SG6 - The Author of Life (Ps. 139:13-18)
Reboot: Seeing God as God Again (Ps. 139)
Total Devotion '15 - '16
Getting Equipped
1. Stand To Reason utilizes an acronym called the SLED test to question assumptions and explain how personhood and life ought or ought not to be determined. Discuss each part of the SLED acronym and the following ‘Questions To Consider.’ Consider how this acronym can help equip you for future conversations.

S - Size
L - Level of Development
E - Environment
D - Degree of Dependency

a. SIZE: Size and appearance do not determine personhood
i. The unborn is smaller than a toddler, but toddlers are also smaller than teenagers or adults. It’s true that embryos and fetuses are much smaller than a newborn baby. It’s also true that during different stages of development the preborn might not look like what some would consider a “normal” human being. But at all stages of their development, the preborn are still human beings that look exactly the way every other human being has looked at that particular time in their development  They still have the same DNA and genetic makeup as they will when they are toddlers, teens and adults.
ii. Questions to consider: Do humans lose value when they don’t look right? Does size equal value? Can men oppress women just because women are generally smaller than them? Are preschoolers less valuable than teenagers because they’re smaller?
b. LEVEL OF DEVELOPMENT: Personhood is not determined by level of development and abilities
i. The unborn is less developed than a toddler, but toddlers are less developed than teenagers and adults and yet still human. Embryos and fetuses are not as developed as an adult but again what difference should this make?
ii. Questions to consider:  Is a person’s value defined by her abilities, by what she can or can’t do? Do we forfeit our rights as human persons—our claim to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness—because we don’t have the capabilities others have? What if we could no longer play chess, run bases, read, or remember? Many disabled adults are less “developed” than many newborns, but that hardly justifies killing them. Do stronger, more capable, more intelligent people have more rights than others? Do human beings become disposable simply because at their level of development they are helpless, defenseless, and dependent?
c. ENVIRONMENT: Location has no bearing on personhood.
i. Baby Rachel (Rachel Caruso) was born prematurely at 24 weeks, in the middle of her mother’s second trimester. On the day of her birth, Rachel weighed 1 pound, 9 ounces, but dropped to just under 1 pound soon after. She was so small she could rest in the palm of her daddy’s hand. She was a tiny, living, human person. Heroic measures were taken to save her life because she was a vulnerable and valuable human being. If a doctor had killed Rachel while she quietly slept at her mother’s breast, we would have recoiled in horror at this homicide. However, if this same little girl—the very same Rachel—was inches away from the outside world, resting inside her mother’s womb, she could be legally killed by abortion. 
ii. Questions to consider: If we are valuable human persons, do we cease being valuable because we move locations by crossing the street, moving from the kitchen to the den, or simply rolling over in bed? If it’s wrong to kill an innocent human child at one location, then it’s wrong to kill that same innocent human child located six inches away. If it is considered homicide to take the life of any child like little Rachel outside her mother’s womb, then why is it legally protected to take the same life for the same reasons at exactly the same stage of development while inside her mother’s womb? Nothing changes except the child’s location.
d. DEGREE OF DEPENDENCY: Personhood is not determined by dependency
i. The unborn’s dependency on his mother for biological sustenance is irrelevant to the baby’s value. No baby is “viable” if degree of dependency matters because babies of all ages depend on their mothers for feeding, whether via blood (an umbilical cord), breast, or bottle. In this sense, no child is “viable” even years after he or she is born. All physically dependent people are at risk if degree of dependency determines their value. 
ii. Thoughts to consider: Dr. Bernard Nathanson—formerly one of the largest abortion providers in New York City and an original founder of NARAL (National Abortion Rights Action League)—now points out as a prolifer that there is no ethical difference between an unborn child who is plugged into and dependent upon her mother and a kidney patient who is plugged into and dependent upon a kidney machine. Human beings may be dependent on other people or other machines for their survival, but they aren’t dependent on others for their value.

2. What word (“it” vs. “he/she”) do you use when you refer to a baby in the womb? What does our own language tell us about our worldview? 
Getting Involved

3. The issue of abortion and the pro-life stance that we Christians take on the matter is very much related to what we’ve been learning about in TD, about orphans and adoption. 


a. A common argument that pro-choice people make is that “pro-lifers don’t really care about pregnant women, or about children once they’re born and their quality of life.” What are your thoughts on this? 



b. What can we as Christians do, to make sure we are not just pro-birth, but pro-life? How can we support mothers and their children not only before birth, but also after? 


As pro-lifers, when we oppose abortion, we are asking that pregnant women consider adoption as an option. And so when we get involved in adoption and orphan care, we are putting our money where our mouth is, following up on our claim that the baby’s life is of value and worth. It is easy for us to think poorly of mothers who abandoned their babies or put them up for adoption. But in reality, the fact is that they kept their baby alive and allowed the baby a chance to live, especially in a world where abortions are performed so commonly. Sometimes, given their circumstances, the best thing they could’ve done for their child was to carry him to full term and delivery, and then put him up for adoption into a family who could care for him well. What a loud and beautiful statement we would make as Christians, when we care for orphans, as it says in James 1:27 - pure and undefiled religion in God’s sight! 

c. Discuss within your small group how your group will be getting involved with Rafiki Foundation/Show Hope. Dream, plan, implement, pray. And most importantly, follow through!


Getting Real
4. How does Psalm 139:13-18 change the way you view yourself? What difference would it make to see yourself as fearfully and wonderfully made?



5. Do you struggle to see God’s handiworks as wonderful? In what way? Can you say that your “soul knows it very well” (like David does in v. 14)?



6. The word ‘ordain’ in v. 16 means to fashion and form, the way a potter does with clay. As you read this verse, what meaning does it take on for you? What personal implications are there, as it relates to the days and events of your life?



7. How does Psalm 139:13-18 change the way you view and treat others? Are there specific people who come to mind, whom God is calling you to see as fearfully and wonderfully made? What specific actions can you take to treat them as such? 
Getting Personal
8. As you end your small group time, read Psalm 139 aloud as a group, with each person taking a verse. But instead of saying, “I”, “me”, “my”, etc., replace it with your own name. Make it a time of worship, and be in awe at what a personal God and Creator we have! 

