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Orhe unfolding of Your word gives lightO
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The Bible and Marriage

The very heart of our existence is relaionship. When God
created man, He said, Q.et Us make man in Our image,

according to Our likenessO(Gen. 1:26). As the Father, Son,

and Holy Spirit exist in relaionship, so wewere created for
relationship. GGod creasted man in His own image, in the
image of God He created him; male and female He created
them.O(Gen. 1:27) In asense, the relationship of man to
woman, supremely expressed in marriage, reflectsthe very
image of God. Man and woman are incomplete gpart from
one another: At is not good for the man to be doned
(Gen. 2:18).

ror thisreason a
man shdl leave his
father and his
mother, and be
joined to hiswife;
and they shall
become oneflesh.O
(Gen. 2:24)
Marriage isthe holy
. union of aman and
= awoman. It isan

¢ ¢  excusve
s y relationship. G50
Aot v they are no longer
AR iy two, but one flesh.
P\ !
— Wha therefore

God has joined together, let no man separate. O(Matt. 19:6)
Marriage is permanent and binding B only death can undo
it. GFor the married woman is bound by law to her
husband while heisliving; but if her husband dies, sheis
antinue onp. 2

court (Singer v. Harg,
Washington State Court of
Appeds, May 20, 1974),
the validity of marriage by
(persons of same sexOwas
denied, and marriage was
defined as Qhe legd union
of one man and one
woman.O

The decision dso
addressed the nature of marriage: its purpose Osto give
effect to the public policy of marriage being an gopropriate
and desirable forum for procreation and rearing of
children. The prohibition of same-sex marriages reults
from the impossibility of procreaion.O

antinue onp. 2

The Sngle-Celled Soul

The cover sory of the May 2004 issue of Disowr magazine
asksthe question, QVhen Does
Viable Life Begin20T hisis the key
guestion among anti- and pro-
abortionists. The reader of Disow is
assured that Gxcience has an answer.O
While Qoro-choiceOadvocates have
pretended that science defendstheir
position (even as they accuse pro-life
advocates of having abackward and
outdated world view), more and more
opponents of abortion are citing
scientific evidence as supporting the Biblicd view.

In the womb God fashioned us (Jdb 31:15) and wove us
antinne anp. 4
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The Bible and Marriage (antinued framp. 1)

released from the law concerning the husband. So then, if while her husband is living she is joined to another man, she shal be
cdled an adulteress, but if her hushand dies, she isfree from the law, so that sheisnot an adulteress though sheisjoined to
another man.O(Rom. 7:2-3)

The Greek word for marriage, ganos (in Heb. 13:4 and elsewhere), isthe root word for gamete, or the reproductive cell Bthe
mature mae sperm and female egg, which are capable of fusing with one another to produce a zygote (fertilized egg). In alike
manner, a husband joins with his wife for the same purpose. Gams anoun, is nominative, masculine, and singular. In essence,
then, marriage isthe agreement that amae entersinto for the purpose of reproduction. Because gamosis masculine, one
member of the union must be amale. Because it is areproductive agreement, the other member of the union must be afemale.
Marriage can only be aunion between a man and awoman.

Marriage is aspiritual union, aunion tha isillustrative of God@relationship with | sradl. O will betroth you to Me forever; yes,
| will betroth you to Mein righteousness and in jugtice, in lovingkindness and in compassion, and | will betroth you to Mein
fathfulness. Then you will know the Loro.O(Hos. 2:19-20) The ingtitution of marriage dso symbolizes the unity of Christ
with His church (2 Cor. 11:12, Eph. 5:22-33, Rev. 19.7, etc.). So vitd isthis unity that the only cause for the dissolution of a
marriage istha sin which disunites. adultery (Matt. 5:32). Marriage is acovenant in the eyes of God. (Ma. 2:13-16).

Though the Bible appears to be clear on the subject, scholars still debate the Bible@ teachings on marriage. Dr. James B.
DeYoung, aprofessor of New Testament Language & Literature a Western Seminary in Portland, said many of the Bible®
passages on marriage call for aman to take multiple wives. Passages cited include 2 Sam. 3:2-5, 5:13; 1 Kin. 11:3; and 2 Chr.
11:21, which describe the many wives and concubines of the patriarchs. It must be remembered, however, that athough the
Bible describes sin in sometimes excruciaing detail, sin is never condoned. The fact of polygamy istreated, even in the Old
Tegtament, asincompatible with the Divine ided and hasitsfirg instance in the two wives of Lamech (Gen. 4:19). Kings were
waned againg polygamy (Deut. 17:17). Noah, | saac and Jaseph had each only one wife, and the Biblicd image of domestic
happiness is dways connected with monogamy (Psa. 128, Prov. 31).

In summary, the ingtitution of marriage is described by the Bible as aunion, in the sight of God, of one man and one woman,
aunion tha is not intended to be severed by any force other than the physical death of a spouse.

* * *

Homosexual Marriage: A Contradiction in Terms (antinued framp. 1)

Further, the court staed, in response to the dlegetion that the prohibition of same-sex marriages violaes the ERA (Equd
Rights Amendment), On response to appellantsCrontention, the state points out that dl same-sex marriages are deemed illegd
by the gate, and therefore argues that there isno violation of the ERA s0 long as marriage licenses are denied equdly to both
mde and femae pairs. | n other words, the state suggests that appdlants are not entitled to relief under the ERA because they
have faled to make a showing that they are somehow being treated differently by the sate than they would be if they were
femdesE We are of the opinion that acommonsense reading of the language of the ERA indicates that an individua®
aforded no protection under the ERA unless he or shefirs demonsratesthat aright or responsibility has been denied solely
because of that individua® sex. Appéllants are unable to make such a showing because the right or responsibility they seek
does not exist. The ERA does not create any new rights or responsbilities, such asthe conceivable right of persons of the
same X to marry one another; rather, it merely insures that existing rights and responsilities, or such rights and
responsibilities as may be created in the future, which previoudy might have been wholly or partialy denied to one sex or to
the other, will be equally available to members of either sex.O

Of the contention that aban on homosexua marriage is andogousto aban on interraciad marriage, the court said, OVe do not
find such an analogy. The operative digtinction liesin the relationship which is described by the term @arriageQtsalf, and that
relationship isthe lega union of one man and one woman. Washington statutes, specificaly those relating to marriage (RCW
26.04) and maritd (community) property (RCW 26.16), are clearly founded upon the presumption that marriage, as alegd
relationship, may exist only between one man and one woman who are otherwise qudified to enter tha rdaionship... Thereis
no anaogous sexud classfication involved in the ingant case because appellants are not being denied entry into the marriage
relationship because of their sex; rather, they are being denied entry into the marriage relationship because of the recognized
definition of that relationship as one which may be entered into only by two persons who are members of the opposite sex.0
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In summary, the court quoted another case, Baker v. Nelson: Orhe institution of marriage as a union of man and woman,
uniguely involving the procreation and rearing of children within afamily, is as old asthe book of Genesis... This historic
ingitution manifestly is more deeply founded than the asserted contemporary concept of marriage and societd interestsfor
which petitioners contend. The due process clause of the Fourteenth Amendment isnot acharter for restructuring it by
judicid legidation. The equd protection clause of the Fourteenth Amendment, like the due process clause, is not offended by
the state® classification of persons authorized to marry.O

In 1996, in reponse to Singer v. Haraand similar lawsuits, the US Congress passed the
Defense of Marriage Act (DOMA). The act passed the House of Representatives by avote

of 342 to 67, and the Senate by avote of 85to 14. This act defined marriage for purposes of
Federd law: Qn determining the meaning of any Act of Congress, or of any ruling, regulation,

P | or interpretation of the various administrative bureaus and agencies of the United States, the
t’t o . word harriagedmeans only alegal union between one man and one woman as husband and
i By iz wife, and the word QpouseQrefers only to a person of the opposite sex who isahusband or a
" wife.OThis makes explicit what has been understood under federd law for over 200 years,

i that amarriage isthe legd union of aman and awoman as hushand and wife, and aspouseis
ahushand or wife of the opposite sex.

| same-sex unions. ON o State, territory, or possession of the United States, or Indian tribe,
shdl berequired to give effect to any public act, record, or judicid proceeding of any other
Sae, territory, possession, or tribe respecting arelaionship between persons of the same sex
that istreated as amarriage under the laws of such other Sae, territory, possesson, or tribe, or aright or clam arising from
such relationship.OArticle |V of the U.S. Constitution requires every stateto give Gull faith and creditOto the laws, records
and judicid proceedings of other states, but the article dso alows Congress to determine the effect of those sate laws.

" DOMA adso dlows each Sae to decide for itself whether it wantsto grant legd satusto

A point of argument against defining marriage on afederd leve could be the 10th Amendment to the U.S Constitution which
reads, Orhe powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to
the States respectively, or to the people.Oln response, aconstitutional anendment has been proposed reading: Marriage in
the United Sates shdl consst only of the union of aman and awoman. Neither this Congitution, nor the constitution of any
Sae, shdl be congtrued to require that marriage or the legal incidents thereof be conferred upon any union other than the
union of aman and awoman.Oln aspeech given on February 24, 2004, President Bush said, Marriage cannot be severed
from itsculturd, religious and natura roots without weakening the good influence of society. Government, by recognizing and
protecting marriage, servesthe interests of al. Today | cal upon the Congress to promptly pass, and to send to the states for
raification, an amendment to our Congtitution defining and protecting marriage as a union of man and woman as husband
and wife. The amendment should fully protect marriage, while leaving the stete legidatures free to make their own choicesin
defining legal arrangements other than marriage.O

Proponents of homosexud marriage often cite higtoricd precedence for such unions. Unfortunately for them, thereis no such
precedence. While homosexudity was practiced in the ancient world, homosexua marriage was not. In ancient Egypt,
marriage was both monogamous and polygamous (and sometimes incestuous) but it was never homosexua. Marriage was
based on simple consent and cohabitation. Ancient Greek marriages were more forma due to property concerns, but its
purpose was the procreation of children. There are isolated instances of conjugal contracts between men (which were met with
generd disgpproval), but persons of the same sex never married. The ancient Roman concept of marriage was expressed by
Herennius Modestinus, who wrote that marriage was Qajoining together of aman and awoman, and a partnership for lifein
dl areas of life, asharing in divine and human lawO(Dige, 23.2.1). Homosexua marriage was unknown in the ancient world.
Indeed, for nearly two millennia, the Western legdl tradition has defined marriage as a heterosexuad monogamous union
designed for the procreation and nurture of children, the mutua help and companionship of husband and wife, and the
mutual protection of both parties from sexud sin. Thisdefinition of marriage has been woven deeply into the fabric of
Western law, and is il reflected today in thousands of American laws.

Marriage, then, both historicaly and legdly, describes the socidly and legally sanctioned union of aman and awoman.
Domestic partnerships, civil unions, spiritual companionships, etc. do not constitute marriage, and any similar unions in past
hisory were never treated on equal grounds with the marriage of aman and awoman. Marriage is based primarily on
procreation and secondarily on the promotion of the development of a child@character within a stable family. It is a biological
fact that only a union between a man and awoman can produce a child. No amount of legidation or argument can change
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redity. Marriage promotes family, which in turn serves the larger civic community of which it isapart. Homosexua unions, on
the other hand, are salf-serving. AHomosexud marriageQis, then, clearly acontradiction in terms.

* * *

The Sngle-Celled Soul (antinued framp. 1)

(Psa. 139:13) and formed us (Isa 44:24). God told Jeemiah, Before | formed you in the
womb | knew you, and before you were born | consecrated you; | have appointed you a
prophet to the nationsOThe Psdmist said, Q will give thanksto You, for | am fearfully and
wonderfully made; wonderful are Your works, and my soul knowsit very wel. My frame was
not hidden from You, when | was made in secret, and skillfully wrought in the depths of the
earth.O(Psa 139:14-15) Here the inward parts of the earth serve as ametaphor for the
mother@womb which isthe dark workshop of God® creative hand (the same metaphor is
used in Eph. 4:9). Though man and woman are active participants in conception, it is God
who gives life and shgpes our bodies. While yet in the womb, the Lord clothed us with skin
and flesh and knit us together with bones and sinews (Job 10:11). Jchn the Beptist was filled
with the Holy Spirit while yet in the womb (Luke 1:15) and Paul was set gpart for the Gospe
of God whilein the womb (Gal. 1:15, cf. Rom. 1:1).

Exodus 21:22-25 is sometimes cited by abortionists as evidence that God consdersthe fetus
to be something less than human: Of men struggle with each other and strike awoman with
child so that she gives birth prematurely, yet there is no injury, he shadl surdly be fined asthe
woman® husband may demand of him, and he shall pay as the judges decide. But if there is any further injury, then you shal
gopoint as apendty life for life, eyefor eye, tooth for tooth, hand for hand, foot for foot, burn for burn, wound for wound,
bruise for bruise.OBut it should not be presumed that this premature birth produces adead child as does abortion. The
Hebrew word often rendered misarriagein this context is yaa, which dmost dways refersto the emergence of aliving thing
(Gen. 1:24, 8:17, 15:4, 25:26, 1 Kings 8:19, 2 Kings 20:18, etc.). In this case, the passage could be trandated Qhe child comes
forth.OThus, the phrase, Gho injuryOcould apply equally to both mother and child and if either is harmed, the pendty is Qife
for life, tooth for tooth, hand for hand,Oetc.

The moment of conceptlon

The mordity of aortion hinges on exactly whenin the womb personhood is achieved. Aristotle (384-322 B.C.) was influentid
with hisideathat movement in afetusfirst occurs 40 days after conception for males and 90 days after conception for females
(Higayd Animels 7.3). The concepts of Gembryo inanimatusOand Gembryo animatusOwere further developed by Augustine
(On Exadug and Thomas Aquinas (On the Truth o theCathdicFaith, 2.89) into the notion of Qidlayed ensoulment,Othe belief

. that afetus originaly has a vegade soul which evolvesinto an animd soul later in
gestation. Thus contraception and abortion were not condemned by the church if
performed early in gestation. By coincidence, this 90 day limit happensto be
goproximately equd to the end of the first trimegter, the point a which the US
Supreme Court decided that states could begin to restrict awoman@ access to
abortion.

The quegtion of when the soul enters the body may seem asfutile as wondering
how many angels can dance on the head of apin. But if we accept that God creates
each individuad soul a the moment that He givesit abody, then the answer liesin
when the physical body begins. Today, many Christians believe that QoersonhoodOis
achieved within thefertilized egg a the moment of conception. Thisideais often
dismissed because very often fertilized eggs fail to implant and many more abort
ealy in pregnancy. If these are al human beings, some see this as a clear indication
that God careslittle for human life. But consider that when the sperm carriesits 23
chromosomes to unite with the oocyte® (the unfertilized egg®) 23 chromosomes, a
zygote (asingle cdll) results which carries aunique set of 46 chromosomes, the
complete genetic substance of ahuman being. From this point, the zygote
undergoes dqnificant changes, but not subdantia changes. That the zygote, if it
survives, will become ahuman being is certain. It will never become afish or agoat
or amonkey. It will grow into a person just like us, indeed dl who are dive and al who have died were a one time a zygote.
This Gertilized eggOis merely the first of many stages in the growth of afull-term child. That so many of these zygotes perish

The single-celled soul. Mde and
femde chromosomes (in the spheres
near the center of the zygote) are
about to combine into acomplete
human-defining nucleus.
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before birth does not reflect God®lack of concern for human life, but rather it isthe result of sin@effect on the biologica
ided as originally created before the fdl of man. Many babiesdie in infancy, but this does not suggest that they are somehow
less than human. D oesthe fact that 100% of dl elderly people die indicate that they are inferior to those in other stages of
devdlopment?The source of death isthe same a any stage of physicd growth: sin.

The human substance of the zygote ismaintained as it becomes amorula (when cleavage begins after about 3 days), then a
blastocyte (that implantsin the uteruswal 5 to 7 days after conception). At this point, there is a66% chance that the embryo
will develop into a baby who will survive birth. An embryo becomes afetus when the first bone cells gppear in cartilage about
7 weeks after conception. Survivd rate a this point is 97%.

But to return to the question posed by Disowr magazine: When does viable life begin? The term vigdeis used in two different
ways. With regard to afetus, it usudly is used to refer to the condition of being capable of living outside the uterus. Thus,
viability is often placed a about seven months (28 weeks), and sometimes earlier, even a four months. | n abroader biologica
sense, however, to be viable isto be cgpable of living; it isto have the ability to grow and to develop. Science, it turns out, @n
offer an answer. Research by secular scientists such as Janathan Van Blerkom (aprofessor a the University of Colorado a
Denver) and David Albertini (adevelopmentd biologist at Tufts Univerdty in Boston) is suggesting that the viability of life
may be determined long before fertilization. Ot involves the way an egg cell is built,Oaccording to the article, Gand how
information positioned during that construction affects the fate of the embryoO(p. 33). A maturing egg cell reduces its number
of chromosomes from 46 to 23 through a process cdled maads In thefirst stage, one expendable sack of haved DNA is
positioned near the cell@surface. Thisis caled the Girst polar body,Oand it represents the primordial nucleus that the egg cell
is destined to form. Prior to ovulation, the egg undergoes a second meiosis that creates aweb-like complex of microtubules
(hollow protein filaments) called the sinde Through forcestha are not understood, an axis and poles within the cell develop
which sets up the internd organization of the egg®cytoplasm. It isthis organization of the cell@ structure that determines the
viability of the egg.

Most of the research described above has been conducted in connection with | VF (in\itrofertilization) clinics. Ironicdly, it is
becoming clear that | VF methods can interfere with the polarity of the egg, which in turn can adversely affect | VF births.
Hedlth effects may be subtle. OThere@ no systematic, organized mechanism for follow-up,OVan Blerkom concedes. OAnd the
reason for that istha people don®want itO(p. 39).

What those who favor the option of abortion don®want to hear isthat the unborn child is ahuman being. In fact, they would
argue, the QpersonhoodOof the fetusis based on the emotion of the woman who is carrying it. Personhood, they would argue,
isadirect function of whether the child iswanted or is unwanted. Thus, in the eyes of the law, it isconsidered murder if an
expectant mother is assaulted and, though she survives, the fetusis lost. But amother, who decides tha her fetus should not
come to term, may exercise the option to kill it with legd impunity.

The gppedl to emotion has shifted from the (oro-lifeOto the Qoro-choiceOside as science, through technological innovation,
has made seen what has been hidden from the eyes of man, that is, genetic and morphologicd details during the very
beginning stages of human life within the womb. Science, more and more, has been pushing back the time a which movement
and cdl specidization can be detected. No more is the embryo considered to pass through evolutionigtic anima stages asiit
becomes human, but rether, it is known to have become singularly human a conception. The fertilized egg can no longer be
considered to be like atumor, nor isit any more a parasite than ababy suckling a the breast of itsmother. It isan individualy
defined human life that has been knit by the very hand of God to serve His purposes.

Theroot of awoman®@desire for autonomy over her own body, and the body of the child growing within her, isthe desire for
independence from God, the same GreedomOsought by Satan that led to his expulsion from heaven and by Adam and Eve
that resulted in their expulsion from Eden. Thisfreedom is not freedom at dl, but it israther davery Ddavery to sin. The
Supreme Court ruled, QAt the heart of liberty isthe right to define one® own concept of existence, of meaning, of the universe,
and of the mystery of human life.O(Planned Parenthood of Southeastern Pa. v. Casey, 505 U.S 833, 1992) But the Bible tells
us, Orhere is away which seemsright to aman, but itsend isthe way of death.O(Prov. 14:12; cf. Deut. 12:8, Jud. 17:6, Prov.
16:2)

Scripture taken from the NEW AMERICAN STANDARD BIBLE™ , Copyright © 1960, 1962, 1963, 1971, 1972, 1973, 1975, 1977, 1995 by The Lockman Foundation. Used
by permission.



