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Natural Law and Divine Law


Life is the most precious gift that God has given to
man. According to Scripture, life begins at conception. In the book
of Jeremiah, God said to the young prophet “Before I formed thee in
the belly, I knew thee; and before thou camest forth out of the
womb I sanctified thee ” (1:4-5 KJV) In Isaiah it is written “The
Lord hath called me from the womb; from the bowels of my mother
hath he made mention of my name” (49:1) The Biblical evidence is
clear that life begins at conception and that God has a plan for
every individual even before their birth if only they would accept
His divine calling.

 

In this fallen world, too many in society no
longer hold Scripture in high esteem. Some people outright reject
God's calling to grace through his Son Jesus Christ preferring to
live in the shame of their sins. False churches have risen which
seek to deny the inerrancy of Scripture or muddle what is plainly
written. It's as if they think that without God and His promises,
they can justify their wicked behavior. However, it is written in
Scripture that:

 


[T]he wrath of God is revealed from heaven
against all ungodliness and unrighteousness of men, who suppress
the truth in unrighteousness because what may be known about God is
manifest in them, for God has shown it to them. For, since the
creation of the world, His invisible attributes are clearly seen,
being understood by the things that are made, even His eternal
power and Godhead, so that they are without excuse, because,
although they knew God, they did not glorify Him as God, nor were
thankful, but became futile in their thoughts, and their foolish
hearts were darkened. (1 Rom. 18-21)



 

Since the time of creation, God established
His authority over all the things that He made. Through the gift of
reason, man is able to study God's laws through what He has made
through the discovery of natural laws that
can never be altered or broken. Natural
law and divine
law stem from
the same source; the divine nature
and everlasting power of God. A
society that does
not follow the
course of natural
law is punished
through economic depravity,
moral degeneration, and
constant strife. Natural
law is a true
mark of His
power in that
to live in a
good society, His
ways must be adhered
to whether people
believe in Him
or not. Defying
His ways is
like trying to
defy the laws
of gravity. One can always try to
fight against it, but in
the end must
fail due to the
truth that is
plain before
him. As the great economist
Fredrick Bastiat once wrote:

 


Christianity itself tells us that it has
not come to oppose the natural law, but to confirm it. We can
scarcely admit that God, who is the supreme principle of order,
should have made an arbitrary classification of human actions, that
He should have denounced punishment on some, and promised reward to
others, and this without any regard to the effects of these
actions, that is to say, to their discordance, or concordance, in
the universal harmony. When He said, “Thou shalt not
kill—thou shalt not steal,” no doubt He had in view to prohibit
certain acts because they were hurtful to man and to society, which
are His work.[1]












Natural Law and Property Rights


     Natural law is an ethical
system which stems from self-evident and unchanging truths found in
nature. The purpose of this ethical system is to establish a
consistent ethic which can never be contradictory nor found in a
false premise. It is through this ethical system that laws should
be made so that men may form peaceful societies where they are free
to work, trade, and form bonds of friendship and love. It is this
peace which brings about economic growth which allows society and
culture to flourish. However, its not only that society may
flourish that men are to follow natural law. It's only possible to
have a society bound together in fraternal love where there are
laws to punishes those who harm their fellow man through malice,
ignorance, and greed. The fact that there are laws is a testament
not only to man's wicked tendencies, but that men also seek to
rectify those tendencies through a system of restitution and
repentance.

 

Natural law stems from the fact that men own
property. This property is first manifested in the
undeniable premise that
a person owns
his own body
and can will it
to do as he
pleases in whatever
capacity that he
is not hindered
by natural biological
functions or outside forces. No person has the will power to
force another person's will to do anything. The mind which controls
the body is the singular source of will power. Your will power is
yours and yours alone. “It is true, of course, that
many of your actions are prompted by suggestions and requests or
orders and commands from others; but that doesn't change the fact
that the decision to act and the action itself are always under
your own control.”[4]

 

To understand how property can first be
recognized by law, there are three things to consider. First, the
person must be the rightful possessor or occupier of the said
property. This means that he either acquired his property by
possessing or occupying something unowned in nature or that he
received the item peaceably either through trade or gift from
another person. Since all men are property owners and seek to
preserve their property in a way to maximize their own happiness,
no one has the right to harm, steal, or destroy another person's
property via an act of aggression. This is in part what it means to
love your neighbor as yourself.

 

Property can also be recognized by the
individual's ability to distinguish one thing from another. This
comes from the fact that human beings are conscious and know that
they are conscious of things which are not of them. For example, a
person looking at an orange knows that there is a distinction
between himself and the orange. He can not
be the orange that he is looking at.
From here a person is able to also distinguish between various
things which exist apart from him. Mathematics is based upon the
principle that things which are distinguishable from one another
are placed into classes and then counted. For example, if there are
two oranges an individual can know that both those oranges do not
share a similar existence, they are separate beings. However, by
classifying these oranges based upon their similarities, an
individual will know that by adding another item of the same class
(another orange) will give him three oranges. It is this ability to
distinguish which allows an individual to know that (“I am me” “She
is” “It is” etc.). Also it allows the individual to know what is
theirs and what is not (“My Body, his body” and “My property, her
property” etc.).

 

Lastly, a person must be alive in order to be
able to distinguish property that is theirs and to consciously
occupy any unowned or traded good. Thus, a person's life is the
core of his property rights.

 


It is… obvious that… [the] property right to
one's own body must said to be justified
a priori, for anyone who tried to justify any norm whatsoever would
already have to presuppose the exclusive right of control over his
body as a valid norm simply in order to say, “I propose such and
such.” Anyone disputing such a right would become caught up in a
practical contradiction since arguing so would imply acceptance of
the very norm he was disputing. [9]



This means that no one can argue that other's
do not have a right to their property by virtue of being able to
argue in the first place. In order for anyone to argue, they must
first be alive and own their body in order to make such an
argument. “Thus, by virtue of being alive, property rights to other
things must be presupposed as being
valid. No one who is alive could argue otherwise.”


 















Property Rights and Responsibilities


From the previoius premise, it is self-evident
that a person owns his own property via the fact that he is able to
distinguish, has his own will, and is alive. It is equally
self-evident that once a person owns property, he is also
responsible for his property. Thus, once a person has ownership
over his property he becomes responsible for any damage that his
property does to someone else's. This is why any property right a
person has is also his responsibility. No one can claim
responsibility for something he does not own or is not in control
over. “[F]rom the moment that the man who acts is not
personally answerable for the good or bad consequences of his
actions, his right to act singly and individually no longer
exists.”[13]

 

A person is not only liable for his own
actions but is also responsible for
any injury which his property may cause
against another person. A person is liable for damages if: 1) he
knowingly uses his property to harm another person 2) his
negligence led to harm to another person's property and 3) that his
property has caused harm to another person's property due to a
freak accident. A basic rule of thumb is that a person is
responsible for his property in any and all circumstances. Since
the first case is obvious as to why an individual should be held
liable for damages, only the last two cases will be examined in
greater detail.

 

It is important to note that liability for
harm done should be measured by the intent or negligence involved
in the damage done to another's property. An individual's liability
should lessen if the person accidentally causes harm as opposed to
negligence or intent. The Scriptures give weight to this statement
“And if one man's ox hurt another's, that he die; then they shall
sell the live ox, and divide the money of it; and the dead ox also
they shall divide. Or if it be known that the ox hath used to push
in time past, and his owner hath not kept him in; he shall surely
pay ox for ox; and the dead shall be his own. “ (Exodus
21:35-36)

 

Notice that when the ox kills another ox as a
freak accident, the penalty is less than when it was known that the
ox had a history of goring in the past. It is affirmed in Scripture
that a person should always seek to rectify any harm done to
another through any means he can. Even when a person accidentally
harms another person, that person should pay for the harm done
since his victim can never get back what is now lost (whether it be
time or physical property). The above Scriptural example also shows
that a person need not even be the primary actor to be held
responsible for damages. This is because individuals are
responsible for all of their property and are to be held liable
when a cause and effect relationship can be shown beyond a
reasonable doubt that his property caused harm to
another.


 












The Case for Life


When does a person get his natural rights?
Does his life, liberty, and property begin after he is born, of
after he is conceived? And even if he did have his property rights
upon conception, what of the mother's rights to her
body?

 

Opponents of the pro-life cause claim that a
human being is a person with rights the moment he is able to show
some form of consciousness in the ownership of his body. For some
who take the middle road, this includes when the child is able to
move its own body while inside the mother's womb. Such a statement
comes from the premise that it is only through consciousness that
an individual knows he exists with certainty. To quote Descartes “I
think therefore I am”[14] It
is impossible for any thinking being to not live since the very
fact that it thinks means that it is
alive.

 

However, natural law is not concerned with an
individual's behavior towards himself. Natural law is concerned
only with an individual's behavior towards another person. Just
because an individual can verify his own existence does not mean
that he is or is not alive. It because they are alive, that they
are able to think in the first place. A person thinks because he is
alive, but his life is not dependent upon his ability to
think.

 

This is further disputed since individuals do
not own their rational thoughts. Rationalization in only an action
and is thus unownable. “[O]ne does not see actions but rather
interprets certain physical phenomena as actions[.]”[19]  What people actually see is
action taking place through physical movement of an individual's
body. This invalidates Lockean ethic that a person justifiably owns
an unowned piece of property as soon as he mixes his labor with
it.[23] “[T]here is no need to
maintain the strange view that one “owns” one’s labor in order to
own things one first occupies. Labor is a type of action, and
action is not ownable; rather, it is the way that some tangible
things (e.g., bodies) act in the world.”[27]

 

As mentioned before, it is the fact that a
person is alive and can distinguish when an individual justifiably
owns his property through first occupancy or peaceful exchange.
Thus a child has his rights the moment he is first given life since
that life is distinguishable from other human life and that he is
the only possible occupier of his body which sustains that life.
Each and every individual is given their own genetic code which
forms the body for each person. Since this existence is distinct
from the parent, then it is obvious that the child meets all the
criteria for his rights to his body under the three rules of
natural law.

 

Now it may be argued that the child's body is
not properly his and that his body really belongs to the parents.
This is because the egg and the sperm used in fertilizing the child
is originally the property of the parents and that the child simply
imposed itself to take the parent's property without their
approval. Seeing how the child's homesteaded the property of the
parent's, then the mother is permitted to eject the child for
imposing itself on her property by staying in her womb. It is not
until the child is officially born, that the body becomes properly
his because it is now its outside of the mother's womb. Thus the
mother freely gives the child life apart from herself the moment of
the child's birth. This being the case, she could have killed it
when she knew it was inside her but choose not to thus transferring
the ownership of the child's body to himself at the moment of
birth.

 

However, this proposition is incorrect since
it was the mother's (and father's) property which imposed life upon
the child. As mentioned before, a person is responsible for her
property as long as a cause and effect relationship exists between
their property and harm done to another. In this case, life is what
the parents imposed upon the child through their property. Although
it cannot be said that being granted life is harm done, it is still
none-the-less a responsibility of the parents not to kill the child
since it was their property which led to the incident in the first
place. The mother is thus responsible for this life until the child
can live without her assistance after he is born. Then the mother
may place the child for adoption and live her life as she
pleases.

 

It is also incorrect to assume that the
property in question belongs either to the mother or the father. To
own property, one must have an individuality which is
distinguishable from other individuals. The peculiarity of the
human body is that it is the only non-transferable property anyone
can possibly own and is not only theirs because they are alive but
it is also that which keeps them alive. This is because the genetic
coding of each individual life is so specific towards that
individual that it can never be replaced. A person is only given
one body while he is alive upon this earth. This body is every
person's one shot at life. This means that all people are given the
right to their body at conception (the first stage of bodily
development) since it is what keeps them alive and is individually
theirs at all times. While it is true that the individual sperm and
eggs belong respectively to the parents, once the child's life is
formed at conception that life can only belong to the child in
question and it would be impossible for anyone to claim
otherwise.

 

Other controversial questions arise in the
case where the mother is raped or in the case where her life is
threatened. If the mother is raped and a child is conceived, it is
only logical that the body in question still belongs to the child
though the mother had the child forced upon her. It is unfortunate
that sin is ever present in this world, but to kill an innocent
child for the horrors inflicted upon the mother by an uncaring man
is unfair to the child. If the rapist is caught he should bear the
highest medical costs necessary to have the child removed safely
and as soon as medically possible. He should also pay for having
the child put up for adoption since it is not only the mother's
life he has effected but the child's as well. Thus it is only
fitting that he pays whatever cost it takes for an adoption agency
to take care of his child if he or the mother does not take the
responsibility of raising the child themselves. If the mother, due
to the immense kindness in her heart, decides to take care of the
child, then the father should have to pay the mother restitution
money until the child is fully grown. This is within full
accordance of natural justice.

 

The next concern is by far the most
complicated and requires the most compassion and patience on the
part of Christians when attempting to resolve this particular
dispute. If the mother's life is in danger due to child birth,
should she be allowed to abort. This question may have to honestly
be resolved by a person far more qualified than myself. I can only
say that I would personally recommend to lean towards the side of
caution and say that the child's rights should still be respected
even when the mother's life may be in danger. I have never been one
for any argument where the ends justifies the means. Justice is a
fixed measuring rod and one that should never be moved for the sake
of immediate problems. When an individual follows justice and
honestly seeks it with his whole heart, his path may not be easy
but it will be filled with a lot less regrets in this life and the
next.


 












Final Remarks


It is not too surprising that it is women who
are flattered into believing that to kill their own child is a
moral act (especially by those who hold no morals themselves). It
is women who are the bedrock of morality in society. Men are driven
by their desires for women. Was it not Adam who gave into Eve and
ate from the the fruit when it was offered to him? When the
Almighty God made man, he said that it was not good that he was
alone and felt the need to give to him a companion and helper while
in this life. Adam was so driven by this companionship that he
called his Eve his very flesh and bone. So when Eve bit into the
fruit is was probably Adam's deep love for her that she should not
enter into damnation alone. It was also probably the case that Eve
wrongfully convinced Adam to take part in the sin, believing the
deceitful lies of the serpent, that maybe eating from the tree was
not a sin but a reward to become like their Creator. Whatever the
case may be, it is imperative that women in society hold fast to
their faith and moral high ground. Not only in the issue of
abortion, but also keeping purity, holiness, wisdom, and peace.
Womens' role in society goes very deep. As Fredric Bastiat
wrote:

 


The development of the sense of responsibility
may be much aided by female intervention. Females are themselves
extremely sensible of the feeling of responsibility. It rests with
them to create this force moralisatrice among the other sex; for it
is their province to distribute praise and blame effectively. Why,
then, do they not do so? Because they are not sufficiently
acquainted with the connection between causes and effects in the
moral world. The science of morals is the science of all, but
especially of the female sex, for they form the manners of a
nation.



It is also equally important that men find
respectable women to be their wives and not fall into temptation to
fornicate or commit adultery. If men truly love women, they will
seek to be with not only their body, but their whole being as well.
A man who seeks only the woman's body hates her in his heart. Her
true being, her soul and spirit, mean nothing to him. Her whole
being is either irrelevant to the wicked man or, when the woman's
spirit cries out against committing sexual sin, a hindrance to
fulfilling his shameful lusts. If only men truly learned to love
their mate as Christ loves His church.

When looking for a wife, take heed to look for
the qualities in a woman found in Scripture. It is
written:


Who can find a virtuous woman? for her price is far above
rubies. The heart of her husband doth safely trust in her, so that
he shall have no need of spoil. She will do him good and not evil
all the days of her life.(Prov. 31:10-12 ) Her husband is known in
the gates, when he sitteth among the elders of the land. She maketh
fine linen, and selleth it; and delivereth girdles unto the
merchant. Strength and honour are her clothing; and she shall
rejoice in time to come. She openeth her mouth with wisdom; and in
her tongue is the law of kindness. She looketh well to the ways of
her household, and eateth not the bread of idleness. Her children
arise up, and call her blessed; her husband also, and he praiseth
her. Many daughters have done virtuously, but thou excellest them
all. Favour is deceitful, and beauty is vain: but a woman that
feareth the Lord, she shall be praised. 31 Give her of the fruit of
her hands; and let her own works praise her in the gates.
(23-31)



It may seem awkward to talk about finding a
marriage partner and the moral qualities of sexual relationships
when talking about abortion. However, it is important to root out
the cause of the moral laxity which has led to this widespread
practice of murdering children. A husband and wife who love one
another and love the Lord will never hate their child enough to
desire to kill him or her. They will actively await the day when
the womb is opened and they can love and care for their child just
as the Lord loves and cares for His people. I pray that whoever
reads this not only finds assurance that the pro-life cause is just
but also that through God, who is Love, they “may have life, and
that they might have it more abundantly..”. (John 10:10)[31]
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