago.	These	philosophers	are	simply	
connecting	the	dots.

The	premises	were	endorsed	by	virtually	everyone	in	the	pro-abortion	world	decades	
past	when	they	argued	that	a	fetus	was	human,	but	not	a	person.		In	this	issue	of	Solid 
Ground,	I	chronicle	how	the	deadly	dominoes	have	fallen.

It	is	becoming	almost	trite	to	observe	that	ideas	have	consequences.		Even	so,	it’s	
wisdom	that	never	grows	old.		Read	carefully	and	discover	how	an	idea	suggested	and	
sanctioned	20	years	ago	has	come	home	to	roost	in	the	most	ugly	way.		Note,	also,	what	
it	portends	for	the	future.

For	nearly	two	decades	now	at	STR,	we	have	been	following	those	important	ideas,	
connecting	the	dots	and	equipping	you	to	see	what	others	may	be	missing.		As	we	begin	
our	20th	year	this	month,	it’s	amazing	to	me	looking	back	on	what	God	has	done.		We’re	
very	thankful	for	the	faithful	support	of	those	like	you	who	have	made	it	all	possible.

As	you	read	this	issue	of	Solid Ground, I	hope	you’ll	see	how	important	your	gift	to	us	
is	this	month	to	help	keep	STR	financially	strong.		We	want	to	continue	producing	the	
resources	and	tools	Christians	need	to	face	today’s	challenges—the	tools	you	need	to	
stand	at	the	ready	as	a	capable	ambassador	for	Christ.

Yours	for	the	truth,

Greg	Koukl
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The Death of Humanness

By Greg Koukl
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Twenty years ago I made a 
preposterous prediction,		
then	repeated	it	12	years	later	in	an	issue	of	Solid 
Ground.		I	echoed	it	a	third	time	in	a	Townhall	
column	two	years	following.		Sadly,	last	week	it	
came	to	pass,	virtually	to	the	letter.

In	October	1992,	as	the	keynote	speaker	at	a	
fundraising	banquet	for	the	Conejo	Valley	Crisis	
Pregnancy	Center,	I	warned	the	audience	that	
revolutions	did	not	start	with	rifle	shot	or	cannon	
fire.		Instead,	they	start	with	an	idea	or,	in	this	case,	
the	demise	of	one.		

“We	are	now	in	the	throes	of	one	of	those	quiet,	
but	desperate,	revolutions	in	thought,”	I	said.		I	then	
described	how	an	idea—one	so	critical	to	our	case	
for	human	freedom	it	was	the	pivotal	“self-evident”	
point	of	the	central	document	of	the	American	
experiment—was	fading	towards	extinction.	

The	notion	that	humans	are	different	in	an	
absolutely	glorious	way	from	every	other	created	
thing	is	the	idea	that	singlehandedly	guarantees	our	
liberties	and	secures	our	safety.		This	distinction	is	
an	inherent	quality	that	cannot	be	effaced,	a	fixed	
reality	of	the	“laws	of	nature”	and	a	gift	of	“nature’s	
God.”		It	is	the	one	thing	grounding	our	“unalienable”	
rights—privileges	and	prerogatives	still	in	force	
even	when	denied	or	disregarded.		

Yet	this	core	conviction,	the	very	foundation	of	
human	rights,	is	disappearing.		I	called	its	passing	
the	“death	of	humanness.”1

Slipping Down the Slope
In	the	January	2004	issue	of	Solid Ground,2 

I	warned	of	the	danger	of	slipping	down	what	
ethicists	call	a	“logical	slippery	slope.”	When	one	
action	is	morally	significant,	and	a	second	action	is	
similar	to	the	first	in	a	morally	relevant	way,	then	
the	moral	quality	of	the	first	“slips	over”	to	the	
second.		Murder	is	immoral,	and	some	think	capital	

punishment	is	similar	enough	to	murder	to	make	
capital	punishment	immoral	too.3		That’s	how	it	
works.

The	issue	in	question	at	the	time	was	partial-birth	
abortion.		I	objected	to	calling	the	procedure	an	
“abortion”	for	two	reasons.		

First,	it’s	a	misnomer.		Abortion	happens	to	a	
child	inside	her	mother’s	womb.		With	partial-birth	
abortion,	however,	the	child	is	not	inside	her	mother	
when	she’s	killed;	she’s	mostly	outside.		The	baby	is	
delivered	feet	first	until	only	her	little	head	remains	
in	the	birth	canal.	The	doctor	then	punctures	the	
base	of	the	child’s	skull,	suctions	out	the	brain	tissue	
with	a	catheter,	then	completes	the	delivery	of	the	
baby’s	corpse.4

Freedom	to	abort	is	sacred	in	this	country—a	
woman’s	“Constitutional	right.”		Therefore,	anything	
called	an	abortion	must	be	defended.		However,	
simply	calling	a	procedure	an	abortion	doesn’t	
make	it	one.		In	actual	fact,	partial-birth	abortion	is	
not	an	abortion	at	all,	but	infanticide	with	the	baby’s	
head	covered.		

Even	so,	the	term	stuck,	with	startling	effect.	
Language	cleverly	employed	can	often	conceal	the	
obvious,	even	for	a	justice	of	the	Supreme	Court.	
“Anything	about	infanticide,	babies,	all	that,”	Justice	
Ginsburg	sniffed,	“is	just	beside	the	point	because	
what	this	bans	is	a	method of abortion”5	[emphasis	
added].		To	Ginsburg,	the	issue	with	partial-birth	
abortion	was	not	whether	a	child	was	imperiled,	but	
whether	abortion	was.

When one moral action is 
morally significant, and a 
second action is similar to 
the first in a morally relevant 
way, then the moral quality 
of the first “slips over” to 
the second.
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First	it	was	Roe	v.	Wade	and	abortion	for	any	
reason	(or	for	no	reason	at	all,	it	turned	out).		Before	
long,	medical	authorities	were	arguing	for	the	
liberty	to	harvest	organs	from	living	children	with	
severe	deformities	(e.g.,	anencephaly)	whose	lives	
should	be	sacrificed	for	their	body	parts.7	And	if	
living	children,	why	not	embryos?		Indeed,	why	not	
create	embryos	from	scratch	through	“therapeutic”	
cloning?		And	partial-birth	abortion?		Just	a	few	more	
ticks	up	the	speedometer.

I	closed	my	piece	by	reprising	my	prediction:

Since	[with	partial-birth	abortion]	the	baby	is	just	
one	contraction	away	from	full	birth,	why	not	give	
a	final	push,	completely	deliver	the	child,	and	then	
take	her	life?		Call	it	a	“post-natal	abortion”	if	you	
like—arguably	the	safest	[abortion]	procedure	yet.

Now,	twenty	years	after	I	first	sounded	the	alarm,	
I	am	sad	to	say	my	prognosis	has	come	to	pass.		
Do	not	consider	me	clever	for	predicting	this,	
though.		It	was	easy.		I	understood	that	ideas	have	
consequences.	I	only	stumbled	at	one	point.		I	didn’t	
get	the	wording	perfect.

 “After-Birth Abortion”
On	February	23,	2012,	the	Journal 

of Medical Ethics	(JME)	published	an	
article	written	by	philosophers	Alberto	
Giubilini	and	Francesca	Minerva.		Its	
title	was,	“After-Birth	Abortion:		Why	
Should	the	Baby	Live?”

It’s	a	stunning	title,	when	you	
think	of	it.		Not	only	does	it	signal	a	
straightforward	appeal	for	infanticide	(which	
it	is),	but	it	suggests	the	authors	reject	any	argument	
defending	a	newborn’s	right	to	life	(they	do).		If	that	
sounds	audacious,	then	you	have	not	been	following	
my	argument.

Giubilini	and	Minerva	are	not	moral	mavericks	or	

When a culture’s decline in values begins 
to pick up speed, it becomes velocitized 
and ceases to notice the descent.

Which	leads	to	my	second	concern,	the	logical	
slippery	slope.		If	the	Justice	is	not	concerned	about	
infanticide	or	babies	and	“all	that”—in	spite	of	PB	
abortion’s	clear	kinship	to	outright	baby	killing—
what	principled	argument	bars	her	from	simply	
allowing	the	delivery	to	run	its	course	naturally	and	
then	take	the	child’s	life?

People	often	dismiss	slippery	slope	arguments	
as	overstatements,	but	this	isn’t	the	case	here.		The	
differences	between	PBA	and	infanticide	are	only	a	
few	inches	of	physical	location	and	a	few	seconds	
from	officially	recognized	birth.		What	is	the	moral	
distinction	between	a	fully	delivered	baby	and	one	
with	only	his	head	concealed	in	the	birth	canal?		
None	that	is	relevant.		Location	is	morally	trivial	in	
this	case.

Therefore,	I	warned,	if	partial-birth	“abortion”	is	
countenanced	(or	any	late-term	abortion,	for	that	
matter),	then	infanticide	will	be	equally	simple	
to	defend	providing	one	caveat:		They	do	not	call	
it	infanticide.		They	will	find	a	different	term,	I	
predicted,	to	cleverly	conceal	the	obvious.		They’ll	
call	it	a	“post-natal	abortion.”

Morally Velocitized
I	repeated	this	last	point	in	an	article	at	Townhall.

com	in	the	fall	of	2006,6	where	I	warned	that	our	
culture	was	becoming	“velocitized.”

I	first	heard	the	term	in	driver’s	training	in	high	
school.		When	a	driver	accelerates	from,	say,	30	to	
60	miles	per	hour	and	settles	in,	he	gets	acclimated	
to	his	new	speed	and	loses	his	sense	of	velocity.		
Going	60	feels like	going	30.

This	is	dangerous	on	the	highway,	but	it’s	deadly	
when	it	happens	to	the	moral	consciousness	

of	a	culture.	Years	ago,	Francis	Schaeffer	
said	that	what	was	unthinkable	
yesterday	is	thinkable	today,	and	
ordinary	and	commonplace	
tomorrow.		In	other	words,	
when	a	culture’s	decline	
in	values	begins	to	pick	
up	speed,	it	becomes	
velocitized	and	ceases	
to	notice	the	descent.	

http://jme.bmj.com/content/early/2012/03/01/medethics-2011-100411.short
http://jme.bmj.com/content/early/2012/03/01/medethics-2011-100411.short
http://townhall.com/columnists/gregorykoukl/2006/11/13/morally_velocitized/page/full/
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http://www.str.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=7507
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enough	reasons	for	having	an	abortion	even	
when	the	fetus	is	healthy,	if	the	moral	status	of	
the	newborn	is	the	same	as	that	of	the	infant	and	
if	neither	has	any	moral	value	by	virtue	of	being	
a	potential	person,	then the same reasons which 
justify abortion should also justify the killing of 
the potential person when it is at the stage of a 
newborn.	[emphasis	added]

Do	not	let	the	technical	tone	dull	your	moral	
senses.		This	is	a	classical—and	rationally	valid—
application	of	the	logical	
slippery	slope.		Put	in	a	
colloquial	way,	what’s	
good	for	the	goose	is	good	
for	the	gander.		The	same	
reasons	disqualifying	the	
unborn	as	persons	equally	
disqualify	the	infant;	if	the	first	can	be	killed,	so	can	
the	second.

Again,	there is nothing new here.	Giubilini	
and	Minerva	are	not	being	clever;	they	are	being	
consistent.		The	shift	in	thinking	happened	decades	
ago	and	multitudes	have	already	signed	off	on	it	
without	realizing	it.		

Everything	depends	on	how	you	answer	one	
simple	question.	Your	answer	determines	all	that	
morally	follows	about	abortion,	infanticide,	doctor-
assisted	suicide,	and	even—surprisingly—genocide,	
as	we’ll	see.

Whence Value?
Here’s	the	question:	What	makes	human	beings	

valuable?		Your	answer	is	going	to	be	one	of	
two	things.		It	is	going	to	be	something	inside	a	
human—intrinsic	and	essential	to	human	nature—or	
something	outside—something	added	on.	

Some	things	are	valuable	on	their	own.		Love,	
health,	happiness,	friendship,	and	a	host	of	virtues	
are	all	valued	as	ends	in	themselves	(the	proverb,	
“Virtue	is	its	own	reward,”	signals	this	conviction).		
When	value	is	on	the	“inside,”	we	say	the	value	is	
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philosophical	trendsetters.		They	are	trend	followers.		
The	handwriting	has	been	on	the	wall	for	decades.		
They	are	simply	taking	pro-abortion	logic	seriously.		
Listen	carefully	to	the	thinking	outlined	in	the	
opening	paragraph	of	their	paper:

Abortion	is	largely	accepted	even	for	reasons	
that	do	not	have	anything	to	do	with	the	
fetus’s	health.		By	showing	that	(1)	both	
fetuses	and	newborns	do	not	have	the	same	
moral	status	as	actual	persons,	(2)	the	fact	that	
both	are	potential	persons	is	morally	irrelevant	
and	(3)	adoption	is	not	always	in	the	best	
interest	of	actual	people,	the	authors	argue	
that	what	we	call	“after-birth	abortion”	(killing	
a	newborn)	should	be	permissible	in	all	the	
cases	where	abortion	is,	including	cases	where	
the	newborn	is	not	disabled.

These	philosophers	are	making	a	simple	point:		
Fetuses	and	newborns	are	the	same.		They	are	
human,	but	not	persons.		Both	lack	“those	properties	
which	will	make	them	‘persons’	in	the	sense	of	
‘subjects	of	a	moral	right	to	life,’	that	is,	[the	ability]	
to	make	aims	and	appreciate	their	own	life.”		

Since	neither	fetuses	nor	infants	do	the	things	real	
persons	do,	they	cannot	lay	claim	to	the	rights	real	
persons	have.		Indeed,	neither	has	any	rights:		“The	
alleged	interest	of	potential	people…amounts	to	
zero.”	

“Therefore,”	they	argue,	“…when	circumstances	
occur	after birth	such	that	they	would	have	justified	
abortion,	what	we	call	after-birth abortion	should	
be	permissible”	[emphasis	in	the	original].

They	conclude	with	brevity	and	clarity:

If	criteria	such	as	costs	(social,	psychological,	
economic)	for	the	potential	parents	are	good	
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intrinsic,	inherent	to	the	thing	just	the	way	it	is,	
nothing	added.		Things	with	intrinsic	value	never	
lose	or	gain	worth.		Their	value	is	part	of	what	they	
already	are.

Other	things	(most	things,	in	fact)	are	worthwhile	
for	something	on	the	outside,	for	how	they	function	
as	a	means	to	some	other	end.		When	things	valued	
for	their	function	lose	that	function,	they	also	lose	
their	value.		This	is	because	value	resides	in	the	
role	the	thing	performs,	not	in	the	thing	itself.		An	
illustration	might	help.

Thirty	years	ago	I	worked	in	a	Cambodian	refugee	
camp	in	Thailand.		One	of	the	souvenirs	Khmer	
children	peddled	to	relief	workers	was	riel.		Riel	
was	the	national	currency	of	Cambodia	until	the	
communists	came	to	power	and	forcibly	made	rice	
the	standard	of	monetary	exchange	for	the	country.		
Wads	of	riel	instantly	became	worthless,	save	only	as	
a	tourist	memento.

Money	has	no	intrinsic	value.		It’s	
valuable	only	for	its	function.		Things	
with	functional	value	lose	their	
value	once	they	lose	their	function.		
Simple	enough.

Now,	back	to	my	original	question:	
What	makes	human	beings	valuable?		
Is	it	something	inside	or	something	
outside?		

Classically,	the	former.	When	
Jefferson	penned	the	words	
“All	men	are	created	equal,”	he	
was	referring	to	the	built-in	
(intrinsic)	worth	of	every	human	
being.	This	is	why	we	call	them	
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“human	rights”—rights	simply	in	virtue	of	being	human	
with	no	further	appeal	necessary.

Since	a	human’s	value	can	never	be	gained	or	lost	
(being	essential	to	his	humanity),	then	liberties	based	
on	that	value	can	never	be	gained	or	lost,	either.		They	
are	“unalienable	rights.”		That	was	the	rationale	of	the	
Declaration	and	the	moral	justification	for	the	Revolution.		
The	Founders	took	this	truth	to	be	“self-evident.”		I	think	
they	were	right.		

But	all	of	that	has	changed.		Abortion	on	demand	
altered	the	equation.

Human Non-Persons
Have	you	ever	heard	the	phrase,	“a	human,	but	not	a	

person”	used	to	describe	the	unborn?		Nowadays	it’s	
the	most	foundational	claim	justifying	the	pro-abortion	
position.		What	does	it	mean?		Simply	this:		Merely	being	
human	is	not	adequate	to	secure	“life,	liberty,	and	the	
pursuit	of	happiness.”		Something	more	is	needed.

That	“something	more”	varies	with	who	you	ask.		
When	the	human-but-not-a-person	challenge	is	put	to	
me,	I	always	ask	“What’s	the	difference?”	Usually	I’m	
answered	with	silence	because	the	person	has	never	
pondered	the	question.		This	is	odd	considering	they	
have	essentially	divided	humanity	into	two	camps:		
human	persons	and	human	non-persons.	The	first	
has	the	strongest	protection	under	law;	the	second	
can	be	killed	with	impunity.		Considering	what’s	
at	stake,	it	might	be	helpful	to	know	where	the	
dividing	line	is.	

Giubilini	and	Minerva	offer	their	
recommendation.		The	function	that	certifies	

one’s	moral	right	to	life	is	the	ability	“to	make	aims	
and	appreciate	their	own	life.”		Others	have	different	

http://www.str.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=5117
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lists,	including	(variously)	“sufficient”	intelligence,	
complex	brains,	human-like	awareness,	and	so	on.

One	could	always	ask	where	they	got	their	lists,	
or	why	functions	like	IQ,	skin	color,	or	ethnicity	
couldn’t	be	included	(it’s	been	done).		But	that’s	a	
different	problem.

Here	is	the	monumental	shift	I	want	you	to	see.		
All	such	lists	assume	a	functional	view	of	human	
value.		There	is	nothing	about	being	human	as such	
that	secures	one’s	liberty.		Rights	now	depend	on	
how	any	individual	human	performs.	Doing	(in	
some	sense)	is	what	matters,	not	being.

Whoever	lacks	the	proper	functions,	also	lacks	
a	life	worth	living.		Indeed,	these	are	Giubilini	and	
Minerva’s	very	words:	“Euthanasia	in	infants	has	
been	proposed	by	philosophers	for	children	with	
severe	abnormalities	whose lives can be expected 
to be not worth living…”	[emphasis	added].		Since	
infants	lack	the	functions—and,	therefore,	the	
value—that	justifies	keeping	them	alive,	they	ask:		
“Why	Should	the	Baby	Live?”

“Lebensunwertes Leben”
Now	a	bit	of	ugly	history.		This	notion	of		“lives…

not	worth	living”	(their	words,	not	mine)	has	been	
invoked	before.	It	first	showed	up	in	German	as	
“lebensunwertes leben,”8	literally	“life	unworthy	
of	life.”	It	was	used	to	describe	segments	of	the	
population	who	were	“impaired”	in	some	way.		

Lacking	certain	functions	that	made	life	worth	
living	(in	the	estimation	of	some),	these	human	
beings	also	lacked	the	right	to	live	and	were	thus	
exterminated.		Precisely	who	were	allowed	to	live	
changed	as	time	went	on	and	different	criteria	
were	added	to	the	list	qualifying	some	humans	as	
legitimate	persons.9

This	shift	to	a	functional	view	of	human	value	
was	abetted	by	a	shift	in	language.		Child	euthanasia	
was	carried	out	by	“The	Children’s	Specialty	
Department.”10		Transportation	shuttling	toddlers	to	
the	30-odd	killing	centers	was	provided	for	by	“The	
Common	Welfare	Ambulance	Service.” 11	The	elderly	
were	dispatched	via	“The	Reich	Group	of	Sanitarium	
and	Nursing	Homes.”12		The	government	referred	to	
such	measures	as	“healing”	and	“therapy.”13

It	is	always	risky	to	invoke	such	a	horrid	period	
of	human	history	to	make	a	contemporary	moral	
point.		The	impulse	is	strong	to	dismiss	any	such	
comparison	as	extreme.	“Never	again,”	the	Jews	have	
pledged.		The	Holocaust	is	a	singular	circumstance	
in	human	history.

But	is	it?		In	our	day,	the	foundational	ideological	
shift	has	already	taken	place.	Respected	
philosophers	are	already	asking	of	perfectly healthy 
newborns,	“Why	should	the	baby	live?”	And	people	
are	listening.14		

Worse,	considering	the	reasons	offered	to	justify	
abortion,	they	don’t	have	an	answer.	Given	the	
standard	pro-abortion	distinction	between	mere	
humans	and	human	persons,	what	principled	
argument	is	in	hand	to	rebut	Giubilini	and	Minerva’s	
logic?

But	the	logic	moves	yet	a	step	further.		

Non-Human Persons
During	the	2012	conference	of	

the	American	Association	for	the	
Advancement	of	Science,	the	largest	
such	gathering	in	the	western	
hemisphere,	the	rights	discussion	
took	a	predictable	turn.		Thomas	
White,	an	ethicist	at	Loyola	
Marymount,	argued	that	
dolphins	and	other	cetaceans	
(e.g.,	killer	whales)	should	be	
declared	“non-human	persons”	
with	individual	rights	under	law.15

“The	evidence	for	[cetaceans’]	cognitive	and	
affective	sophistication,”	White	argued,	supports	
his	claim.16	Dolphins	have	thoughts	and	feelings	as	
sophisticated	as	our	own.		Since	they	function	in	
relevantly	similar	ways	as	human	persons,	why	not	
grant	them	the	same	rights	as	human	persons?		In	a	
radio	interview	on	this	point,	I	heard	White	actually	
claim,	“Deliberately	killing	a	dolphin	is	as	bad	as	
deliberately	killing	a	human.”17

The	same	logic	resulted	in	SeaWorld	recently	
being	sued18	(unsuccessfully,	for	the	moment)	for	
using	captive	killer	whales	in	performances.	The	
plaintiffs	invoked	the	13th	Amendment	ban	on	
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slavery	or	involuntary	servitude.		It	was	the	first	time	
a	federal	court	seriously	entertained	legal	arguments	
in	favor	of	animals	having	the	same	Constitutional	
protections	as	humans.		

I	realize	that	for	some	I	have	just	moved	from	the	
sublime	to	the	ridiculous.		Ironically,	though,	these	
claims	make	perfect	sense	when	rights	are	attached	
to	functions.	Indeed,	I	take	this	development	to	be	
inevitable	given	our	present	course.19

The Consequence of Ideas
Mark	the	shift.		First,	being	human	was	all	that	

was	necessary	to	ensure	liberty.		Next,	humanity	
was	necessary,	but	no	longer	adequate	to	qualify	for	
protected	“personhood”	since	some	other	functional	
qualities	were	required.		Now	noteworthy	thinkers	
argue	that	being	human	is	no	longer	even	necessary.

When	certain	humans	are	denied	basic	rights	for	
functional	reasons,	and	certain	animals	are	granted	
those	rights	for	functional	reasons,	it’s	clear	that	being 
human is no longer part of the rights equation at all.		
Human	rights	are	disappearing	in	favor	of	person	rights,	
rendering	the	original	protections	guaranteed	by	the	
Declaration	literally	meaningless.

top 8

You Can Help Stand to Reason

If	you	are	pro-abortion,	ask	yourself	why.		If	your	
rationale	entails	the	human/person	distinction,	even	
implicitly,	then	you	have	bought	into	the	functional	
view	of	human	value.		You	have	stepped	off	the	cliff	
and	are	in	a	moral	free-fall.		You	will	have	nothing	to	say	
when	philosophers	like	Giubilini	and	Minerva	ask,	“Why	
should	the	baby	live?”		You	have	already	ratified	their	
moral	logic,	even	if	at	the	time	you	did	not	grasp	the	
implications.	If	you	don’t	think	so,	then	try	to	explain	in	
honest	and	precise	terms	how	you	escape.

Human	rights	have	been	replaced	by	person	rights.		
And	what	is	a	“person”?		That	depends	entirely	on	who	
happens	to	be	in	power	at	the	moment.

I	have	become	convinced	that	“personhood”	
arguments	are	just	a	legal	and	linguistic	trick	meant	
to	keep	some	members	of	the	human	family	from	
being	considered	bona	fide,	privileged,	and	protected	
members	of	the	human	community.		History	is	strewn	
with	the	wreckage	of	this	move—Dred	Scott,	Germany’s	
“therapeutic”	genocide,	abortion	on	demand,	partial-
birth	abortion,	and	now	“after-birth	abortion.”

Whenever	someone	claims	a	fetus	is	a	human,	but	
not	a	person	(the	standard	defense	for	“choice”),	they	
have	fallen	for	this	trick.		And	if	this	point	of	view	gains	
general	acceptance	(which	it	is	doing),	then	it’s	over.		
The	rest	is	just	detail—minor	skirmishes,	little	clean-
up	efforts.		The	main	battle	has	been	lost.		As	Wesley	
J.	Smith	points	out,	in	the	new	order,	“No	one	is	ever	
permanently	invested	with	human	rights.”20

Humanness	is	dying.		The	concept	of	unique	human	
dignity	is	fading	fast.		We	are	putting	it	to	death.

As you read this issue of Solid Ground, I hope you’ll see how 
important your gift to us is this month to help keep STR financially 
strong.  We want to continue producing the resources and tools 
Christians need to face today’s challenges—the tools you need to 
stand at the ready as a capable ambassador for Christ.

Human rights are disappearing in favor 
of person rights rendering...protections...
meaningless.

http://www.firstthings.com/blogs/secondhandsmoke/2012/02/29/infanticide-and-the-deadly-threat-of-personhood-theory/
http://www.firstthings.com/blogs/secondhandsmoke/2012/02/29/infanticide-and-the-deadly-threat-of-personhood-theory/
https://secure2.convio.net/str/site/Donation2?idb=24321891&df_id=1300&1300.donation=form1&JServSessionIdr004=flzoanxw72.app213b


Stand to  Reason C h r i s t i a n i t y  Wo r t h  t h i n k i n g  A b o u t8

Endnotes

1.	 	“The	Death	of	Humanness”	was	later	broadcast	on	Focus	on	

the	Family	radio	January	18-19,	1996.		The	banquet	was	also	

memorable	because	I	met	my	wife	that	evening.

2.	 Gregory	Koukl,	“Partial-Birth	Abortion	Is	Not	about	Abortion,”	

Solid Ground,	January	2004,	str.org.

3.	 I	don’t	think	this	particular	application	of	the	slippery	slope	is	

sound	(there	are	morally	relevant	distinctions	between	cold-

blooded	murder	and	capital	punishment,	so	the	parallel	is	

flawed),	but	it	does	illustrate	how	the	argument	is	used.

4.	 Frankly,	this	is	old	news,	and	the	ban	on	PB	abortion	has	been	

happily	upheld	by	the	Supreme	Court.		However,	the	logic	of	

partial-birth	abortion	rights	is	still	very	much	in	play	in	our	

culture	and	continues	to	inform	the	current	conversation.

5.	 	“High	Court	Hears	Cases	on	Ban	of	Abortion	Method,”	LA Times,	

11/9/2006.

6.	 Gregory	Koukl,	“Morally	Velocitized,”	Town	Hall	11/13/06.

7.	 Dr.	Charles	Plows,	Chair	of	the	Council	on	Ethical	and	Judicial	

Affairs	of	the	American	Medical	Association,	Letter	to	the	Editor,	

LA Times,	1/17	1996.

8.	 Robert	Jay	Lifton,	The Nazi Doctors—Medical Killing and 

the Psychology of Genocide	(New	York:		Basic	Books/Harper	

Collins,	1986),	21.	

9.	 As	far	as	I	can	tell,	the	Germans	did	not	use	personhood	

language,	but	the	substance	of	their	approach	was	the	same	as	

the	current	human/person	distinction.		Only	the	lists	of	qualities	

making	life	worth	living	are	different.

10.	 Lifton.,	53

11.	 Lifton.,	70

12.	 Lifton,	65.

13.	 For	more	detail,	see	Michael	Burleigh’s	award-winning	

documentary,	“Selling	Murder,”		which	aired	on	the	Discovery	

Channel	in	1994.		Here	Burleigh	chronicles	German	propaganda	

justifying	euthanasia	in	films	like,	“Existence	without	Life”	

(“Dasein ohne Leben”).	

14.	 To	see	the	influence	of	this	shift	on	current	medical	practice	

all	over	the	world	(including	in	the	US),	note	the	remarkable	

disclosures	by	JME’s	editor	in	“Why	Did	the	Journal	[of	Medical	

Ethics]	Publish	an	Article	Defending	Infanticide?,”	jme.bmj.com.

15.	 Cited	at	http://boingboing.net/2012/03/09/the-case-for-dolphin-

rights.html.

16.	 Ibid.

17.	 The	Dennis	Prager	Show,	Salem	Broadcasting	Network,	2/22/12.

18.	 	“SeaWorld	Sued	Over	‘Enslaved’	Killer	Whales,”	BBC	News	

online,	2/6/12.

19.	 There’s	even	speculaton	that	computers	and	robots	be	

considered	“persons”	once	their	functions	justify	it.

20.	 Wesley	J.	Smith,	“Infanticide	and	the	Deadly	Threat	of	

‘Personhood	Theory,’”	First Things,	2/29/12.

•	 Remember the concept of moral velocity. What we allow today will seem 
normal and commonplace tomorrow.

•	 Ideas have consequences. When someone claims that a fetus is human but 
not a person, they have fallen for a linguistic trick meant to keep some in the 
human family from being protected members of the human community.

•	 Keep in mind that human value is intrinsic and is not based on what a person 
can do. If our value is based on function, our rights to liberty and safety 
depend on whoever is in power at the moment.

Putting This Solid Ground into Action
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Good Ideas from Questionable Christians and Outright 
Pagans: An Introduction to Key Thinkers and Philosophies 
Steve Wilkens 
256 Pages (BK231) $19.80
Wilkens provides a convincing rationale for why Christians should study philosophy by 
examining an important issue from the perspective of the following philosophers: Socrates, 
Plato, Aristotle, Augustine, Aquinas, Descartes, Kierkegaard, Marx, Nietzsche, and Sartre. 
Although some Christians tend to view the faith of the above philosophers as questionable 
at best and non-existent at worst, Wilkens finds that many of their ideas can enhance 
Christian faith and yield valuable theological insight. In providing this accessible introduction 
to some of the key ideas and thinkers in philosophy, Wilkens finds strong grounds for living 
“the examined life” (playing off the famous quote by Socrates), urging Christians to engage 
in philosophical reflection, which can strengthen one’s faith and deepen one’s sense of 
wonder with the world God created.

Notes from the Tilt-a-Whirl DVD *NEW* 
N.D. Wilson 
Runtime: 51 Minutes (DVD032) $19.79  
Includes Free Downloadable Study Guide
As a dynamic apologetics tool, the Notes From the Tilt-A-Whirl film series looks at all the 
ways in which people anesthetize themselves to the wonder that surrounds them – how 
humanity has consistently tried to ignore the personality of God in everything from the 
“magic” of quantum physics to nature’s absurdities, to the problem of evil, evolution, and 
hell. These cinematic, frequently humorous, and uniquely beautiful portraits express reality 
unknown to many – a reality that will break down insecurity among Christians and help the 
unchurched to question their doubts.

Stand to Reason Resources...Be Prepared

Click here for Intrn’l purchase

Click here for Intrn’l purchase

Click here for Intrn’l purchase

Does Objective Moral Truth Exist?: A Debate 
Gregory Koukl & Sabina Magliocco 
Two Audio CDs with PDF Study Notes (CD278) $12.95  
Also Available as MP3 Download
Does objective moral truth exist? Are there moral principles that apply to all people, in 
all places, at all times? Moral realists like Greg Koukl contend that moral truths are real, 
objective features of the world. Moral relativists disagree. Moral rules may be real as 
customs or as cultural conventions, but they are not objective truths in themselves because 
there are no moral absolutes of any kind. Dr. Sabina Magliocco, professor of Cultural 
Anthropology at California State University, Northridge, defends this view.

In this debate, taped at the Cal State Northridge campus only a few days after the 9/11 
atrocities, each participant gives a 20-minute opening argument, an 8-minute rebuttal, and 
a 5-minute closing statement, followed by a Q&A session.

top 9

http://www.str.org/site/PageNavigator/sto_regions
http://www.str.org/site/PageNavigator/sto_regions
http://www.str.org/site/PageNavigator/sto_regions
https://secure2.convio.net/str/site/Ecommerce/1844648408?VIEW_PRODUCT=true&product_id=9121&store_id=1161
https://secure2.convio.net/str/site/Ecommerce/413116795?VIEW_PRODUCT=true&product_id=1066&store_id=1161
https://secure2.convio.net/str/site/Ecommerce/701407790?VIEW_PRODUCT=true&product_id=6041&store_id=1161


Stand to  Reason A  F o u n d a t i o n  f o r  B u i l d i n g  A m b a s s a d o r s10

http://www.str.org

Stand to Reason Speakers Near You

Alan Shlemon
May
• 2 Crossline Church, Laguna Hills, CA  

Topic: Homosexuality: Truth & Compassion  
Contact:  (949) 916-0250  or www.crosslinechurch.com

• 5 The Packing House, Redlands, CA   
Topic: Homosexuality: Truth & Compassion  
Contact:  (909) 793-8744 or www.thepackinghouse.org

• 25 North Coast Church, Vista, CA  
Topic: The Case for Intelligent Design  
Contact: (760) 724-6700 or www.northcoastchurch.com/ncu

June
• 11 Summit Ministries, Manitou Springs, CO 

 Topics: Tactics, Pluralism Contact: (866) 786-6483 or  
www.smummit.org

• 20 Hume Lake Christian Camp, Hume, CA  
Topics: Why Should I Trust the Bible, If God Is Good, Why Is There 
Evil & Homosexuality: Truth & Compassion  
Contact: (559) 305-7770  or www.humelake.org

• 28-29 Christian Mission Overseas, San Diego, CA  
Topic: TBD Contact: Eugene Chu, (408) 945-1301 or  
www.ccicnv.org 

Greg Koukl
May
• 14 Finland Apologetics Skype Conference

• 19-25 European Leadership Conference, Eger, Hungary  
Contact: www.euroleadership.org

Brett Kunkle
May
• 5 The Packing House, Redlands, CA  Topic: Why I’m a Christian  

Contact:  (909) 793-8744 or www.thepackinghouse.org

• 22 Summit Ministries, Manitou Springs, CO  
Topics: Tactics, Pluralism   
Contact: (866) 786-6483 or www.summit.org

• 28-31 Heartland Evangelical Free Church, Salt Lake City, Utah  
Topic:  Utah Mission Trip   
Contact:  (308) 946-2595 or www.heartlandefc.org

June
• 1-2 Heartland Evangelical Free Church, Salt Lake City, Utah   

Topic:  Utah Mission Trip   
Contact:  (308) 946-2595 or www.heartlandefc.org

• 5 Upland Christian Academy, Rancho Cucamonga, CA  
Topic: High School Graduation Speaker  
Contact: www.uplandchristianacademy.org

• 9 Smart Faith Apologetics Conference, Phoenix, AZ  
Contact: Shawn White, smw1969@gmail.com

• 25 Summit Ministries, Manitou Springs, CO  
Topics: Tactics, Pluralism   
Contact: (866) 786-6483 or www.summit.org

• 26-30 The Rock of Southwest &  Reece Prairie Baptist 
Church Topic: Utah Mission Trip Contact: John Byrne www.
therockofsouthwest.com or Sam Dallas www.rpbc.org

To get information about inviting an STR speaker to your church,  
email Dawnielle@str.org for Brett or Alan, or Melinda@str.org 
for Greg.

Contact Us Today

(800) 2-reason
www.str.org

(562) 595-7332
www.strplace.org
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June
• 9-10 Heritage Hill Church, Omaha, NE  

Contact: www.heritagehillchurch.com

• 15 Emmanuel Faith, Escondido, CA  7 p.m.  
Topic:  The Intolerance of Tolerance 
Contact: www.efcc.org
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http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2125974247?view=Detail&id=112641
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http://www.str.org/site/Calendar/2125974247?view=Detail&id=113522
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Contact Us Today

(800) 2-reason
www.str.org

(562) 595-7332
www.strplace.org
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Sign up to receive Greg’s bi-monthly mentoring 
letters. You can also choose to receive the Solid 
Ground print edition. Each month, Greg writes a 
personal letter covering a tactic or timely challenge 
to the Christian faith. By subscribing for free, 
you’ll also receive the monthly STR Suggests, 
which  highlights a new resource in the world of 
apologetics that we think is worthy of attention.

You’ll also receive a 
heads up when one of 
STR’s speakers will be 
speaking in your area.  

Subscribe	here.

STR, Building Ambassadors 
through Dynamic Content

Sign Up Today Share with a Friend

Share on Facebook or Twitter

We think the Enhanced Solid Ground is perfect 
for sharing with your friends, and it’s never been 
easier. Simply attach this pdf to an outgoing 
email. You can also forward the STR email 
containing the link to the Enhanced Solid Ground 
to anyone you’d like.  

If you are new to Stand to Reason, receive 
a FREE mp3 of “Ambassadors	for	Christ:	The	
Essential	Skills” by Greg Koukl.  Visit our online 
store and use this discount code at checkout: 
NEWREGGIFT.  

Please, only new friends.

We Hope You Do!

When you choose to support the work of STR through 
a financial contribution, you deepen your partnership 
with STR.  You help provide the means for every speaking 
engagement, every written resource, every broadcast, 
and every mouse-click made on our website.

STR Depends on You

Would you like to play a strategic role 
in STR’s work? When you become a 
Strategic Partner and support STR with a 
monthly pledge, you join a special group 
of people who help to equip Christians to 
graciously defend classical Christianity 
and classical Christian values.

Get Strategic!

Strategic 
Partner 

Information

Your Support Is Needed

http://www.str.org
http://www.strplace.org
http://www.str.org/site/PageServer?pagename=monthly_letter_sign_up_2010
http://www.str.org/site/PageServer?pagename=Training_ABC
http://www.str.org/site/PageServer?pagename=Training_ABC
http://www.str.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=9400
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