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* From: "Pete Dashwood"_<dashwood @ XXXXXXXXXXXXXX>
* Date: Fri, 22 Apr 2005 11:43:31 +1200

"LX=i" <IXi0007 @XXXXXXXXXXXX> Wrote in message
Nnews:806bc$42683226$45491db9$1 4683 @ XXXXXXXXXXXXXX

> docdwarf@xxxxxxxxx wrote:

> > |n article <a7dfc$4267165c$45491db9$5580 @ XXXXXXXXXXX>,
> > LX=i <IXI0007 @ XXXXXXXXXXXX> Wrote:

> >

> > [snip]

> >

> >

> >>Mandating that someone kill a chicken is different that

> >>mandating that they *not* kill their unborn children.

> >

> >

> > [f 'life is life' then this is not so; if something is a child only
after

> > jtis born this is not so, either.

>

> Yes, | said "life is life" earlier — but, from the context, | hoped

> those assembled here could see | was talking about *human* life. Even

> most secularists recognize that we humans are the rulers of this earth.
>

| see us as 'caretakers' of it...

(Aside: | eat meat and enjoy it, including fish and chicken. But, | always
respect the fact that these animals died so | could eat them, and | always
endeavour to cook them in a manner (as deliciously as possible) that gives
some meaning to their death —— 'they died in a good cause' <g>) There have
been occasions when | have caught and killed animals for food (including
chickens). | don't enjoy it, endeavour to make it as quick and painless as
possible, and have been known to mumur an apology to the life form
concerned. — | know it doesn't matter to the animal, but it makes me feel
better... A genuine respect for life does not persuade me against abortion

or euthanasia. It all comes down to circumstances and the greatest good.).

> >>Qver 3/4 of the women who come in there, after seeing that baby
> >>growing in them, do not get abortions.
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> >
> > To call what is growing inside a woman a 'baby' is like calling a

> > junior-high—school student 'a voter'... that status is not legally

> > attained until later.

>

> Did you not bother to visit the link SkippyPB posted? According to the

> Federal government, since July 2002, in the view of the law it is a child.

>

> Why do over 3/4 decide not to Kill it/have it removed?

>

> >>We took her to

> >>appointments — my wife helped her get on Medicaid (she more than

> >>qualified), and even helped her find a job (she was a car mechanic -

> >>needless to say, her time at that job was limited!).

> >

> > Medicaid... isn't that a social-assistance program which uses tax
dollars

> > taken from others?

>

> Yes - so0 the good citizens of Tennessee all pitched in to help. Even

> those who were pro—choice! Imagine the irony!

>

> >>The last | heard from them, they were about to be married - their child
> >>was healthy, and they were doing great. This is but one example of the
> >>lives that were saved/changed because people were given the information
> >>that they needed to make an informed decision — and, there were people
> >>who thought the issue was important enough that they didn't just say

> >>"you shouldn't!". They let *you* make the decision, and then they

> >>supported you through it.

> >

> > Ummmmmm... this is like the television—commercials where one sees
everyone

> > choosing 'Brand Y' over '‘Brand X'... those that don't fit the (pardon

the

> > pun) preconceived mold get left on the cutting—room floor.

>

> They readily admit that there are people who come in, and either don't

> want to listen, or listen, see the ultrasound, and still decide to

> abort. They don't put them in shackles or try hypnotherapy - they let

> them go. Some return after their abortions to join the post—abortion

> support group.

>

> There's no creative editing here...

>

> >>This is where | *really* have a problem with the current—-day Planned

> >>Parenthood-type groups. They don't want women to have the facts — just
> >>whip up the emotions about their rights, and get them to kill that

> >>child.

> >

> > This is the equivalent of saying that your goal was to brainwash a woman
> > into accepting an unwanted pregnancy so that your church would have
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> > another tithing member; the logic on either side is... questionable, to

> > say the least.

>

> Show me where Planned Parenthood or any similar organizations lays out
> the facts about the offspring from humans from conception to birth -

> complete with pictures, developmental timelines, when "it" feels pain,

> reacts to light, commences a heartbeat, etc. Absent that, the only

> argument they *have* is an emotional one based on some "right" they

> think they have.

>

> Did you read the Vanderbilt research link | posted last night? Many

> women who are having abortions haven't really given it a second thought.
> Shouldn't those of us who feel the facts aren't getting out work to

> get those facts out? That certainly seems to be the rule here for COBOL
> posts - inaccurate information should not stand unchallenged.

>

Absolutely. The trouble is in deciding what is 'inaccurate'. It can be

argued that when we are discussing opinions, all of it is inaccurate,

insofar as it is at least arguable.

Pete.
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