“There’s More Information
About Angels Outside the
Bible!”

If I may make a suggestion, there is far more information
about angels other than the bible. Maybe I missed the point of
this page. The Koran & Talmud have more info that early
Christianity left out.

Blessed be,

Dear friend,

How do you know that the information in the Koran and Talmud
are correct? We write from a Christian perspective, believing
that the only holy scriptures that can be trusted are the 0ld
and New Testaments of the Bible. There is good evidence for
divine inspiration of the Bible, but not of the two sources
you cite.

That’'s why we limit ourselves to Biblical information.
Thanks for writing.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“Was Reincarnation Ever 1in
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the Bible?”

I have a question about reincarnation. My father recently read
this book called Many Lives, Many Masters by Dr. Brian Weiss.
It is about a psychiatrist who explored the past lives of one
of his patients through hypnotic regression.

In the third chapter he claims that reincarnation was in the
Bible but was later removed. I quote from the book:

“There were indeed references to reincarnation in the Old
and New Testaments. In A.D. 325 the Roman emperor
Constantine the Great, along with his mother, Helena, had
deleted references to reincarnation contained in the New
Testament. The Second Council of Constantinople meeting in
A.D. 553, confirmed this action and declared the concept of
reincarnation a heresy.” (p. 35-36)

Is this true?

I would like to answer two issues in your e-mail. The first is
about past-lives regression through hypnosis. Our friends at
the Watchman Fellowship have a MOST interesting article by
their director, James Walker, called “The Day I Hypnotized a
Reincarnated Prospector.” The point was to demonstrate to a
Dallas Seminary class the powerfully deceptive nature of the
cults and the occult. I highly recommend this article:
www.watchman.org/na/chairlQ.htm

Secondly, concerning your question about reincarnation being
excised from the Bible. Similar to what your father found in
the book he read, a section of Shirley MacLaine’s book Out on
a Limb records these comments from her New Age mentor, David:

“The theory of reincarnation is recorded in the Bible. But
the proper interpretations were struck from it during an
Ecumenical Council meeting of the Catholic Church in
Constantinople sometime around 553 A.D, called the Council
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of Nicea. The Council members voted to strike those
teachings from the Bible in order to solidify Church
control.” [New York: Bantam Books, 1983, pp. 234-5.]

Dr. Paul R. Eddy, Associate Professor of Theology at Bethel
College in St. Paul, Minnesota, responds:

“In response to this claim, we must begin by pointing out a
few basic historical inaccuracies. First, The Council of
Nicea, the first of the seven Ecumenical councils, took
place in 325 A.D. It was concerned with the teachings of
Arius and their implications for a correct understanding of
the person of Jesus Christ. The documents from this Council
offer no evidence that the topic of reincarnation ever came
up for discussion, let alone that it was condemned and
removed from the Bible. No doubt this claim means to refer,
rather, to the fifth Ecumenical Council, held in 553-the
Council of Constantinople. The primary purpose of this
Council was to ease the tensions in the Church caused by the
Council of Chalcedon 100 years previous. Again, there is no
evidence whatsoever that the idea of reincarnation was ever
discussed, let alone condemned and purged from the Bible.
What the reincarnationists are probably referring to here is
the condemnation of Origenism, which included belief in the
pre-existence of the soul. This should not, however, be
confused with the notions of the karmic cycle of
reincarnation. This is clear from Origen’s own words on this
matter when he writes of “the dogma of transmigration, which
is foreign to the Church of God not handed down by the
Apostles, nor anywhere set forth in the Scriptures.” Other
early theologians, including Irenaeus, Tertullian, and
Gregory of Nyssa, also explicitly rejected the idea of
reincarnation. Another problem with this theory is the fact
that manuscripts of the Bible exist dating back to the third
century. For example, the Bodmer Papyri (dated around
200-225), the Chester Beatty Papyri (dated around 200-250),
Codex Vaticanus (dated around 325-350), and Codex Sinaiticus



(dated around 340) are all documents written centuries prior
to the 533 Council, and none of them reveal any supposed
reincarnationist teachings that were removed from later
editions of the Bible! Beyond this, it is known that the
core canon of the Bible was essentially recognized and
acknowledged throughout the orthodox Church as early as the
late second and early third centuries, as evidenced by the
list contained in the Muratorian Fragment (dated around
170). ALl of this points towards the impossibility of a
conspiratorial purgation of the doctrine of reincarnation-or
any other doctrine for that matter—from the Bible during any
of the Ecumenical Councils.”
[ittsy.com/focusonthefaulty.com/reincarnation-and-the-

bible/]

I hope you can see that the burden of proof is on the
reincarnationists to show us those supposed Biblical passages
supporting reincarnation! The idea that the original versions
of the Bible containing teachings on reincarnation were all
confiscated and burned-another fantasy floating around these
days—is merely that, a fantasy. There is no evidence for any
myth of reincarnation taught in the Bible, either past or
present. Hebrews 9:27 nails that coffin shut: “It is appointed
unto man to die once, and after that comes judgment.”

Hope this helps!

Sue Bohlin

“Help Me With My Adult
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Children!”

Hi Sue,

My name is and I just read your article you wrote about
Dr. Laura. I just have to tell you, I am a Jew born anew (but
I have been backslidden for years now). Maybe God led me to
your article. I couldn’t agree more with you. Dr. Laura just
doesn’t understand because she is still blinded like I was.
And I was an example like the apostle Paul. One second I
thought Jesus was a good man, the next minute, all I did was
whisper his name in a moment of deep despair, and I knew he
was the son of God and I believed.

The reason I decided to drop you a line is about my two boys
who are 21 and 19. Trying to live on their own. I haven’t been
able to see them for 2 years now because I couldn’t afford it
after a bad divorce after 18 years of marriage.

I actually was going to write Dr. Laura, than I saw your
article and I thought maybe you could give me some insight. I
am now remarried, neither of us are living for the Lord but I
did just buy a Bible because my husband is interested in all
the scripture I do discuss with him.

The dilemma is, my boys just can’t seem to buckle down and
keep jobs and take on responsibility. They have no choice but
to make their own way in this world, buy I still feel like I
owe them even though I don’t make much money. My husband and I
got them started in their apartment and we told them now you
work and pay for all the things you need, however, the
youngest I think has gotten into drugs and hardly works, so
the older brother was feeding him and paying all the bills. Of
course this is ridiculous but he now feels responsible. To
make matters worse, the older son just called me to let me
know he got fired from his good job in the computer field. He
said something about missing a meeting due to oversleeping. I
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don’t believe he is telling the whole truth. They want to move
closer to me but of course they don’t have hardly a dime to
their name. I am in such a despair because I desperately want
to see my kids, yet I know I have to believe in a tough love
belief if I want them to grasp reality. We cannot support them
and we shouldn’t have to. What does God’s word say about
situations like this? I am a little afraid to find out because
I do feel like I failed as a mom and as a Christian.

Is there any hope for me? or for my kids?

P.S. I won’t be mad if you do not respond. This is a little
freaky that I am even asking a complete stranger for help, but
I don’'t have a church home and I would like a Christian
perspective. Thank you!

Dear ,

First of all, I'm so glad to meet a sister in Christ who has
deep-deep-DEEP roots in Judaism!!! []

Secondly, my two boys are 19 and 21 also, and I understand
COMPLETELY where you’re coming from. I think huge numbers of
kids/young adults struggle, because of our surrounding culture
that says adolescence means you're entitled to privileges
without responsibilities. But, of course, real life doesn’t
work that way.

May I suggest that the feeling that you “owe your kids” 1is
misqguided? You’'ve done your best and now they’re adults. (I
know, 19 and 21 doesn’t LOOK like adulthood as it did when we
were that age.) You gave them the huge boost of putting them
into an apartment, which is more than many parents could or
would do, and said, “You are now responsible for maintaining
this. You are adults, now act like it.” And they responded, it
seems, by saying, “Don’t wanna be an adult. I'm going to do
whatever I want and not think about the consequences.”



If you bail them out now you will be teaching them that
someone else (YOU!!) will pay the consequences for their
foolish and self-centered choices. And what do you think that
will mean the next time? You can be sure they won’t make MORE
responsible choices!

Dr. Kevin Leman wrote a great book on child-rearing called How
to Make Children Mind Without Losing Yours. It'’s really a book
on “reality discipline.” The whole concept is to use natural
consequences—which is the way God set up the world, right?
Consider His command: “If one will not work, neither let him
eat” (2 Thess. 3:10). Those are natural consequences. Sounds
like it’s in the same ballpark as, “If one chooses sleep over
work, let him have to settle for a less-satisfying job.” Or,
“If one will not work but takes drugs instead, let him
discover there is no physical or financial support for that
kind of selfish, immature mindset.”

You say they want to move closer to you but they don’t have
money to do that. (And why not? Because of the choices they
made?!) Well, guess what. In the real world, if we don’t have
money, that limits our options. Why do you think they want to
move closer to you? So you can give them money and pretend
they’'re little boys again! Not a good thing.

The book of Proverbs has LOTS to say about this issue, and I'm
going to give you the privilege of digging out what applies to
your situation. Look at it as a treasure hunt! <smile>

It’s okay to strengthen your spine, Mom. Your kids will be
better off for it, and so will you. It’'s okay to bite your
tongue and not be “Mommy to the rescue.” It will help them
accept responsibility for themselves if no one else will. And
no one else should—they’re adults now!

I do hope this helps. You are SO RIGHT about needing to adopt
a “tough love” stance. Everybody will be better off for it
down the road; your part is to trust in the Lord’s strength



and not your own as you take that position of loving your kids
wisely by helping them grow into their adult responsibilities
by letting them feel the full consequences of their choices.

Warmly,

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

The Littleton Shootings:
Looking for the “Why”

Amidst the discussion of the gruesome details of the Columbine
High School shootings, the question of “why?” inevitably comes
up. People have talked about the killers’ identification with
the Trench Coat Mafia, with Nazi values, with an obsession
with violence in music and entertainment. They point to the
boys' experience with violent video games, the easy access to
guns, and parents who were distant enough to not notice
teenage boys building bombs in their garage.

But all of these things, contributing to the total picture
that produced the worst school shooting in American history,
are all components of the “how.”

People who have studied shame{l} think they understand a big
part of the “why.”

Shame isn’'t talked about very much, because, well, it’s
shameful. We don’t discuss it, but we all experience it. Shame
is the feeling that I am defective, unacceptable, unworthy.
Guilt, someone has said, is the awareness that I did something
bad; shame is the horrible feeling that I am bad. We fear that
at our core, something has gone terribly, terribly wrong, and
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that wrong is me. And we fear being exposed, that others will
find out our dirty little secret—-that I am a deficient,
damaged human being.

Everyone carries around shame baggage, starting with Adam
immediately after the Fall. And since we are all burdened by
this invisible coating of “shame slime,” we are vulnerable to
the further shaming messages that others send us or which we
perceive. Shame slime is sticky, and shame messages stick.

When asked how others related to Eric Harris and Dylan
Klebold, students at Columbine High School report that most
kids didn’t pay any attention to them, and some kids made fun
of them. Both of these are perceived as shaming messages:
“You're so worthless you’'re invisible,” and “You're so
worthless and weird that you deserve to be ridiculed.”

What makes high school seniors go on a killing rampage? There
is a strong link between unbearable shame and rage. Those who
fly into violent rages do so because they fear they can’t take
any additional shame. Something happens one otherwise normal
day when the painfully tolerable becomes the unbearable, and
the person carrying such awful shame crosses a line. A switch
is tripped. Some people act on their rage immediately, pulling
out guns or knives or fists, or screaming hurtful words. Other
people, apparently Eric Harris and Dylan Klebold among them,
channel their rage into a plan for later revenge.

This 1is where another dimension comes into play, I suggest:
spiritual warfare. It took Eric and Dylan a good amount of
time to prepare for April 20. As a result of their decision to
do something so horrendously evil, they were especially
vulnerable to the lies of the Enemy. Those lies fueled them:
“They’re not going to get away with this.” “They deserve to
die.” “I'm justified in meting out revenge for the way they
treated me.” “This 1is a good thing to do.” “Suicide is the
only way to finish this off.” “This will solve everything.”
Two kids planned, and demons cackled.



But when rage is expressed, it changes things. People who fly
into rages end up with greater rejection and more shame, the
very thing they couldn’t bear in the first place. So it makes
sense that these two bright young men would decide that they
couldn’t—and wouldn’t—handle the consequences of their
hurtful, unrecoverable decision to hurl pain and violence at
the school, and they planned to take their own lives during
the rampage. CNN reported that one of them left a note saying,
“This is the way we planned to go out.”

There is a significant difference between the Jonesboro
junior-high killers, and these high school seniors 1in
Littleton. Children are still mainly shaped by their family.
17- and 18-year-olds, on the other hand, have spent several
years traveling through the stage of adolescence where their
family no longer has as much impact on them as their peers.
What other students think about a person is more important,
and more powerful, than what his family thinks. This is a
normal part of growing up and getting ready to be an adult,
but it makes young people exceptionally vulnerable to those
who often don’t understand the power they wield. And
sometimes, unfortunately, the popular and accepted kids very
much do understand their power, and they use it as a weapon
against those who don’t fit the mold by ridiculing and
ostracizing them.

Perhaps this is what happened in Colorado.

Students who appeared on ABC'’s Nightline the night of the
shooting reported that the two boys strode into the school,
shouting “Now you’re gonna pay for what you did to us!” They
were especially interested in targeting jocks, who were
evidently the source of at least some of the ridicule and put-
downs. Earlier this year, the two boys are reported to have
made a video for a school project, which featured the two of
them in trench coats with guns, mowing down jocks in the
halls.



The diary of one of the killers was found, giving insight into
the reasons behind their desire for revenge.

We want to be different, we want to be strange and we don’t
want jocks or other people putting (us) down...We’re going to

punish you.{2}

Shame 1is everywhere in this awful tragedy. Why would students
make fun of other students in the first place? Their own
shame. Putting down others is a time-honored and unfortunately
effective way of battling one’s own sense of inadequacy and
incompetence: “I’'ll step on you to make myself higher.” People
who accept themselves, who are content with who they are,
usually don’'t feel any need to bash others. Unfortunately, the
teenage need to feel the approval of one’s peers can inspire
people who ordinarily wouldn’t insult or degrade others to do
so simply to look good in their friends’ eyes.

There is no question that the ultimate responsibility for this
tragedy lies squarely at the feet of the two students who
chose to inflict pain and suffering on others. They made a
conscious decision to choose an evil and hurtful path. Still,
that choice was not made in a vacuum and without provocation.
In order to understand the bigger picture, we need to look
beyond the two boys whose own shame cost them their own lives
and the lives of at least 13 others, not to mention the wounds
of other students and the damage to the building. What
students do and say to each other is immensely important. Our
personal power to hurt and to build must never be
underestimated. “Sticks and stones may break my bones, but
names will never hurt me” is one of the most grievous lies
ever told. Bones heal; insults maim the soul for a long, long
time.

It'’s helpful to ask ourselves, What if we could rewrite
history? What could we have done to change things, so it never
got to this point? What can we learn from this tragedy that



can prevent it from happening somewhere else?

The antidote for shame is love and grace. Those who feel loved
and accepted, validated for their differences instead of
ostracized for not fitting in, don’t have to be crippled or
controlled by shame. It is the privilege of those who know God
to be able to communicate the truth about how He has created
people in His image, as beautiful, worthy, and acceptable
because of what Christ did for us on the Cross. That'’s the
grace part. We need to tell each other the truth, in love,
just as the Bible commands us. We need to reach out and touch
people to communicate “You’re valuable. You matter. I'm glad
God made you.”

Regrettably, those were messages that Eric and Dylan
apparently didn’t get.

Notes

1. Donald L. Nathanson, Shame and Pride (New York: W.W. Norton
&Co. ), 1992.
2. http://www.freep.com/news/nw/qshoot25.htm
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“Why Would God Send the
Prophet Dante to Hell?”

I heard about an angel that brought the prophet Dante to hell
and showed him all ten levels of hell. What is this? Why would
God send a prophet of God to hell? Weren’t prophets like
saints?

Dante was not a prophet, he was an Italian writer who lived in
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the middle ages. He only imagined the ten levels of hell. A
lot of our ideas about hell actually came from Dante’s classic
piece of literature The Divine Comedy, but it is only the work
of a man’s imagination and has nothing to do with what God has
told us is true.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

Ten Lies of Feminism: A
Christian Perspective

Sue Bohlin examines how this prevalent view of women measures
up from a biblical perspective.

This essay examines the ten lies of feminism that Dr. Toni
Grant suggests in her book Being a Woman.{1l}

At its inception, the feminist movement, accompanied by the
sexual revolution, made a series of enticing, exciting
promises to women. These promises sounded good, so good that
many women deserted their men and their children or rejected
the entire notion of marriage and family, in pursuit of
“themselves” and a career. These pursuits, which emphasized
self-sufficiency and individualism, were supposed to enhance
a woman’s quality of life and improve her options, as well as
her relations with men. Now, a decade or so later, women have
had to face the fact that, 1in many ways, feminism and
liberation made promises that could not be delivered.{2}
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Lie #1: Women Can Have It All

The first lie is that women can have it all. We were fed an
illusion that women, being the superior sex, have an
inexhaustible supply of physical and emotional energy that
enable us to juggle a career, family, friendships and
volunteer service. Proponents of feminism declared that not
only can women do what men do, but we ought to do what men do.
Since men can’'t do what women can do—have babies—this put a
double burden on women. It wasn’t enough that women were
already exhausted from the never-ending tasks of child-rearing
and homemaking; we were told that women needed to be in the
work force as well, contributing to the family financially.

Scripture presents a different picture for men and women. The
Bible appears to make a distinction between each gender’s
primary energies. The commands to women are generally in the
realm of our relationships, which is consistent with the way
God made women to be primarily relational, being naturally
sensitive to others and usually valuing people above things.
Scripture never forbids women to be gainfully employed; in
fact, the virtuous woman of Proverbs 31 is engaged in several
part-time business ventures, in real estate and manufacturing.
Nonetheless, it is the excellent care of her husband, her
children, her home and her community that inspires the praise
she is due. Titus 2 instructs older women to mentor younger
women, and teach them to care for their husbands and children
and homemaking responsibilities. The God-given strengths of a
woman were given to bring glory to God through her womanly
differences

Lie #2: Men and Women are Fundamentally
the Same
Apart from some minor biological differences, feminism

strongly suggested that males and females are fundamentally
the same. Culture, it announced, was responsible for turning



human blank slates into truck-wielding boys and doll-toting
girls. This lie has been very effective at changing the
culture. My husband Ray and I offer a seminar at Probe’s Mind
Games conferences called “Guys Are From Mars, Girls Are From
Venus,” where we go over the major differences between the
sexes. Men, for instance, tend to be more goal-oriented and
competitive, where women are more relational and cooperative.
Men are active; women are verbal. This is intuitively obvious
to the adults in our audience, but it is often new news to
high school and college students. We find adults nodding with
smiles of recognition, some of them nudging each other in the
ribs. In the younger members of the audience, though, we see
“the lights come on” in their eyes as they are exposed to
something that is obvious and they probably already knew was
true, but feminism’s worldview had been feeding them a lie.
They have been so immersed in this cultural myth that they had
accepted it without question. One young man came up to me
after a session and said he totally disagreed with me, that
there are no real differences between males and females. I
asked him if he treated his guy friends the same way he
treated his girl friends, and he said, “Of course!” I asked,
“And this doesn’t cause you any problems?” He said no. With a
smile, I suggested he come talk to me in ten years after he’d
had a chance to experience real life!

The truth is that God created significant differences between
males and females. We can see evidence of this in the fact
that Scripture gives different commands for husbands and
wives, which are rooted in the differing needs and divinely-
appointed roles of men and women.

Lie #3: Desirability 1s Enhanced by
Achievement
The third lie of feminism is that the more a woman achieves,

the more attractive and desirable she becomes to men. The
importance of achievement to a man’s sense of self-an element



of masculinity that is, we believe, God-given—was projected
onto women. Feminism declared that achieving something, making
a mark in the world, was the only measure of success that
merited the respect of others. Women who believed this myth
found themselves competing with men. Now, competition 1is
appropriate in the business and professional world, but it's
disastrous in relationships.

Men do respect and admire accomplished women, just as they do
men, but personal relationships operate under a different set
of standards. Men most appreciate a woman’s unique feminine
attributes: love, sensitivity, her abilities to relate. Women
have been shocked to discover that their hard-won
accomplishments haven’t resulted in great relationships with
men. Sometimes, being overeducated hampers a woman’s ability
to relate to men. Men’s egos are notoriously fragile, and they
are by nature competitive. It’s threatening to many men when a
woman achieves more, or accomplishes more, or knows more than
they do. Feminism didn’t warn women of the double standard in
relationships: that achievement can and does reap benefits in
our careers, but be a stumbling block in our relationships.

The question naturally arises, then, Is it bad for a woman to
have a higher degree of education than the man in a
relationship? Is it troublesome when a woman is smarter than
the man? Should a woman “dumb down” in order to get or keep
her man? In the words of the apostle Paul, “May it never be!”
A woman living up to the potential of her God-given gifts
brings glory to God; it would be an insult to our gracious God
to pretend those gifts aren’t there. The answer is for women
to understand that many men feel threatened and insecure about
this area of potential competition, and maintain an attitude
of humility and sensitivity about one’s strengths; as Romans
exhorts us, “Honor[ing] one another above yourselves” (12:10).

Not surprisingly, God already knew about the disparity between
the sexes on the issue of achievement. Throughout the Bible,
men are called to trust God as they achieve whatever God has



called them to do. It’s important for men to experience
personal significance by making a mark on the world. But God
calls women to trust Him in a different area: in our
relationships. A woman’s value is usually not in providing
history-changing leadership and making great, bold moves, but
in loving and supporting those around us, changing the world
by touching hearts. Once in a while, a woman does make her
mark on a national or global scale: consider the biblical
judge Deborah, Golda Meir, Margaret Thatcher, and Indira
Ghandi. But women like these are the exception, not the rule.
And we don’t have to feel guilty for not being “exceptional.”

Lie #4: The Myth of One’s “Unrealized
Potential”

Lie number four says that all of us—but especially women-have
tremendous potential that simply must be realized. To
feminism’s way of thinking, just being average isn’t
acceptable: you must be great.

This causes two problems. First, women are deceived into
thinking they are one of the elite, the few, the special.
Reality, though, is that most women are ordinary, one of the
many. ALl of us are uniquely gifted by God, but few women are
given visible, high- profile leadership roles, which tend to
be the only ones that feminism deems valuable. We run into
trouble when we'’re operating under a set of beliefs that don't
coincide with reality!

Consequently, many women are operating under unrealistically
high expectations of themselves. When life doesn’t deliver on
their hopes, whether they be making class valedictorian,
beauty pageant winner, company president, or neurosurgeon,
women are set up for major disappointment. Just being a cog in
the wheel of your own small world isn’t enough.

This brings us to the second problem. A lot of women beat
themselves up for not accomplishing greatness. Instead of



investing their life’s energies in doing well those things
they can do, they grieve what and who they are not. Just being
good, or being good at what they do, isn’t enough if they’re
not the best.

Romans 12:3 tells us, “Do not think of yourself more highly
than you ought.” Rather than worrying about our unrealized
potential for some sort of nebulous greatness, we ought to be
concerned about being faithful and obedient in the things God
has given us to do, trusting Him for the ultimate results. And
we ought to not worry about being ordinary as if there were
some stigma to it. Scripture says that God is pleased to use
ordinary people, because that’s how He gets the most glory.
(See 1 Corinthians 1:26-31.) There is honor in being an
ordinary person in the hand of an extraordinary God.

Lie #5: Sexual Sameness

The fifth lie of feminism is that men and women are the same
sexually. This lie comes to us courtesy of the same evil
source that brought us the lies of the sexual revolution.

The truth is that women can’t separate sex from love as easily
as men can. For women, sex needs to be an expression of love
and commitment. Without these qualities, sex 1is demeaning,
nothing more than hormones going crazy.

The cost of sex is far greater for women than for men. Sex
outside of a committed, loving relationship-I'm talking about
marriage here—often results in unplanned pregnancy, sexually
transmitted diseases, and profound heartbreak. Every time a
woman gives her body away to a man, she gives a part of her
heart as well. Sexual “freedom” has brought new degrees of
heartache to millions of women. The lie of sexual equality has
produced widespread promiscuity and epidemic disease. No
wonder so many women are struggling with self-esteem!

God’s commands concerning sex take into account the fact that



men and women are not the same sexually or any other way. He
tells us to exercise self-control before marriage, saving all
sexual expression for the constraints of a marriage
relationship, and then to keep the marriage bed pure once we
are married. When we follow these guidelines, we discover that
God's laws provide protection for women: the security of a
committed relationship, freedom from sexual health worries,
and a stable environment for any children produced in the
union. This high standard also protects men by providing a
safe channel for their sexual energies. Both chaste single
men, and faithful husbands, are kept safe from sexual
diseases, unwanted pregnancies with women other than their
wives, and the guilt of sexual sin.

Lie #6: The Denial of Maternity

Many women postponed marriage and childbearing to pursue their
own personal development and career goals. This perspective
denies the reality of a woman’s reproductive system and the
limitations of time. Childbearing is easier in a woman’s 20s
and 30s than in her 40s. Plus, there is a physical cost;
science has borne out the liabilities that older women incur
for themselves and their babies. Midlife women are more prone
to have problems getting pregnant, staying pregnant, and then
experiencing difficult deliveries. The risk of conceiving a
child with Down’s Syndrome is considerably higher in older
mothers.{3} Fertility treatment doesn’t work as well for women
over 40.{4}

There is also a spiritual dimension to denying maternity. When
women refuse their God-ordained roles and responsibilities,
they open themselves to spiritual deception and temptations. 1
Timothy 2:15 is an intriguing verse: “But women will be saved
through childbearing.” One compelling translation for this
verse 1is, “Women will be kept safe through childbearing,”
where Paul uses the word for childbearing as a sort of
shorthand for the woman’s involvement in the domestic
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sphere—having her “focus on the family,” so to speak.(5) When
a married woman’s priorities are marriage, family and the
home, she is kept safe-protected-from the consequences of
delaying motherhood and the temptations that beleaguer a woman
trying to fill a man’s role. For example, I know one married
woman who chose to pursue a full-time career in commercial
real estate, to the detriment of her family. She confessed
that she found herself constantly battling the temptation to
lust on two fronts: sexual lust for the men in her office and
her clients, and lust for the recognition and material things
that marked success in that field. Another friend chose her
career over having any children at all, and discovered that
like the men in her field, she could not separate her sense of
self from her job, and it ultimately cost her her marriage and
her life as she knew it. The problem isn’t having a career:
the problem is when a woman gets her priorities out of
balance.

Lie #7: To Be Feminine Is To Be Weak

In the attempt to blur gender distinctions, feminists declared
war on the concept of gender-related characteristics. The
qualities that marked feminine women-softness, sweetness,
kindness, the ability to relate well-were judged as silly,
stupid and weak. Only what characterized men—characteristics
like firmness, aggressiveness, competitiveness—were deemed
valuable.

But when women try to take on male qualities, the end result
is a distortion that is neither feminine nor masculine. A
woman 1is perceived as shrill, not spirited. What is expected
and acceptable aggression in a man is perceived as unwelcome
brashness in a woman. When women try to be tough, it is often
taken as unpleasantness. Unfortunately, there really is a
strong stereotype about “what women should be like” that
merits being torn down. A lot of men are threatened by strong
women with opinions and agendas of their own, and treat them



with undeserved disrespect. But it is not true that
traditionally masculine characteristics are the only ones that
count.

There really is a double standard operating, because the
characteristics that constitute masculinity and femininity are
separate and different, and they are not interchangeable. To
be feminine is a special kind of strength. It’'s a different,
appealing kind of power that allows a woman to influence her
world in a way quite distinct from the way a man influences
the world. It pleased the Lord to create woman to complement
man, not to compete with him or be a more rounded copy of him.
1 Corinthians 11:7 says that man is the image and glory of
God, but woman is the glory of man. Femininity isn’t weakness;
it’s the glorious, splendid crown on humanity.

Lie #8: Doing is Better Than Being

In his book Men Are From Mars, Women Are From Venus{6}, John
Gray pointed out that men get their sense of self from
achievement, and women get their sense of self from
relationships. Feminism declared that the male orientation of
what you do was the only one that mattered; who you are, and
how important you are to the people in your world, didn’t
count for as much.

This lie said that active is good, passive is bad. Traditional
feminine behaviors of being passive and receptive were
denounced as demeaning to women and ineffective in the world.
Only being the initiator counted, not being the responder. “To
listen, to be there, to receive the other with an open heart
and mind—-this has always been one of the most vital roles of
woman. Most women do this quite naturally, but many have come
to feel uneasy in this role. Instead, they work frantically on
assertiveness, aggression, personal expression, and power,
madly suppressing their feminine instincts of love and
relatedness.”{7}



Women’s roles in the family, the church, and the world are a
combination of being a responder and an initiator. As a
responder, a wife honors her husband through Uloving
submission, and a woman serves the church through the exercise
of her spiritual gifts. As an initiator and leader, a woman
teaches her children and uses her abilities in the world, such
as the woman of Proverbs 31. God’s plan is for us to live a
balanced life—sometimes active, sometimes passive; sometimes
the initiator, sometimes the responder; at all times,
submitting both who we are and what we do to the Lordship of
Christ.

Lie #9: The Myth of Self-Sufficiency

The ninth lie is the myth of self-sufficiency. Remember the
famous feminist slogan that appeared on everything from bumper
stickers to t-shirts to notepads? “A woman without a man 1is
like a fish without a bicycle.” The message was clear: women
don’'t need men, who are inferior anyway. The world would be a
better place if women ran it: no wars, no greed, no power
plays, just glorious cooperation and peace.

The next step after “women don’t need men” was logical: women
don’t need anybody. We can take care of ourselves. Helen
Reddy’'s hit song “I Am Woman” became feminism’s theme song,
with the memorable chorus, “If I have to, I can do anything /
I am strong / I am invincible / I am woman!”

Of course, if women don’t need anybody except themselves, they
certainly don’t need God. Particularly a masculine,
patriarchal God who makes rules they don’t like and insists
that He alone 1is God. But the need to worship is deeply
ingrained in us, so feminist thought gave rise to goddess
worship. The goddess was just a female image to focus on; in
actuality, goddess worship 1is worship of oneself.{8}

The lie of self-sufficiency is the same lie that Satan has
been deceiving us with since the Garden of Eden: What do you



need God for? We grieve the Lord’s heart when we believe this
lie. Jeremiah 2:13 says, “My people have committed two sins:
they have forsaken Me, the spring of living water, and have
dug their own cisterns, broken cisterns that cannot hold
water.” God made us for Himself; believing the lie of self-
sufficiency isn’t only futile, it’s a slap in God’'s face.

Lie #10: Women Would Enjoy the
Feminization of Men

The tenth lie of feminism is that women would enjoy the
feminization of men. Feminists believed that the only way to
achieve equality of the sexes was to do away with role
distinctions. Then they decided that that wasn’t enough:
society had to do away with gender distinctions, or at the
very least blur the lines. Women embraced more masculine
values, and men were encouraged to embrace more feminine
characteristics. That was supposed to fix the problem. It
didn’t.

As men tried to be “good guys” and accommodate feminists'’
demands, the culture saw a new type of man emerge: sensitive,
nurturing, warmly compassionate, yielding. The only problem
was that this “soft man” wasn’t what women wanted. Women
pushed men to be like women, and when they complied, nobody
respected them. Women, it turns out, want to be the soft
ones—and we want men to be strong and firm and courageous; we
want a manly man. When men start taking on feminine
characteristics, they’re just wimpy and unmasculine, not
pleasing themselves or the women who demanded the change.
There 1s a good reason that books and movies with strong,
masculine heroes continue to appeal to such a large audience.
Both men and women respond to men who fulfill God’'s design for
male leadership, protection, and strength.

Underlying the women’s 1liberation movement 1is an angry,
unsubmissive attitude that is fueled by the lies of deception.



It’s good to know what the lies are, but it’s also important
to know what God’s word says, so we can combat the lies with
the power of His truth.
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from a Biblical Perspective

Sue Bohlin looks a common myths concerning homosexual behavior
that are prevalent in our society. These myths prevent us
from looking at homosexuality with a biblical worldview and
from dealing with this sin in a loving and consistent manner.

=] This article is also available in Spanish.

In this essay we’ll be looking at some of the homosexual myths
that have pervaded our culture, and hopefully answering their
arguments. Much of this material is taken from Joe Dallas’
excellent book, A Strong Delusion: Confronting the “Gay
Christian” Movement.{1l} While the information in this essay
may prove helpful, it is our prayer that you will be able to
share it calmly and compassionately, remembering that
homosexuality isn’t just a political and moral issue; it is
also about people who are badly hurting.

10% of the Population Is Homosexual.

In 1948, Dr. Alfred Kinsey released a study called Sexual
Behavior in the Human Male, claiming that between 10 and 47%
of the male population was homosexual.{2} He got his figures
from a pool of 5,300 male subject that he represented as your
average “Joe College” student. Many of the men who gave him
the data, though, actually consisted of sex offenders,
prisoners, pimps, hold-up men, thieves, male prostitutes and
other criminals, and hundreds of gay activists.{3} The 10%
figure was widely circulated by Harry Hay, the father of the
homosexual “civil rights” movement, urging that homosexuality
be seen no longer as an act of sodomy but as a 10% minority
class.{4}

Kinsey’'s figures were exposed as completely false immediately
afterwards, and by many other scientists since. The actual
figure is closer to 2-3%.{5} But the 10% number has been so


https://probe.org/homosexual-myths/
https://www.ministeriosprobe.org/docs/conv-musulman.html
https://www.ministeriosprobe.org/docs/mitos_homosexuales.html

often reported in the press that most people think it’'s valid.
It’s not.

People Are Born Gay.

Ann Landers said it, and millions of people believe it. The
problem is, the data’s not there to support it. There are
three ways to test for inborn traits: twin studies, brain
dissections, and gene “linkage” studies.{6} Twin studies show
that something other than genetics must account for
homosexuality, because nearly half of the identical twin
studied didn’t have the same sexual preference. If
homosexuality were inherited, identical twins should either be
both straight or both gay. Besides, none of the twin studies
have been replicated, and other twin studies have produced
completely different results.{7} Dr. Simon LeVay'’s famous
study on the brains of dead subjects yielded questionable
results regarding its accuracy. He wasn’t sure of the sexual
orientation of the people in the study, and Dr. LeVay even
admits he doesn’t know if the changes in the brain structures
were the cause *of* homosexuality, or caused *by*
homosexuality.{8} Finally, an early study attempting to show a
link between homosexuality and the X-chromosome has yet to be
replicated, and a second study actually contradicted the
findings of the first.{9} Even if homosexuality were someday
proven to be genetically related, *inborn* does not
necessarily mean *normal*. Some children are born with cystic
fibrosis, but that doesn’t make it a normal condition.

Inborn tendencies toward certain behaviors (such as
homosexuality) do not make those behaviors moral. Tendencies
toward alcoholism, obesity, and violence are now thought to be
genetically influenced, but they are not good behaviors.
People born with tendencies toward these behaviors have to
fight hard against their natural temptations to drunkenness,
gluttony, and physical rage.

And since we are born as sinners into a fallen world, we have



to deal with the consequences of the Fall. Just because we're
born with something doesn’t mean it’s normal. It’s not true
that “God makes some people gay.” ALl of us have effects of
the Fall we need to deal with.

What’'s Wrong with Two Loving, Committed
Men or Women Being Legally Married?

There are two aspects to marriage: the 1legal and the
spiritual. Marriage is more than a social convention, like
being “best friends” with somebody, because heterosexual
marriage usually results in the production of children.
Marriage is a legal institution in order to offer protection
for women and children. Women need to have the freedom to
devote their time and energies to be the primary nurturers and
caretakers of children without being forced to be breadwinners
as well. God’s plan is that children grow up in families who
provide for them, protect them, and wrap them in security.

Because gay or lesbian couples are by nature unable to
reproduce, they do not need the legal protection of marriage
to provide a safe place for the production and raising of
children. Apart from the sexual aspect of a gay relationship,
what they have is really “best friend” status, and that does
not require legal protection.

Of course, a growing number of gay couples are seeking to have
a child together, either by adoption, artificial insemination,
or surrogate mothering. Despite the fact that they have to
resort to an outside procedure in order to become parents, the
presence of adults plus children in an ad hoc household should
not automatically secure official recognition of their
relationship as a family. There is a movement in our culture
which seeks to redefine “family” any way we want, but with a
profound lack of discernment about the long-term effects on
the people involved. Gay parents are making a dangerous
statement to their children: lesbian mothers are saying that



fathers are not important, and homosexual fathers are saying
that mothers are not important. More and more social observers
see the importance of both fathers and mothers in children’s
lives; one of their roles is to teach boys what it means to be
a boy and teach girls what it means to be a girl.

The other aspect of marriage is of a spiritual nature.
Granted, this response to the gay marriage argument won’t make
any difference to people who are unconcerned about spiritual
things, but there are a lot of gays who care very deeply about
God and long for a relationship with Him. The marriage
relationship, both its emotional and especially its sexual
components, is designed to serve as an earthbound illustration
of the relationship between Christ and His bride, the
church.{10} Just as there is a mystical oneness between a man
and a woman, who are very different from each other, so there
is a mystical unity between two very different, very “other”
beings—the eternal Son of God and us mortal, creaturely
humans. Marriage as God designed it is like the almost
improbable union of butterfly and buffalo, or fire and water.
But homosexual relationships are the coming together of two
like individuals; the dynamic of unity and diversity 1in
heterosexual marriage is completely missing, and therefore so
is the spiritual dimension that is so intrinsic to the purpose
of marriage. Both on an emotional and a physical level, the
sameness of male and male, or female and female, demonstrates
that homosexual relationships do not reflect the spiritual
parable that marriage is meant to be. God wants marriage
partners to complement, not to mirror, each other. The concept
of gay marriage doesn’t work, whether we look at it on a
social level or a spiritual one.

Jesus Said Nothing about Homosexuality.

Whether from a pulpit or at a gay rights event, gay activists
like to point out that Jesus never addressed the issue of
homosexuality; instead, He was more interested in love. Their



point is that if Jesus didn’t specifically forbid a behavior,
then who are we to judge those who engage in it?

This argument assumes that the Gospels are more important than
the rest of the books in the New Testament, that only the
recorded sayings of Jesus matter. But John’s gospel itself
assures us that it is not an exhaustive record of all that
Jesus said and did, which means there was a lot left out!{11}
The gospels don’t record that Jesus condemned wife-beating or
incest; does that make them OK? Furthermore, the remaining
books of the New Testament are no less authoritative than the
gospels. All scripture is inspired by God, not just the books
with red letters in the text. Specific prohibitions against
homosexual behavior in Romans 1:26-27 and 1 Corinthians 6:9,10
are every bit as God-ordained as what is recorded in the
gospels.

We do know, however, that Jesus spoke in specific terms about
God’'s created intent for human sexuality: “From the beginning
of the creation God made them male and female. For this cause
shall a man leave his father and mother, and cleave to his
wife; and the two shall be one flesh. . . What therefore God
has joined together, let not man put asunder” (Matt. 19:4-6).
God’s plan is holy heterosexuality, and Jesus spelled it out.

The Levitical laws against homosexual
behavior are not valid today.

Leviticus 18:22 says, “Thou shalt not lie with a man as one
lies with a woman; it is an abomination.” Gay theologians
argue that the term “abomination” is generally associated with
idolatry and the Canaanite religious practice of cult
prostitution, and thus God did not prohibit the kind of
homosexuality we see today.

Other sexual sins such as adultery and incest are also
prohibited in the same chapters where the prohibitions against
homosexuality are found. All sexual sin is forbidden by both



Old and New Testament, completely apart from the Levitical
codes, because it is a moral issue. It is true that we are not
bound by the rules and rituals in Leviticus that marked
Yahweh’s people by their separation from the world; however,
the nature of sexual sin has not changed because immorality is
an affront to the holiness and purity of God Himself. Just
because most of Leviticus doesn’t apply to Christians today
doesn’t mean none of it does.

The argument that the word “abomination” is connected with
idolatry is well answered by examining Proverbs 6:16-19, which
describes what else the Lord considers abominations: a proud
look, a lying tongue, hands that shed innocent blood, a heart
that devises evil imaginations, feet that are swift in running
to mischief, a false witness that speaks lies, and a man who
sows discord among brothers. Idolatry plays no part in these
abominations. The argument doesn’t hold water.

If the practices in Leviticus 18 and 20 are condemned because
of their association with idolatry, then it logically follows
that they would be permissible if they were committed apart
from idolatry. That would mean incest, adultery, bestiality,
and child sacrifice (all of which are listed in these
chapters) are only condemned when associated with idolatry;
otherwise, they are allowable. No responsible reader of these
passages would agree with such a premise.{12}

Calling Homosexuality a Sin Is Judging,
and Judging Is a Sin.

Josh McDowell says that the most often-quoted Bible verse used
to be John 3:16, but now that tolerance has become the
ultimate virtue, the verse we hear quoted the most is “Judge
not, lest ye be judged” (Matt. 7:1). The person who calls
homosexual activity wrong is called a bigot and a homophobe,
and even those who don’t believe in the Bible can be heard to
quote the “Judge not” verse.



When Jesus said “Do not judge, or you too will be judged,” the
context makes it plain that He was talking about setting
ourselves up as judge of another person, while blind to our
own sinfulness as we point out another’s sin. There’s no doubt
about it, there is a grievous amount of self-righteousness in
the way the church treats those struggling with the
temptations of homosexual longings. But there is a difference
between agreeing with the standard of Scripture when it
declares homosexuality wrong, and personally condemning an
individual because of his sin. Agreeing with God about
something isn’'t necessarily judging.

Imagine I'm speeding down the highway, and I get pulled over
by a police officer. He approaches my car and, after checking
my license and registration, he says, “You broke the speed
limit back there, ma’'am.” Can you imagine a citizen
indignantly leveling a politically correct charge at the
officer: “Hey, you’re judging me! Judge not, lest ye be
judged!'” The policeman is simply pointing out that I broke
the law. He’s not judging my character, he’s comparing my
behavior to the standard of the law. It’s not judging when we
restate what God has said about His moral law, either. What is
sin is to look down our noses at someone who falls into a
different sin than we do. That'’s judging.

The Romans 1 Passage on Homosexuality
Does Not Describe True Homosexuals, but
Heterosexuals Who Indulge in Homosexual
Behavior That Is Not Natural to Them.

Romans 1:26-27 says, “God gave them over to shameful lusts.
Even their women exchanged natural relations for unnatural
ones. In the same way the men also abandoned natural relations
with women and were inflamed with lust for one another. Men
committed indecent acts with other men, and received 1in
themselves the due penalty for their perversion.” Some gay



theologians try to get around the clear prohibition against
both gay and lesbian homosexuality by explaining that the real
sin Paul is talking about here is straight people who indulge
in homosexual acts, because it’s not natural to thenm.
Homosexuality, they maintain, 1s not a sin for true
homosexuals.

But there is nothing in this passage that suggests a
distinction between “true” homosexuals and “false” ones. Paul
describes the homosexual behavior itself as unnatural,
regardless of who commits it. In fact, he chooses unusual
words for men and women, Greek words that most emphasize the
biology of being a male and a female. The behavior described
in this passage is unnatural for males and females; sexual
orientation isn’t the issue at all. He is saying that
homosexuality is biologically unnatural; not just unnatural to
heterosexuals, but unnatural to anyone.

Furthermore, Romans 1 describes men “inflamed with lust” for
one another. This would hardly seem to indicate men who were
straight by nature but experimenting with gay sex.{13} You
really have to do some mental gymnastics to make Romans 1
anything other than what a plain reading leads us to
understand all homosexual activity is sin.

Preaching Against Homosexuality Causes
Gay Teenagers to Commit Suicide.

I received an e-mail from someone who assured me that the
blood of gay teenagers was on my hands because saying that
homosexuality 1is wrong makes people kill themselves. The
belief that gay teenagers are at high risk for suicide 1is
largely inspired by a 1989 report by a special federal task
force on youth and suicide. This report stated three things;
first, that gay and lesbian youths account for one third of
all teenage suicides; second, that suicide is the leading
cause of death among gay teenagers, and third, gay teens who



commit suicide do so because of “internalized homophobia” and
violence directed at them.{14} This report has been cited over
and over in both gay and mainstream publications.

San Francisco gay activist Paul Gibson wrote this report based
on research so shoddy that when it was submitted to Dr. Louis
Sullivan, the former Secretary of Health and Human Services,
Dr. Sullivan officially distanced himself and his department
from 1t.{15} The report’s numbers, both its data and its
conclusions, are extremely questionable. Part of the report
cites an author claiming that as many as 3,000 gay youths kill
themselves each year. But that’s over a thousand more than the
total number of teen suicides in the first place! Gibson
exaggerated his numbers when he said that one third of all
teen suicides are committed by gay youth. He got this figure
by looking at gay surveys taken at drop-in centers for
troubled teens, many of which were gay-oriented, which
revealed that gay teens had two to four times the suicidal
tendencies of straight kids. Gibson multiplied this higher
figure by the disputed Kinsey figure of a 10% homosexual
population to produce his figure that 30% of all youth
suicides are gay. David Shaffer, a Columbia University
psychiatrist who specializes in teen suicides, pored over this
study and said, “I struggled for a long time over Gibson’s
mathematics, but in the end, it seemed more hocus-pocus than

math.” {16}

The report’s conclusions are contradicted by other, more
credible reports. Researchers at the University of California-
San Diego interviewed the survivors of 283 suicides for a 1986
study. 133 of those who died were under 30, and only 7 percent
were gay and they were all over 21. In another study at
Columbia University of 107 teenage boy suicides, only three
were known to be gay, and two of those died in a suicide pact.
When the Gallup organization interviewed almost 700 teenagers
who knew a teen who had committed suicide, not one mentioned
sexuality as part of the problem. Those who had come close to



killing themselves mainly cited boy-girl problems or low self-
esteem. {17}

Gibson didn’t use a heterosexual control group in his study.
Conclusions and statistics are bound to be skewed without a
control group. When psychiatrist David Shaffer examined the
case histories of the gay teens who committed suicides 1in
Gibson’s report, he found the same issues that straight kids
wrestle with before suicide: “The stories were the same: a
court appearance scheduled for the day of the death; prolonged
depression; drug and alcohol problems; etc.”{18}

That any teenager experiences so much pain that he takes his
life is a tragedy, regardless of the reason. But it’'s not fair
to lay the responsibility for gay suicides, the few that there
are, on those who agree with God that it’s wrong and harmful
behavior.
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Answering the Big Questions
of Life

Sue Bohlin presents a Naturalistic, a Pantheistic, and a
Christian perspective on the five major questions all of us
should ask about life. Knowing the answers to these questions
in critical to living a meaningful, fulfilling life on this
earth. She concludes by demonstrating that only a Christian
worldview provides consistent answers to all of these
questions.

This article is also available in Spanish.

One of the most important aspects of Probe’s “Mind Games”
conference is teaching students to recognize the three major
world views—Naturalism, Pantheism, and Theism—and the impact
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they have both on the surrounding culture as well as on the
ideas the students will face at the university. Because we
come from an unapologetically Christian worldview, I will be
presenting the ideas of Christian theism, even though Judaism
and Islam are both theistic as well.

In this essay I’'ll be examining five of the biggest questions
of life, and how each of the worldviews answers them:

» Why is there something rather than nothing?
= How do you explain human nature?

= What happens to a person at death?

» How do you determine right and wrong?

» How do you know that you know?{1}

Why Is There Something Rather than
Nothing?

The most basic question of life may well be, Why is there
something rather than nothing? Why am I here? Why is anything
here at all?

Even Maria Von Trapp in the movie The Sound of Music knew the
answer to this one. When she and the Captain are singing their
love to each other in the gazebo, she croons, “Nothing comes
from nothing, nothing ever could.”

But naturalism, the belief that says there is no reality
beyond the physical universe, offers two answers to this basic
question. Until a few years ago, the hopeful wish of
naturalism was that matter is eternal: the universe has always
existed, and always will. There’s no point to asking “why
because the universe simply 1is. End of discussion.
Unfortunately for naturalism, the evidence that has come from
our studies of astronomy makes it clear that the universe 1is
unwinding, in a sense, and at one point it was tightly wound
up. The evidence says that at some point in the past there was
a beginning, and matter is most definitely not eternal. That'’s

n



a major problem for a naturalist, who believes that everything
that now is, came from nothing. First there was nothing, then
there was something, but nothing caused the something to come
into existence. Huh?

Pantheism is the belief that everything is part of one great
“oneness.” It comes from two Greek words, pan meaning
“everything,” and theos meaning “God.” Pantheism says that all
is one, all is god, and therefore we are one with the
universe; we are god. We are part of that impersonal divinity
that makes up the universe. In answering the question, Why is
there something rather than nothing, pantheism says that
everything had an impersonal beginning. The universe itself
has an intelligence that brought itself into being. The
“something” that exists is simply how energy expresses itself.
If you've seen the Star Wars movies, you’ve seen the ideas of
pantheism depicted in that impersonal energy field, “The
Force.” Since the beginning of the universe had an impersonal
origin, the question of “why” gets sidestepped. Like
naturalism, pantheism basically says, “We don’t have a good
answer to that question, so we won’t think about it.”

n

Christian Theism is the belief that God is a personal,
transcendent Creator of the universe—-and of us. This worldview
showed up on a T-shirt I saw recently:

“There are two things in life you can be sure of.

1. There is a God.
2. You are not Him."”

Christian Theism answers the question, Why is there something
rather than nothing, by confidently asserting that first there
was God and nothing else, then He created the universe by
simply speaking it into existence. The Bible’s opening
sentence is an answer to this most basic of questions: “In the
beginning, God created the heavens and the earth.”



How Do You Explain Human Nature?

Another one of the big questions of life is, How do you
explain human nature? Why do human beings act the way we do?
What it really boils down to is, Why am I so good and you're
so bad?

During World War II, a young Jewish teenager kept a journal
during the years she and her family hid from the Nazis in a
secret apartment in a house in Amsterdam. Anne Frank’s diary
poignantly explored the way she tried to decide if people were
basically good or basically evil. Acts of kindness and
blessing seemed to indicate people were basically good; but
then the next day, Anne would learn of yet another barbarous
act of depravity and torture, and she would think that perhaps
people were basically bad after all. After reading her diary,
I remember carrying on the quest for an answer in my own mind,
and not finding it until I trusted Christ and learned what His
Word had to say about it.

Naturalism says that humans are nothing more than evolved
social animals. There is nothing that truly separates us from
the other animals, so all our behavior can be explained in
terms of doing what helps us to survive and reproduce. Your
only purpose in life, naturalism says, is to make babies. And
failing that, to help those who share your genes to make
babies. Kind of makes you want to jump out of bed in the
morning, doesn’t it?

Another answer from naturalism is that we are born as blank
slates, and we become whatever is written on those slates. You
might mix in some genetic factors, in which case human nature
is nothing more than a product of our genes and our
environment.

Pantheism explains human nature by saying we’re all a part of
god, but our problem is that we forget we’re god. We just need
to be re- educated and start living like the god we are. Our



human nature will be enhanced by attaining what pantheists
call “cosmic consciousness.” According to New Age thought, the
problem with humans is that we suffer from a collective form
of metaphysical amnesia. We just need to wake up and remember
we're god. When people are bad, (which is one result of
forgetting you’'re god), pantheism says that they’ll pay for it
in the next life when they are reincarnated as something less
spiritually evolved than their present life. I had a Buddhist
friend who refused to kill insects in her house because she
said they had been bad in their previous lives and had to come
back as bugs, and it wasn’t her place to prematurely mess up
their karma.

The Christian worldview gives the most satisfying answer to
the question, How do you explain human nature? The Bible
teaches that God created us to be His image-bearers, which
makes us distinct from the entire rest of creation. But when
Adam and Eve chose to rebel in disobedience, their fall into
sin distorted and marred the sacred Image. The fact that we
are created in God’s image explains the noble, creative,
positive things we can do; the fact that we are sinners who
love to disobey and rebel against God’'s rightful place as King
of our lives explains our wicked, destructive, negative
behavior. It makes sense that this biblical view of human
nature reveals the reasons why mankind is capable of producing
both Mother Teresa and the holocaust.

What Happens after Death?

In the movie Flatliners, medical students took turns stopping
each other’s hearts to give them a chance to experience what
happens after death. After a few minutes, they resuscitated
the metaphysical traveller who told the others what he or she
saw. The reason for pursuing such a dangerous experiment was
explained by the med student who thought it up in the first
place: “What happens after death? Mankind deserves an answer.
Philosophy failed; religion failed. Now 1it’s up to the



physical sciences.”

Well, maybe religion failed, but the Lord Jesus didn’t. But
first, let’s address how naturalism answers this question.

Because this worldview says that there is nothing outside of
space, time and energy, naturalism insists that death brings
the extinction of personality and the disorganization of
matter. Things just stop living and start decomposing. Or, as
my brother said when he was in his atheist phase, “When you
die, you're like a dog by the side of the road. You're dead,
and that’s it.” To the naturalist, there is no life after
death. The body recycles back to the earth and the mental and
emotional energies that comprised the person disintegrate
forever.

Pantheism teaches reincarnation, the belief that all of life
is an endless cycle of birth and death. After death, each
person 1is reborn as someone, or something, else. Your
reincarnated persona in the next life depends on how you live
during this one. This is the concept of karma, which 1is the
law of cause and effect in life. If you make evil or foolish
choices, you will have to work off that bad karma by being
reborn as something like a rat or a cow. If you're really bad,
you might come back as a termite. But if you’re good, you’ll
come back as someone who can be wonderful and powerful. New
Age followers sometimes undergo something they call “past
lives therapy,” which regresses them back beyond this life,
beyond birth, and into previous lives. I think it'’s
interesting that people always seem to have been someone
glamorous like Cleopatra and never someone like a garbage
collector or an executioner!

Christian Theism handles the question, What happens to a
person at death, with such a plain, no-nonsense answer that
people have been stumbling over it for millenia. Death is a
gateway that either whisks a person to eternal bliss with God
or takes him straight to a horrible place of eternal



separation from God. What determines whether one goes to
heaven or hell is the way we respond to the light God gives us
concerning His Son, Jesus Christ. When we confess that we are
sinners in need of mercy we don’t deserve, and trust the Lord
Jesus to save us from not only our sin but the wrath that sin
brings to us, He comes to live inside us and take us to heaven
to be with Him forever when we die. When we remain in
rebellion against God, either actively disobeying Him or
passively ignoring Him, the consequences of our sin remain on
us and God allows us to keep them for all eternity-but
separated from Him and all life and hope. It is a dreadful
thing to fall into the hands of the living God (Hebrews
10:31). But it is a delightful thing to fall into the arms of
the Lover of your soul, Who has gone on ahead to prepare a
place for you! Which will you choose?

How Do You Determine Right and Wrong?

One of the big questions in life is, How do you determine
right and wrong? Steven Covey, author of Seven Habits of
Highly Effective People, appeared on the Oprah Winfrey show
one day. He asked the studio audience to close their eyes and
point north. When they opened their eyes, there were several
hundred arms pointing in wildly different directions. Then Mr.
Covey pulled out a compass and said, “This is how we know
which way is north. You can’t know from within yourself.” He
used a powerful object lesson to illustrate the way Christian
theism answers this big question in life.

Naturalism says that there 1is no absolute outside of
ourselves. There is no final authority because space, time and
energy are all that is. There is no such thing as right and
wrong because there is no right- and wrong-giver. So
naturalism tries to deal with the question of ethics by
providing several unsatisfying answers. One 1is the belief that
there is no free choice, that all our behaviors and beliefs
are driven by our genes. We are just as determined in our



behavior as the smallest animals or insects. Another 1is the
belief that moral values are determined from what is; the way
things are is the way they ought to be. If you are being
abused by your husband, that’'s the way things are, so that'’s
the way they ought to be. Even worse is the concept of
arbitrary ethics: might makes right. Bullies get to decide the
way things ought to be because they’re stronger and meaner
than everybody else. That's what happens in totalitarian
regimes; the people with the power decide what’s right and
what’s wrong.

Pantheism says that there 1is no such thing as ultimate right
and wrong because everything 1is part of a great
undifferentiated whole where right and wrong, good and evil,
are all part of the oneness of the universe. Remember “Star
Wars”? The Force was both good and evil at the same time.
Pantheism denies one of the basic rules of philosophy, which
is that two opposite things cannot both be true at the same
time. Because Pantheism denies that there are absolutes,
things which are true all the time, it holds that all right
and wrong is relative. Right and wrong are determined by
cultures and situations. So murdering one’s unborn baby might
be right for one person and wrong for another.

Theism says that there is such a thing as absolute truth, and
absolute right and wrong. We can know this because this
information has come to us from a transcendent source outside
of ourselves and outside of our world. Christian Theism says
that the God who created us has also communicated certain
truths to us. He communicated generally, through His creation,
and He communicated specifically and understandably through
His Word, the Bible. We call this revelation. Christian Theism
says that absolute truth is rooted in God Himself, who is an
Absolute; He is Truth. As Creator, He has the right to tell us
the difference between right and wrong, and He has taken great
care to communicate this to us.

That'’'s why Steven Covey’s illustration was so powerful. When



he pulled out a compass, he showed that we need a transcendent
source of information, something outside ourselves and which
is fixed and constant, to show us the moral equivalent of
“North.” We are creatures created to be dependent on our
Creator for the information we need to live life right. God
has given us a compass in revelation.

How Do You Know That You Know?

This question generally doesn’t come up around the cafeteria
lunch table at work, and even the most inquisitive toddler
usually won’'t ask it, but it’'s an important question
nonetheless: How do you know that you know?

There’s a great scene in the movie Terminator 2 where the
young boy that the cyborg terminator has been sent to protect,
is threatened by a couple of hoodlums. The terminator is about
to blow one away when the young boy cries out, “You can’t do
that!” The terminator—Arnold Schwarzenegger—asks, “Why not?”
“You just can’t go around killing people!” the boy protests.
“Why not?” “Take my word for it,” the boy says. “You just
can’t.” He knew that it was wrong to kill another human being,
but he didn’'t know how he knew. There are a lot of people in
our culture like that!

Naturalism, believing that there is nothing beyond space, time
and energy, would answer the question by pointing to the human
mind. Rational thought—iguring things out deductively—is one
prime way we gain knowledge. Human reason is a good enough
method to find out what we need to know. The mind is the
center of our source of knowledge. Another way to knowledge is
by accumulating hard scientific data of observable and
measurable experience. This view says that the source of our
knowledge is found in the senses. We know what we can perceive
through what we can measure. Since naturalism denies any
supernaturalism (anything above or outside of the natural
world), what the human mind can reason and measure is the only
standard for gaining knowledge.



Pantheism would agree with this assessment of how we know that
we know. Followers of pantheism tend to put a lot of value on
personal experience. The rash of near- and after-death
experiences in the past few years, for example, are extremely
important to New Agers. These experiences usually validate the
preconceptions of pantheistic thought, which denies absolutes
such as the Christian tenet that Jesus is the only way to God.
The experiences of past- lives therapy have persuaded even
some Christians to believe in reincarnation, even though the
Bible explicitly denies that doctrine, because personal
experience is often considered the most valid way to know
reality.

Christian Theism says that while human reason and perception
are legitimate ways to gain knowledge, we cannot depend on
these methods alone because they’'re not enough. Some
information needs to be given to us from outside the system.
An outside Revealer provides information we can’t get any
other way. Revelation-revealed truth from the One who knows
everything—is another, not only legitimate but necessary way
to know some important things. Revelation is how we know what
happened when the earth, the universe and man were created.
Revelation is how we know what God wants us to do and be.
Revelation is how we can know how the world will end and what
heaven is like. Revelation in the form of the Lord Jesus
Christ is the only way we can experience “God with skin on.”

Naturalism’s answers are inadequate, depressing, and wrong;
pantheism’s answers are slippery, don’t square with reality,
and wrong; but Christian theism—the Christian worldview-is
full of hope, consistent with reality, and it resonates in our
souls that it’s very, very right.

Notes

1. These questions are taken from James W. Sire’s book The
Universe Next Door (Downers Grove, Ill.:InterVarsity Press),
1977.
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Men Are From Mars, Women Are
From Venus

How Men and Women Differ

[Sue] Counselor John Gray made a ton of money-—and found a ton
of grateful fans—in writing his best-selling book Men Are From
Mars, Women Are From Venus{l}. This book explored the
intrinsic differences between men and women in a way that has
helped millions of people understand why relationships between
the two sexes can be so frustrating!

[Ray] In this essay we’ll be examining some of the insights
from this book, then looking at what the Bible says about how
God wants men and women to relate to each other. It’s no
surprise that since God created us to be different, He knew
all about those differences thousands of years ago when He
gave very specific instructions for each gender!

[Sue] The whimsical premise of Men Are From Mars is that many
years ago, all men lived on Mars, and all women lived on
Venus. Once they got together, they respected and enjoyed
their differences—until one day when everybody woke up
completely forgetting that they had once come from different
planets. And ever since, men mistakenly expect women to think
and communicate and react the way men do, and women expect men
to think and communicate and react the way women do. These
unrealistic expectations cause frustration. But when we
understand the God-given differences between male and female,
we have more realistic expectations of the other sex, and our
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frustration level drops.

[Ray] Speaking of which, we do realize that it can be very
frustrating for some people when gender differences are
painted in such broad strokes, since there’s such a large
spectrum of what women are like and what men are like. Both
men and women come in different shapes and sizes but by and
large, we feel that most will identify with these
characteristics.

[Sue] With that said, let’'s look at some of the differences
between men and women.

[Ray] Men get our sense of self from achievement. We tend to
be task-oriented, and being self-reliant is very important to
us. You put those two together, and you get people who hate to
ask for directions or for help. I'll wander in a store for 15
minutes trying to find something on my own because
accomplishing the task of getting a certain item isn’t going
to be satisfying unless I can do it on my own. For us, asking
for help 1s an admission of failure; we see it as a weakness.

[Sue] Women get our sense of self from relationships. Where
men are task-oriented, we are relational-oriented. Our
connections to other people are the most important thing to
us. Instead of prizing self- reliance, we tend to be inter-
dependent, enjoying the connectedness to other people,
especially other women. For us, both asking for help and
offering it is a compliment; we’re saying, “Let me build a
bridge between us. I value you, and it’ll bind us .”

[Ray] Men usually focus on a goal. We want to get to the
bottom line, to the end of something.

[Sue] But women tend to enjoy the process. Not that reaching a
goal isn’t important, but we like getting there too. That'’s
why driving vacations are so very different for men and women;
the guys want to get to their destinations and beat their best
time with the fewest stops, and we sort of treasure the time



to talk and look and maybe stop at the outlet malls along the
way !

Gender Differences, Continued

[Sue] We believe these admittedly broad-brushed differences
are rooted in God-created traits. In fact, some Christian
authors like Gary Smalley and Stu Weber have addressed them 1in
their books as well.{2} Ray, why don’t you continue with the
next point about men-something that’s bound to be real
surprising?

[Ray] Well, yes, men are competitive. Big shock, huh? Whether
we’'re on the basketball court or on the highway, we just
naturally want to win, to be out front. Many of us are driven
to prove ourselves, to prove that we’re competent, and it
comes out in a competitive spirit.

[Sue] And it’s not that girls aren’t competitive, because of
course we are; it’'’s just that we tend to be more cooperative
than competitive. When girls are playing and one gets hurt,
the game will often stop and even be forgotten while everyone
gathers around and comforts the one who went down. It’s that
relational part of us coming out.

[Ray] Men are often more logical and analytical than women.

[Sue] And we tend to be more intuitive than men. This isn’t
some sort of mystic claim; there was a study at Stanford
University that discovered women catch subliminal messages
faster and more accurately than men.{3} Voila-intuition.

[Ray] This difference is evident in brain activity. Men’s
brains tend to show activity in one hemisphere at a time .

[Sue] . . .Where women’s brains will show the two hemispheres
communicating with each other, back and forth, constantly.
That means that often, men and women can arrive at the exact
same conclusion, using completely different means to get



there. Our thinking has been accused of being convoluted, but
it works!

[Ray] Men are linear. We can usually focus on just one thing
at a time. That's why you’ve learned not to try to talk to me
while I'm reading the paper. I really struggle to read and
listen at the same time.

[Sue] Yes, I've learned to get your attention and ask if I can
talk to you so it’ll be an actual conversation and not a
monologue! God made us women to be multi-taskers, able to
juggle many things at once. It’s a requirement for mothering,
I’'ve discovered. Many times I’'d be cooking dinner and helping
the kids with homework and answering the phone and keeping an
ear on the radio, all at the same time.

[Ray] Men tend to be compartmentalized, like a chest of
drawers: work in one drawer, relationships in another drawer,
sports in a third drawer, and so on. All the various parts of
our lives can be split off from each other.

[Sue] Whereas women are more like a ball of yarn where
everything’'s connected to everything else. That’'s why a woman
can’t get romantic when there’s some unresolved anger or
frustration with her husband, and he doesn’t see what the two
things have to do with each other.

[Ray] One more; men are action-oriented. When we feel hostile,
our first instinct is to release it physically. And when we’'re
upset, the way for us to feel better is to actively solve the
problem.

[Sue] Women are verbal. (Another big surprise, huh?) Our
hostility is released with words rather than fists. And when
we're upset, the way for us to feel better is by talking about
our problem with other people.



More Gender Differences

[Ray] When men are under stress, we generally distract
ourselves with various activities to relax. That's why you see
so many men head for the nearest basketball hoop or bury
themselves in the paper or TV. But there’s another aspect of
the way we handle severe stress that can be particularly
frustrating to women who don’t understand the way we are: a
man withdraws into his “cave.” We need to be apart from
everybody else while we figure out our problems alone.
Remember, a man is very self-reliant and competitive, and to
ask for help is weakness, so he will first want to solve the
problem by himself.

[Sue] We women handle stress in the exact opposite way, which
of course is going to pose major problems until we understand
this difference! When we’'re stressed, we get more involved
with other people. We want to talk about what’s upsetting us,
because we process information and feelings by putting them
into words. But merely talking is only half of it; we talk in
order to be heard and understood. Having a good listener on
the other end is extremely important. No wonder there is such
misunderstanding when people are under stress: as a friend of
ours put it, “Men head for their cave, and women head for the
back door!”

[Ray] John Gray gave some great advice when he said that when
a man’s going into his cave, he can give powerful assurance to
the woman in his life by telling her, “I’ll be back.”

[Sue] Works for me! What's next?

[Ray] A man’s primary need is for respect. There are a lot of
elements involved in respect, which he needs both from his
peers and from the significant women in his 1life: trust,
acceptance, appreciation, admiration, approval, and
encouragement. A man needs to know he’'s respected. He also
needs to be needed. That's why it’s so devastating to a man



when he loses his job. He gets his sense of self from
achievement, and he needs to be needed, so when the means to
achieve and provide for his family is taken away, it'’s
emotionally catastrophic.

[Sue] It’'s good for us women to know that, so we can be grace-
givers in a time of awful trauma. I think that just as a man
is devastated by the loss of his job, a woman is devastated by
the loss of a close relationship; both losses reflect the God-
given differences between us. Just as a man needs to be
respected, we primarily need to be cherished. Cherishing means
giving tender care, understanding, respect, devotion,
validation, and reassurance. We need to know others think
we're special. And just as a man needs to be needed, we need
to be protected. That’s why security is so important to us. A
man needs to be able to provide, and a woman needs to feel
provided for.

[Ray] One final difference. For men, words are simply for
conveying facts and information.

[Sue] But for women, words mean much more. Not just to convey
information, but to explore and discover our thoughts and
feelings, to help us feel better when we’re upset, and it’s
the only way we have to create intimacy. To a woman, words are
like breathing!

Women’s Needs and Issues

[Ray] We have been examining how God created men and women to
be different. So it’'s not surprising to find how many of our
uniquenesses and needs are addressed by God’s commands and
precepts in the Bible.

[Sue] In this section we’ll consider women’s needs and issues,
and look at how God’s commands fit perfectly with the
observations we've made. In the next section, we’ll look at
men’s needs.



As I said above, our primary need as women 1s to be
cherished—to be shown TLC, understanding, respect, devotion,
validation, and reassurance.

[Ray]l] And in Ephesians 5:25, we read God’s command that
addresses this need: “Husbands, love your wives, just as
Christ also loved the church and gave Himself up for her.”
When we think about the way Christ loves the church, we see a
sacrificial love, a tender love, and a love that is committed
to acting in the church’s best interests at our Savior’s own
expense. God doesn’t just want men to love their wives like
they love sports—He wants us to love our wives in a way that
makes them feel cherished and very special. He wants us to
love our wives with a sacrificial love that puts her needs and
desires above our own.

1 Peter 3:7 gives further instruction along this line: “You
husbands likewise, live with your wives in an understanding
way.” The Greek literally reads, “Dwell with them according to
knowledge.” The only way to live with your wife in an
understanding way is to seek to know her. And when a husband
listens and responds to what his wife shares—remembering that
women are created to be verbal-she will feel cherished and
understood and loved.

The last part of 1 Peter 3:7 continues, “live with your wives
in an understanding way, as with a weaker vessel, since she is
a woman.” This isn’t a slam on women. When we read this verse,
we ought to think along the lines of a fine china cup. It’s
definitely weaker than a tin cup, but that’s because it’s so
fragile, delicate, and far more valuable. When we serve dinner
on our china, we’re very careful in handling it, and extremely
protective of washing and drying it. We treat our china with
tenderness and gentleness because of its fragility and value.
That’s how we cherish it. And that’s how a man is to treat his
wife—not roughly or carelessly, but with tenderness and
gentleness, because God made women to be treated with special
care.



[Sue] The flip side of needing to be cherished is our need for
security. We need to be protected and provided for. Even when
a wife works, she wants to know that her husband is the main
provider, or at least truly wants to be and is working to that
end. The burden of being forced to provide for our families 1is
bigger than we should have to bear.

[Ray] God created that need for security within women. That's
why He puts such a high value on the provisional aspect of a
man’s character. 1 Timothy 5:8 says, “If anyone does not
provide for his relatives, and especially for his immediate
family, he has denied the faith and is worse than an
unbeliever.” God wants us men to be diligent workers and
providers. He created us to bear the burden of providing;
women are to be protected from that burden whenever possible.

Men’s Needs and Issues

[Ray] Men’s primary need is for respect and support—to receive
trust, acceptance, appreciation, admiration, approval and
encouragement.

[Sue] I think God intends for wives to meet that need by
submitting to our husbands, as we are commanded to do in
Ephesians 5:22 and 1 Peter 3:1. Submission doesn’t mean giving
in or being an overworked doormat; it’'s a gift of our will. It
means submitting to God first, then demonstrating that
submission by choosing to serve and respect and be our
husband’s Number One supporter. Even when a man is more of a
jerk than a Superman, he needs the respect of his wife, even
if she has to ask the Lord for His perspective on what areas
of his life are worthy of respect!

It's interesting to me that in Ephesians 5, at the beginning
of the passage on marriage, Paul exhorts women to submit to
their husbands as unto the Lord, and then closes this section
by saying, “And let the wife see to it that she respect her
husband.” (v. 33) Submission and respect aren’t the same thing,



but they’re both necessary to meet a man’s God-given needs. In
the middle of this “marriage sandwich,” so to speak, 1is the
awesome command to men to love their wives sacrificially and
tenderly, as Christ loves the church. What I see 1is that
submission and respect is a natural response to that kind of
love.

[Ray] Another aspect of men’s constitution is that we’re
action-oriented, whereas women are verbal.

[Sue] Yes, and that’s why I'm very intrigued by the wisdom of
Peter’s admonishment to women, where he says,

You wives, be submissive to your own husbands so that even if
any of them are disobedient to the word, they may be won
without a word by the behavior of their wives, as they
observe your chaste and respectful behavior. (1 Peter 3:1-2)

To men, words are cheap—and if they’re coming from a woman,
all too plentiful! What impresses a man is what a person does,
not what they say. So here the Holy Spirit inspired Peter to
basically tell us to shut up and live holy lives, which is the
only language that’s going to have a true impact on a man.

[Ray] Another characteristic of men is that we tend to be
self-oriented, as opposed to women who are more relational.

[Sue] It’'s interesting to me that Paul exhorts men to love
their wives as they love themselves and their own bodies
(Ephesians 5:28,33). And he does this without condemning them
for that self- orientation; he just uses it as a point of
reference to demonstrate how powerfully men are to love their
wives. From what I’'ve observed at the health club about the
way some men love their bodies, God wants men to indulge their
wives with some major pampering!

[Ray] One last comment. While men and women may be
constitutionally different by design, we do share one



important and serious flaw: our sin nature. Both genders are
prideful and selfish. And that is one reason we find commands
to both men and women to serve the other sex. But in the midst
of our service, we can certainly enjoy the differences God
planted!
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Angels: The Good, the Bad,
and the Ugly — The Range of
Angelic Activity

Sue Bohlin presents accounts of angelic activity in our world
today consistent with the biblical account of angels and their
actions. From a biblical worldview perspective, she considers
both the involvement of good angels and bad angels in the
circumstances of life. A good understanding of angelic
activity will aid us 1in understanding the full world around
us, both the seen and the unseen.
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I was about thirteen years old when I had my first encounter
with an angel. I was going upstairs to my room, pulling my
entire weight on the handrail, when it suddenly came off in my
hand. I fell backwards, head first. Halfway into a terrible
fall, I felt a strong hand on my back push me upright. There
was nobody there—well, nobody visible!

Angel stories are always fascinating, and in this essay I
address angels: the good, the bad, and the ugly. The good
angels are the holy ones, the bad angels are the evil ones,
which the Bible calls demons, and the ugly angels are demons
disguising themselves as good angels. These ugly angels have
deceived many people in a culture that has embraced “angel
mania.”

The Good Angels

The book of Hebrews calls angels “ministering spirits sent to
serve those who will inherit salvation” (Hebrews 1:14). Angels
minister in many ways to us, and I'd like to look at some of
their ministries with examples from the scriptures as well as
some modern anecdotes.

Provision

The Lord uses His angels to physically provide for His own. It
was an angel who brought Elijah bread and water while fleeing
from Jezebel after his victory on Mt. Carmel (1 Kings 19:5-6).

In 1944, the penniless wife of a pastor and evangelist in
Switzerland, Susie Ware prayed, “God, I need five pounds of
potatoes, two pounds of pastry flour, apples, pears, a
cauliflower, carrots, veal cutlets for Saturday, and beef for
Sunday.” A few hours later, someone knocked on the door, and
there was a young man carrying a basket, who said, “Mrs. Ware,
I am bringing what you asked for.” It was precisely what she’d
prayed for—down to the exact brand of pastry flour she wanted.
The young man slipped away, and even though Rev. and Mrs. Ware



watched at the window to their building, the man never exited.
He just disappeared.{1l}

Guidance

Sometimes, angels give guidance so God’s people will know what
He wants us to do. An angel appeared to Joseph in a dream and
instructed him to take Mary as his wife and to name her baby
Jesus. (Matthew 1:20-21)

And it was an angel who told Philip where to go in his travels
so that he could meet the Ethiopian eunuch and lead him to
Christ. (Acts 8:26)

My friend Lee experienced the comfort of guidance from an
angel when the other men in his army unit were pressuring him
to visit a red-light district. As he prayed for strength, an
invisible messenger came to him and said, quite audibly from
about ten feet away, “Have no fear of them. Do not succumb. I
will sustain you and deliver you.”

Encouragement

Angelic ministry to us can include powerful encouragement.
When Paul and his shipmates were caught in a horrible storm
and faced shipwreck, an angel appeared to him, assured him
that not a life would be lost, and that he would live to stand
trial before Caesar. (Acts 27:23)

One mother of a young girl told me that the night after her
daughter’s cancer surgery, a very tall nurse with long braids,
a real Amazon, ministered to her all night long. She was
caring for the girl with a strong but gentle tenderness, and
talking with the mom about how good God is. After they went
home, the mother decided to write a thank-you note to the
nurse, and called the hospital to ask for her name.
Everyone—even the head of nursing—-insisted that there was no
nurse with that description working at the hospital. She



believes God sent an angel to encourage her through that dark
night.

Protection

This world is a dangerous place, and angels can provide
supernatural protection. Daniel 6 tells the story of how an
angel shut the mouths of the lions when he was thrown into
their den.

A young lady named Myra worked in the inner-city ministry of
Teen Challenge in Philadelphia. One neighborhood gang liked to
terrorize anyone who tried to enter the Teen Challenge
building, and they harassed Myra as well. One night, when she
was alone in the building with the gang banging on the door,
she felt she should continue to try to reach out to them with
the gospel of Jesus. As she opened the door, she breathed a
prayer for protection. The boys suddenly stopped their
shouting, looked at each other, turned and left quietly. Myra
had no idea why.

Later on, as the staff people were able to build relationships
with the gang members, the ministry director asked them why
they dropped their threats against Myra and left her alone
that night. One young man spoke up, saying, “We wouldn’t dare
touch her after her boyfriend showed up. That dude had to be
seven feet tall.” The director said, “I didn’t know Myra had a
boyfriend. But at any rate, she was here alone that night.”
Another gang member insisted, “No, we saw him. He was right
behind her, big as life in his classy white suit.”{2}

Another young woman walking home from work in Brooklyn had to
go past a young man loitering against a building. She was
fearful; there had been muggings in the area recently, and she
prayed for protection. She had to go right by him, and
although she could feel him watching her, he didn’t move. A
short time after she reached home, she heard sirens and saw
police lights. The next day her neighbor told her someone had



been raped, in the same place and just after she had passed by
the young man.

She wondered if the man she’d passed was the rapist, because
if it were, she could identify him. She called the police and
discovered they had a suspect in custody. She identified him
in a lineup and asked the policeman, “Why didn’t he attack me?
I was just as vulnerable as the next woman who came along.”
The policeman was curious too, so he described the woman and
asked the suspect about her. He said, “I remember her. But why
would I have bothered her? She was walking down the street
with two big guys, one on either side of her.”{3}

Rescue

Sometimes, angels rescue people in danger. It was an angel-if
not the Angel of the Lord, who is the pre-incarnate Christ—who
joined Meshach, Shadrach and Abednego in the fiery furnace,
rescuing them from the flames (Daniel 3).

My friend John told me that he and a friend were walking
through a rough neighborhood one night when 12 or 15 gang
members jumped them. John took two punches and sank to the
ground. He expected to be robbed and severely beaten, but he
wasn’t. Instead, he heard a voice from about six feet up:
“It's okay, they’re gone.” He looked up and saw his friend who
mysteriously was now about 25 feet away, leaning against a
wall with his fists still clenched as if he were ready to
fight. But there was no gang. They just disappeared. And there
was nobody next to John.

Warrior Angels

The ministry of warrior angels catches the imagination in a
special way. The prophet Elisha prayed that the Lord would
open the eyes of his servant so he could see the mighty
angelic army of God protecting them.



In Nazi Germany, one mother took her little boy, who was
unchurched, to a shelter run by nuns that had become known as
a safe place because nothing bad ever seemed to happen there.
His first night, while everyone else was praying that God
would protect them, this little boy kept his eyes open. After
the “amen,” he told his mother, “It came up to here on them!”
and pointed to his breastbone. When asked what he meant, he
said, “The gutter came up to here on them!” A nurse asked,
“What are you talking about?” and he told her that he saw men
filled with light guarding each corner of the shelter, so tall
that they towered above the roof. The shelter was protected by
huge warrior angels that only a little boy could see.{4}

Guardian Angels

Do we have guardian angels? The Bible doesn’t give a
definitive answer on that, although the Lord Jesus did say,
“See that you do not look down on one of these little ones.
For I tell you that their angels in heaven always see the face
of my Father in heaven.” (Matthew 18:10) And Psalm 91:11
promises, “For He will command His angels concerning you to
guard you in all your ways.”

One day, when my son was a baby, I tripped while I was holding
him, and he went flying headlong toward a brick wall. There
was nothing I could do to protect him, but I watched as he
inexplicably stopped an inch from the wall and fell gently to
the carpet. I knew immediately that an angel’s hand had been
his bumper pad.

These are only a few of the stories of thousands about angels
who protected and rescued people, both Christians and non-
Christians. But a nagging question continues to arise: where
are the angels when girls are raped, and drunk drivers crash
headlong into a car of teenagers, and evil people blow up
buildings with hundreds of innocent people in them?

The angels are still there, continuing to minister in pain and



death. We usually don’t realize the role of angels in the
midst of horrible circumstances because their work 1s unseen
and often unfelt.

Behind the question of, “Where are the angels?” is the very
difficult problem of why a good God would allow pain and
suffering. The book of Job gives us two important insights
into the problem of pain: first, when disasters and suffering
assail us in the physical realm, there may be something bigger
and more important going on in the unseen spiritual realm.{5}
Second, God never gives Job an answer to his demand to know
the “why”: He just says, “I am the sovereign Lord, acting in
ways you cannot understand. You just need to trust Me, that I
know what I'm doing.” The fact that God is in control, that He
allows all pain and suffering for a reason, 1is the great
comfort that we need to remember when it seems like the angels
have forsaken us. They haven’t, because God hasn’t.

The Bad Angels

There are good angels, and there are bad angels. All of them
were created as holy angels, but about a third of them
rebelled against God and fell from their sinless position.
Satan, the leader of these demons or unholy angels, is a liar,
a murderer, and a thief. (John 10:10) He hates God and he
passionately hates God’'s people. The Bible tells us that he
prowls around like a roaring lion, seeking whom he may devour
(1 Peter 5:8). We need to remember that Satan and all the
demons are supernaturally brilliant, and Satan disguises
himself as an angel of light (2 Corinthians 11:14).

It’s this masquerade as a holy angel that is behind the
current angel craze in our culture. While there are a number
of wonderful Christian books available that relate stories of
holy angels helping people, there are many books,
publications, and seminars that are filled with demonic
deception of the ugliest kind. Because when you start talking
to angels, you end up dealing with demons.



The Ugly Angels

The enemy of our souls is using a new twist on an old lie,
exploiting the current interest in angels to attract the
untaught and the undiscerning. Much of the current angel mania
is simply New Age philosophy, which is actually old-fashioned
pantheism. Pantheism 1is the belief that everything-an
impersonal God as well as every part of the creation-is one
big unity. All is one, God is one, we are God-and New Age
philosophy throws reincarnation into the mix as well.

n

You know you’'re around “ugly angels,” or demons masquerading
as angels of light and holiness, when you see or hear these
terms:

1. Contacting or communing with angels.

There are now books available with titles like Ask Your
Angels{6} and 100 Ways to Attract Angels{7}. But the Bible
gives neither permission nor precedent for contacting angels.
When people start calling on angels, it’s not the holy angels
who answer. They’'re demons, disgquising themselves as good
angels to people who don’t know how to tell the difference.

2. Loving our angels, praying to our angels.

Some self-styled “angel experts” instruct their followers to
love their angels and call upon them for health, healing,
prosperity, and guidance. But angels are God'’s servants, and
all this attention and emphasis and glory should go to God,
not His servants. God says, “I will not share my glory with
another” (Isaiah 42:8). Scripture makes no mention of loving
angels—only God, His word, and people. And it never tells us
to pray to angels, only to the Lord Himself.

3. Instruction, knowledge, or insight from angels,
particularly ones with names.

Some angel teachers are proclaiming that angels are trying



very hard to contact us, so they can give us deeper knowledge
of the spiritual{8}. Invariably, this “angel knowledge” is a
mixture of truth and lies, and never stands up to the absolute
truth of Scripture.

There are four angel names that keep popping up in the angel
literature: Michael, Gabriel, Uriel, and Raphael. Michael and
Gabriel are the only angels mentioned by name in the Bible.
The other two show up in the apocryphal First Book of Enoch,
which includes a fanciful account of the actions of these four
beings. [Note: it has been brought to my attention that there
are actually two other named angels in the Bible: Apollyon,
the angel of the abyss in Revelation 9:11, and Satan, who 1is
an evil, fallen angel.] Those who report modern day angel
teachings are actually channeling information from demons.

4. Special knowledge or teachings from angels.

Naomi Albright distributes teachings about the deep meanings
of colors, and numbers and letters of the alphabet which she
claims is “knowledge given from above and brought forth in
more detail by the High Angelic Master Sheate, Lady Master
Cassandra, and Angel Carpelpous, and the Master Angel, One on
High.”{9} These same beings told Mrs. Albright to stress two
main teachings: first, that God accepts all religions, and
second, Reincarnation.{l0} These two teachings keep showing up
in much of the New Age angel literature, which shouldn’t be
surprising since they are heretical lies that come from the
pit of hell, which is where the demons feeding these lies to
the teachers are from.

Other angel teachings are that all is a part of God
(pantheism); the learner 1is set apart from others by the
“deep” knowledge that the angels give (this is a basic draw to
the occult); and that eventually, the one who pursues contact
with these angels will be visited by an Ascended Master or a
Shining Angel (which is a personal encounter with a demon).



We need to remember that God’s angels are not teachers. God’s
word says they are messengers—that’s what “angel” means-and
they minister to us. God has revealed to us everything we need
for life and godliness (2 Peter 1:3), so any hidden knowledge
that spirit beings try to impart is by nature occultic and
demonic.

5. Human divinity

The message of the ugly angels is that we need to recognize
that we are one with the divine, we are divine . . . we are
God. In Karen Goldman’'s The Angel Book: A Handbook for
Aspiring Angels, she says things like, “Angels don’t fall out
of the sky; they emerge from within.”{11} And, “The whole
purpose in life is to know your Angel Self, accept it and be
it. In this way we finally experience true oneness.”{12}

The following bit of heretical garbage was channeled from a
demon posing as an angel named Daephrenocles: “The wondrous
light of the Angels, from the elohim to the Archangels to the
Devas and Nature Spirits, are all bringing to you the
realization that you are magnificent—-you are divine now and
divine first.”{13}

Much of the angel literature refers to “the angel within.” But
angels are a separate part of the creation. They were created
before man as a different kind. They are not within us. The
movie “It’s a Wonderful Life” notwithstanding, when we hear a
bell ring it does not mean that an angel is getting his wings.
Nor do good people, especially children, become angels when
they die. We remain human beings—not angels, and certainly not
God.

What our culture needs in response to the angel craze 1is
strong discernment built on the foundation of God’s word. We
need to remember, and share with others, three truths about
angels:

1. The ministry of holy angels will never contradict the



Bible.

2. The actions of holy angels will always be consistent with
the character of Christ.

3. A genuine encounter with a holy angel will glorify God, not
the angel. Holy angels never draw attention to themselves.
They typically do their work and disappear.

It’s very true that many have “entertained angels unaware”
(Hebrews 13:2). But we need to make sure we’re entertaining
the right kind of angels!
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