“How Do I Talk To My Brother
About Taoism?”

Greetings Mr. Gleghorn.

I recently read your article “Philosophical Taoism: A
Christian Appraisal.”

Recently my older brother confessed to me, “I am not the most
religious person in the world, but I do believe in God, a
universal consciousness from which all things were created.
And I do consider myself to be a spiritual person, though more
in alignment with nature and the universe that falls outside
the confines of organized religion. I have studied the eastern
traditions of Taoism and Buddhism, and while they are separate
and distinct from Christianity, the precepts found in the
commandments and in western religion, including the concept of
forgiveness, are all found there.”

I want to help him very much but I don’t want to preach to
him. But I believe that God has placed this burden on my heart
to help bring my brother into a right relationship with him or
at least to use me for some part of this purpose. I would like
to know if you could help me with any thoughts or resources
that might help me to witness to him or to help him to see
that he is on the wrong path for salvation. I do not believe
that he is saved at this point in time.

Thanks for your letter. I think you are wise to avoid
preaching to your brother. As I'm sure you know, however, it
is extremely important that you be praying for him. Also, it
would probably be good for you to familiarize yourself with a
few important religious texts which your brother might be
reading. Here I'm thinking of, for example, the Tao Te Ching
(the classic text of Taoism). Finally, I would highly
recommend reading the chapter on Taoism (and whatever other
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chapters may be relevant) in Dean Halverson’s book, The
Compact Guide to World Religions. You can find it here:
www.amazon.com/Compact-Guide-World-Religions-Halverson/dp/1556
617046/ .

Finally, be patient. It may take time (e.g. many years) for
your brother to come to Christ. Keep praying for him, keep
engaging him in conversation, and keep pointing him back to
Jesus. Although Taoism does speak of the greatness of
forgiveness, it really doesn’t have any genuine means of
providing it. The Tao 1is generally understood to be
impersonal-not personal-and hence, incapable of extending
forgiveness (which, after all, only a personal being can do).
Furthermore, Taoism has no atonement for sin. Only
Christianity offers a personal God, who loves us, and who sent
His Son to be an atonement for our sins. This 1is often
overlooked. But it is the only hope for man—-and the only real
“good news” there is (at least in an ultimate sense).

Shalom in Christ,
Michael Gleghorn

© 2010 Probe Ministries

“What Sins Disqualify Me For
Ministry?”

I'm a guy in my mid twenties and a few months ago, I resigned
from my work as director of a local ministry because I just
can’t get over my struggle with pornography. I’ve been “clean”
for weeks and sometimes months, but it seems that inevitably I
fall again. I really want to break this cycle of sin and live
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a life of sexual purity, both inwardly and outwardly. To do
that I am seeking the Lord in His Word and through prayer
(though not as consistently as I should). I have people that
keep me accountable. I meet weekly with a few older men for a
study on sexual purity. At the same time, I want to serve the
Lord in anyway he wants me to serve. But there is some
confusion..I have been presented with many opportunities to
serve God (leading worship, camp counselor, teaching Bible
study, and doing part-time youth ministry at a local church),
but I don’t know if I should serve in these ways since I
haven’t been able to break free of this sin. So my questions:
Which sins disqualify me from Christian service and/or
leadership? And for which roles would those sins disqualify
me?

It breaks my heart to read your question (though I am SO glad
you wrote!). Not because of your actual question, but because
of the mentality that indeed permeates so many churches and
ministries that one has to be perfect (especially in the area
of sexuality) in order to serve God. We can’t be perfect, so
either we allow the enemy to persuade us to disqualify
ourselves, or we can find ourselves immersed in an atmosphere
of impossible expectations and standards that results in
secret sin and resulting hypocrisy.

I prayed about my response and talked to a number of men in
leadership at my church (Watermark Community Church 1in
Dallas), where transparency, honesty and accountability are
bedrock values.

First, let me affirm you in your decision to step down from
ministry for the purpose of focusing on your relationship with
Christ. It’s also essential to listen to your accountability
group to determine whether and when you are ready to resume a
leadership position like the ones you list in your email.

From what you describe, it sounds like you may already have
components in place for successfully achieving sexual purity,
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which is a process and not an event:

1) It's essential to actively pursue intimacy with Christ
through prayer, the Word, and developing the habit of daily
surrender and dependence on Him. Meditate on the truth of 2
Corinthians 12:9-10 until it soaks down into your soul and you
“own” it:

And He has said to me, “My grace is sufficient for you, for
power is perfected in weakness.” Most gladly, therefore, I
will rather boast about my weaknesses, so that the power of
Christ may dwell in me. Therefore I am well content with
weaknesses, with insults, with distresses, with
persecutions, with difficulties, for Christ’'s sake; for when
I am weak, then I am strong.

(This is the part that differentiates trustful empowerment
from “white-knuckling” it.)

The fact that you admit inconsistency in your time in the Word
and in prayer is really key. Allow me to strongly encourage
you to make these disciplines your highest priority in this
time of learning to become an overcomer. Otherwise, it would
be the equivalent of trying to train for a marathon without
eating or drinking regularly!

2) It’s also essential to build an accountability support
system as you live in community with other Christ-followers.
Naturally, there are different understandings of what
constitutes accountability, but what works very well at
Watermark is a network of people with whom we can be honest,
on whom we can depend to show us grace at the same time that
they speak the truth to us, and who are safe people to whom we
can confess our sins immediately before getting caught in a
downward spiral of secrecy and dread that allows sin to
continue, unrepented, for a period of time. Even people in
leadership, when they confess immediately and ask for help,
prayer and continued accountability, do not lose their jobs



or, for volunteer leaders, their opportunity to serve through
leading, if they are proactive in confessing and repenting to
their accountability “safety net.” One of my pastors wrote,
“There are times when we need to step back from leadership
positions to devote all our energies to focusing on Jesus so
that we can deal with the sin that sometimes entangles us.
That has happened to a number of our staff who are back in
leadership positions today.”

Watermark has the largest Celebrate Recovery ministry in the
U.S., so some of the recovery vocabulary spills over into the
rest of the church culture. We are all familiar with the
phrase “struggling well,” which means actively denying our
flesh’s tendencies and desires to stumble and sin, and when we
do fall into sin, we immediately confess and repent, receive
forgiveness and cleansing from the Lord (1 John 1:9), and get
back up again. And we get that struggling is just an expected
part of living in a fallen world, and we all struggle against
various temptations. One of the pastors I talked to 1in
preparation to answer your email stressed that what
disqualifies someone from serving in leadership 1is not
“struggling well,” which is good, but engaging in continuing,
unrepented sin—-which also includes a rebellious, increasingly
hard heart. That doesn’t sound like it describes you, but
that's something you and your accountability team would
determine.

The CR Men's director wrote, “His struggle with pornography
sounds like it has been ongoing with consistent defeat. I am
saddened that he felt the need to resign, instead of “sitting
the bench” for a season. This indicates to me that he couldn’t
be honest with his employer (my assumption, of course). In the
future, I hope and pray that will see his struggle with
porn as a platform of authenticity that God can use in his
life to relate to and minister to others. As he relates to and
ministers to others, he will experience freedom and fellowship
like never before (1 John 1, 2 Cor. 1). He just needs the



opportunity to begin sharing. I would highly recommend CR or
some other Christ-centered recovery program.”

You asked for a list of disqualifying sins and “off-limits”
places of service and leadership. I don’t know that such a
list exists, although I do think it’s important to keep in
mind Paul’s command and statement in 1 Cor 6:18-"Flee
immorality. Every other sin that a man commits is outside the
body, but the immoral man sins against his own body.” Sexual
sin (defined as “illicit intercourse,” the meaning of porneia,
translated “immorality”) is in a different category than other
sins. For example, if a man or woman in church leadership has
an ongoing sin problem with having sex with anyone they’re not
married to, they need to direct their energies into learning
chastity and purity, learning to keep their passions under
control (1 Thess. 4:3-5), rather than continuing to minister
to others in the name of Jesus while practicing the hypocrisy
that Jesus condemned.

One of the themes that runs throughout the gospels is the
importance of the heart as opposed to outward appearance. What
grieved the Lord Jesus was not sinners who came to Him with a
broken, contrite spirit (Ps. 51:17), but religious leaders
with a hard, rebellious heart. In the Sermon on the Mount, He
revealed the way God sees the sinfulness of the heart, even if
it doesn’t manifest in outwardly apparent sin. So I would
respectfully suggest that what disqualifies someone for a
position of responsibility is a hard, rebellious heart.

This may have been more than you expected when you wrote, but
I do hope you find it helpful.

Warmly,
Sue Bohlin

Update 2018: Watermark 1is no longer using the Celebrate
Recovery curriculum, though we parted from the CR folks on
very good terms. We have written our own program called



n

“re:generation,” which a growing number of other churches have
brought to their congregations: www.regenerationrecovery.org/.
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“Marijuana 1is a GOOD Thing!”

I know your article “Is smoking marijuana okay for
Christians?” It’'s misleading and untruthful. You don’t take
into account of people’s lives and their suffering. You don’t
care to think that maybe marijuana relieves depression,
anxiety, stress, other mental illness symptoms, and other
ailments. If marijuana is a sin to partake, then God made one
when he made marijuana. To say marijauna is a sin, is to say
God is a devil because he put right in front of our noses and
didn’t say anything. It’'s not an intoxicant because it does
not poison us, it works with us. Please explain to me exactly
where in the bible it says we can’t make moral decisions? My
point I’'m trying to say is this, if it weren’t for marijuana I
would have been in jail or dead from alcohol. You can’t
overdose on marijuana.

Let me respond to your email one point at a time.

I know your article “Is smoking marijuana okay for
Christians?” It’s misleading and untruthful. You don’t take
into account of peoples lives and their suffering. You don’t
care to think that maybe marijuana relieves depression,
anxiety, stress, other mental illness symptoms, and other
ailments.

Actually, marijuana doesn’t relieve these troubles; it
medicates the symptoms. It’s a cover-up, but it doesn’t solve
anything. Medicating the negative parts of life does not make
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them go away, even if it gives a feeling of relief in the
moment. They’re still there when the high wears off.

There are lots of things that people can do to relieve stress
and anxiety. A large number of men feel better after they’ve
taken their stress and anger out on their wives and
girlfriends by beating them. Simply relieving symptoms doesn’t
justify using that method.

Then you’ve got the lingering effects of pot smoking. I did an
informal survey of a wide range of people to answer your
question, and several shared their experiences of self-induced
ADD, muddled thinking and forgetfulness, overwhelming
paranoia, and brain changes that resulted in a permanent state
of schizophrenia. And then there’s the damage to the bronchial
passages and lungs. Several told me heartbreaking stories of
family members whose lives were ruined as a result of their
pot use.

The problem with marijuana is that it can temporarily numb
emotional pain, but it can leave even bigger problems in its
wake.

If marijuana 1is a sin to partake, then God made one when he
made marijuana. To say marijauna 1s a sin, 1s to say God 1is a
devil because he put right in front of our noses and didn’t
say anything.

God made a number of plants that He never meant us to ingest.
Consider poison ivy and hemlock. Plus, we don’t know the
impact of the Fall of man (when Adam brought sin into God’s
perfect creation) on plants. It’s possible some plants were
very different before the Fall.

It’s not an intoxicant because it does not poison us, it
works with us.

Google “marijuana intoxication.” You will find almost half a



million entries. The DEA (Drug Enforcement Administration)
disagrees with you:
www.justice.gov/dea/marijuana _position.html

Please explain to me exactly where in the bible it says we
can’t make moral decisions?

I don’t think this is what you mean to say. We make decisions
all the time. God gave us the gift of volition (the ability to
make choices) and then calls us to use it well. Using
marijuana is a choice that we are free to make, but since it’s
illegal, that makes it a moral choice. Legal or illegal, there
would be consequences to smoking marijuana. See above.

My point I’m trying to say 1s this, if it weren’t for
marijuana I would have been in jail or dead from alcohol. You
can’t overdose on marijuana.

I'm glad you didn’'t go to jail (though you could have, since
it’s illegal) and especially that you’re not dead from
alcohol. But you did have other choices for handling your
stress and pain. And while you can’t overdose on marijuana,
that doesn’t make it wise.

Thanks for writing.
Sue Bohlin

© 2010 Probe Ministries

“What 1s the Relationship
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Between Worldview and
Salvation?”

Dear Don,

1) What is the relationship between worldview and salvation?
Can you have a predominantly non-Christian worldview and yet
accept Christ as your savior? Likewise, can you have a
perfectly accurate Christian worldview (perhaps like the
demons who shudder) and yet not be saved?

2) What is the relationship between worldview and Christian
maturity? How much “accurate Christian worldview” is needed in
order to mature as a believer in Christ? Conversely, 1is there
any indication that an increase of worldview data brings about
Christian maturity (e.g. fruit of the spirit, characteristics
of elders, etc.)?

A quick answer to question 1) is yes and yes. People often
come to Christ with a less than biblical worldview. Hopefully
they don’t stay there. Fortunately, we aren’t the judge of how
much information is necessary for salvation. If someone claims
that they have placed their trust in Christ’s work on the
cross, God judges the adequacy of their faith. However, we are
told to measure someone’s maturity when leadership in the
church 1is the issue.

The issue of having correct knowledge but not being saved is a
real problem. Traditionally, faith has been described as
having three components.

a) Faith as Knowledge (notitia — Latin, literally: knowledge,
from notus, known) Jude 3 “ . . . I felt I had to write and
urge you to contend for the faith that was once for all
entrusted to the saints.” (Consists of the propositions or
content of the Christian faith. Knowledge 1is a necessary
ingredient to having faith.
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b) Faith as Assent (assensus — assent, agreement, belief,
approval, approbation, applause) This aspect of faith goes
beyond simple knowledge to being in agreement with or
accepting the truth of Christian teaching.

c) Faith as Commitment (fiducia — trust, confidence, faith,
reliance) In the case of Christianity, it is commitment to
both truth claims and to the person of Jesus Christ as
indicated by the way one lives his or her life. Christians
may experience different levels of confidence in specific
truth claims.

Merely having the knowledge of Christ’s saving work 1is
insufficient for salvation.

Regarding your second question, you might want to look at
Barna’'s book Think Like Jesus. It makes the argument that
living a life of righteousness depends upon having a worldview
similar to that of Christ. Both Romans 12:2 and the verse
below seem to imply that knowledge and the renewing of the
mind are important components of living a righteous life.

Philippians 1:9-11 “And this is my prayer: that your love may
abound more and more in knowledge and depth of insight, 10 so
that you may be able to discern what is best and may be pure
and blameless until the day of Christ, 11 filled with the
fruit of righteousness that comes through Jesus Christ—to the
glory and praise of God.”

Don Closson

© 2010 Probe Ministries




“What Do You Make of the
Announcement That Noah'’s Ark
Has Been Found?”

Bill Crouse, a former Probe staff member and Ark hunter, has
been studying this issue for years, including making several
trips to Mt. Ararat. Here 1is his assessment of the
announcement:

Noah’s Ark Discovered Again?
Bill Crouse and Gordon Franz
April 29, 2010

The discovery of Noah’s Ark was announced last Sunday
(4/24/10) by a Chinese organization from Hong Kong (Noah's Ark
Ministries, International). The problem with this is that it
seems like the “discovery” of Noah's Ark is getting to be
almost an annual event. What in the world is going on? We
think it’s a question that is easy to analyze. Genesis 1-11 is
the most attacked portion of Scripture for its historicity.
Finding an antediluvian artifact like Noah’s Ark could be the
greatest archaeological discovery ever. It evokes many wannabe
Indiana Joneses to search for Noah’s Ark. We see no problem
with this quest, and would welcome such a discovery. The
problem 1is not 1in the finding of the Ark, but in 1its
substantiation. Amateur archaeologists can and do find things
that turn out to be fantastic discoveries. Witness the
treasure hunter, Terry Herbert, in Staffordshire, England, who
recently found a huge cache of Saxon gold artifacts that was
reported in National Geographic. However, to properly document
a discovery, the proper scientific protocol must be followed.
Scientists are trained to gather and analyze evidence. They
then publish their research so that other scientists can test
their results. These “Indiana Joneses” invariably do not do
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this. They put the cart before the horse by holding a
spectacular press conference declaring what they discovered
rather than publishing their results in a scientific journal.
The news media, on the other hand, is all too eager to comply
for what gets good ratings, and at the same time put
evangelical Christians in a bad light.

This Hong Kong group claims they are 99.9 % sure that the wood
they found belongs to the Ark of Noah. Since we have spent a
few thousand hours digging into the subject of the Noah'’s
Flood and the Ark, we have the following questions about the
alleged discovery:

1. When archaeologists make a discovery they must be able to
prove exactly where they took their specimen out of the
ground. How do we know this video showing the rooms was
filmed where they said it was?

2. It is claimed that this discovery was found in an ice and
rock cave on Agri Dagh, also known as Mt. Ararat. It is a
known fact among geologists that nearly all of the icecap on
this mountain consists of moving ice, that is, glacier. A
glacier is a river of ice which flows down the mountain. Any
wooden structure inside this ice would be ground to bits
from the glacial action. In their news releases they have
reported this site to be at 13,000 feet and in another
report at around 14,000. With these altitudes it would have
to be on the ice cap or at the very edge.

3. Most geologists believe this mountain was formed in
relatively recent times, i.e., after the Flood. It is a
complex volcano with no clearly discernible layers of
sedimentation that would have been laid down by flood
waters.

4. The group claims they have had the wood carbon dated by a
lab in Iran with the results being almost 5000 years old
(with the Flood occurring about 3000 B.C.). Why did they



have the wood tested in Iran, we ask? Will other scientists
have access to the lab results? Are there any good labs in
Iran that can do this kind of testing? Or, was the wood
tested in Iran because the lab results might be harder to
trace by other scientists? Why wasn’t a lab in the United
States or the United Kingdom used? Just asking!

5. Is this wood coated with pitch (bitumen)? The Bible says
God instructed Noah to treat the wood with pitch, either
asphalt or pine pitch (Gen. 6:14). At least some of this
wood should test positive for this coating. Also, has a
botanist examined the wood to determine what kind of wood it
is?

6. What about motives? Only God knows their true motives,
but it sure makes one nervous when these groups looking for
the Ark are planning a documentary video so early in the
project before any truth claims are established. One of the
members of this Chinese group just happens to be a
filmmaker. Most readers interested in this subject probably
notice that about once a year a new docudrama about Noah’s
Ark appears on one of the cable channels. They would not
keep doing this if they didn’t make money. Hopefully, this
group’s motives are other than financial.

7. What are the plans to publish this material in scientific
peer-reviewed archaeological and geological publications? We
would have hoped that this would have been primary to a news
conference and videos. True archaeological is not forwarded
by this sequence, but we certainly understand their
excitement and the desire to be the first to report such a
discovery.

In addition to the above questions, we have some reasons to
question the integrity of this discovery for the following
reasons:

1. This group had a local guide who is a known for his



deceit and fraud. It is this guide who initially informed
the Chinese group that he knew the location of the Ark in
2008. However, since then he has led them to more than one
location. The first location was a cave at a low altitude, a
small cave with a tree growing in front! Apparently the
current cave is at the 13,000 or 14,000 foot level on the
icecap.

2. The specimens taken from this first cave (at the lower
altitude) were claimed to be petrified wood from the Ark. In
actuality, they were nothing than volcanic tuff.

3. In one of the photos of the rooms straw is seen on the
floor and even a spider web in one of the corners. Really!
Do spiders live at 13,000 or 14,000 feet? Can they survive
the freezing temperatures?

4. There is a real problem with evangelists (which is what
they claim to be) who use this kind of discovery to prove
the Bible, and hence convince non-believers of its
authority, when in fact the truthfulness of the discovery
had not been established. I [Bill Crouse] know firsthand of
one “Indiana Jones” who spoke eloquently and emotionally
about his adventures, and when he gave an invitation at the
end of his presentation, many in the audience stood up to
commit their 1lives to Christ. When the speaker was
confronted about the truthfulness of some of the stories he
told that night, he replied: “But look how many stood up to
receive Christ.” This becomes very problematic when at some
point the convert learns the real truth. They often become
very embittered about all things Christian, and
understandably so.

5. There seems to be more than the usual gullibility here in
that the Hong Kong group was warned about this local guide
who has led others astray. We say usual gullibility, because
it seems to be a characteristic of some ark-hunters as well,
in that they tend to uncritically accept all the local lore.



While many of these ark-hunters mean well, it seems that
they want to believe every report seemingly at all costs;
putting everything through a rational grid often is avoided
as being too skeptical.

At this point we are skeptical of these new claims but would
rejoice in the end if they proved to be true. If this someday
is the case, we will be the first to apologize for our doubts.
We would strongly urge the Hong Kong group to follow proper
scholarly procedures and publish this material in scientific,
peer-reviewed archaeological and geological publications so
that the scholarly community can examine the material first
hand and critique it in order to offer helpful, and
constructive, criticism. For the person in the pew, we caution
you to not get too excited about something that is at best,
unsubstantiated; and at worst, a fraud perpetrated by an
enterprising local guide!

The authors are both members of the Near East Archaeological
Society and the Evangelical Theological Society. We both
believe that Noah was a real historical person and that the
Flood was a literal event in space-time history. In our own
research we came to a different conclusion about the landing
place of the Ark. Nothing we have seen so far causes us to
doubt or change our position. If you care to read of our
research it can be found at www.rapidresponsereport.com.
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“Is Reiki Just Another Means
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to Medicine?”

I have a daughter who is 8 and [whose health] is very
compromised. We have been to doctors, etc. who have yet to
come up with an answer. I have had several people recommend
Reiki. I have hesitated because I am very leery of “energy”
based healings. I am a believing, Bible reading Christian.
There is a woman in our church who suggested Reiki and is
trained in it. In “testing” her [words against Scripture] I
catch a lot of New Age phrases that I am not comfortable with
and [it has] become clear she is not actually reading the Word
of God..(vs. just attending services).

Your answer supplying a Christian Perspective on Reiki was the
best in terms of guiding me that this is wrong. I think that
the reason Reiki is more questionable 1is because it is
reaching out to the “spiritual realm” that does not glorify
God. Yet, I am wondering, given that conventional medicine
does not glorify God (more so it glorifies the doctor) is
Reiki just another means to medicine? Or is it not considered
viable because it is so spiritually based?

I just do not understand energy healing and many people
(including Christians) suggest we explore energy healing.
Given my faith..I know that God is sovereign and can use ALL
things..but He also warns us. Do you mind if I ask you to
further elaborate? Given modern medicine is simply a tool of
God, it does also violate some scriptural things if you look
at 0ld Testament teachings (i.e. vaccines contain animal DNA
and we are not to mix this, etc.)

I just want to put this to rest once and for all and know if I
am not neglecting an avenue of potential healing for my child.
Thank you.

Thanks for your letter. I'm truly sorry to hear about the
health difficulties your daughter is struggling with! However,
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I could not, in good conscience, recommend Reiki energy
medicine as a possible solution. You mentioned an email
response which I wrote on a Christian perspective on Reiki,
but I'm wondering if you read the article I wrote on Reiki? If
not, you can find it here.

In the article I go into much more depth than I can do over
email. I offer an overview of Reiki energy medicine, look into
the question of whether or not there is any legitimate
scientific support for such energy, ask about Reiki’s alleged
success stories, and discuss some reasons why I believe that
Christians should be concerned about Reiki.

First, and foremost, I think that we should be concerned about
the spiritual aspects of Reiki. As my article spells out in
much more detail, I think that we should be concerned about
where the power of Reiki really comes from (provided that
there is any real power there to begin with). This leads to my
second main concern: if Reiki really has no power whatever to
effect genuine (as opposed to merely psychosomatic) healing of
the body, then we could end up endangering people’s lives by
sending them to a Reiki practitioner, instead of a properly
credentialed medical doctor. I also explain my reasoning here
in more detail in my article.

Of course, modern Western medicine is not perfect. But its
reliance on quality control, reproducible results, the
scientific method, extensive training, education, and
licensing, etc., clearly distinguish it from much of energy
medicine. In addition, since those who practice it are not
typically calling upon spirit guides and other questionable
entities, it is much less likely to entangle those making use
of it with possible demonic involvement.

At any rate, as my article shows, it seems to me that there
are sufficient reasons for Christians to be wary of Reiki and
to avoid it. Others may disagree, but this is definitely my
opinion on the matter.
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I hope this is helpful and, again, please check out my article
on the subject (if you have not done so already).

Shalom in Christ,
Michael Gleghorn
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“What Does Circumcision as a
‘Seal’ Mean?”

Hello, I am writing because I recently had a baby boy. My son
was born with a heart defect, and required surgery when he was
about a week old (that’'s a great story you can read about
here.) Since he had to have surgery right after birth, we did
not have the opportunity to get him circumcised in the
hospital due to the risk of infection. Now he is five months
old, and I am having a really hard time deciding whether or
not to have him circumcised.

I know that circumcision is not required for salvation, but I
know that the New Testament mentions it. I have read Romans 4,
where circumcision is called a “sign,” and I understand what
this means, but the part where it 1is called a “seal” 1is
confusing to me. My husband is just not convinced that
circumcision 1s necessary, and my reasons for wanting to have
it done are mainly cultural. It would be really nice to hear a
biblical perspective on the matter. Thanks!

Thanks for your letter. First, let me say “hearty
congratulations” on the birth of your son! My wife and I
recently had a baby boy as well, so we can certainly share
your joy.
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Second, you'’re right about physical circumcision not being
necessary for salvation. Indeed, to claim such a thing would
be completely contrary to both the letter and the spirit of
the New Testament (see, for example, Romans 3:27-30; 4:9-12; 1
Corinthians 7:18-19; Galatians 2:1-5; 5:6, 11; 6:12-16).
Salvation is a gift of God’s grace, which we receive through
faith in Christ alone.

Third, as it'’s used in Romans 4:11, a “seal” is simply a way
of attesting to, or confirming, something. Thus, circumcision
(in this passage) is a “seal” (that is, it attests to, or
confirms) the righteousness which Abraham had by faith before
he was ever circumcised. Thus, circumcision 1is essentially a
“sign” and a “seal” in the same sense here. The terms are
basically synonymous.

Biblically speaking, you are under no obligation whatever to
have your son circumcised. Medically speaking, however, there
do seem to be certain benefits which may be worth considering
with your physician. But that’s a decision for you and your
husband.

Shalom in Christ,
Michael Gleghorn
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“When Does a Fetus Recelve a
Soul?”

I had a question about the beginning of life. My wife and I
have endured two miscarriages so far. The doctor says that
there isn’t enough genetic info to create personhood for at
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least eight days and both of our miscarriages happened before
a visible fetus had formed. (One when there was just a
gestational sac, another when there was just an endometrium
lining). We'’ve always believed life begins at conception, of
course, and I’'ve read a couple articles on this site to that
end. But when does a fetus receive a soul? Do we, CAN we know
from scripture? It seems obvious that the life cycle is under
way when sperm and egg meet, but at what point does the soul
become infused in the cells?

Thank you for writing, and I am sorry to hear that you and
your wife have had to endure two miscarriages. One of my
siblings had to deal with this recently, so I know it is a
difficult loss. I pray that God will provide comfort and
healing for you and that he would bring compassionate friends
into your life who know what you have gone through. I will
provide an academic answer to your question, but know that I
am sensitive to the circumstance behind your question.

I have received questions about when exactly the soul enters
the body before, and I know there are several theories posited
by theologians to this end. With that in mind, understand that
my training 1is as a scientist and a bioethicist. I will tell
you that the soul is not something that we can detect
scientifically because science deals in the realm of the
physical, and the soul is in the realm of the spiritual. We
can see the physical effects of the spiritual realm, but we
cannot actually detect the spiritual. Many have tried to this
end with experiments that teeter on verge of ridiculous (the
God Helmet comes to mind).

From scripture, especially, looking at Psalm 139 (I recommend
reading the whole thing): “0 Lord, you have searched me and
known me! You know when I sit down and when I rise up; you
discern my thoughts from afar. You search out my path and my
lying down and are acquainted with all my ways. Even before a
word is on my tongue, behold, 0 Lord, you know it altogether.”



God has a very intimate knowledge of us, and as we see in the
next few verses in this Psalm, that knowledge extends to
everywhere, including the womb.

Where shall I go from your Spirit? Or where shall I flee
from your presence?.. For you formed my inward parts; you
knitted me together in my mother’s womb. I praise you, for I
am fearfully and wonderfully made. Wonderful are your works;
my soul knows it well. My frame was not hidden from you,
when I was being made in secret, intricately woven in the
depths of the earth.

This is a reference to being made in the womb. Even there God
has this intimate knowledge of man. I think this is an
important verse for your situation because it is a reminder
that God was sovereign over both of these pregnancies, and for
whatever reason, they were not to come to fruition. The next
verse 1s even more to this point.

Your eyes saw my unformed substance; in your book were
written, every one of them, the days that were formed for
me, when as yet there were none of them.

I was particularly struck by the “unformed substance” in this
verse because you said your babies died when one was a
gestational sac and the other when there was just an
endometrial lining. And according to this verse, God seems to
treat this unformed substance as though it has a soul.

I cannot conclude when a fetus receives a soul, but from
scripture, it seems that God’s actual mechanism on this is not
our concern. The point is that this unformed substance will
have/does have/has always had a soul, and we treat it as such.
I also think it is reasonable to conclude from general and
special revelation (that would be from what we know from
observation and from the Bible) that from the time of
conception the new clump of cells is a new individual. Your
doctor is defining personhood as something that has the full



genetic make-up of a person. Before 8 days, the cells have not
formed its entire genetic structure, it’s still in the process
of doing that, however, those cells are also not composed of
only your genetics or only your wife’s genetics. In fact,
there is no other genetic match to those cells, so it is a new
genetic entity, and in that sense is a unique, new being.

I think it is tempting in our culture to think of the soul as
a physical object that gets infused or sewn into our bodies.
According to scripture, it seems to be much more complex than
that; kind of in the sense that Jesus was both fully God and
fully man. We are both physical beings and spiritual beings
and because of the fall we have a very difficult time
understanding or even interacting with the spiritual aspect.
Thankfully, Christ provided a way that we could interact with
God (who is spirit) again.

I usually try to stick to the question at hand, but I do want
to address that if your babies had souls, then where are they
now? According to Psalm 139, God is sovereign, which 1is
comforting because you can rest in his sovereign and loving
grace knowing that he has taken care of your babies.

Thank you for writing,
Heather Zeiger
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“Is There a Demonic Spirit of
Homosexuality?”

Could people who honestly believe they are gay, possibly be
blinded by a demonic spirit of homosexuality? Or could they
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possibly have a demon of homosexuality in them? I am not
saying all are demon possessed, but what is it that makes them
truly, honestly believe that they are born this way?

Having studied both spiritual warfare and the contributing
factors to homosexuality, I do not think that a demonic spirit
of homosexuality 1is the definitive explanation for believing
one is gay. Yes, deception is an important component to a
homosexual orientation; those who experience same-sex
attraction unwittingly believe a number of lies about life,
about themselves, about others, and often about God. And where
sin and deception are, there is often a demonic presence or
element.

In those who feel “different” from childhood, homosexuality
comes from emotional and spiritual brokenness. There 1is a
constellation of contributing factors to this brokenness:
hurtful relationships with parents and peers, unmet emotional
needs, emotional traumas due to abuse, wrong perceptions,
warped gender identity. I believe that the enemy of our souls
exploits this brokenness and whispers lies to broken people
that are very easy to believe because they don’t know they’re
lies. (Lies such as, “You make a lousy boy [or girl].” “You're
not like everybody else.” “Nobody will accept you.” “If you
were a better boy/girl, your father/mother would love you

more.” “The way to get love is through sex.” “God made you
gay.” “You may not like being like this, but you can’t
change.” “You don’t deserve anything better.”) So in this way,

there is probably a demonic element to the development of
homosexuality.

In regard to those who experienced a normal heterosexual
childhood: some people are so addicted to indulging their
flesh that they turn to homosexual behavior in adulthood. In
this case, sin grows up from within the darkened human heart,
as described in James 1:14-15: “But each one 1is tempted when
he is carried away and enticed by his own lust. Then when lust
has conceived, it gives birth to sin; and when sin 1is



accomplished, it brings forth death.” There’s probably some
demonic influence involved in this process as well.

Is there an actual demonic spirit of homosexuality? Probably
so. I have heard a few (a very few, and I’'ve been involved in
homosexual ministry for 10 years) testimonies of people who
experienced something like a net of same-sex lust being
dropped on them, or out-of-the-blue, overwhelming homosexual
desires coming upon them like a car wreck. I have also heard
from people who report having experienced a spirit of sexual
“strangeness” ever since early childhood. In those cases,
eventually they recognized the demonic aspect and stood
against it. Sometimes, people can dabble in homosexual
behavior, and this sin opens the door to demonic oppression.
Only repentance, renouncing the door-opening in Jesus’ name,
and trusting in Christ, makes the demons leave.

But on the other hand, many gay-identifying individuals have
pursued deliverance ministry, seeking to have “the demon of
homosexuality” cast of out them—and it didn’t make any
difference in their feelings or thoughts, because that wasn’t
the cause of their same-gender attraction in the first place.
They were seeking an easy fix to a complex problem, but if
it’s not the cause of the problem, it won’t work. Romans 12:2
directs us to be transformed by the renewing of our minds,
which means changing our beliefs and thoughts (which can
result in a change of feeling), but this is the work of
discipline. Again, no easy fix.

You ask why people honestly believe they are born homosexual.
Well, for the same reason you could honestly believe you were
born an English speaker. You’ve always spoken English, it’s
all you've ever known, it’s the most natural thing in the
world for you. The reality is that you, like all humans, were
born a LANGUAGE speaker, but being an English speaker was
shaped by thousands of interactions with your family and your
culture. Homosexuals are shaped in similar ways that started
at birth. All people are born to be relational, but some



people are relationally broken because of thousands of
interactions that are a result of living in a fallen world
with fallen people. And different people express relational
brokenness in different ways. I think of families where one
sibling 1is gay and another deals with chronic rage or
depression. Different kinds of brokenness, depending on the
personality and perceptions of the individuals.

I hope this helps.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries
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“At What Stage of Pregnancy
1s a Fetus Able to Be
Genetically Engineered?”

I am a high school student wondering about the process [of]
genetic screening. I would like to know at what stage of
pregnancy a fetus is able to be genetically engineered, or if
the process must begin before a child is conceived. I would
also like to know whether or not a normal gene has to be
cloned from a donor in order to replace a problem gene in
another. Any help would be greatly appreciated!

Just to make sure we are on the same page, genetic engineering
and genetic screening are two different, but related things.
Genetic screening 1involves testing a person for certain
genetic diseases. This test can occur before the embryo is
implanted into the womb as in the case of in vitro
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fertilization (IVF), it can occur during the pregnancy through
a procedure call amniocentesis, and it can occur after a baby
is born including into adulthood. Often with IVF, embryos are
screened and the “best” ones are selected for implantation.
Embryos need not just be screened for diseases, they can also
be screened for gender and certain genetic markers. In some
states pregnant women over 40 may be required to get genetic
testing to determine if their baby has Down’s syndrome since
the chances of Down’s syndrome increases when the mother 1is
over 40. Most babies after they are born are tested for
certain diseases such as phenlyketouria because, if they test
positive, the parents need to keep them on a strict diet.
Lastly, some couples might want to be genetically screened
before they decide to get married. This was practiced in a
particular group of American-Jewish people who had a high
incidence of Tay-Sachs disease. If both people were carriers,
then they may decide not to get married because they would
likely have a child that would die from Tay Sachs (they
usually die at about age 5).

Genetic modification and genetic engineering are slightly
different. Modification is done with plants and with some farm
animals (although usually they use hormonal and breeding
techniques for reasons outlined below). Genetic engineering in
humans is still more theoretical than actual. The reason for
this has to do with our lack of knowledge regarding the
genome.

The theory goes like this: in the lab, we can replace segments
of DNA with other segments of DNA in organisms like bacteria.
So, what if we do this with human beings: replace unwanted DNA
that codes for unwanted traits with DNA that codes for wanted
traits. Sounds simple enough. Unfortunately-or fortunately,
depending on your point of view—our genome is not that simple.
There isn’t just one strand of DNA that codes for eye color
and another that codes for hair color. Our genes (genes are
composed of lots of DNA) are very complex and the functions



they code for are interwoven, often coding for multiple things
at a time. Also, scientists are finding that DNA doesn’t
simply code for traits in a letter—to-letter fashion. Rather,
there 1s apparently some interaction between two genes
spatially in the genome.

As far as whether a normal gene has to be cloned from another,
theoretically one can make segments of DNA in the lab. And
scientists have been able to insert these segments into
bacterial cells. However, replacement and insertion of a DNA
segment in mammalian cells is a very different story, and has
not been successful in laboratory settings to the extent of
being able to conduct genetic engineering. I suppose if you
wanted to genetically engineer traits into a human being, it
would have to be at an early embryonic stage when there are
only 6-8 cells to deal with. But even then, it is unclear
whether we could use synthesized DNA or if we must receive
large segments from a donor. This is very problematic because
there is still the issue of expressing (i.e., flipping the “on
switch”) of the DNA in the organism.

Thanks for writing. Hope this is helpful.
Heather Zeiger
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