“Could God Have Ordained the
Holocaust?”

I have read an article titled “God, Evil and the Holocaust,”
and I have also read an article called “Did God Ordain the
Holocaust?” at http://deoxy.org/godholoc.htm. Both talk about
the Holocaust, but in different terms.

From what I have read on articles on evil and suffering, it
really seems to me that there are two views or ways of looking
at evil and suffering. 1) Those who think of suffering or evil
as part of the Fall and a way Christians are tested in their
faith in God. 2) God intended evil for good (punishment or a
necessity) or He is not powerful to intervene or “Why can’t he
intervene if He loves us so much when the suffering or evil in
the world today is too unbearable?”

Honestly, I really trust and agree with the article on the
Probe website. I have always and still believe in a God who 1is
loving and merciful and just. Yet, the article in the other
website which I have pasted (the link above) does provoke me
to think differently about the Holocaust. Is the author of
that article’s reasoning flawed? Is he correct in saying that
God ordained the Holocaust? He does form a good argument out
of the bible.

Thanks for your letter. You ask an interesting and important
question. The question not only touches on the problem of
evil, but also on the nature of Divine sovereignty and human
freedom. Concerning the latter issue, please see my previous
response to the question, “Does Calvinism Make People into
Choiceless Puppets?” I think this response will be helpful in
rounding out the discussion.

For more on the problem of evil, please see Rick Rood’s
article The Problem of Evil and my brief e-mail response at
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“Is God the Creator of Evil?”. Finally, please visit bible.org
for a large array of articles and e-mail responses dealing
with the problems of suffering and persecution at
www.bible.org/topic.asp?topic id=77.

Now for my own brief response. First, I'm personally hesitant
to say that we should apply (without any qualification) the OT
references cited in the article you mentioned to the suffering
of Jewish people in the Holocaust. God did say these things,
of course. And He did bring such suffering on His people in
the Assyrian invasion of Israel (722 B.C.) and the Babylonian
invasion of Judah (605-586 B.C), as well as at other times.
However, in my opinion, God is no longer relating to the world
on the basis of the 0ld Covenant and Mosaic Law. Rather, a New
Covenant is now in effect (see Hebrews 8, etc.).

Second, the author of the article you cite seems to deny any
human responsibility in the Holocaust. But the Bible clearly
affirms a measure of human freedom and moral responsibility
(see my e-mail response mentioned earlier). Of course, the
Bible is also very clear about God’s sovereignty. Ephesians
1:11 describes God as “Him who works out everything in
conformity with the purpose of His will.” A good example of
God’'s sovereignty and human freedom and responsibility can be
seen in the crucifixion of Jesus (see Acts 4:27-28).

I think we’re forced to conclude that God did at least permit
the Holocaust. And some Christian theologians would indeed say
that He ordained it (in the same sense in which He has
ordained whatever comes to pass). How one understands the
details of this is rather controversial among evangelicals and
I'll leave you to think through this on your own. Everything
which happens in history, some argue, is simply the outworking
in time of God’s eternal decree. Nevertheless, the Bible also
seems to affirm that man has some genuine freedom and 1is
therefore morally responsible for what he does. Thus, the
Nazis acted freely in the Holocaust and are morally
responsible before God for their sins.
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Much more could be written on this subject. For more
information, please visit the links above. Also Rick Rood, at
the end of his article, lists the following resources for
further study:

Resources for Further Study:

e Blocker, Henri. Evil and the Cross. Tr. by David G. Preston.
Downers Grove: InterVarsity Press, 1994.

* Briggs, Lauren. What You Can Say..When You Don’t Know What to
Say: Reaching Out to Those Who Hurt. Eugene, OR: Harvest House
Publishers, 1985.

e Carson, D.A. How Long, 0 Lord? Reflections on Suffering and
Evil. Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1990.

e Craig, William Lane. No Easy Answers: Finding Hope in Doubt,
Failure, and Unanswered Prayer. Chicago: Moody Press, 1990.
 Dobson, James. When God Doesn’t Make Sense. Wheaton: Tyndale
House Publishers, 1993.

* Dunn, Ronald. When Heaven is Silent: Live by Faith, Not by
Sight. Nashville: Thomas Nelson Publishers, 1994.

* Feinberg, John S. The Many Faces of Evil: Theological
Systems and the Problem of Evil. Grand Rapids: Zondervan
Publishing House, 1994.

e Ferguson, Sinclair B. Deserted by God? Grand Rapids: Baker
Book House, 1993.

e Geisler, Norman L. The Roots of Evil. Grand Rapids:
Zondervan Publishing House, 1978.

» Kreeft, Peter. Making Sense Out of Suffering. Ann Arbor, MI:
Servant Books, 1986.

* Lockyer, Herbert. Dark Threads the Weaver Needs. Grand
Rapids: Fleming H. Revell, 1979.

e McGrath, Alister E. Suffering & God. Grand Rapids: Zondervan
Publishing House, 1995.

* Plantinga, Alvin C. God, Freedom, and Evil. Grand Rapids:
William B. Eerdmans Publishing Co., 1974.

Hope this helps.



Michael Gleghorn

© 2010 Probe Ministries

“Did Christianity Come From
the Pagan Story of Nimrod and
Ishtar?”

I am reading a book by Pastor David Jeremiah, Escape the
Coming Night. In this book he tells of the “true legend” (his
words) of Nimrod’s wife, how she was concieved by a sunbeanm,
whose son was killed and raised up after 40 days, and the
celebration of Ishtar. I just read your article “Did
Christianity Borrow From Pagan Religions?” about whether
Christianity borrowed from other pagan religions, but this one
wasn’t there and I wondered if you might know anything about
it?

My question is. how did this story get around when Christ was
not born yet? I have had someone actually tell me that
Christianity copied this story. While I don’t believe it for a
minute, I do want to have a defense for it and to file it away
in the proper perspective.

[Editor’s Note: It is unclear whether or not the above account
of Dr. Jeremiah’s work is indeed accurate. Following is simply
a response to the greater issue with guidelines for
discernment in such matters.] I have not actually heard of
this story before, so I cannot really comment on the details.
There are, however, some general principles to bear in mind
when evaluating such claims.


https://probe.org/did-christianity-come-from-the-pagan-story-of-nimrod-and-ishtar/
https://probe.org/did-christianity-come-from-the-pagan-story-of-nimrod-and-ishtar/
https://probe.org/did-christianity-come-from-the-pagan-story-of-nimrod-and-ishtar/
https://www.probe.org/did-christianity-borrow-from-pagan-religions/
https://www.probe.org/did-christianity-borrow-from-pagan-religions/

First, we need to establish that this really was a story that
was told in the ancient world. For that we need to know what
the original source of the story was. Was this story recorded
on ancient clay tablets or written on the walls of a temple,
etc.? If so, where are these tablets housed today? Where is
this temple?

If the story is recorded by an ancient historian, then which
historian is it? Where can we find this work for ourselves?
When did the historian write his account? Where did he get his
information from, etc? Does the historian claim the account
actually occurred, or does he refer to it as a myth? And so
on, and so forth.

Once one begins to ask such questions, one sometimes finds
that the story hasn’t been related correctly, or that it dates
to after the time of Jesus and early Christianity, or that the
details of the story are very different from what Christians
claim about the life of Christ, etc.

All of this is important. If we cannot find any ancient record
of the story, then maybe the story really isn’t ancient after
all. Maybe somebody invented the story more recently. If the
story is ancient, but dates to after the time of Christ, then
it's quite possible that the story actually copied early
Christian beliefs—and not vice versa. Copying can work both
ways, after all. Maybe this story copied from the early
Christians.

Finally, if there is an ancient record of the story, and if it
is prior to the time of Christ, then we have to ask whether
early Christians actually borrowed the story. And this is
often extremely unlikely. In the first place, the details of
the stories are often so different that it would be absurd to
say that one borrowed from another. Second, it’s highly
unlikely that the early Christians (who were, after all,
predominantly monotheistic Jews) would borrow religious
concepts from pagan myths. Jews typically regarded such myths



as perverse, morally repugnant, and idolatrous. It’s very
difficult to believe that they would borrow from such myths to
describe the life of Christ.

So let’s take the story related in Jeremiah’s book. Was Jesus
conceived by a sunbeam? Was He raised after 40 days? The
answer to both questions is “No.” Also, how was Nimrod’s son
supposedly killed? My guess is that it wasn’t by crucifixion,
a practice developed much later by the Romans. These are some
of the questions we would want to ask to determine if it 1is
reasonable to believe that Christianity borrowed ideas from a
pagan religion. And you can see the point. Even if this story
circulated before the time of Christ, it’s a very different
story than the Christians were telling about Jesus, making
borrowing at least highly suspect.

In addition, we have plenty of good historical evidence for
the life, ministry, death, and resurrection of Jesus. Not only
do we have all of the New Testament documents (e.g. different
Gospels, letters, etc.), we also have ancient evidence for
Jesus from non-Christian sources. See my article by that
title. But what good historical evidence do we really have for
Nimrod’s son? I'm guessing we don’t have much of anything,
quite honestly. This makes the events of Jesus’ life much
different from those of Nimrod’s alleged son. In the one case,
we have good historical evidence for Jesus, but we do not have
equally good historical evidence for Nimrod’s son.

These are just some of the issues that one must carefully
investigate and consider before the charge of Christians
borrowing from pagan religions can be seriously sustained. And
once one begins to carefully investigate these matters, the
charge of borrowing becomes less and less plausible. I
honestly don’t think we have anything to fear or worry about
in these charges.

I hope this information is helpful. Shalom in our true Lord
Jesus Christ!


https://www.probe.org/ancient-evidence-for-jesus-from-non-christian-sources-2/

Michael Gleghorn

© 2010 Probe Ministries

“Why Did the Jews Not Say
God’s Name Aloud When He
Never Said Not To?”

Today I read an article on your website where a question was
asked, “If Jehovah Isn’t the Real Name of God, What Is?” Jimmy
Williams explained that even prior to Christ, it was Jewish
tradition to substitute Adonai for the Tetragrammaton due to
their ancient practice of not uttering the sacred name of God.
However, this tradition was man’s tradition, the Jews’
tradition. Am I correct in saying that it was not God’s
tradition? Did God ever command man not to vocalize his name?
If He didn’t want us to call on him by his name, why did He
even mention His name to Moses? Why did he tell Moses what to
say when inquired of who sent him if He didn’t want people to
know His name and use it? The Bible reveals to us that the
Pharisees were corrupt even before Christ, so why do we carry
on their tradition if we are followers of Christ? If He gave
us His name in the ancient texts, what right does man have in
taking it away?

You ask a very good question! On the one hand, you are quite
correct in noting that God never explicitly commanded man not
to vocalize His name. This was, as you observe, part of Jewish
tradition—and not the commandment of God.

So why did this tradition arise? Largely because of one of
God’s commandments! In Exodus 20:7 (one of the Ten
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Commandments) we read the following: “You shall not misuse the
name of the LORD your God, for the LORD will not hold anyone
guiltless who misuses his name.”

It was because the Jews were so concerned not to misuse the
name of God that this tradition arose. The Jews wanted to be
absolutely certain that they did not misuse the name of the
Lord and so they read Adonai in place of YHWH. Thus, there was
a good motive behind the tradition, even though the practice
was never explicitly commanded by God. God’s command was not
to misuse His name—and clearly one can reverently speak (or
pray) the name of the Lord in a way that does not constitute
misuse. However, as we readily discern even in our own day,
many people are only all too ready to misuse the name of the
Lord. And this, I think, 1is partly why this Jewish tradition
arose. It provides a “fence around the Law,” which keeps
people from violating God’s commandment. But constructing the
fence itself was never actually commanded by God.

I hope this is helpful.
Shalom in Christ,
Michael Gleghorn

© 2010 Probe Ministries

See Also Probe Answers Our Email:

e “Tf Jehovah Isn’t the Real Name of God, What Is?”
e “Ts It Wrong to Speak of God as Jehovah?”
e “Jehovah Is the Only Name of God!”
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“Were Those Who Fell Away
Ever Saved or Did They Lose
Salvation?”

In referencing II Thess. 2:3, II Timothy 3:1-8 regarding the
apostasy of professing church (Body of Christ?) and falling
away at the end time by seducing spirits, how does that
correlate with Hebrews 6: 4-6? Are these people believers or
not? Are they saved and God’s elect or not? ..Are they
eternally lost because they cannot crucify Christ again and
put Him to an open shame? I was taught (once saved, always
saved). Please enlighten, as I am puzzled. Thank you for your
time and information.

Thanks for your letter. These are complicated questions and
good Christian people (including scholars) often disagree
about the details. I personally lean toward the view that the
true believer 1is eternally secure in her relationship with
Christ. But not all Christians (indeed, not all evangelical
Christians) hold this view. Some believe that a genuine
Christian can indeed fall away and be lost. Hebrews 6:4-6 is a
passage often cited in this regard. But notice that, strictly
speaking, this passage does not say that a true believer can
lose her salvation. What it says is that if such a person
falls away (i.e., commits willful apostasy) it is impossible
to renew that person again to repentance. This may mean that
the person has sinned so grievously, and their heart has been
so hardened in the process, that they simply will not repent.
But their failure to repent does not necessarily mean that
they are therefore eternally lost. Thus, I personally do not
see this passage as decisive in this debate.

Ultimately, one must weigh all of the biblical evidence
pertaining to this issue. It is my view that the evidence,
considered in 1its entirety, 1is more consistent with the
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eternal security of the believer, than with the notion that
one of God’s elect might ultimately fall away and be eternally
lost. Here, it seems to me, that Romans 8:28-39 and John
6:35-40 are particularly strong promises regarding the
security of the believer.

Hope this helps. Shalom in Christ,
Michael Gleghorn

© 2009 Probe Ministries

“How Can I Have a Better
Relationship With Angels?”

Dear Sir / Madam,

I live in Ghana [West Africa] and am a Christian who 1is
seriously 1looking for a possible and better way to
strenghtening my relationships with the Angels. I actually
want to have a physical angelic encounter, even though I might
have had a spiritual expereince, however, I wish that my
physical encounter with the Angel will enable them act swiftly
when I call upon them.

May I also know why is it that sometimes when we call the
Angels in times of trouble they do not appear? Please do help
me to have an encounter and also to have their swift response.

Dear ,

Thanks for your letter. I want to strongly discourage you from
attempting to contact angels. As a Christian, you should seek
to strengthen and develop your relationship with the Lord-not
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with angels. The Bible nowhere tells us to seek to contact
angels, and indeed, seeking such contacts may lead you to
actually contact demons. If God wants to send an angelic
messenger your way, He is fully able to do so. You do not need
to seek contact with angels. Work on developing your
relationship with the Lord through daily Bible reading,
prayer, fellowship with other Christians who love and follow
the Lord, etc. The Lord is fully able to meet all your needs
as you look to Him and trust in Him. You shouldn’t busy
yourself with trying to contact angels. If God wanted us to do
such things, He would have told us to do so in the Bible. But
He did not. He wants us to seek Him alone. Remember, Satan can
masquerade as an angel of light (2 Corinthians 11:14). Seeking
to contact angels could lead to demonic deception. And believe
me, you don’t want to get involved with demons! So please, for
your own spiritual well-being, focus your spiritual energies
on developing your relationship with the One who created the
angels—the Lord God almighty.

For more information on angels from the Probe website, please
use the Search function at Probe.org to search the term
“angels.”

I hope this advice is helpful and well-received.

Shalom in Christ,
Michael Gleghorn, Probe Ministries

© 2009 Probe Ministries

“Did God Really Want Abraham
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to Sacrifice Isaac?”

When God originally told Abraham to sacrifice his son on the
mountain did he mean it or was he just testing Abraham?

Genesis 22 indicates that God tested Abraham by telling him to
sacrifice his son, Isaac, as a burnt offering. Of course, God
never intended to allow Abraham to actually follow through
with the sacrifice. But it’s important to remember that
Abraham had no way of knowing (in advance) that God would stop
him from actually sacrificing his son. Abraham apparently
thought (and surely hoped) that this indeed might be the case
(v. 8-Abraham said, “God will provide for Himself the lamb for
the burnt offering, my son.” So the two of them walked on
together.).

On the other hand, he may have thought that God would have him
follow through with it, and then subsequently raise Isaac from
the dead (Hebrews 11:17-19-By faith Abraham, when he was
tested, offered up Isaac, and he who had received the promises
was offering up his only begotten son; it was he to whom it
was said, “IN ISAAC YOUR DESCENDANTS SHALL BE CALLED.” He
considered that God is able to raise people even from the
dead, from which he also received him back as a type.). Thus,
from Abraham’s perspective this was a very real (and terrible)
test, even though God never intended to allow Abraham to
actually carry out the deed.

Hope this helps.
Shalom in Christ,
Michael Gleghorn

© 2009 Probe Ministries
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“How Can Elijah and Enoch Be
Killed in Glorified Bodies?”

Elijah and Enoch were taken by God. [In Genesis 5:24, Enoch
“walked with God, and he was not, for God took him.” In 2
Kings 2:11, Elijah “went up by a whirlwind to heaven.”]
Therefore, I assume they are in a glorified body. How can they
be killed if they are in a glorified body?

Thanks for your question. I'm guessing that you’re assuming
that Enoch and Elijah will be the two witnesses mentioned in
Revelation 11. This interpretation may (or may not) be
correct. The two witnesses are never named, and there is no
way to know whether these two individuals are Enoch and Elijah
or not. They may be two entirely different people, who come in
the spirit and power of Enoch and Elijah, say, without
actually being those two men. This would be similar to the
ministry of John the Baptist, who came in the spirit and power
of Elijah (see Luke 1:17). This actually makes more sense to
me.

However, if Enoch and Elijah are the two witnesses then, yes,
they will have to be in non-glorified bodies that are still
subject to death. But we shouldn’t think that Enoch and Elijah
have already received glorified bodies. After all, the
resurrection of the righteous dead has not yet taken place
(except for Jesus). Enoch and Elijah, along with all the other
saints, are still waiting to receive their glorified bodies.
This won’'t happen until the resurrection mentioned 1in
Revelation 20. Finally, since Enoch and Elijah never actually
died, if this interpretation is correct, then we might view
this as their time to do so. Thus, while I am personally
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inclined to take the former view (above), I do not think there
is any problem adopting the latter view I’'ve just enunciated.
Of course, the truth may be different than either of these
views, but we don’t need to concern ourselves with that right
now.

Hope this helps.
Shalom in Christ,

Michael Gleghorn

© 2009 Probe Ministries

“Your Article on Edgar Cayce
Can Hurt Christian
Believers!”

I had previously ignored the anti-Cayce article on your web
site, assuming that you had a right to your opinion and that
you probably would not want to hear mine. It has come to my
attention, however, that this propaganda has the potential to
create harm and confusion for believers who might otherwise be
helped by the Edgar Cayce readings.

While some of the things in your article are relatively true,
some of your facts are patently false. It is shameful for a
ministry that claims to do research to post an article that
relies almost exclusively on secondary sources while
completely ignoring what was actually said in the Cayce
readings-a body of information that is readily available to
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anyone.

Probably the most egregious statement is: Cayce came to
believe that Jesus was not the unique Son of God. Here is a
quote (similar to thousands of other quotes) from a typical
reading:

As to how to meet each problem: Take it to Jesus! He is thy
answer. He is Life, Light and Immortality. He is Truth, and
is thy elder brother. Will ye open and let Him in? For in Him
is strength, not in the law, not in the man, not in the
multitudes of men, nor of conditions or circumstance. For He
ruleth, He maketh them-every one. For hath it not been given
or told thee, hath it not been known in thine experience that
“He is the Word, He maketh all that was made, and without Him
there was nothing made that was made”? And He liveth in the
hearts and the souls of those who seek to do His biddings.
This, then, is not idealistic-but an ideal! What would Jesus
have me do regarding every question in thy relationships with
thy fellow man, in thy home, in thy problems day by day. This
rather should be the question, rather than What shall I do?
Cayce reading #1326-1

I believe that thousands of people have come to a closer walk
with Jesus through the encouragement given in these readings.
I would agree that these things should be approached with a
gift of discernment and tested for their fruits. But how can
you shamelessly attempt to associate this work (as many others
have done) with occultic, Spiritualistic, channeling,
doctrines of demons, etc,? Surely you dont need to be warned
not to speak against gifts of the Spirit. If Cayces gift was
actually a gift of the Holy Spirit, then to call it demonic or
Satanic would put a person in danger of being like those who
accused Jesus of being demon possessed. You might at least
invoke the wisdom of old Gamaliel (See Acts 5:22-42) and be
careful that you are not fighting against God.



You have a wonderful opportunity to speak to many people. If
you do keep Lou Whitworths article on your web site I would
urge you to at least post this message along with those of
others who have responded to it. I will be looking forward to
hearing from you.

Wishing you many blessings in Christ,

Thank you for your letter. And thank you for the respect with
which it is written. Lou Whitworth is no longer with Probe
Ministries. However, I am sending your letter to someone who
can decide whether or not to keep Lou’s article on our
website. This is not a decision that I can make.

I have also written an article entitled, “The Worldview of
Edgar Cayce”. Athough I also had to rely on some secondary
source material, this material was almost entirely from a
“pro-Cayce” perspective. And all of it (I think) would be
endorsed by the A.R.E.

I'm sure you've done a great deal of research in this area.
However, my own study convinced me that the only way I could
affirm that the worldview revealed in the Edgar Cayce readings
was Christian would be to redefine “Christianity” to mean
something other than what all the orthodox creeds and
confessions of the Christian church have understood it to
mean. I'm afraid that I honestly do not believe that the
worldview of the readings 1is consistent with biblical
Christianity.

If you happen to embrace an “unorthodox” understanding of
Christianity (defined relative to the historic orthodoxy
represented in the creeds and confessions shared by virtually
all conservative Christian denominations - e.g. Eastern
Orthodox, Roman Catholic and the various Protestant groups),
then of course our disagreement will really be about
Christianity — not Edgar Cayce. If this is the case, I'm
afraid there won’t be much point in dialogue. I'm already
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convinced that the “orthodox” understanding of Christianity is
true (e.g. The Nicene Creed, etc.) — and am already quite
familiar with the wunorthodox forms and expressions of
“Christianity.”

Thanks again for writing. I sincerely wish you well.
Shalom,
Michael Gleghorn

Probe Ministries

“Christianity Teaches Four
Gods, Right?”

The Bible clearly states that there is only one God.
Deuteronomy 6:4 states, “Hear 0 Israel, the Lord is our God,
the Lord is one.” The Father 1is obviously called God as seen
throughout the Bible. No one will argue that point. So there
is one member of the Trinity, the Father.

Jesus the Son, is a separate person but He is also called God.
John 1:1 says, “In the beginning was the Word, and the Word
was with God, and the Word was God.

The Holy Spirit is also a separate person, and He is also
called God.

Let me see if I got this right. Please correct me if I'm
wrong.

God is a trinity, composed of three divine persons, namely,
the Father, Son, and holy spirit. God is also the Father, the
first person of the first God who is a trinity. God is also
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the Son, the second person of the first God who is a trinity.
God is also the holy spirit, the third person of the first God
who is a trinity.

All of this means that there are four Gods. One three-person
God and three single-person Gods. But to avoid the stigma of
polytheism, all four Gods are really one God.

Did I get that right?

I don’t know if you really wanted a response or not, since it
seems like you may have just been trying to have some fun. But
obviously no orthodox trinitarian Christian would subscribe to
the doctrine as you have characterized it.

Actually, you basically got it right when you wrote: “God is a
trinity, composed of three divine persons, namely, the Father,
Son, and holy spirit.” In other words, God just “is” the unity
of the three divine persons. Traditionally, this has been
expressed by saying that God is one in essence, three 1in
subsistence. Trintarian Christians do not propose the absurd
(and logically contradictory) notion that there is only one
God, and yet (somehow) there are three Gods. That would
clearly be incoherent. Rather, we maintain that there is only
one God (monotheism) who mysteriously subsists as three
distinct persons (Trinitarianism).

Consider an analogy (which I take from the Christian
philosopher William Lane Craig). Cerberus was a three-headed
dog that guarded the entrance to Hades in Greek mythology.
Cerberus, therefore, was one dog with three heads. Now we
could imagine that each head constituted a distinct center of
consciousness. We could even give them names, say, Spike,
Bowser, and Rover. Spike would be conscious of being Spike,
but also of being Cerberus. He would also be conscious of not
being either Bowser or Rover. The same could be said, in an
appropriate way, regarding the conscious experience of both
Bowser and Rover. Now consider Cerberus as a spiritual,



disembodied entity. You have one being, Cereberus, who has
three distinct centers of consciousness (i.e. Spike, Bowser,
and Rover). This 1is something akin, I think, to what the
Trinitarian maintains about the nature of God, recognizing, of
course, that God is an infinitely higher being than any merely
finite being. I could write more, but you get the idea.
Hopefully this analogy will help you better understand what
Christians maintain about the nature of God. Of course, it's
only an analogy—-and to ridicule it for that reason would
really be rather petty. I offer it solely as a way of making
this doctrine a bit more comprehensible, while nonetheless
acknowledging that there is genuine mystery here as well.

Best wishes as you continue to explore and examine Christian
doctrine!

Michael Gleghorn
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“What About Ghosts 1n a
Haunted House?”

I've found your site helpful as I create a bible study on
spirituality and dangerous “spiritualties.” I read over
Michael Gleghorn’s “Communicating with the Dead,” but I felt
it didn’'t deal directly with my question for my Sunday School
class this week: What does the Bible want us to think about
ghosts and supposed ghostly encounters? Several people in our
church have experienced what they call ghosts in their homes,
and I want to explore what the Bible says about that during
our class. Michael’s essay spoke about the small chance that
souls from heaven, like Lazarus’s and Abraham’s, could return
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for very special occasions; what about the weird things that
fall outside of human experience in a so-called haunted house?
Should we always assume those are evil spirits parading as
ghosts? What Bible verses help us to understand those things?

As I argue in my article, the Bible seems to suggest that it
is a very rare event for a person who has died to return to
earth to communicate some message to those still living. Also,
given that the rich man was not able to return to warn his
brothers (even though he wanted to), it seems that a dead
person could only return with the permission of God (as one
supposes was the case with Samuel returning to Saul to
pronounce God'’s judgment upon him, or with Moses and Elijah
appearing with Jesus on the Mount of Transfiguration). If this
is correct, then I think that we would have to regard the vast
majority of ghostly sightings, etc., to be either visions
(caused by God or some other power), or hallucinations (caused
by drugs, lack of sleep, sickness, psychological problems, a
close emotional bond with the deceased, etc.), or demons. Of
course, as I said, there may also be the rare instance when
God allows a deceased person to return for some reason. In
addition, I suppose a ghostly encounter could also be
explained in terms of an angelic visitation.

The bottom line, I think, is this: when it comes to questions
of this sort, I don’t think the Bible speaks clearly (or
explicitly) enough to the issue for us to be dogmatic. There
are many possible options for the sort of phenomena you
mention—and each would have to be carefully considered on a
case-by-case basis.

Morally and spiritually speaking, the Bible seems much more
concerned to warn us against trying to communicate with the
dead than it does in answering our questions about the nature
of ghostly encounters, etc. This, I think, is the really
important point: we are forbidden to attempt to make contact
with the dead. If God wants to send someone back with a
message, that’s His business. Ours is to obey His commands.



Having said this, however, I personally think that most
ghostly sightings are probably either visions or
hallucinations. Some may be demonic, others angelic. Rarest of
all, I think, is the actual return of a dead person, but even
this (as I've said) is not impossible—assuming that God
commands it for some reason.

I hope this helps a little.
Shalom in Christ,
Michael Gleghorn
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