Bible Literacy Quiz: A Test
of Scripture Knowledge

Take this test of basic Bible knowledge to help assess your
biblical literacy. This simple quiz examines some of the key
doctrines and events of the Bible. It will give you a good
feel for your breadth and depth of Scriptural knowledge.

This article is also available in Spanish. =]

It’s alarming to us at Probe Ministries to see the drop in
biblical literacy among Americans. Growing numbers of people
don’'t know what the Bible says, even the most basic
foundational truths and people and facts.

Evangelical pollster George Barna says,

Over the past 20 years we have seen the nation’s theological
views slowly become less aligned with the Bible. Americans
still revere the Bible and like to think of themselves as
Bible-believing people, but the evidence suggests otherwise.
Christians have increasingly been adopting spiritual views
that come from Islam, Wicca, secular humanism, the eastern
religions and other sources.{1}

That’'s because we're not reading and studying the Bible. If we
don’t know what God says is truth, it makes us vulnerable to
believing a lie.

Take the quiz yourself: click here for a format
with the questions and answers separated.

1. Who wrote the first four books of the New
Testament?
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Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John.
. Who wrote the first five books of the 0ld Testament?

Most conservative scholars hold that the Pentateuch was
written by Moses.

. What two 0ld Testament books are named for women?
Esther and Ruth.
. What are the Ten Commandments?

1. I am the Lord your God; you shall have no other gods
before Me.

2. You shall not make for yourself an idol in the form of
anything in heaven above or on the earth beneath or in the
waters below.

3. You shall not misuse the name of the Lord your God.

. Remember the Sabbath day by keeping it holy.

. Honor your father and your mother.

. You shall not murder.

. You shall not commit adultery.

. You shall not steal.

9. You shall not give false testimony against your neighbor.
10. You shall not covet your neighbor’s house. You shall not
covet your neighbor’s wife—or anything that belongs to your
neighbor. (Exodus 20:2-17)
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. What is the Greatest Commandment?

“Love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all
your soul and with all your mind.” (Matthew 22:37,38)

. What is the second Greatest Commandment?
“Love your neighbor as yourself.” (Matthew 22:39)
. What is the Golden Rule?

“Do unto others as you would have them do unto you.”



(Matthew 7:12)
8. What is the Great Commission?

“Therefore, go and make disciples of all nations, baptizing
them in the name of the Father and of the Son and of the
Holy Spirit, and teaching them to obey everything I have
commanded you. And surely I will be with you always, to the
very end of the age.” (Matthew 28:19,20)

9. What was the test of a prophet, to know that he was truly
from God?

He had to be 100% accurate in his prophecies. The penalty
for a false prophet was death by stoning. (Deuteronomy
18:20-22)

10. To whom did God give the 10 Commandments?
Moses. (Exodus 20)
11. Which two people did not die?

Genesis 5:24 says that Enoch, who was Noah’s great-
grandfather, “walked with God; then he was no more, because
God took him away.” The other was the 0ld Testament prophet
Elijah, who was taken up to heaven in a whirlwind with a
chariot and horses of fire. (2 Kings 2:11)

12. What is the root of all kinds of evil?
The love of money. (1 Timothy 6:10)

13. What is the beginning of wisdom?
The fear of the Lord. (Psalm 111:10)

14. Who delivered the Sermon on the Mount?
The Lord Jesus. (Matthew 5-7)

15. How did sickness and death enter the world?



Romans 5:12 says that sin entered the world though one man,
and death through sin. The fall of man is recorded 1in
Genesis 3, where God’'s perfect creation was spoiled by
Adam’s sin.

16. Who was the Roman governor who sentenced Christ to death?
Pontius Pilate. (Matthew 27:26)

17. Who are the major prophets?
Isaiah, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, and Daniel.

18. What people group is the 0ld Testament about?

The Hebrews, who became the nation of Israel. They were
descendants of Abraham though Isaac.

19. What happened while the Lord Jesus was in the desert for
40 days?

He was tempted by the devil. (Matthew 4:1) Hebrews 4:15
tells us that He was tempted in every way, just as we
are—-yet was without sin.

20. How many people were on Noah’s ark?

Eight: Noah and his wife, his three sons Shem, Ham, and
Japheth, and their wives. (Genesis 7:13, 1 Peter 2:5)

21. Who was the first murderer?
Cain, who killed his brother Abel. (Genesis 4:8)

22. Which person was afflicted with terrible trials but
trusted God through it all?

Job. (See book of Job)
23. Who was Israel’s most well-known and well-loved king?

David. (1 Chronicles 29:28)



24. Who was “the weeping prophet?”
Jeremiah.

25. Who was thrown into the lion’s den?
Daniel. (Daniel 6)

26. Who were the two people in the famous fight with a stone
and a sling?

David and Goliath. (1 Samuel 17)
27. What is the book of Acts about?

The early years of the church, as the gospel begins to
spread throughout the world.

28. What are epistles?
Letters.

29. On what occasion was the Holy Spirit given to the church?
Pentecost. (Acts 2:1-4)

30. Whom did God command to sacrifice his only son?
Abraham. (Genesis 22:2)

31. What was the 0ld Testament feast that celebrated God’s
saving the firstborn of Israel the night they left Egypt?

Passover. (Exodus 12:27)

32. Who was the Hebrew who became prime minister of Egypt?
Joseph. (Genesis 41:41)

33. Who was the Hebrew woman who became Queen of Persia?

Esther. (Esther 2:17)



34. Who was the pagan woman who became David’s great-
grandmother?

Ruth. (Ruth 4:17)
35. Which angel appeared to Mary?

Gabriel. (Luke 1:26)
36. How did the Lord Jesus die?

He gave up His life while being crucified. (John 19:18)
37. What happened to Him three days after He died?

He was raised from the dead. (John 20)

38. What happened to the Lord Jesus 40 days after His
resurrection?

He ascended bodily into heaven. (Acts 1:9-11)

39. What should we do when we sin, in order to restore our
fellowship with God?

1 John 1:9 tells us, “If we confess our sins, He is faithful
and just to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all
unrighteousness.”

40. How did the universe and world get here?

Genesis 1:1 tells us, “In the beginning, God created the
heavens and the earth.” We are told further in Colossians
1:16 and 17 that the Lord Jesus Christ was the one who did
the creating.

41. Where did Satan and the demons come from?

Satan was originally the best and the brightest angel, but
he sinned in his pride, wanting to be God. Some of the
angels followed him, and these “fallen angels” were cast out
of heaven. (Isaiah 14, Ezekiel 28)



42. Who directed the writing of the Bible?
The Holy Spirit. (2 Timothy 3:16, 2 Peter 1:21)
43. Where was the Lord Jesus before He was conceived in Mary?
In heaven. (Philippians 2:6-11, 1 Corinthians 15:49)
44. Who taught in parables?
The Lord Jesus. (Matthew 13:3)
45. What are parables?
A short, simple story with a spiritual point.
46. Which two animals talked with human speech?

The serpent in the Garden of Eden (Genesis 3:3) and Balaam’s
donkey (Numbers 22:28).

47. With which woman did David commit adultery?
Bathsheba. (2 Samuel 11)

48. Which one of their sons succeeded David as king?
Solomon. (2 Samuel 12:24)

49. Who was the female judge of Israel?
Deborah. (Judges 4:4)

50. Who was the wisest man in the world?
Solomon. (1 Kings 3:12)

51. Who was the first man?
Adam. (Genesis 2:20)

52. Who was the most humble man on earth?

Moses. (Numbers 12:3)



53. Who was the strongest man on earth?
Samson. (Judges 13-16)

54. Where were the two nations of God’s people taken into
captivity?

Israel was taken into Assyria (2 Kings 17:23), and Judah
into Babylon (2 Chronicles 36:20).

55. Which cupbearer to a foreign king rebuilt the wall of
Jerusalem?

Nehemiah. (Nehemiah 2:5)

56. Who were the two Old Testament prophets who worked
miracles?

Elijah and Elisha. (1 Kings 17 — 2 Kings 6)

57. Which 0ld Testament prophet spent three days in the belly
of a great fish?

Jonah. (Jonah 1:17)
58. What is the last book of the 0ld Testament?
Malachi.
59. For which Israelite commander did the sun stand still?
Joshua. (Joshua 10)
60. Who was the first king of Israel?
Saul. (1 Samuel 13:1)
61. Who built the temple in Israel?
Solomon. (1 Kings 6)

62. Which of the twelve tribes of Israel served as priests?



Levites. (Deuteronomy 10:8)

63. Which city fell after the Israelites marched around it
daily for seven days?

Jericho. (Joshua 6:20)
64. What did God give the Israelites to eat in the wilderness?
Manna and quail. (Exodus 16)
65. Which two people walked on water?
Jesus and Peter. (Matthew 14:29)
66. Who was the first martyr?
Stephen. (Acts 7)
67. Who betrayed Jesus to the priests, and for how much?

Judas betrayed Him for 30 pieces of silver, the price of a
slave. (Matthew 26:14-15)

68. What is the Lord’s Prayer?

Our Father, who art in heaven, hallowed be thy name. Thy
kingdom come, thy will be done on earth as it is in heaven.
Give us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our
trespasses as we forgive those who trespass against us. And
lead us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil. For
thine is the kingdom and the power and the glory forever.
Amen. (Matthew 6:9-13)

69. Who was the first person to see the risen Lord?
Mary Magdalene. (John 20:16)
70. Which prophet and cousin of the Lord was beheaded?

John the Baptist. (John 14:10)



71. To what country did the young Jesus and His parents escape
when Herod was threatening His life?

Egypt. (Matthew 2:13-15)
72. What was Christ’s first miracle?

He turned water into wine at the wedding at Cana. (John
2:11)

73. Which one of the Lord’s personal friends did He raise from
the dead?

Lazarus. (John 11)
74. Who was the greatest missionary of the New Testament?
Paul. (see book of Acts)
75. Who was Paul’s first partner?
Barnabas. (Acts 13:2)
76. Whom did an angel release from prison?
Peter. (Acts 12)

77. Which event caused God to splinter human language into
many tongues?

The building of the Tower of Babel. (Genesis 11)

78. Which chapter of an 0ld Testament prophet’s book gives a
detailed prophecy of the Messiah’s death by crucifixion?

Isaiah 53.

79. Who wrestled all night with the Lord and was left with a
permanent limp?

Jacob. (Genesis 32:22-32)

80. Which two pastors did Paul write letters to?



Timothy and Titus.

81. Who was hailed as a god when he was bitten by a snake but
nothing bad happened?

Paul. (Acts 28:5-6)

82. Which two New Testament writers were brothers of the Lord
Jesus?

James and Jude. (Matthew 13:55)

83. Which two New Testament books were written by a doctor?
Luke and Acts. (2 Timothy 4:11)

84. Who had a coat of many colors?
Joseph. (Genesis 37:3)

85. In what sin did Aaron lead the Israelites while his
brother Moses was up on the mountain talking to God?

They made an idol in the form of a golden calf. (Exodus 32)
86. How many books are there in the entire Bible?
66: 39 in the 0ld Testament, and 27 in the New Testament.

87. What’'s the difference between John the Baptist and the
John who wrote several New Testament books?

John the Baptist was a prophet who proclaimed the kingdom of
God was near in preparation for his cousin Jesus’ ministry.
The John who wrote the gospel of John, the epistles-1, 2 and
3 John-and Revelation, was one of the twelve apostles and
one of those closest to the Lord, along with Peter and
James. He called himself “the disciple whom Jesus loved.”

88. Who saw the Lord appear to him in a burning bush?

Moses. (Exodus 3)



89. How many sons did Jacob have?

Twelve. They were the ancestors of the twelve tribes of
Israel. (Genesis 35:22)

90. Who gave up his birthright for a bowl of stew?
Esau. (Genesis 25:33)

91. Which Psalm starts out, “The Lord is my shepherd, I shall
not want?”

Psalm 23.

92. Who disowned the Lord Jesus three times before a cock
crowed?

Peter. (Matthew 26:69-75)

93. What did the Lord do just after the Last Supper to
demonstrate His love and humility?

He washed the disciples’ feet. (John 13:5)
94. Where 1s the New Testament “Hall of Faith?”
Hebrews 11.

95. Who appeared with the Lord Jesus in glory on the Mount of
Transfiguration?

Elijah and Moses. (Mark 9:4)
96. Who is the second Adam?
The Lord Jesus Christ. (1 Corinthians 15:45-49)

97. Which 0ld Testament prophet married a prostitute because
God told him to?

Hosea. (Hosea 1:2)

98. What are the two sacred ordinances that the Lord commanded



us to observe?

Baptism (Matthew 28:19,20) and Communion, or the Lord’s
Table (1 Corinthians 11:23-26).

99. What are supernatural enablings that allow a believer to
serve the Body of Christ with ease and effectiveness?

Spiritual gifts. (Romans 12:6-8, 1 Corinthians 12, Ephesians
4:8-13, 1 Peter 4:10-11)

100. Whose tomb was Christ buried in?
Joseph of Arimathea. (Matthew 27:57-60)

101. Who wrote the book of Hebrews?
Nobody knows.

102. Which is the “epistle of joy?”
Philippians.

103. What is the book of Revelation about?
The end of the world.

104. Who is the bride of Christ?

The church—that is, all who have trusted Him for salvation.
(Ephesians 5:25-27, Revelation 19:7-8)

Note
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The 0ld Testament and Other
Ancient Religious Literature

Do similarities in the 0ld Testament with other ancient Near
Eastern literature prove that it 1is all the same kind of
thing? Rick Wade shows why it’s not.

The Challenge

In the 1870s a scholar named George Smith revealed the
discovery of both creation and flood stories in ancient
Babylonian literature.{1} Bible scholars were soon claiming
that the writer of Genesis was merely borrowing from
Babylonian mythology. Although competent scholars have since
shown that the similarities between these accounts are largely
superficial, the idea remains today in certain areas of
academia and pop culture that the Bible is just another work
of ancient mythology.

Although there are good reasons to see the Bible as
very different from other religious literature, the problem
for conservative Christians 1s in how similar it is to other
ancient literature; 1it’s because there are significant
affinities that scholars made that leap in the first place. On
the one hand, liberal scholars and a lot of ordinary lay
people take the similarities to indicate that the O0ld
Testament isn’t any more divine than other ancient literature.
On the other hand, conservatives, fearful of seeing the Bible
lose its status, tend to shy away from the similarities. Most
of us wouldn’t say it, but we don’t like to think there’s much
overlap between the worldview of the ancient Israelites and
that of their neighbors. Where we run into problems is when we
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assume that God revealed Himself in ways that are always
satisfactory to modern people, especially with regard to
scientific and historical accuracy. Neither the giving-away-
the-store approach nor the approach of turning a blind eye to
genuine similarities will do. We must let the Bible be what it
is and determine for us how we should understand and use it.

For all the similarities, there are fundamental differences
that set the Bible apart. In this article I will spend more
time on the differences. Before turning to those, however, it
would be good to mention a few similarities.

For one thing, there is similarity in the form that religious
practice took. Temples, priests, prophets, and sacrifices were
a part of the practices of other religions as they were of the
Israelites’. 0ld Testament scholar John Oswalt notes, for
example, that “the layout of the tabernacle and of the temple
following it is essentially the same as the layout of
contemporary Canaanite sanctuaries. Furthermore, the
decoration of the temple seems to have been similar to that of
Canaanite sanctuaries.”{2}

i

There were similarities in law as well. For example, the “eye
for an eye” injunctions in Exodus 21:23-25 are similar to some
found in the Babylonian Code of Hammurabi. Both include
punishments for striking a pregnant woman and causing her to
miscarry.{3}

Even here, though, there are differences, specifically in the
purposes of these two. 0ld Testament scholar John Walton
points out that the ancient codes, or treatises as he calls
them, were not rules legislated by authorities. Rather, they
were collections of principles, learned over time, assembled
to show the worthiness and wisdom of the king in his role of
maintaining order in society.{4} “This,” Walton writes, “was
the most fundamental expectation of the gods.”{5}

By contrast, the O0ld Testament law was an important part of



the covenant between God and His people; the laws were, as
Walton says, the “stipulations of the covenant.”{6}

More could be said about similarities, but we’ll turn now to
the differences between the 0ld Testament and other literature
of the ancient Near East.

The One True God

Two fundamental differences between the 0ld Testament and
ancient myths are the biblical claims that there is only one
true God and that this God is not to be worshipped by means of
idols.{7}

Israel’s neighbors were polytheists or henotheists, meaning
they believed there were multiple gods but they worshipped
only one, or one primarily. This is why the steward of
Joseph’s house could speak to Joseph’s brothers of “your God
and the God of your father” (Gen. 43:23) and why Pharaoh could
say to Moses and Aaron, “Go, sacrifice to your God within the
land” (Ex. 8:25). The Egyptians had their gods, the Hebrews
had theirs. The cultural “atmosphere” of belief in many gods
was as normal in that day as the modern secular mentality is
in ours.

By contrast, Yahweh declared that there was only one God and
it was Him. “I am the first and I am the last; besides me
there is no God,” Yahweh said. “Who is like me? Let him
proclaim it” (Isa. 44:6b-7a; see also 45:5,6).

Further, the true God was not to be worshipped through idols.
That was a new idea. Idols were very important to the
ancients. They were the actualized presence of deities. The
idol received worship on behalf of the god. An example of that
worship was providing food for the god by presenting it to the
idol. John Walton says that through such expressions, “in this
way the image mediated the worship from the people to the

deity.”{8}



This entire understanding was declared false by Yahweh.
Through Isaiah and Jeremiah God declared that idols were wood
or stone, silver or gold, and nothing more (Isa. 44; Jer. 10).
“Every goldsmith is put to shame by his idols,” God said
through Jeremiah, “for his images are false, and there is no
breath in them. They are worthless, a work of delusion” (Jer.
10:14-15a). Through the Psalmist, God asked rhetorically, “Do
I eat the flesh of bulls or drink the blood of goats?” (Ps.
50:12-13).

Transcendence vs. Continuity

One of the ways we distinguish the 0ld Testament from other
literature of the ancient Near East is to note the difference
between actual history and myth. The stories of the gods in
other literature we call mythological. The word myth is often
used today to mean false, but it has a much richer meaning
than that.

In his book The Bible Among the Myths, John Oswalt gives
several definitions of myth which have to do with such things
as the definition of the word and sociological and theological
factors and more.{9} A central feature of all of them is what
Oswalt calls “continuity.” By continuity he means an actual
metaphysical connection between all things. A simple
illustration of this principle is the claim, “I am one with
the tree, not merely symbolically or spiritually, but
actually. The tree is me; I am the tree.”{10} In the ancient
world, this continuity included the gods. The differences
between nature and the gods were more of degree than of kind.

This connection is more than a matter of mere resemblance.
Because the pagan gods were understood to be continuous with
nature, what happened in nature was thought to be a direct
result of the activities of the gods. If the crops didn’t grow
or the animals didn’t reproduce, it must have had something to
do with the gods. Moving in the other direction, people hoped



to manipulate the gods by engaging in some ritualistic act on
the level of nature. So, by retelling and acting out the
mythical stories of the divine, ideal world, a connection was
made between humanity and the gods. It was hoped that the
outcomes of the mythical accounts would apply to the natural
world.{11} This direct continuity between earth and “heaven”
sheds light on such things as temple prostitution and
fertility rituals. Through re-enactments of the mythological
origins of the world, which involved the sexual activities of
the gods, people hoped they could inspire the gods to make
their crops grow and their animals fertile.

By contrast, the God of the 0ld Testament is not continuous
with the created world. Yahweh is transcendent, above and
separated in His very nature from the created order. This
distinction marks a fundamental difference between the
teachings of the 0ld Testament and those of the ancient myths.

This has several very important implications. I'll run through
a few.

Being transcendent meant God could not be manipulated through
rituals the way pagan gods could. Fertility rituals, for
example, were meaningless because they had no relation
whatsoever to how God created or governed the world. The
Israelites engaged in certain ritualistic acts, but they were
not for the purpose of making God do what they wanted. In
fact, when they became substitutes for godly living, God told
them to stop doing them. We read in Isaiah chapter 1 about how
abhorrent the sacrifices and the rituals of the Israelites had
become to God.

What to me is the multitude of your sacrifices? says the
LORD; I have had enough of burnt offerings of rams and the
fat of well-fed beasts; I do not delight in the blood of
bulls, or of lambs, or of goats. When you come to appear
before me, who has required of you this trampling of my



courts? Bring no more vain offerings; incense 1is an
abomination to me. New moon and Sabbath and the calling of
convocations—I cannot endure iniquity and solemn assembly.
Your new moons and your appointed feasts my soul hates; they
have become a burden to me; I am weary of bearing them. When
you spread out your hands, I will hide my eyes from you;
even though you make many prayers, I will not listen; your
hands are full of blood (Isa. 1:11-17).

The pagan gods demanded the appeasement of sacrifices. Yahweh
looked for a change of heart and behavior.

Here’'s another difference. Because the various acts of the
pagan deities recounted in myths were thought to be eternally
recurring, time and space lost their significance. The acts of
the gods were timeless. They couldn’t be connected to
particular moments in history.{12} Thus, the mythological view
reduced the significance of the historical.

By contrast, in Scripture we see the transcendent God acting
in history through specific events and persons. The people of
Israel were called not to re-enact but to remember particular
events 1in history, for it was in these things that the
transcendent God of the Bible revealed Himself.

The transcendence/continuity distinction helps explain why
idol worship was so strongly condemned in Scripture. It was
more than just a matter of worshipping the wrong God. It
showed a basic misunderstanding of the nature of God. To
engage in idol worship was to give in to the idea of
continuity between nature and the divine. This mentality was
likely behind the creation of the golden calf by Aaron when
Moses was on the mountain. The people had lived in a world
where gods could be seen through physical idols. It was
natural for them, when wondering where Moses and Yahweh were,
to find reassurance in a physical representation of deity. But
it was condemned by God.



A Few More Differences

Here are three more differences between the worldview and
religion prescribed in the 0ld Testament and that seen in
other ancient Near Eastern literature.

First, the biblical worldview regards humanity highly. In the
0ld Testament, we read that man and woman were created in
God’'s image. They were the pinnacle of God’s creative work. In
the pagan myths, mankind was created merely to serve the needs
of the lazy and conceited gods. Humans were only good for
“food and adulation,” as John Oswalt says.{13}

Second, Yahweh was concerned with people’s moral lives. Among
other ancient Near Eastern peoples, Oswalt writes, religion
was “about sacrifice, ritual, ritual purity, prayer,
offerings, and the like.” Things like this were part of the
covenant between Israel and Yahweh, but not the only things,
and not even the most important, as we saw in the Isaiah 1
passage quoted earlier. Ethical obedience was and 1is an
important part of our response to God. His people are to tell
the truth, to respect other people and their possessions, to
keep the marriage bed pure, etc. Similar laws can be found in
some other religious codes, but for Israel they weren’t just
the laws of the land; they were aspects of a relationship with
God that were grounded in the character of God.{14}

Third, the people of Israel could know if they were pleasing
or displeasing Yahweh and why. They knew what they were
required to do and not do, and they got feedback, typically
through the prophets.

By contrast, other gods didn’t seem so concerned to
communicate their thoughts or motives to people. When
hardships came for no apparent reason, people thought they
must have offended the gods, but they couldn’t know for sure
what they had done or not done. Walton writes that “the minds
of the gods were not easily penetrated.”{15} By contrast, he



says, “nothing in the ancient Near East compares to the extent
of revelation that Yahweh gives to his people and the depth of
relationship that he desires with them.”{16}

By countering the idea that the Bible is just another example
of ancient literature, I have not proved that the Bible’s
message 1is true. The point is to clear away an objection that
gets in the way of understanding. It provides a space for
people to give more thought to the teachings of the Bible. The
Bible is then able to speak for itself.
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Cohabitation and Living
Together - A Biblical,
Christian Worldview
Perspective

Kerby Anderson takes a hard look from a biblical perspective
at a common practice among Americans, cohabitation. Not only
does he find it counter to biblical instruction for
Christians, he finds that living together in a sexual
relationship reduces the probability of a long-lasting
marriage later on.

The original version of this updated article is also
available in Spanish.

More than twenty years ago, I did a week of radio programs on
cohabitation and cited a study done by the National Marriage
Project at Rutgers University. Sociologists David Popenoe and
Barbara Dafoe Whitehead came to this conclusion: “Cohabitation
is replacing marriage as the first living together experience
for young men and women.”{1}

What was true then is true today, but there is even
more evidence of changing attitudes as well as
additional social research on cohabitation. A
survey by Pew Research asked American adults when
it was acceptable to live together. Two thirds
(69%) said it was acceptable “even if they don’t plan to get
married.” Another 16 percent said it was acceptable “only if
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they planned to get married.” Only 14 percent said it was
“never acceptable.”

That may explain why living together has gone from rare to
routine in the secular world, but also explains why so many
Christian couples also see living together as acceptable. In
the 1960s and 1970s, only about a half million were living
together. One study from a few years ago, estimated that over
18 million Americans were cohabiting, and nearly a quarter of
them were people over the age of 50 years old.{2}

Another reason to revisit the social phenomenon of
cohabitation is to remind couples that the “premarital
cohabitation effect” still exists. The effect is the research
finding from decades ago that living together before marriage
increases your likelihood of marital struggles and even
divorce. Scott Stanley with the Institute for Family Studies
acknowledges that it may be counterintuitive “that living
together would not improve one’s odds for a successful
marriage. And yet, whatever else is true, there is scant
evidence to support this believe in a positive effect.”{3} We
will look at the latest research data below.

Since such a high percentage of American adults believe it 1is
acceptable for an unmarried couple to live together, they have
developed new legal documents to establish financial and
medical obligations to one another. Several cohabiting couples
will draft a cohabitation agreement.{4} Such an agreement
supposedly ensures certain rights or obligations in the
relationship that would typically be legally conferred upon
marriage.

Although some people will say that a cohabiting couple 1is
“married in the eyes of God,” that is not true. They are not
married in God’s eyes because they are living contrary to
biblical statements about marriage. And they are not married
in their own eyes because they have specifically decided not
to marry.



Cohabitation is without a doubt changing the cultural
landscape of our society. That is why we look at the social,
psychological, and biblical aspects of cohabitation in this
article.

Test-drive Relationships and Other Myths

No doubt you have heard couples justify cohabitation by
arguing that they need to live together before marriage to see
if they were compatible. First, that argument does not justify
cohabitation. Second, it is fallacious since so many couples
living together never plan to get married.

Linda Waite and Maggie Gallagher wrote The Case for Marriage:
Why Married People Are Happier, Healthier and Better Off
Financially.{5} It not only makes the case for marriage; it
also challenges contemporary assumptions about cohabitation.

The thesis of the book is simple. Back in the 1950s, the rules
were clear: first love, next marriage, and only then the baby
carriage. But the social tsunami of the 1960s changed
everything. The Pill, the sexual revolution, feminism, mothers
in the workplace, no-fault divorce, and the rise of
illegitimate births changed our views of marriage and family.
The authors marshal the evidence to show that marriage is a
good thing. As the subtitle says, married people are happier,
healthier, and better off financially.

Nevertheless, the conventional wisdom is that you should “try
before you buy.” In fact, one of the oft-repeated questions
justifying living together is: “You wouldn’t buy a car without
a test-drive, would you?”

The problem with such questions and slogans is they dehumanize
the other person. If I decide not to buy a car, the car
doesn’t feel rejected. When you test-drive your car, you don’t
pack your personal luggage in the trunk. And rejecting a car
model doesn’t bring emotional baggage into the next test-



driving experience. The car doesn’t need psychological
counseling so that it can trust the next car buyer. Frankly,
test-driving a relationship is only positive if you are the
driver.

Research has shown that those who cohabit tend to view
marriage negatively because it involved the assumption of new
responsibilities that contrasted with their former freedoms.
On the other hand, those marrying through the conventional
route of dating and courtship did not feel constrained by
marriage but liberated by marriage.

Consider the contrast. A couple living together has nearly
everything marriage has to offer (including sex) but few
commitments or responsibilities. So, cohabiting people feel
trapped when they enter marriage. They must assume huge new
responsibilities while getting nothing they didn’t already
have.

Couples entering marriage through dating and courtship
experience just the opposite, especially if they maintain
their sexual purity. Marriage is the culmination of their
relationship and provides the full depth of a relationship
they have long anticipated.

This is not to say that cohabitation guarantees marital
failure nor that marriage through the conventional route
guarantees marital success. There are exceptions to this rule,
but a couple who live together before marriage stack the odds
against themselves and their future marriage.

Cohabitation and Perceptions

Although cohabitation 1is becoming popular in America,
sociologists studying the phenomenon warned that 1living
together before marriage, puts your future marriage in danger.
That was the conclusion of the National Marriage Project at
Rutgers University done by sociologists David Popenoe and



Barbara Dafoe Whitehead.{6}

They found that cohabiting appears to be so counterproductive
to long-lasting marriage that unmarried couples should avoid
living together, especially if it involves children. They
argue that living together is “a fragile family form” that
poses increased risk to women and children.

Part of the reason for the danger 1is the difference 1in
perception. Men often enter the relationship with less
intention to marry than do women. They may regard it more as a
sexual opportunity without the ties of long-term commitment.
Women, however, often see the living arrangement as a step
toward eventual marriage. While the women may believe they are
headed for marriage, the man often has other ideas. Some men
resent the women they live with and view them as easy. Such a
woman is not his idea of a faithful marriage partner.

People who live together in uncommitted relationships may be
unwilling to work out problems. Since there is no long-term
commitment, often it is easy to leave the current living
arrangement and seek less fractious relationships with a new
partner.

In recent years, there has been the occasional study that
suggests there are no significant problems for couples if they
live together. But Scott Stanley of the Institute for Family
Studies dismisses those few studies because they fail to
consider long-term problems. And he points to another recent
study that does show an increased risk for divorce among those
living together before marriage.{7}

The significant increase in cohabitation in the last few
decades 1s staggering. The reasons for the growth are many:
fewer taboos against premarital sex, earlier sexual maturity,
later marriage, adequate income to live apart from their
families.

Whatever the reasons for cohabiting, this study documents the



dangers. Couples who live together are more likely to divorce
than those who don’t. They are less happy and score lower on
well-being indices, including sexual satisfaction. And
cohabiting couples are often poorer than married couples.

Even if millions are doing it, living together is a bad idea.
As we will see below, there are clear biblical prohibitions
against premarital sex. But apart from these biblical
pronouncements are the ominous sociological predictions of
failure when a couple considers cohabitation rather than
marriage. The latest research backs up what the Bible has said
for millennia. If you want a good marriage, don’t do what
society says. Do what the Bible teaches us to do.

Consequences of Cohabitation

Contrary to conventional wisdom, cohabitation can be harmful
to marriage as well as to the couples and their children. One
study based on the National Survey of Families and Households
found that marriages which had prior cohabitors were 46
percent more likely to divorce than marriages of non-
cohabitors. The authors concluded from this study and from a
review of previous studies that the risk of marital disruption
following cohabitation “is beginning to take on the status of
an empirical generalization.”{8}

Some have tried to argue that the correlation between
cohabitation and divorce is artificial since people willing to
cohabit are more unconventional and less committed to
marriage. In other words, cohabitation doesn’t cause divorce
but is merely associated with it because the same type of
people are involved in both phenomena. Yet, even when this
“selection effect” 1is carefully controlled statistically, a
“cohabitation effect” remains.

Marriages are held together by a common commitment which 1is
absent in most, if not all, cohabiting relationships. Partners
who live together value autonomy over commitment and tend not



to be as committed as married couples in their dedication to
the continuation of the relationship.{9}

One study found that “living with a romantic partner prior to
marriage was associated with more negative and less positive
problem-solving support and behavior during marriage.” The
reason is simple. Since there is less certainty of a long-term
commitment, “there may be less motivation for cohabiting
partners to develop their conflict resolution and support
skills.”{10}

Couples living together, however, miss out on more than just
the benefits of marriage. Annual rates of depression among
cohabiting couples are more than three times higher than they
are among married couples.{11} Those who cohabit are much more
likely to be unhappy in marriage and much more likely to think
about divorce.{12}

Cohabitation is especially harmful to children. First, several
studies have found that children currently living with a
mother and her unmarried partner have significantly more
behavior problems and lower academic performance than children
in intact families.{13} Second, there is the risk that the
couple will break up, creating even more social and personal
difficulties. Third, many of these children were not born in
the present union but in a previous union of one of the adult
partners (usually the mother). Living in a house with a mother
and an unmarried boyfriend is tenuous at best.

These studies, along with others, suggest that cohabitation 1is
less secure, less fulfilling, and even potentially more
harmful than traditional marriage.

Cohabitation and the Bible

God designed sexual intimacy to occur exclusively within the
sacred commitment of marriage (Genesis 2:21-24). When we trust
God’'s design, we can honor marriage as we are commanded 1in
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Hebrews 13:4.

The Bible teaches that the act of sexual intercourse can have
a strong bonding effect on two people. When done within the
bounds of marriage, the man and the woman become one flesh.
Ephesian 5:31 says: “For this cause shall a man leave his
father and mother, and shall be joined unto his wife, and they
two shall be one flesh.”

Sexual intercourse outside of marriage also has consequences.
Writing to the church in Corinth, Paul said that when a man
joins himself to a prostitute, he becomes one body with her (1
Corinthians 6:16). The context of the discussion arose from a
problem within the church. A man in the church was having
sexual relations with his father’s wife (1 Corinthians 5:1-3).
Paul calls this relationship sinful. In 1 Corinthians 6:18 he
says we are to flee sexual immorality.

Sexual immorality is condemned in about 25 passages in the New
Testament. The Greek word is porneia, a word which includes
all forms of illicit sexual intercourse. Jesus taught in Mark
7:21-23: “For from within, out of men’s hearts, come evil
thoughts, sexual immorality, theft, murder, adultery, greed,
malice, deceit, lewdness, envy, slander, arrogance, and folly.
All these evils come from inside and make a man unclean.”

Paul taught in 1 Thessalonians 4:3-5: “It is God’s will that
you should be sanctified: that you should avoid sexual
immorality; that each of you should learn to control his own
body in a way that is holy and honorable, not in passionate
lust like the heathen, who do not know God.”

Marriage 1is God’s plan. Marriage provides intimate
companionship for life (Genesis 2:18). It provides a context
for the procreation and nurture of children (Ephesians 6:1-2).
And finally, marriage provides a godly outlet for sexual
desire (1 Corinthians 7:2).

In the New Testament, believers are warned against persistent



sin, including sexual sin (1 Corinthians 5:1-5). The church is
to keep believers accountable for their behavior. Believers
are to judge themselves, lest they fall into God’s hands (1
Corinthiansl11:31-32). Sexual sin should not even be named
among believers (Ephesians 5:3).

Living together outside of marriage not only violates biblical
commands but it puts a couple and their future marriage at
risk. In this article, I have collected several sobering
statistics about the impact cohabitation can have on you and
your relationship. If you want a good marriage, don’t do what
society says. Do what the Bible teaches us to do.
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Mormon Doctrine of Jesus: A
Christian Perspective

Dr. Pat Zukeran looks at a Mormon view of Jesus, comparing it
to an authentic Christian perspective. He finds that the
Mormon view 1is not supported by the biblical text.

Jesus a Procreated Being?

The Mormon Church claims to have restored the true teachings
of Jesus. In this article, we will compare the Mormon doctrine
of Jesus to the New Testament.

The New Testament teaches that Jesus, God the Son, is eternal
and has no beginning. However, Mormonism teaches that Jesus 1is
a procreated being, the literal offspring of God the Father
and one of His heavenly wives. According to Mormon theology,
God the Father, Elohim, dwells on a planet with His many
spirit wives producing numerous spirit children who await to
inhabit physical bodies so that they too may one day ascend to
godhood as their parents did. Jesus is believed to be the
firstborn spirit child of Elohim. The Doctrine and Covenants,
one of the four sacred books of Mormonism states, “Christ, the
Firstborn, was the mightiest of all the spirit children of the
Father.”{1} The Gospel Principles, which is the manual of the
Mormon Church, states, “The first spirit born to our heavenly
parents was Jesus Christ.”{2} James Talmage, one of the early
apostles of the church wrote, “[Almong the spirit-children of
Elohim, the firstborn was and is Jehovah or Jesus Christ to
whom all others are juniors.”{3}

According to the Mormon view, Jesus 1s not unique from the
rest of mankind. He is simply the firstborn spirit child. The
Doctrine and Covenants states, “The difference between Jesus
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and other offspring of Elohim is one of degree not of
kind.”{4} That is why Mormons refer to Jesus as elder brother.
James Talmage wrote, “Human beings generally were similarly
existent in spirit state prior to their embodiment in the
flesh. . . . There is no impropriety, therefore, in speaking
of Jesus Christ as the Elder Brother of the rest of
mankind."” {5}

Mormon doctrine deviates significantly from the Bible, which
teaches that Jesus is eternal and not procreated. Although
Mormons teach that Jesus is eternal, what they mean is that He
existed as a spirit child prior to His incarnation. Being an
offspring of Elohim means He was created at some point in
time.

To support their view, Mormons appeal to John 3:16, which
states Jesus is the “only begotten.” The Greek word used there
is monogenes, which means “unique” or “one of a kind.” It does
not mean procreated, but emphasizes uniqueness.

Mormons also appeal to Colossians 1:15, which calls Christ the
“Firstborn over all creation.” The Greek word for firstborn is
prototokos, meaning “first in rank, preeminent one.” It
carries the idea of positional supremacy. Christ 1is the
firstborn in the sense that He is preeminent over all
creation. Renowned Greek scholar, the late F.F. Bruce, wrote
on how the term was used during the time in which Paul wrote.
“The word firstborn had long since ceased to be used
exclusively in its literal sense, just as prime (from the
Latin word primus—first) with us. The Prime Minister is not
the first minister we have had; he is the most preeminent.

Similarly, firstborn came to denote (among the ancients) not
priority in time but preeminence in rank.”{6} Psalm 89:27 in
the Septuagint calls David the firstborn. We all know David 1is
not the first-born son in his family, nor is he the first king
of Israel. “Firstborn” here is a title of preeminence.

These Bible verses do not support the teaching that Jesus is a



procreated being. The Bible further teaches Jesus 1s an
eternal being. He had no beginning.

Colossians 1:17 states, “He is before all things, and in Him
all things hold together.” Christ as the eternal Son of God
existed before all creation. Since Christ is “before all
things,” He did not depend on anyone or anything for His
creation or existence.

John 1:1 shows Jesus 1is eternal and has no beginning. John
wrote, “In the beginning was the word.” Scripture indicates
that the universe was not created in time, but that time
itself was created along with the universe.{7} In other words,
time was not already in existence when God created the world.
The world was created with time rather than in time. Back
before the beginning mentioned in Genesis 1:1 and John 1:1 lay
a beginningless eternity.{8} The verb was is in the imperfect
tense, indicating continued existence. So Jesus did not come
into existence at some point in eternity past, He always
existed. There has never been a point where He was not 1in
existence.

In John 8:58 Jesus tells the religious leaders, “Before
Abraham was born, I am.” Jesus 1is identifying Himself as the
eternal God, quoting the words from Exodus 3:14. For this
reason the Jews were seeking to stone Him for the crime of
blasphemy. The words “I am” or “Yahweh” in the Hebrew language
is the verb, to be. This name conveys the meaning of eternal
self-existence. Yahweh, whom Jesus is identifying with, 1is
eternal and beyond the realm of time. Abraham came to exist at
a point in time, but Jesus never had a beginning. He 1is
uncreated and eternal. Since the Bible teaches the eternal
nature of Christ, He cannot be a procreated being as Mormon
doctrine teaches.

Lucifer and Jesus

According to Mormon theology, God the Father lives on a planet



with His spirit wives procreating spirit children who await
physical bodies to inhabit. As we learned earlier, Jesus 1is
the first son born to Elohim. God the Father had numerous
other offspring, which included Lucifer. This makes him a
spirit brother of Jesus and of all human beings. Mormon
theologian LeGrand Richards writes, “Satan was just as much a
man in the spirit world, as were those spirits who have been
given bodies through birth in this world.”{9}

Mormonism teaches that Jesus and Lucifer were involved in
planning mankind’s eternal destiny. In order to attain godhood
like our heavenly parents, the spirit children needed to leave
the presence of their heavenly Father, inhabit a physical
body, and live a worthy life. Elohim knew that mankind would
sin and thus require a savior to pay for sin and show us how
to return to our heavenly father. At the heavenly council,
Jesus and Lucifer proposed their plans. Lucifer offered to go
to earth and be the savior but he wanted to force everyone to
be saved and do everything himself. Jesus desired to give man
the freedom of choice. The Father chose Jesus’ plan. Angered
by the decision, Lucifer persuaded one third of the spirit
children to rebel and a war in heaven took place between
Satan’s forces and Jesus and His followers. Lucifer was
defeated, cast out of heaven, and denied the right to inhabit
mortal bodies.{10} Without the ability to attain physical
bodies, exaltation to the Celestial kingdom is impossible. He
became known as Satan and his followers became the demons who
now exist on earth as spirits opposing God’s work.

Mormon theologian Bruce McConkie states, “The appointment of
Jesus to be the Savior of the worlds was contested by one of
the other sons of God. He was called Lucifer, son of the
morning. Haughty, ambitious, and covetous of power and glory,
this spirit-brother of Jesus desperately tried to become the
savior of mankind.”{11}

The Bible teaches that Jesus is not the spirit brother of
Lucifer or of human beings. Lucifer is an angel and part of



the created order. Ezekiel 28:13-19 reveals that Lucifer, 1in
contrast to Jesus, is a created cherub angel. Colossians 1:16
tells us that Christ is the Creator of all things, including
the angelic realm. The words “thrones”, “dominions”,
“principalities” and “powers” were used by rabbinical Jews to
describe different orders of angels. In Colossae, there was a
problem of worshipping angels. Christ had been degraded to
their level. Paul’s argument here is that Christ is superior
to the angels for Christ created them. Lucifer falls into this
category of a created angel, thus making him a created being.
Hebrews 1:4 also reinforces the fact that Jesus, being God the
Son, 1s superior in nature to the angels. Christ is Creator,
while Lucifer is creature, two totally different classes and
they cannot be spirit brothers as Mormonism teaches.

The Incarnation of Christ

The Mormon doctrine of Jesus deviates from biblical teaching
regarding the preincarnate life of Christ. It also deviates in
its teaching on the incarnation of Jesus. Mormonism teaches
that Jesus’ incarnation was the result of sexual relations
between the flesh and bone Heavenly Father and Mary. Jesus 1is
the only earthly offspring so conceived. Mormon theologian
Bruce McConkie states, “Christ was begotten by an Immortal
Father in the same way that mortal men are begotten by mortal
fathers.”{12}

He also writes, “God the Father is a perfected, glorified,
holy man, an immortal Personage. And Christ was born into the
world as the literal Son of this Holy Being; He was born in
the same personal, real and literal sense that any mortal son
is born to a mortal father. There is nothing figurative about
this paternity; He was begotten, conceived, and born in the
normal and natural course of events, for He is the Son of God,
and that designation means what it says.”{13}

James Talmage wrote, “Jesus Christ is the Son of Elohim both
as spiritual and bodily offspring; that is to say, Elohim 1is



literally the Father of the spirit of Jesus Christ and also of
the body in which Jesus Christ performed His mission in the
flesh.”{14}

Mormon theology teaches that the Father was the main person
involved in Mary's conception, not the Holy Spirit. Joseph
Fielding Smith wrote, “Christ is not the Son of the Holy
Ghost, but of the Father.”{15} Mormon Historian Stephen
Robinson states, “Mary was in some unspecified manner made
pregnant by God the Father, through the power of the Holy
Spirit.”{16} Dr. Robinson attempts to remain faithful to
Mormon theology and the Bible, but his attempt falls short.

The Bible makes it clear: Jesus was conceived as the result of
a miraculous work of the Holy Spirit, not a physical union
with the Father. John 4:24 says that God is spirit. He 1is not
a resurrected man.

Luke 1:35 states, “The Holy Spirit will come upon you, and the
power of the Most High will overshadow you.” The Holy Spirit’s
supernatural work in Mary’s body enabled Christ—eternal God-to
take on human nature. Jesus thus had a dual nature. He was
fully God and fully man. Mormons reject this teaching.

Stephen Robinson writes, the “unbiblical doctrine of the two
natures in Christ was added to historic Christianity by the
Council of Chalcedon in 451 A.D."{17} This might be a
consistent conclusion for Mormonism, but it is contrary to the
Bible. Throughout the Gospels Jesus showed His humanity: He
was hungry, He got tired, and His human body experienced
death. However, He also revealed His divinity, demonstrating
omnipotence (Colossians 1:17), omniscience (John 2:25),
eternity (John 1:1), and omnipresence (Matthew 28:20).

There is a wide separation between the Mormon doctrine of the
incarnation of Christ and what the Bible teaches.



The Atoning Work of Christ

Another key area in which Mormon theology deviates from
biblical teaching is their view of the atoning work of Christ.
To understand this, we must understand the Mormon view of the
fall. According to Mormon theology, Adam was given two
conflicting commands by God: one to become mortal and the
other not to eat of the tree of knowledge of good and evil;
out of which mortality, children, and death would result. Adam
chose to eat of the fruit for it was the only way salvation
could come to mankind.{18} As a result of the fall, Adam and
Eve left their purely spiritual state and became physical
beings. Mortality and child bearing would provide the way to
exaltation and godhood. Man then inherited a dual nature, one
physical and the other spiritual.{19}

Jesus’ death is believed to have atoned for only Adam’s sin,
leaving us responsible for our sins.{20} Adam’s act brought
mortality and death. The result of Jesus’ atonement is that
all humankind will be resurrected. Mormon theologian Bruce
McConkie states, “Unconditional salvation, that which comes by
grace alone without obedience to gospel law, consists in the
mere fact of being resurrected.”{21} The Second Article of
Faith states, “We believe that men are responsible for their
own sins, and not for Adam’'s transgression.”{22}

In Mormon theology, there is a distinction between general
salvation-resurrection for all, and individual salvation which
refers to exaltation. Mormonism teaches that that we have all
attained universal resurrection as a result of Jesus’ death,
but we must now earn our own place in heaven by doing all we
can do.

Mormonism teaches there are three levels of heaven: telestial
is the lowest level, the terrestrial, and celestial. The
resurrection of Christ allows non-Mormons entrance to the
telestial or terrestrial kingdom. A1l Mormons desire the
celestial level where they attain exaltation to godhood.



Attaining to this level depends on their life here on earth.
The Mormon Church and Joseph Smith play the major roles in
achieving exaltation. The Gospel Principles tell us that Jesus
“became our savior and He did His part to help us return to
our heavenly home. It is now up to each of us to do our part
and become worthy of exaltation.”{23}

The Bible does not equate salvation with resurrection. Jesus’
death provides atonement for all of humanity (Isaiah 53:6),
but salvation is contingent on one’s response to Christ’s
atoning work. Salvation applies only to those who accept
Christ’s work on the cross. It is not universal as 1in
Mormonism.

All mankind will be resurrected, but it is at the resurrection
that some will be condemned to hell and others to eternal life
in God’s presence (Rev. 20:11-15). Those who reject Christ
will not be saved (John 3:18). So resurrection is not equated
with salvation.

Finally, individual salvation is by faith alone, not by works.
(Ephesians 2:8-9) It is through faith in Jesus alone that one
receives the full measure of the gift of salvation. The Bible
does not teach three levels of glorification. There is only
eternal life with Christ, or eternal separation from God.

Jesus the Polygamist?

As we have studied, the Mormon doctrine of Jesus deviates from
the Jesus of the Bible in several key areas. Another unique
teaching of Mormonism on the life of Christ is in regards to
His marital state. Mormonism teaches that while on earth,
Jesus was married to at least three women. Although Mormons
today try to distance themselves from this teaching, it is
clearly a part of their historical record. Orson Hyde, one of
the original Twelve Apostles of the Mormon Church and who was
ordained by Joseph Smith, cites the gospel of John when he
writes, “Jesus was the bridegroom at the marriage of Cana of



Galilee, and He told them what to do. Now there was actually a
marriage; and if Jesus was not the bridegroom on that
occasion, please tell who was. I shall say here, that before
the Savior died, He looked upon his own natural children as we
look upon ours.”{24}

Mormonism teaches that Jesus was not only married, but He had
a family. In a speech given by Hyde in the Salt Lake City
Tabernacle, he exclaimed, “I discover that some of the Eastern
papers represent me as a great blasphemer, because I said, in
my lecture on marriage, at our last conference, that Jesus
Christ was married at Cana of Galilee, that Mary, Martha, and
others were His wives, and that He begat children. All that I
have to say in reply to that charge is this—-they worship a
Savior that is too pure and holy to fulfil the commands of his
Father. I worship one that is just pure and holy enough ‘to
fulfil all righteousness;’ not only the righteous law of
baptism, but the still more righteous and important law ‘to
multiply and replenish the earth.’ Startle not at this! For
even the Father Himself honored that law by coming down to
Mary, without a natural body, and begetting a Son; and if
Jesus begat children, He only ‘did that which He had seen His
Father do.'”"{25}

This would be consistent with Mormon theology, since marriage
is a requirement for exaltation to godhood.{26}

According to the New Testament, there is no evidence to
indicate that Jesus was married or that He had children. It is
even more inconceivable that He would enter into a polygamous
relationship, for it was not God’'s intended will for marriage.
(Genesis 2:24, Matthew 19:5, and 1 Timothy 3)

Our study reveals that the Jesus of Mormonism is not the Jesus
of the Bible. The Mormon view of Jesus teaches that He was not
eternally God, that He was procreated as the first spirit
child of the Father, He is a spirit brother of Lucifer, and
was begotten of the Father through physical relations with



Mary. For these reasons, we cannot consider the Mormon
teachings on Christ to be consistent with the New Testament.
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Mormon Doctrine of God: A
Christian Perspective

Dr. Pat Zukeran examines the Mormon doctrine of God from a
Christian perspective. Is their view of God consistent with
the biblical view?

Monotheism or Polytheism?

The Mormons consider themselves to be Christian, but many
question this claim. In this article we will investigate the
teaching of Mormonism regarding the doctrine of God and
compare it with Biblical teaching.

Mormon doctrine is derived from four primary sources. The
first is the Bible; the second are the sacred texts of
Mormonism, the Book of Mormon, The Doctrine and Covenants, and
The Pearl of Great Price. The third comes from the writings of
the founder of the church Joseph Smith, and the fourth is the
writings of church leaders, especially the church presidents
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who are considered to be inspired prophets of God. In regard
to the God of the Bible, Stephen Robinson, chairman of the
Department of Ancient Scriptures at Brigham Young University,
writes, “The Latter-day Saints (should) be considered
worshipers of the one true God.”{1l} He also states, “The
Latter-day Saints accept unequivocally all the biblical
teachings on the nature of God.”{2}

Christianity has taught monotheism from its foundation, the
belief in the existence of one God. Mormonism believes in the
existence of a plurality of gods. According to Mormonism,
there are an infinite number of planets like earth in the
universe, each with their god or gods who were once men who
have evolved into godhood. Mormon theologian and Apostle Bruce
McConkie states, “[A] plurality of gods exist . . . there 1is
an infinite number of holy personages, drawn from worlds
without number, who have passed on to exaltation and are thus

gods.”{3}

Joseph Smith wrote, “In the beginning, the head of the gods
called a council of the gods; and they came together and
concocted a plan to create the world and (the) people in

it."{4}

The Pearl of Great Price states in the Book of Abraham, “And
they (the gods) said: let there be light and there was light.
And they (the gods) comprehended the light, . . . and the gods
called the light Day and the darkness they called Night.

" In these two chapters, the plural designation “gods” 1is
used over fifty times.

Although they believe that numerous gods exist, Mormons
consider themselves to be monotheists because they focus their
worship exclusively on the Godhead of this earth. With this
being the case, a more accurate description of Mormon practice
is henotheism, a form of polytheism that stresses a central
deity.



The Bible clearly teaches monotheism. This truth 1s taught in
Deuteronomy 6:4, “Hear 0 Israel: The Lord our God, the Lord is
one.” Isaiah writes about God, “Before me there was no god
formed, nor will there be one after me.” There was no god
created before or any to come for there is only one God. Later
he adds, “You are my witnesses. Is there any God besides me?
No, there is no other Rock: I know not one.” God knows of no
other, not because God is limited in knowledge, but because
there is no other like Him in existence.

Doctrine of the Trinity

Christians and Mormons share many similar theological terms.
We both refer to God, salvation, and heaven. However, the
words often have radically different meanings. Such is the
case with the doctrine of the Trinity. Biblical Christianity
teaches there is one God eternally coexisting in three
persons: God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy Spirit.
As we will see, the Mormon view of the Godhead is quite
different.

The Mormons reject the traditional Christian view of the
Trinity as being in error. Joseph Smith wrote,

Many men say there is one God; the Father, the Son and the
Holy Ghost are only one God. I say that is a strange God
[anyhow]—-three in one and one in three. . .It is curious
organization All are crammed into one God according to
sectarianism (Christian faith). It would make the biggest
God in all the world. He would be a wonderfully big God-he
would be a giant or a monster. (Joseph Smith, Teachings,
372)

Church president James Talmage stated, “Father, Son, and Holy
Ghost are as distinct in persons and individualities as are
any three personages in mortality.”{5}

Mormons believe that there are an infinite number of planets,



each with their own god or gods. On this earth, there are
three separate gods, God the Father or Elohim, Jehovah or
Jesus the son, and the Holy Ghost who make up the Godhead.
Instead of Trinitarian, tritheistic would be a better word to
describe Mormon belief. Mormon theologian Bruce McConkie
states, “There are three Gods— the Father, the Son, and the
Holy Ghost.”{6} He further explains that, “[T]hree separate
personages—Father, Son, and Holy Ghost comprise the Godhead.
As each of these persons 1is a god, it is evident, from this
standpoint alone, that a plurality of gods exists. To us,
speaking in the proper finite sense, these three are the only
gods we worship.”{7}

Jesus is believed by Mormons to be the literal offspring of
the Father. The Mormon Church teaches that “Jesus Christ is
the son of Elohim both as (a) spiritual and bodily offspring;
that is to say, Elohim is literally the Father of the spirit
of Jesus Christ and also of the body in which Jesus Christ
performed his mission in the flesh. . . ."{8}

The Bible teaches that there is only one true God, not three
separate gods. Deuteronomy 6:4 states, “Hear 0 Israel: The
Lord our God, the Lord is one.” God has revealed Himself 1in
three coeternal and coequal persons of the same substance or
essence, however, distinct in subsistence. The Bible reveals
that all three persons—Father, Son, and Holy Spirit—have the
attributes of deity. All three have existed for eternity, took
part in creation, and play a role in salvation. The whole,
undivided essence of God belongs equally to each of the three
Persons. {9}

God Was Once a Man

As we discussed earlier, Mormon theology teaches that there 1is
a plurality of gods. All gods were once mortal men on other
planets who, through obedience to the commands of their God,
attained exaltation or godhood. All Mormon men have the
potential of attaining godhood as well. God’s progression from



man to God is clearly stated throughout Mormon literature.
Joseph Smith wrote:

God himself was once as we are now, and is an exalted man,
and sits enthroned in yonder heavens! . . . I am going to
tell you how God came to be God. We have imagined and
supposed that God was God from all eternity. I will refute
that idea, and take away the veil, so that you may see.

He was once a man like us; yea that God himself, the
Father dwelt on an earth, the same as Jesus Christ himself

did. . . .{10}

Brigham Young, the second president taught “[T]hat God the
Father was once a man on another planet who ‘passed the ordeal
we are now passing through. . .'"{11} The Doctrine and
Covenants states, “God is a glorified and perfected man, a
personage of flesh and bones. Inside his tangible body is an
eternal spirit.” (130:22)

Jesus is believed to have been a mortal man who attained
godhood and showed that all men can do the same. The goal of
every Mormon man is to achieve exaltation to godhood. Bruce
McConkie states, “That exaltation which the saints of all ages
have so devoutly sought is godhood itself.”{12} Joseph Smith
exhorted all Mormon men to strive for this goal. He stated,

Here then, is eternal life— to know the only wise and true
God; and you have got to learn how to be gods yourselves,
and to be kings and priests to God, the same as all gods
have done before you. . . .{13}

The Mormon Church teaches that if a couple marries according
to Mormon ceremony, and each lives an obedient life, they may
attain godhood at the resurrection. The Doctrine and Covenants
teaches,

[Y]e shall come forth in the first resurrection; . . . and
shall inherit thrones, kingdoms, principalities, and powers,
dominions, all heights and depths . . . (and you) shall pass



by the angels, and the gods, which are set there, to (their)
exaltation.” (132)

The passage concludes, “Then they shall be gods, because they
have no end; therefore shall they be from everlasting to
everlasting because they continue. . . . Then they shall be
gods because they have all power, and the angels are subject
to them.” (132:20)

The Bible teaches that God has always been God. Psalm 90
states, “From everlasting to everlasting you are God.” God did
not evolve from mortal man. Isaiah 43 reveals, “Before me no
god was formed, nor will there be one after me.” This verse
destroys any hope of any man thinking he may become a god.

Celestial Parenthood

In Mormon theology, there are three levels of heaven,
terrestial, tellestial, and celestial. It teaches that almost
everyone will make it to the first level, terrestrial, but
Mormons seek entrance to celestial heaven, because there they
are exalted to godhood. Once a man is exalted to godhood, he
and his wife will reproduce offspring for eternity. These
spirit children will in turn inhabit physical bodies and have
the opportunity to become gods as well. This privilege 1is
reserved for those who go through the sacred marriage ceremony
in the Temple and live in obedience to Mormon teachings.

As we discussed previously, the Mormon book Doctrine and
Covenants teaches that Mormons who marry within the context of
the church, and remain obedient, shall be resurrected
together. They shall then inherit thrones and kingdoms and are
then declared gods because they will then rule together for
eternity. Church president James Talmage adds, “[W]e are to
understand that only resurrected and glorified beings can
become parents of spirit offspring . . . and the spirits born
to them in the eternal worlds will pass in due sequence
through the several stages or estates by which the glorified



parents have attained exaltation.”{14}

God the Father is, therefore, believed to be married to God
the Mother, and together they are producing spirit children.
Bruce McConkie states, “An exalted and glorified man of
holiness could not be a Father unless a woman of like glory,
perfection, and holiness was associated with him as a Mother.
The begetting of children makes a man a father and a woman a
mother whether we are dealing with man in his mortal or
immortal state.”{15}

All men and women are thus the offspring of this heavenly
union. James Talmage wrote, “God the Eternal Father, whom we
designate by the exalted name-title ‘Elohim,’ is the literal
Parent of our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ and of the spirits
of the human race.”{16}

The Bible teaches that God the Father is not married. Isaiah
46:9 states, “I am God, and there is no other; I am God; and
there is none like me.” The Bible teaches that men and women
who receive Christ as their savior will be glorified and live
eternally in the presence of God. However, they will never be
equal to God, nor will they be married. If marriage were
essential to attain exaltation, it seems strange that Paul
would write in 1 Corinthians 7, “It is good for a man not to
marry.” When Jesus was questioned about the state of marriage
in eternity he said, “When the dead rise, they will neither
marry nor be given in marriage, they will be like the angels
in heaven.” The covenant of marriage is for our earthly
existence only. The Bible does not teach a doctrine of
celestial parenthood.

God is a Physical Being

Christianity teaches that God is immaterial. Mormonism teaches
that God has a physical body. The Mormon Doctrine and
Covenants teaches, “The Father has a body of flesh and bones
as tangible as man’s, the Son also. . . .”{17} Brigham Young



wrote, “We cannot believe for a moment that God is destitute
of body, parts, passions, or attributes.”{18}

Although John 4:24 clearly teaches that God is spirit, Mormons
like Bruce McConkie teach that this is a mistranslation of the
text. He writes:

False creeds teach that God is a spirit essence that fills
the immensity of space. . . . In a vain attempt to support
this doctrine, formulated by councils in the early days of
the great apostasy, it is common for apologists to point to
the statement in the KJV Bible, which says, “God is a
Spirit.” The fact is that this passage is mistranslated:
instead the correct statement, quoted in context reads: “For
unto such hath God promised his Spirit. And they who worship
him, must worship in spirit and in truth.”{19}

However, there is no justification for McConkie’s translation.
The KJV translation of “God is a spirit” is misleading; modern
translators are more accurate rendering the passage “God 1is
spirit.” The Greek construction and word order place the
emphasis on the essential character of God; thus the essence
of true worship must be on God’s terms and in accord with his
nature.{20} Jesus further taught in Luke 24:36-43, “[A] spirit
does not have flesh and bones.” 1 Timothy 1:17 states, “Now to
the King eternal, immortal, invisible, the only God.” God 1is
invisible because He is immaterial. 1 John 4:12 and John 1:18
tell us that no one has seen God. The second of the Ten
Commandments forbids anyone from making an image of God,
partially because nothing physical could accurately reflect
God, who is immaterial. If God created the universe, as the
Bible teaches, He could not be a physical being.

Scripture often uses anthropomorphic language, attributing
human characteristics to God to help describe God's
activities. Psalm 17 pleads, “Keep me (Lord) as the apple of
your eye, hide me in the shadow of your wings.” Mormons have
used this kind of language to prove that God has a physical



body. In doing so they ignore the use of figurative language.
God no more has a physical eye than He has wings and feathers.

God also revealed Himself in temporary physical forms that men
could understand called theophanies. Examples are the burning
bush, the fiery cloud in Exodus, and the unique incarnation of
Christ. God the Son humbled Himself and took on human form. He
was not a pre-existent spirit-being, waiting for a body, as
the Mormons teach. John 1 reveals that the Son was God from
eternity and became a man to redeem humanity. We must
conclude, based on our study of the doctrine of God, that
Mormonism and traditional Christianity are indeed two
different religions.
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Examining the Book of Mormon
— A Christian View

The book of Mormon needs to be evaluated by the light of
scripture and 1its purported evidence for its reliability. Dr.
Pat Zukeran shows that the bad character of the book’s
witnesses, the lack of archaeological support, and internal
errors reveal it to be the flawed work of man, not God.

The Mormon Story

Some people believe the Book of Mormon is a new revelation
from God given to Joseph Smith. Mormons recognize it as
divinely inspired and equal in authority to the Bible, but
others have reason to doubt its claims.

Mormon Apostle Orson Pratt wrote in 1851, “The Book of Mormon
claims to be a divinely inspired record. . . . This book must
be either true or false. . . . If false, it is one of the most
cunning, wicked, bold, deep-laid impositions ever planned upon
the world, calculated to deceive and ruin millions who will
sincerely receive it as the word of God. . . . If true, no one
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can possibly be saved and reject it; if false, no one can
possibly be saved and receive it.”{1}

In this article, we will take a look at internal and external
evidences for the Book of Mormon to see if it should be
considered inspired writing.

The Book of Mormon is said to be a record of two ancient
Jewish civilizations that migrated to America. The Jaredites
left Babylonia during the building of the Tower of Babel in
approximately 2,250 B.C. After establishing a civilization in
America that lasted two thousand years. They eventually
succumbed to corruption and apostasy and were judged by God
and destroyed.

The second group of Jews left Jerusalem in 600 B.C. before the
Babylonian exile during the reign of King Zedekiah. This group
crossed the Pacific and landed on the west coast of South
America. Lehi and his son Nephi led these righteous Jews. This
group eventually divided into two warring camps, the Nephites
and the Lamenites and spread throughout North and South
America. The Lamenites were cursed with dark skin because of
their evil deeds and were the forefathers of the American
Indians.{2}

Latter-day Saints believe that during the end of the 4th
century A.D. the Nephite prophet general Mormon and his son
Moroni, compiled the records of these two civilizations using
the Reformed Egyptian language and recorded them on gold
plates. Moroni hid the plates in the hills of Cumorah near
Palmyra, New York to be revealed at a later time. The
Lamenites eventually destroyed the Nephites in 421 A.D. on the
Hill Cumorah. The Lamenite civilizations continued to
degenerate and had forgotten their Jewish history. When
Columbus found them centuries later, they had become as the
Book of Mormon describes them, a “filthy and a loathsome
people.” (Book of Mormon 5:15)



Does the Book of Mormon qualify as divinely inspired
scripture? In determining the answer, we will take a critical
look at several key issues. First we will look at the nature
in which Joseph Smith received his revelations. Second, we
will investigate the character of the author and the key
witnesses. Third, since the Book or Mormon claims to be a
historical work, we will see if there is evidence to support
this claim. Finally, since the Book of Mormon says it is the
most perfect book ever written, we will examine it to see if
it contains any false precepts. Let’s examine the Book to see
if it is an inspired ancient historical record or a nineteenth
century product.

Origin of the Book of Mormon

Mormons believe Moroni appeared to Joseph Smith in 1823 as a
glorified resurrected being, and delivered to him the golden
plates from their hiding place in the Cumorah hills. Using an
occult seer stone, Smith translated the history of the
Lamenites and Nephites into the Book of Mormon.{3}

In studying the origin of the Book of Mormon, we must first
investigate the issue of the canon of scripture. Christians
believe the canon is closed with the 66 books of the Bible.
There are no more revelations outside these books. Here are
some reasons why.

First the authority to write the Holy Scripture was given to
the 0ld Testament prophets of God and the New Testament
Apostles of Christ. The last apostle died at the end of the
first century A.D. and there has not been anyone who fulfills
the qualifications for apostleship since then.

Second, the canon is confirmed to be closed by Judaism, Jesus,
the Apostles, and the early church. According to the writings
of eye witnesses—Emma Smith (one of Joseph Smith’s wives),
William Smith (his brother), and David Whitmer (one of the
three key witnesses), Smith used a common occult practice of



crystal gazing.
In 1877 David Whitmer wrote,

I will now give you a description of the manner in which the
Book of Mormon was translated. Joseph Smith would put the
seer stone into a hat, and put his face in the hat, drawing
it closely around his face to exclude the light; and in the
darkness the spiritual light would shine. A piece of
something resembling parchment would appear, and on that
appeared the writing. One character at a time would appear,
and under it was the interpretation in English. Brother
Joseph would read off the English to Oliver Cowdery, who was
his principal scribe, and when it was written down and
repeated to Brother Joseph to see if it was correct, then it
would disappear, and another character with the
interpretation would appear. Thus the Book of Mormon was
translated by the gift and power of God and not by any power

of man.”{4}

Emma Smith wrote to her children, “In writing for your father,
I frequently wrote day after day. . . . He sitting with his
face buried in his hat, with the stone in it, and dictating
hour after hour with nothing between us.”{5} So according to
these accounts, Joseph Smith received his revelations word for
word and used a seer stone.

By contrast, the Bible was not given to us in a word for word
dictation form, nor is there a case of any biblical writer
using an occult object to receive revelations from God.
Mormons point to the use of the Urim and Thummim but their
purpose was quite different. The Urim and Thummim were used
for a time by the Aaronic priests only to gain answers of Yes
or No from God to particular questions. Lots were cast to
discern God’s will, not to receive content for revelation.
Finally, we must understand, the Aaronic priesthood and its
practices are replaced by the finished work of Christ (Hebrews
7:12). Occult methods, such as crystal gazing, are forbidden



in the Bible (Deuteronomy 18:9-14, Leviticus 19:26, 31).
Mormon theologian Bruce McConkie even denounces using objects
to gain new revelation. He condemns Hiram Page, one of the
witnesses of the Book of Mormon for using a seer stone to gain
new revelations. Joseph Smith obtained his revelations
contrary to the method of inspiration received by the biblical
Prophets and Apostles.

Character of the 11 Witnesses

Joseph Smith claims that after he translated the plates, he
returned them to the angel Moroni. Therefore, there is no way
to verify the veracity of the plates or Smith’s translation.
Smith’'s only defense of his account is the eleven men who
signed statements claiming to have seen the golden plates.
Therefore, the credibility of Smith’s account rests on the
testimony of these eleven witnesses. There are three key
witnesses who claim to have seen the angel show the golden
plates to them. The remaining eight allege to have seen the
plates but not the angel. The LDS church asserts these men
never denied their testimony. However, when we examine the
lives of the witnesses, we find they were untrustworthy,
wavering, and gullible witnesses.

Six of the eleven witnesses, including the three key witnesses
were eventually excommunicated from the church. Former Mormon
President Ezra Taft Benson summed up the legacy of the eleven
witnesses this way. “Six of the original Twelve Apostles
selected by Joseph Smith were excommunicated. The three
Witnesses to the Book of Mormon left the church. Three of
Joseph Smith’s counselors fell-one even helped plot his death.

. The wolves among our flock are more numerous and devious
today than when President Clark made a similar statement [in

1949]."{6}

Let us first examine the character of the three key witnesses
since their testimony is the most important. In a letter dated
December 16, 1838, Joseph Smith stated this about the three



key witnesses and John Whitmer, one of the eight. “John
Whitmer, David Whitmer, Oliver Cowdery, and Martin Harris are
too mean to mention.”{7}

Martin Harris’ testimony shows him to be a gullible and
unstable man. He changed his religious conviction
approximately thirteen times. He had joined several Christian
denominations and other cult groups that include the
Universalists, Strangites, and the Shakers. {8} (Ankerberg,
196) In Doctrine and Covenants, Joseph Smith gave revelations
in which he denounces Martin Harris and calls him a “wicked
man.”{9} The Mormon leaders published an article in the
Elder’s Journal, a Mormon publication edited by Joseph Smith,
in which they accused Harris guilty of “swearing, lying,
cheating, swindling, drinking, with every species of
debauchery. . .” (Elders Journal, August, 1838, 59).{10} Here
the leaders of the Mormon Church strongly criticize the
character of Harris.

Oliver Cowdery was also shown to be a very gullible man. He
was led astray by Hiram Page, one of the eight witnesses who
himself claimed to have divine revelations from his own seer
stone. Although Joseph Smith denounced Hiram as a false
teacher, Smith stated “to our grief, however, we soon found
that Satan had been lying in wait to deceive. . . . Brother
Hiram Page had in his possession a certain stone, by which he
obtained certain ‘revelations’ . . . all of which were
entirely at variance with the order of God’s House, . . ."{11}
Despite Smith’s condemnation, Oliver Cowdery joined Page’s
movement. Not only was he a gullible man, he was also indicted
on several accounts of fraudulent business practices. The
Mormon Church in a letter wrote, “During the career of Oliver
Cowdery and David Whitmer’s bogus money business, it got
abroad into the world that they were engaged in it. . . . We
have evidence of a very strong character that you are at this
very time engaged with a gang of counterfeiters, coiners, and
blacklegs . . .”{12} Cowdery was eventually excommunicated and



he later joined the Methodist Church.

David Whitmer wrote, “God spake to me again by his own voice
from the heavens, and told me to ‘separate myself from among
the Latter- day Saints, for as they sought to do unto me, so
should it be done unto them.” In the spring of 1838, the heads
of the church and many of the members had gone deep into error
and blindness. . . . About the same time that I came out, the
Spirit of God moved upon quite a number of the brethren who
came out, with their families, all of the eight witnesses who
were then living (except the three Smiths) came out;
."{13} Here David Whitmer denounced the Mormon Church and
encouraged people to follow his example and the example of the
other witnesses and leave the church.

Joseph Smith in response attacked the character of David
Whitmer. Smith stated, “God suffered such kind of beings to
afflict Job . . . this poor man who professes to be much of a
prophet, has no other dumb ass to ride but David Whitmer, to
forbid his madness when he goes up to curse Israel: and this
ass not being of the same kind as Balaam’s . . . he brays out
cursing instead of blessings. Poor ass!”{14}

The character and life of the eleven witnesses to the Book of
Mormon are very different from the Apostles of Christ. None of
the Apostles wavered in their defense of Christ, even though
all suffered and most died for their faith. The Apostles
remained consistent in their teaching and never fell into any
type of apostasy. Their lives were marked by honesty and
integrity. They were never indicted for any criminal activity
except for preaching Christ. The character of the Book of
Mormon’s eleven witnesses does not strengthen Smith’s defense
but cast further doubt on its authenticity.

Archaeology and the Book of Mormon

According to the Book of Mormon, Jews migrated from the Middle
East to Central and South America and established great



civilizations on the continents of North and South America.
The Book of Mormon states that large cities were built so that
by 322 A.D. “The whole face of the land had become covered
with buildings and the people were as numerous almost as it
were the sand of the sea.” (Mormon 1:7) Thirty-eight cities
are specifically mentioned in the Book of Mormon. Also in the
final battle between the Nephites and Lamenites, 230,000
Nephites were killed near the hills of Cumorah in New York.

With such a vast population and cities, one would expect to
find numerous archaeological evidences to substantiate such
large civilizations. However, there is no evidence to validate
the claims of the Book of Mormon. Despite expeditions financed
by the Mormon Church, archaeologists have concluded the Book
of Mormon is not historical but a work of fiction.

The Smithsonian Institute in a letter to the Mormon Church
states, “The Smithsonian Institution has never used the Book
of Mormon in any way as a scientific guide. Smithsonian
Archaeologists see no connection between the archaeology of
the New World and the subject matter of the Book.”{15}

The National Geographic Society writes, “With regard to the
cities mentioned in the Book of Mormon, neither
representatives of the National Geographic Society nor
archaeologists connected with any other institution of equal
prestige have ever used the Book of Mormon in locating
historic ruins in Middle America or elsewhere.”{16}

Even Mormon archaeologists admit there is no conclusive
evidence. Dr. Hugh Nibley, a Mormon apologist, states in his
book Since Cumorah that no real archaeological proof for the
Nephite civilization exists. He writes regarding the Nephites,
“All that we have to go on to date is a written history
there 1is nothing whatever that an anthropologist or
archaeologist as such can say about the Book of Mormon.” {17}

Dee Green, professor of anthropology at Weber State University



and a respected Mormon scholar states, “The first myth we must
eliminate 1is that Book of Mormon archaeology exists . . . no
Book of Mormon location is known with reference to modern
topography. Biblical archaeology can be studied because we do
know where Jerusalem and Jericho were and are, but we do not
know where Zarahemla and Bountiful (nor any other location for
that matter) were or are. It would seem that a concentration
on geography should be the first order of business, but

years of such an approach has left us empty-handed.”{18}

Another prominent Mormon scholar is B.H. Roberts. He was
described as one of the most valiant writers and speakers in
defense of the Book of Mormon. However, after years of
research he concluded at the end of his life that the Book of
Mormon was a fictional work created by Joseph Smith. He wrote,
“the evidence I sorrowfully submit, points to Joseph Smith as
their creator. It is difficult to believe that they are the
product of history, that they come upon the scene separated by
long periods of time, and among a race which was the ancestral
race of the red man of America.”{19}

Another prominent defender of the Book of Mormon was Thomas
Ferguson, who was president of the New World Archaeological
Foundation, which was funded by Bringham Young University and
the Mormon Church. He hoped to discover archaeological support
for the Book of Mormon. In 1962 he announced, “Powerful
evidences sustaining the book are accumulating.”{20} However,
after years of research and many fruitless expeditions, his
original hopes were shattered.{21} He eventually wrote,

With all these great efforts, it cannot be established
factually that anyone, from Joseph smith to the present day,
has put his finger on a single point of terrain that was a
Book of Mormon geographical place. And the hemisphere has
been pretty well checked out by competent people I must
agree with Dee Green, who has told us that to date there is
no Book of Mormon geography. I, for one, would be happy if
Dee were wrong.{22}



In contrast, biblical archaeology has provided thousands of
discoveries that have confirmed biblical references. Hundreds
of ancient civilizations, artifacts, historical records and
inscriptions have been discovered that prove the historical
accuracy of the Bible. Archaeological discoveries confirming
biblical accounts have been acknowledged by Christians as well
as skeptics. Foremost Middle East archaeologist Dr. William
Albright wrote, “Discovery after discovery has established the
accuracy of innumerable details, and has brought increased
recognition to the value of the Bible as a source of
history.”{23} When asked if archaeology confirms the accuracy
of the New Testament, scholar John McCray states, “Oh, there
is no question that the credibility of the New Testament 1is
enhanced.”{24} A historical faith should have historical
proofs. Historical research has led both Christians and
skeptics to affirm the historicity of the Bible. However,
historical research has proven damaging for the Book of
Mormon.

Errors in the Book of Mormon

Mormons claim the Book of Mormon is the most perfect book ever
written. Joseph Smith stated, “I told the brethren that the
Book of Mormon was the most correct of any book on earth, and
the keystone of our religion, and a man would get nearer to
God by abiding by its precepts than any other book.”{25}

Is Joseph Smith’s claim true? Errors in the Book of Mormon
should cause one to question its divine inspiration.

In studying the Book of Mormon, one soon finds numerous
historical, geographical, and scientific errors. First, in
Mormon 9:32 the Book of Mormon claims to have been written in
Reformed Egyptian, but Egyptologists say this language does
not exist. Second, in Alma 7:10, Jerusalem is called a land or
country when it is a city. In Alma 46:15 the saved in America
take on the name Christian in 73 B.C. In the Bible, believers
are not called Christian until 50 A.D. in Acts 11:3. Nephi



17:7 teaches that leprosy occurred in America in 34 A.D. but
no cases of leprosy here are known until 1758. Mormon 9:2 and
other references teach that the Indians had official records,
scrolls, and other writings, but historical research shows no
such records were kept. (Mormon 5:23, 3 Nephi 9:18, 12:18)

Not only are there historical errors, but there are false
teachings as well. Alma 24:16 teaches that burying swords deep
in the earth will keep them bright. Basic science proves that
burying steel objects causes decay and rust. 2 Nephi 13:24
teaches that baldness is caused by sin. Other absurdities
include the teaching that God curses Indians with dark skin
and anyone who marries an Indian will be cursed (2 Nephi 5:21
Jacob 3:3-9, Mormon 5:15-17, Alma 3:6-10). However, when
Indians accept the Mormon teaching, they will become white and
delightsome. (2 Nephi 30:5-7)

There appear to be internal contradictions also. In 3 Nephi
9:18, Jesus allegedly preached to the Nephites who fled
Jerusalem in 600 B.C. with concepts communicated in the Greek
language. But the Nephites are said to have written and spoken
in Reformed Egyptian. Therefore, they would have no knowledge
of Greek since Alexander, who lived in the 4th century, had
not Hellenized the world yet. Jesus preaching to the non-Greek
Nephites declaring, “I am the Alpha and the Omega,” would have
not made any sense. Moreover, Joseph Smith and the Mormons
claim the gold plates from which the Book of Mormon was
translated had no Greek or Latin in them.{26} However, Alpha
and Omega are Greek, not Egyptian terms. Even stranger 1is that
the French word “adieu” is used as a farewell in Jacob 7:27.

In contrast to the Book of Mormon, the Bible proves to be
historically accurate and internally consistent. It also does
not have the absurd teachings that we find in the Book of
Mormon. The evidence appears to point to the fact that the
Book of Mormon is not an ancient historical text, but an 18th
century work created by Joseph Smith.
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Helping Teens Understand
Homosexuality — Facts to Help
Youth Withstand the Current
Culture

Sue Bohlin provides practical ways to communicate with teens
about common misunderstandings and the truth concerning
homosexuality. Recognizing that teens deal with peer pressure
to experiment and feelings of same sex attraction, she
provides real ways to help teens make their way through this
maze of contradiction and confusion.

In this article we look at ways to communicate the
truth about homosexuality to teens. We examine the
lies they are told and the sexual pressure they are
under. We also look at ways to help kids process
their gender confusion, as well as address helpful
ways to encourage teens who already identify themselves as gay
or lesbian. And finally, we provide perspective on how to
treat those who struggle with same-sex attraction in a
compassionate and godly way. By looking at this topic, from a
Christian, biblical worldview perspective, we can communicate
the depth of God’s love and His desire for us to experience
the best life possible.

The Lies They Hear

In many schools and in the rest of the culture today, only one
perspective is allowed to be heard. Consider four lies that
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are very familiar to teens today:

First, “Homosexuality is normal and healthy.” It's neither.
The fact that it simply occurs (in about 2% of the population)
doesn’t make it normal. When we look at the way males and
females were designed to complement each other both
emotionally and sexually, that tells us something about the
nature of homosexuality, that something has gone wrong
somewhere. This is not judging the people who experience same-
sex attraction; it’s like a red light on the dashboard of a
car, denoting that something needs attention.

Acting physically on same-sex attractions 1is certainly not
healthy. Those who do are at far greater risk for sexually
transmitted diseases, including AIDS; alcoholism and drug
abuse; depression; emotionally exhausting relationships; and a
shortened lifespan.{1l} Please see the “Facts About Youth”
website from the American College of Pediatricians, especially
this article: Health Risks of the Homosexual Lifestyle.

Lie #2: “If you’'re attracted to someone of the same sex, that
means you’re gay or lesbian.” Not so. It really means that
there are unmet, God-given needs for love and attention that
were supposed to be met earlier in life. Having crushes on
other people, of both sexes, is also a normal part of
adolescent development. It means teens are transitioning
emotionally from child to adult.

The third lie is, “Since you were born that way, you can’t
change.” First, there is no scientific evidence that anyone 1is
born gay. It’s a myth that has been repeated so often that
people believe it. Second, thousands of people who were once
gay have experienced significant changes in their attractions
and behavior.{2} Change is possible.

The fourth lie is, “Embrace and celebrate your gay identity,
because gay life is cool.” Those in ministry to those dealing
with unwanted homosexuality have heard many heartbreaking
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stories of the truth: a dark side of intense and difficult
relationships, relational patterns of disillusionment and
breakups, physical and emotional unhealthiness.

Countless people have said they wished they never entered the
gay community in the first place, but it’s hard to leave.

Teens and Sexual Pressure

Adolescents are under an extraordinary amount of sexual
pressure. They live in a sex-saturated culture, and the
messages they receive from the media and, unfortunately, in
school, clearly communicate an expectation that sex is just
part of having a social life. Rarely do they hear about the
heart-wrenching consequences of being sexually active, both
physically and emotionally. The agenda pushing sexual freedom
is also engaged in trying to normalize homosexuality as well.

Teens are pushed to decide early if they are gay, straight, or
bisexual, as young as elementary school. But kids in their
early teens, much less even younger than that, are no more
equipped to “decide” their sexual orientation than they are to
choose a college major and career track. A landmark study done
by the University of Minnesota determined that at age twelve,
one fourth of the students were unsure of their sexual
orientation. Their bodies were just beginning to experience
the changes that would turn them from children into adults,
and they were being asked if they were gay, straight, or
bisexual. No wonder so many were confused! But by age
seventeen, that number of kids unsure of their sexual
orientation had dropped to 5%.{3}

And psychiatrist Dr. Jeffrey Satinover says, “[W]ithout any
intervention whatsoever, three out of four boys who think
they’'re gay at age 16 aren’t by 25. So if we’re going to treat
homosexuality as a state, 75% of f‘gays’ become ‘non-gay’
spontaneously. That's a statement which I consider ludicrous,
but if you accept this tacit proposition-that being gay 1is an



actual state, like being short or being tall, black or
white—then in three out of four people that condition changes
itself spontaneously. . . That's with no outside intervention,
just the natural processes of development.”{4}

We need to tell teens, “It’'s too soon to ‘declare a major’ in
your sexuality.”

Teens are also pressured to experiment with both sexes as the
only way they can know their sexual orientation. It’s
presented as nonchalantly as our cruise ship table partner
suggesting we try escargot—"Hey, how can you know if you like
it unless you try it out?”

Teenage sexual behavior can have lifelong consequences, but
they are not in a position to recognize that. Their brains
don’'t finish developing until age twenty-five, and they tend
to make decisions out of the region of the brain that controls
emotion. So they are easily swayed to make dangerous and
irresponsible choices, like engaging in any kind of sexual
behavior.

Teens need to be encouraged to face the sexual pressures and
stand against them.

Gender Insecurity

At a conference I attended, author and ministry leader Andy
Comiskey{5} shared a painful experience in junior high where
one day, out of the blue, the whole school was abuzz with the
rumor that Andy was gay. There was even graffiti about it on
the wall. He struggled with his sexual identity, but he had
never acted out. He walked into a classroom on an errand and
on his way out, two boys called “Faggot!” He was crushed and
humiliated. Later on, he made it into a self-fulfilling
prophecy and immersed himself in the gay lifestyle.

I went up to him and asked, “If you could rewrite the script
of that incident, knowing what you do today, what would it



look like?” He said, “Oh, I wish there had been some sensitive
adults, especially in the church, to talk freely with me and
other kids about ‘gender insecurity.’ They wouldn’t even have
to talk about homosexuality or use the word-many kids can
relate to the idea of ‘gender insecurity.’ It would have been
so freeing for me to have someone acknowledge that it’s a real
thing, but it didn’t mean I was gay. I wish there were people
who could have spoken truth into my life at that point.”

One kind of truth that kids should hear is that around age
ten, attraction for the same sex begins. This attraction is
emotional, non-sexual, and involuntary. It doesn’t mean teens
are gay or lesbian; it means they are transitioning through
normal adolescent development. We have to learn to attach to
people of our same sex before we can learn to attach to people
of the opposite sex. But most teens don’t know this.

Some kids don’t feel secure in their masculinity or femininity
for a variety of reasons, usually having to do with not being
affirmed by parents and peers. God gives each of us needs for
attention, approval and affection. When those needs are not
met, the onset of hormones can sexualize this “hole in the
heart.” Some teens can find themselves longing for the
attention, approval and affection of people of their same
gender. When others put on them the false and hurtful labels
of “homo,” “fag,” or “lez,” they can easily find themselves
believing the lies.

When teens are not secure in their gender, they don’t need to
be pointed to gay groups at school. They need to be affirmed
and encouraged to develop their innate, God-given masculinity
or femininity, to see their gender as good. They need to have
other kids reach out to make them feel “one of the guys” or
“one of the girls.” They need time to finish growing up.

Teens Who Identify as Gay or Lesbian

Growing numbers of teens are self-identifying as gay or
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lesbian. In many circles, being gay-or claiming to be gay-is
now considered cool, especially among girls.

Teenagers experiment with same-sex relationships for a variety
of reasons. Some experience normal crushes on same-sex peers
and think this means they are gay—or their friends inform them
that’s what it means. What it really means is that they are
learning to form deep and intense attachments which is a
necessary precursor to maintaining 1long-term adult
relationships like marriage.

Others experiment with same-sex relationships out of a
legitimate need to belong. Some kids are simply curious; they
just want to try it out like a new shade of lipstick.

Some teens experiment with same-sex relationships because
others have labeled them gay or lesbian, and they wonder, “Am
I? Do they know something I don’t know? Maybe I am and I need
to go in that direction.” This is one reason it’s so important
to impress on all kids the absolute unacceptability of name-
calling and other cruelties. It’s not only bullying behavior,
it can have terrible emotional consequences.

Some adolescents pursue same-sex relationships because they
are anxious about growing into adolescence and the
responsibilities of adulthood. So they hide behind immature
and emotionally volatile same-sex feelings and behaviors.

Often, what teens are attracted to in same-sex peers are the
characteristics they wish they had in themselves: popularity,
good looks, a winsome personality, a strong physique. This
kind of jealousy doesn’t mean they are gay or lesbian; it
means there is an area they need to build confidence in!

Most girls who get involved in same-sex relationships start
out in friendships that grow increasingly controlling and
needy. In these emotionally dependent relationships, girls can
get so enmeshed with each other that their relationship turns
physical.



Many people who later identify as gay or lesbian report
feeling different from others, feeling like they don’t fit in
or belong. Girls can feel like they don’t belong to the world
of girls, and guys almost always feel like they can’t measure
up in the world of males. This is gender insecurity, not
homosexuality, but teens usually don’t hear this message. They
need to.

Labels such as “gay” and “lesbian” and “homo” and “dyke” are
incredibly hurtful, and it is easy for those who are slapped
with those labels to believe them. But God doesn’t call anyone
homosexual or lesbian; those labels are man’s invention, not
biblical truth. It’'s essential for teens to know who they are
in God'’'s sight-beloved, precious, and stamped with the imprint
of His acceptance and delight.

When Teens Struggle with Same-Sex
Attraction

If you know teens who are struggling with feelings of same-sex
attraction, or who seem to be experiencing gender insecurity,
let me make some suggestions on how to minister to them.

First, don’'t address the issue of homosexuality head-on. Same-
sex strugglers are always wrestling with feelings of
inferiority, rejection, shame and fear, so it’s extremely
uncomfortable for anyone to bring up the subject. The heart of
the issue for kids who find themselves attracted to others of
the same sex are these dark and negative feelings. It’s much
better to ask indirect questions that encourage them to talk
about the underlying feelings of disconnection with a parent,
or the ridicule of their peers, or depression and sadness.

Second, don’t use any labels. Teens who struggle with their
gender identity already have a huge struggle with feeling that
the rest of the world has put an unwelcome label on them. The
false, man-made labels of “gay” and “lesbian” are hurtful,
false, and restricting.



Consider what it would be like if we created a label such as
“angro” for people who are easily ticked off and walk around
in a continual low-level state of hostility. What if people
went around saying, “I'm an angry person. That’s just the way
I am—that’s WHO I am. I'm an angro.” They might believe they
were born angry, that they have an “angro gene.” Not only is
the label of “angro” false and misleading, but it can lead
people to believe the lie that it is a permanent state or
condition rather than a description of one’s current feelings.

That's what happened with the relatively recent labels of
“gay” and “lesbian.” They can become like jail cells, making
people feel hopelessly trapped in a state or condition. It's
much better to help teens deal with the fact that they are
experiencing some attractions to their same gender, and those
feelings are like the red light on the dashboard of a car.
They mean there’s something going on inside that needs some
attention. And that’'s literally true: God creates all of us
with the need for attention, affection and approval, and those
are the things adolescents are craving when they have feelings
for people of the same sex. The needs are legitimate; we need
to help them be met in healthy ways. This is where the church
and other Christian youth organizations can make all the
difference in the world.

Third, communicate to kids who struggle that God did not make
them gay. God doesn’t make anyone gay, and there is no
scientific evidence that there is a biological basis for
homosexual feelings or behavior. Even if they feel that they
were born gay, this is the result of being told a fairy tale.
Were American kids born English speakers? That’s all they ever
knew, right? No, they weren’t born English speakers, they were
born language speakers. Which language they speak is a matter
of the shaping influences of their upbringing. Kids who
experience same-sex attraction were born to be relational
creatures, but how those relationships shape their souls is a
function of their temperaments, their home life, and how they



relate to other kids.

Fourth, give them a safe place to process their feelings
without being shamed or condemned. For many teens, this
unfortunately rules out their home, school, or church. I'm
sure it grieves God’s heart that for many people, church 1is
the most unsafe place on the planet for those who struggle
with various life-controlling sins and urges. But there is a
great free, online support group for struggling youth,
moderated by an experienced and understanding youth pastor, at
www.livehope.org. Kids can safely talk to others 1like
themselves and learn how intimacy with Jesus Christ brings
healing and change to broken and wounded hearts.

Fifth, many students who experience same sex attraction often
feel fake if they don’t choose to identify with or act on
their feelings. They have believed the lie that gay or lesbian
is what they are. They want to be real. But getting real 1is
becoming who God created them to be, despite their feelings of
what whose around them might say.{6} Finding out who God says
they are is the true path to being real and not fake.

The Call to Understanding and Compassion

Many teens feel, “I just don’t get this whole gay/lesbian
thing.” That'’s perfectly understandable. Only 2-3% of the
population deals with same gender attraction. The fact that
it’s such a huge issue in our culture is completely out of
proportion to the actual number of people experiencing it.

Kids need to know a few things about those who do struggle
with same-sex attractions and feelings. First, they didn’t
choose it. It’'s something people discover, not something they
decide on. And almost every single person who discovers they
have strong feelings and fantasies about the same sex 1is
horrified and terrified by this discovery. It’'s a very painful
part of their life, so it’s important for others to be
respectful and kind.
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Second, having crushes and strong feelings for friends and
teachers of the same sex is a normal part of adolescent
development. It doesn’t mean a teen is gay or lesbian. When
other kids assure them that it does, it is slapping a false
and hurtful label on them that they may find almost impossible
to take off. If someone walked up to you and put a “Hi, My
Name Is” nametag on you that had someone else’s name on it,
you probably wouldn’t have any trouble taking it off and
saying, “There’s a mistake here—that’s not who I am.” But when
kids do the same thing with the “nametag” of “gay” or
“lesbian,” they usually put it on kids who don’t have the
security and self-confidence to realize that’s not who they
are, and they can go through the rest of their lives believing
a lie.

Third, be compassionate. People don’t know who around them is
struggling, either with their own same-sex desires and
attractions, or the painful burden of knowing a family member
or loved one has them. They only have to show contempt once
for those who experience same-sex feelings to show that
they’'re not a safe person.

Fourth, be respectful. That means cutting phrases like “Oh,
that’s so gay” out of their vocabulary. It means not throwing
around words like “homo” or “fag” or “queer.” Every gay joke
or insult is like sticking a dagger in the heart of those who
carry a painful secret.

The bottom line for helping teens understand homosexuality 1is
to call them to see God’s design as good, and show grace and
compassion to those who don’t see it. Be “Jesus with skin on”
in both His holiness and His kindness.
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See also: answers to many questions in ‘“Probe Answers Our E-
Mail: Homosexuality”

Dealing with Doubt in Our
Christian Faith

Dr. Michael Gleghorn points out that it is not having doubts
about our Christian faith that is an issue, but rather how we
respond to that doubt. Attacking this issue from a biblical
worldview perspective, Michael helps us understand our doubts
and respond to them as an informed Christian.

Help! My Doubts Scare Me!
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Have you ever doubted your faith? We all have
doubts from time to time. We may doubt that our
boss really hit a hole-in-one at the golf course
last weekend, or that our best friend really caught
a fish as big as the one he claimed to catch, or that the
strange looking guy on that late night TV show was really
abducted by alien beings from a distant galaxy! Sometimes the
things we doubt aren’t really that important, but other times
they are. And the more important something is to us, the more
personally invested we are in it, the scarier it can be to
start having doubts about it. So when Christians begin to have
doubts about something as significant as the truth of their
Christian faith, it’s quite understandable that this might
worry or even frighten them.

Reflecting on this issue in The Case for Faith, Lee Strobel
wrote:

For many Christians, merely having doubts of any kind can be
scary. They wonder whether their questions disqualify them
being a follower of Christ. They feel insecure because
they’re not sure whether it’'s permissible to express
uncertainty about God, Jesus, or the Bible. So they keep
their questions to themselves—and inside, unanswered, they
grow and fester . . . until they eventually succeed in
choking out their faith.{1}

So what can we do if we find ourselves struggling with doubts
about the truth of Christianity? Why do such doubts arise? And
how can we rid ourselves of these taunting Goliaths?

First, we must always remember that sooner or later we’ll
probably all have to wrestle with doubts about our faith. As
Christian philosopher William Lane Craig observes, “Any
Christian who is intellectually engaged and reflecting about
his faith will inevitably face the problem of doubt.”{2}
Doubts can arise for all sorts of reasons. Sometimes they’re
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largely intellectual. We might doubt that the Bible is really
inspired by God or that Jesus was really born of a virgin. But
doubts can take other forms as well. If a person has
experienced great sorrow or disappointment, such as personal
wounds from family or friends, the loss of a job, a painful
divorce, the death of a loved one, or the loss of health, they
may be seriously tempted to doubt the goodness, love, and care
of their heavenly Father.{3}

Whenever they come and whatever form they take, we must each
deal honestly with our doubts. To ignore them is to court
spiritual disaster. But facing them can lead ultimately to a
deeper faith. As Christian minister Lynn Anderson has said, “A
faith that’s challenged by adversity or tough questions

is often a stronger faith in the end.”{4}

It’s Not A1l in Your Head!

Sometimes people have sincere doubts about the truth of
Christianity, intellectual obstacles that hinder them from
placing their trust in Christ. In such cases, Christians have
an obligation to respond to the person’s doubts and make a
humble and thoughtful defense for the truth of Christianity.
Nevertheless, as Craig observes, it’s important to realize
that “doubt is never a purely intellectual problem.” Like it
or not, there’s always a “spiritual dimension to the problem
that must be recognized.”{5} Because of this, sometimes a
person’s objections to Christianity are really just a
smokescreen, an attempt to cover up the real reason for their
rejection of Christ, which is often an underlying moral or
spiritual issue.

I once heard a story about a Christian apologist who spoke at
a university about the evidence for Christianity. Afterward, a
student approached him and said, “I honestly didn’t expect
this to happen, but you satisfactorily answered all my
objections to Christianity.” The apologist was a bit startled



by such a frank admission, but he quickly recovered himself
and said, “Well that'’s great! Why not give your life to Christ
right now, then?” But the student said, “No. I'm not willing
to do that. I would have to change the way I'm living, and I’'m
just not ready to do that right now.”

In this case all the student’s reasons for doubting the
Christian faith had, by his own admission, been satisfactorily
answered. What was really holding him back were not his doubts
about the truth of Christianity, but a desire to live life on
his own terms. To put it bluntly, he didn’t want God meddling
in his affairs. He didn’t want to be morally accountable to
some ultimate authority. The truth 1is that a person’s
intellectual objections to Christianity are rarely the whole
story. As Christian scholar Ravi Zacharias observed, “A man
rejects God neither because of intellectual demands nor
because of the scarcity of evidence. A man rejects God because
of a moral resistance that refuses to admit his need for

God.”{6}

Unfortunately, Christians aren’t immune to doubting their
faith for similar reasons. I know of a young man who had
converted to Christianity, but who’s now raising various
objections to it. But when one looks beneath the surface, one
sees that he’s currently involved in an immoral lifestyle. In
order to continue living as he wants, without being unduly
plagued by a guilty conscience, he must call into question the
truth of Christianity. For the Bible tells him plainly that
he’s disobeying God. Of course, ultimately no one is immune to
doubts about Christianity, so we’ll now consider some ways to
guard our hearts and minds.

I Believe, Help My Unbelief!

As He came down the mountain, Jesus was met by a large crowd
of people. A father had brought his demon-possessed son to
Jesus’ disciples, but they were not able to cast the demon



out. In desperation the father appealed to Jesus, “If You can
do anything, take pity on us and help us!” Jesus answered, “If
You can! All things are possible to him who believes.” The
father responded, “I do believe; help my unbelief.”{7}

Can you identify with the father in this story? I know I can.
Oftentimes as Christians we find that our faith is 1in
precisely the same state as this father’s. We genuinely
believe, but we need help with our unbelief. It’s always been
an encouragement to me that after the father’s admission of a
faith mixed with doubt, Jesus nonetheless cast out the demon
and healed the man’s son.{8} But of course no Christian should
be content to remain in this state. If we want to grow in our
faith and rid ourselves of doubts, what are some positive
steps we can take to accomplish this?

Well, in the first place, it’'s helpful to be familiar with the
“principle of displacement.” As Sue “Archimedes” Bohlin, one
of my colleagues, has written:

The Bible teaches the principle of “displacement.” That 1is,
rather than trying to make thoughts shoo away, we are told
to replace them with what is good, true, and perfect (Phil.
4:8). As the truth comes in the lies are displaced-much like
when we fill a bathtub too full of water, and when we get
in, our bodies displace the water, which flows out over the
top of the tub.{9}

Once we grasp this principle, a number of steps for dealing
with doubt quickly become evident. For one thing, we can
memorize and meditate upon Scripture. We can also listen
attentively to good Christian music. Paul speaks to the
importance of both of these in Colossians 3:16: “Let the word
of Christ dwell in you richly as you teach and admonish one
another with all wisdom, and as you sing psalms, hymns and
spiritual songs with gratitude in your hearts to God.”

In addition, we can read good Christian books that provide



intelligent answers to some of the questions we might be
asking. Great Christian scholars have addressed almost every
conceivable objection to the truth of Christianity. If you
have nagging doubts about some aspect of your faith, there’s
almost certainly a work of Christian scholarship that speaks
to it in detail. Finally, we must never forget that this is a
spiritual battle. So let’s remember to put on the full armor
of God so we can stand firm in the midst of it!{10}

Faith and Reason

How can we know if Christianity is really true? Is it by
reason, or evidence, or mystical experience? Dr. Craig has an
answer to this question that you might find a bit
surprising.{11} He distinguishes between knowing Christianity
is true and showing that it'’s true. Ideally, one attempts to
show that Christianity 1s true with good arguments and
evidence. But Craig doesn’t think that this is how we know our
faith is true. Rather, he believes that we can know our faith
is true because “God’s Spirit makes it evident to us that our
faith is true.”{12}

Consider Paul’s statement in Romans 8:16, “The Spirit himself
testifies with our spirit that we are God’s children.” Since
every believer is indwelt by God’'s Spirit, every believer also
receives the Spirit’s testimony that he is one of God’s
children. This 1is sometimes called the "“assurance of
salvation.” Dr. Craig comments on the significance of this:

Salvation entails that God exists, that Christ atoned for
our sins . . . and so forth, so that if you are assured of
your salvation, then you must be assured of . . . these
other truths as well. Hence, the witness of the Holy Spirit
gives the believer an immediate assurance that his faith is

true.{13}

Now this 1s remarkable. For it means we can know that
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Christianity is true, wholly apart from arguments, simply by
attending to the witness of the Holy Spirit. And this is so
not only for believers but for unbelievers, too. For the
Spirit convicts the unbelieving world of sin, righteousness,
and judgment, particularly the sin of unbelief.{14} So when
we’'re confronted with objections to Christianity that we can’t
answer, we needn’t worry. First, answers are usually available
if one knows where to look. But second, the witness of the
Spirit trumps any objections we might encounter.

Consider an illustration from the Christian philosopher Alvin
Plantinga. Suppose I'm accused of stealing a document out of a
colleague’s office. Suppose I have a motive, an opportunity,
and a history of doing such things. Suppose further that
someone thought they saw me lurking around my colleague’s
office just before the document went missing. There’s much
evidence against me. But in fact, I didn’t steal the document.
I was on a walk at the time. Now should I doubt my innocence
since the evidence is against me? Of course not! For I know
I'm not guilty!{15

Similarly, writes Dr. Craig, “I needn’t be shaken when
objections come along that I can’t answer.”{16} For my faith
isn’t ultimately based on arguments, but on the witness of
God’s Spirit.

Stepping into the Light

We’ve seen that both Christians and non-Christians can have
doubts about the truth of Christianity. We’ve also seen that
such doubts are never just an intellectual issue; there’s
always a spiritual dynamic that’s involved as well. But since
we'll probably never be able to fully resolve every single
doubt we might experience, I would like to conclude by
suggesting one final way to make our doubts flee before us,
much as roaches flee to their hidden lairs when one turns on
the light!



In John 7:17 Jesus says, “If anyone chooses to do God’s will,
he will find out whether my teaching comes from God or whether
I speak on my own.” Here, Jesus frankly encourages us to put
His teachings to the test and see for ourselves whether He
really speaks for God or not. As biblical scholar Merrill
Tenney comments, “Spiritual understanding is not produced
solely by learning facts or procedures, but rather it depends
on obedience to known truth. Obedience to God’s known will
develops discernment between falsehood and truth.”{17} Are we
really serious about dealing with our lingering doubts? If so,
Jesus says that if we resolutely choose to do God’s will, we
can know if His teaching is really from God!

Sadly, however, many of us will never take Jesus up on His
challenge. No matter how loudly we might claim to want to rid
ourselves of doubt, the truth is that many of us just aren’t
willing to do God’'s will. But if you are, then Jesus says that
“you will know the truth, and the truth will set you
free.”{18} In other words, we can know by experience that
Jesus 1is from God, that His teachings are true, and that He
really is who He claimed to be!

As Christian philosopher Dallas Willard observes, the issue
ultimately comes down to what we really want:

The Bible says that if you seek God with all your heart,
then you will surely find him. Surely find him. It’s the
person who wants to know God that God reveals himself to.
And if a person doesn’t want to know God-well, God has
created the world and the human mind in such a way that he
doesn’t have to.{19}

The psalmist encourages us to “taste and see that the Lord 1is
good.” {20} If we do, we can know not only that God is good,
but also that He exists. And even if we still have some
lingering doubts and unanswered questions in the back of our
minds, as we surely will, they’ll gradually fade into utter
insignificance as we become more intimately acquainted with



Him who loves us and who reconciled us to Himself through the
death of His Son!{21}
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Probe Survey 2020 Report 5:
Sexual Attitudes and Religion
vs. Scilence

Steve Cable continues his analysis of Probe’s 2020 survey of
American religious views moving over to consider their
response to sexual mores of today and how they navigate
religion and science.

The previous reports on Probe Survey 2020 were primarily
focused on religious beliefs and practices. In this report, we
will look at how these beliefs impact Americans as they deal
with sexual issues and with navigating the relationship
between religion and science. In general, the survey results
confirm a continuing degradation in Americans’, and
particularly Born Agains’, view of sex within a heterosexual
marriage. We find that fewer than one in five Born Again
Protestants affirm a biblical view in this area. On the other
hand, Americans still tend to consider religious views at
least as important as scientific positions in establishing
their beliefs.

American Sexual Attitudes and Behaviors

We asked four questions regarding sexual attitudes and
behaviors in this survey.

1. Sex among unmarried people is always a mistake: from
Agree Strongly to Disagree Strongly
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2. Viewing explicit sexual material in a movie, on the
internet, or some other source 1is:

a. To be avoided

b. Acceptable if no one 1is physically or emotionally
harmed in them.

c. A matter of personal choice

d. Not a problem if you enjoy it

e. Don’t know

3. Living with someone in a sexual relationship before
marriage:

a. Might be helpful but should be entered into with
caution.

b. Just makes sense in today’s cultural environment.

c. Will have a negative effect on the relationship.

d. Should be avoided as not our best choice as instructed
by God

4. People attracted to same sex relationships are:

a. To be loved and affirmed in their sexual choices.

b. To be avoided as much as possible.

c. To be accepted while hoping they realize there is a
better way.

d. To be loved and told God’s truth regarding our sexual
practices.

First, let’s see how the different religious affiliations
impact the answers to these questions.

Sex Among Unmarried People

First, let us establish the biblical standard for sexual
relations outside of marriage. Is there clear teaching on this
topic? Consider Jesus’ discussion in the Sermon on the Mount
where He said, “You have heard that it was said, ‘Do not
commit adultery.’ But I say to you that whoever looks at a



woman to desire her has already committed adultery with her in
his heart.”{1}

In 1 Thessalonians 4:3, Paul writes, “For this is God’s will:
that you become holy, that you keep away from sexual
immorality.” And then in 1 Peter 2:11, Peter writes, “I urge
you to abstain from the passions of the flesh, which wage war
against your soul.” It is very clear that the biblical
standard calls for all sexual relations to occur within a
marriage between one man and one woman.

x] Results from the first question are plotted in Figure 1. As

shown, here and in the next three graphs, we will look at
those ages 18 through 29 next to those ages 40 through 55 to
see if there are differences based on age. If there is a trend
or variation seen in the 30 through 39 age group, then that
one is also shown as seen for Born Again Protestants in Figure
1.

The graph shows the older group of Born Again Protestants 1is
much more likely to Strongly Agree that fornication is always
a mistake than the youngest group, dropping from almost one
half to a little over one quarter, 46% to 29%. Over two thirds
of Younger Born Again Protestants have adopted the common view
of the culture that sex and marriage are not necessarily
related. Note that even among the older group, less than half
of them strongly agree that sex outside of marriage is always
a mistake.

Looking across other religious affiliations, we see that the
vast majority said they Disagreed or Strongly Disagreed with
this statement{2}. They generally believe that sex outside of
marriage by unmarried people is not an issue. This 1is
particularly true of the Unaffiliated with close to 90% (nine
out of ten) disagreeing.

How have these views changed among born again young adult
individuals over the last decade? Looking at the GSS survey



from 2008, we find that over one in three (37%) Born Again
Christians ages 18 through 29 agree with the statement, “If a
man and woman have sex relations before marriage, I think it
is always wrong.” Now in 2020, we find that over one quarter
(27%) of Born Again Christians agree that it is always wrong.
Although the questions asked were not identical, they are
close enough to indicate that the drop of ten percentage
points is a significant decline in young adult, Born Again
Christians who take a biblical position on sexual activity
outside of marriage.

Pornography. [x]
The second question deals with views on the acceptability

of viewing pornographic material. What does the Bible tell us
about feeding our minds with sexually immoral material? Jesus
tells us in Matthew 15:19, “For out of the heart come evil
ideas, murder, adultery, sexual immorality, theft, false
testimony, slander.” We are warned in 1 Corinthians 6:18,
“Flee sexual immorality! Every sin a person commits is outside
of the body but the immoral person sins against his own body.”
And further in Ephesians 5:3, “But among you there must not be
either sexual immorality, impurity of any kind, or greed, as
these are not fitting for the saints.” C(Clearly, avoiding
sexual immorality in all forms includes avoiding explicit
sexual material.

The results are shown in Figure 2. Once again, we see that
Born Again Protestants are much more likely to say that we
should avoid exposure to such material. Both the younger group
and the older have more than 50% who say it is “to be
avoided.” However, the data also shows over four out of ten
Born Again Protestants believe it is usually okay. Given what
we know about the negative effects of pornography on healthy
living and relationships, this result is surprising.

All the other religious affiliations have only a small
percentage of people who think that explicit sexual material
should be avoided. Only about one in five Other Protestants
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and Catholics affirm that pornography is to be avoided. Once
again, the Unaffiliated lag those affiliated with some
religion having only about one in twenty (5%) that think
pornography should be avoided.

For those who are not Born Again Protestants, around 10% to
20% say that such material is okay if no one is hurt in thenm.
These people fail to realize that the person being hurt by
these materials is themselves and their loved ones. More
surprisingly, the vast majority of these people selected “a
matter of personal choice” or “not a problem if you enjoy it,”
implying that if people are shown being harmed in this
pornographic material, that is perfectly okay if you enjoy it
or want to put up with it.

Living Together Before Marriage

What does the Bible tell us about living in a sexual
relationship before marriage? In Colossians 3:5, Paul states,
“So put to death whatever in your nature belongs to the earth:
sexual immorality, impurity, shameful passion, evil desire,
and greed which is idolatry.” The current philosophy of “try
before you buy” is popular but totally contrary to biblical
instruction for a rich, fulfilling life. This philosophy
clearly “belongs to the earth.”

x] The third question examines views on whether it is a good

thing to live together in a sexual relationship before
committing to marriage. The results are summarized in Figure
3. This is another question where Born Again Protestants show
a significant difference based on age. The older group, 40
through 55, shows almost 60% who say that it should be avoided
as instructed by God. The younger group, 18 through 29, shows
only 40% with the same viewpoint. Across all age ranges only
about one half of Born Again Protestants say that this
practice should be avoided. So, even among this group, over
half believe that it is okay and might be helpful.



Once again, this question reveals a stark difference between
Born Again Protestants and all other religious affiliations.
Other Christian groups show much fewer than one in five
adherents who believe this practice should be avoided. And we
see the Unaffiliated lead the other viewpoint, with about nine
out of ten of them saying the practice “might be helpful” or
“makes sense in today’s culture.”

Same Sex Relationships.

The fourth question deals with how people react toward those
who profess to have a sexual attraction towards those of the
same gender. What does the Bible say about same sex
relationships? Let’'’s consider the instruction from 1
Corinthians 6:9b-11, “Do not be deceived! The sexually
immoral, idolators, adulterers, passive homosexual partners,
practicing homosexuals, thieves, the greedy, drunkards, the
verbally abusive, and swindlers will not inherit the kingdom
of God. Some of you once lived this way. But you were washed,
you were sanctified, you were justified in the name of the
Lord Jesus Christ and by the Spirit of our God.”

The verse above tells us two things. First, that someone [#]
who 1s given over to homosexual activity (like those given
over to idolatry, sexual immorality, and greed) are not true
followers of Christ. Even in Paul’s era, many were apparently
saying they would inherit the kingdom of God and so Paul
begins the statement by saying “Do not be deceived.” But it
also clearly states that such a one can be washed, sanctified
and justified in Jesus Christ. As Christians, we should love
them and tell them the truth that God has a better way for
their life.

Note that our question does not distinguish between those
experiencing same sex attraction and those actively involved
in living out their attraction through homosexual activity.
Both categories of people need to be loved and told the truth.



The results for this question are summarized in Figure 4. As
shown, we see some difference based on age for Born Again
Protestants. However, it 1s not as pronounced as for the
question on fornication above. Looked at as a group between
age 18 and 55, less than one half of Born Again Protestants
selected loving them and telling them what the Bible says
about homosexual practices.

Once again, all other groups are much less likely to take a
biblical position. However, when we add in the answer about
“accepting them while hoping they find a better way’, the
other religious groups (excluding the Unaffiliated) show
almost four in ten who desire them to find a better way.

Note that Other Protestants are most likely at 20% (about one
out of five) to say they would try to avoid people attracted
to the same gender.

Combining Questions for Born Again Protestants.

How many Born Again Protestants take a clear biblical view of
all four questions concerning sexual attitudes and behaviors?
Results are shown in the adjacent chart. The chart begins with
results by age for the first question concerning fornication.
As you move to the right, additional questions are added to
the questions already addressed to the left. Thus, the bars on
the right include those who took a biblical position on all
four of the questions.

x] Clearly, ones in the older group are more likely to take a

biblical view on sexual behavior. In fact, on the far
right, we see that those 40 to 55 are twice as likely as those
18 to 29 to hold to a biblical view. However, more important,
is that over 80% of the younger ages and over 75% of the
oldest ages do not hold to a biblical view on these combined
topics regarding sexual behavior.

To understand how disturbing these results should be, consider
Born Again Christians with a biblical view on sexuality as a



percentage of the entire United States population. The results
are 2% for 18 through 29, 3% for 30 through 39, and a whopping
6% for 40 through 55. In other words, a slim remnant of adults
in America hold to a biblical view of sexuality. A secular
view promoting no relationship between sexual behavior and
marriage and no limits on satisfying one’s lusts currently
dominates our national thinking.

Don’t Do What You Say You Will Do.

We will address this topic more fully under Topic 10 but it is
relevant to thinking about the Combining Question topic above.
We asked this question:

When you are faced with a personal moral choice, which one of
the following statements best describes how you will most
likely decide what to do?

One of the answer choices 1is “Do what biblical principles
teach.”

Almost half (47%) of Born Again Protestant young adults (18
through 39) selected that answer. They would follow biblical
principles in making moral decisions. Yet as just seen, only
about 15% of Born Again Protestant young adults selected
biblical principles on all four questions regarding sexual
behaviors.

Although we can’t be certain, it appears that many Born Again
Protestant young adults either don’t know what topics are
covered under moral choices OR they don’t know what biblical
principles teach OR both. Clearly, almost half of Born Again
Protestant young adults think that they are choosing to think
biblically about moral choices, but most of them are not
living the way they think they are.

Responding to These Results on Sexual Attitudes

All of the results presented above show that a large majority



of young adult, Born Again Protestants do not adhere to a
biblical position on topics related to sexual morality. The
data also shows that when Born Again Protestants enter the
world of higher education and secular careers, they are
surrounded by an even greater majority of people who believe
that pretty much anything is acceptable in the area of sexual
relations. Among other conclusions, we can be sure that these
two data points tell us that while young adults were involved
in church as teenagers, they were not adequately taught the
basics of Christian doctrine in the area of sexuality and did
not receive a good explanation as to why the Christian
attitudes are much, much better than the free license rampant
in our society today.

Christian teaching on sexuality must occur more frequently
from the pulpit, in bible studies, in small group times. If we
think that parents as the only source of information are
sufficient to set up young Christians to be an example of
godly sexuality, the data says “not so fast.” However, we do
not equip parents to discuss these matters with their
children. We cannot allow their peers to set the bar on
acceptable behavior.

American Attitudes Concerning Science and
Religion

We included three questions probing people’s views on the
relationship between science and religion. The first question
relates to any apparent conflicts between current scientific
theories and their beliefs based on their religion. From the
answers, one can tell whether the respondent puts more
credence in current scientific theories or in their religious
beliefs. The question is:

Question #1: When apparent conflicts appear between science
and religious teachings, one should:

1. Ignore science, accepting that when science learns more



it will agree with your
religion.

2. Examine your religious teachings to determine if the
scriptures are in conflict or it

1s just someone’s interpretation of the scriptures that
conflict.

3. Change your religious views to align with current
scientific views.

4. Abandon your religion as being false.

The first two answers are consistent with a Basic/Enhanced [
Biblical Worldview, reflecting 1) a view that their
scripture is informed by a higher source of truth than simple
science can draw upon, 2) a recognition that generally
accepted scientific viewpoints have often changed over time,
and 3) on the type of scientific questions being addressed
here, there are in most cases a variety of theories supported
by different groups of scientists. The second answer includes
the possibility that the person’s holy scriptures do not
directly address the topic at hand, but that some religious
leaders have inferred a position on the topic from their
interpretation of scriptures.

The second two answers, i.e. 3 and 4, reflect a view that
scientific teaching communicates truth that religious
teachings are unable to counter. The third answer results in a
religious viewpoint that will vary over time as scientific
ideas gain or fall out of favor in the scientific community.

As shown in the figure, the majority of American young adults
do not accept that science is infallible (by supporting
answers 3 or 4). Less than 10% of Born Again Protestants
selected one of these answers. And even among the
Unaffiliated, less than half of them selected an answer where
scientific theories trump other sources of beliefs.



At the same time, those who selected a view that ignores
science all together (answer 1) were a small minority as well.
Less than one in five (20%) of the Born Again Protestants and
slightly over one out of ten for the other religious groups.

So well over 50% of all religious groups selected answer
number 2, showing a willingness to go against science but also
a desire to meld the views of science into their religious
views. We did not ask a follow up question as to what they
would do if they determined there was an unresolvable conflict
with the current position supported by most scientists. There
are not many unresolvable conflicts if one is willing to adopt
a position supported by a reputable minority of scientists,
e.g. intelligent design.

Question #2: My understanding of human origins 1is the result
of:

1. Using the Bible alone with no regard for the findings of
science.

2. Using science to better understand what the Bible teaches
us about origins.

3. Not sure

4. Accepting a completely naturalistic view, 1.e. no
intelligence involved in the process.

x] Note these answers follow a similar pattern to those of the

first question, but now they are applied to a specific
question where many people assume there is no meeting ground
between science and religion.

The answers are shown in the adjacent graph. On this more
specific question, the percentage of each religious group that
is going to look at the Bible alone for their understanding
hovers around 30% for all religious groups but plummets to
under 8% for the Unaffiliated.



Conversely, only the Unaffiliated show more than three out of
ten who “accept a completely naturalistic view” (choice #4).
Born Again Protestants show only about one out of eight who
select such a view. This result is amazing given the concerted
push by some educators to force our students to accept a
completely naturalistic view of creation. However it 1is
consistent with the current state of the research on the
origins of man, including new reports from 2021.{3}

The majority for each group of people selected “Not sure” or
said they would use science to help them better understand
what the Bible teaches.

Question #3: All real scientists believe that science is the
only source of real truth.

The potential answers ranged from Strongly agree to Strongly
disagree and included Neither agree or disagree.

First note that if we strictly define real scientists as [#
individuals meeting these qualifications-1) a Ph.D. in a
scientific field, 2) actively involved in the field, and 3)
published in reputable scientific journals—we will find many
scientists who agree that there are other sources of truth
outside of science. So, we can say with confidence that the
statement in question #3 is objectively, verifiably not true.
However, there are certainly some believers in scientism [the
belief that science is the only way to know ultimate truth]
who claim the statement is true. They accomplish this trick by
claiming that anyone who does not believe that science is the
only source of real truth cannot by definition be a real
scientist.{4} In other words, they use circular reasoning.

But there is certainly a movement to instill scientism as the
favored viewpoint in society.{5} How successful are these
proponents of scientism? Looking at the answer shown in the
adjacent chart will throw some light on this question.

We would like to see the answer: Strongly Disagree. This



answer aligns with the objective truth discussed above. But
what we find is that only one out of five (20%) of Born Again
Protestants profess this view. Among Other Protestants and
Catholics only about one out of twenty (5%) profess this view.
Adding some uncertainty by adding those who say they Disagree,
increases those amounts to two out of five (40%) for Born
Again Protestants and one out of five (20%) for Other
Protestants and Catholics.

Those who agree with the statement range from one out of four
(25%) Born Again Protestants up to nearly one half (almost
50%) of Other Protestants and Catholics. Clearly, the
proponents of scientism have done a good job of skewing our
understanding of who scientists are and what they believe.

Combining the Questions

x| What do the results look like when we combine these

questions? In our opinion, there are a number of different
answers that could be consistent with a biblical worldview.
Starting with the strictest view of relying on the Bible
rather than science and then adding in those who would look at
the results from science to obtain a clearer understanding of
what the Bible teaches or those areas where the Bible 1is
silent. Then, we add in their view on scientism which as
already discussed is demonstrated by a long list of scientists
who disagree to be false, thus being a source of strong
disagreement.

The results from this comparison are shown in the adjacent
figure. The first thing to notice is that the percentage of
Born Again Protestants who take a more fundamental position,
i.e. science should be ignored as a source of information, is
low for one question and goes down to only a few percentage
points when all three questions are combined.

The right hand side of the chart considers all combinations of
answers that reflect a commitment to biblical truth above



current scientific theories combined with a willingness to
consider what science has to offer. As shown, the combination
of the first two questions has a large percent of Born Again
Protestants, ranging from 55% for the youngest age group and
growing to over 65% for the older age group. Since only a
minority of Born Again Protestants stated Strongly Disagree
that all scientists are adherents of scientism, when we add
that question to the mix on the far right, we see less than
one in five take a Biblical position on all three.

Effect of a Basic Biblical Worldview.

A natural question to ask is, “Does having a Basic Biblical [5]
Worldview correlate with having a biblical view on these
science 1issues?” We can look at this question by comparing
Born Again Protestants with a Basic Biblical Worldview with
Born Again Protestants without a Basic BWV. The results are
shown in the adjacent figure.

At a top level, we can see a correlation between a Basic
Biblical Worldview and a biblical understanding of the
relationship with science. This correlation appears to be
strongest with those ages 18 through 29. We see that those
with a Basic Biblical Worldview are about twice as likely to
have a biblical view on all three of the questions related to
science.

Responding to These Results on Science and Religion

As we can see from the first two science questions above, the
majority of Americans do not buy into the idea that the only
real source of truth 1is science. They don’t believe that
scientific positions automatically take precedence over their
religious beliefs. Perhaps one factor supporting this stance
is an understanding that scientific hypotheses and positions
have changed fairly often over the years, particularly in the
areas of the origin of life and the role of evolutionary
processes on our current bounty of life forms. Certainly, it



is not the public school system which has attempted to promote
concepts which current day scientists studying the field do
not support.

However, Americans do have a skewed view of scientism, with a
vast majority believing that all real scientists support this
religious concept. This position is a little surprising given
that the view is demonstrably false.

In one area, sexual behavior, even American Christians have
thrown out the teaching of the Bible. At the same time, they
are resisting the call to make science the ultimate source of
truth.

Notes

1. Matthew 5:27-28

2. There is also a small number of those answering Don’t Know
included in the number of those who do not state that they
Strongly Agree or Agree Somewhat with the statement.

3. In March, Nobel Prize-winning physicist Brian Josephson
declared that “intelligent design is valid science.” In April,
researchers writing in the journal Current Biology asked
whether Darwin’s “tree of life” should “be abandoned.”

4. See for example: Daniel Dennett, Breaking the Spell, 2006.
5. See for example the book by J. P. Moreland, Scientism and
Secularism, 2018.
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Satan

What does the Bible say about Satan, and what do Christians
believe about him? Not only is this an important biblical
doctrine, but it has also been used to determine if someone
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has a biblical worldview. Kerby Anderson explains the basics
about Satan, how he catches us in his snares, how to resist
his temptations.

SPIRITUAL
WARFARE

KEREY ANDERSON

The Barna Group has found that a very
small percentage of born again Christians have a biblical
worldview. They define a “biblical worldview” as having the
following six elements: “The Bible is totally accurate in all
of the principles it teaches; Satan is considered to be a real
being or force, not merely symbolic; a person cannot earn
their way into Heaven by trying to be good or do good works;
Jesus Christ lived a sinless life on earth; and God is the
all-knowing, all-powerful creator of the world who still rules
the universe today.”{1}

Various surveys (including the Barna surveys) show that many
Christians think that belief in Satan is optional. After all,
they argue, if I believe in Jesus that is enough. But if you
believe that Jesus was God then you have to believe that Satan
exists. Satan is mentioned in the Gospels twenty-nine times.
And in twenty-five of those references, Jesus is the one
talking about Satan.

It is also worth noting that Satan is mentioned
many other times in the Bible. Satan is referred to in seven


https://www.probe.org/store/a-biblical-point-of-view-on-spiritual-warfare/
http://www.ministeriosprobe.org/mp3s/satan.mp3

0Old Testament books and every New Testament writer talks about
Satan. Belief in Satan is not optional.

When Satan is discussed in the New Testament, he is identified
by three titles. These three titles describe his power on
earth and his influence in the world:

1. Ruler of the world — Jesus refers to Satan as “the ruler of
this world” (John 12:31; 14:30; 16:11). This means that he can
use the elements of society, culture, and government to
achieve his evil ends in this world. That doesn’t mean that
every aspect of society or culture is evil. And it doesn’t
mean that Satan has complete control of every politician or
governmental bureaucrat. But it does mean that Satan can use
and manipulate the world’s system.

2. God of this world — Paul refers to Satan as “the god of
this world” who “has blinded the minds of the unbelieving so
that they might not see the light of the gospel of the glory
of Christ, who 1is the image of God” (2 Corinthians 4:4). Satan
sets himself up as a false god to many. His power over
religion and the ability to promote false religions keeps
people from know the true gospel.

3. Prince of the air — Paul reminds Christians that they were
dead in their trespasses and since in which they “formerly
walked according to the course of this world, according to the
prince of the power of the air.” Satan is the prince of the
air and thus controls the thoughts of those in the world
system. The Bible says: “The whole world lies in the power of
the evil one” (1 John 5:19). So we should not be surprised
that we find ourselves in the midst of spiritual warfare.

How Did Satan Fall?

The Bible doesn’t say much about Satan and his fall. There are
two passages in Scripture that many believe does describe
Satan’s fall but not all theologians are convinced. These



passages are Ezekiel 28:11-19 and Isaiah 14:12-19.

Ezekiel predicts the coming judgment of the Gentile nations
and refers to “the prince (or leader) of Tyre” and then later
to “the king of Tyre.” These do not seem to be the same
person. The first is obviously the earthly leader of the city
Tyre. Ezekiel is predicting his ultimate downfall and the
destruction of his kingdom.

The person referred to as the “king of Tyre” seems to be a
different person. He has “the seal of perfection” and was
“blameless.” He is described as “full of wisdom and perfect in
beauty.” It also says that he was “in Eden, the garden of
God.”

It appears that the “king of Tyre” describes Satan who was
serving God as an angel. The passage further says that Satan
was “lifted up” because of his beauty which many commentators
suggest mean that he was the greatest of all of God'’s
creations. But he sinned. This passage says “you sinned” and
“you corrupted your wisdom by reason of your splendor.”

Another passage that appears to be talking about Satan 1is
where the prophet Isaiah is predicting that God will bring
judgment against Babylon. The first part of chapter 14 (verses
1-11) is directed at the king of Babylon. But many theologians
and commentators believe that the subject changes in the next
section (verses 12-19) because it focuses on the “star of the
morning.”

It worth mentioning that the “star of the morning” in verse 12
could just as easily be translated “the shining one.” That
connects with Paul’s statement that Satan is an “angel of
light” (2 Corinthians 11:14). The passage also says that he
has “fallen from heaven.” It seems like we are not talking
about the Babylonian king but actually talking about Satan.

If this passage is talking about Satan, then it tells us more
about his motivations that led to his fall. Five times in this



passage we see the phrase “I will.” He is prideful and wants
to achieve a position “above the stars of God” (Isaiah 14:13).
He also sought to be “like the Most High” (Isaiah 14:14). And
he wanted to “sit on the mount of assembly in the recesses of
the north” (Isaiah 14:13). Each of these desires tells us more
about his motivations.

From this passage we discover three things about Satan. First,
Satan wanted to be superior to creation. Second, Satan wanted
to be superior to the Creator. Third, Satan wanted a superior
place to rule all of creation.{2}

What Do We Know About Satan’s Character?

The Bible tells us a great deal about Satan through the
various names that are given to him. Let’s begin by looking at
the name “Satan.” In Hebrew the name means “adversary.” He 1is
opposed to God and His plans. And Satan 1s also opposed to
God’s plan in our lives. If we are to be successful in
spiritual warfare, we must understand that he is our
adversary. This characteristic of Satan is significant. The
0Old Testament uses this name for him eighteen times, and it is
used thirty-four times in the New Testament.

Another common name for Satan is “the devil.” This name in the
Greek 1is diabolos and is derived from the verb meaning “to
throw.” The Devil throws accusations and lies at us. This is a
significant part of spiritual warfare. He accuses believers
while he slanders and defames the name of God. This name
occurs thirty-six times in the New Testament.

There is one passage in the New Testament that uses both of
these names for Satan. Peter warns believers about Satan who
is an “adversary” and “the devil” who is on the prowl like
roaring lion (1 Peter 5:8). He is a formidable adversary that
believing Christians should not take lightly.

Satan is also known as the “tempter.” He tempts us to follow



him and his evil ways rather than follow God’'s plan for our
lives. When he appears to Jesus in the wilderness, he 1is
referred to as the tempter (Matthew 4:3). Also, Paul refers to
Satan as “the tempter” (1 Thessalonians 3:5) and thus
illustrates one of the key characteristics of Satan: he tempts
humans to sin.

A related name is “serpent.” Satan took the form of a serpent
to tempt Adam and Eve in the Garden of Eden (Genesis 3). Paul
talks about Satan tempting Eve due to his subtle tempting and
craftiness (2 Corinthians 11:3).

In addition to tempting believers, Satan is referred to as the
“accuser of the brethren” (Revelation 12:10).

Satan is also called “the evil one” both by Jesus (John 17:15)
and John (1 John 5:18-19). Satan can control the world system,
but believers are given the power to resist his temptations
and evil designs. Satan is the source of much of the evil in
the world, and that is why believers must reckon with his
impact and content with spiritual warfare.

We also see his power in the names that describe his dominion.
He 1s described as “the god of this world” in 2 Corinthians
4:4. He is also called “the prince of the world” (John 14:30)
and “the prince of the power of the air” (Ephesians 2:2). And
he is known as “the ruler of the demons” in Matthew 12:24.

How Are We Caught in the Snares of Satan?

The Bible teaches that Satan can capture our minds and divert
us from God’s purpose. This is called a snare. In certain
biblical passages (for example, Psalm 124), we read about
fowlers and the use of snares. They would capture birds by
spreading a net on the ground that was attached to a trap or
snare. When the birds landed to eat the seeds spread out, the
trap would spring and throw the net over the birds.



A snare could be anything Satan uses that entangles us or
impedes our progress. It could be roadblock or it could be a
diversion. A wise and discerning Christian should be alert for
these snares that can prevent our effectiveness and even ruin
our testimony.

The character of Satan gives us some insight into his methods
and techniques. James gives us a perspective on this by
telling us that when we are tempted we should not blame God.
Instead we should understand the nature of temptation and
enticement. “But each one is 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 is accomplished, it brings
forth death” (James 1:14-15).

James shows that temptation toward sin in usually a process
rather than a single act. We are tempted and then carried away
and enticed by our own lust. Like a fisherman who tries to
catch a fish using bait, Satan tries to entice us by placing
before us something that will cause us to be carried away.
Then when lust has conceived, we do it again, and eventually
experience death.

Satan is not only the tempter, but he is a subtle deceiver
“who deceives the whole world” (Revelation 12:9). Jesus warned
that there will be “false Christs and false prophets” who will
“show great signs and wonders.” They will be so convincing
that they “shall deceive the very elect” (Matthew 24:24).

Paul teaches that Satan disquises himself as an “angel of
light” and his demons transform themselves as “ministers of
righteousness” (2 Corinthians 11:14-15). Satan’s main strategy
is to lie. Jesus said concerning Satan, “When he speaks a lie,
he speaks from his own resources, for he is a liar and the
father of it” (John 8:44). Paul prays that Christians would
“no longer be children, tossed to and fro and carried about by
every wind of doctrine, by the trickery of men, in cunning
craftiness of deceitful plotting” (Ephesians 4:14).



How Did Jesus Resist the Temptations of
Satan?

How can we resist Satan’s temptations? We can learn some
valuable lessons about how to deal with spiritual warfare by
watching how Jesus was able to resist the temptations of Satan
(Matthew 4; Mark 1; Luke 4) in the forty-day Temptation. The
Bible records three attempts by Satan to get Jesus to act
independently of His Father’s will for Him.

1. Challenged God’s provision — Satan first challenged Jesus
to turn stones into bread (Matthew 4:3). The Bible tells us
that Jesus was very hungry after fasting for forty days. While
Jesus had the power to do so, He resisted because it was His
Father’s will that he fast in the wilderness for forty days
and forty nights.

Instead Jesus quotes a portion of Deuteronomy 8:3 back to
Satan. “But He answered and said, ‘It is written, man shall
not live on bread alone, but on every word that proceeds out
of the mouth of God’” (Matthew 4:4).

2. Challenged God’s protection — Satan next took Jesus into
“the holy city and had Him stand on the pinnacle of the
temple” (Matthew 4:5). He then commanded Jesus to throw
Himself down in order for the angels to protect Him. In other
words, Satan wanted Jesus to take His protection into His own
hands and no longer trust in God’'s protection. Notice that
Satan even quotes Scripture (Psalm 91) to Jesus (Matthew 4:6)
in order to tempt Him.

Jesus, however, quotes a portion of Deuteronomy 6:16 back to
Satan. “Jesus said to him, ‘On the other hand, it is written,
you shall not put the Lord your God to the test”” (Matthew
4:7).

3. Challenged God’s dominion — Satan then took Jesus “to a
very high mountain and showed Him all the kingdoms of the



world and their glory” (Matthew 4:8). And he said to Him, “All
these things I will give You, if You fall down and worship me”
(Matthew 4:9). Satan would give Jesus rule and dominion over
all that the world could provide if he were turn away from His
mission to save mankind and worship Satan.

Notice that Jesus did not challenge Satan’s claim that he had
the kingdoms of the world to give to Him. After all, Satan is
the “prince of this world” (John 12:31). But instead Jesus
said to him, “Go Satan! For it is written, you shall worship
the Lord your God and serve Him only” (Matthew 4:10).

As believers we should remind ourselves that Satan is a
defeated foe. Jesus tells us that “the ruler of this world has
been judged” (John 16:11). But his influence 1is still felt.
Jesus also refers to Satan as “the ruler of this world” (John
12:31). John tells us that “The whole world lies in the power
of the evil one” (1 John 5:19). And Peter reminds us that “the
Devil walks about like a roaring lion, seeking whom he may
devour” (1 Peter 5:8). The good news 1is that “greater is He
who is in you than he who is in the world” (1 John 4:4).

Notes

1. “Barna Survey Examines Changes in Worldview Among
Christians over the Past 13 Years,” March 2009, www.barna.org.

2. You can find more information about Satan, demons, angels,
and spiritual warfare in my book A Biblical Point of View on
Spiritual Warfare (Eugene, OR: Harvest House Publishers,
2009) .

© 2011 Probe Ministries

See Also
Probe Answers Our Email: Angels and Demons



http://www.barna.org
https://www.probe.org/store/a-biblical-point-of-view-on-spiritual-warfare/
https://www.probe.org/store/a-biblical-point-of-view-on-spiritual-warfare/
https://www.probe.org/store/a-biblical-point-of-view-on-spiritual-warfare/
https://www.probe.org/category/probe-answers-e-mail/angelsdemons-emails/

