
“What About Body Piercing?”
In your latest Probe-Alert you had an interesting commentary
on tattoos. I was wondering what your thoughts were about
earrings, since they also change the body that God gave us.
What about body piercing in general?

Great question!

Earrings are considered a common form of jewelry in the Bible,
and  there  is  no  condemnation  associated  with  earrings
themselves. (Only the desire to adorn oneself with jewelry
instead of a beautiful and godly heart, Is. 3 and 1 Pet. 3:3.)
In  fact,  in  Ezek.  16  the  Lord  describes  how  he  treated
unfaithful Jerusalem with tenderness and love, dressing her
with fine garments and adorning her with all sorts of jewelry,
including earrings.

But it’s not just earrings you wonder about, I bet. . . it’s
pierced earrings, right? Well, ear piercing is addressed in
the Old Testament in a positive way. If a master wants to
grant freedom to his servant, “But if the servant declares, ‘I
love my master and my wife and children and do not want to go
free,’ then his master must take him before the judges. He
shall take him to the door or the doorpost and pierce his ear
with an awl. Then he will be his servant for life.” (Exo.
21:6)

Personally, I wonder if the Lord didn’t create earlobes just
for decoration. . .??! <smile>

The important thing, though, for a New Testament Christian, is
that we don’t live under Old Testament rules anyway, and we
have  freedom  in  Christ  to  do  anything  that  He  gives  us
permission to do. Since there is no prohibition anywhere in
the Bible against pierced ears and earrings, then one needs to
go by other Biblical principles. For instance, if a girl wants
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to get her ears pierced but her parents say no, then the
principle of children obeying their parents would dictate that
it would be wrong in this instance.

But apart from ear piercing, there is the subject of body
piercing. There is no New Testament prohibition against it,
and not even an Old Testament prohibition as far as I can
tell. There IS a matter of common sense here, though. For
instance, the advice columninst “Dear Abby” published a letter
from a dentist not long ago warning people against tongue
piercing. He said, “Our mouths weren’t made to work with metal
banging around in them,” and that he had quite a number of
patients who came in with several broken teeth. Fixing them
with crowns is tedious and very expensive, he said, and in his
opinion tongue piercing isn’t worth it.

Speaking of which, I have a counselor friend who told me that
in the beginning of this fad, someone did a study of those who
had pierced their tongues, and discovered that 100% of these
young  people  had  been  sexually  abused.  That’s  food  for
thought. (It’s no longer 100%, of course, since now it’s a
matter of “fashion.”)

The biblical principle that would cover body piercing (as well
as tattoos), in my opinion, is 1 Cor. 10:23: “‘Everything is
permissible’–but not everything is beneficial. ‘Everything is
permissible’–but  not  everything  is  constructive.”  I  would
suggest that the Christian’s responsibility is to ask the
Lord, “What would YOU have me to do about this?” And then
obey.

Hope this helps!

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries



“The Story of a Couple Who
Left an Abusive Church”
Dear Patrick Zukeran,

My wife and I are going through a bad experience in Church at
the moment and your Abusive Churches: Leaving Them Behind
article has/is really helping us. Thank you.

We are from a city in England called ______.

Three years ago we planted a church with another family, for
about two years everything was going well and the church grew
in numbers.

My wife and I were elders and my wife was also praise and
worship leader. We gave our all to promoting the church even
to the point of exhaustion, we were out at least four to five
nights per week and as our Pastor taught we were sacrificing
everything for the Church.
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We met in a community centre and every Sunday we would be the
first  in  setting  up  all  the  relevant  equipment  up,  sound
equipment etc. We would also be the last out after tidying up
etc.

Our Pastor would at times bring us a teaching which was often
a rebuke for not doing things according to what he thought was
right.  We  would  voice  our  concerns  and  opinions  and  be
labelled unteachable and told everything he was saying was in
the word of God and we should use it as the final authority in
our lives. If we did not then we were rebelling against God.

We would often feel a heaviness in the atmosphere when in his
presense. My wife would be told that it was up to her and her
worship team to usher in the presence of God and would often
be told that there was no anointing on her voice. She would
often come home and end up in tears because she could not give
anymore.

She led the service once with a broken elbow, another time
with a collar around her neck she had pulled her muscles, we
were always told we had to sacricfice family time for the
church as this was honourable to God and we would be rewarded
for our works.

Anyway after almost three years we decided to step down from
our positions as elders, we just could not give anymore!!

We were told that we were breaking a spiritual covenant with
the pastor and the first lady of the house (his wife) and this
had to be done in a way that would cause the least amount of
pain and disruption to the church.

I addressed the church and said that we were stepping down
from Eldership because God had blessed our business and we did
not have the time to serve them any longer, we told them that
we did not want to hinder what God was doing and wanted to
step aside so that God could raise up new elders to help carry
the vision forward, it was very tearful and emotional because



we had planted this church and were about to step down from
our position. It was also emotional because we were hurting
for everything that we had been through, the constant rebukes
etc.  The  Church  applauded  us  for  our  service  and  on  the
outside everything looked ok, one the inside we felt/feel for
the rest of the church and for the well being of the Pastor
because  he  will  not  take  any  counsel  and  the  church  are
absorbed by his character.

On one occasion in a meeting with my wife and me, he walked
out because my wife and I said that we felt that the church as
a body was not growing because everyone in our church, apart
from  two  people  were  already  Christians  and  we  should
concentrate  on  the  lost.  We  were  told  that  we  were  so
insensitive and how could we hurt his feelings so much.

Anyway enough of our problems and experiences I expect you
have heard all this before, again we would like to thank you
for helping us through your writings.
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“God is a Child-Killer!”
This is about your mentioning that the bible says abortion is
a sin. Then I would say that God should also not abort the
unborn. But when he drowned the world, he aborted thousands of
sinless unborn children.

So!!!!! don’t talk about abortion. (That is if you believe in
the ark nonsense!)

We have over 5 billion people in this world, and when there
will be more, there will be famine, and those people that
listened  to  you  will  come  after  you,  and  demand  an
explanation. And then your home made GOD will not be there to
help you. He never was there anyway. He is a figment of your
imagination.  Those  people  have  been  black  mailed  by  your
teachers  and  the  teachers  before  them,  but  the  time  of
reckoning  is  not  that  far  off.  You  have  leached  enough
monetarily of them. Your Churches are becoming emptier.

PS. In 2 Kings 2:23,24— he kills 42 Children by sending 2 she-
bears to rip them apart, because they called an old man a
baldhead. This has not a thing to do with abortion: But it
shows that if there was a God like the Bible describes, He
does not like children at all. I could give you many more text
to this effect, but I had my say.

I can tell you are very angry. I don’t know what caused your
anger, but whatever it was, I’m sorry.

Since you have arrived at the point of decided that there is
no God, then it seems to be inappropriate and pointless to be
angry at people who believe in Him. Because if there truly is
no God, then the Bible is a man-made book of myths, and all
the stories in it are meaningless. And if there is no God,
then you have no basis for outrage at anything that anyone
says  about  anything  at  all  because  there  is  no  ultimate
meaning or purpose in life. And if there is no meaning or
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purpose in life, why waste your time getting angry at other
people’s false beliefs? You may as well rage at the fact that
the sky is blue or that there are 24 hours in the day. None of
it matters in the end anyway.

But I think underneath your insistence that there is no God,
you probably know better, and He may have allowed something
painful to happen for which you are angry at Him. I’m sorry
for that.

And if nothing happened, you’ve lived a great and charmed life
but you’re angry anyway, then I’m sorry for that too, because
it’s sad to be angry for no reason. Uses lots of energy that
could be used for other things.

Concerning the 2 Kings passage you mention, “children” is an
unfortunate translation. It should really be translated “young
men” like the majority of the other times this word appears in
scripture. Their disrespectful taunt of God’s prophet incurred
the discipline of God because He is holy and His prophet is
holy, and treating God and His prophet with contempt is a very
serious sin. God loves children, but He is also holier than we
can really imagine with our puny little minds. I don’t know
the answers to all the questions that bother you about God’s
actions in the Bible, but I do know that He is bigger than our
questions, and we don’t have all the facts that would allow us
to fully understand why an immense and powerful and holy God
would do things that make us shake our heads and wonder about.

But I do know He loves us. Even when doing hurtful things,
like drowning the world. Just like a cancer surgeon can be
loving even when he’s cutting into people’s bodies to take out
cancerous growths.

Thank you for writing.

Sue Bohlin

Probe Ministries



“Does  Calvinism  Make  People
into Choiceless Puppets?”
When  I  look  at  the  doctrine  of  predestination  from  the
Calvinistic  perspective  I  seem  to  come  to  the  same  final
conclusion. It appears to me that in the Calvinistic approach,
man is only an observer. Which would mean that my actions,
thoughts,  hopes,  dreams,  relationships,  etc.,  are  all
meaningless. I call man an observer because, according to
Calvin, ALL is predetermined.

There is no “choice.” There is double predestination. Life
would end up being deterministic and fatalistic. I am merely a
linear program executing my own destruction. What’s the use in
doing anything? To me love then becomes meaningless. More
importantly, how do I know for sure that I am really one of
the  “chosen”?  Since  every  part  of  my  being  is  totally
deprived, how do I know if I really believe what I need to
believe since my intellect is deprived also? I have talked to
some  Calvinists  about  this.  They  seem  to  ignore  the
philosophical  problems  I  pose  and  move  on  without  ever
answering my questions. I get the old “That’s the way it is,”
answer. It appears to me that if you follow Calvin’s view to
its logical extreme, man becomes only an observer who can
affect nothing. My problem arises when I conclude that if this
is the case, then God sends a person to Hell for sins that God
determined and orchestrated for the observer to “commit.” Why
would God hold me responsible for a sin that He “programmed”
me to commit? Perhaps I am misunderstanding Calvinism but this
is the way I see it. Please correct me if I am mistaken. Thank
you for you time. Sorry about the length of my question. I am
in search of knowledge. I have changed my mind many times on
this issue. HELP!
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You ask a very important question. Unfortunately, it cannot be
adequately answered in an e-mail (not by me, at any rate). I
will attempt to sketch out a few lines of thought for your
consideration, but let me also recommend a couple books that
might help you think through some of these issues in a little
more detail. On the side of what might be called “theistic
determinism” you may want to look at Jonathan Edwards’ Freedom
of the Will. On the other hand, Norman Geisler’s Chosen but
Free  presents  a  position  which  some  might  call  “moderate
Calvinism,” insofar as he does not embrace all five points of
Dortian Calvinism and argues for genuine, self-determining,
human freedom and responsibility. There are also some good
articles  in  the  Evangelical  Dictionary  of  Theology  on
“Calvinism,” “Predestination,” and “Freedom, Free Will, and
Determinism”. In my response, I will simply try to set forth a
few passages from the Bible which seem to shed some light on
this difficult and controversial issue.

In the first place, there are certainly verses which teach
that God “works all things after the counsel of His will”
(Eph. 1:11). Without doubt, then, God is sovereign and is
providentially guiding history to its predetermined end. But
as W.S. Reid (himself a Calvinist) correctly observes in his
article on “Predestination” in the Evangelical Dictionary of
Theology,  “At  this  point  the  question  arises  of  the
possibility of individual freedom and responsibility if God is
absolutely  sovereign.  How  can  these  things  be?  Yet  the
Scriptures repeatedly assert both. Joseph’s remarks to his
brothers and Peter’s statement concerning Christ’s crucifixion
highlight  this  fact  (Gen.  45:4ff.;  Acts  2:23).  Man,  in
carrying  out  God’s  plan,  even  unintentionally,  does  so
responsibly and freely” (871). This statement makes it plain
that at least some Calvinists do indeed make room for a degree
of genuine human freedom and responsibility, while at the same
time affirming the full and unmitigated sovereignty of God.
Although it may certainly be a mystery (at least from man’s
perspective) how both of these things can be simultaneously



true, I agree with Reid that the Bible does indeed “repeatedly
assert both.”

But doesn’t the Fall of man affect human freedom? Indeed it
does! Before the Fall, man’s will was perfectly free both to
obey and disobey God. However, after the Fall the freedom to
obey  was  lost  (whether  partially  or  completely  need  not
concern us here). Nevertheless, through His gift of salvation
(including  both  regeneration  and  sanctification),  God  is
restoring  this  original  freedom  in  His  people  (2  Cor.
3:16-18). In addition, however, it must also be kept in mind
that even unregenerate men are acting freely when they sin.
They  freely  CHOOSE  to  sin  because  their  nature  is  now
depraved, fallen and sinful. But when someone becomes a new
creature in Christ, the freedom to do good and obey God is, to
some  degree,  restored.  And  through  the  process  of
sanctification, God is progressively restoring this freedom in
His children more and more.

Again,  as  Norman  Geisler  points  out  in  his  article  on
“Freedom,  Free  Will,  and  Determinism”  in  the  Evangelical
Dictionary of Theology, even fallen man retains a degree of
genuine human freedom. This is taught in many passages of
Scripture (e.g. Matt. 23:37; John 7:17; 1 Cor. 9:17; 1 Pet.
5:2; Philem. 14). Thus, even if it is not fully explicable
(for man at any rate), the Bible clearly teaches both Divine
Sovereignty  and  a  degree  of  genuine  human  freedom  and
responsibility. Indeed, in some passages, both ideas appear
virtually side by side. For instance, in Prov. 16:9 we read,
“The mind of man plans his way, but the Lord directs his
steps.” Passages such as this may teach that man has a measure
of self-determination, while at the same time indicating that
what man freely chooses is also (on some level) directed by
God.

Finally,  the  Scriptures  clearly  indicate  that  God  is
graciously working in His people “both to will and to work for
His good pleasure” (Phil. 2:13). I don’t think that this work



of God should be viewed as a coercion of our wills. Rather, it
seems to me that it would be more properly understood as a
persuading  and  empowering  of  our  wills  so  that  we  freely
choose to do what God wants us to do. We may not have chosen
to do such things apart from this work of God in our lives,
but it is nonetheless WE OURSELVES who choose them in response
to this gracious work. In a similar way, Satan is described as
“working in the sons of disobedience” (Eph. 2:2) with the
result that fallen, unregenerate men “want to do the desires”
of the devil (John 8:44). But of course even here such men
freely  choose  to  follow  Satan  in  his  disobedience  and
rebellion against God (even if unconsciously). In addition,
one must also keep in mind that even Satan’s sin and rebellion
against God is part of the plan and purposes of God (though
freely chosen on Satan’s part). And while Satan can only carry
out his malicious intentions to the extent that God permits
(see Job 1-2 and 2 Cor. 12:7-9), they are nonetheless Satan’s
(NOT God’s) malicious intentions.

Thus, the biblical position (as I see it) affirms BOTH Divine
Sovereignty  AND  some  degree  of  genuine  human  freedom  and
responsibility. There is, I will certainly grant, a mystery
here, but (at least in my opinion) no contradiction. Man is
finite in his understanding and limited in his actions by time
and space, but God is infinite in His understanding and not
limited in His actions by time and space. It is therefore not
unreasonable  to  think  that  what  man  may  be  incapable  of
comprehending  (e.g.  Divine  Sovereignty  and  human  freedom
operating simultaneously and harmoniously) might nonetheless
still be true. I therefore think that we are safest to stick
closely to the express affirmations of Scripture, even if we
cannot formulate a mathematically precise explanation of the
relationship between Divine Sovereignty and human freedom. The
Scriptures seem to affirm both and we must be content with
this. This, at any rate, is my opinion on the matter.

Wishing you God’s richest blessings!



Shalom,

Michael Gleghorn
Probe Ministries

“What If God Doesn’t Exist?”
I have been a Christian for a very long time. I enjoy arguing
for the truth of my faith. However, I run into a lot of
trouble when it comes to doubt. I have read many of the
articles on your site talking about things like, “Why Isn’t
the Evidence Clearer?” The problem that I have is that it is
difficult to fully devote myself to the Lord in the presence
of the plausibility of His non-existence. I believe there is
very  good  evidence  for  the  historical  reliability  of  the
scriptures and so forth but there is such a huge possibility
still open for this not to be true. Just because there is a
reliable historical record about something doesn’t make that
thing true. It just seems that the every day experience that I
have as a Christian can be interpreted in any number of ways.
In fact many other people of other antithetical religions to
Christianity and schools of thought explain answered prayer
and things like that in seemingly acceptable ways. It seems
that to simply say that our evidence is the “best” isn’t good
enough.  I  know  I  have  made  mistakes  about  things  that  I
believe in the past because I wasn’t careful enough about
examining the arguments against it. Therefore I think that it
is possible that there are other ways to interpret my beliefs.

Lots  of  people  struggle  with  doubt,  so  you  are  in  good
company.

You’re right, it is POSSIBLE that other religions and other
worldviews may explain what happens in life. It’s possible
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there is no God and we are all one giant cosmic accident
(except that we wouldn’t be a giant accident, we would be a
small,  insignificant,  meaningless  accident,  right?).  It’s
possible there is no heaven, that we all go into another life
form in reincarnation. These things are, indeed, possible.

My challenge to you is, what evidence can you find that these
explanations are better than the revelation from God in the
Bible? Don’t just look at it in your own head, thinking, “Oh
yeah, that could be true.” Actively pursue the evidence for
the truth of alternate worldviews.

If your biggest problem is that it’s possible God doesn’t
exist, then you might want to explore other expressions of
Christianity.  Is  it  possible  that  you  have  only  been  in
churches where people live in their heads, like many Baptist
or  Bible  churches?  Do  you  have  any  experience  with
supernatural manifestations of the Holy Spirit? Do you have
any experience with churches that truly understand the depth
of reverence and holiness in worship?

I have a hunch that your problem may well be that your God is
too small. That you have only had a peek at the true God, the
God who is a consuming fire as well as a passionate Lover as
well as one who speaks in a still, small voice.

I suggest you start seeing what else you can learn of God’s
heart and personality and experience by trying different types
of Christian churches. Go to a charismatic or Pentecostal
church  if  you’ve  never  done  that.  Go  find  a  Catholic  or
Episcopalian  church  where  the  leadership  knows  Christ  and
seeks to make Him known. If you’ve never known a church with
excellent Bible teaching, try that. Especially look for a
church  with  deeply  meaningful  worship  where  people  are
intentionally and effectively drawn into greater intimacy with
Jesus Christ. Get outside the box of your experience up to
this point. And at the same time, ask God to reveal Himself to
you in ways you’ve never seen or heard or experienced.



Is it possible there’s no one there to answer? Sure. But if
that is the case, why is there such a deep longing to know
Him?  We  have  stomachs  because  of  food,  and  we  have  eyes
because there is so much to see. . . and we have longing
hearts because God made us for Himself.

I hope this helps. I send this with a prayer that the God Who
is there will touch you in such a deeply intimate part of your
heart that you will KNOW He is there.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“How  Can  I  Respond  to  the
Argument that Christ as the
Only Way is Too Intolerant?”
An issue that often comes up in talks about Christianity is
tolerance. Can you help me respond to the argument, “Christ as
the only way to Heaven is too intolerant”? Is Islam tolerant?
Do Muslims believe Christians will go to heaven?

Concerning the claim that it is intolerant to assert that
Jesus is the only way to Heaven, I think we must first point
out that this is what Jesus Himself actually claimed in John
14:6: “I am the way, and the truth, and the life; no one comes
to the Father, but through Me.” In other words, Christians are
merely telling people what Jesus claimed; we are not asserting
this simply on our own authority.

Second, we must try to help people to view Jesus’ claim as
something which is either true or false. By focusing on the
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issue  of  truth,  we  help  to  dispel  some  of  the  negative
emotional baggage which such a claim has for many people in
our pluralistic society.

Third, we may want to use an analogy. For instance, is it
intolerant to claim that 2+2=4? Is it narrow-minded, or naive,
not to believe that (at least for some people) 2+2 may equal
3? Or 5? Or is it rather the case that 2+2=4 regardless of
whether anyone believes this or not? See my point? Jesus’
claim to be the only way is either true or false. If it’s
true, it is no more intolerant to assert its truthfulness than
it is to assert that 2+2=4. Sometimes there really is only ONE
correct answer, after all.

Concerning  the  Islamic  position  on  Christians  in  the
afterlife, I doubt whether one can be completely dogmatic
here.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  the  general  Islamic  view
regarding one’s final judgment before God can NEVER be known
with certainty before it takes place. Even the most devout
Muslims will acknowledge that they cannot be sure of their own
entrance  into  Paradise  (dying  in  a  Jihad,  a  holy  war,
notwithstanding). And if they are not sure about themselves, I
imagine they are even less sure about Christians. In fact, the
Qur’an offers no forgiveness for one who commits the sin of
shirk, which is to associate any partner with God. Thus, many
Muslims would equate the Christian view of Jesus with shirk,
in which case they would hold that Christians could never be
admitted into Paradise. Having said that, however, there are
probably some Muslims who would acknowledge the possibility of
Christians being admitted into Paradise. But they would likely
be quick to add that Christians would greatly improve their
chances by converting to Islam!

Shalom,

Michael Gleghorn



“There  Is  No  Compelling
Reason to Accept the Books of
the Bible as Special”
I have some comments and questions regarding your article on
the church canon—in particular, the last paragraph. You state
that:

“We show that it is true to unbelievers by demonstrating
that it is systematically consistent.”

However,  there  are  numerous  inconsistencies  throughout  the
bible—in both the old and new testaments—and in particular
throughout the gospels and the accounts of the life and death
of Jesus—as most non-believers can readily point out. While
the inconsistencies as a whole do not negate the viability of
the scripture, it does indicate that the canon as it stands is
NOT systematically consistent.

You also state that:

“We make belief possible by using both historical evidence
and philosophical tools.”

Philosophical,  yes—but  historical,  no.  Archeological  and
historical research has done as much to prove as disprove the
scripture—at best a 50-50 balance.

And you also state:

“Once individuals refuse to accept the claim of inspiration
that the Bible makes for itself, they are left with a set of
ethics without a foundation.”
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True—however, it is not sufficient to take the word of one
source in regards to origin or inspiration. In other words,
just because one book of the bible (a collection of documents
written at very different times and by very different authors)
says so isn’t sufficient to make it so for the whole. At the
time that portion of the bible was written, the whole did not
yet  exist  and  the  reference  to  inspiration  could  only  be
referring to the work in which it appears.

If  that  is  the  argument—then  there  is  no  need  for
philosophical  or  historical  tools  to  aid  in  believe.  You
cannot “have your cake and eat it too” in this case—either use
science  (history,  etc.)  to  prove  the  reliability  and
uniqueness of the canon or base it on faith—one or the other,
not both.

It seems to me——that despite an otherwise well researched and
argued  explanation  of  the  canonization  of  the  current
bible—there still is no compelling reason for the current
books of the bible to be held in any higher esteem than those
of the apocrypha or the writings of early church fathers.

Thank you for the thoughtful response to my essay on the
canonization of the Bible. Let me briefly respond to some of
your points.

However, there are numerous inconsistencies throughout the
bible in both the old and new testaments—and in particular
throughout the gospels and the accounts of the life and
death of Jesus as most non-believers can readily point out.
While the inconsistencies as a whole do not negate the
viability of the scripture, it does indicate that the canon
as it stands is NOT systematically consistent.

The question of consistency regarding the Gospels has been
hotly contested. Perhaps the problem partly lies in defining
what we mean by consistency. No one denies that the writers
were attempting to give different perspectives regarding the



events  and  ministry  of  Jesus.  My  view  and  the  view  of
conservative theologians is that the teachings of the four
Gospels are consistent even though individual details might
differ. Where some see inconsistency and conflict, others see
different  perspectives  of  a  single  or  similar  event.  The
Gospels  were  not  written  as  a  history  text  or  as  a
biographical work in the modern sense, to hold these texts to
this  kind  of  standard  would  be  placing  unwarranted
restrictions  on  the  writings.

Archeological and historical research has done as much to
prove as disprove the scripture at best a 50-50 balance.

The role of archaeology and historical evidence in affirming
the NT writings is also a complex one. You seem to be arguing
that if one places their faith in the teachings of the NT they
cannot use historical and archaeological evidence to defend
the texts in any manner. While I would agree that neither
archaeological  nor  historical  evidence  can  prove  that  the
teachings of the Bible are theologically true, they can affirm
a number of things about the nature of the texts. First, they
give us expanding knowledge of the geographical setting of the
events that are described. Second, they help us to understand
the religious milieu of the time (ex. Nag Hammadi findings).
Third, they constrain the attempts of some to mythologize the
NT. The discoveries of the Well of Jacob, the Pool of Siloam,
the probable location of the Pool of Bethesda, and the name of
Pilate himself on a stone in the Roman theater at Caesarea
lend historical credibility to the NT text. Certainly the
reliability  of  the  NT  writings  can  benefit  from  positive
archaeological and historical evidence.

At the time that portion of the bible was written, the whole
did not yet exist and the reference to inspiration could
only be referring to the work in which it appears.

The  high  regard  that  the  church  Fathers  had  for  the  OT
writings did not transfer to the NT texts until the church was



forced to respond to threatening issues. Since some had been
disciples of Apostles, the urgency to define the canon was not
intense. Once given the need to do so in the second and third
centuries, believers held to those writings that affirmed the
tradition that had been handed down from the beginning. The
place given to the Apocrypha by the early church is another
issue which I address in my essay on those writings.

Thanks again for your comments.

Sincerely,

Don Closson

“Aren’t You Embarrassed That
the  Most  Important  Part  of
Your  Life  is  Your
Domestication?”
Sue–

Does it not bother you that your various and vast achievements
in  both  the  academic  and  spiritual  realms  are  completely
overshadowed by your domestication and motherhood?

Your website reports:

“Sue Bohlin is an associate speaker with Probe Ministries.
She attended the University of Illinois, and has been a Bible
teacher and conference speaker for over 25 years. She serves
as a Mentoring Mom for MOPS (Mothers of Pre-Schoolers), and
on the board of Living Hope Ministries, a Christ-centered
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outreach to those wanting to leave homosexuality. She is also
a professional calligrapher and the webservant for Probe
Ministries; but most importantly, she is the wife of Dr. Ray
Bohlin and the mother of their two grown sons.”

Does it not hurt to define your life through your involvement
with others? Does this proliferation of the values dictated by
our patriarchal society not cause you distress?

Hi ____,

Wow, what great questions! I’m so glad you asked!

First of all, what does “domestication” mean? I’m thinking
that to you, it may mean something negative and contemptuous.
The root word comes from the Latin “domus,” home, which is
exactly what is most important to me because home is about
family (and not the structure in which we live). But it has
taken  on  a  negative  connotation  as  if  a  woman’s  true
fulfillment  is  found  outside  the  home,  so  anything  that
connects her to home and family is sadly restrictive. (Thank
you Betty Friedan et al.. . .)

I have been blessed to be able to live a rich and varied life,
but all of my “achievements” pale markedly compared to the
sweetness of my most important relationships with my husband
and sons. For example, my work as a speaker and writer and
webservant for Probe Ministries, as wonderful as that is,
can’t  begin  to  hold  a  candle  to  the  joy  of  loving  and
influencing the men God has given me to love and influence. I
believe that God means for women to be most deeply fulfilled
by our relationships, because He made us so relational. My
“mark” on the world, I assure you, is far greater in my
various relationships compared to the lectures I’ve given or
the website I built. You might not ever be able to see the
difference I make as Ray’s wife or Curt and Kevin’s mom, but
believe me, as they all make their marks on the world, I can
see it.



Doesn’t  it  hurt,  you  ask,  to  define  my  life  through  my
involvement with others? In other words, to define my life
through my relationships? I wish you could see the huge smile
on my heart as I think about your question. . . because
ultimately,  I  think  we  were  created  to  define  our  lives
exactly that way. What makes my life worth living is my strong
and healthy relationship first of all with my Creator, from
whom I find out what I was made for, what I was made to do,
and thus find my fulfillment in walking out the sense of “I
was made for this!!” My “achievements in the academic and
spiritual realms” are only a small part of what God made me
for, as His beloved daughter and friend. Since that is how I
define myself–as a cherished child of God–then no matter what
happens in any other dimension of my life, I do not fear being
rocked by the loss of what defines me. Should I lose my
family, God forbid, that will not change my identity. Should I
lose my vision or my voice or my mobility or my mind, that
will  not  change  my  identity,  since  my  identity  and  my
definition  is  not  found  in  those  things.

You also ask, “Does this proliferation of the values dictated
by our patriarchal society not cause you distress?” Not at
all, because I don’t see patriarchy as evil; I see it as a
God-ordained chain of authority. Of course, it is complicated
by the fact that every single human being on the planet is
broken and sinful and infected by a rebellious spirit, but
that doesn’t make patriarchy inherently wrong. I’m smiling
again because I know that patriarchy is another one of those
contempt-filled  words  in  the  academy  (especially  at  the
University of Texas! How many women’s studies profs have you
studied under?). Yet from my understanding of scripture and of
feminism, an authority structure that points to God as loving
Father makes me feel secure, not subjugated, and beloved, not
bitter.

I’m also aware that I may well come off to you as naïve and
uneducated in The Ways Of The World, needing to be shown how



truly sad and imprisoned by my misbeliefs I am. But that’s one
of the joys of being over 50 and seeing how incredibly loving
and kind and generous God has been to me, personally, in 30+
years  of  walking  with  Him  and  deriving  my  identity  and
direction from Him: I know too much about how good life is
lived according to His values to be bothered by what feminist
thought thinks of my life.

Here’s the thing, ______: when I am an old woman, at the end
of my life, it really won’t matter what I have accomplished in
the world’s eyes. What will matter is how much I loved and was
loved,  how  much  and  how  deeply  I  influenced  and  impacted
people’s  lives.  That’s  ultimately  about  relationships.  My
sister is a hospice nurse and she sees people dying every day.
They never want to be surrounded by their diplomas or their
trophies or their certificates of achievements, but by their
family and friends. I think that says something profound about
what ultimately matters.

Thank you so much for asking so I could share my heart with
you.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

© 2005 Probe Ministries

“What  About  Those  Who  Have
Not Heard?”
What happens to those who have not heard about Jesus and
therefore cannot choose or reject Him?

The Bible does not give a complete answer to the question. But
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there are certain principles that are contained in the Bible;
so, although we may not be totally dogmatic on this subject,
neither can we say that we must be agnostic toward it. There
is sufficient information given so that we can gain a good
perspective on it.

First, God never intended anyone to be out of fellowship with
Him. Heaven was intended to be man’s destination. God is holy
and loving and wants everyone to repent (Exod. 34:6-7; Jonah
4:10-11; 2 Peter 3:9). Though He is a just and righteous God,
He’s also a loving God.

Second, God’s nature prevents Him from being unfair. The Bible
teaches that God judges fairly (Gen. 18:25; Psalm 7:11, 9:18;
1 Peter 1:17). In His infinite justice, He will be much fairer
than we, with our limited understanding of justice, could
possibly be.

Third, man is not in total ignorance or spiritual darkness.
The Bible clearly teaches that man has an awareness both of
God and of eternity (Psalm 19:1-4; Eccl. 3:11; John 1:9; Acts
14:15-17; Rom. 1:18-21, 2:15). It was the Roman sage Seneca
who said, “God is near you, is with you. A sacred Spirit
dwells within us, the Observer and Guardian of all our evil
and all our good. There is no good man without God.” [Quoted
in J. Oswald Sanders, How Lost Are the Heathen? (Chicago:
Moody, 1972), 53.]

However, this God-consciousness is not enough. Man must have
more information than this in order to be saved. The Christian
message is in jeopardy at either extreme. If God-consciousness
is sufficient for salvation, then the Bible’s revelation is
unnecessary. This is wrong because the Bible places such an
importance in bringing the message of Jesus Christ to those
who have not heard (Rom. 10:14). But if the Bible is the only
way a person can be saved, then we are back to our initial
question about those who haven’t heard.



In these cases, we have a fourth principle: God will provide
the necessary information to those who seek Him. God rewards
those  who  seek  Him  (Heb.  11:6).  He  will  give  anyone  who
earnestly seeks Him enough information to make a decision (1
Chron.  15:2;  Psalm  9:10;  Prov.  8:17;  Jer.  29:13;  Acts
8:30-31). God sent Peter to a Roman official named Cornelius
to tell him about Jesus (Acts 10). It is also possible that
God may work faith in a person’s heart so that, like Job, he
may say, “I know that my Redeemer lives,” without knowing the
identity of the Redeemer.

Fifth,  the  responsibility  for  a  decision  concerning  this
information  belongs  to  each  one  of  us.  We  are  ultimately
responsible for the course we choose. No one can make the
decision for us. As C.W. Hale Amos wrote, “From what we know,
respecting the terms of salvation, we are led irresistibly to
the conclusion that no man can perish except by his own fault
and deliberate choice.” [Ibid., 54.]

We do not have a complete answer to this question. The above
principles indicate that God wants all of us to repent, that
He is a fair judge, that He will give all of us enough
information, and that we are responsible for the decision we
make based on that information.

But there is not a totally clear picture about what happens to
those who have not heard. This should give us all the more
reason to make sure, if we are Christians, that we do what we
can to share the Good News with all people or, if we are not
Christians, we make a decision for Jesus Christ today. If we
are not completely sure that we are believers, we should make
sure by a conscious decision. As C.S. Lewis said in Mere
Christianity, “If you are worried about the people outside [of
Christianity], the most unreasonable thing you can do is to
remain outside yourself.” [C.S. Lewis, Mere Christianity (NY:
Macmillan, 1972), 50.]

Kerby Anderson
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“Is Oral Sex a Sin?”
Is oral sex a sin? Does it constitute having sex? Can you have
and give oral sex and still remain a virgin? Is it okay to
have oral sex if you’re in a committed marriage? And if it’s
wrong can you tell me where in the Bible it says this?

I’m sorry about the many questions but these questions have
been nagging me for quite a while.

Is oral sex a sin?

It’s permitted within marriage (by mutual consent), but a sin
outside  of  marriage.  In  condemning  fornication  (some
translations call it “sexual immorality”), the Bible says that
all sexual activity outside of marriage is sin. It’s not that
God is a cosmic killjoy–it’s that He knows the best way to
protect us is to keep the extraordinarily powerful nature of
sex contained within the safe confines of a committed marriage
relationship.

Does it constitute having sex?

Yes. We need to define “sex” more broadly than many people do
(such as a former president . . . ). There are a great many
sexual activities and behaviors that fall in the category of
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“sex” besides intercourse. Here’s a helpful question to help
think clearly about any particular activity, such as open-
mouth kissing or oral sex: would you do it with your parent or
your pastor? If you shrink back in disgust at the thought,
that  means  it’s  sexual.  (But  holding  hands,  however,  is
something you can do with anyone without it being sexual.
People often hold hands while praying, for instance. See the
difference?)

Can you have and give oral sex and still remain a virgin?

The definition of a virgin is a person who has not experienced
sexual intercourse. It’s really more of a biological term than
anything else, because the real heart issue is about purity.
You can’t participate in oral sex outside of marriage and
still be pure. So people can be technically virgins and still
engage in very sexual behaviors. For example, there is an
epidemic of gonorrhea of the throat among American junior-high
age kids who are still genital virgins but have infected oral
sex. The good news is, someone who has had oral sex outside of
marriage can confess it as sin, be cleansed and have his or
her purity restored.

Is it okay to have oral sex if you’re in a committed
marriage?

Yes, as long as both spouses are okay with it. If either one
doesn’t want it, it would be selfish and unloving for the
other one to insist. Also, please see our article, “What’s
God’s Plan for Sex in Marriage?”

And if it’s wrong can you tell me where in the Bible it says
this?

If  you  read  the  Song  of  Solomon,  you  can  see  that  God
encourages married people to enjoy His gift of sex in all its
glory. Jody and Linda Dillow (authors of Solomon on Sex and
Intimate Issues) believe that there are two veiled references
to oral sex in the Song of Solomon. Keep in mind that in this
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biblical book, “garden” usually refers to the wife’s genitals,
and “fruit” to the husband’s:

(Bride) Awake, O north wind
And come, wind of the south
Make my garden breathe out fragrance
Let its spices be wafted abroad
May my beloved come into his garden
And eat its choice fruits! (4:16)

Like an apple tree among the trees of the forest
So is my beloved among the young men
In his shade I took great delight and sat down
And his fruit was sweet to my taste. (2:3)

I’m sorry about the many questions but these questions have
been nagging me for quite a while.

I’m glad we could help!

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries


