“T Am So Afraid—What If There
Is No Heaven?”

I am writing to you because I am very concerned and don’t know
where to turn for help. I am a Christian and have always felt
I had a great deal of faith. I lost my father, my mother and
an older sister over the years — and my faith sustained me
during those traumatic times.

Recently our 38 year old daughter died quite suddenly. I am
just overwhelmed with grief — and I believe the medications
given her caused her sudden death. She had kidney problems -
but her doctor was aware of that, and the med he gave her
should not have been given to her because of her kidney
problems.

Now I seem to have lost my faith completely. I cry and want so
much to know she is OK and that she is not sad and lonely as
we are here without her. I have begun to question if there
really is a Heaven? I read recently that Heaven is something
Christians invented to take away their fear of death. Is this
true? I also read a book called Embraced by the Light by Betty
Eadie, and it really upset me. She claimed to have had an out
of body experience where she went to Heaven, and then she
wrote a whole book about what heaven is 1like - and the
different levels there, and how one may stay at a lower level,
or advance to a higher level.

I am so afraid — what 1f there is no Heaven? Or if there 1is,
is my daughter sad and lonely because none of her family are
there with her? I just don’t know anymore what to believe. I
try to pray — but find no peace. I am so afraid.

Dear ,

I am so very, very sorry to hear of your tremendous loss. You
must be in such shock you don’'t know how to “do life” at this
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point.

As a mother who has also lost a daughter, I want to encourage
you in how the Lord comforted me. Most especially, I am
comforted by the truth of Psalm 139:16-“All the days ordained
for me were written in Your book before one of them came to
be.”

______ , your daughter didn’t live one day less than God
intended for her to live from before the foundations of the
earth. It FEELS like a premature death to us who are left
behind, but no one is more powerful than God, and HE is the
one who determines the length of our days. So even though it
is hugely painful and grievous, and even though it’s tempting
to blame the medications, she died on the day God knew she
would die and planned for her to die. Not a day sooner, and
not a day later.

Secondly, Jesus said He came from heaven (John 6:51). It is a
real place. If there is no heaven, then Jesus lied. If Jesus
lied, then he was not the holy Son of God, and His death was
meaningless. If His death was meaningless, then none of us
have any hope. But our hope is REAL and TRUE! He died to make
it possible for us to be united with God and reunited with our
believing loved ones.

Paul said that to be absent from the body is to be present
with the Lord (2 Cor. 5:6,8). If your daughter trusted Christ,
she is immersed in a living sea of light and love and glory,
worshiping the Lord Jesus and enjoying the freedom that comes
from being released from this fallen, decaying world. When she
“graduated” from your womb to your arms, did you ever worry
that she was lonely for the comfort of the dark, warm place
inside you? I bet not! <smile> She was in a far, far better
place when she was born. When people are in heaven, it’'s like
graduating from the womb to our mother’s arms only way, WAY
better. Being with the Lord is so much better than this earth
that we can’t even begin to imagine it, any more than the pre-



born infant can imagine what it’s like to be nestled in her
mother’'s arms, to look in her eyes, to see a glorious sunset,
to listen to a symphony. To eat ice cream! To love and love
back. . . all those things cannot be imagined in the womb, but
they await the baby, just as the joys of heaven await us if we
have trusted Christ as our Savior.

I want to suggest to you that you read Joni Eareckson Tada’'s
wonderful book Heaven, because it will make you much more
familiar with heaven and it will greatly comfort your heart.
Unlike Betty Eadie’s book Embraced by the Light, Joni’s book
is TRUE and based completely on the Bible.

I pray you will know the warmth of God’s comfort in growing
measure as you grieve the loss of your daughter. One of the
things that makes heaven so real to me is knowing that my
daughter and my parents are there. I pray the realness of
heaven will grow for you as well.

In His grip,

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“Is God the Creator of Evil?”

I would like to get some help with Isaiah 45:7, which says, “I
form the light, and create darkness: I make peace, and create
evil: I the LORD do all these things.” (KJV) Is God the
creator of evil? Can you recommend a good book on this?

God is not the creator of evil. Indeed, strictly speaking,
evil is not a thing. It doesn’t exist in its own right, but
only as a corruption or perversion of some good thing that God
did create.
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A better translation of this verse, given the context, is what
you find at www.netbible.org:

I am the one who forms light and creates darkness;
the one who brings about peace and creates calamity.
I am the Lord, who accomplishes all these things.

God 1is sovereign and nothing happens apart from His will
(Ephesians 1:11; etc.). This includes calamities and disasters
of every kind. Although God is not always the efficient cause
of such calamities, He nonetheless allows them to occur in
accordance with His sovereign purposes for the world. Almost
any good exegetical or expositional commentary on this verse
will deal with the difficulty you’ve noticed.

Shalom,

Michael Gleghorn
Probe Ministries

“Is the Eucharist the Literal
Body and Blood of Christ?”

I have frequent discussions with my friend, who is Catholic,
about our beliefs and one of the things that comes up a lot is
the Eucharist. She believes that when the priest blesses the
bread and wine the spirit of Jesus goes into them. She also
gives me John 6:27-58. Is it literal or not?

This is such a huge issue with grave theological disagreements
that we cannot and will not be able to solve. But here are
some thoughts that may help.

First, concerning your question about the literalness of the
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Lord’s statements in John 6: When He says, “Unless you eat of
the flesh of the Son of Man and drink His blood, you have no
life in you” (John 6:53), does He really mean, “Tear off a
chunk of My arm or leg with your teeth and chew Me up”?
Furthermore, if partakers literally eat the body and blood of
the Lord, it 1is broken down during digestion, but God has
promised that His Holy One would never see decay (Acts 2:27).

In the same chapter, when He says He is the bread of life,
does He mean He is made of grain and water and yeast? We also
need to look at all the other “I am” statements in the book of
John and ask, Does He mean those literally as well? When He
says He is the light of the world (ch. 8), is He claiming to
be the sun? When He says He is the door (ch. 10), is He saying
He’s made of wood and has a doorknob? When He says He 1is the
good shepherd (ch. 10), does it mean He gave up carpentry to
keep sheep on Israel’s mountainsides? When He says He is the
vine (ch. 15), is He saying He's green and leafy?

There is a lot of very important and deep symbolism in the
book of John that gives us insight into the spiritual truths
the Lord Jesus was trying to communicate about the nature of
spiritual reality. We need to be careful when we say we take
the Bible literally. Yes, we do-in the places where it'’s
intended to be taken literally. But when a metaphor is used,
we need to read it that way.

Secondly, in terms of the nature of communion:

There tend to be three positions on the nature of communion,
or “the Lord’s supper” (1 Cor. 11:20). One is that the bread
and wine are mystically changed into the actual body and blood
of Jesus in a process called “transubstantiation.” A second
position is that the bread and wine (or, in many churches,
grape juice) are merely symbols of His body and blood. A third
position is that the bread and wine are not chemically or
supernaturally transformed, but they are still more than mere
symbols: that the real presence of the Lord Jesus is in and



around and through these tangible elements of His table.

We don’t have an official position on communion at Probe, but
I will tell you that personally, I have held all three
positions at various times and have landed on the third. I
believe that part of the Lord’s grace to us corporately and
individually is this gift of something physical and tangible
that is a touch point between the physical realm and the
spiritual realm, much as His body was that touch point between
heaven and earth while He walked among us.

I hope this helps.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“I Don’'t Believe the Holy
Spirit 1s a Person”

Dear Mr. Zukeran,

I do not believe the holy spirit is a person, mainly because
it does not have a name. The names you give all have the word
“the” preceding it. This indicates that the following word 1is
a title, not a name. (For example “the President,” obviously
“President” is not a name.) Also, the words “holy spirit” are
at times in lower case. Of course you know names are never in
lower case.

Thank you for your question. The Holy Spirit gives a command
(Acts 13:2), He can be lied to (Acts 5), and He can be grieved
(Ephesians 4:30). This shows the Holy Spirit is an intelligent
thinking person. One cannot lie to an inanimate force like
electricity or fire. You cannot even lie to a cat or dog-it


http://probe.org/i-dont-believe-the-holy-spirit-is-a-person/
http://probe.org/i-dont-believe-the-holy-spirit-is-a-person/

must be an intelligent cognitive thinking person. Also why
does Jesus use personal pronoun “He” and “Him” in addressing
the Holy Spirit (John 16)7?

Regarding a name. Respectfully, that really is not much of an
argument. The previous verses show the Holy Spirit has the
qualiites of a person; this makes Him a person. You stated
because He does not have a personal name you think He is not a
person. Allow me to use an illustration. If I say, “the King
of Jordan is coming” what do I mean? Do I mean an impersonal,
non-living entity is coming, or do I mean a person who rules
over Jordan is coming? Obviously I mean a person 1s coming.
Even if I do not know his personal name, we all know I am
talking about a person. Just because I do not know if his name
is George, Fred, or John but know him as “The King of Jordan”
does that mean he is not a person?

The Holy Spirit has all the attributes of a person. He speaks,
He thinks, He can be grieved, He can be lied to, etc.

Just because we do not address Him as Fred or George but by
His title “the Holy Spirit” does not mean He is not a person.
I may never know the personal name of the King of Jordan, but
whenever I speak of the King of Jordan, I am referring to a
person.

Thanks for writing.

Patrick Zukeran
Probe Ministries

Check out some articles and answers on the concept of the
Trinity below.



“Did Mary Remain a Virgin
After Jesus was Born?”

A Catholic friend and I (Protestant) were having a discussion
about the differences in our beliefs, specifically the
virginity of Mary. While we have no disagreement that Jesus
was conceived of the Holy Spirit in Mary, we do disagree about
Mary’s ongoing virginity. It’s my understanding that Catholics
believe (1) Mary remained a virgin the rest of her life; (2)
she was sinless; and (3) she was assumed into heaven,
circumventing death. My contention was (1) Jesus had brothers
and sisters, so Mary could not have remained a virgin; (2) the
Bible states that Jesus was the only person to walk the earth
sinlessly; and (3) Mary died a normal (human) death and is in
heaven, just like believers after Jesus’ death. I’'m not trying
to change his beliefs, but I would like some outside source of
information on these topics.

The problem with these issues is that Protestants only accept
Scripture as the basis for our authority, and Catholics accept
Scripture AND Tradition as the basis for their authority, with
Tradition often winning out. The three disputed doctrines you
mention (and you’'re mainly right except for the doctrine of
the Assumption: Mary'’s death is not disputed. The doctrine of
the Assumption says her body was taken into heaven after
death) are all based on Tradition.

The “Catholic in the pew” is often committed to what the
Church teaches because that’s all they know and they are
taught that the Church’s teachings are infallible and not to
be questioned. Logic doesn’t get in the way. For instance, I
remember a discussion with a Catholic lady about Mary’s
supposed sinlessness. When I brought up the Magnificat, Mary'’s
wonderful prayer in Luke where she says, “My soul glorifies
the Lord and my spirit rejoices in God my Savior,” pointing
out that only a sinner needs a savior, the other 1lady
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dismissed it, saying, “Oh, she was just being holy.” End of
discussion. Logic doesn’t get in the way.

The question I would bring up 1is, What happens when
Scripture—which is inspired and 1inerrant—-contradicts
Tradition? Asking that kind of question can serve as a seed-
planting ministry in your friend’s life.

Bigger than the Catholic doctrine issue, and predating even
the birth of Christ, is the philosophical underpinnings of
these three beliefs. Many of the Church fathers accepted
Plato’s teachings about the nature of reality, which are that
only the unseen, spirit realm 1is important; the material realm
is evil and unimportant. (The other, opposite philosophy at
the time, and which still drives a great deal of Western
thought, is from Aristotle, who taught that the material world
is more important than the unseen realm of ideas.)

Plato taught that the mind and spirit was good and the body
was base or bad. Many people, including many of the church
fathers, took this belief and arrived at the conclusion that
sex 1s evil, even 1in marriage, because it 1is a bodily
function. Thus, because they wanted to believe Mary was
sinless, the church decided that she had to stay a virgin
because sex with Joseph would have been evil. Most non-
Catholic theologians believe that Mary and Joseph had a normal
marriage, producing several children which are mentioned in
texts such as Matt. 13:55 (“Is not this the carpenter’s son?
Is not His mother called Mary, and His brothers, James and
Joseph and Simon and Judas?”). This “material is bad” idea 1is
also behind the belief that she could not have experienced the
decay of deathlike the rest of mortals, which spawned the idea
of her assumption into heaven.

I suggest you check out this web site for further information:
www . reachingcatholics.org/

Hope this helps!


http://www.reachingcatholics.org/

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“Why Did God Create a Flawed
World Where Eve Could Eat the
Forbidden Fruit?”

I found Rick Rood’s article on The Problem of Evil helpful in
some way, but I was hoping to find some additional
information. No where in my search have I seen anyone address
the issue of why God allowed Eve to eat from the tree of
knowledge. Surely God knew Eve would be tempted by Satan (the
serpent). Why did he allow this? Surely he must have known
this would be the downfall of his creation, Earth? And
subsequently the root of all pain, hate, and evil to come in
the world, both behind and ahead of us. If God had intended
for us to live in a Paradise here on Earth, he never would
have permitted this event to occur, indeed the event that
destroyed what civilization could have been. Instead, God MADE
it necessary to save us from ourselves through Jesus. WHY WAS
THIS NECESSARY? WHY THE DRAMA? IS GOD SO LONELY AND SELFISH HE
CONCOCTED THIS FANTASTIC REALITY SO THAT MANKIND WOULD LOVE
AND REVERE HIM? TO THINK THAT WE COULD ALL BE HAPPY AND LOVING
AND TOGETHER AS A PEOPLE HERE ON EARTH, RATHER THAN THE
CESSPOOL WE HAVE TODAY, MAKES ME SCREAM OUT IN ANGER AT THE
GOD WHO SAYS HE LOVES US.

THE EVIDENCE THAT GOD IS NOT ALL POWERFUL AND ALL LOVING IS ON
TV. DOES GOD LIKE THE ATTENTION? IS ANY ADVERTISING GOOD
ADVERTISING FOR HIM?

It seems to me God wanted this to happen-he made it happen. He
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WANTS us to suffer, in order to be driven TO Him. That must be
the only way he figured we would love and come to Him? I’ve
heard that God does not need us. But surely he does, or he
would not have introduced pain and suffering to the world to
drive us to him. Without it, why would we need him, goes the
argument.

We have the perfect Villain-Satan-to blame everything bad on.
But Satan did not create Adam and Eve. Satan did not make the
Tree. And where was God when the Serpent came sliding in in?
Did God not know Eve would eat it? TO ME, THIS IS THE MOST
CRUCIAL QUESTION IN ALL OF HUMANITY. Assuming God is all
knowing, he knew what would happen, the chaos for all time it
would bring, and chose to do nothing. Or rather, let it
happen. Had God stepped up at the crucial moment, we would all
be loving and happy and together here on Earth, JUST AS IT WAS
INTENDED. GOD MADE THE WORLD WHAT IT IS TODAY. GOD CREATED
MAN’S HEARTS, GOD IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL THAT HAPPENS. UNLESS
YOU BELIEVE SATAN IS ON PAR AT EQUAL STRENGTH WITH GOD, THEN
GOD HAS TO BE ACCOUNTABLE. IT’S TIME RESPONSIBILTY WAS PLACED
WITH THE RIGHTFUL OWNER.

Hi ,

I will be happy to talk to you about this, but first I have a
gquestion: do you have any children?

Sue Bohlin

Thank you for your response, I really do appreciate it. No, I
don’t have any children. I smell an analogy using children
coming...Something like “As a parent, we do things in the best
interest of our children, and it is only until later in life
that those same children understand the actions that were
taken..”. One analogy I have heard puts God in the example as
the parent and us as the children. I would never have children
until I was able to resolve these questions in my own mind and
heart. Otherwise I am sure I would pass on the same



frustration about God to my family.

After even more thought, I guess the Root of my
problem/question is creation, and specifically why God created
a flawed world intentionally. I use the word “flawed” in the
sense that he

* Knowingly created an access point for evil for all the
world (apple tree)

e Had foreknowledge Eve would eat from it

* Knew that eating from it would result in Sin throughout
mankind

e That the sin would cause great suffering to all of God’s
People

e That it would be necessary for God to “save” the world
through his Son

Is God so selfish he would intentionally and knowingly cause
all this so we would “choose” him through the salvation in
Jesus and 2) He must have known it would turn out like this
(the hell that is our world today).

I must sound like a maniac, but I'm 29, well educated,
catholic raised and partially practicing, with a good heart. I
want to love God, but when I am honest with myself I realize I
don’t. In fact I hate the person I have concluded God to be. I
love Jesus, and of course do believe he died for my sins. My
problem is with the Father, and why this grand scheme to make
everyone love him was necessary. He could have designed us
that way. I finally stopped prayer almost entirely 3 years
ago, because I would get so mad and angry at God during
prayer—because I would find myself 1) praying for the same
stuff with no result 2) many of the things I was praying about
were caused by God (natural disasters, human suffering, etc.)
When I say human suffering is caused by God, of course I



understand free will and that people cause suffering. I hold
God accountable for allowing evil and pain and suffering to
exist.

Hope this provides you with a little more insight into my
problem. If you are able to assist or offer a new perspective
that would be great. Thank You.

Dear ,

I believe the answer to your question is the fact that God has
a very big plan for creation that we cannot see from our
vantage point in space and time. He knew before He created
anything, what would be the best way to get to His final
desire, which is to provide a Bride for His Son. Just as any
man wants a woman to marry him freely and out of love and
commitment and support, the Lord Jesus wanted a Bride who
chose Him freely. The only way to have a Bride who chose Him
freely was to create people who could also choose freely to
reject Him.

Could God have made people who couldn’t have chosen NOT to
love Him? No. Love means choice, and the other alternative
would have been to create automatons who were programmed to
behave in a certain way. If I read your e-mail correctly, you
believe God could have made a world in which we were “happy
and loving and together as a people here on earth,” but He
didn’t and you’'re mad at Him for that. People without choice
cannot be happy and loving. (Have you ever used a word-
processing program that automatically changes what it thinks
are misspellings and punctuation errors? No matter what you
type, the program rearranges your letters, removing your
choice. I don’t know about you, but “happy and loving” doesn’t
describe me when I growl, “That’s not what I meant! Let me
type things MY way!”<smile>)

I would suggest that an ant colony is busy and productive,
ant-wise, but they are not happy and loving. They ARE



together, but in the scope of eternity, what does it matter?
Their behavior is programmed, but there is no depth to any of
it.

God created a world in which the people WERE happy and loving
and together, and they chose to trash it. I guess you don’t
have any trouble accepting that reality; if I'm not mistaken,
what you want is all the benefits of Eden without the choice
to trash it. I can certainly understand that! [] But you also
haven’t seen the end of the story, either, when everything is
made right again, and that'’s exactly what we will have. I
respectfully suggest that that’s the part you’'re missing. The
big picture where God restores creation to its original
perfect state. I also respectfully suggest that the evidence
of the world today that God is not all-powerful and all-
loving, is actually evidence that God is very patient. He's
not finished yet. He's allowing a certain amount of pain and
suffering—which He will redeem, every bit of it-because there
is a larger purpose behind it. Our inability to see it doesn’t
mean it’s not there.

I asked if you if you had children because this is one of the
things we can learn about God as parent when we have children.
I passionately love my children, but I allowed them to
experience pain of immunizations and school tests and other
things they hated because I had a larger purpose for them
besides preventing discomfort and pain in their lives. For
instance, now that my son is in college, he’'s glad I made him
do his homework in 5th grade although he sure didn’t at the
time. I never lost sight of the big goal, of maturity, because
I am his mother who loves him and wants the best for him. God
never loses sight of His big goal either.

You have a lot of company in being angry with God for allowing
pain and suffering to exist. In fact, many wise people have
said that pain and suffering is the single biggest evidence
that God is not good. Or that He doesn’t exist. (But then, if
there were no God, and we evolved by chance, then where did we



get this idea that life is unfair and broken? Life just IS,
according to that worldview. But we are haunted by the sense
that things should be much better than they are. And sure
enough, God has revealed that we live in a fallen and broken
world that is so much less than what He originally created for
us. We’'re the ones who blew it.)

But you’re not there; you know God exists, and you apparently
resent Him for being a bad God for allowing life as we know
it.

I'm afraid all I have to offer you is what God has revealed to
us: that there IS a bigger plan, than He will make all the
pain and suffering worth it some day. If you insist that there
was a way for God to create people who could freely choose to
either love Him or ignore/hate Him AND there be no chance for
pain and suffering in the exercise of that choice, then I
guess you will continue to be irreconcilably angry. You may as
well fume over God not making a “square circle” or “light-
filled darkness.” God is a powerful God, but He is not able to
create nonsense.

You know that Jesus came to earth and was tortured and died to
pay the penalty for our sin. And bless you, you love Him for
it. Jesus coming into the midst of our suffering and pain is
the clearest indication of the Father’s heart there is. He
didn’t do or say a single thing that was not the Father’s
will, and to see Jesus is to see the Father. So to hate the
Father and love the Son is inconsistent. They are one God with
one heart. It cost the Father everything to let the Son pay
for our sins, and it cost the Son His life. That’'s how
valuable we are to Them.

The bottom line here, , 1s that what you want God to
have done 1is something He couldn’t do. He couldn’t make a
world for Him to lavish with His love that didn’t include the
ability to reject that love. Otherwise creation would have

been pointless, and God never does anything pointlessly.



May I suggest, humbly, that you try a prayer again, even
though it'’s been three years, and ask God to show you what
you're not getting? Ask Him to open your eyes to see the truth
about Him and His ways? And ask Him to help you deal with your
anger? He's not intimidated by it; He fully understands your
frustration. And He’'d love to relieve you of the burden of
that anger and replace it with His peace.

I hope this helps, even a little.
Sue Bohlin
Posted July 2002

© 2002 Probe Ministries

“I Don't Know How to Answer
this Biblical Argument
Against Eternal Security”

I have been debating a Christian online about whether
salvation is permanent, which I believe it is. This person
brought up two verses to which I don’t know how to respond, 2
Peter 2:20-21:

For if, after they have escaped the defilements of the world
by the knowledge of the Lord and Savior Jesus Christ, they
are again entangled in them and are overcome, the last state
has become worse for them than the first. For it would be
better for them not to have known the way of righteousness,
than having known it, to turn away from the holy commandment
handed on to them.
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I looked in a couple of commentaries as well as in When
Critics Ask (by Norman Geisler and Thomas Howe) and they
either said nothing about it or they didn’t address the issue
at hand.

You have brought up a great question! The security of every
believer is a critical issue in the Christian 1life. John
10:28-30 assures us that if we are given eternal life by God
through Jesus Christ, no one can snatch us from the Father’s
hand. Romans 8:28-39 also guarantees that nothing in all of
reality can separate us from the love of God in Christ.

With that said, there is the issue of the “apparent” problem
passages. Of them, 2 Peter 2:20-21 seems a real nasty one. But
upon reading the entire epistle from Peter, one can see that
the people in question are false teachers. Peter’s
perspective, as that of Jude in Jude 19, is that these false
teachers were not truly Christian. As Jude puts it, they are
“worldly-minded, devoid of the Spirit.” Most likely these
teachers publicly professed Christ as their Lord, but their
subsequent rejection verified their unchanged spiritual
condition.

The Bible as a whole teaches that believers are securely held
in God’s hand. But let us be careful not to judge others
because of what we see or don’t see. Challenge one another in
perseverance to bear fruit, but leave the final judgment to
the word of God that is “able to judge the thoughts and
intentions of the heart.”

Thanks so much for your insightful question. God gives
understanding to those who seek it as if searching for buried
treasure and precious silver. (Proverbs 2:3-5}

Kris Samons

Probe Ministries



“Christ Was Around Before
Satan?”

In your essay on angels it states that Christ created the
angels, wouldn’t that mean that Christ would have to have been
around before Satan? It states somewhere in the bible (can’t
remember at the moment where exactly) that he is a “fallen
angel.” Your statement confuses me at this point—please, if
you can, explain. And I apologize if this shows naivete on my
part, but like I said, it’s just a question.

Yes, that'’s exactly right. Jesus Christ has existed eternally,
in loving fellowship with the Father and the Holy Spirit; He
was not created, He has always existed. He didn't come to
earth until 2000 years ago when He took on human flesh and
became fully human as well as remaining fully God, but He DID
exist before there was anything else. He created the universe,
the earth, and the angels (John 1:3, Col. 1:16). He watched
Satan choose to rebel and become a fallen angel, and He agreed
to come to earth to redeem us and pay the penalty for our sin
by dying on a cross for us, and then coming back to life three
days later. Then, forty days after that, He went back to
heaven, which is where He came from in the first place.

Does this help?

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries
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“What “Does Eating Christ’s
Flesh and Drinking His Blood
Mean?

In John Ch. 6, Jesus says, “Unless you eat my flesh and drink
my blood you have no life in you,” and that He has eternal
life. Can you either give me a good explanation of what this
means or point me toward some good resources to learn from?

Thanks for writing. Commentators from different denominations
and traditions differ on what this passage means. Some believe
that Jesus 1s here referring to participation in Holy
Communion or the Eucharist. But I don’t believe that this is
His intended meaning, for it would clearly imply that eternal
life is received purely through a ritualistic act — and this
is quite at odds with the entire testimony of the NT. Indeed,
in this very passage Jesus repeatedly emphasizes the necessity
of faith (John 6:35, 40, 47).

I agree with one commentator who wrote, “Flesh and blood here
point to Christ as the crucified one and the source of life.
Jesus speaks of faith’s appropriation of himself as God's
appointed sacrifice..”. In other words, through faith in Christ
we participate in all the benefits of His substitutionary
sacrifice for our sins. And through such saving faith we
receive the free gift of eternal life.

If you haven’t yet visited Bible.org at http://www.bible.org,
I would highly recommend this site. They have loads of
information about the Bible from a conservative perspective.

Shalom,
Michael Gleghorn

Probe Ministries
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“Why Can’'t God Just Destroy
Those Who Reject Him Instead
of Sending Them to Hell?”

Why can’t God just destroy people who reject him, cause them
to cease to exist instead of sending them to hell where they
are tortured for eternity? I know they cannot be a part of God
or heaven since God is perfect in all ways, but why not end
their existence entirely or just keep them separated for
eternity instead of sending them to hell for eternal torment?

Thanks for your question. It’s a good one. The Bible indicates
that those who reject the sacrifice of Christ for their sins
must pay for their sins themselves. This certainly seems fair
and just. The problem comes when we ask why a person who has
committed a finite number of sins should be punished forever
and ever. This, I will admit, sounds unfair. But the Bible
tells us that God is perfectly fair and just. So how can we
reconcile this apparent discrepancy?

Some say that any sin committed against the infinitely holy
God is worthy of eternal punishment. In other words, it’s not
so much the number of sins committed that determine the
duration of the punishment, 1it’s rather the fact that they
have sinned against their Creator, the infinitely good and
holy God. To sin against such a One as God deserves eternal
punishment, these people would say.

This may be true, but my own view is a bit different. Think
about it this way. Through Adam, all human beings are born
with a nature that is inclined toward sin, rebellion and
disobedience against God. When someone trusts Christ for
salvation, they are “born again” as a child of God. They
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receive the Holy Spirit and will one day be completely freed
from the presence and power of sin. The one who rejects
Christ, however, will never be free from the presence and
power of sin. Thus, the one who rejects Christ will never
cease sinning. Even in hell I imagine that men and women will
curse and blaspheme God. If this is so, then eternal
punishment is just because such people never quit sinning
against God. Indeed, the longer they are punished, the more
their debt increases.

This, at any rate, is my own opinion about the justice of
eternal punishment. I hope it helps a little bit.

The Lord bless and keep you,
Michael Gleghorn

Probe Ministries



