
“Wicca  is  Not  a  False
Religion!”
You sound like a very knowledgable person but when I was
searching the web and came upon your website I was not angry
but I wanted to email you and explain something about the
young girl someone took in. Well when you said that Wicca is a
false religion you are quite mistaken. Wicca is another word
or newer version of Paganism which is actually a very old and
sacred religion. Paganism was even hundreds of years before
Christianity. I am not sending this to you as hate mail but as
a young pagan teen who is very tired of religious people
saying that we need help. I would very much appreciate if you
refrain from speaking about or making false accusations about
other religions who do not agree with you.

Thank  you  for  the  respectful,  gentle  way  in  which  you
disagreed.  I  appreciate  that  so  very  much!!  That  says
something  lovely  about  you.

My statement about Wicca being a false religion is from a
perspective  that  believes  it  is  opposed  to  the  one  true
religion. I do realize that may sound arrogant and foolish,
and it absolutely would be if Christianity (with its roots in
Judaism) were a man-made religion. But it is the one way of
connecting with God that originates with Him. All man-made
religions, including paganism and Wicca, are the result of man
trying  to  find  his  way  to  God,  or  to  various  kinds  of
spirituality. The Judeo-Christian story is God reaching down
to and communicating with us, and actually becoming one of us.
I do know that Wiccans and pagans worship the creation. But
how did that creation get here? It makes sense to worship the
one who created it! (And us.)

I do understand that this is a time for you to search out what
you believe and how you want to live your life. You are
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obviously a smart, thoughtful young lady; I hope you are wise
enough to receive this piece of wisdom. As you work your way
through this very important part of growing up, don’t merely
look for what works; look for what is true.

Blessings to you,

Sue Bohlin

© 2008 Probe Ministries

“Is  God  Punishing  Me  With
Singleness?”
At times I feel tormented regarding sexual issues. I was 21
when I got saved and still a virgin. I committed at that time
to be obedient to God’s sexual standards. For 27 years I have
prayed for marriage and family. I am now 48 and still a
virgin. There have been times over the years that the God-
given(?) sexual feelings were just tortuous. However, God has
not answered my prayers for marriage.

Even  though  I  know  that  I  am  within  God’s  will,  I  feel
tremendous  shame  because  I  feel  like  I’m  just  not
good/attractive enough to attract a husband. I look at other
women who have husbands and/or children and I just feel like I
am defective compared to them.

Also, it seems that plenty of people have premarital sex with
impunity and that the way to get a husband is to fornicate
(This is what I see demonstrated). Also, a church in my area
is going to great lengths this Mother’s Day to celebrate and
honor single mothers. Those of us who waited and those of us
who  did  it  right  and  married  before  having  children  are
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expected to serve and bless the single mothers, most of whom
are single mothers by choice. This just kind of makes me feel
like my choice is silly.

I even kind of blame God for making me unattractive so that
men won’t want me. I just feel so much shame, torment, and low
self-esteem. I feel like God might be punishing me or playing
games with me.

I am so sorry. That is a very difficult burden to bear. And
you are not alone! Proverbs says, “Hope deferred makes the
heart sick” (13:12), and there are a lot of heartsick people
who  would  so  love  a  spouse  and  children,  but  it  hasnt
happened.

It sounds like you may have been listening to the enemy’s
slanderings about God—that He is not good, and He does not
really  love  you,  and  He  is  withholding  goodies  from  you
because He is capricious. In order to live in peace with your
life as it is, may I respectfully suggest that it starts with
learning to “live loved,” as the author of The Shack puts it?
I suggest that you pray every day, “Lord, show me how You love
me.” And be looking for the various ways in which He shows His
love to you. It is essential to seek God’s help in being
content; otherwise, we can turn into grumpy, critical, self-
pitying  people  that  others  dont  want  to  be  around.  An
“attitude of gratitude” goes a long way in embracing life as
it is instead of focusing on what we DONT have. Thats why I
strongly  encourage  people  to  keep  a  gratitude  journal,
recording three things every day for which we can thank the
Lord.

I do understand shame, and lived with a “shame disability” for
many years before God set me free from it when I accepted His
gift  of  His  acceptance,  as  well  as  the  gift  of  self-
acceptance.  I  pray  you  will  receive  this  gift  as  well,
learning to embrace His love for you and see the many ways in
which He communicates His love and delight in you, every day.



Sue Bohlin

© 2008 Probe Ministries

Response to “The Shack”

The buzz is growing in Christian circles about
this novel,{1} for good reason. Response to it seems to be
strong: the majority of people grateful and testifying how
deeply it impacted their relationship with God, and others
decrying it as heresy for its unconventional presentation of
God and religious systems. (For an excellent rebuttal by a
theologically  sound  man  who  knows  both  the  book  and  the
author, please read “Is The Shack Heresy?” by Wayne Jacobsen.)

It’s  a  story  about  a  man  whose  young  daughter  had  been
abducted and murdered several years before he receives a note
from God inviting him to the shack where his daughter died.
It’s signed “Papa,” his wife’s favorite term of endearment for
God. He spends an unimaginable weekend with all three members
of the Godhead, a weekend which changes him forever.

It is similar to Dinner with a Perfect Stranger,{2} where
Jesus appears as a contemporary businessman and answers the
main character’s questions and objections over their dinner
conversation. What Dinner did for basic apologetics, The Shack
does for theodicy: the problem of “How can a good, loving and
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all-powerful God allow evil and suffering?”

Personally, The Shack became one of my all-time favorite books
before I had even finished it.

Most people don’t read novels with a highlighter in hand, but
this one made me want to. Since I was reading a borrowed copy,
I didn’t have that freedom. But I read it with a pen in hand
because  I  kept  finding  passages  to  record  in  my  “wisdom
journal,” a book I’ve been adding to for years with wisdom
from others that I didn’t want to forget.

I started to say that I absolutely loved this book, but I
didn’t. I did love it, but not absolutely, because of one (and
totally unnecessary, in my opinion) sticking point that I
believe is not consistent with Scripture, on the nature of
authority and hierarchy. More on that later.

The author, who grew up as a missionary kid and who took some
seminary training as an adult, clearly knows the Word, and
knows a lot about “doing Christianity.” It is also clear that
he has learned how to dive deep into an intimate, warm, loving
personal relationship with God, and he knows and shows the
difference.

Fresh Insights
Through a series of conversations between the main character,
Mack, and the three Persons of the Godhead, we are given fresh
insights into some important aspects of Christianity, both
major and minor:

• God is warm and inviting
• He collects our tears in a bottle
• Jesus was not particularly handsome
• God is one, in three Persons
• The Holy Spirit is a comforter
• There is love, affection and fellowship within the Trinity
• God prefers us to relate to Him out of desire rather than



obligation
• God values what is given from the heart
• God understands that difficult fathers make it hard for us
to connect with God
• God is compassionate toward the anguished question, “How can
a good and loving God allow pain and suffering?”
• The substitutionary atonement of Christ
• The faulty dichotomous perception of the OT God as mean and
wrathful, and the NT God in Jesus as loving and grace-filled
• There is a redemptive value to pain and suffering
• How good triumphs over evil
• The nature and purpose of the Law
• The healing nature of God’s love
• Through the cross, God was reconciled to the world, but so
many refuse to be reconciled to Him
•  God’s  omniscience  coexists  with  our  freedom  to  make
significant  choices
• In the incarnation, Jesus willingly embraced the limitations
of humanity without losing His divinity

Those are some pretty heavy concepts to put into a novel, but
it works. It not only works, it draws the reader into the
relationship between Father, Son and Spirit as well as how
each member of the Godhead lovingly engages with the main
character.

How God is Portrayed
Some people have been deeply offended by the fact that God the
Father presents Himself to Mack as “a large, beaming, African-
American woman” (p. 82) because God always refers to Himself
in  the  masculine  in  the  Bible.  And  the  Holy  Spirit  is
represented as a small Asian woman. I have to admit, this
sounds a lot more jarring and heterodox than it actually is in
the book. I was touched by Papa’s reasons for manifesting as a
woman to Mack, who had been horribly abused by his father as a
boy:



“Mackenzie, I am neither male or female, even though both
genders are derived from my nature. If I choose to appear to
you as a man or as a woman and suggest that you call me Papa
is simply to mix metaphors, to help you keep from falling so
easily back into your religious conditioning.”

She leaned forward as if to share a secret. “To reveal myself
to you as a very large, white grandfather figure with flowing
beard, like Gandalf, would simply reinforce your religious
stereotypes, and this weekend is not about reinforcing your
religious stereotypes.”

. . . She looked at Mack intently. “Hasn’t it always been a
problem for you to embrace me as your father, and after what
you’ve been through, you couldn’t very well handle a father
right now, could you?”

He knew she was right, and he realized the kindness and
compassion in what she was doing. Somehow, the way she had
approached him had skirted his resistance to her love. It was
strange, and painful, and maybe even a little bit wonderful.
(pp. 93-94)

For the record, before the book ends but not until after God
does some marvelous healing in Mack’s heart about his father,
Papa does appear to him as a man. The Papa/Father persona is
never compromised by any sort of “God is our Mother” garbage.

Apart from the fact that this is a work of fiction, I do think
it is appropriate to note that God has also chosen to reveal
Himself as a burning bush, a pillar of fire, a cloud, and an
angel.

Deep Ministry
On his personal website, the author reveals he has a history
of childhood sexual abuse, so he is very familiar with the
deep wounds to the soul that only God can touch and heal. The
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anguished cry of a broken heart is real and well-portrayed. So
is the even deeper love and compassion of a God who never
abandons us, even when we lose sight of Him. And who has a
larger plan that none of our choices can foil.

I  appreciated  the  explanation  of  the  Christ-life,  the
indwelling Christ, that allows us to “kill our independence”
(crucify the flesh) in His strength. I appreciated how the
author writes what the healing power of God’s love looks like.
I appreciated the portrayal of God as warm and affectionate
and  accessible,  without  losing  His  majesty  and  power.  I
appreciated the sense of being led into deeper truths of a
relationship with God that allow me to revel in the sense that
God doesn’t just love me, He likes me.

An Unfortunate Error
The biggest problem I had with the book—apart from the fact
that  it  came  to  an  end!—is  the  denial  of  authority  and
hierarchy  within  the  Trinity,  and  the  suggestion  that
hierarchy is a result of the Fall, not of the created order.

“We have no concept of final authority among us, only unity.
. . What you’re seeing here is relationship without any
overlay of power. We don’t need power over the other because
we are always looking out for the best. Hierarchy would make
no sense to us.” (p. 122)

What, then, do we do with 1 Cor. 11:3? “But I want you to
understand that Christ is the head of every man, and the man
is the head of a woman, and God is the head of Christ.”

“We are indeed submitted to one another and have always been
so and always will be. Papa is as much submitted to me
(Jesus) as I to him, or Sarayu (Holy Spirit) to me, or Papa
to her. Submission is not about authority and it is not
obedience; it is all about relationships of love and respect.
In fact, we are submitted to you in the same way.” (p. 145)



I  think  perhaps  the  author  has  confused  submission  with
serving. God submitting to His creation? I don’t think so! The
faulty  notion  of  mutual  across-the-board  submission,  with
husbands submitting to wives and parents submitting to their
children,  and  elders  submitting  to  the  church  body,  is
troublesome, and not at all necessary to the point or the
story in this book.

But that is a minor point compared to the rest of The Shack,
one that does not cancel out the value of everything else. We
should  be  reading  everything  through  a  discernment  filter
anyway.

Who the Book Is For
On a personal note, besides my work at Probe, I also have the
privilege of serving in a ministry with people whose difficult
relationships early in their lives have caused trouble in
their relationships with themselves, other people, and God.
Many of them were sexually abused, and they usually find it
impossible to trust a God who would allow that kind of pain to
happen to them. I am recommending The Shack to them because of
the hope it can offer that they were not alone, that God was
with them in all the painful times that left such deep wounds,
and that He has a plan for all of it that does not in the
least compromise His goodness.

Particularly because so many of these precious broken people
had deeply flawed relationships with a parent, I was brought
to  tears  (for  only  the  first  time  of  several)  when  God
tenderly offers Mack, “If you’ll let me, I’ll be the Papa you
never had.” (p. 92) I have seen God heal a number of broken
hearts by manifesting the loving, wise, nurturing parent they
always longed for.

This is a good book for Christians who feel guilty for not
doing or being enough, who fear they will see disgust in God’s
eyes when they meet face to face, who can’t give themselves



permission to rest from their “hamster treadmill” for fear of
disappointing God. It is for those who love Christ’s bride,
but wonder what it would be like for the church to be vibrant,
grace-drenched,  and  warmly  affirming  of  people  without
affirming the sin that breaks God’s heart. It is for those who
are not satisfied with a cognitive-only “Christianity from the
neck up,” but want a relationship with the Lord that connects
the head and the heart.

I thank Papa for The Shack and for William P. Young who
brought it to us.

Notes

1. William P. Young, The Shack. Los Angeles: Windblown Media,
2007.
2. David Gregory, Dinner with a Perfect Stranger. Colorado
Springs: Waterbook Press, 2005.

 

Addendum: August 5, 2009

Recently I returned to speak at a church MOPS (Mothers of Pre-
Schoolers) group where I had spoken last year. One of the
ladies greeted me warmly and told me that the best thing she
heard all year was that “boys express affection aggressively.”

The interesting thing is that I never said that. She had
apparently conflated two different observations I had made
about boys, and combined them into the best “take-away” of the
year.

What struck me about that incident was how that is a picture
of much of the criticism of The Shack. Many people’s hostility
toward the book isn’t about what it actually says, it’s about
their perception of what the author says. And they ascribe
hurtful labels like “heresy” and “dangerous” to a book that
appears to be greatly used by God to communicate His heart to



millions of people in a way they can hear.

Just as we do with Bible study, it’s important to keep in mind
the context of the book: why it was written, its original
intended audience, and pertinent facts about the author that
make a difference in how we understand the final product.

Paul Young has always written as gifts for people. He wrote
the book in response to his wife’s urging, “You think outside
the box. Write something for our kids that will help them
understand how you got to this place of your relationship with
God.”  He  had  come  through  an  eleven-year  journey  of
counseling, prayer, and wrestling with God and with himself;
he emerged with a very different, intimate relationship with
God.

He intended the story to be a Christmas gift for his six
children and a few friends. His goal was to get sixteen copies
printed and bound in time for Christmas, and that would be the
end  of  it.  But  a  few  of  those  copies  were  copied  and
circulated among more friends as readers recognized something
powerful in the story, something they wanted to share with
others. Quickly the viral marketing took on a life of its own.

When neither Christian nor secular publishers were interested
in The Shack, two friends, Wayne Jacobsen and Brad Cummings,
formed a self-publishing company. The three men spent a year
hammering through the book, editing it, sharpening it, and
discussing the theology. In the process, some of Paul Young’s
“out of the box” theology was shaped and brought back to a
more biblically sound position.

This book is a novel—a long parable. It is a “slice of God,”
so to speak, not a novelized systematic theology. The point
was to show, in story form, how Paul’s view of God as a mean,
judgmental,  condemning  cosmic  bully—”Gandalf  with  an
attitude,” as he put it—had been transformed to allow him to
see  the  grace-drenched  love  of  a  Father  who  longed  for



relationship, not hoop-jumping lackeys. He uses imagery to
communicate spiritual truth, and I think that asking “What is
the author using this imagery to portray?” is essential to not
jumping to the wrong conclusions. Paul Young does not believe
in a feminized God; that was the way he chose to communicate
the tenderness and compassion of a loving God, the heart of
El-Shaddai (“the breasted one”). He does not believe that the
Father and the Spirit hung on the cross with Jesus; when he
wrote that they bore the same scars as Jesus, that was a way
to portray the oneness of the Trinity because the Father’s and
the Spirit’s hearts were deeply wounded in the crucifixion as
well. The scars are about their hearts, not a misunderstanding
about Who it was that hung on the cross.

Paul’s children would have understood his starting point. He
had grown up as a missionary kid in Irian Jaya, with an angry
father with a lot of emotional baggage who didn’t know any
other strategy than to pass it on to his children. On top of
that, Paul was sexually abused by the members of the Dani
tribe until he was sent away to boarding school, where the
abuse continued, starting the first night when the older boys
immediately began molesting the new first graders.

He was a mess.

And then he grew into a mess with a degree from a Bible
college and some seminary education. He knew a lot about a God
who looked and acted a lot like his father (an unfortunate
truth that is repeated millions of times over in millions of
families). Paul Young understands about a God of judgment, who
hates sin. He gets that.

The Shack presents another side of the heart of God that took
years  for  him  to  be  able  to  see  and  embrace.  And  the
breathtaking grace and delight of a heavenly Father who knows
how to express love to His beloved son is something he wanted
to show his children and friends. So he wrote The Shack. It is
intentionally not a full-orbed exploration of the nature and
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character of God; it focuses on the grace and love of God.
That doesn’t mean the rest of His character doesn’t exist.

The people that have the most problems with the book usually
have the most theological education. They have finely-tuned
spiritual  Geiger  counters,  able  to  detect  nuances  in
theological expression that the majority of people reading the
book cannot. Our culture is more biblically illiterate and
untaught than we have ever seen in the history of our country.
And even in good Bible-teaching churches we can regularly see
confusion about the Trinity; I have lost track of the number
of times I have heard someone pray from the pulpit or platform
something like, “Father, we praise You today and we thank You
for Your great goodness. Thank You for making us Your children
and showing us Your love for us by dying on the cross. . .”

The objectionable theological nuances are lost on the millions
of people who are still foggy on the concept of three Persons
in one God.

There  is  nothing  in  The  Shack  that  contradicts  Probe
Ministries’ doctrinal statement. The issues that people have
with this book are not about central, core doctrines of the
faith. It’s about how one’s understanding of biblical truth is
expressed.  And  just  like  my  MOPS  friend,  many  of  the
objections are grounded in people’s perceptions of what they
read: “The author implies. . .” or “We can deduce that . . .”

Theologians play an extremely important role in protecting
truth.  But  sometimes  they  can  get  so  committed  to  their
understanding of biblical truth, to their “box,” that they
perceive  anything  outside  the  box  as  wrong.  As  one  wise
seminarian told me, “We need theologians. But we also need
people who can think outside the box, who are able to present
the gospel and the truths of the Bible in ways people can get.
And  those  two  groups  of  people  usually  drive  each  other
crazy.”



I believe much of the controversy about The Shack is because
people’s understanding of the book is crashing into their
current understanding of theology. There are people who loved
the book, as well as people who are critical of and hostile
toward the book, who all love the Lord and love His word. It’s
a lot like the in-house debate about the age of the earth:
there are old-earth and young-earth believers who are all
fully committed to the Word of God as truth, who disagree on
this  issue.  Unfortunately,  as  with  the  age  of  the  earth
debate, there is some mud-slinging toward those who disagree.
In both arguments, some people have lost sight of the call to
“be diligent to preserve the unity of the Spirit in the bond
of peace” (Ephesians 4:3). Paul Young is a fellow brother in
the Lord. He loves the Father, Jesus and the Holy Spirit, and
He loves the Word of God. He loves the bride of Christ, the
church. I think that’s important.

I recently learned that someone with a Ph.D. in theology was
warned  of  the  controversy  about  The  Shack.  “Controversies
don’t bother me,” this wise believer said. “I remember when
C.S. Lewis was scheduled to speak at a church in New Haven
when we were at Yale. He was banned from the church because
The Screwtape Letters was too controversial. As with Lewis,
time will tell whether this book is a blip on the radar
screen, or if it has the hand of God on it.”

The night before I did a presentation on the book and the
controversy at my church, I tossed and turned much of the
night. I knew I would be presenting a perspective that is
diametrically opposed to many evangelicals’, and it troubled
me. As I prayed, “Lord, what’s up with the furor over this
book? Give me Your perspective,” I believe He answered me: “He
doesn’t get everything right.” Ah. That makes sense. No, Paul
Young doesn’t get everything right, and I do see that. None of
us get everything right, but we don’t know what our blind
spots are and we don’t know what we get wrong. Many believers
seem  to  have  confused  the  gospel  with  “getting  your



theological beliefs right.” And not “getting everything right”
is a cardinal sin, which I am reminded of every time I get a
strong email urging me to repent of my wrong belief about this
“heretical” book. For the record, what I got from the Lord is
that He knows Paul Young doesn’t get everything right, and
He’s using the book to draw millions to Himself anyway. I
think there’s something to be said for that.

© Probe Ministries 2008

“Is  Smoking  Marijuana  Okay
for Christians?”
Genesis: 1:29: “And God said , behold, I have given you every
herb bearing seed, which is upon the face of all the earth….”
My question is, Does this mean that it (herb) is OK for
Christians? And I am talking about the herb that you smoke.

Consider the whole verse:

Gen 1:29 Then God said, “Behold, I have given you every plant
yielding seed that is on the surface of all the earth, and
every tree which has fruit yielding seed; it shall be food for
you.”

God gives Adam and Eve seed-yielding plants and fruit trees
for food. The herbs are for eating, not smoking.

Consider this also: the eternal principle behind the biblical
command not to be drunk (Eph 5:18) is that we are not to
become intoxicated with anything that would deprive us of
self-control and the ability to be filled with (controlled by)
the Spirit. Getting high is wrong for the same reason getting
drunk is wrong.
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Secondly, marijuana is illegal. Smoking weed is also wrong
because the government, which is God’s instrument, has laws
against it.

Additionally,  consider  this:  smoking  ANYTHING  harms  your
lungs. We are commanded to be good stewards of all that God
has put in our hands (Gen. 1:28), which includes our bodies.
And we are furthermore instructed to glorify God in our body,
which is not our own: “Or do you not know that your body is a
temple of the Holy Spirit who is in you, whom you have from
God, and that you are not your own? For you have been bought
with a price: therefore glorify God in your body” (1 Cor
6:19-20.) 1 Cor 10:31 says, “Whether, then, you eat or drink
or whatever you do, do all to the glory of God.” If getting
drunk is a sin, how does one get high to the glory of God?

So no. Any kind of herb that you would smoke is not OK.

Sue Bohlin

© 2008 Probe Ministries

“Why  Uphold  the  OT  Laws
Against Homosexuality When We
Don’t  Observe  the  Rest  of
It?”
I don’t know how to answer this powerful argument against
continuing to condemn homosexuality when we don’t observe the
rest of the Old Testament laws. I got this in an email and now
I’m just confused. Can you help?
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Laura Schlessinger dispenses sex advice to people who call in
to her radio show. Recently, she said that as an observant
Orthodox Jew homosexuality is to her an abomination according
to  Leviticus  18:22  and  cannot  be  condoned  in  any
circumstance.

 Dear Dr. Laura,

 Thank you for doing so much to educate people regarding
God’s Law. I have learned a great deal from your radio show,
and I try to share that knowledge with as many people as I
can. When someone tries to defend the homosexual lifestyle,
for  example,  I  simply  remind  them  that  Leviticus  18:22
clearly states it to be an abomination. End of debate.

 I do need some advice from you, however, regarding some of
the specific Bible laws and how to follow them.

 a) When I burn a bull on the altar as a sacrifice, I know it
creates a pleasing odor for the Lord (Lev. 1:9). The problem
is my neighbors bitch to the zoning people. They claim the
odor is not pleasing to them. Should I smite them?

b)  I  would  like  to  sell  my  daughter  into  slavery,  as
sanctioned in Exodus 21:7. What do you think would be a fair
price for her? She’s 18 and starting college. Will the slave
buyer be required to continue to pay for her education by
law?

c) I know that I am allowed no contact with a woman while she
is in her period of menstrual uncleanliness (Lev. 15:19-24).
The problem is, how do I tell? I have tried asking, but most
women take offence and threaten to call Human Resources.

d) Lev. 25:44 states that I may indeed possess slaves, both
male and female, provided they are purchased from neighboring
nations.  A  friend  of  mine  claims  that  this  applies  to
Mexicans, but not Canadians. Can you clarify?



Why can’t I own Canadians? Is there something wrong with them
due to the weather?

e) I have a neighbor who insists on working on the Sabbath.
Exodus 35:2 clearly states he should be put to death. Am I
morally obligated to kill him myself, or should this be a
neighborhood  improvement  project?  What  is  a  good  day  to
start? Should we begin with small stones? Kind of lead up to
it?

f) A friend of mine feels that even though eating shellfish
is an abomination (Lev. 11:10), it is a lesser abomination
than homosexuality. I don’t agree. I mean, a shrimp just
isn’t the same as a you-know-what. Can you settle this?

g) Lev. 21:20 states that I may not approach the altar of God
if I have a defect in my sight. I have to admit that I wear
reading glasses. Does my vision have to be 20/20, or is there
some wiggle room here? Would contact lenses fall within some
exception?

h) Most of my male friends get their hair trimmed, including
the hair around their temples, even though this is expressly
forbidden by Lev.19:27. How should they die? The Mafia once
took  out  Albert  Anastasia  in  a  barbershop,  but  I’m  not
Catholic; is this ecumenical thing a sign that it’s ok?

i) I know from Lev. 11:6-8 that touching the skin of a dead
pig makes me unclean, but may I still play football if I wear
gloves?

j) My uncle has a farm. He violates Lev. 19:19 by planting
two different crops in the same field, as does his wife by
wearing  garments  made  of  two  different  kinds  of  thread
(cotton/polyester  blend).  He  also  tends  to  curse  and
blaspheme a lot. Is it really necessary that we go to all the
trouble of getting the whole town together to stone them?
(Lev.24:10-16) Couldn’t we just burn them to death at a
private family affair like we do with people who sleep with



their in-laws? (Lev. 20:14)

I know you have studied these things extensively, so I am
confident you can help. Thank you again for reminding us that
God’s word is eternal and unchanging. Your devoted disciple
and adoring fan.

 

The  “big  picture”  behind  the  argument  about  condemning
homosexuality  as  an  archaic,  Old  Testament  rule  can  be
understood by the fact that there are different kinds of laws
in the Old Testament. Civil and ceremonial laws, such as those
concerning religious sacrifices and penalties for unacceptable
societal behaviors, were time-bound and limited to the people
of Israel. They are no longer in force for a variety of
reasons: first, all the OT sacrifices and ceremonies were
given as a foreshadowing of the Messiah’s ministry and of His
death, burial and resurrection. They are no longer necessary
because they were the preparation for the Reality that has
come. Second, the civil laws pertained to a nation of people
who  no  longer  exist.  (The  current  nation  of  Israel  is  a
political one, not the same as the group of OT people God
called to follow Him alone as their Ruler.)

Moral  laws,  such  the  Ten  Commandments  and  all  the  laws
constraining  sexual  immorality,  are  not  time-bound  because
they are rooted in the character of God. Time and culture
changes do not affect the importance of not worshiping any
false Gods because God is the only true God; of not murdering
because every person is made in the image of God; of being
honest because God is truth; of not stealing because God wants
us to trust HIM to meet our needs instead of taking what we
want;  of  being  faithful  to  one’s  spouse  because  God  is
faithful. And none of the Old Testament laws concerning sexual
morality changed in the New Testament because they, too, are
based on the character of God as pure and holy. It is always



sinful  to  have  sex  with  someone  you’re  not  married  to,
regardless of gender.

The scriptural prohibition against homosexuality is further
underscored by what Paul reveals as the purpose of sex in
marriage in Ephesians 5: sexual intercourse between husband
and wife is an earthly picture of the spiritual union of two
very different, very other beings—Christ and His bride, the
Church. Sexual coupling of two same-gendered people can never
reflect the deep spiritual significance of sex. Instead, it is
really  about  pursuing  pleasure,  and  pleasure  is  not  the
primary purpose of sex (despite our culture’s views). But
that’s another topic.

This distinction between civil/ceremonial laws and moral laws
is seen in just about any family with healthy boundaries. When
our sons were small, we had rules about “no TV before homework
is done” and “don’t leave your bicycle in the driveway.” Those
rules  were  time-bound,  not  timeless,  because  they  were
appropriate only for their growing-up years. We don’t have
those rules anymore because they are both adults, out of the
house and in their own homes now. But we still have character-
based  expectations  that  they  be  responsible,  honest,
respectful, and kind. Those “rules” won’t change because they
are a different kind from the training rules they grew up
with.

I hope you find this helpful.

Sue Bohlin

P.S. I have seen this purported letter to Dr. Laura before (by
someone who obviously thinks himself very clever). I think
it’s interesting that Dr. Laura is no longer an orthodox Jew.
She  is  still  a  God-follower,  though.  And  her  views  on
homosexuality haven’t changed because, for the most part, she
has a biblical worldview.
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“Why  Don’t  You  Just  Let
Homosexuals  Live  and  Let
Live?”
I find that you are very passionate about your thoughts and
personal beliefs. At the same time, I think that the Bible
also shares a very clear message that we are not God, and
therefore should do as we believe God wants us to do. God
never once asked us to become Gods; therefore we should not
pass judgments on to others regarding their life styles, or
beliefs. We get it, being gay is a sin, but all sin is on the
same level. Killing a child and saying a curse word falls into
one group of sin, one no greater than the other.

If you want to start a movement, how about protecting those
that can not protect themselves? Children are being abandoned
by their parents left and right… and even worse neglected,
raped and molested. Adults choosing to be homosexual is just
that, a choice. Live and let live, go after the helpless and
innocent, they need passionate leader to protect them and
their rights.

Thank you for writing. I appreciate your compassion for the
hurting and those who need a voice. Bless you!

The reason we address the subject of homosexuality is that God
does. He knows it is not His intention for the people He made
and  dearly  loves.  He  knows  that  homosexual  activity  is
destructive and hurtful. Yes, choosing to act on one’s same-
sex feelings is, indeed, a choice, but it is not a choice like
deciding between chocolate or vanilla ice cream. It is more
like a choice between drinking grape juice, or Kool-Aid laced
with  poison.  But  the  message  of  our  culture  about
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homosexuality is that there is no difference because there is
no poison.

But God knows there is.

And the loving thing to do is to take a stand for truth, which
we can know because of what God says.

I would respectfully disagree that all sin is equal. While all
sin separates us from God, and all sin requires the death of
His Son in our place, the consequences of our sin vary hugely.
It is a sin for me to have an uncharitable thought about
someone; it is a very different sin for me to pull out a gun
and shoot them. If you really believe that no sin is greater
than another, do you really not care whether someone thinks
critically of your driving, or if they run you off the road
into a ditch? Maybe that idea works better in concept than
reality.

We aren’t interested in starting a movement. We just want to
speak the truth in love, as God calls us to. And sometimes
that involves judging that some beliefs and lifestyles are
dangerous and destructive and hurtful, and pointing that there
is another way to live. (May I respectfully point out the
irony that of the fact that in writing your email, you are
judging our beliefs?)

One final comment. What I think and write about homosexuality
is not mere opinion or philosophy. My passion for this issue
is fueled by the pain experienced by people I love who “drank
the  Kool-Aid”  and  entered  into  various  kinds  of  gay
relationships,  and  are  now  experiencing  the  hurtful
consequences in their hearts and, in some case, their bodies.
It is fueled by compassion for the hurting family members of
those currently living in a way contrary to God’s intention
for them. This is more than personal beliefs; this is taking a
stand for what God says is right so that others can avoid
needless pain, and standing in compassion and understanding



(and prayer) for those now in that pain.

I hope this helps you better understand where we’re coming
from.

Sue Bohlin
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“Will  I  Go  To  Hell  For  My
Doubts?”
I have been a Christian my whole life. I have been struggling
with faith lately. I am mostly intellectually convinced in
Christianity, however I have a lingering doubt based on a few
intellectual things. One is the battle between old earth and
[young] earth [creation] and the other is the age of the book
of Daniel—which online resources I have read seem to prove
that it was written after the fact. (I have seen the Christian
responses and they do not deal with all of the facts.) Anyway,
none of these doubts would bother me except that Hebrews 11:1
and  James  1:8  imply  that  any  doubt  might  be  cause  for
exclusion of me from heaven. I can’t even sleep at night
because I am so afraid of going to hell. Is there any hope for
me?

I would suggest that Hebrews 11:1 and James 1:8 do not imply
that at all. In fact, doubt isn’t even mentioned. Hebrews is
about the nature of faith, and James simply says that the
double-minded person—one who continually wavers back and forth
between trusting and not trusting—is inherently unstable in
his thinking.

See, the Lord understands that we see through a glass darkly,
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as Paul puts it in 1 Corinthians. He understands that we are
trying  to  make  sense  of  a  fallen  world  through  a  fallen
intellect, and we don’t have all the puzzle pieces. He gives
much more grace than you know, I think. The issue is not about
having doubts, which usually just means we haven’t figured
things out. God’s indictment is on those who refuse to trust.
They are not the same thing. The Lord Jesus said to love God
with our minds, and wrestling through the hard, meaty issues
of apparent contradictions and complications is one way we do
that. The very act of pursuing truth to attack our doubts and
questions is a kind of worship!

Let me encourage you that there are answers, even if you
haven’t found them. For instance, Probe’s position on the age
of the earth question has brought great peace to my husband,
Dr. Ray Bohlin’s spirit; he’s been diligently studying this
issue for 30+ years. He has looked at the evidence for a young
earth and universe, and an old earth and universe, and found
compelling evidence for both. They clearly cannot both be
true. So he says he is an agnostic on the age issue. He
doesn’t know. And can live with that, especially since: 1) the
issue is not WHEN but WHO created, and 2) the Bible doesn’t
tell us, which means it doesn’t matter enough to get caught up
in it. How long ago God created the heavens and the earth has
nothing to do with whether Christianity is true or not.

I just read my answer to him to get his approval, and he added
that he would be VERY careful about trusting online resources
on the book of Daniel. Why should you believe them? The nature
of the web is that anyone can publish anything, whether they
have  any  expertise  or  not.  Are  they  qualified?  Biased?
Especially sources like Wikipedia, which are going to reflect
the anti-Christian bias of the culture, since the entries come
from  people  whose  thinking  is  pickled  in  the  brine  of
secularism. I invite you to read another answer to email at
Probe.org about the book of Daniel.

I would also spend some time shoring up your understanding of
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your security in Christ if you have placed your trust in Him.
If  you  became  a  Christian  years  ago,  you  became  a  new
creature,  a  forever  child  of  God.  You  cannot  lose  your
relationship with your heavenly Father, no matter how many
doubts plague you, any more than you can become unborn from
your mother. Our founder, Jimmy Williams, wrote an article
“How  Can  I  Know  I’m  Going  to  Heaven?”  here:
www.probe.org/how-can-i-know-im-going-to-heaven/

Hope you find this helpful.

Sue Bohlin
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“Will  Jesus  Still  Forgive
Me?” – Did My Sin Re-crucify
Christ?
Please  help—I’m  really  worried  Jesus  won’t  forgive  me.  I
regressed and viewed a pornographic image. While praying for
forgiveness a voice in my mind said it hurt like nails and
that I had re-crucified Christ and that there was no sacrifice
left for me. I’d heard of this verse but now I’m really
worried is there any hope of forgiveness for me. Please, I’m
worried really bad.

Sounds to me like you were hearing from a demon who was
sending what scripture calls a “fiery dart” at you. Yes, your
sin hurt the Lord. (Sometimes the Enemy throws some truth into
the midst of his lies.) No, you did not crucify Christ because
if you recall, His last words on the cross before He died were
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“it is finished,” or actually more accurately, “it is paid in
full.” Lord Jesus fully paid for your sin of looking at porn
2000 years ago.

And no, it is not true that there is no sacrifice left for
you. The verse you are thinking of is Hebrews 10:26, “If we
deliberately  keep  on  sinning  after  we  have  received  the
knowledge of the truth, no sacrifice for sins is left.” But
consider that equally true is the promise of 1 John 1:9, “If
we confess our sins, He is faithful and just to forgive us our
sins and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness.”

When a born-again Christian sins, God promises to forgive us.
What you are exhibiting is the regret and remorse that shows
God is continuing to give you the grace of repentance. The
people Jesus doesnt forgive are the hard-hearted ones who
refuse to ask for it.

Concerning Hebrews 10:26, listen to what theologian Dr. Wayne
Grudem says about this verse:

“A person who rejects Christ’s salvation and ‘has treated as
an unholy thing the blood of the covenant that sanctified
him’ (Hebrews 10:29) deserves eternal punishment. This again
is a strong warning against falling away, but it should not
be taken as proof that someone who has truly been born again
can lose his or her salvation. When the author talks about
the blood of the covenant ‘that sanctified him, ‘the word
sanctified  is  used  simply  to  refer  to  ‘external
sanctification,  like  that  of  the  ancient  Israelites,  by
outward connection with God’s people.’ The passage does not
talk about someone who is genuinely saved, but someone who
has received some beneficial moral influence through contact
with the church.” (Bible Doctrine, p 343.)

Be encouraged, brother. Receive Gods forgiveness and cleansing
according to the riches in Christ, which he has lavished on
you (Eph. 1:8).



Blessings, Sue
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“Can  I  Seek  God  and  Not
Believe Only in Christ?”
Hello, I have a question about faith. If I am seeking God and
doing his will in order to see and know the Truth, what should
I do if I’m not led to a exclusive belief in Jesus Christ. I
know what it is to seek God in sincerity. If I am seeking God
sincerely and still not able to make a resolute decision on
Jesus or am even led to decide certainly that there are other
paths to salvation, what should I do? Should I listen to God
speaking to my heart or should I listen to the apostles of
Jesus  who  wrote  the  New  Testament.  I  feel  the  typical
Christian answer would either be to say “Listen to the Bible
because your heart can deceive you, and the voice of God you
hear could be the deceiver” or to say “If you are really
seeking God sincerely, then you will definitely be led to
Jesus.”

. . . Like I said, I know what it is to sincerely seek God.
This is something I know instinctually, the way I know how to
walk and breathe. I have sought God sincerely and consistently
for short spans of time, usually last no longer than a few
hours  sometimes  days  at  best.  I  find  that  it  takes  an
extremely supply of focus and energy to do so, I often become
weary and lose heart.

. . .Is the answer then only to DO? To take action? To seek
until I find, Knock until it’s opened? Ought I to give up
speculating altogether about who will meet me at the door
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until I have met him face to face? The hardest thing for me
about Christianity is that it seems to say that I must decide
to accept and follow Christ before God reveals himself to me,
and then as a reward for accepting Jesus by the testimony of
others God will eventually reveal himself. Shouldn’t it be the
other  way  around?  Shouldn’t  I  be  perfectly  content  and
justified in the eyes of God and all Christians to seek with
all sincerity and earnestness, waiting patiently for God to
open the door and reveal himself to me? I believe the promise
of God that he answers those who knock. I want to knock until
God answers…. I feel like in the past I have knocked until I
became impatient and went to the neighbors house to ask them
about God. Perhaps that’s what I’m doing right now for writing
all of this. Anyway, thank you for reading my question, I know
that I must pray.

Dear ______,

I’ve been thinking about your question much of yesterday and
today.

I’m curious what is the obstacle to putting your trust in
Christ alone. There has to be something other than logic and
reason.  I  sense  you  have  pursued  truth  and  have  enough
information to know, but you just don’t want to. I mean, I
guess you already know Jesus said, “I am the way, the truth,
and the life. No man comes to the Father except by Me,” and
then He promised to rise from the dead and delivered on the
promise.

If He’s not the only way, why did He come? Why did He die?
What’s the point of the resurrection?

And if He’s not the only way, how would you know?

But I don’t think that’s the issue. I think there may be a
heart issue that is keeping you from putting all your eggs in
the “Jesus basket.” Want to tell me what it is?



And if I’m wrong, let me ask you this. Have you ever simply
asked,  “God,  if  you’re  there  and  You  want  to  have  a
relationship with me, would You please let me know in some way
that I’ll know it’s You?” And then taking your hands off the
timing issue? Is it possible that you have been spoiled by
this microwave, instant culture we live in, and you gave up
waaaaay too soon?

The God you want (I know you do!! That is AWESOME!!) is the
same God who said, “Be still and know that I am God.” It
doesn’t say, for a few hours till you give up and decide I
don’t want to talk to you. This is the same God who said,
“Draw near to God and He will draw near to you.” He wants a
relationship  with  you,  ______.  But  He  wants  your  full
attention and He wants you to wait expectantly for him.

Sue Bohlin

Dear Sue,

Thank you so much for your reply.

Those are very good questions that you asked me. You are right
about  there  being  something  other  than  logic  and  reason
keeping me from putting my trust in Christ alone and also
about there being issues in my heart preventing me.

A couple of my more surface issues are these; I have so much
trouble separating Christ from Christian doctrine. There is so
much conflicting Christian doctrine and Rhetoric, and so much
man-made bologna being taught in the church that it’s hard for
me to see Christ himself, apart from all of that. Many times
when I read his words, I am blown away by how absolutely
contrary his doctrine is to that which I hear in the churches.
Sometimes when I read his words I really do fall in love with
him and believe in him, but then at other times I become
confused.

Another problem I have is an intensely deep fear of being



deceived.  I  look  at  our  world  today  and  see  how  utterly
deceived the whole world is. I even see good upstanding, moral
Christians that believe many, many lies that have been told to
them by the government and the media. . . . I know that I have
done more evil in my life than I could ever understand and I
am terrified of the judgment. I know that I am far from where
I ought to be in my spiritual progress. I know that I need to
be born again!!!

I think that the problem in my heart is fear. I am so afraid
of being wrong. I know that if I truly make a leap of faith,
there are many people who will be hurt and offended by it. I
also know that I will be despised, and I am afraid of that. I
know that walking the fence is much worse than making any
decision. I know I need to make a decision. I’ve already
decided many times to dedicate my life to Jesus Alone. But
every time I’ve come to places of enormous doubt. Part of my
reason I feel it’s difficult to accept Christ alone, is I
wonder how he could possibly take me seriously… I can’t take
myself seriously because I made such sincere promises and
commitments to Christ in the past, only to doubt and lose
faith months later…

I’m glad to be writing about all of this and forcing myself to
really think about and intensely question these issues. This
has been a great help to me, to closely consider my real
reasons  for  my  lack  of  faith…  I’m  sure  the  deeper  I
investigate, the more I’ll find my reasons aren’t really what
I thought they were.

Thank you again for your time.

______, you are SO CLOSE!!!

Please let me encourage you: forget about the doctrine (though
it is important). Forget about the disconnect between church
systems and the Savior. Forget about your fears. For right
now, focus on Jesus alone. He IS Christianity. He IS life!



Please hear me: just focus on Jesus alone for right now and
ask Him to show you Himself as truth.

I  understand  your  fear  of  deception.  The  enemy  wants  to
deceive  you.  But  deception  can  only  flourish  when  people
discard the truth. I can sense you PASSIONATELY want to know
truth, to embrace it, to be transformed by it.

So embrace Jesus, who said He IS the truth.

Allow me to pray for you:

Oh Lord Jesus, I come before Your throne on behalf of this
precious man who is so very dear to You. Thank You for dying
for his sins and coming back to life so ______ could know
real, abundant life in every molecule of his being! He is
confused and muddled but You offer him the peace he longs for.
Allow him to hear Your voice calling him. Allow Him to sense
Your call to trust You completely. Clear away the mists that
keep him from falling at Your feet and calling You Lord and
God. I know his heart wants to, Lord Jesus. He wants so much
to be wooed and captured by Your love that will make him the
man he longs to be, a man after Your own heart who will be
strong and courageous because he not only knows WHO he is, he
knows  WHOSE  he  is.  Give  ______  grace  to  relent  from  his
strong-arming, keeping You at bay, and surrender to the joy
and peace and RELIEF that awaits him. I do pray for him, Lord,
that You would give him what he needs to turn the corner. Let
him hear You whispering how much You love him and want him
today.

Blessings to you, dear one.
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“Can  Demonic  Powers  Read
Minds?”
Question: Someone said in Sunday School that Satan and the
demons can’t read our minds. Where does it say that in the
Bible?

There really isn’t a scripture that proves this, just the
logic: demons are finite creatures, as we are. They are not
omniscient  like  God.  (Consider  this:  if  Satan  could  read
people’s minds, he certainly would have been able to read
Jesus’ mind to know how abysmally he would be trounced at the
Cross!) Jesus spoke scripture out loud to Satan during His
temptation in the wilderness so he could hear it. In the
spiritual armor passage of Ephesians 6, we are told to take up
the sword of the Spirit, which is the word (rhema, the spoken-
out-loud word) of God.

Randy Alcorn has answered this question in an excellent way:
“Can Demons Read Our Thoughts?”

Hope you find this helpful.

Sue Bohlin
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