“Is Smoking Marijuana Okay
for Christians?”

Genesis: 1:29: “And God said , behold, I have given you every
herb bearing seed, which is upon the face of all the earth...”
My question is, Does this mean that it (herb) is 0K for
Christians? And I am talking about the herb that you smoke.

Consider the whole verse:

Gen 1:29 Then God said, “Behold, I have given you every plant
yielding seed that is on the surface of all the earth, and
every tree which has fruit yielding seed; it shall be food for
you."

God gives Adam and Eve seed-yielding plants and fruit trees
for food. The herbs are for eating, not smoking.

Consider this also: the eternal principle behind the biblical
command not to be drunk (Eph 5:18) is that we are not to
become intoxicated with anything that would deprive us of
self-control and the ability to be filled with (controlled by)
the Spirit. Getting high is wrong for the same reason getting
drunk is wrong.

Secondly, marijuana is illegal. Smoking weed is also wrong
because the government, which is God’s instrument, has laws
against it.

Additionally, consider this: smoking ANYTHING harms your
lungs. We are commanded to be good stewards of all that God
has put in our hands (Gen. 1:28), which includes our bodies.
And we are furthermore instructed to glorify God in our body,
which is not our own: “Or do you not know that your body is a
temple of the Holy Spirit who is in you, whom you have from
God, and that you are not your own? For you have been bought
with a price: therefore glorify God in your body” (1 Cor
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6:19-20.) 1 Cor 10:31 says, “Whether, then, you eat or drink
or whatever you do, do all to the glory of God.” If getting
drunk is a sin, how does one get high to the glory of God?

So no. Any kind of herb that you would smoke is not OK.
Sue Bohlin

© 2008 Probe Ministries

“What About the Water Vapor
Canopy Hypothesis?”

You say that the literal translation makes the most sense, yet
you say that there are things about it that make no sense.
Well here is my suggestion. I am a literalist.. I believe what
the Bible says about creation — literal. 6 days. But read your
Bible about the creation of the “sky.” God separated the
waters from the waters. It doesn’t say that he created mists,
or clouds from the waters to make up the sky.. it says he
separated the water from the water. In fact, wind, rain, and
rainbows are not mentioned anywhere in the Bible until the
flood.. so what if the atmosphere was different in the original
times? What if there was literally a solid water “layer” above
the sky... this would create an atmosphere like a green-house
effect on earth.. therefore totally changing the oxygen and
most importantly CARBON levels in the air.. which would totally
ruin all “carbon-dating” tests prior to the flood.. which would
then in effect also explain why people lived longer prior to
the flood. Not only were we closer to perfection then.. but
there was probably better levels of oxygen in the air.. and
oxygen is known to have healing properties (especially 0,).
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Just a thought to consider..
Thank you for reading and writing.

I am very familiar with the Canopy Hypothesis you describe. I
even accepted and taught it for several years. While
definitely still around, it has fallen into disfavor in many
creationist circles for two primary reasons.

The first is biblical. The description of Day Two in Genesis
describes the separation of the waters and that God placed an
expanse in the midst of the waters. This has usually been
interpreted as the atmosphere. However, on Day Four, God
places the sun, moon, and stars in this same expanse.

The second involves the inherent instability of any water
vapor canopy above the earth’s atmosphere. So far calculations
show that it would require a miracle of constant intervention
to keep it in place until the flood. There is also a difficult
problem with the condensation of the canopy into water
droplets to fall as rain for forty days and nights. This would
release a tremendous amount of heat that would cause
additional problems.

Hope this helps.
Respectfully,

Ray Bohlin

“If Judged at Death, Why
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Judged Later?”

I found your article on what happens at death. My question is,
if we are judged at death immediately, why do we say the in
the creeds that at the second coming Jesus will judge the
quick (living) and the dead since the dead have already been
judged? Anxious to hear back from you. Thanks.

Thanks for your letter. There is what some have called a
“judgment of faith” which takes place immediately at death and
a “judgment of works” which takes place at some time
afterward.

The “judgment of faith” may be in view in Hebrews 9:27. A good
biblical example is the story of the rich man and Lazarus in
Luke 16:19-31. Notice that the rich man finds himself in
“Hades” after death, while Lazarus is in Paradise. This
judgment is based on one’'s relationship with the Lord and has
nothing to do with works per se.

However, the Bible also speaks of a “judgment of works.” For
unbelievers, this judgment will apparently take place just
prior to the creation of the new heavens and new earth (see
Rev. 20:11 — 21:1). Notice that even death and Hades are cast
into the lake of fire at this time (Rev. 20:14). In other
words, “Hades” (where the rich man went at death) is not to be
equated with the lake of fire (which is where unbelievers will
spend eternity after the Great White Throne judgment).

Believers will also experience a “judgment of works” at the
judgment seat of Christ (see 1 Cor. 3:10-15). This judgment
does not determine whether the person is saved or not, for
this judgment only includes those who are already saved. It
rather determines whether one will receive eternal rewards or
not. Apparently, some believers will not receive any rewards
(1 Cor. 3:15). Theologians do not agree on precisely when this
judgment will take place. But most believe that it follows the
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initial “judgment of faith” at some later time. It certainly
occurs before the creation of the new heavens and new earth
(where resurrected believers will spend eternity in joyful
fellowship with God and one another).

Hope this helps clear up some of the confusion.
Shalom,
Michael Gleghorn

© 2008 Probe Ministries

“I'm Doubting the Truth of
the Bible and God’s
Existence”

I was wondering about some matters pertaining to truth,
specifically the truth of the Bible and existence of God. I've
grown up in Arkansas in the bible belt my entire life and of
course of been surrounded by churches, christianity, and an
unquestioning world view that God exists and the bible is the
truth.

Recently, I've started questioning reality and my perception
of the world. I know it is dangerous to get caught up in
humanly philosophies and crap like that, but a lot of things
don’t make sense to me about God. I'm trying to look at truth
from all perspectives so I’ve been reading this book called
The God Delusion. I know you might say I’'m crazy and I'm going
to be completely disillusioned by some stupid science and
philosophy, but some of what it says doesn’t seem to be
completely crazy. Right now, specifically I’'m struggling with
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contradictions that the Bible seems to present. I’'m wondering
whether all the Gospels are in agreement as to the birth of
Jesus. I'm sure there are several other contradictions that
atheists would point out also. If you could address some of
those and give me another viewpoint.

Thanks for your letter. There’s nothing wrong with wanting to
think carefully about what you believe and why. There’s also
nothing wrong with reading Dawkins’ book, The God
Delusion—although many serious scholars don’t think very
highly of his arguments or condescending attitude. For a good
critique of Dawkins’ book, you may want to also read The
Dawkins Delusion by Alister E. McGrath. It would offer an
informed rebuttal of many of Dawkins’ claims by a world-class
scholar with doctoral degrees in both molecular biology and
theology.

I deal with alleged contradictions in the infancy narratives
in my article on the virgin birth here on the Probe Web site.
A more in-depth article can be found here:
www.tektonics.org/af/birthnarr.php.

Two other sites you should be familiar with are Bible.org and
ReasonableFaith.org. The latter site 1is that of Christian
philosopher/theologian William Lane Craig. I would highly
recommend his articles on the existence of God, the
historicity of Jesus, etc. Both sites have lots of great
resources.

Wishing you all the best in your studies!
Michael Gleghorn

© 2007 Probe Ministries
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“It's OK to Patronize Pro-
Atheism Films to Provoke
Christians to Action”

Regarding The Golden Compass, I agree, age-appropriate viewing
along with informed parental guidance is required for the
film, but I personally don’t have a problem spending my money
on this film. In fact I would pay double the cost to show my
teenage children simply for the opportunity of “inoculating”
them against the false perceptions of God, the church and
sexuality that are pushed in these stories. I actually hope
that the other movies are made so that Christians are forced
to react INTELLIGENTLY regarding defending the Christian
worldview. The war is already won! But we do need to pick up
our swords and finish the battles.

But thank you for all your work for the sake of the Gospel of
Christ, God bless!!

Thank you for your interest in my Probe Alert article. I
commend you for your commitment to take advantage of
opportunities to equip your children to recognize and respond
to contrary worldviews pushed on us in our culture. As you
know, I suggested this as one alternative in my article.

However, I don’t agree with the idea that we should encourage
more of these movies to be made by supporting them financially
(especially, when we can read the books and watch the movies
in ways that do not directly benefit the author and
producers). Let me summarize several reasons I am taking this
position:

Most of the children and young adults who would view the
movie and/or read the books will not have a parent discuss
the worldview implications or issues with them. 0On the
contrary, most of them will strongly identify with the
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protagonists in their battle against the authority of God.
Without critically evaluating their feelings, this emotional
experience can influence how they perceive their relationship
with God. As we have witnessed over the last forty years,
movies and television have helped move the norms of our
society further and further away from holiness and purity.

Phillip Pullman openly states his intent is to influence
people to view Christianity as misguided and damaging.
Providing him with more resources to support this objective
does not seem to be a prudent use of the financial resources
entrusted to us.

Early financial success will lead to more advertising and
greater distribution of these books to a largely unchaperoned
audience. It will probably also encourage New Line Cinema to
take a more anti-Christian approach in the production of the
sequels.

This trilogy and any associated movies are not going to
single-handedly convert our culture to atheism. However, they
reflect the greater and more public antagonism to religion
being espoused in our society. In general, we should not
encourage these attacks through our financial support. At the
same time, we should not be on the defensive. When these
attacks do occur, we can use them as opportunities to share
Christ whose position as the Way, the Truth, and the Life is
not threatened by the imaginations of those who oppose Him.

Steve,

Well said; I admit my pro-atheism movies position may be a bit
naive; I do see the value of your arguments. Maybe I take this
extreme view just to provoke my fellow Christians to take up
arms and not be afraid of the fight as I find so many from my
(reformed) Christian circles tend to take isolationistic
approach rather than see logical and reasonable discourse as a
legitimate means to answering a fool according to his folly or



casting down every lofty thing that exalts itself against the
knowledge of God.

Thanks for your reply, I really appreciate the attention to
individual concerns, (even though I probably agree with almost
everything you said).

I recommend Probe.org, Stand to Reason (str.org) and others to
all my friends.

Keep up the good work!!

© 2007 Probe Ministries

“Why Uphold the OT Laws
Against Homosexuality When We
Don’t Observe the Rest of
It?”

I don’t know how to answer this powerful argument against
continuing to condemn homosexuality when we don’t observe the
rest of the 0ld Testament laws. I got this in an email and now
I'm just confused. Can you help?

Laura Schlessinger dispenses sex advice to people who call in
to her radio show. Recently, she said that as an observant
Orthodox Jew homosexuality is to her an abomination according
to Leviticus 18:22 and cannot be condoned in any
circumstance.

Dear Dr. Laura,

Thank you for doing so much to educate people regarding
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God’s Law. I have learned a great deal from your radio show,
and I try to share that knowledge with as many people as I
can. When someone tries to defend the homosexual lifestyle,
for example, I simply remind them that Leviticus 18:22
clearly states it to be an abomination. End of debate.

I do need some advice from you, however, regarding some of
the specific Bible laws and how to follow them.

a) When I burn a bull on the altar as a sacrifice, I know it
creates a pleasing odor for the Lord (Lev. 1:9). The problem
is my neighbors bitch to the zoning people. They claim the
odor is not pleasing to them. Should I smite them?

b) I would like to sell my daughter into slavery, as
sanctioned in Exodus 21:7. What do you think would be a fair
price for her? She’s 18 and starting college. Will the slave
buyer be required to continue to pay for her education by
law?

c) I know that I am allowed no contact with a woman while she
is in her period of menstrual uncleanliness (Lev. 15:19-24).
The problem is, how do I tell? I have tried asking, but most
women take offence and threaten to call Human Resources.

d) Lev. 25:44 states that I may indeed possess slaves, both
male and female, provided they are purchased from neighboring
nations. A friend of mine claims that this applies to
Mexicans, but not Canadians. Can you clarify?

Why can’t I own Canadians? Is there something wrong with them
due to the weather?

e) I have a neighbor who insists on working on the Sabbath.
Exodus 35:2 clearly states he should be put to death. Am I
morally obligated to kill him myself, or should this be a
neighborhood improvement project? What is a good day to
start? Should we begin with small stones? Kind of lead up to
it?



f) A friend of mine feels that even though eating shellfish
is an abomination (Lev. 11:10), it is a lesser abomination
than homosexuality. I don’t agree. I mean, a shrimp just
isn’t the same as a you-know-what. Can you settle this?

g) Lev. 21:20 states that I may not approach the altar of God
if I have a defect in my sight. I have to admit that I wear
reading glasses. Does my vision have to be 20/20, or is there
some wiggle room here? Would contact lenses fall within some
exception?

h) Most of my male friends get their hair trimmed, including
the hair around their temples, even though this is expressly
forbidden by Lev.19:27. How should they die? The Mafia once
took out Albert Anastasia in a barbershop, but I’m not
Catholic; is this ecumenical thing a sign that it’s ok?

i) I know from Lev. 11:6-8 that touching the skin of a dead
pig makes me unclean, but may I still play football if I wear
gloves?

j) My uncle has a farm. He violates Lev. 19:19 by planting
two different crops in the same field, as does his wife by
wearing garments made of two different kinds of thread
(cotton/polyester blend). He also tends to curse and
blaspheme a lot. Is it really necessary that we go to all the
trouble of getting the whole town together to stone them?
(Lev.24:10-16) Couldn’t we just burn them to death at a
private family affair like we do with people who sleep with
their in-laws? (Lev. 20:14)

I know you have studied these things extensively, so I am
confident you can help. Thank you again for reminding us that
God’s word is eternal and unchanging. Your devoted disciple
and adoring fan.



The “big picture” behind the argument about condemning
homosexuality as an archaic, 0ld Testament rule can be
understood by the fact that there are different kinds of laws
in the 0ld Testament. Civil and ceremonial laws, such as those
concerning religious sacrifices and penalties for unacceptable
societal behaviors, were time-bound and limited to the people
of Israel. They are no longer in force for a variety of
reasons: first, all the OT sacrifices and ceremonies were
given as a foreshadowing of the Messiah’s ministry and of His
death, burial and resurrection. They are no longer necessary
because they were the preparation for the Reality that has
come. Second, the civil laws pertained to a nation of people
who no longer exist. (The current nation of Israel is a
political one, not the same as the group of OT people God
called to follow Him alone as their Ruler.)

Moral laws, such the Ten Commandments and all the laws
constraining sexual immorality, are not time-bound because
they are rooted in the character of God. Time and culture
changes do not affect the importance of not worshiping any
false Gods because God is the only true God; of not murdering
because every person 1s made in the image of God; of being
honest because God is truth; of not stealing because God wants
us to trust HIM to meet our needs instead of taking what we
want; of being faithful to one’s spouse because God 1is
faithful. And none of the 0ld Testament laws concerning sexual
morality changed in the New Testament because they, too, are
based on the character of God as pure and holy. It is always
sinful to have sex with someone you’'re not married to,
regardless of gender.

The scriptural prohibition against homosexuality is further
underscored by what Paul reveals as the purpose of sex in
marriage in Ephesians 5: sexual intercourse between husband
and wife is an earthly picture of the spiritual union of two
very different, very other beings—-Christ and His bride, the
Church. Sexual coupling of two same-gendered people can never



reflect the deep spiritual significance of sex. Instead, it is
really about pursuing pleasure, and pleasure is not the
primary purpose of sex (despite our culture’s views). But
that’'s another topic.

This distinction between civil/ceremonial laws and moral laws
is seen in just about any family with healthy boundaries. When
our sons were small, we had rules about “no TV before homework
is done” and “don’t leave your bicycle in the driveway.” Those
rules were time-bound, not timeless, because they were
appropriate only for their growing-up years. We don’t have
those rules anymore because they are both adults, out of the
house and in their own homes now. But we still have character-
based expectations that they be responsible, honest,
respectful, and kind. Those “rules” won’t change because they
are a different kind from the training rules they grew up
with.

I hope you find this helpful.
Sue Bohlin

P.S. I have seen this purported letter to Dr. Laura before (by
someone who obviously thinks himself very clever). I think
it's interesting that Dr. Laura is no longer an orthodox Jew.
She is still a God-follower, though. And her views on
homosexuality haven’t changed because, for the most part, she
has a biblical worldview.

© 2007 Probe Ministries

Can People Do the Right
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Things Out of Compassion and
Not Because of a Moral Law?

I have a question about moral law. Everyone knows what pain
feels like and everyone knows what sorrow feels like, etc., so
isn’t it possible for humans to not want to cause others to
feel these things because they know how it feels to themselves
and not necessarily because of a moral law?

Thanks for your note. You asked a good question.

I think your reasoning would work with someone who has a
tender conscience and doesn’t want others to hurt. But we all
know there are people who don’t care whether others hurt. So
while the motivation to not want to hurt others could prevent
you and like-minded people from doing others harm, others who
don’t have that motivation will have no constraints. And, I
have to add, if the typically tender-hearted person has a day
when he or she doesn’t care, what will be his/her motivation
to do good? If someone responds that it doesn’t matter what a
person feels like, that it’s good to not make others suffer,
then we'’re back with a moral law again.

A fixed moral law, grounded in the nature and will of God,
taught in Scripture, and reflected in His universe, provides
an objective standard against which we can measure our
actions, regardless of our personal motivations.

Thanks again for writing. Write again with other questions, if
you like. Or if you think my answer isn’t correct, write back
and we’ll talk about it!

Rick Wade

© 2007 Probe Ministries
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“What Resources Can Help Me
Witness to Hindus?”

Please could you send me details about how to share my
Christian faith with Hindu friends and any literature that I
could use with them. At present I am running a large parent
toddler group here in the UK [United Kingdom] and many Indian
Hindus are coming and I need some good literature and advice
on how to share Jesus with them. If you can help me please
reply.

Thanks for your letter. One of the most useful resources I’'ve
found for this purpose 1is The Compact Guide to World
Religions. This book not only includes chapters on the history
and doctrine of various religions (including Hinduism), but it
also includes helpful suggestions on how to share the gospel
with such people.

Helpful articles on the Probe site include “Hinduism” and “Do
All Roads Lead to God?”

Of course, by far the most important thing you can do is pray
for these people, show them the love of Christ, and offer them
peace and rest in their hearts through the forgiveness of sins
by faith in Christ Jesus.

Hope these resources are helpful to you. Blessings to you in
your ministry!

Michael Gleghorn

2007 Probe Ministries
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“What Sources Can Shed Light
on the Bible Since It’s Not
Authoritative?”

I don’t think I can truly look at the bible and tell my
children it is the authority for them.

How can I cross reference historical documents and other
sources for them, in addition to the bible, to present my
religious faith to them?

I truly cannot look at the bible, a man made document, as
“It.” Yet, I know one can believe without seeing it as the
“end all.” It is wrong to tell my children to take all of it
at face value. Yet, we know it presents the truth of our
faith. I don’t want them to take it out of its historical
context.

Thanks for your letter. Although we at Probe would hold the
view that the Bible is a divinely-inspired text and
historically accurate in all its details in the original
manuscripts, nevertheless, if you want to educate your
children about the Bible and be sensitive to its historical
context, etc., then one of the best ways to do this is by
reading good, scholarly commentaries on the particular book of
the Bible that you’re currently studying.

In addition to commentaries, of course, there are excellent
books dealing with O0ld and New Testament backgrounds. These
books would discuss customs, important historical persons and
events, etc., that really make the biblical text come alive.

For example, here is a link to some books on 0ld Testament
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Backgrounds and here is one for New Testament Backgrounds.

Finally, a very helpful site, with hundreds of articles on all
sorts of biblical and theological topics is www.bible.org
For example, here is a list of topics they have articles on:

I hope this information is helpful to you and your family in
studying the Bible!

Shalom in Christ,
Michael Gleghorn

© 2007 Probe Ministries

“Why Are Dating Methods
Unreliable?”

I'm a Christian who believes in a six day literal creation and
I have been looking at lots of material on the Grand Canyon to
see i1f it can shed any light on how it was formed and how old
it is, and in my search I come across your report which to me
seems a very honest and an unbiased report.

Could you help me by telling why dating methods of rocks are
unreliable and sometimes come into contradiction? As since I
have been doing my own research into how old some things are,
I keep getting different answers from different scientists,
whether they be young earth or old earth scientists.

Also, I have been informed that only a geologist with a Ph.D
can tell the age of rocks and no one else in any other field;
is this true?

Your confusion is reasonable. There are many conflicting
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messages on this topic from people who ought to know what they
are talking about. This is one of the reasons why I am
undecided about the age question. I simply am unable to
discern the reason for these conflicting views. Is it because
of prior assumptions? Is it because of truly conflicting data?
Is it because of incomplete knowledge of the facts? Is it
because of a deep-seated prejudice against a particular
position? As a biologist, I find myself unable to follow the
technical critiques that go back and forth and so I am unable
to truly answer the above questions for myself.

The conflicting age estimates can be due to a number of
problems. The dating methods themselves can be unsound, based
on faulty presuppositions (the position of young earth
creationists). They can be due to local anomalous conditions
that do not apply to most great age estimates (position of
most old age creationists and evolutionists). 0ld earth
creationists maintain that the preponderance of the evidence
should hold sway over the few exceptions that young earth
creationists have found. Yet some young age research is being
submitted to the scientific community for scrutiny and 1is
holding up well. But is it a local exception or something more
significant?

Your last statement about only geologists being able to tell
the age of something should be treated suspiciously. While it
is reasonable to say that they have a better grasp of the
details of geological dating methods, it is also an unveiled
appeal to authority: “Only I know what I am talking about
therefore you should trust me and me only.” Scientists
shouldn’t communicate this way. Science has always been marked
by humility before nature and openness to new information and
theories. This view is not very open. It sounds like they have
something to hide.

ICR has come up with some new data on dating methods and some
of the information is online at http://www.icr.org/research/.
Articles 3-10 in the first list all relate to your concern.
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These papers were all presented at the 2003 International

Conference on Creationism here 1in
clarify some things for you.

Respectfully,

Ray Bohlin, Ph.D.
Probe Ministries

the US. They might help to



