
Two Genders, Two Spectrums
Sue  Bohlin  suggests  a  biblical  view  of  masculinity  and
femininity that encompasses the variety within two genders as
God creates us.

How do you see the variations of gender in people? Many people
automatically think of a single spectrum with masculinity on
one end and femininity on the other.

I don’t think that’s the way it works.

Consider the very first thing we encounter about gender in the
creation account of Genesis 1:27—

So God created mankind in his own image,
in the image of God he created them;
male and female he created them.

Just  two  genders.  No  matter  how  many  choices  of  made-up
genders that Facebook used to offer.

We can look at the issue of gender spiritually by reading
about how God created us male and female. We can also see the
binary nature of gender by looking at biology. Male bodies
produce small reproductive sex cells called gametes—sperm—and
female bodies produce large gametes, eggs. There are no other
options.

In this article we’ll be walking through a way of looking at
gender  that  I  believe  faithfully  reflects  what  God  has
revealed in His word about His design for us as human beings.
Instead of a single spectrum with male and masculinity on one
end and female and femininity on the other, I suggest there
are two separate spectrums{1}: a masculinity spectrum and a
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femininity spectrum. God makes delightful variations in girls
and women, and equally delightful variations in boys and men,
all of us made in His image and created for His glory.

I suggest that God chooses where on each gender spectrum a
baby comes into the world. It’s our starting point, but as we
mature we can embrace and grow in the other characteristics of
masculinity or femininity. We can take up more “bandwidth” and
become a more fully-rounded man or woman.

One end of the masculinity spectrum, I suggest, are the rough-
and-tumble boys who are constantly moving, playing sports,
making noise, getting dirty, and can easily be emotionally
clueless. On the other end of the spectrum are the sensitive,
artistic, creative boys. And there’s everything in between.

On the femininity spectrum, we see girly-girls on one end, who
love frilly clothes, playing with their doll babies, and in
American culture are drawn to pink and purple and sparkly. On
the other end are the tomboy jockettes who are often gifted
athletes and natural leaders, and hate girly clothes. And, as
with their brothers, there is everything in between.

Let’s explore these different gender spectrums and hopefully
gain a fuller understanding of the goodness of God’s creation
just the way He makes each one of us.

Masculinity Spectrum 1
I really like the idea that every child, created in his or her
own individuality in the image of God, is a gift box that we
as parents and care-givers get to open and discover what’s
inside. Every child is fearfully and wonderful made, as we
read in Psalm 139, and that includes the kind of boy and the
kind of girl God chose for them to be. Whoever came up with
the philosophy that children are blank slates that we write
on, so they become whoever and however the surrounding culture
instructs  them  to  be,  must  have  never  been  around  actual



children. Real babies come out of the womb and start revealing
how God made them.

God shapes some baby boys as rough-and-tumble. They are often
considered classically “all boy.” They’re constantly moving.
Ask boys to walk from point A to point B and they may well
zig-zag their way across the room. They often have an affinity
for fighting and weapons. One mama who said no toy guns in her
home because she hated violence, found her young son nibbling
his toast into the shape of a pistol, which he pointed at his
brother and made shooting sound effects. Her other son would
treat  the  longest  French  fry  from  his  Happy  Meal  like  a
miniature rifle to pretend-shoot his brother.

These rough-and-tumble boys are often emotionally clueless.
They don’t mean to be insensitive, they just don’t pay much
attention to non-verbal cues from other people. They tend to
enjoy rough-housing with their daddies and with other boys.
They will chest-bump and jostle each other in their male way
of expressing friendship and affection. And these boys are
drawn to contact sports, especially anything with balls.

God delights to make other boys, though far fewer of them, as
sensitive, artistic, and creative. They are often gifted in
the  performing  and  visual  arts,  music,  dance,  drama,  and
design. They tend to experience life through a magnifying lens
attached to their soul; everything is bigger, louder, and more
vibrant. They can experience negative communications as more
critical than they actually are. A parent’s frown may feel as
devastating as a spanking.

They constantly scan their environment, sensing when others
around them are upset. My husband can spot these sensitive
boys at age two in the church nursery. He has seen boys drop
whatever toy they had and go over to another toddler asking,
“You okay? It’s okay.”

Many of them don’t care for sports, especially contact sports.



Often they lack the eye-hand coordination needed for sports
that utilize balls, rackets, clubs and other game equipment.
They can do better at sports that scratch their competitive
itch  where  they’re  racing  against  the  clock,  like  cross-
country running.

And of course, there are boys (and men) everywhere in between
as well. One of my sons was so sensitive and artistic he
graduated with an art degree; the other puts himself square in
the middle of the masculinity spectrum.

Masculinity Spectrum 2
We see the two kinds of boys and men in the account of Jacob
and Esau in Genesis 25. Esau, the rough-and-tumble man, was a
hunter, an outdoorsman. His twin brother Jacob was a mama’s
boy, more interested in hanging back in the tents with his
mother, in all probability the sensitive, artistic, creative
type.

Since  sensitive  boys  are  in  the  minority,  they  often  get
bullied by the rough-and-tumbles or boys in the middle of the
spectrum, and they can easily feel like they don’t fit, they
don’t belong. They feel different from an early age.

These are the ones who are vulnerable to spiritual attacks of
being labeled gay and other ugly words. In recent years, as
sensitive, artistic and creative boys feel the pain of not
fitting in, they are now being encouraged to label themselves
as transgender. It used to be they would think, “I don’t fit
in the world of boys. There’s something wrong with me.” Now
they are being encouraged to think, “I don’t fit in the world
of boys because I’m really a girl. Or life would be better and
easier if I became a girl.” (Which, of course, is impossible.)
Then  if  they  accept  these  false  labels  and  they  practice
seeing  themselves  that  way,  they  can  literally  think
themselves into a gay or trans identity. But it doesn’t have
to be that way. Scripture tells us to “take every thought



captive to the obedience of Christ” (2 Corinthians 10:5). All
of us need to derive our identity from who God says we are.

Thinking of the masculinity spectrum, I like to ask, where
would you put Jesus?

I think He embodies the entire spectrum. He was the best of
rough-and-tumble men, strong and physically active; He started
out as a carpenter or handyman, and men were drawn to Him. Was
He artistic? Have you ever seen a sunrise or a sunset? Jesus
paints  the  sky  with  glorious  colors!  Was  He  creative?
Scripture tells us He was the Creator of the universe!

I  have  observed  over  years  that  as  boys  and  men  grow
spiritually,  they  start  taking  up  more  bandwidth  on  the
masculinity spectrum as they become more well-rounded. Rough-
and-tumbles  learn  to  listen  and  show  compassion,  and
sensitives  stretch  out  their  comfort  zone  to  take  more
initiative and reject passivity.

Rough-and-tumbles can become great leaders and servants as
they use their strength to love and serve others. Sensitives
can  become  great  husbands,  dads,  pastors,  counselors,  and
teachers as they use their gifts to love and serve others.

Femininity Spectrum 1
On the one end of the femininity spectrum are the girly-girls
who come into the world wanting a pink receiving blanket and
one of those headbands with a big puffy flower on their little
bald head. They can’t wait till their fingernails and toenails
are big enough for Mommy to paint. In American culture they
often gravitate toward pink and purple and silver glitter.
They cuddle baby dolls and stuffed animals.

One progressive-minded mother didn’t want to support gender
stereotypes for her daughter, so instead of buying her stuffed
animals and dolls, she gave her cars and trucks. One afternoon
she  saw  her  little  girl  lining  up  the  cars  and  trucks,



covering  them  with  a  blanket,  and  tenderly  kissing  them
“night-night” as she put them down for a nap. Just as she
would have with dolls and stuffed toys, if she’d been allowed
to have them.

It’s easy to define feminine as girly-girls, but God loves and
creates another kind of femininity.

He delights to make some girls tomboy jockettes. They have no
interest in frilly clothes or makeup. They don’t care for
skirts  or  dresses  and  in  fact  will  often  push  back  when
required  to  wear  “girl  clothes.”  For  them,  comfort  is
everything. You can find them outside climbing trees, shooting
hoops,  and  perfecting  their  spirals.  Some  mechanically-
inclined  girls  want  to  help  their  dads  work  on  cars  and
lawnmowers.  They  tend  to  have  no  patience  for  girly-girl
activities; girl drama drives them crazy. Barbie is stupid,
and who wants to play house—nobody wins!

Many  times  they  are  gifted  athletes,  and  often  natural
leaders.

Like sensitive boys, tomboys are outnumbered by girly-girls
and those in the middle of the femininity spectrum. Being the
minority,  they  are  often  bullied.  They  are  judged  and
ostracized  for  not  being  like  the  other  girls.

Sensitive boys and tomboy girls can get the message loud and
clear that they don’t have what it takes to be a good boy or
girl. They can conclude, wrongly, that they don’t belong in
the world of boys, of girls. They burn with the shame of being
“other than.” Different.

But God makes every person male or female on purpose, for His
glory. They DO belong in the world of boys or girls, of men
and women!



Femininity Spectrum 2
As girls grow spiritually, becoming more like Jesus, they can
take up more bandwidth on the spectrum and become a more well-
rounded expression of femininity.

Girly girls can put down their mirrors and selfies, and become
prayer  warriors  and  first  responders.  They  can  walk  into
emotional crises and hard conversations to point people to
Jesus. They can become shepherds, more concerned about other
people than themselves.

Tomboys  can  embrace  the  softer,  more  nurturing  side  of
femininity. These girls often want to fight and defend those
needing protection. They need to be introduced to spiritual
warfare! Whether as a princess warrior or a warrior princess,
the kingdom needs all girls and women to be fully engaged in
fighting evil!

Many of the gender issues today are about stereotypes. People
want to stick everybody in either a blue box or a pink box.
They make sweeping generalizations like

• “Boys wear blue and brown and play with trucks and guns.”
• “Girls wear pink and purple and play with Barbies and
jewelry making kits.”

But what if a boy thinks blue and brown are boring, and he
loves pink and purple? Does it mean he’s gay? No! Jesus loves
pink and purple! Have you ever seen a sunrise?

What if he doesn’t want to play tackle football? What if he’d
rather sit and try to draw out another kid’s thoughts and
feelings? Does it mean he’s gay? No! It may be a junior
counselor in the making, who’s also going to be a fantastic
daddy!

What if a girl thinks it’s just WRONG that she has to stay
inside and learn to make gravy because Grandma says that’s



what girls do, when there’s a broken carburetor outside she’s
itching to get her hands on? What if she’s an amazing softball
player? Does it mean she’s a lesbian? No! It means she’s a
gifted mechanic or athlete!

Let’s forget the blue and pink boxes and just open the gift
box that is each child and find out how God packed the gifts
and interests inside. Let’s celebrate God’s good design of
each child IN HIS IMAGE and affirm them as the child they are,
even if they don’t conform to stereotypes.

Can you imagine how freeing it would be to celebrate the full
spectrum of masculinity and femininity, and teach kids to
appreciate and celebrate it in each other?

Notes

1. I do realize that the plural of spectrum is spectra, but
most people don’t take five years of Latin like I did. For
those who wince at my coining a word, my apologies.
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from  Probe’s  recent  2020  survey  of  American  Religious
Beliefs{1}, we want to add to that understanding drawing on
data collected and analyzed by George Barna of the Christian
Research Center at Arizona Christian University. Since 2020,
the Christian Research Center has taken multiple surveys to
assess the worldviews and the values of American adults. In
2023,  Barna  released  a  book  entitled  American  Worldview
Inventory 2022-23: The Annual Report of the State of Worldview
in the United States.{2}

Looking at the spiritual status and worldviews of
America’s parents of children living at home, our
data and Barna’s book both show the vast majority
of Americans do not possess a biblical worldview to
pass on to their children. Equally disturbing at a parenting
level,  most  of  them  “do  not  even  have  the  worldview
development of their children on their radar.”{3} To make this
situation worse for the future of American Christianity, most
Evangelical  parents  fall  into  the  same  category  as  other
parents—  a  fractured,  inconsistent  worldview  with  no
intentional  plan  to  impart  their  worldview  or  any  other
worldview to their children.

Some people might want to argue that worldviews are personal,
and children need to develop a personal worldview without
parental intervention. That way they can own and nurture this
view as young adults, finding something that works for them.
Such an argument might have some substance, if we were talking
about forming your views on how one might select sports teams
to root for or even choose a career to pursue. But when we
talk about worldviews, we are talking about the fundamentals
of life including things such as “Where did life originate?”,
“What does it mean to be a person?”, “Why is there evil and
suffering in the world?”, “How can we escape the destructive
forces  of  sin  in  our  life?”,  “Can  we  be  restored  to  a
relationship with our creator?” and others.
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There are radically different answers to these questions being
promoted  in  our  society  today.  If  you  are  an  Evangelical
Christian,  you  know  that  true  biblical  answers  to  these
questions are under constant attack.
You should expect your children to choose to flee from these
attacks by adopting another, nonbiblical worldview unless they
have been given good reasons to believe the biblical answers
are true.

If  you  believe  that  a  biblical  worldview  is  the  only
foundation upon which to build a life that will echo through
eternity,  you  need  to  be  actively  teaching,  testing  and
encouraging your children with the truth. To do this you will
need to repair your worldview along biblical guidelines and
develop a plan for building these worldview truths into your
children.

But first, we will look at the lies that have crept into many
worldviews including those held by Christian parents.

The Victory of Syncretism
George Barna’s research as well as our own clearly show a
breakdown of biblically based thinking not only among the
general  population  but  also  among  those  who  identify  as
Evangelicals. Barna’s recent research found that two-thirds of
parents of preteens claim to be Christian, but only 4% of them
possess a biblical worldview. So, what kind of worldview do
they hold?

Barna surveyed adults in America using worldview questions to
divide our population into seven different worldviews ranging
from  Biblical  Theism  to  Moralistic  Therapeutic  Deism  to
Postmodernism  to  Eastern  Mysticism.  Surprisingly,  the  most
popular worldview was Biblical Theism but held by only 2% of
the parents of preteens. All the other worldviews offered were
at 1% or less.



Wait, you may be asking! That sum adds up to less than 8% of
the population and you would be right. What happened is that
94% of these parents were classified as being Syncretists.
“Syncretism is a blending of multiple worldviews in which no
single life philosophy is dominant, producing a worldview that
is diverse and often self-contradictory.”{4} Since the rise of
postmodernism (and probably before), more and more American
have no problem holding a set of views which are at best
inconsistent. Barna found most of these syncretistic parents
gathered their worldview ideas from different parts of three
of  the  candidate  worldviews:  Eastern  Mysticism,  Moralistic
Therapeutic Deism, and Biblical Theism. When considered as a
whole, each of these worldviews is distinctly different and in
fact counter to the other two.

We see that Americans tend to embrace beliefs in the different
areas of worldview that seem attractive in that area, are
espoused by many of their friends, and that they see espoused
on their media outlets of choice. As one scholar describes it,
“Central to syncretism is the belief that all religions offer
truth, or that different religions present different paths to
God.  Syncretism  operates  on  the  assumption  that  combining
certain teachings produces a better way of knowing and/or
reaching God.”

Barna found that less than one third of adults turn to the
Bible as their primary source of moral guidance. Of course,
even  fewer  turn  to  the  sacred  texts  of  other  religions.
American adults, without placing their faith in historical
worldviews, feel a freedom to create their own way to view the
world. In fact, 58% of adults believe that moral truth is up
the  individual  to  decide.  Since  all  truth  is  relative,
inconsistencies and contradictions are not worth considering.
Certainly a careful examination of the so-called truth that
all  truth  is  relative  would  show  the  falsehood  in  that
statement.

The dominant worldview thinking of Americans assumes that the



details of the faith you ascribe to don’t matter as long as
you place your faith in something AND you don’t presume to
question anyone else’s object of faith. As you can see, this
way of thinking creates a tough wall for any evangelistic
message  to  overcome.  People  are  not  programmed  to  think,
“Isn’t it nice that this Christian is concerned for my eternal
situation and wants to tell me the way I can improve it.”
Instead, they think, “How can this person be so rude and
confrontational as to present their views as the only viable
truth? This person needs to be shunned.”

At the end of this essay, we will consider some strategies for
tearing down this wall.

Values and Beliefs of Young Parents
As  noted  above,  two  major  barriers  exist,  preventing  the
development of biblical leaning worldviews for our pre-teens.
First, most parents do not take any concrete actions to pass
on or promote a particular worldview. Instead, they leave it
to the culture around their children to instill a worldview
framework.  If  these  parents  have  a  somewhat  Christian
perspective  themselves,  they  ignore  the  teaching  of
Deuteronomy  where  God  tells  us,  “These  words,  which  I  am
commanding you today, shall be on your heart. You shall teach
them diligently to your sons and shall speak of them when you
sit in your house and when you walk by the way and when you
lie down and when you rise up.”{5} And in the New Testament
epistle Ephesians, Paul writes, “Bring your children up in the
discipline and instruction of the Lord.”{6}

Secondly,  the  vast  majority  of  parents,  including  many
Evangelical parents, do not possess a biblical worldview to
pass on. In some areas, they depart from the clear biblical
teaching and subscribe to the lies of the world. As Barna
points out, “The parents of children under the age of 13 are a
stellar example of this Christian nominalism that is widely
accepted as spiritually normal and healthy.” {7} Let’s examine



some the areas where parents are failing to uphold a biblical
worldview.

As Christians, we know that God created human life as sacred.
Even as fallen humans, God considered our lives so important
that Jesus came to die, taking on the price of our sin. And
yet according to Barna’s recent book, over three fourths of
American parents do not suppose that human life is sacred.
 This gap in a biblical worldview leads to a nation where many
worship  a  woman’s  ability  to  choose  an  abortion  over  the
sacred  obligation  to  protect  life.  In  fact,  over  85%  of
parents do not consider human life as sacred and/or support
having  an  abortion  if  raising  the  child  would  be  too
inconvenient for the parents. To put it bluntly, the right to
live a life without inconveniences is more important than
another person’s right to live at all.

Another example is that less that one in four self-identified
Christian parents oppose the notion that having faith matters
more than which faith. They are essentially saying if you have
faith in Buddha, Mohammed, or your household idol, that is
just as good as having faith in Christ. These parents (and
remember,  these  are  people  who  identify  themselves  as
Christians) believe that God would sacrifice His Son, turning
His back on Jesus as He took the sins of the world upon
Himself, when there were already other ways people could be
restored to God that would require no love or sacrifice on the
part of God. This inconsistent, self-contradictory thinking is
a hallmark
of the syncretistic views that dominate our society.

Barna  also  found  that  only  one  in  ten  parents  have  a
consistently  biblical  perspective  on  God,  creation,  and
history. Without this understanding, their children cannot be
expected to grasp these key precepts on their own.

With this combination of laissez-faire parenting and a lack of
a consistent biblical worldview, the natural conclusion is



that the upcoming generation of young adults will be even
further removed from clear biblical thinking than the current
generation.  Unfortunately,  this  result  is  almost  certain
without  a  concerted  effort  by  concerned  Christians  to
communicate  the  truth.

Pastors (for the most part) Not Helping
Combat the Decline
As  we  consider  the  decline  in  American  young  adults  who
profess and live according to a biblical worldview, we might
ask what influences are in play to counter this decline. One
of the questions Barna addresses is “How well are America’s
pastors working to stem this discouraging tide on unbelief?”
To get a handle on this question, he surveyed 1,000 pastors
across America including Senior Pastors, Youth Pastors and
Teaching Pastors.{8}

If these pastors are going to help turn people back to a
biblical worldview, they need to possess one themselves. What
the survey found was only four out of ten Senior Pastors
professed a biblical worldview. This result is disheartening,
but perhaps even more startling only 12% of the Youth Pastors
claimed  a  biblical  worldview.  One  third  of  the  pastors
surveyed did not even read their Bible at least once a week.
So, the vast majority of our children who are attending church
regularly have no chance of receiving a clearly articulated
biblical worldview from the spiritual leaders their parents
are relying on for sound spiritual teaching.

Well, you may be thinking, these results are for all pastors,
but I attend an evangelical church so I can be confident in
the teaching my children will receive. It is true that while
only one out of three Mainline Protestant pastors profess a
biblical worldview, we can expect Evangelical pastors to be
significantly better. But even Evangelical pastors still only
have about one out of two (50%) with a biblical worldview.



This result implies that half of the Evangelical churches in
America are not teaching a biblical worldview.

Southern Baptists and non-denominational Evangelicals do score
significantly higher. Among Southern Baptists, over three out
of four pastors professed a consistent biblical worldview.
This  significantly  higher  number  may  result  from  Southern
Baptist churches requiring candidates for pastoral positions
to  affirm  their  belief  in  the  Baptist  Faith  and  Message
document.  Similarly,  almost  two  out  of  three  non-
denominational  pastors  supported  such  a  worldview.

In Barna’s analysis, an Integrated Disciple was defined as
someone who “professed a biblical worldview and successfully
integrated  their  biblical  beliefs  into  their  daily
behavior.”{9} One would think the pastors of mid-sized and
large churches would be the most educated and very likely to
be Integrated Disciples. However, what the survey revealed was
that only 15% of pastors at churches with over 250 in average
attendance were identified as Integrated Disciples. It is hard
to find a disciple who is not following a spiritual leader,
but in these churches such a leader will be hard to find.

Some people would like to believe that it doesn’t matter which
church you go to as long as you are going to church. Probe’s
and Barna’s results show this hopeful view to be unfounded.
Among Roman Catholics, less that 6% of the priests profess a
biblical  worldview.  This  lack  of  biblical  leadership  is
clearly  evident  among  those  people  who  regularly  attend
Catholic mass where less that one out of one hundred profess a
clear biblical worldview.

Today  it  is  of  utmost  importance  that  Christian  parents
examine the teaching coming from the pastors and other leaders
at their church. If the teaching does not reflect a biblical
worldview, you should run, not walk, to the nearest exit and
search for another church.



How  to  Combat  the  Decline  in  Biblical
Worldview Believers
In this article, we have been highlighting the decline in the
portion  of  our  population  who  profess  a  biblical  review,
drawing  on  the  research  results  presented  in  the  book,
American Worldview Inventory 2022-23. Although it helps to
know  the  facts  about  the  beliefs  of  most  Americans,  just
reviewing and lamenting the data does not really accomplish
anything. We want to consider and act on the steps we can take
as  individuals  and  churches  to  plant  and  tend  to  a  new
generation of Integrated Disciples in our country.

Barna calls on us to intentionally teach the key doctrines of
an  evangelical,  biblical  worldview  in  our  seminaries,  our
churches,  and  our  homes.  As  recent  history  has  clearly
demonstrated,  just  assuming  that  younger  generations  will
catch our biblical worldview is doomed to failure. We need to
systematically,  intentionally,  and  repeatedly  extol  and
explain the key truths that make us those who “proclaim the
excellencies of Him who called us out of darkness into his
marvelous light.”{10} Barna suggests the following key truths
to focus on:

1.  An  orthodox,  biblical  understanding  of  God  which
understands  that  God  is  the  all-powerful,  all-knowing,
perfect, and just creator of the universe who rule that
universe today.  Among parents of children under 13, just
40% hold that view.

2. All human beings are sinful by nature; every choice we
make has moral contours and consequences. A vast majority of
Americans, about three out of four, do not believe that
humans are born with a sin nature and are certain to sin
“and  can  only  be  saved  from  its  consequences  by  Jesus
Christ.”

3. Jesus Christ’s sacrificial death is the only way to be



reconciled with our holy God. We receive this free gift
through our repentance and our confession that Jesus Christ
is our Lord. Only three out of ten adults believe this is
the only way to heaven, while only 2 of 100 believe they
will go to hell after they die.

4. The entire Bible is true, reliable and relevant. When we
understand how we received the Bible and how it applies to
every aspect of our life and earth and in heaven, it changes
how we perceive and interact with the world.

5. Absolute moral truth exists—and those truths are defined
by God. Absolute truth can only be known by the source of
truth, our Creator. Unfortunately, the majority of adults
believe  that  determining  moral  truth  is  up  to  each
individual.

6. The ultimate purpose of human life is to know, love, and
serve God. If we know the true God, we will “love Him
because He first loved us”{11} and we will want to serve Him
through “the good works He has prepared for us.”{12} Most
young Americans say they lack meaning and purpose. They will
never be able to find truly meaningful purpose apart from
Christ.

7.  Success  on  earth  is  best  understood  as  consistent
obedience to God. If we understand that we are eternal
beings  who  in  Christ  are  the  recipients  of  an  eternal
inheritance, we can see that our true success cannot be
found in the temporal pleasures of this world. Only 20% of
adults embrace this definition of success.

In my experience, I have watch numerous young people grow up
in a church and then leave to either thrive in a dynamic
Christ-honoring life or fall away into a syncretic worldview,
serving their own interests. The world system is constantly
feeding them with lies and attacking the truths they have been
taught. So, how can we do a better job of helping build strong



Christians with a solid biblical worldview?

First, we must teach them the seven truths listed above. Not
once, but many times and in many situations. Their parents
must talk about these truths and their churches must teach
these truths.

Second,  we  must  ask  them  regularly  to  explain  what  they
believe. Just because they have sat under teaching does not
mean they have learned any lessons. To believe we should test
high school students to determine what they have learned and
then  ignore  testing  students  of  the  Bible  is  at  best
foolhardy.

Third, we must tell these students as they enter into more of
the secular world that we are still there for them. Tell them,
“If someone or something causes you to question what you have
learned, don’t just throw out what you have learned and follow
something else. Come tell me about it and why it seems like it
may be true. I have been in similar halls to the ones you are
walking through now. I am convinced that the only source of
real truth is found in Jesus Christ and the Word of God. Let’s
look at it together.” Let us “bear one another’s burdens and
thus fulfill the law of Christ.”{13}

Notes
1.  Steve  Cable,  Understanding  a  Post-Christian  America  in
2020,  probe.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Post-Christian-
America.pdf
2. George Barna, American Worldview Inventory 2022-23: The
Annual Report of the State of Worldview in the United States,
Arizona Christian University Press, 2023.
3. Ibid., page 7.
4. Ibid., page 12.
5. Deuteronomy 6:6-7
6. Ephesians 6:4
7. Barna, page 27.
8. Ibid., page 41.
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Civility
We are living in the midst of an epidemic of rudeness and
desperately need civility. Kerby Anderson looks at the rise of
incivility and documents its effects in society, education,
and politics. He concludes by providing a biblical framework
for civility.

The Rise of Incivility
We seem to be living in the midst of an epidemic of rudeness.
Articles in the newspaper document the number of incidents of
road rage. And if you doubt that, just try to merge onto a
busy freeway and see how many drivers honk their horn or try
to cut you off.

And  that’s  just  the  tip  of  the  iceberg.  A  1997  American
Automobile Association report documents a sharp rise in the
use of cars as weapons (people trying to run over other people
on  purpose).  A  Colorado  funeral  director  complains  about
impatient drivers darting in and out of funeral processions.
Instead of waiting for the procession to pass, they threaten
life and limb while ignoring both law and tradition in their
rush to get somewhere.

Rudeness seems to be at an all-time high in airports. There is
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the  story  of  the  man  who  was  angry  at  missing  a  flight
connection and threw his suitcase at an eight-month pregnant
airline employee. Or there is the story of the woman who
learned  that  there  were  no  sandwiches  on  her  flight  and
punched the flight attendant and pushed her to the floor. And
there is the tragic story of the man who rushed the cockpit
and had to be restrained. In the process of stopping him, the
passengers apparently used too much force and killed him.

Cursing and vulgar language are on the increase. Character
assassination and negative political advertisements are up.
Meanwhile, charitable giving seems to be on the decline along
with volunteerism.

No wonder so many are talking about the need for civility.
George  W.  Bush’s  inaugural  speech  talked  about  “a  new
commitment to live out our nation’s promise through civility,
courage,  compassion  and  character.  America,  at  its  best,
matches  a  commitment  to  principle  with  a  concern  for
civility.”

Commentators  are  wringing  their  hands  over  our  social
distress. Former education secretary and virtues guru William
Bennett  has  addressed  the  issue  of  civility.  Gertrude
Himmelfarb has written about The Demoralization of Society:
From Victorian Virtues to Modern Values. Scott Peck, author of
The Road Less Traveled, has devoted a book to the problem, as
has Yale Law professor Stephen Carter.

Newspapers are running stories asking, “Why are we so rude?”
U.S. News and World Report talks about “The American Uncivil
Wars.”{1}  They  conclude  that  “Crude,  Rude  and  Obnoxious
Behavior Has Replaced Good Manners.”

So in this article I will be addressing this very important
concept of civility. In a sense, it is a second installment on
a previous article I wrote on integrity. If integrity is the
standard  we  use  to  judge  our  own  moral  development,  then
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civility is the standard we use to judge our moral interaction
with others.

As we will see, the rules of civility are ultimately the rules
of morality, which are rooted in biblical morality.

The Moral Basis of Civility
The word civilité shares the same etymology with words like
civilized and civilization. Quite simply, the root word means
to be “a member of the household.” Just as there are certain
rules that allow family members to live peacefully within a
household, so there are rules of civility that allow us to
live  peacefully  within  a  society.  We  have  certain  moral
responsibilities to one another.

While there have been many philosophical discussions on what
civility is and how it should be practiced, I believe Jesus
simply expressed the goal of civility when he taught that,
“You shall love your neighbor as yourself” (Matthew 22:39). If
we truly love our neighbors, then we should be governed by
moral standards that express concern for others and limit our
own freedom.

Perhaps that is why civility is on the decline. More and more
people live for themselves and do not feel they are morally
accountable  to  anyone  (even  God)  for  their  actions  or
behavior. We are told to “Look Out for #1,” and not to let
anyone limit our freedom to be ourselves.

Civility  also  acknowledges  the  value  of  another  person.
Politeness and manners are not merely to make social life
easier. Stephen Carter, in his book on Civility, says that our
actions and sacrifice are a

. . .[S]ignal of respect for our fellow citizens, marking
them as full equals, both before the law and before God.
Rules of civility are thus also rules of morality; it is
morally proper to treat our fellow citizens with respect,



and morally improper not to. Our crisis of civility is part
of a larger crisis of morality.{2}

Again, this may help answer why civility is on the decline. An
increasing majority in our society no longer believes in moral
absolutes. These deny that absolutes of any kind exist, much
less moral absolutes. So as our crisis of morality unfolds, so
does barbarism and decadence. Civility is what is lost from
society.

If this is so, then the rise of rudeness and incivility cannot
be easily altered. Miss Manners and others have written books
about how our nation can regain its civility. But if the
crisis is greater than a lack of manners (and I believe that
it is), its solution must be found in a greater social change
than  merely  teaching  manners  or  character.  Ultimately,  an
increase in civility must flow out of a moral and religious
change. Spiritual revival and reformation are the ultimate
solutions to the current problem of incivility. And I believe
Christians  should  lead  the  way  by  exemplary  behavior.  In
essence, Christians must be the best citizens and the best
examples of civility in society.

Civility in the Schools
We have documented the rising incivility in our society. What
is so tragic is to find that our children are mimicking the
incivility  of  the  adult  world.  A  poll  conducted  by  the
National Association of Secondary School Principals found that
89 percent of grade school teachers and principals reported
that they “regularly” face abusive language from students.{3}

Contrast this situation with the nature of public education
just a few decades ago. It is likely that when you grew up,
you were instructed in manners and etiquette. The day began
with the pledge of allegiance to the flag, and throughout the
day you were instructed to show respect to your country and to
your teachers.



Today when schools try to teach manners, parents and civil
libertarians often thwart those plans. And when a school does
succeed in teaching civility, the story becomes headline news;
as it was when U.S. News and World Report opened its account
on “The American Uncivil Wars” with a story of a school that
was actually trying to teach manners.{4}

Consider what would have happened a few decades ago if you
misbehaved at school. Your teacher or your principal would
have disciplined you. And when you arrived home, your parents
would have assumed you were disciplined for good reason. They
probably would have punished you again. Now contrast that with
today’s parents who are quick to challenge the teacher or
principal and are often quick to threaten with a lawsuit.

When I was growing up there seemed to be a conspiracy of the
adults against the kids. Every parent and every teacher had
the same set of moral values. So if I misbehaved at Johnny’s
house, I knew that Johnny’s mother had the same set of rules
as my mother. If I misbehaved at school, I knew my teachers
had the same set of rules as my parents.

Today that moral consensus is gone. If anything, we have a
conspiracy of the kids against the adults. Most kids spend
lots of time telling their parents what other parents let
their kids do. We have sunk to the least common denominator in
our morality.

To rebuild civility in our society, we need to begin with the
next  generation.  Sadly  they  are  not  learning  to  respect
authority. They are learning to disrespect authority and to
play one set of parental values against another. And parents
must begin to trust a teacher’s authority. My parents trusted
the  teachers  and  the  school  to  enforce  the  rules
appropriately. Trust and respect are two essential ingredients
in rebuilding a foundation of civility.



Civility in Politics
Often when we talk about the need for civility, we focus on
the  political  arena.  Character  assassination  and  negative
political  advertisements  are  on  the  increase.  Many
commentators lament what they call the “politics of personal
destruction.” And savvy candidates have tried to tap into this
growing concern by calling for greater civility in our public
discourse.

At the outset, we should acknowledge that politics has always
been  a  dirty  business.  More  than  two  centuries  ago,  the
founders of this country often had harsh and critical things
to say about each other during political campaigns. Yet we
also have some very positive examples of civil discussions of
major social ills.

According to Stephen Carter in his book Civility, one shining
example of this is the Civil Rights Movement. “The leaders of
the Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC) knew that
the protests would be met with violence, because they were
challenging a violently oppressive system. But they also knew
that  success  would  be  found  not  through  incivility,  but
through the display of moral courage.”

Martin Luther King Jr. and other civil rights leaders trained
their protestors to remain civil and even loving in the face
of repression. He called this the “process of purification,”
and it “involved both prayer and repeated reminders that the
Biblical injunction to love our neighbors is not a command to
love only the nice ones.” It’s instructive to remember that
the  stated  purpose  of  the  Southern  Christian  Leadership
Conference was “to save the soul of the nation.”

Those of us involved in social action today should be mindful
of this as we fight against social ills in our society. I
firmly believe that Christians should be good citizens and
models  of  civility.  That  doesn’t  mean  we  shouldn’t  be



passionate about trying to rectify social problems. And we can
disagree with those who do not hold to a biblical view of
morality.  But  we  should  learn  to  disagree  without  being
disagreeable.  We  should  make  our  case  with  logic  and
compassion. And I believe we will be more successful if we do
so.

Consider the abortion debate. A majority of citizens have a
great deal of ambivalence about abortion. They do not feel
good about abortion on demand, but they also fear what might
happen if abortion was totally banned in this country. Will we
attract these millions of people by being angry, vociferous
Bible-thumpers? Or will we attract them by being thoughtful,
compassionate Christians who demonstrate our love for both
mother and child at crisis pregnancy centers? I think the
answer should be obvious, and that is the power of civility in
the public arena.

Civility: A Biblical Framework
At the heart of civility is the biblical command to love your
neighbor as yourself. While it is relatively easy to love
people who are your friends or people who are nice to you, the
real test of Christian love comes when we are with strangers
or  with  people  who  are  not  civil  to  you.  When  we  find
ourselves in the presence of strangers, we should treat them
with dignity and respect even if they are not civil to us.
Even if they are not gracious toward us, we should not repay
them with incivility. Romans 12:21 says, “Do not be overcome
by evil, but overcome evil with good.”

Our duty to be civil to others should not depend on whether we
like them or agree with their moral or political perspectives.
They may be disagreeable, and we are free to disagree with
them, but we should do so by giving grace. Often such a gentle
response can change a discussion or dialogue. Proverbs 15:1
reminds us that, “A gentle answer turns away wrath.”



Civility also requires humility. A civil person acknowledges
that he or she does not possess all wisdom and knowledge.
Therefore,  one  should  listen  to  others  and  consider  the
possibility that they might be right and that he is wrong.
Philippians 2:3 says, “Do nothing from selfishness or empty
conceit, but with humility of mind let each of you regard one
another as more important than himself.”

Civility also requires that we watch what we say. The Bible
clearly warns us of the danger of the tongue (James 3:5-8). We
should work to cleanse our language of harsh, critical, and
condemning words. We should rid ourselves of nasty and vulgar
language.  Ephesians  4:29  says,  “Let  no  unwholesome  word
proceed from your mouth, but only such a word as is good for
edification according to the need of the moment, that it may
give grace to those who hear.”

If Christians want to reform society and return to civility,
one excellent model is William Wilberforce (1759-1833). Most
people know Wilberforce as the man who brought an end to the
British slave trade. He served for half a century in the House
of Commons. And led by his Christian faith, he tirelessly
worked for the abolition of slavery. But that was only one of
the “two great objects” of his life. The other, even more
daunting was his attempt to transform the civil and moral
climate of his times. Although he is known as an abolitionist,
the  other  great  accomplishment  of  his  life  was  in  the
reformation  of  manners.

I believe he provides a positive example of how Christians
should  engage  the  world.  We  should  do  so  with  courage,
compassion, character, and civility.

Notes
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Mind  Games  Camp  (radio
transcript)

Camp Overview
There’s one thing we do here at Probe that is my favorite part
of  ministry.  Our  Mind  Games  Camp  is  a  week-long,  total
immersion,  give-it-all-we’ve-got  experience  for  high  school
and college students that changes minds and hearts forever.
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 Beautiful Camp Copass in the Dallas-Ft. Worth area
is surrounded by a lake on three sides and it feels
very  seclude—even  though  it’s  not  far  from  the
Dallas-Ft. Worth airport, so students can easily
fly in. We teach Christian students how to think
biblically on a wide range of subjects: understanding how
others think as they understand their worldviews, how they can
know that Christianity is true, creation and evolution, human
nature, the differences between guys and girls, the problem of
evil and the value of suffering, campus Christianity, and even
how to watch a movie with their brain turned on. They learn
about a compassionate but biblical view of LGBT, different
views of science and Earth-history, and genetic engineering.

Returning campers get to experience what is always a highlight
for our students, a special alumni track with new lectures in
an intimate, personal setting. The alumni always tell the
first-timers what an amazing difference it makes to come back
a second or even third time, because they get so much more out
of the conference than they ever thought possible.

The Probe teachers don’t just give the lectures, though; we
continue conversations at meals where we eat and visit with
the  students  instead  of  each  other.  We  break  up  into
discussion groups to help the students process what they’re
learning in the sessions. There is free time every afternoon
and evening to hike, swim, play basketball or card games, read
or nap. Or of course, just hang out with new friends. The
students are delighted to meet other thinking Christians from
all over the country, students eager to think and grow in
their  faith  as  they  learn  to  love  God  with  their  minds
together. They enjoy getting to know us as the instructors,
too. We’re not only available the whole week; we look for
opportunities to engage in conversations that will encourage
and affirm what God is doing in the minds and hearts of these
precious young people.

We talk about Mind Games in this article, but you can go to
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our website, MindGamesCamp.com, and check out our videos, a
typical week’s schedule, and lots of other information. In the
next  sections  you’ll  hear  a  little  bit  from  several
instructors, and also from several of our Mind Games alumni.

Sneak Peek of Probe Lectures
Here are snippets from lectures of four of our Probe Mind
Games instructors:

Here’s Dr. Ray Bohlin speaking on “Christian Views of Science
and Earth History”:
So, what are these three views we’re going to talk about? Well
first, there is the recent, or literal, view, then there’s
what I call Progressive Creation, then there’s what I call
Theistic  Evolution  or  what  is  now,  the  term  now  used  is
Evolutionary Creation. OK . . . so what kind or form of
analysis we going to apply here?

Sue Bohlin on “God, Gender and Transgender”:
Masculinity reflects the strong Father heart of God, to use
His strength to love us by protecting us and providing for us.
So I love this idea of the Father heart of God, especially
when you have a father wound, because of a father either not
being there, or not loving you well, not connecting with you
well. So often God our Father says, ‘I will be your Father.
Come to Me, let Me show you what a father is supposed to be.”

Todd Kappelman on “How to Watch a Film”:
The Need for Interpretation, Matthew Arnold: this is where we
start getting some of our rules that we look at when we look
at a film. When interpreting a film, one should ask these
following questions: first, number one. How important is life
to the director, writers, etc., and are the tough issues dealt
with or avoided? This goes to the seriousness of a film. I
mean, are we watching a romantic comedy, are we watching a
film, drama, of somebody overcoming heroin?

http://MindGamesCamp.com


Tom Davis on “The Deity of Christ”
Are all religions basically the same? And we have a law of
logic called the law of non-contradiction. To kind of put this
in  somewhat  symbolic  terms,  A  cannot  be  non-A.  You  can
evaluate the consistencies of things, you can tell if all
religions are the same with this law.

Comments from Alumni, Part 1
This week we’re talking about our memorable, life-impacting,
week-long summer Mind Games Camp. But you don’t have to take
our word for it. Consider what some of our alumni have to say:

Anna:
Mind Games is a brilliant camp. It has wonderful professors
who are very knowledgeable in so many subjects like philosophy
and science and theology, and it’s so wonderful to get their
perspectives on the Bible, and to hear about their spiritual
walks, and to hear things that you wouldn’t normally hear in
your Sunday School class or in church. It’s very spiritually
enriching not only because of the sessions you’ll be going to,
but  also  because  of  the  environment  you’re  in.  You’re
surrounded by like-minded Christians who also love the Lord,
so you’re with people that can sharpen you as iron sharpens
iron. All the sessions have so much information that you can
learn things from; they help you with evangelism, they help
you with confidence in your own faith, they help you with
discipleship. It’s so helpful, there’s so many things I’ve
learned every single year, I’ve learned a new thing-so many
new things every single year at Mind Games.

Jona:
Looking at the topics, I was terrified because I would be
putting myself in a position where I could be wrong, put
myself in a position where I challenge all my worldviews, even
worse I’ll be surrounded by people who are way smarter than
me, or have way more experience than me. And what I realized



this year is that there is nothing more liberating than being
ready to be wrong.

Blaine:
Out of all the events that I’ve had this year, this was
probably one of the ones I looked forward to the most. Last
year I had such an great time and made amazing memories and
connected with tons of people, and I got to see some of them
this year, and as I was going through the camp I learned a lot
more as we dove deeper into the topics and revisited them, and
as I grew closer and gained connections with some new people
and some alumni, it felt like I was growing closer to a
family. And it was just really fun overall.

Comments From Alumni, Part 2
Aiden and Gideon keep coming back because they love it so
much!

Aiden:
This is my third year. Every year always blows me out of the
water  because  there  is  a  certain  level  of  connection,  a
certain level of deepness and humanity that you don’t get to
see outside of this camp. It’s incredible to me just how deep
you can get with complete strangers in a week. it’s just
really powerful to me, that God has blessed this camp, that
God has blessed the teachers and the professors (I don’t know
what  you  prefer  to  go  by)  but  like  the  continuing  and
consistent level of love and care and just connection is what
draws me to this camp and what keeps me coming. And so if I
had to say one thing about this camp, that this camp was
probably one of the most impactful things in my life

Gideon:
This has been my fourth year attending Mind Games and this has
impacted my life so many facets, seen and unseen. It has been
a really great experience to get to know people my age, have
peers, because in my life I really haven’t had very many peers



of equal anything it’s been more mature and spiritual-and it’s
been rather difficult just being a person who loves God and
striving for more, and this camp has really let me be able to
become who I want to be and not just who I would have been.
And this camp has really allowed me to become more like Jesus.
I truly believe that, and I’m convinced of that.

Why Go to Mind Games?
We now know that three out of four high school seniors who had
been part of a church youth group drop out of church within a
year.{1} One reason for this is that they don’t own their
faith; they don’t know that Christianity is true, and they
don’t know why it’s true. They tend to equate faith with a
warm fuzzy feeling that doesn’t stand up to the challenges of
life. Many students are afraid to express their doubts so they
never  learn  that  there  are  good,  solid  answers  to  their
questions. They are sensitive to the disconnect that happens
when  those  who  profess  to  be  Christ-followers  act  no
differently  from  unbelievers.

For over thirty years, Probe’s Mind Games conferences have
been preparing young people for the challenges to their faith.
In  that  time,  we  have  witnessed  firsthand  the  incredible
thirst for a reliable trustworthy faith. Again and again we
hear that some had despaired of ever finding something like
Mind Games. The conference consistently exceeds expectations,
and students often tell us they wish they had brought their
friends.

Alumni from these summer conferences have gone on to become
leaders on their campuses, the government and the military.
This week-long immersion truly changes lives, giving them a
new confidence in their God, His Word, and in their role as
His ambassadors. We know this because some of them come back
as alumni a second or third year, and because they contact us
years later and let us know how Mind Games continues to impact



them.

Mornings start with an informal devotional by Probe staff and
a  time  of  prayer.  They  receive  twenty-five  hours  of
instruction using video clips, role play, Q and A, and other
teaching techniques. They connect with each other and process
what they’re learning in small groups. We as staff get to know
and truly love them.

Mind Games Camp is best for those who have finished their
junior  or  senior  years  of  high  school,  and  for  college
freshmen and sophomores. [Note: especially motivated students
younger  than  that  are  welcome,  though!]  Please  go  to
MindGamesCamp.com, and check out videos. You can look at a
typical  schedule,  and  find  out  all  the  details.  And  then
register someone you love. It will make a difference in time
and eternity.

Notes

1.  Steve  Cable,  Is  This  the  Last  Christian  Generation?
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Is  Probe  Ministries  a  Hate
Group?
The U.S. Department of Justice recently indicted the Southern
Poverty Law Center for fraud as it spread hate by secretly
funding the very groups it claimed to be fighting, including
the Ku Klux Klan.

The Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC) is famous for its list

http://MindGamesCamp.com
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of hate groups, which has included Probe Ministries. We were
tagged as an “anti-LGBT” hate group because we don’t agree
with the LGBT agenda. We align ourselves with the Bible’s
standards that all sex outside of marriage violates God’s
commands for human sexuality.

The SPLC’s website contains this lie:

These groups are not listed on the basis of opposition to
same-sex marriage or the belief that the Bible describes
homosexual activity as sinful. Anti-LGBT groups engage in
crude name-calling and disseminate disparaging propaganda
and falsehoods about this population, such as the claim
that gay men molest children at vastly higher rates than
straight men.

When they slimed us as a hate group, I inquired what evidence
of  such  “name-calling”  and  “disparaging  propaganda  and
falsehoods” they had found on our website.

No response.

Because it’s not there.

Over the years, as the Probe webmistress (and primary writer
and speaker on gender and sexuality issues), I have repeatedly
invited  people  to  identify  any  hate-filled  words  on  our
website so I can change them, but no one has ever responded. I
believe that is because you won’t find words of hate on our
website articles or in any of our recorded messages.

Unfortunately, these days mere disagreement is called hate.

As my pastor has said, “Truth sounds like hate to those who
hate the truth.” There are so many cultural lies about God’s
design for sex and identity that when we proclaim God’s truth
in a culture that embraces lies, we get called hateful and
discriminatory.

Please know that we are not a hate group. We are a truth



group, seeking to speak the truth in love (Ephesians 4:15).

And the Southern Poverty Law Center lies.

Inconvenient Truth 2.0
Kerby  Anderson  revisits  Al  Gore’s  claims  of  environmental
alarmism in the 20-year-old film An Inconvenient Truth.

Next  month  is  the  20th  anniversary  of  Al  Gore’s  film,  An
Inconvenient Truth, which hit theaters in May 2006. Bjorn
Lomborg reminds us that “the film, with its dramatic visuals
and dire warnings, transformed the issue of climate change
from a niche ecological concern into a front-page crisis.”

The film’s predictions about escalating catastrophes did not
materialize,  and  its  policy  prescriptions  failed.  He  also
reminds us that approximately $16 trillion has been spent in
pursuit of its vision, and yet it has delivered few benefits.

The film painted a bleak picture of the future with climate
change driving ever-worsening disasters. For example, the film
warned  of  polar  bears  vanishing,  using  computer-generated
images of them drowning because of melting ice. But polar bear
populations have doubled. The film predicted a significant
increase in hurricanes. Global data from satellites have shown
a slight decline.

The proposed policies cost trillions and had little impact. We
were told that wind and solar were the cheap solutions to
climate change. All we had to do was swiftly implement these
technologies to save the planet.

https://probe.org/inconvenient-truth-2-0/
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Instead, nations have found that as they ramp up their share
of such renewables, electricity prices soar. As his chart
shows, there is no cheap green electricity.

Perhaps  the  worse  fallout  from  the  film  has  been  climate
hysteria that encourages activists to glue themselves to roads
and to vandalize paintings. Bjorn Lomborg believes climate
change is a challenge, but not a catastrophe. Twenty years
later, the biggest catastrophe is the film.

This  post  was  first  published  at
pointofview.net/viewpoints/inconvenient-truth-2-0/  on  April
17, 2026.

https://pointofview.net/viewpoints/inconvenient-truth-2-0/


Transhumanism  and  Artificial
Intelligence
Kerby Anderson provides an overview of transhumanism and AI,
considering its impact on us and our families.

Over  the  last  few  years,  we  have  heard  more  pundits  and
futurists talk about transhumanism. What is this philosophy?
How will it affect our families and us? How should a Christian
think about transhumanism?

Transhumanism is an intellectual and cultural movement that
seeks to transform the human condition. The leaders of this
movement want to use the developing technologies to eliminate
aging and enhance human potential (physical, psychological,
and mental).

Nick Bostrom explains that transhumanism views human nature as
a “work-in-progress, a half-baked beginning that we can learn
to  remold  in  desirable  ways.”  He  goes  on  to  explain  the
transhumanist vision: “Transhumanists hope that by responsible
use of science, technology, and other rational means we shall
eventually manage to become posthumans, beings with vastly
greater capacities than present human beings have.”{1}

Two primary ways they want to do this is through genetic
engineering  and  artificial  intelligence.  They  want  to
genetically  create  “the  new  man,”  and  they  want  to  use
technology to merge humans with machines.

The genetic part of this equation claims that we can use gene
splicing and other genetic modification techniques so that
genes can be easily transferred between species. But we should
be concerned about geneticists who want to create a superhuman
race. Leon Kass warned that “Engineering the engineer seems to
differ in kind from engineering the engine.”{2}
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The  other  part  of  the  equation  concerns  technology.  The
leaders of transhumanism believe we are on the cusp of a
technological threshold in both artificial intelligence and
human-machine technology.

The “humanism” in transhumanism reminds us that this is a
philosophy  rooted  in  Enlightenment  humanism.  But  it  is
different. Whereas the goal of humanism was to develop the
ideal human, the goal of transhumanism is to transcend what we
have traditionally considered human.

The Transhumanist Declaration provides eight key points to
describe what the signers believe should be the future of
humans.{3} It begins with this claim: “Humanity stands to be
profoundly affected by science and technology in the future.
We envision the possibility of broadening human potential by
overcoming  aging,  cognitive  shortcomings,  involuntary
suffering, and our confinement to planet Earth.”

Two Principles of Transhumanism
Now I would like to look at the two foundational principles of
transhumanism.

The first principle is “metaman.” Futurists predict that our
current human condition will evolve into being a cyborg (short
for  cybernetic  organism).  Our  bodies  will  be  joined  to
machines as we “evolve” through technological progress.

Transhumanists  believe  we  will  have  immense  knowledge  and
information  because  of  the  rapid  advances  in  artificial
intelligence  and  computing  power.  These  advances  will
eventually exceed human intelligence. Meanwhile, advances in
genetic engineering will allow scientists to modify the human
body to keep pace with these technological advances.

This is the two-fold hope of the transhumanists: artificial
intelligence  and  genetic  engineering.  One  represents
biological change through mixing and matching genes. The other



presents the merging of human intelligence with artificial
intelligence.

In fact, the hope is to create a superorganism through the
transference of genes between species. This may even eradicate
the differences between species. One scientist even suggested
that  tampering  with  the  genetic  codes  of  all  plants  and
animals on this planet would cause the “definition of human
beings  to  drift.”{4}  Humans  would  merge  with  the  rest  of
nature, thereby creating a planetary superorganism he calls
“Metaman.”

In essence, transhumanists would like to erase any distinction
between human, other forms in nature, and machines. Humans
would now control the future direction of evolution and merge
all  forms  of  life  and  non-life  together  in  one  enormous
superorganism.

The second principle is “the singularity.” Transhumanists wait
for the arrival of a technological threshold that will be
achieved  through  artificial  intelligence.  Futurists  predict
that sometime in the middle of this century, we will achieve
what  transhumanists  call  “the  singularity.”{5}  The  current
distinction between humanity and nature and machine will fade
and there will no longer be any barriers between the natural
world and artificial world.

This  utopian  view  assumes  that  humans  will  be  able  to
transcend the limitations of our biological bodies and brains.
There will no longer be any distinction between humans and
machines.  And  this,  say  the  transhumanists,  will  allow
humanity to no longer be resigned to death as the end. All of
this, they predict, will usher in a technological millennium.

History of Artificial Intelligence
The term artificial intelligence was coined in 1956 by the
American computer scientist John McCarthy. He defines it as



“getting a computer to do things which, when done by people,
are said to involve intelligence.” Unfortunately, there is no
standard  definition  of  what  constitutes  AI.  Part  of  the
problem  is  the  lack  of  agreement  on  what  constitutes
intelligence  and  how  it  relates  to  machines.

McCarthy proposes that “Intelligence is the computational part
of the ability to achieve goals in the world. Varying kinds
and degrees of intelligence occur in people, many animals, and
some machines.”{6} This would include such capabilities as
logic, reasoning, conceptualization, self-awareness, learning,
emotional knowledge, planning, creativity, abstract thinking,
and problem solving.

Researchers have for decades hoped to build machines that
could do anything the human brain could do. Progress was slow
for many decades but has accelerated in the last few years. A
significant breakthrough occurred in 2012, when an idea called
the  neural  network  shifted  the  entire  field.  This  is  a
mathematical system that learns skills by finding statistical
patterns in enormous amounts of data.

The next big step came around 2018 with large language models.
Companies such as Google, Microsoft, and OpenAI began building
neural networks trained on vast amounts of text including
digital  books,  academic  papers,  and  Wikipedia  articles.
Surprisingly, these systems learned to write unique prose and
computer code and to carry on sophisticated conversations.
This breakthrough has been called “generative AI.”

These AI algorithms are based on intricate webs of neural
networks and allow for what is considered “deep learning.”
These advanced AI systems collect huge amounts of data and can
correct mistakes and even anticipate future problems.

The benefits are significant. Factory automation, self-driving
cars, efficient use of resources, correlating massive amounts
of data, and fewer errors in medical diagnoses are just a few



of the many ways in which AI will improve our lives in the
21st century.

Unfortunately, AI poses dangers to us.

Dangers of Artificial Intelligence
Although  artificial  intelligence  offers  some  significant
benefits, it also poses many dangers. The authors of the open
letter on AI warn that human beings are not ready for a
powerful  AI  under  present  conditions  or  even  in  the
foreseeable future. What happens after AI becomes smarter than
humans? That is a question that bothered Eliezer Yudkowsky. In
his opinion piece for Time magazine, he argued that “We Need
to Shut It All Down.”{7}

He warned that “Many researchers steeped in these issues,
including  myself,  expect  that  the  most  likely  result  of
building a superhumanly smart AI, under anything remotely like
the current circumstances, is that literally everyone on Earth
will die.” He doesn’t think this is merely a possibility but
believes it is a virtual certainty.

He  uses  this  illustration  to  drive  home  his  point:  “To
visualize a hostile superhuman AI, don’t imagine a lifeless
book-smart thinker dwelling inside the internet and sending
ill-intentioned  emails.  Visualize  an  entire  alien
civilization,  thinking  at  millions  of  times  human  speeds,
initially confined to computers—in a world of creatures that
are, from its perspective, very stupid and very slow.”

Bill Gates understands both the benefits and dangers of AI. He
explains that the “development of AI is as fundamental as the
creation of the microprocessor, the personal computer, the
Internet, and the mobile phone.” While these changes in how we
work, learn, and communicate are good, there is also “the
possibility that AIs will run out of control.”{8}

He asks, “Could a machine decide that humans are a threat,



conclude that its interests are different from ours, or simply
stop caring about us?” He recognizes that “superintelligent
AIs are in our future” and that they “will be able to do
everything that a human brain can, but without any practical
limits on the size of its memory or the speed at which it
operates.” However, these “strong AIs” will “probably be able
to establish their own goals.” Those would likely conflict
with our best interests.

Notice the number of dystopian movies where the machines have
taken  over.  That  would  include  movies  like  2001:  A  Space
Odyssey, Avengers: Age of Ultron, I, Robot, the Matrix series,
and the Terminator series. That is why many people fear how AI
will be used in the future.

Biblical Perspective
How  should  Christians  respond  to  transhumanism?  We  should
begin  by  looking  at  the  philosophical  foundation  of  this
movement. It begins with a belief that there is no God and we
are responsible for our own destiny. It also is based upon an
evolutionary foundation that assumes that we are the product
of millions of years of chance process.

The leaders of transhumanism see genetic engineering as a tool
to be used to speed up the process of evolution. We can use
genetics to enhance and improve the human race. If we believe
that humans are merely the product of the undirected force of
evolution, then certainly intelligent scientists can “improve
on nature.”

The evolutionary argument goes like this. Humans die due to
some  technological  glitch  (e.g.,  heart  stops  beating).
Therefore, “Every technical problem has a technical solution.
We don’t need to wait for the Second Coming in which to
overcome death. A couple of geeks in a lab can do it. If
traditionally  death  was  the  specialty  of  priests  and
theologians,  now  the  engineers  are  taking  over.”{9}



The leaders of transhumanism believe we should use technology
to improve the human race so that we are perfect and immortal.
In many ways, this technological imperative harkens back to
the  Tower  of  Babel  (Genesis  11).  Instead,  we  should  use
technology  wisely  as  we  exercise  dominion  over  the  world
(Genesis 1:28).

Here are a few biblical principles. First, we begin with the
reality  that  each  human  being  in  created  in  God’s  image
(Genesis  1:26-27,  Psalm  139:13-16,  Isaiah  43:6-7,  Jeremiah
1:5,  Ephesians  4:24).  We  have  been  given  dominion  and
stewardship over the creation (Genesis 1:28, Colossians 1:16)
and should reject any form of technology that would usurp or
subvert that stewardship responsibility.

Second,  humans  are  created  as  moral  agents.  Computer
technology can aid us in making moral decisions because of its
powerful ability to process data. But we can never cede our
moral responsibility to those same computers. God will hold us
responsible for the moral or immoral decisions we make (Roman
2:6-8, Galatians 5:19-21, 2 Peter 1:5-8). We should never give
computers that authority.

We  should  reject  the  vision  of  transhumanism  that  looks
forward to the day in which man and machine become one in the
singularity. We must reject the idea that this is the next
step  in  human  evolution.  We  should  reject  the  worship  of
technology and reject the idea that AI will make us more
human. And we should reject the false utopian vision of a
world when machines are given co-equal value to humans created
in the image of God (Genesis 1:26-27).
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5  Biblical  Ways  to  Defend
Your  Mental  Health  Against
Ongoing World Conflicts
As mental health issues continue to spread throughout our
society and the world, Terrence Harris shares 5 important and
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practical  Biblical  insights  to  help  protect  your  mental
health, considering the ongoing wars and conflicts we see
today.

1. Mental Health Needs God’s Truth

God’s  truth  demands  obedience,  even  against  personal
preference. Repentance and faith in Jesus Christ gives us new
life  and  compels  us  to  joyfully  obey  God’s  truth.  Christ
offers salvation to those who receive Him as Lord and Savior.
Some think they can save the world by their own actions. Many
hope to make the world a better place through charity or a
perverted version of peace, love and unity. Any vision of
peace that denies the return of Christ rejects the truth and
ultimately collapses.

World conflicts aren’t just a political issue—they are the
result of humanity rejecting God’s truth and replacing it with
deception.  The  Bible  speaks  of  a  humanity  that  desires
everything they see, physical pleasures, and the pride of
life. All of these come from a sinful world that refuses to
obey  and  submit  to  the  Living  God  (1  John  2:16,  17).
Consequently, we live in a decaying world (2 Peter 3:10, 1
Corinthians 7:31) of which no human can control or stop.

Anxiety, another symptom of humanity’s brokenness, exists as a
major issue within the mental health crisis today. Anxiety can
express  itself  through  a  sensation  of  “being  choked”  and
suffocating. Those who suffer from anxiety, like I once did,
tend to also experience the sensation of “falling.” Without
anchoring ourselves in God’s truth, our emotions begin to
interpret reality instead of responding to it.

Medication helped during my struggle with anxiety and mental
health issues, but I improved when I relied less on my truth
and more on God’s truth. He has full authority over heaven and
earth.  Humanity  assumes  absolute  control  over  our  lives
because we take God’s grace for granted. This illusion of



control contradicts the truth that God alone has authority
over heaven and earth. When we align our lives with God’s
truth, we can experience freedom from the pressure to hold
everything together on our own. This reduces and even frees us
from undue stress and worry.

2. When Community Grows, Mental Health Improves

Some people serve in the military overseas, have loved ones
fighting, or worry about the war’s impact on American soil.
Navigating  war’s  presence  and  uncertainty  is  challenging.
While war and violence exist, God doesn’t want us to bear
these challenges alone. Sometimes, a kind reminder that fear
doesn’t come from God (2 Timothy 1:7) is needed. If fear
arises, remember God’s love and care through others (Galatians
6:2,  Hebrews  10:24-25).  Having  a  solid  group  of  family,
friends, and trusted people is wise (Ecclesiastes 4:9-12).
Helping each other through hard times keeps our mental health
from
deteriorating because God created humanity for connection. The
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit have distinct functions but exist
as one. Togetherness and community are essential to the Living
God.  Created  in  His  image,  humanity  must  imitate  God’s
likeness,  seeking  and  building  meaningful,  God-honoring
relationships, unity, and community in Christ.

3. Solitude: Where Mental Health Speaks

Jesus sought solitude to spend time with the Father (Mark
1:35, Luke 5:16, Mark 14:23).

Solitude  differs  from  isolation.  The  Bible  says  isolating
oneself  is  foolish  and  contrary  to  God’s  standard  for
community. Biblical solitude seeks intimacy with God, hearing
His  voice,  experiencing  His  presence,  and  minimizing
distractions.  Finding  sacred  time  to  enjoy  God’s  company
improves mental health. This connects our hearts to the Father
who made us and our interests. Ask God for solutions to mental



health and navigating the world’s brokenness.

4. Fasting: A Secret Weapon Against Mental Oppression

Jesus said, “When you fast and pray . . .” His words sound
like a command, not an option.

Christians tend to focus on the physical benefits of fasting
rather than the supernatural benefits. Queen Esther called for
the Jews to fast on her behalf before entering her king’s
throne room uninvited—which could have resulted in her death
(Esther 4:15-17). All the people of Ninevah (Jonah 3:5-10)
fasted and repented for sinning after hearing Jonah preach,
turning  God’s  coming  judgment  away  from  the  city.  Daniel
fasted while mourning and for understanding (Daniel 10:2). In
Mark 9:29 (in some manuscripts), Jesus tells His disciples
that  prayer  and  fasting  invites  supernatural  authority  in
deliverance  from  demonic  oppression.  Fasting  exchanges  the
natural  pleasures  of  food  for  a  complete  focus  on  God.
Sometimes, our mental health needs relief from anxiety or
comfort from life’s hardships—especially in times of world
conflicts. Other times, we may need God’s mercy, favor, or His
supernatural  strength  to  overcome  the  challenges  of  an
immaterial nature. Scripture has shown how fasting can turn
the tides of worldly conflicts and challenging circumstances.
Incorporating a fast that Yahweh commands and respects could
be the spiritual discipline necessary for life’s journey.

5. Enjoying Life: A Gift for Mental Health

No matter the difficulties we face in life, we can still trust
and believe that God gave us life to appreciate and enjoy, as
well as experiences to enjoy along with it. In Ecclesiastes
5:18–21, we can discover a desirable pattern, one blessed by
Yahweh that most Christians may overlook. One of the best
things you can do for your mental health is to enjoy the work
you  do,  developing  the  ability  to  enjoy  the  wealth  it
produces, and using the resources to create wonderful and



exciting memories and experiences for yourself, your family,
and others.

Unstable circumstances cannot sustain mental health in a world
marked by ongoing conflict, uncertainty, and moral confusion.
The  wars  and  tensions  we  see  around  us  reveal  a  deeper
reality—humanity’s rejection of God’s truth. When we try to
carry the weight of a broken world or place our hope in human
solutions, mental health issues such as anxiety increase, and
peace fades. But God has not left us without help. When we
anchor our minds in His truth, walk in community, seek Him in
solitude, practice spiritual discipline through fasting, and
choose to enjoy the life He has given, we begin to experience
stability in our mental health that the world cannot offer.
True peace exists outside of trying to control outcomes, but
in trusting the God who is already in control. As we align our
lives with His truth, we protect our minds, strengthen our
faith, and learn to live with confidence—even in the midst of
a world at war.

©2026 Probe Ministries

The  Self-Understanding  of
Jesus
Dr. Michael Gleghorn examines some sayings and deeds of Jesus,
accepted by many critical scholars as historically authentic,
to see what they imply about Jesus’ self-understanding.

Jesus and the Scholars
You might be surprised to learn that today many New Testament
scholars don’t believe that the historical Jesus ever claimed
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to be the Son of God, the Lord, or even the Messiah.{1} But if
that’s the case, how do they explain the presence of such
claims in the Gospels? They believe the Gospel writers put
them  there!  The  actual  Jesus  of  history  never  made  such
exalted  claims  for  himself.  It  was  the  early  church  that
started all that business.

Is this true? What are we to make of all this?
Let’s begin with a deceptively simple question: How did the
early church come to believe in—and even worship—Jesus as both
Lord and Messiah, if he never actually claimed such titles for
himself? Just think for a moment about how strange this would
be. Jesus’ earliest followers were Jews. They firmly believed
that  there  is  only  one  God.  And  yet,  shortly  after  his
crucifixion,  they  began  worshiping  Jesus  as  God!  As  Dr.
William Lane Craig asks, “How does one explain this worship by
monotheistic Jews of one of their countrymen as God incarnate,
apart from the claims of Jesus himself?”{2} In other words, if
Jesus never made such exalted claims for himself, then why
would his earliest followers do so? After all, on the surface
such claims not only seem blasphemous, they also appear to
contradict the deeply held Jewish conviction that there is
only one God.

But  there’s  another  issue  that  needs  to  be  considered.
Although many critical scholars don’t believe that Jesus ever
made  such  radical  personal  claims,  nevertheless,  they  do
believe that he said and did things that seem to imply that he
had a very high view of himself. In other words, while they
might deny that Jesus ever explicitly claimed to be Israel’s
Messiah, or Lord, they acknowledge that he said and did things
which, when you get right down to it, seem to imply that
that’s precisely who he believed himself to be! If this is
correct, if Jesus really believed himself to be both Israel’s
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Messiah and Lord, then notice that we are brought back once
again to that old dilemma of traditional apologetics.{3} Jesus
was either deceived in this belief, suffering from something
akin to delusions of grandeur. Or he was a fraud, willfully
trying to deceive others. Or he really was who he believed
himself to be—Messiah, Lord, and Son of God.

In the remainder of this article, we’ll examine some of the
sayings and deeds of Jesus that even many critical scholars
accept as historically authentic to see what they might tell
us about Jesus’ self-understanding.

Jesus and the Twelve
Today, even most critical scholars agree that Jesus probably
chose a core group of twelve disciples just as the Gospels say
he did. In fact, Dr. Bart Ehrman refers to this event as “one
of the best-attested traditions of our surviving sources . .
.”{4} Now you might be thinking that this sounds like a rather
insignificant detail. What can this possibly tell us about the
self-understanding  of  Jesus?  Does  his  choice  of  twelve
disciples give us any insight into what he believed about
himself?

Let’s  begin  with  a  little  background  information.  E.  P.
Sanders, in his highly acclaimed book, Jesus and Judaism,
observes that “. . . in the first century Jewish hopes for the
future  would  have  included  the  restoration  of  the  twelve
tribes of Israel.”{5} Now this hope was based on nothing less
than God’s prophetic revelation in the Hebrew Bible. Sometimes
the primary agent effecting this restoration is said to be the
Lord (e.g. Isa. 11:11-12; Mic. 2:12). At other times it’s a
Messianic  figure  who  is  clearly  a  human  being  (e.g.  Isa.
49:5-6). Interestingly, however, still other passages describe
this Messianic figure as having divine attributes, or as being
closely associated with the Lord in some way (e.g. cp. Mic.
2:13 with 5:2-4). But why is this important? And what does it



have to do with Jesus’ choice of twelve disciples?

Many  New  Testament  scholars  view  Jesus’  choice  of  twelve
disciples  as  symbolic  of  the  promised  restoration  of  the
twelve tribes of Israel. The restoration of Israel is thus
seen to be one of the goals or objectives of Jesus’ ministry.
As Richard Horsley observes, “One of the principal indications
that  Jesus  intended  the  restoration  of  Israel  was  his
appointment  of  the  Twelve.”{6}  But  if  one  of  Jesus’
consciously chosen aims was the restoration of Israel, then
what does this imply about who he believed himself to be?
After  all,  the  Old  Testament  prophets  attribute  this
restoration  either  to  the  Lord  or  to  a  Messianic  figure
possessing both divine and human attributes.

Might Jesus have viewed himself in such exalted terms? Some
scholars believe that he did. Dr. Ben Witherington poses an
interesting  question:  “If  the  Twelve  represent  a  renewed
Israel, where does Jesus fit in?” He’s not one of the Twelve.
“He’s not just part of Israel, not merely part of the redeemed
group, he’s forming the group—just as God in the Old Testament
formed his people and set up the twelve tribes of Israel.”{7}
Witherington  argues  that  this  is  an  important  clue  in
uncovering what Jesus thought of himself. If he’s right, then
Jesus may indeed have thought of himself as Israel’s Messiah
and Lord!

Jesus and the Law
What  was  Jesus’  attitude  toward  the  Law  of  Moses?  Some
scholars  say  that  Jesus  was  a  law-abiding  Jew  who  “broke
neither with the written Law nor with the traditions of the
Pharisees.”{8}  Others  say  the  issue  is  more  complex.  Ben
Witherington  observes  that  Jesus  related  to  the  Law  in  a
variety of ways.{9} Sometimes he affirmed the validity of
particular Mosaic commandments (e.g. Matt. 19:18-19). At other
times  he  went  beyond  Moses  and  intensified  some  of  the



commandments. In the Sermon on the Mount he declared, “You
have heard that it was said, ‘Do not commit adultery.’ But I
tell  you  that  anyone  who  looks  at  a  woman  lustfully  has
already  committed  adultery  with  her  in  his  heart”  (Matt.
5:27-28). We shouldn’t skip too lightly over a statement like
this.  The  prohibition  against  adultery  is  one  of  the  Ten
Commandments.  By  wording  the  statement  as  he  did,  Jesus
apparently  “equated  his  own  authority  with  that  of  the
divinely given Torah.”{10} Indeed, it’s because of sayings
like this that one Jewish writer complained: “Israel cannot
accept . . . the utterances of a man who speaks in his own
name—not ‘thus saith the Lord,’ but ‘I say unto you.’ This ‘I’
is . . . sufficient to drive Judaism away from the Gentiles
forever.”{11}

But Jesus went further than this! In Mark 7 he declared all
foods “clean” (vv. 14-19). That is, he set aside the dietary
laws found in Leviticus and Deuteronomy. To really grasp the
radical nature of Jesus’ declaration one must only remember
that  these  dietary  laws  had  been  given  to  Israel  by  God
Himself! But what sort of person believes he has the authority
to set aside the commandments of God? Ben Witherington notes,
“Jesus  seems  to  assume  an  authority  over  Torah  that  no
Pharisee or Old Testament prophet assumed—the authority to set
it aside.”{12} And Jacob Neusner, a Jewish scholar, seems to
agree: “Jews believe in the Torah of Moses . . . and that
belief  requires  faithful  Jews  to  enter  a  dissent  at  the
teachings of Jesus, on the grounds that those teachings at
important points contradict the Torah.”{13}

How does this relate to the self-understanding of Jesus? Think
about it this way. What would Jesus have to believe about
himself to seriously think he had the authority to set aside
God’s  commandments?  Although  it  may  trouble  some  critical
scholars, the evidence seems to favor the view that Jesus
believed that in some sense he possessed the authority of God
Himself!



Jesus and the Demons
One of the amazing feats attributed to Jesus in the Gospels is
the power of exorcism, the power to cast out demons from human
beings. Although this may sound strange and unscientific to
some modern readers, most critical scholars agree that both
Jesus and his contemporaries at least believed that Jesus had
such power. Of course, this doesn’t mean that the majority of
critical scholars believe that demons actually exist, or that
Jesus actually cast such spirits out of people. Many of them
do  not.  But  they  do  think  there  is  persuasive  historical
evidence for affirming that both Jesus and his contemporaries
believed such things.{14} In fact, Dr. Bart Ehrman notes that
“Jesus’ exorcisms are among the best-attested deeds of the
Gospel traditions.”{15} But why is this important? And what
can it possibly tell us about Jesus’ self-understanding?

Most  scholars  are  convinced  that  the  historical  Jesus
declared, “But if I drive out demons by the Spirit of God,
then the kingdom of God has come upon you” (Matt. 12:28).
Prior to making this declaration, the Pharisees had accused
Jesus of casting out demons “by Beelzebub, the ruler of the
demons” (12:24). Jesus responded by pointing out how absurd it
would be for Satan to fight against himself like that (v. 26).
What’s more, the charge was inconsistent. There were other
Jewish exorcists in Jesus’ day and it was widely believed that
their power came from God. Wouldn’t it be more reasonable,
then, to conclude that Jesus’ power also came from God?

If so, then notice the startling implications of Jesus’ claim:
“If I drive out demons by the Spirit of God, then the kingdom
of God has come upon you.” At the very least, Jesus appears to
be claiming that in himself the kingdom of God is in some
sense a present reality. But his claim may actually be even
more radical. Some scholars have observed that in ancient
Jewish literature the phrase, ‘kingdom of God,’ is sometimes
used as a roundabout way for speaking of God Himself. If Jesus



intended this meaning in the statement we are considering,
then William Lane Craig’s conclusion is fully warranted: “In
claiming  that  in  himself  the  kingdom  of  God  had  already
arrived, as visibly demonstrated by his exorcisms, Jesus was,
in effect, saying that in himself God had drawn near, thus
putting himself in God’s place.”{16}

It increasingly appears that Jesus thought of himself as much
more than just another teacher or prophet. Even when we limit
ourselves to material accepted as authentic by the majority of
critical  scholars,  Jesus  still  seems  to  unquestionably
communicate his divinity!

Jesus and the Father
In  one  of  the  most  astonishing  declarations  of  Jesus  in
Matthew’s Gospel he states, “All things have been handed over
to Me by My Father; and no one knows the Son, except the
Father; nor does anyone know the Father, except the Son, and
anyone to whom the Son wills to reveal Him” (11:27). Many
scholars believe that this verse forms a unit with the two
preceding  verses.  It’s  clear  from  the  context  that  the
“Father” referred to by Jesus is God, for Jesus begins this
section by saying, “I praise Thee, O Father, Lord of heaven
and earth” (11:25). So in the verse we are considering, Jesus
claims to be God’s Son in an absolutely unique sense. He
refers to God as “My Father,” and declares that no one knows
the Father, “except the Son, and anyone to whom the Son wills
to reveal Him.” Jesus not only claims to be God’s unique Son,
he also claims to have special knowledge of the Father that no
one else can mediate to others!

Because of the radical nature of these claims, it’s hardly
surprising to learn that some critical scholars have denied
that Jesus ever really said this. Nevertheless, other scholars
have offered some very good reasons for embracing the saying’s
authenticity. Dr. William Lane Craig notes that this saying



comes  from  the  hypothetical  Q  source,  a  source  that  both
Matthew and Luke may have used in writing their Gospels. If
that’s true, then the saying is quite early and thus has a
greater  likelihood  of  actually  going  back  to  Jesus.
Additionally, “the idea of the mutual knowledge of Father and
Son is a Jewish idea, indicating its origin in a Semitic-
speaking milieu.”{17} Finally, Dr. Ben Witherington notes that
the eminent New Testament scholar Joachim Jeremias showed “how
this saying goes back to an Aramaic original” which “surely
counts in favor of it going back to Jesus.”{18} Aramaic was
probably  the  language  most  often  used  by  Jesus  and  his
disciples.  After  discussing  this  saying  in  some  detail,
Witherington concludes, “In the end, all the traditional bases
for judging this saying to be inauthentic no longer will bear
close scrutiny.”{19}

In this brief overview of the self-understanding of Jesus,
I’ve attempted to show that even when we limit ourselves to
Gospel traditions that are generally considered historically
authentic  by  a  majority  of  scholars,  Jesus  still  makes
impressive claims to deity. But as Dr. Craig observes, “. . .
if Jesus was not who he claimed to be, then he was either a
charlatan  or  a  madman,  neither  of  which  is  plausible.
Therefore, why not accept him as the divine Son of God, just
as the earliest Christians did?”{20}
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The  Lunar  Flyby  and  the
Crucifixion
The Artemis lunar flyby on April 6, 2026 included a fully
scheduled  40-minute  loss  of  communication  between  the
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astronauts and NASA. Radio signals between the capsule and
Mission Control were blocked by the moon as the astronauts
flew over its far side.

I think about what it must have been like for the astronauts
to be cut off from their source of support and connection as
they experienced total silence from Houston . . . and the
emotional impact on the folks at Mission Control to be cut off
from “their people” up in space.

Everybody knew the 40-minute communication blackout was going
to happen, but actually experiencing it took things to a new
level of reality for everyone who was a part of the lunar
mission.

What I love about this event is how it helps me appreciate,
even to a small extent, what it must have been like during
Jesus’ crucifixion, for both the Son and His Father.

Before  the  foundation  of  the  world,  the  Father  and  Son
determined that He would die for our sins (Revelation 13:8).
Before the eternal God even created the heavens and the earth,
the  Crucifixion  was  planned—and  part  of  it  was  the
communications cut-off between the Son and the Father. Jesus
took all the sin of every human being onto Himself, so truly
and so deeply that Paul describes it as actually becoming sin
(2 Corinthians 5:21).

When Jesus became our sin, that cut off the communication—and
intimacy—between  Him  and  His  absolutely,  completely  holy
Father.  For  the  first  time  in  all  eternity,  there  was
unimaginably  terrifying  silence  in  the  broken  connection
between Father and Son.

In the Garden of Gethsemane, Jesus wrestled in prayer before
His passion to the point of sweating blood. I can’t help but
think that, as horrible as the gruesome physical suffering of
the cross would be, the fear of separation from His Father
must have loomed even larger and more loathsome. That was part



of what He was willing to experience for me.

For you.

To reconcile us to the Father.

Can  we  even  begin  to  imagine  the  immensity  of  the  cost
Jesus—and the Father!—were willing to pay?

The Artemis blackout lasted 40 minutes. The divine blackout
lasted three hours. Breathtakingly appropriately, there was a
physical blackout those three hours as a supernatural darkness
descended on the planet. People knew it was dark, but they
couldn’t know what was happening in the unseen spiritual realm
as well.

But both the Father and the Son were experiencing a heartbreak
none of us can begin to imagine.

At the end of the blackout, Artemis astronaut Kristina Koch
broke the silence from space by saying, “It is so great to
hear from Earth again.” She told President Trump, “One of the
biggest highlights was coming back from the far side of the
moon and having the first glimpses of planet Earth again,
after being out of communication for about 45 minutes. It
really just reminds you what a special place we have.”{1}

As gratifying as it must have been for the astronauts to hear
from  Mission  Control,  and  for  Mission  Control  (plus  the
millions of people on earth watching and listening on the
internet) to hear from Artemis, that was a drop in the bucket
compared to the incredible reunion in the spirit realm when
Father and Son were able to talk to each other again. Jesus’
first words after the communications blackout were, “Father,
into your hands I commit my spirit!” (Luke 23:46)

Which I think is code for, “Abba Daddy, I’m back!”

I sure hope there’s a video of Their reunion in heaven!



Note
1.
www.foxnews.com/us/artemis-ii-launches-astronauts-around-moon-
first-deep-space-mission-since-apollo

 

This blog post originally appeared at blogs.bible.org/the-
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