“John 8 is a Condemnation of
Capital Punishment!”

In your commentary on capital punishment you completely miss
the point of John 8:1-11. This passage is a condemnation of
capital punishment and the hypocrisy that is inherent in it.
You say, “Since He did teach that a stone be thrown (John
8:7), this 1is not an abolition of the death penalty.” Jesus
knew that none of them were without sin, just as none of us
are without sin. Jesus knew that his answer would lead to no
stones being thrown, just as he intends for us (today) to not
throw stones. An example of “throwing stones” today, is
sitting on a jury and sentencing someone to death (since we
don’t stone criminals today). You seem to think this passage
is in the Bible simply to illustrate Jesus’ craftiness at
conflict avoidance.

Thank you for writing about my radio program on capital
punishment. Although I taped that radio program back in 1992,
it amazes me that I still receive e-mails about the transcript
posted on the Probe website.

I believe this is the first time I have received a response to
my passing comment on John 8. When you are doing a radio
program with a set time limit, words are at a premium. So I
welcome the opportunity to elaborate on my very short comment
in the midst of a week of radio programs devoted to the issue
of capital punishment.

First, I should point out that this passage in John 8 is a
disputed text. There are very few disputed texts in the New
Testament. This is one of them. The passage is not found in
any of the important Greek texts. So I think it would be fair
to say that most Bible scholars do not believe it was in the
original.
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Whether you believe it was or was not in the original, I think
you would have to admit that it is a disputed text. And a
basic principle of biblical exegesis 1is to never build a
doctrine on a disputed text. In other words, I wouldn’t use
this passage in John 8 to argue for or against capital
punishment.

Second, I only mentioned the passage in passing because there
are a number of opponents of capital punishment who have tried
to use this biblical passage to argue against capital
punishment. It does not. In fact, you can make the point (as I
did) that it argues just the opposite.

Third, I am not the first person to point out that Jesus did
not set aside capital punishment in this passage since “He did
teach that a stone be thrown.” In one of his early books on
ethics, Dr. Charles Ryrie makes a similar point. He argued
that since Jesus said a stone should be thrown, he was not
forbidding the 0ld Testament practice of capital punishment.
Dr. Ryrie is the author of the Ryrie Study Bible and former
professor of theology at Dallas Theological Seminary. I think
it is safe to say that Dr. Ryrie knows more about New
Testament theology and exegesis than both of us combined.

Finally, the Pharisees were indeed trying to trap Jesus
between the Roman law and the Mosaic law. If Jesus said that
they should stone her, He would break the Roman law. If He
refused to allow them to stone her, He would break the Mosaic
law. I don’t believe that the passage is (to use your words)
about “Jesus’ craftiness at conflict avoidance.” But I do
believe it shows His response to a deliberate trap set by His
enemies.

This passage does not forbid capital punishment, despite what
some opponents might try to make it say. Since it 1is a
disputed passage in the Bible, I would not base a doctrine on
it anyway. But even if you accept its authenticity, the
passage doesn’t teach what you say it does.



Kerby Anderson
Probe Ministries

Liberated Women and their
Daughters

April 21, 2011

Over the last few decades, social commentators have written
about the lack of modesty in the current generation and the
reasons for it. A recent contribution to the discussion came
from an op-ed by Jennifer Moses entitled “Why Do We Let Them
Dress Like That?” She talks about women of a liberated
generation who now wrestle with their eager-to-grow-up
daughters and their own pasts.

She attempts to answer a simple question: “Why do so many of
us not only permit our teenage daughters to dress like
this—like prostitutes, 1if we’re being honest with
ourselves—but pay for them to do it with our AmEx cards?” It’s
a good question. When you see a young girl dressed
provocatively, you have to wonder who paid for it. After all,
a young girl usually doesn’t have the financial means to pay
for the outfits she wears. So why does Mom go along with this?

Jennifer Moses has an answer. “We are the first moms in
history to have grown up with widely available birth control,
the first who didn’t have to worry about getting knocked up.
We were also the first not only to be free of old-fashioned
fears about our reputation but actually pressured by our peers
and the wider culture to find our true womanhood in the
bedroom.”
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While those experiences could actually be used by moms to warn
their daughters of the dangers of a promiscuous lifestyle,
they do just the opposite. These feminist don’t want to be
considered hypocrites.

And the mothers are conflicted. Jennifer Moses talks about a
mother she knows with two mature daughters who said: “If I
could do it again, I wouldn’t even have slept with my own
husband before marriage.”

The Bible teaches in 1 Timothy 2:9 that “women should adorn
themselves in respectable apparel, with modesty and self-
control.” Even secular social commentators have talked about a
“return to modesty.”

Jennifer Moses helps us understand why teaching modesty to
this generation of young girls have become so difficult for
their mothers. It’s time for mothers to stop worrying about
being called hypocrites and start acting like mothers. I'm
Kerby Anderson, and that’'s my point of view.

Men With Bibles

September 2, 2011

God works in miraculous ways to get His Word to believers who
need it. I thought I might share a story I read years ago in a
book entitled Unsolved Miracles. John VanDiest of Multnomah
Publishers compiled a number of stories, and the following one
I think would be of great encouragement to you.

“In a village in the mountains of Iran, a number of new
believers heard that they could find out more about Jesus if
they could get the book the Christians called the Bible. One
night, a man had a dream that if he went down to the highway,
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some men would come by who would be able to give him a Bible.

“The next day, he gathered a little offering of money from
among the believers in the village, and made his way down the
mountainside to the highway that ran through the area. He sat
on a rock and began to wait.

“Some time later, two men in a car just ‘happened’ to pick up
a shipment of Bibles across the border. They were driving
along the same highway when the steering on their car suddenly
locked. They couldn’t move it more than an inch.

“They finally nudged the steering wheel just enough to get the
car over to the side of the road. They got out and put up the
hood to figure out what was wrong. A man sitting on a nearby
rock called out to them, ‘Are you the men with the Bibles?’

“Stunned that this man should know, they admitted, ‘Well, yes
we do have Bibles.’ The old man gave them all the money he had
collected, bought as many Bibles as he could, and made his way
back to the village.

“The men with the Bibles then went back to determine what was
wrong with their car, but could find nothing. They shrugged
their shoulders, got in, and drove away.”

Isn’t that a wonderful story? I believe it is just a glimpse
of the wonderful ways God is getting His Word to His people
even in remote parts of the earth. I'm Kerby Anderson, and
that’s my point of view.

Under God

Oct. 25, 2013
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Every year there are lawsuits attempting to remove the phrase
“under God” from the Pledge of Allegiance or to remove “One
Nation Under God” from our coins. But where did the phrase
originate? Anyone who was supposed to memorize Abraham
Lincoln’s Gettysburg Address could probably answer that
question.

When Lincoln traveled to that Pennsylvania town in November
1863 to dedicate a national cemetery, he used the opportunity
to define (we might even say, to redefine) the nature and
purpose of this “great Civil War.” He concluded his speech by
saying “that this nation, under God, shall have a new birth of
freedom; and that government of the people, by the people, for
the people, shall not perish from the earth.”

There is some indication that Lincoln added the words “under
God” while sitting on the stage since they are not found in
the copy of the speech he carried to the ceremony. ALl who
heard the speech agree that he used the words “under God” and
it is found in subsequent copies of the speech that he wrote
out in longhand.

It is possible that Lincoln adopted those words from George
Washington (either indirectly or directly). One of Lincoln’s
favorite books as a child was Parson Ween's biography The Life
of George Washington. The phrase is used in a description of
Washington’s death.

It is also possible that Lincoln also knew of George
Washington’'s orders to the Continental Army. Washington’s
written orders said “The fate of unborn millions will now
depend, under God, on the courage and conduct of this army.”
On July 9, 1776 he directed that Declaration of Independence
be read aloud to the troops so that they would know “that now
the peace and safety of the Country depends, under God, solely
on the success of our arms.”

Today we often use the phrase “under God” and it worth knowing



about its rich history. Let us pray that the anti-God forces
never remove it from our country. I'm Kerby Anderson and
that’'s my point of view.

Darwinism and Religion

Yesterday I talked about the charge that intelligent design 1is
not science but religion. Today I would like to look at the
other part of the debate. Does Darwinian evolution function as
a sort of secular religion?

Nancy Pearcey writes in her book Total Truth that “Darwinism
functions as the scientific support for an overarching
naturalistic worldview.” Today scientists usually assume that
scientific investigation requires naturalism. But that was not
always the case.

When the scientific revolution began (and for the next three
hundred years), science and Christianity were considered to be
compatible with one another. In fact, most scientists had some
form of Christian faith, and they perceived the world of
diversity and complexity through a theistic framework. Nancy
Pearcey points out that Copernicus, Galileo, Kepler, Newton,
and others sought to understand the world and use their gifts
to honor God and serve humanity.

By the nineteenth century, secular trends began to change
their perspective. This culminated with the publication of The
Origin of Species by Charles Darwin. His theory of evolution
provided the needed foundation for naturalism to explain the
world without God. From that point on, social commentators
began to talk about the “war between science and religion.”

By the twentieth century, G.K. Chesterton was warning that
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Darwinian evolution and naturalism was becoming the dominant
“creed” in education and the other public arenas of Western
culture. He said it “began with Evolution and has ended in
Eugenics.” Ultimately, it “is really our established Church.”

Secular evolutionists may not have church services, but it is
easy to see that naturalism and Darwinism have become the main
pillars of a secular view of the world. That may explain why
most debates about origins quickly become so intense. Expect
more and more controversy as scientists and commentators
challenge the theory of evolution.

Science or Religion?

October 3, 2013

The latest debate about science textbooks has surfaced a
typical complaint about the scientific basis of intelligent
design. Critics of intelligent design say that it is not
science because 1t cannot be falsified. But nearly every
critic then goes on to argue that intelligent design has been
falsified. Obviously it can’t be both falsifiable and non-
falsifiable at the same time. Such 1is the level of
argumentation against intelligent design.

=l But there is another argument I find even more fascinating.
It is that intelligent design cannot be considered science
because it has religious implications. As I point out in my
book, A Biblical Point of View on Intelligent Design, just
because an idea has religious (or philosophical implications)
shouldn’t necessarily disqualify it from scientific
consideration. There are significant religious and
philosophical implications for Darwinian evolution. Consider
just a few of these.
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Oxford biologist Richard Dawkins believes that Darwinian
evolution provides the foundation for his atheism and claims
that “Darwin made it possible to be an intellectually
fulfilled atheist.”

Daniel Dennett says: “In the beginning, there were no reasons;
there were only causes. Nothing had a purpose, nothing has so
much as a function; there was no teleology in the world at
all.”

Princeton bioethicist Peter Singer argues that we must “face
the fact that we are evolved animals and that we bear the
evidence of our inheritance, not only in our anatomy and our
DNA, but in our behavior too.”

Each of these men draws religious or philosophical inferences
from the theory of evolution. Does that disqualify
evolutionary theory? Is evolution unscientific because there
are religious and philosophical implications? No. Likewise,
intelligent design’s possible implications should not render
it unscientific.

Cultural Captives

June 14, 2013

Despite what you have heard, Christian young people are not
doing fine. That is the conclusion of Stephen Cable in his new
book, Cultural Captives: The Beliefs and Behavior of American
Young Adults. Stephen Cable serves as Senior Vice-President of
Probe Ministries.
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As I have mentioned in previous commentaries,
the percentage of people generally who check ULT“HAL
“none of the above” for religious preference is '
increasing. That is especially true of young
people. In fact, the percentage of emerging
adults who do not claim any affiliation with
Christianity rose from 20% in 1990 to over 37%
of the population today. THE BELIEFS AND BEHAVIOR

OF AMERICAN YOUME RDELTE

Stephen Cable found that only 14 percent of born-again,
emerging adults combine a biblical worldview with biblical
practices, such as reading the Bible or attending church. He
also found that less than 2 percent of born-again, emerging
adults apply a biblical worldview to life choices. In other
words, only this small percentage has biblical beliefs on
topics ranging from abortion to sex outside marriage to
science and faith.

This is a major reason why Probe Ministries has developed an
integrated strategy aimed at reversing these trends. The
learning experience involves an entire church congregation
over a seven-week period and includes sermons, videos,
original music, and additional material for individuals and
small groups.

Stephen Cable’s book is a wake up call to the church. We need
to reverse these ominous trends and do it quickly before the
trends become even worse.

“T Am the Male Victim of
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Verbal Abuse”

Kerby,

I am the victim of verbal abuse, a process that we are in
counseling for.

I am a man. I was disheartened that one of the top searches
for verbal abuse in Google comes from you, and every reference
is to the woman being the victim. There is no explanation that
this happens all the time from a woman against a man.

As a fellow Christian man, I hope that you will see how this
hurts to read. I would like to recommend to you that you
change the pronouns to he/she or his/her.

Thank you for your consideration and bless you for your call
to this subject.

I am sorry for what is happening to you. I understand your
reaction, but perhaps you missed the section in which I say:

Frequently, the perpetrator of verbal abuse is male and the
victim is female, but not always. There are many examples of
women who are quite verbally abusive. But for the sake of
simplicity of pronouns in this radio program, I will often
identify the abuser as male and the victim as female.

When I had June Hunt on my radio program last week, she
documented that 95% of abuse is male to female. I recognize
that abuse, especially verbal abuse, can be done by women.

Obviously, I could change some of the pronouns. [Note from the
webservant: and we have done so.] Thank you for your email.

Kerby Anderson

Posted Feb. 26, 2013
© 2013 Probe Ministries
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We Are Special

January 17, 2013

A recent study has found what many of us have observed for
some time. College students think they are special. One
newspaper put it this way: “If you asked a college freshman
today who the Greatest Generation is, they might respond by
pointing in a mirror.” The study documented young people’s
unprecedented level of self-infatuation.

Psychologist Jean Twenge found that over the last four decades
of research on college freshman, there has been a dramatic
rise in self-confidence. For example, they describe themselves
as “above average” in academic ability and in their personal
lives. The problem is that there is a stark disconnect between
their opinions of themselves and their actual ability.

I have quoted Jean Twenge before in other studies that she has
done. For example, she has found that students suffer from
what she calls “ambition inflation.” As their ambition
increases, it reaches levels of unrealistic expectations. She
has also found in another study that there has been a 30
percent increase toward narcissism in students since 1979.

The changing culture is part of the reason for this dramatic
change. She explains: “Our culture used to encourage modesty
and humility and not bragging about yourself.” If someone did
that in the past, we called that person “stuck-up” or
conceited. Today the culture often rewards such attitudes and
behavior.

I would also argue that social media encourages and
accentuates this trend. Students posting pictures of
themselves on Facebook and Instagram, uploading videos on
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YouTube, and leaving numerous comments on Twitter receive
positive feedback for such behavior. These technologies
provide additional vehicles to feed their narcissism.

These studies remind us that this generation needs guidance
from pastors and parents so they can apply biblical
perspectives on success, humility, and self-image. I'm Kerby
Anderson, and that’s my point of view.

Private Sin Impacts Society

June 11, 2012

The June issue of the AFA Journal focuses due attention on how
five areas of private sin impacts all of society. This is such
an important issue since a very large portion of our society
has bought into the idea that “what I do in private has no
impact on the public.” This current issue reminds us that it
is not true!

The first area the article addresses is pornography. Dr. Jill
Manning documents that about 170 million Americans use the
Internet and that nearly one-third go online “for sexual
purposes.” Her research has also revealed that online sexual
activity is “a hidden public health hazard” that is exploding.

Substance abuse is another example of how private sin impacts
society. The U.S. Department of Justice has found that more
than one-third of convicted felons had been drinking alcohol
when they committed their offense. Another study found that
more than one-quarter of state and federal drug offenders
committed crimes in order to get money to support their drug
habits.

A third area 1is crime 1in general. The statistics are
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staggering. The National Center for Victims of Crime estimates
that just three areas (robberies, arson, and Internet fraud)
cost us more than $1.6 trillion.

Abortion is a fourth area. Pro-choice advocates say that it
shouldn’t matter to society what a women does with her body.
Apart from the obvious moral objections to abortion are the
social and economic costs. As one expert from the National
Right to Life observed, “You can’t lose fifty-three million
lives and not expect it to have a serious economic impact.”

A final area documented in the article is fatherlessness. U.
S. Ambassador Gregory Slayton has been on my radio program a
number of times and documents the social and economic impact
of fatherless homes. The estimated price tag for fatherhood
failure is more than a trillion dollars over the last decade
alone.

These few examples show the error in believing that private
sin has no impact on society. We are paying a huge cost for
people’s sin. I'm Kerby Anderson, and that’s my point of view.



