“How Did John the Baptist Get
the Idea to Baptize People?”

Where did John the Baptist get the idea to dunk people in
water and call it baptism? It can’t be the same as our baptism
today, depicting the death, burial, and resurrection; that
hadn’t happened yet. He preached baptism for the remittance of
sin. But where did the idea come from?

Thanks for your question. D.S. Dockery has a good discussion
of this issue in his article on “Baptism” in the Dictionary of
Jesus and the Gospels [eds. Joel Green and Scot McNight
(Illinois: Intervarsity Press, 1992), 55-58].

Although the Jews practiced a form of proselyte baptism,
“there is no clear evidence prior to A.D. 70 that proselytes
underwent baptism as a requirement of conversion” (Ibid., 56).
Dockery presents the following arguments against the view that
Jewish proselyte baptism served as the model for John’s
baptism (ibid., 56):

1. There is no clear reference to Jewish proselyte baptism
in the 0T, Philo, or Josephus.

2. Jewish proselyte baptism was self-administered; John’s
baptism was administered by John.

3. There are grammatical differences between how the term
“baptism” is used in the NT and how it is used in texts
mentioning Jewish proselyte baptism.

4. John baptized Jews, conditioned on their repentance;
Jewish proselyte baptism was only for Gentiles.

But if John did not get this idea from Jewish proselyte
baptism, where did he get it? Dockery thinks a more likely
borrowing occurred from the Qumran community. He does not,
however, commit John to having been an Essene. In support of
his thesis, Dockery offers the following arguments (Ibid.,
57):
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1. Both the Qumran community and John stressed the
importance of repentance in relation to baptism.

2. Both viewed their ministries in terms of Isaiah 40:3.

3. Both baptized Jewish people.

However, there was one important distinction between the
Qumran community and John regarding baptism: the Qumran rite
was self-administered and practiced frequently, while John’s
baptism was administered by John and was a one-time rite of
initiation.

Thus, Dockery believes John got his idea for water baptism
from the Qumran community. Of course, it’s important to note
that if John originally received this idea from Qumran, he
nonetheless revised and adapted it to fit his own unique
purpose and calling as the one who was preparing the Jewish
nation to receive her Messiah. Also, 1it’s important to
remember that this is simply one scholar’s expert opinion. I
happen to think it a good one, but as he himself observes,
“.the background of John’s baptism remains fiercely debated”
(Ibid., 56).

God bless you,

Michael Gleghorn
Probe Ministries

“Who Are the Angels Mentioned
in the Bible?”

You mentioned that there are only a few Angels mentioned in
the Bible, and I was wondering if you could help me in
relation to them. Would you give me a list of the Angels'’
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names mentioned in the bible, and books or web sites where I
can learn about them.

Just two holy angels, Michael and Gabriel, are mentioned in
the Bible. Here are the references:

Michael-Daniel 10:13, 10:21, 11:1, 12:1; Jude 1:9, Rev. 12:7.
Gabriel-Daniel 8:16-18; Luke 1:19, 1:26, 1:28.

Two unholy angels are named: Apollyon, the angel of the abyss
in Revelation 9:11 (the Hebrew term is Abaddon), and Satan,
who is an evil, fallen angel.

Hope this helps!
Sue Bohlin

Probe Ministries

“What Makes the Bible a
Reliable Text on Angels?”

You cite the bible as a source of insight into angels. What
makes the bible a better source than any other fiction book
that has been written by anyone at anytime? Say I wrote a book
about angels because I wanted to get people to believe in
something they have never seen or felt or touched or smelled
or tasted. If I aged it 2 or 3 thousand years and there were
people like you around, would they believe it? What if I gave
it a prolific name like The Word, or Holy Text, or The
Greatest Truest Book Ever Written, does it then become more
plausible? What are your thoughts?

Hi ,
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My thoughts are that the Bible gives more than “insight” about
angels; it gives actual revelation-information from “outside
the box,” so to speak.

You can choose to call the Bible a book of fiction, but that
would only be because you haven’t considered the evidence that
shows it’s not. For instance, fulfilled prophecy alone 1is a
staggering evidence that it was divinely inspired, for who
else could write history in advance other than the God who is
outside of time?

I invite you to try and debunk the truth and validity of the
Bible. Many others have, and they have become its most
convinced defenders. If it truly can be debunked, then it’s
not worth believing in. But if it’'s true, and I completely
believe it is because of the evidence, then it’'s worth paying
attention to.

I have a suspicion you have an opinion of the Bible that 1is
not based on anything more than a contempt for God and
possibly for the people who believe in the Bible. (And allow
me to concede, regretfully, that a lot of religious people say
and do things that make God wince because they misrepresent
Him so egregiously, and it has a negative impact on others who
are watching—people like you? I think God grieves over this.)

You might consider shoring up your reasons. Our website 1is
full of resources that provide good evidence that
Christianity, and the Bible, are both true. If you don’t care
to check anything out, then at least I would hope you would be
honest enough to admit that your unbelief is based on a
refusal to investigate and not because there are good reasons
for it.

Respectfully,

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries



“Does Lucky Mean Lucifer Has
Smiled on Me?”

I would like to know the meaning to the word LUCKY. I have
been told that it means Lucifer has smiled on me and blessed
me. If this is true where do I find this information?

If you go to dictionary.com, this is what you’ll find:

lucky
adj. luckier, luckiest

1. Having or attended by good luck. See Synonyms at happy.

2. Occurring by chance; fortuitous.

3. Believed to bring good luck: hoped to draw a lucky
number.

There’s nothing there about Lucifer. What you heard 1is
something someone made up, and there’'s nothing to it.

From a Christian worldview, there IS no such thing as luck,
because God is in control of everything. There'’s such a thing
as blessing, but not luck. God is in control; Satan is not. In
fact, at the cross he was stripped of all real power (see Col.
2:15). ALl he has is wiles and lies, and if we arm ourselves
with the truth we can fight him all the time.

Hope this helps.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries
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“Are Militant Angels Good,
Bad or Ugly?”

Dear Sue,

Just recently we have been looking at some old photos of when
we first moved into our old house and there was a sign out the
front that said “BEWARE MILITANT ANGELS GUARD THIS PROPERTY.”
And I was just wondering what this meant. Are these good, bad
or ugly angels? Please email back even if you don’t come up
with anything.

Boy, the people who had the house before you had quite a sense
of humor! There are no such things as militant guardian
angels, since militants are people who are angry and
rebellious. The demons who fell from heaven were militant
against God, but they’re into destruction, not protection. And
the holy angels who protect us are submissive, not militant.

I think the sign is in the same category as the humorous signs
I've seen that say “This property protected by an attack cat,”
and they mean a household kitten.

At any rate, your e-mail made me smile, and I appreciate it.
Let me encourage you that it’'s cool and you have nothing to
worry about.

Warmly,

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries
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“Are Angels Male or Female?”

I've read your article “Angels: The Good, the Bad and the
Ugly,” and I have a doubt about the angel story that describes
an angel taking care of a child and her mother, but the angel
appeared to be a hospital nurse.

I mean, is an angel a he or a she? Or can they be either man
or woman?

Angels are not sexual beings; the Lord said they do not marry
(Mark 12:25), and sexuality and gender would seem to be an
element of humanity, not angel beings. So angels can take on
human appearances of both males and females. It’s like taking
on a role in a play, complete with costume.

That being said, all biblical references to angels use the
masculine pronoun “he.” That doesn’t mean they can’t appear as
female, but it’s good to know the baseline from scripture.

Hope this helps.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“Which Is It: Man’s Free Will
or God’s Omniscience?”

A friend of mine posed this question to me. I would like to
pass it along for your reflection:

When we say that God “knows the future”, are we saying that
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He possesses knowledge of all future events? My premise 1is
that in order for free will for Man to exist, then it 1is
impossible for God to know all future events. In other words,
these concepts are mutually exclusive. If that is true, then
which one exists — free will in humans, or knowledge by God
of all future events? (Or is my premise wrong?) My opinion 1is
that free will exists, and therefore God cannot know all
future events. Furthermore, Christians should not be troubled
by the concept of a God that does not possess knowledge of
all future events. They should rest assured that — one way or
another — He will execute His plan and carry out His
promises.

Thanks for any insights that I could pass along to him.

This is a big issue in theological circles today-sort of the
“God version” of the “what did he know and when did he know
it?” question. The debate over the extent of God’s
foreknowledge is called “open theism.” (Check out Rick Wade's
article called “God and the Future®).

But I can tell you what we believe. God does, indeed, know
every single detail of the future, which is why the Bible
contains accurate prophecy of future events—because not only
did God know they would (and will) happen, but because He is
sovereign, He superintends them.

I think many people misunderstand the concept of “free will,”
which is not a biblical term. The reality is that while we
have the ability to make truly significant choices, we don’t
have truly “free” will. You cannot, for example, choose to
wake up tomorrow morning in China when you go to bed in
Chicago. Or wake up speaking Chinese when all you know 1is
English. You cannot choose to be a different gender than what
God made you. (Yes, I'm aware of sex-change operations and
know people who’ve had them-we’re not even going there!
<smile>) But we can make choices that make a difference: for
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example, in our attitudes, in who we marry and most
importantly, which God we serve. We have limited freedom in
our choices, and God does not force us to choose things His
way; He respects our choices. But we do not have totally free
will.

I think your friend misunderstands the concept of God’s
sovereignty (“one way or another — He will execute His plan
and carry out His promises”) if he thinks that God can have a
plan and execute it if He doesn’t know everything that’s going
to happen. You can’t have it both ways. A God who is not
omniscient cannot be sovereign. A sovereign God MUST be
omniscient.

Hope this helps!

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“Is It Wrong to Be a Sperm or
Egg Donor?”

Dear Sue,

Quick question. What is your view on sperm/egg donations? Do
you think it is wrong to be a donor? Why or why not? This is
an interesting topic.

Quick answer. Yes, I think it’s wrong to seek—or be—a donor.
Because the creation of a new human being is supposed to be
the product of love and commitment in a marriage relationship,
not a consumer commodity that we produce simply because we
want a baby. Any time there 1s a sperm or egg donor, that
means people are going outside the marriage relationship to
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get what they want, which means a type of adultery.

In the case of infertility, this is a difficult and emotional
issue, but I think we should remember that no one has the
“right” to have a baby. It’'s like saying, “OK, God, You’'re not
cooperating to give me what I want, so I'm going to get it my
way.” Same thing for people who want to be parents but aren’t
married; having a baby is about getting what they want, not
about what’s in a child’s best interests (which is always
going to be a mother and father in a stable marriage).

This is a great example of why the “technological imperative”
is wrong; simply because we CAN, doesn’t mean we SHOULD.

Thanks for asking.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“It’'s So Hard to Be a
Christian on My Job!”

I am a commercial airline pilot and a born-again Christian. I
am frequently confronted with a very in-your-face, sexually
explicit, lewd, and immoral environment from the crew members
I fly with. I let people know that I am a Christian, that I
attend church and that I attend a men’s group. However, it
seems the barrage of sex jokes and immorality just keeps
coming even though they know I am not into those things. I
know that I am not the morality police and I try very hard not
to be critical and judgmental. I try to find other “common
ground” and try to serve my crew members and get to know them.
But sometimes, I feel like maybe I need to let them know more
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emphatically that I don’t want to participate or be a part of
those types of conversations and jokes. I don’t want to come
across as judgmental and holier than thou but I also would
like to establish healthy boundaries and establish a clear
identity so people know who I am and what I am and am not
about. Sometimes, I feel so frustrated about how to handle a
situation that I just say nothing but then I feel like it’s
not healthy to just sit there and listen to garbage all the
time. I was wondering if you have any suggestions that might
help me approach future situations with maturity and clarity.
I truly desire to serve God on my job. I have a heart for
people and would like to find the balance between being
judgmental and just sitting back and saying nothing.

I asked my friend Mike Cleveland, the writer and webservant of
Setting Captives Free (www.settingcaptivesfree.com), who 1is
also a commercial pilot, how to answer your question.

Dear Sue, I'm glad to see him desiring to be in the world but
not of it. Of course I'm in these same situations as he is. I
do not normally let them know, with my words, that I am a
born-again, blood-bought child of God, but I do try to show
i1t in my actions hoping that doors will open that I can speak
of Him with my words. Normally when the crew goes down to eat
in the hotel together is where most of this coarse joking
takes place. People get together, have a few drinks and the
foul speaking begins. I don’t partake of it at all, I get
silent and don’t laugh at the filthy jokes whatsoever but
simply turn away and look out the window or read the menu, or
find some other way to disengage from the conversation. I
have discovered that the strong man can be around that stuff
and neither have to laugh at it nor declare how juvenile it
is and how spiritual we are, but rather we can be silent and
strong. For the past couple of years I haven’t had this type
of joking go on around me; though I don’t get “in your face”
about my beliefs, there is the “aroma of heaven” that
accompanies a child of God who knows who he is in Jesus. If
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someone does slip with a bad word they normally look at me
and say, “oh sorry Mike” yet they may not have even heard me
say I'm a Christian. It’s called silent intimidation, letting
them “hear” our character by having them watch our deeds and
the way we live. We are the light of the world, and a light
cannot be hidden. A light “speaks” simply by 1its presence.
Help him to learn to enjoy the presence of the Lord and
wherever he goes he will BE a light. The enjoyment of God 1is
what we have that the world doesn’t, and that joy in the Lord
can’t be hidden. “They took notice of them, that they had
been with Jesus” (Acts 4:13). 0Of course every now and then
God opens a door where we can be bold with our words and
proclaim the gospel freely. I love those times. But they are
few and far between because the road to life is narrow and
few find it. Mike

Hope this helps!
Sue Bohlin

© 2002 Probe Ministries

“My teacher 1s encouraging me
to question my beliefs”

Dear Sue,

I hope I can word all of this correctly and in the most
concise manner possible. Thomas Aquinas of Renaissance times
said one must question what he believes rather than accept
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things blindly. This was the whole mindframe of the rebirth
from the dark ages. My mother of modern times says she doesn’t
question her faith because she wants to stay strong in her
beliefs. I agree with Aquinas. Whatever is in quotation marks
in this letter is an excerpt from my history teacher’s e-mails
to me. He wrote, “The first step in believing something for
yourself is figuring out what you believe versus what others
have told you to believe.” He said I should decipher
“propaganda from purpose.” He studied different religions
alongside Christianity such as Buddhism, Islam, and Hinduism,
and even though he didn’t buy into them he realized that they
were all promoting the same basic ideas: “The golden rule is
in every major religion.” Major religions all include the idea
of the flood and most promote a moral system for promotion. I
know I'm kind of jumping around but I hope you’ll still be
able to figure the labyrinth of my mind. He wrote, “Doubt is
the seeding ground of wisdom.” It drives people to find out
about their faith and strengthens their beliefs. He points out
the seeming contradictions in the Bible. Here come some more
quotes! “The last line of the Lord’s prayer is an addition by
a monk. .. Luke 19:45-48, Matthew 21:12-16, and Mark 11:15-18
show Jesus turning over the vendors at the temple after His
Triumphant entry into Jerusalem.”

I agree with Aquinas.

I do too, which is why I'm glad I was able to catch up with
you in the bathroom at church where I could use the wall to
illustrate the point that it’'s the strength and credibility of
what we believe in, rather than the strength or fragility of
our faith, that matters. That’s why it’s okay to question
Christianity: it can MORE than hold up under scrutiny. Just
like that wall was more than adequate to stand up to me
pushing against it.

He wrote, “The first step in believing something for yourself
is figuring out what you believe versus what others have told



you to believe.”

That's true. Part of growing up means examining our beliefs
that sit in our head like canned goods sit on the shelf of our
mind, and we decide which ones we’re going to keep and which
ones we’'re not. Once you believe to keep the “can” of a
belief, it becomes yours instead of your parents’ or your
teachers’. HOWEVER! The most important question is not, “Do I
believe it, or was I merely taught to believe it?” but “Is it
true, regardless of whether I believe it or not?”

He said I should decipher “propaganda from purpose.”

Who can argue with that? The bottom line question, again, 1is
“Is it true?” And how can we know if something is true or not,
apart from information from “outside the box” (the box being
the world and our human experience)? That’'s why we as
Christians depend on revelation: God is giving us information
from His perspective, outside the box. That’'s a big way (and
the ultimate way) we know whether something is true or not.

He studied different religions alongside Christianity such as
Buddhism, Islam, and Hinduism, and even though he didn’t buy
into them he realized that they were all promoting the same
basic ideas: “The golden rule is in every major religion.”

There’'s a big difference between all religions sharing a
particular element (e.g., the golden rule) and all religions
promoting the same basic ideas. We can find some truth in
every religion, but that doesn’t make the religions themselves
true because they don’t correspond to reality. Only
Christianity corresponds to reality.

I think it’s interesting how many people can “study” world
religions and come to the conclusion that they’'re all
basically the same. Eastern religion is radically different
from Christianity: the concept of reincarnation and karma is



vastly different from the concept of one birth, one death,
then judgment.

Furthermore, Christianity says “There is no way anyone can get
into heaven on their own because only the good and perfect and
holy can get in.” Other religions, if they even believe in a
heaven, depend on their own good works. Christianity says, “We
are dead in our sins and separated from God.” Other religions
say, “Our efforts can overcome our sin.” Christianity says,
“Jesus Christ is the only way to God.” Other religions say,
“There are many ways to God.” Christianity says, “Christ
living inside you 1is your power source and allows you to live
a live pleasing to God.” Other religions say, “You’'re on your
own” or, worse, the New Age religions promise the lie, “You
ARE god!”

Major religions all include the idea of the flood and most
promote a moral system for promotion.

First of all, the fact that major religions all have a flood
story/myth/legend says something powerful about it being a
real event! What's significant to me is that the flood story
as recorded in our Bible is the one that Jesus endorsed when
He quoted from that Bible, when He talked about Noah as a real
person.

Secondly, about promoting a moral system for promotion: what
is that but a system of human works? Why would we be surprised
that all religions, which address the subject of morality,
would talk about good works? Again, though, Christianity is
completely different from all other religions 1in this
department. It claims that there is nothing we can do to
promote ourselves, to climb any ladder of goodness and
morality because we are sinners. “Promotion” comes from
accepting Christ’'s righteousness in exchange for our
sinfulness. What a swap! That isn’t found in any other world
religion—what human would have thought it up???



I know I’m kind of jumping around but I hope you’ll still be
able to figure the labyrinth of my mind. He wrote, “Doubt 1is
the seeding ground of wisdom.” It drives people to find out
about their faith and strengthens their beliefs.

Doubt, if it means being openminded to finding or being
reassured of the truth, may well be a seeding ground of
wisdom. But I am concerned whenever ANY teacher holds up the
banner of doubt as “freethinking” as if choosing to continue
to believe your beliefs is closeminded and controlled. Please
see this teacher as a threat to your faith. God may well be
using him to help you build your faith at the same time, but
know that the enemy uses disillusioned teachers to destroy
students’ faith all the time. It’s not an accident; it’s a
deliberate attempt to spread the enemy’s poison. It’'s a
spiritual battle, and the teachers and professors are
unknowing pawns being manipulated by the enemy in the
heavenlies just as surely as if they were marionettes. And
ironically, they *think* they’re being “freethinkers!”

He points out the seeming contradictions in the Bible.
There’s nothing wrong with examining SEEMING contradictions.
Usually they come from not seeing the whole picture.

Here come some more quotes! “The last line of the Lord’s

prayer 1s an addition by a monk.”
And how would he know that?

“.Luke 19:45-48, Matthew 21:12-16, and Mark 11:15-18 show
Jesus turning over the vendors at the temple after His
Triumphant entry into Jerusalem”

Right. Who said there could only be one cleansing of the
temple? If John tells of one cleansing, and the synoptic



gospels put a cleansing at another time, why does that make it
a contradiction instead of an addition?

I'm so proud of you for not being afraid to face the
questions. You have nothing to be afraid of. The very power of
God is behind the philosophy and words of scripture, which
assure you that what you believe is indeed the truth. It will
always stand up to your study and hard scrutiny. What may not
stand up are your assumptions about things that God never said
in the first place, and that’s not a bad thing! (For instance:
there are people who suffer with their desire to get up and
dance to a great, moving, rhythmic song, but they
believe-because they’ve been taught-that dancing is sin. But
God never said it was! That’s a man-made rule that doesn’t
stand up under the searchlight of “Hath God said. . .?7")

Hang in there! You have all the supernatural assistance
possibly available to you!

Love,
Sue



