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THESIS Using hESC for medical research and treatment should be supported on the basis that it 
is a vehicle of Christian agape compassion, and does not deny the dignity and rights of human 
individual beings. 
 

I. INTRODUCTION 
II. BACKGROUND: THE SCIENCE 

a. hESCR 
i. Stem Cells are cells containing two defining characteristics: 

self-renewal and potency. Self-renewal means these cells are 
able to go through numerous cycles of division and still 
maintain an undifferentiated state. In addition to self-renewal, 
SC’s must exhibit potency, which is the ability of a cell to 
specialize into certain cell types. After 4-6 days from 
conception, the Blastocyst is formed, which contains an inner 
cell mass of Pluripotent cells. hESCR desires to extract the 
Pluripotent inner cell mass prior to its division into the three 
germ layers, and utilize it to create regenerative treatments by 
guiding the cellular differentiation. 

ii. I will argue that on the basis of the Christian Moral Imperative 
of compassion and healing, as well as the reality that individual 
persons are formed not until after implantation in the uterus, 
hESCR does not violate human dignity, but rather affirms it by 
actualizing agape love. 

III. PART 1: CHRISTIAN MORAL IMPERATIVE 
a. It is clear from the testimony of Scripture that Christians have a 

moral obligation to reduce suffering and pursue healing. I will 
refer to this obligation as Agape love. It is made evidently clear in 
Jesus’ personal example and healings (Mt 14:14), and the charge to the 
disciples to pursue healing (Mk 16:15, Lk 9:1, Mt 10:6).  

b. From our moral obligation to pursue agape love comes the reality of 
hESCR. Doctors are in wide agreement that such research has major 
potential to lead to breakthroughs that reduce suffering and 
provide healing. Dr. Zerhouni, Director of the National Institute of 
Health, has said that “Embryonic stem cell research holds great 
promise for treating, curing, and improving our understanding of 
disease." This opinion is widely shared by his medical peers. 

c. For the reason of agape love, and the great potential of hESC, 
Christians should pursue it. Pursuing such, shows us as good 
stewards of the gifts that God has given us, for we utilize our special 
position as ‘Created Cocreators,’ to create imaginative ways to 
medically actualize our agape. 

IV. PART 2: HUMAN LIFE VS. HUMAN BEING 
a. In addition, I am in agreement with my Christian brothers that “you 

shall not murder” (Ex 20:13). We may agree that human individuals 
are worthy of a right to life and dignity. 
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b. The importance of determining whether robbing one of a right to life 
and dignity has been performed is grounded on whether a human 
individual has been wronged. This is grounded on an understanding 
that a human life is not the same as a human person.  

c. One cannot have personal dignity and rights unless one is in fact an 
individual. The question then of when human life becomes a human 
individual is of the utmost moral importance, and it is observable that 
human individual beings occur at implantation. It would appear 
nature provides a clearly observable mark of when individual persons 
are decided, which then circumvents the usual charge of arbitrary 
methods of determining personhood. As Dr. West explains, an 
individual being: 

i. occurs at about fourteen days after fertilization. Up to this point 
there has been no movement toward building a human body. 
The cells in preimplantation embryos contain no body cells of 
any kind… They are blank embryonic and immortal stem 
cells… the primitive streak is therefore a very useful line 
drawn in the dust on the ground from which we are made, 
drawn not by arbitrary human convention but by nature itself. 

d. To this, someone such as John Breck, an Orthodox theologian, may 
counter “life begins at conception, when a sperm unites with an ovum 
to produce a genetically unique, living being.” However, unique 
genomes and life are not equivalent to individuals. The focus on 
‘genetically unique’ individuals prior to implantation may be rejected 
on three grounds: (1) Embryo Wastage, (2) Twinning, and (3) 
Chimerism. 

i. (1) EMBRYO WASTAGE: Becoming pregnant is a terribly 
inefficient affair. The number of naturally fertilized eggs that 
“are flushed from the mother's body before they can adhere to 
the uterine wall range from 50 percent to 80 percent.” In the 
least, those opposed to hESCR would be expected to have 
funerals whenever this naturally occurs. 

ii. (2) TWINNING: In addition, the issue of twinning becomes 
important. As Peters states: 

1. In the first few days, the agglomeration of cells can 
divide into twins… or in principle even into 16 
individual embryos… Twins can become a single 
person again… The result of the twinning process, of 
course, is that two or more babies can be born with 
identical genomes. Yet each is clearly an individual. 

iii. (3) CHIMERISM: Finally, the issue of chimerism firmly 
rebukes the idea of unique individuals on the grounds of 
conceived genomes. As Peters explains: 

1. Within the mother's body, in vivo, frequently two or 
more eggs can be fertilized at the same time... during 
the first few days of embryonic development... this pair 
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of zygotes can combine to form a single embryo. If 
brought to term, the resulting baby is a chimera, a 
single person with two genetic codes. 

e. For these reasons, we are led to agree with Dutney and Andrew, where 
they state that it is “not until the woman is pregnant can we be 
confident that an embryo... is becoming a human being." If human 
beings are worthy of dignity, and it may be naturally observed that a 
human individual occurs upon implantation, dignity and a right to 
life must occur at implantation as well. 

f. Thus, hESCR is morally permissible, for it does not violate human 
beings dignity and the right to life, for it does not murder human 
individuals.  
 

V. PART 3: ENSOULMENT & DIGNITY 
a. The argument of the moral status of the Blastocyst, and the difference 

of human life and a human being, are further reinforced when one 
ponders the nature of the individual eternal soul. Let us assume 
human souls are unique, singular, and eternal. 

b. It could then be said that human beings are worthy of special dignity 
because they have a single individual unique eternal soul, grounded 
in their imago dei. If such were not worthy of dignity and worth, it 
would make little sense why God would go to the compassionate 
merciful extreme of incarnated sacrificial rescue. Pondering when 
Ensoulment occurs may aid in figuring out when an individual is 
created. 

c. To this, we turn again to the issue of (1) Embryo Wastage, (2) 
Twinning, and (3) Chimerism. 

i. (1) EMBRYO WASTAGE 
1. If Ensoulment occurred upon the implantation on the 

14th day when human beings are formed, it would 
provide a good explanation to embryo wastage. 

ii. (2) TWINNING 
1. Second, the issue of twinning brings about problems for 

a traditional view that souls are created upon 
conception and fusion of the oocytes: does the initial 
embryo have a single soul? Does this soul split when 
the embryo splits, giving twins half a soul? And if two 
souls were instead created upon twinning, what would 
happen to the twinned souls if the cells were to fuse 
back into one embryo prior implantation? Perhaps you 
yourself are the product of twin fusion. 

iii. (3) CHIMERISM 
1. Finally, chimerism argues in favor of Ensoulment at 

implantation, where Peters explains that in such 
incidents,  
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a. “here is an individual with not one but two 
genomes. Does this person have two souls? ... 
The attempt to link individual humanity with a 
unique genome simply unravels at this point.” 

d. As argued, it would appear the Blastocyst is unlikely to have a soul 
given the various difficulties, and that the moment where human life 
becomes an individual likely seems the moment Ensoulment 
occurs as well. As Peters concludes, “If the immortal soul is 
connected to an individual person, then ensoulment would have to be 
dated at day 14 and not at conception. Further, it is misleading to tie 
human individuality so closely to our genetic code.” 

e. Thus, the moment where human beings attain special dignity on 
the basis of when they attain an individual soul, likely occurs when 
they become individuals at implantation. 
 

VI. PART 4: CMI, LIFE VS. BEING, AND FROM DESTINED TO 
DEATH TO ONGOING LIFE  
a. I acknowledge that after implantation, it would be wrong to abort or 

harvest a fetus, for at this time human individuals are observable. This 
view then adheres to a principle of seeking the healing and dignity of 
both persons in the womb, and out of the womb, by actualizing agape 
love through medical research and treatment. Furthermore, it most 
honors the life of the Blastocyst, for one can argue  

i. “the blastocyst ex vivo is destined for death. By continuing its 
existence as a line of stem cells, one in fact prevents that death 
and gives it a form of ongoing life. To 'respect' it, in other 
words, may mean precisely to keep it 'alive' in the form of stem 
cells."  

b. We would then be wise to conclude, that what “we find in the petri 
dish up to 14 days is a GIFT OF NATURE that could prompt a giant 
leap forward in human health and well-being."  

c. Therefore, society, and Christians especially, should be in favor of 
permitting medical research and treatments that utilize the God-given 
gift of human stem cells. 


