
Is Jesus the Only Way? – Part
2
Paul Rutherford explains how reason, Christ’s resurrection,
and the Bible all testify that Jesus is the only way to
heaven.

I can’t drive around town seven
days straight without passing at
least  one  car  with  a  bumper
sticker that reads, “Coexist” on

the back. You know the one. It spells the word using symbols
associated with the world’s faiths, ancient and modern.

The popularly held mantra is that “all religions are equally
valid ways to heaven.” This is what’s called pluralism. So is
there room in this brave new world for the words of an ancient
and historically respected faith?

Jesus once said, “I am the way, and the truth, and the life.
No one comes to the Father except through me.” (John 14:6)
That sounds offensive and inflammatory today. I will remind
you that Jesus said it, not me.

Even more important is the truth question. It is perhaps even
more offensive! Are Jesus’ words true?

I fully acknowledge even the question itself may strike you as
antiquated,  out  of  date.  Perhaps  I  sound  to  you  like  an
eccentric, soured-up, fuddy-duddy. I may be. But if the words
of Jesus are true, then far more than your offended sense of
style is at stake here. Far, far more.
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So listen up. And take note because this crazy sounding first-
century Jewish rabbi made some crazy-big statements about the
nature of man, the nature of reality, and how to live the good
life,  here,  now,  and  forever.  Does  that  at  least  sound
appealing to you? If even just for the sake of a little
controversy?

Explore with me the words of this rabbi. In this article we’ll
think through three reasons you should agree with him. And
maybe you’ll even find eternal life in the process. If you’re
a long-time listener to Probe radio, or a regular listener,
this may sound familiar. I have another program exploring the
position that Jesus is the only way to God. This one is part
two. In this one I give you three reasons Jesus is in fact the
only way to heaven. In the previous program, I defended Jesus’
statement against three lines of criticism. So in the next
sections I’ll explain how reason, the resurrection, and the
Word all testify that Jesus is the only way to heaven.

Jesus the Only Way Because of Reason
Western culture today is more pluralistic and secular than
ever before. This means at least in one small part, that
people  believe  multiple  religions  lead  to  heaven.  Western
culture has been moving this way for some decades. Now it has
reached mainstream. Pop culture increasingly accepts this. It
is therefore so much more important to consider this exclusive
claim Jesus made. He said, “I am the way, the truth, and the
life. No one comes to the Father except by me.” (John 14:6)

This is an increasingly unpopular teaching. Before I defend
it,  allow  me  to  clarify.  It  was  made  by  the  Lord  Jesus
himself. I didn’t make it up. I am merely defending it.

So today I want to talk about how it is reasonable to believe
this statement—why it is that you should yourself believe
Jesus is the only way to heaven.
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Today’s reason is logic itself. I will base this conclusion on
two  points:  first,  that  the  belief  in  one  God  is  more
logically defensible than believing in multiple creator gods;
and second, that the belief in Jesus Christ as God is more
reasonable than claims to deity made by others.

The first point is that believing in one creator God is more
reasonable  than  believing  in  multiple.  The  god  Aristotle
believed in (the unmoved mover) was eternally simple. That is,
at the root of all things is ultimately one thing—one cause,
one source, one origin to which all other things owe their
existence.{1} This position beautifully avoids the difficulty
of what philosophers call reductio ad absurdum—or the problem
of infinite regression—or the problem of which came first, the
chicken or the egg?  The search for the first, original, or
ultimate  source,  does  not  continue  on  and  on  forever.  It
cannot.

The  second  point  is  that  Jesus  is  the  most  reasonable
candidate for divinity. I respect the Buddha. But he never
claimed to be God. Neither did Mohammad. Jesus was very clear.
He claimed to be God.

Consider  His  teachings.  They  have  not  been  surpassed  in
excellence in the two millennia that have passed since He
walked  the  earth.  Consider  His  actions.  History’s  best
biographies  about  the  man  Jesus,  record  Him  loving  His
enemies, healing the sick, and showing compassion to outcasts.
Jesus’ life exemplified extraordinary moral rectitude.

I conclude, therefore, that it is more reasonable to believe
Jesus is the only way to God given that it is more reasonable
to believe in only one creator God, and given that Jesus has
the best case for divinity among man’s founders of faith.

Jesus  the  Only  Way  Because  of  the



Resurrection
We have a saying in American culture that nothing is certain
but death and taxes. So if the taxman doesn’t come to call,
the grim reaper will eventually. Death finds each of us, so we
must face our own mortality.

By  the  best  historical  accounts  Jesus  also  died  and  was
buried, just like so many of His human brothers before Him.{2}
But Jesus, on the other hand, experienced something unique,
declaring Him God above all others.

I speak, of course, of resurrection.{3} Jesus Christ is the
only person ever to have raised up Himself from the dead of
his own volition, and by His own power.

This one point may be the most compelling of the three I offer
this week. It is perhaps the most intuitive case for Jesus
being the only way to Heaven. If Jesus really died and raised
Himself from the dead, then His power exceeds those of any
other man before Him, or after, for
that matter. Surely He must be God.

No other religious figure can make that claim. In a class by
Himself,  Jesus  reigns  over  all  the  founders  of  world
religions.  Muhammad’s  burial  site  is  a  common  tourist
destination  in  Saudi  Arabia  for  contemporary  pilgrims.
Buddha’s cremation site is in northern India. No such site
exists today in contemporary Israel for Jesus. His body has no
confirmed remains.

The tomb is empty. That much is clear. Records indicate He
definitely died and was buried. The empty tomb demands an
explanation. Resurrection makes the most sense. Jesus is the
only way because He is the only one who has died and raised
himself up to new life.

We have several excellent articles at our website devoted to
just this topic.{4} Go check them out for more detail. Jesus



is who He said he is, “The way, the truth, and the life.”
(John 14:6)  So the question is, do you want some? Believe in
Jesus today by faith.

Jesus  the  Only  Way  Because  the  Word
Declares It
Western culture today increasingly accepts the belief that
multiple religions are equally valid and they are all ways to
eternal life. I propose to you today another reason to believe
something
diametrically opposed to this—namely that the Jesus Christ
revealed in the Bible, is the only way to eternal life. As the
gospel writer John quoted Him, He is, the way, the truth, and
the life (14:6). No one comes to the Father except through
Him.

This third and final line of reasoning that Jesus is the only
way to eternal life, springs from the Bible—from the very word
of God itself.

You may not accept the Bible as God’s word. That’s ok. Just
hear me out. Let me explain how this line of reasoning at
least makes sense. Then after you’ve heard it, you can judge
for yourself if it’s true or not.

So first, the Bible claims to be God’s word (2 Timothy 3:16).
If we therefore assume the very commonly held conception that
God is good and perfect, then that includes the words He
speaks as well. So if He speaks good words, then those words
must be true. They must accurately describe reality.

The Bible also makes this claim. Jesus in a famous prayer to
the Father asks him to sanctify His disciples with the truth
before stating, “Your word is truth.” (John 17:17) It’s a
profound statement.

So if God’s word is true, and God says in His word that Jesus



is, in fact, the only way to God—that none can come to Him
except by Jesus, then that means it’s true. See how simple
that is?

But this statement is also made in another part of the Bible,
Acts 4:12. Peter and John have been arrested and are being
examined by the Jewish leaders. Peter declares Jesus to them
and explains, “There is no other name under heaven, given
among men, by which we must be saved.”

I  fully  admit  this  line  of  reasoning  rests  on  you
acknowledging the authority of the Bible—in which case you may
not have needed to be convinced in the first place. But if you
had not already been convinced of the truth of God’s word, I
am very sincerely relying on the power of the Spirit at work
in you to believe this truth. (Isaiah 55:11)

Conclusion
In this article we considered the truth of a controversial
claim. It might be one of the most hotly contested claims in
religion today—that Jesus Christ is the only way to heaven.

This is not popular these days in America, Europe, anywhere in
the English speaking West, or the non-English speaking West.
To hear responses to criticisms against the claim, check out
part one of this two part series.

Jesus  was  Himself  no  stranger  to  controversy.  He  died  a
criminal’s death at the hands of His enemies. He was killed
and buried. The Jewish and Roman leaders were smugly satisfied
they’d dispatched this unquiet voice.

But when Jesus’ enemies attempt to end his earthly ministry,
they unknowingly ushered in a spiritually unending ministry of
atonement and reconciliation. By his death Jesus paid the
price of sin—death—satisfying the just wrath of God. Jesus
made peace with God on your
behalf. Believe in Him by faith today and you can have peace
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with God. Would you like to have peace with him? Tell Him
right now. Use your voice or pray silently. But tell Him. Go
ahead.

The only thing required of you to receive eternal life is to
believe Jesus is Lord. One of Jesus’ most famous sayings is,
“For God so loved the world, that he gave his only Son, that
whoever believes in him should not perish but have eternal
life.” (John 3:16)

Confess this belief with your mouth that Jesus Christ is God
and believe in your heart that God has raised up his Son from
the dead. And you can be saved. (Romans 10:9)

Jesus is the only way to God because there is no other way to
get to God but by Jesus. Mankind is imperfect. You are dead in
your transgressions and sins. The only way to satisfy God’s
holy wrath is to give Him what is due: death. Jesus died that
death for you. He’s the only one who could ever have paid your
debt. And He did.

Human reason leads us to this beautiful conclusion that Jesus
is the only way. God has declared it himself clearly in his
divinely inspired book—the Bible. His resurrection seals it.

If you believed this for the first time today you are now heir
to an eternal throne. Pick up a Bible and read Jesus’ life
story in the book of John. Tell a friend who’s a Christian.
Make plans to join them at their church Sunday. Keep praying
and  reading  the  Bible.  You  can  discover  the  wonderful
adventure of life in Jesus Christ, the only way to God.

Notes

1. Metaphysics, Lambda.
2. Matthew 27; Mark 15; Luke 23; John 19
3. Matthew 28; Mark 16; Luke 24; John 20
4. Jesus’ Resurrection: Fact or Fiction? — A Clear Christian
Perspective;
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What Difference Does the Resurrection Make?;
The Resurrection: Fact or Fiction?
— A Real Historical Event;
The Answer Is the Resurrection
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Is Jesus the Only Way?
Paul Rutherford explains why Jesus is the only way to know
God.

I was sitting in my car at a red
light and I saw a bumper sticker
on the car in front of me that
said,  “Coexist.”  Only,  the
letters  on  the  bumper  sticker
are  religious  symbols.  A

crescent stands in place of the letter “c,” a peace symbol in
place  of  the  letter  “o,”  and  some  of  the  other  symbols
included a cross, a Star of David, and a yin-yang, all used to
create the word “coexist.”

Perhaps you’ve seen an image just like this bumper sticker,
but on a t-shirt or tattoo. It represents a common sentiment
in our culture that everyone should get along, or coexist
peacefully. And I love that sentiment. We should get along. In
fact, I’m grateful to God I live in a country in which an
unprecedented number of people from all different religions,
backgrounds, and ethnicities do, in fact, coexist every day,
and for the most part without violent protest. The life we
enjoy in the United States is historically unprecedented.
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But  the  coexistence  advocated  in  this  bumper
sticker is something more subtle. It’s a way of getting along
that is more than meets the eye. It frequently calls for a
peaceable lifestyle free of conflict between faiths. People
hope  that  we  can  all  unite  in  a  single  brotherhood  and
celebrate our differences, particularly religious ones. They
don’t understand why we bicker over who’s right and who’s
wrong.

The call to coexist is a reaction to the exclusive truth
claims  of  religion,  especially  Christianity.  In  fact,  its
exclusivism  is  the  most  offensive  aspect  of  Christianity
today. “Repent. Believe. Come to Jesus. He’s the only way!”
These  are  phrases  easily  associated  with  Christianity,
especially  street  preaching.  What  should  we  do  with
Christianity’s  exclusivism  in  a  twenty-first  century
cosmopolitan  society?  Haven’t  we  progressed  beyond  such
narrow-mindedness in these modern times? Isn’t claiming Jesus
as  the  only  way  intolerant  of  other  faiths?  Don’t  those
Christians  know  all  religions  are  equally  valid  paths  to
heaven? They shouldn’t force their beliefs on others!

Claiming Jesus is the only way to heaven is exclusive, I
admit. It says there is no other way to God except by trust in
Jesus Christ. Jesus most famously says this Himself in the
Bible: “I am the way, and the truth, and the life; no one
comes to the Father but through Me” (John 14:6).

Even though it’s offensive, I believe Jesus really is the only
way  to  God.  In  this  article  we’re  going  to  explore  that
question by discussing objections to it, and discover why He
really is the only way.
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Tolerance
As believers, when we claim Jesus is the only way, you often
hear people give some variation of, “That’s so intolerant!” In
doing so, they reject the claim. Often implied, but not said
straight out, is the demand that the Christian “tolerate”
others’ beliefs, or take back what he just said.

It’s  worth  pointing  out  that  claiming  Christianity  to  be
intolerant is itself an intolerant claim. But the notion of
tolerance is complex and has a long history. And rather than
elaborate that contradiction, let’s begin by exploring the
complexity of tolerance.

What’s usually meant by tolerance these days is including
beliefs  that  include  all  others.  This  position  generally
rejects Jesus as the only way because diversity and equality
are  now  celebrated  as  the  highest  values.  “Tolerance”
celebrates  differences  of  religions  and  equality  of
opportunity to practice them. To claim Jesus is the only way
squelches both equality and diversity by claiming only one
religion is right. Since squelching diversity and equality are
socially  unacceptable,  the  exclusivity  of  Jesus  isn’t
tolerated.

But this issue is complex. (That might be apparent already.)
Truth and tolerance are actually linked. In fact, tolerance
relies on truth. In the book The Truth about Tolerance, David
Couchman says, “If there is no real truth, there is no reason
for me to be tolerant. Without some kind of beliefs which
cause me to value you as a person, even though I disagree with
you, why should I be tolerant towards you?”{1} For tolerance
to exist at all, it relies upon a framework of truth. That
resonates  with  an  idea  mentioned  earlier,  how  intolerance
contradicts itself.

But the rabbit hole goes even deeper. Truth also relies upon
tolerance. “[I]t is also the case that truth as a reflective
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goal for individuals and communities. . .needs a context of
right-minded toleration to flourish in.”{2} Without tolerance,
truth likewise becomes the hammer of oppression. We find then
that truth and tolerance go hand in hand.

Nevertheless, tolerance is the hammer of choice in culture
today. Too often suppression of Christians sharing the truth
that Jesus is the only way of salvation is justified in the
name of tolerance. Don’t be taken captive by this distortion.
Genuine tolerance acknowledges all positions, even those that
are exclusive. A biblical worldview holds only one truth,
Jesus is the only path to heaven, while maintaining respect
and dignity for those who disagree. That’s genuine tolerance.

Absolutes Don’t Exist
Here is another objection you might hear: Christians can’t
claim Jesus is the only way because there are no absolutes.
What Christians claim is an absolute truth. And there simply
are no absolute truths.

Their justification goes like this. We know from study, from
reason, from the postmodern era, that society has moved beyond
absolutes. There is no absolute truth. There is no overarching
metanarrative (or idea of truth) which can transcend culture,
nation, or time. Truth is a construct created by each man,
each culture, and bound by the strictures of the time in which
it was created.

This objection shares a similar weakness to the tolerance
objection.  Denying  absolutes  is  also  self-defeating.  It
contradicts itself. If we were to ask this objector if she
really believed what she was saying was true, we could ask
her, “You believe no absolute truth exists, right? Are you
absolutely sure of that?” This objector would have to agree.
That’s what the position holds, thus contradicting her own
claim.
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This objection often comes out of the postmodern school of
thought, which says there is no such thing as objective truth,
such as 2 + 2 always equals 4. Postmodern thought also denies
the  meaningfulness  of  history  along  with  the  ability  to
interpret literature in a unified and meaningful way. The
unfortunate  consequence  is  that  we’re  left  with  a  bleak
reality stripped of purpose or meaning, which frankly, isn’t
very appealing. Without truth, meaning, history, or purpose,
what’s the point?

The great irony of it all is that postmodern thought arrives
at its conclusions by way of reason, which it then concludes
isn’t true, and then holds it in contempt. It calls into
question reason itself and the whole Enlightenment project
along with it. So there’s a healthy dose of despair that
frequently  accompanies  adherents  to  postmodern  thought,
including our friends who don’t believe Jesus can be the only
way to God because there are no absolutes. But that’s the lie
to which I don’t want you to be taken captive. Jesus really is
the only way. He’s the only way to find peace in a wrecked
world. He is meaning for a confused life. And He leads us home
to heaven out of a world where we don’t belong. The remedy to
that despair is Jesus.

Despair at the failure of reason to improve mankind is the sad
but ultimate end of every god which usurps the rightful place
of the one true God: Jesus Christ. The truth is, all gods
fail, disappoint, and leave us desperate. The only one who is
faithful is Jesus. (cf. Deut. 7:9; 2 Thess. 3:3) But we won’t
find that satisfaction until we rest assured in the truth that
Jesus really is the only way.

Pluralism
There is another category of objectors to Christ’s claim to
exclusivity. A difficult but less in-your-face objection is
pluralism. Pluralism is the belief that any variety of beliefs
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and values are all equally true and valid.

When  I  claim  Jesus  is  the  only  way,  some  calmly  object.
Pluralists tend to be more laid-back. Typically they affirm my
right to follow Christ, even celebrate it. These folks calmly
share their belief that all religions are right: they all lead
to god. Often they cite the Eastern proverb that there are
many paths to the top of the mountain.

First, I’d like to point out that pluralism is intellectually
lazy. It doesn’t take seriously the law of non-contradiction.
(This law says that two opposite things cannot both be true at
the same time and in the same way.) When a Christian claims
the  path  is  exclusive,  that  Jesus  is  the  only  way,  the
pluralist might think, “That’s nice, but actually, I know that
all  religions  lead  to  heaven.”  He  doesn’t  accept  the
Christian’s position as true. He says he believes Christianity
is true while at the same time denying its central tenet,
which is that Jesus is the only way.

But  this  response  is  not  unique  to  Christianity.  A
conservative Jew sincere about his faith won’t say any path
leads  to  heaven;  neither  will  a  Sunni  Muslim.  Pluralism
attempts to make peace where there is none, and only succeeds
in agreeing with no one.

Second,  Christians  who  hold  to  exclusivism  are  sometimes
falsely  accused  of  pushing  their  beliefs  on  others.  In
condemning  the  exclusivist  claims  of  Christianity,  the
pluralist imposes her beliefs on the Christian. It contradicts
the very intended principle.

We  all  have  beliefs  or  actions  we  want  others  to  take
seriously.  There’s  nothing  wrong  with  that.  From  my
experience,  pluralism  is  usually  based  on  fear,  which  is
completely  understandable.  The  other  person  disagrees  but
fears conflict. They fear the relationship might be at stake
if  they  express  their  true  belief.  As  believers  we  still



accept and honor people even if they don’t agree with us. This
is how we alleviate fear, demonstrating acceptance for those
with  whom  we  disagree.  (And  that’s  the  true  meaning  of
tolerance, by the way.)

When someone throws up this smokescreen in conversation, it
can feel scary—alarming. Suddenly, the person you’re talking
to gets defensive. We can wonder, “Where did this come from?”
In that moment it’s probably not wise to press. Ask them why
they believe that way, or affirm them. Certainly no one has a
right to force compliance on another unwillingly. Communicate
that we don’t have to agree to be accepted. Further, don’t
fall prey to this area where culture takes many believers
captive. Jesus is the only way. Stand fast.

The Only Way
Is Jesus the only way? Yes. Multiple scriptures teach this
truth. Let’s consider a few.

Matthew 11:27 says, “All things have been handed over to Me by
My Father; and no one knows the Son except the Father; nor
does anyone know the Father except the Son, and anyone to whom
the Son wills to reveal Him.” Jesus is claiming that God his
Father has handed everything over to Him. This is an indirect
claim to be God Himself. But Jesus also makes it clear He is
the only one, since no one knows the Father but the Son.

Let’s also consider John’s gospel. Before Jesus even began his
ministry John the Baptist responds to Jesus’ identity. “The
next day he saw Jesus coming to him and said, “Behold, the
Lamb of God who takes away the sin of the world!” (John 1:29)
In Hebrew culture at the time, calling someone the Lamb of God
was a claim to the Messiah who was prophesied (Isaiah 53:7).
Further, only God has the power to take away sin. This was an
unmistakable claim to divinity. It’s interesting also that
Jesus doesn’t correct him, or deny Godhood. On the contrary, a



short time later, Jesus picks up his first two disciples and
encourages them, saying, “Come and you will see” (John 1:39).

It’s one thing to claim divinity and yet another to claim to
be the only divinity. So, where does the Bible say Jesus is
the only way? As we mentioned earlier, by Jesus’ own admission
He is the only way to God in John 14:6—”I am the way, the
truth and the life; no one comes to the Father but through
Me.” Peter also explains the meaning of Jesus’ exclusivity in
Acts 4:12, “Salvation is found in no one else, for there is no
other name under heaven given to men by which we must be
saved.”

Believers, take heart. Jesus Christ is the one and only way.
Questioning  Jesus’  exclusivity  is  a  recent  historical
phenomenon.  That  question  is  commonly  asked  in  the  20th
century West, a culture increasingly influenced by postmodern
thinking and multiculturalism. Take courage. We who accept the
exclusivity  of  Christ  are  in  a  historical  majority.
Repudiation for Christians as being intolerant, exclusive, or
uneducated  is  a  recent  occurrence.  These  are  the  current
trends of our culture. Don’t be taken captive. Jesus is the
only way.

Notes
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Socialist Surge
Kerby Anderson exposes the faulty thinking behind the pro-
socialism messaging that is making alarming inroads in the
U.S.

News  articles  proclaim,  “socialism  is  on  the
march.” The writers focus on the several Democratic
Socialist  candidates  who  are  winning  Democratic
primaries. We already have socialist mayors in New
York City and Seattle, Washington. Soon, we will have one in
Washington, D.C.

American  voters  seem  to  be  changing  their  minds  about
socialism. A 1942 Roper/Fortune survey found that 40 percent
described socialism as a bad thing and 25 percent a good
thing.  The  latest  Gallup  poll  found  that  43  percent  of
Americans believe socialism would be a good thing.{1} Also,
two thirds (62%) of adults under 30 had a favorable view of
socialism. For many young people, the term is associated with
social  safety  nets  and  healthcare  access  rather  than
government  control  of  the  means  of  production.

Why the Interest in Socialism?
Socialist  candidates  have  run  for  office  in  the  past  and
rarely won. Why are these candidates winning in these midterm
elections? Jim Geraghty has a suggestion that comes from a
book he was reading by Mark Manson.{2}

The  book  talked  about  the  strategy  used  by  perennial
presidential  candidate  Lyndon  LaRouche.  His  youth  movement
attracted  many  disaffected  and  agitated  college  students.
Their tactic was simple. Tell these young people that the
problems they faced weren’t due to their parents or even the
government. They explained that “it’s the system’s fault.” If

https://probe.org/socialist-surge/
http://www.ministeriosprobe.org/mp3s/socialist-surge.mp3


they could just overthrow the system, everything would be
okay. “No more war. No more suffering, No more injustice.”

Does this sound like what we are hearing from these candidates
and the young people voting for them? Your problems are the
fault  of  “the  system.”  This  movement  of  young  people  are
yearning for a vision of a better future. They want control
over their lives but have been told that you need to overthrow
“the system” to usher in utopia.

Of  course,  the  system  they  want  to  overthrow  is  our
constitutional republic and our free market economy. Granted,
there are political and economic changes that need to be made,
but overthrowing the current system for a socialist fantasy
isn’t  the  answer.  It  will  make  their  problems  worse,  not
better.

Any student of history should be able to see that defunding
the police, opening the border, abolishing jails and prisons,
and having government take over the means of production will
be a disaster. Unfortunately, too many young people haven’t
studied history and have been seduced by the siren song of
socialism.

In this article we look at the sad history of socialism, its
failed economic claims, and even the question of whether the
Bible teaches socialism.

Socialism and Tyranny
Socialism is more than an economic theory. Socialism is an
all-encompassing view of the world. In his acceptance speech,
Zohran Mamdani proclaimed, “We will prove that there is no
problem too large for government to solve, and no concern too
small for it to care about.” One historian compared it to the
famous statement by Benito Mussolini: “All within the state,
nothing outside the state, nothing against the state.”



Socialism is based on Marxist principles. The first is the
abolition of private property. This is one of the foundational
tenets of the Communist Manifesto by Karl Marx: “The theory of
Communism  may  be  summed  up  in  one  sentence:  Abolish  all
private property.” Many candidates state matter-of-factly that
one of their goals is to “seize the means of production” in
America.

The  second  principle  is  the  end  of  religion.  Karl  Marx
explained,  “My  object  is  to  dethrone  God  and  destroy
capitalism.” He added, “The first requisite for the happiness
of the people is the abolition of religion.” And a third is
taxation.  Karl  Marx  wrote,  “A  heavy  or  progressive  or
graduated income tax is necessary for the proper development
of Communism.” Every socialist candidate proclaims they will
raise taxes on the rich. They will have to levy very heavy
taxes on everyone to pay for all the promises made in their
campaigns.

Ben Shapiro warns, “Socialism is bad because socialism is
tyranny. It’s not an aspect of tyranny. Socialism itself is
tyranny.” As one commentator put it, “Socialism is based on
oppression.  Oppression  is  not  a  bug  of  socialism.  It’s  a
feature.”{3}

This  can  best  be  illustrated  by  the  list  Dinesh  D’Souza
details  in  his  book  about  the  many  countries  have  tried
socialism and all failed.{4} The first socialist experiment
was the Soviet Union, then came lots of countries in eastern
Europe (Poland, Yugoslavia, Albania, Czechoslovakia, Hungary,
Romania, and East Germany). Add to that, countries in Asia
(Vietnam,  Laos,  Cambodia,  -North  Korea,  and  China)  and
countries  in  South  America  (Cuba,  Nicaragua,  Bolivia,  and
Venezuela) and Africa (Angola, Ghana, Tanzania, Benin, Mali,
Mozambique, Zambia, and Zimbabwe). By his count, there are 25
failed experiments in socialism.

Many years ago, I did a week of Probe radio programs on
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Friedrich Hayek’s book The Road to Serfdom.{5} It is perhaps
the best critique of socialism that very few have read. As the
title of his book implies, the road to socialism may have good
intentions, but it always leads to serfdom and tyranny.

Failed Economic Claims of Socialists
Margaret  Thatcher  famously  observed,  “The  problem  with
socialism is that you eventually run out of other people’s
money.” Democratic socialists are already running out of other
people’s money. They make economic claims that fall apart when
given scrutiny. Here are just a few of the failing claims of
politicians  who  propose  socialist  solutions  to  significant
social and economic problems.

First, the economy is not a fixed pie. In a recent podcast,
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez claimed, “Capitalism . . . is the
absolute pursuit of profit at all human, environmental and
social cost. That is not a redeemable system.” She added that,
“No one ever makes a billion dollars. You take a billion.” In
other words, there is a fixed supply of wealth. If you have
more wealth, you are taking it from others.

One YouTube channel (Secular Talk) developed AOC’s argument by
saying that Jeff Bezos “made his wealth by making a lot of
people poor.” He argues that “because we have a finite amount
of money.” We do not have a finite amount of money. We do not
have a finite amount of wealth. Entrepreneurs increase the
amount  of  wealth  by  producing  products  and  services  that
increase wealth in a society. Moreover, this wealth and value
are increased by voluntary interaction in a free market.

Second, Sweden is not a model for socialism. Above, we listed
the 25 failed experiments in socialism. The typical response
from socialists is that these economic disasters were not
implemented  correctly.  If  you  ask  them  about  Cuba  or
Venezuela, they will instead point to democratic socialism in
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Sweden or other similar countries.

In a short video, Anders Hagstrom points out that the policies
that Bernie Sanders and AOC want go far beyond what you find
in the Nordic countries.{6} Moreover, these countries have
tiny populations of less than 10 million. In the past, they
were successful and then had huge economic problems because
they adopted socialist redistributive policies.

Now Sweden has come back to a free market. Sweden’s market-
oriented reforms have transformed it into an investment hub.
The wealthy are flocking back to Sweden, and they’re taking
their capital with them. Swedish per capita GDP is the envy of
the European Union, and the country has become a hub of tech
and  telecom  innovation.  One  commentator  concluded,  “The
Democratic Socialists Need a New Model.”{7}

Does the Bible Teach Socialism?
Progressive  and  socialist  candidates  argue  that  the  Bible
teaches socialism. Some even argue that Jesus was a socialist.
That is not surprising since many people “want Jesus on their
team.” Environmentalists argue that Jesus wouldn’t drive an
SUV. Gay activists maintain that Jesus said nothing about
homosexuality. What does the Bible say?

If you have ever taught through the book of Acts, you know the
question of socialism will likely surface. In Acts 4, we find
a statement that the believers in Jerusalem “had all things in
common.” It also says that those who possessed land or houses
sold them and brought the proceeds to the apostles’ feet. They
distributed these gifts to anyone in need. This looks like
socialism to many who are already predisposed to believe it
should be the economic system of choice.

First, we need to realize that this practice was only done in
Jerusalem. As you read through the rest of the book of Acts
and read the letters of Paul and Peter, you see that most



believers  in  other  parts  of  the  Roman  world  had  private
property  and  possessions.  Paul  calls  upon  them  to  give
voluntarily to the work of ministry.

Second, the word voluntary applies not only to Christians in
other parts of the world, but it also was a voluntary act by
the believers in Jerusalem to give sacrificially to each other
in the midst of persecution. This one passage in the book of
Acts is not a mandate for socialism.

If you keep reading in the book of Acts, you can also see that
the believers in Jerusalem owned the property before they
voluntarily  gave  the  proceeds  to  the  apostles.  The  next
chapter (Acts 5) clearly teaches that. When Peter confronted
Ananias, he clearly stated that “While it remained, was it not
your own? After it was sold, was it not in your own control?”

Owning property contradicts one of the fundamental principles
of socialism. In the Communist Manifesto, “the abolition of
property”  is  a  major  item  in  the  plan  for  moving  from
capitalism  to  socialism  and  eventually  to  communism.

By contrast, the Ten Commandments assume private property. The
eighth  commandment  forbidding  stealing  and  the  tenth
commandment  about  coveting  both  assume  that  people  have
private property rights.

In fact, we can use biblical principles to evaluate economic
systems like capitalism and socialism. Although the Bible does
not endorse a particular system, it does have key principles
about human nature, private property rights, and the role of
government. These can be used to evaluate economic systems.

Socialism Is Not Biblical
Although the Bible doesn’t endorse any economic systems, it
does provide us with principles to judge economic systems. For
example, the Bible clearly teaches that we are created in the



image of God (Genesis 1:27-28) and are made a little lower
than the angels (Psalm 8:5). We can find noble characteristics
in human beings such as empathy and altruism. We can make
rational choices about goods and services in an economy.

But we also know that there is a flaw in human beings. The
Bible teaches that all are sinful (Romans 3:23) and that the
heart of man is deceitful above all things (Jeremiah 17:9).
People can be greedy and ambitious. We need an economic system
that protects us from anyone who might have too much power. In
my Probe radio program on capitalism and socialism, I document
that a free market is a system in which “bad people can do
least  harm,  and  good  people  have  the  freedom  to  do  good
works.”{8}

Socialism  also  derives  its  philosophical  foundation  from
Marxism.  That  philosophy  is  a  direct  attack  on  private
property rights. God has given us dominion over the creation
(Genesis 1:28). In the Old Testament, we see the book of
Exodus establishing the rights of property owners. In fact,
removing landmarks that protect property is clearly forbidden
(Deuteronomy 19:14; 27:17, Proverbs 22:28).

Government  should  protect  citizens  and  their  rights  in
society. We are to obey government (Romans 13:1-7) and submit
to  civil  authority  (1  Peter  2:13-17).  But  we  should  not
implement a government and economic structure that fails to
protect  those  rights  from  leaders  with  an  authoritarian
impulse.

How to Respond
As we have mentioned, many young people are enamored with
socialism. How can we respond? I would recommend you ask young
people how much they like having other people telling them
what to do. In a socialist economy, the leaders are constantly
telling you and the economy what to do. Usually, they have
never thought about how oppressive a socialist economy might
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be.

You  might  also  ask  them  how  effective  committees  are  in
planning. A small group of bureaucrats would be making most of
their economic decisions. Ask them if they have ever tried to
get anything done with a committee. Now expand that to the
millions of economic decisions that committee of bureaucrats
needs to make.

And you might ask them to do the math. It is easy to argue for
free college tuition when you aren’t paying for it. It is easy
to let the government pay for everything until you realize you
are the government.

If  you  would  like  more  information,  please  check  these
additional articles on socialism and capitalism:

A Biblical Point of View on Socialism

Capitalism and Socialism

Socialism and Society

Poverty and Wealth

Can the Just Succeed?

Wealth and Poverty
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The Book of Enoch
Tom Davis provides an overview of the interesting but not-
inspired apocryphal Book of Enoch, written during the “silent
years” between the Old and New Testaments.

Old Testament history ends with the post-exilic people of
Judah returning to the land from Persia, rebuilding the temple
in Jerusalem, and resuming ceremonies and sacrifices. The last
book of the Old Testament, Malachi, was written around 450–400
B.C. The period between the end of the Old Testament and the
birth of Jesus is sometimes called “the silent years” because
no prophetic writings were added to Scripture during that
time. Yet this 400-year period was anything but silent: it
included wars, political upheaval, and a large body of Jewish
literature. One of those works is the Book of Enoch, also
known as First Enoch.

The Book of Enoch is apocalyptic literature, like Revelation.
Apocalyptic  literature  gives  readers  a  “look  behind  the
curtain” by revealing the spiritual realm, the defeat of evil,
the restoration of humanity, and final judgment. The book is
framed around Enoch, who appears in Genesis 4 and 5 and is

https://probe.org/hayek-and-the-road-to-serfdom/
https://probe.org/www.facebook.com/watch/?v=234493017230024
https://www.nationalreview.com/corner/the-democratic-socialists-need-a-new-model/
https://www.nationalreview.com/corner/the-democratic-socialists-need-a-new-model/
https://probe.org/capitalism-and-socialism/
https://probe.org/the-book-of-enoch/


also named in Luke’s genealogy of Jesus. The Book of Enoch was
written  in  stages  between  roughly  135  B.C.  and  50  A.D.,
including the Book of the Watchers, the Book of Parables, the
Book of Luminaries, the Book of Dreams, the Apocalypse of
Weeks, and the Epistle of Enoch.

The Protestant, Catholic, and Eastern Orthodox Churches do not
accept the Book of Enoch as part of the Bible. However, the
Ethiopian Orthodox Church does accept the Book of Enoch as a
canonical book. For the Ethiopian Orthodox Church, the Book of
Enoch connects Genesis to the prophetic books, links creation
to the apocalypse, explains the origin of evil in the world,
and complements Jubilees, an apocryphal book that retells the
Genesis  story  and  connects  the  Genesis  narrative  to  the
Jubilee year in the Old Testament. While the Book of Enoch is
not authoritative Scripture for most Christians, reading it
helps us understand how Second Temple Jews understood the
origins of evil.

The Structure and Summary of the Book of Enoch

This overview argues that the Book of Enoch is valuable not
because  it  carries  biblical  authority  for  most  Christian
traditions, but because it shows how some Second Temple Jews
interpreted  Genesis,  evil,  angels,  judgment,  and  messianic
hope before and during the time of the New Testament.

The  Book  of  Enoch  is  commonly  discussed  in  five  major
sections:

The Book of the Watchers
The Book of Parables
The Book of the Luminaries
The Book of Dreams
The Epistle of Enoch

The Book of the Watchers (Chapters 1-36)

The Book of the Watchers begins with a statement that Enoch



“took up a parable” and was blessed, and he saw “the Holy One
in the heavens” (1 Enoch 1:2). Enoch is told to watch the
heavens and see how God has organized them. God points out
that He ordered the seasons and nature.

Chapters 6 through 11 discuss the fall of the angels. An angel
named Semjaza leads the angels, known as the Watchers, as they
decide to take human women as their wives. They descend at
Mount  Hermon  and  choose  wives.  The  descendants  of  these
marriages are giants, like Goliath, who later appear in the
Old Testament. An angel named Azazel, who is mentioned in
Leviticus 16 where one goat is sacrificed and another is sent
into the desert (see ESV, NASB, and NET translations), teaches
men how to make weapons of war and teaches women the use of
cosmetics. First Enoch 6–16 expands Genesis 6:1–4, implying
that the “sons of God” in Genesis 6 are the angels described
in  First  Enoch.  First  Enoch  15:8–12  states  that  when  the
giants, or Nephilim, died in the flood, their spirits became
demons.

Four angels—Michael, Uriel, Raphael, and Gabriel—see what the
Watchers are doing and report it to God. God sends Michael and
his angels to seize the Watchers, make a pit in the desert,
and throw the Watchers into the pit. The sins of the Watchers
are presented as worse than the sin of Adam.

The Watchers ask God if they can bring a petition before Him,
but their request is denied. This section ends with God saying
that He will cleanse the earth of the wickedness the Watchers
created.

The term “watcher” is also found in Daniel 4, where a watcher
appears in Nebuchadnezzar’s dream. Daniel tells Nebuchadnezzar
that the dream means the Most High has passed judgment on him.
This language shows a possible connection between Daniel’s use
of “watcher” and the Watchers tradition in Enoch.

This section also influenced the thought of Jude and Peter.



Jude 1:14–15 quotes First Enoch 1:9 in his epistle. Jude uses
Enoch to show that people who behave like Cain, who killed his
brother Abel, will be judged by God just as the Watchers are
judged. While Peter does not quote the Book of Enoch directly,
his language shares a common theme with Enoch. We can see this
in 2 Peter 2:4, where Peter states that angels who sinned were
cast into hell until judgment. This is not a direct quote, but
Enoch says that the angels will be chained until the day of
judgment (1 Enoch 10:11–13). The influence of Enoch on the
thought of Peter and Jude is clear.

The Book of Parables (Chapters 37-71)

The Book of Parables introduces three figures: the Holy One,
the Son of Man, and the Lord of Spirits. The Son of Man is
presented as a human and heavenly figure who existed before
the creation of the world. His role is to mediate knowledge
and judgment. When Jesus uses the term “Son of Man,” He draws
on Old Testament prophetic language from books such as Ezekiel
and Daniel, as well as broader Jewish expectations that works
like the Book of Enoch helped shape.

The  Holy  One  defends  the  righteous  from  the  wicked.  This
figure resembles the Holy One found in Isaiah, especially in
the  Servant  Songs  in  chapters  40–55.  The  author  of  Enoch
borrows from the Old Testament to show that the Holy One will
protect Israel and defend God’s righteous people.

This  section  also  refers  to  the  Battle  of  Armageddon.
Revelation  has  parallels  to  this  battle  with  the  main
difference being the location of the battle. In Revelation the
Battle of Armageddon is in Megiddo, while the location of the
battle in the Book of Enoch is in Jerusalem.

The Book of Luminaries (Chapters 72-82)

The purpose of the Book of Luminaries is to show that time is
not arbitrary. Time is set and controlled by God. Creation is
divided into four quarters of ninety-one days. Each quarter



includes three months of thirty days and a fourth month of
thirty-one  days.  This  pattern  is  considered  sacred,  and
breaking from it is treated as a departure from God’s order.
Living  according  to  this  pattern  is  considered  living  in
harmony with God.

The Book of Dreams (Chapters 83-108)

In “The Book of Dreams,” Enoch sees a series of dreams that
cover history from Adam to the end of the age. The vision
symbolically presents creation, the period between the end of
the  Old  Testament  and  the  coming  of  the  Messiah,  the
appearance of the new Adam, and the gathering of the heavenly
assembly. The righteous are chosen and restored, while the
Watchers are judged.

Together,  these  sections  show  why  Enoch  mattered  to  many
ancient Jewish readers: it retells biblical themes through
visions  of  cosmic  order,  angelic  rebellion,  judgment,  and
restoration.

Conclusion

The Book of Enoch is one of the most important books from the
Second Temple period. As apocalyptic literature, it helps us
understand the symbolic world that also appears in Revelation.
New Testament authors were familiar with the Book of Enoch,
especially in discussions of angelic sin, judgment, and the
Son of Man. The Book of Enoch addresses the sin of the angels
through its account of the fall of the Watchers (2 Pet. 2:4;
Jude 6, 14–15), and the Gospels’ references to Jesus as the
Son of Man use language that overlaps with themes found in
Enoch.

The Book of Enoch is not Scripture and is not authoritative.
However, that does not mean reading it is useless. The Book of
Enoch helps us understand how Old Testament ideas developed
and how those ideas were later used in the New Testament. For
that reason, the Book of Enoch remains important reading for



biblical scholars.
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A Biblical Point of View on
Socialism

Socialism  is  more  popular  today  than  anyone  would  have
predicted a few years ago. A significant number of socialist
characters can be found in Congress. Universities have many
professors who are promoting socialism. And more young people
than ever believe socialism is superior to capitalism.
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The Promise of Socialism
Why is socialism so appealing to so many Americans? Young
people are drawn to the siren song of Bernie Sanders and
Alexandria  Ocasio-Cortez.  Part  of  the  reason  is  that  it
appeals to their sense of
fairness. Another reason is that it promises lots of free
stuff. Before we address those issues, it’s worth mentioning
why socialism and communism appealed to so many in the 19th
century.

When Karl Marx first proposed the concepts of socialism and
communism, he enjoyed an intellectual advantage. He could talk
about the problems with capitalism the modern world was going
through as they were adapting to the difficult process of
industrialization. He could contrast the reality of capitalism
with the utopian ideal of socialism.

Utopian visions will always win out over the harsh reality of
the world. But we now have the terrible record of socialism.
Unfortunately,  socialism’s  death  toll  never  quite  gets
factored into any equation. The late columnist Joseph Sobran
said, “It makes no difference that socialism’s actual record
is  terribly  bloody;  socialism  is  forever  judged  by  its
promises  and  supposed  possibilities,  while  capitalism  is
judged by its worst cases.”{1}

Dinesh  D’Souza  reminds  us  that  many  countries  have  tried
socialism and all failed. The first socialist experiment was
the  Soviet  Union,  then  came  lots  of  countries  in  eastern
Europe (Poland, Yugoslavia, Albania, Czechoslovakia, Hungary,
Romania, and East Germany). Add to that countries in Asia
(Vietnam,  Laos,  Cambodia,  North  Korea,  and  China)  and
countries  in  South  America  (Cuba,  Nicaragua,  Bolivia,  and
Venezuela) and Africa (Angola, Ghana, Tanzania, Benin, Mali,
Mozambique, Zambia, and Zimbabwe). By his count, there are 25
failed experiments in socialism.{2}



The typical answer to these failures is that each of these
wasn’t  done  correctly.  The  failure  of  these  socialist
experiments was a failure of implementation. But this time,
they  say,  we  will  get  it  right.  Believing  in  socialism
apparently means never having to say you’re sorry.

On the other side are all the promises of socialism that are
so appealing to young people. Free college tuition and student
loan  forgiveness  are  examples.  The  millennial  generation
(Generation Y) and the iGen generation (Generation Z) have
lots  of  student  debt.  They  see  the  need  but  forget  that
someone would have to pay for this new massive entitlement.
And they rarely stop and think about why someone who didn’t go
to college and took a blue-collar job should pay for their
university  education.  These  may  be  the  most  educated
generations in history, but they don’t seem to spend too much
time reflecting on what they supposedly learned in economics.

The cost of some of these policies is enormous. Just covering
the cost of tuition at public colleges and universities is
estimated at $70 billion a year. One study of the cost of
government-run health care (called “Medicare for All”) was
estimated to cost $32 trillion during the first ten years.
Some estimate the cost of the “Green New Deal” to be $93
trillion. We can certainly debate how accurate some of those
estimates are, but we can’t ignore that these programs would
be very expensive once implemented.

A Different Kind of Socialism
Proponents  of  socialism  not  only  argue  that  it  was  not
implemented correctly in the past but also argue that what
they are proposing is “democratic socialism.” They usually
point to the Scandinavian countries as examples.

In  one  of  his  videos,  Anders  Hagstrom  asks,  “What  does
socialism  mean  to  him?”  He  says  that  conversations  about
socialism often go like this: “A liberal says we should be



socialist.  A  conservative  points  to  Venezuela,  and  says
socialism doesn’t work. A liberal says, What about Sweden and
Norway? The conservative then points out that those countries
aren’t actually socialist.”{3}

He says that even if we accept the comment by liberals, there
is a problem. “Nordic countries have tiny populations of less
than 10 million. And copying and pasting their policies to a
country of 330 million isn’t going to work.” These Nordic
countries  were  successful  before  they  adopted  the
redistributive policies they have now. Here’s a reality check:
if Sweden were to join the US as a state, Sweden would be
poorer than all but 12 states.

Hagstrom also explains that the policies of true socialists
like Senator Bernie Sanders and Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez go
far beyond what the Nordic countries have. For example, Bernie
Sanders wants a planned economy. None of the Nordic states
have this. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez wants to abolish profit.
None of the Nordic countries have done that. And both of them
want a universal minimum wage.

None of the Nordic states have that.

There’s another problem with the argument. These countries
aren’t  socialist.  John  Stossel,  in  one  of  his  videos,
interviewed a prominent Swedish historian.{4} Johan Norberg
makes  it  clear  that  “Sweden  is  not  socialist—because  the
government doesn’t own the means of production. To see that,
you have to go to Venezuela or Cuba or North Korea.” He does
admit  that  the  country  did  have  something  that  resembled
socialism a few decades ago. The government heavily taxed the
citizens and spent heavily. That was not a good period in
Swedish history, especially for the economy.

One example he uses is Astrid Lindgren, author of the popular
children’s books, Pippi Longstocking. Because her books were
popular and sold well, she experienced something Americans



cannot even imagine. She had to pay a tax of 102 percent on
any new book she sold.

Yet even with the high Swedish taxes, there was simply not
enough money to fund Sweden’s huge welfare state. Norberg
explains  that  “People  couldn’t  get  the  pension  that  they
thought they depended on for the future.” At this point, the
Swedish people had enough and began to reduce the size and
scope of the government.

John Stossel says, “They cut public spending, privatized the
national  rail  network,  abolished  certain  government
monopolies, eliminated inheritance taxes and sold state-owned
businesses like the maker of Absolut Vodka.” While it is true
that Sweden does have a larger welfare state than the US and
higher taxes than the US, there are many other areas where
Sweden is actually more free market.

Nevertheless, the argument persists that these Scandinavian
countries demonstrate the success of socialism. That is one
reason why Dinesh D’Souza dedicated an entire chapter in his
book on the subject of socialist experiments, Venezuela, and
the Scandinavian illusion, in order to answer the arguments
and  rebuttals  used  to  advance  the  idea  of  democratic
socialism.{5}

Doesn’t the Bible Teach Socialism?
If you have ever been teaching through the book of Acts, you
know when this question will surface. In Acts 4, we find a
statement that the believers in Jerusalem “had all things in
common.” It also says that those who possessed land or houses
sold them and brought the proceeds to the apostles’ feet. They
distributed these gifts to anyone in need. This looks like
socialism to many who are already predisposed to believe it
should be the economic system of choice.

First, we need to realize that this practice was only done in



Jerusalem. As you read through the rest of the book of Acts
and read the letters of Paul and Peter, you see that most
believers  in  other  parts  of  the  Roman  world  had  private
property  and  possessions.  Paul  calls  upon  them  to  give
voluntarily to the work of ministry.

Second, the word voluntary applies not only to Christians in
other parts of the world, but it also was a voluntary act by
the believers in Jerusalem to give sacrificially to each other
in the midst of persecution. This one passage in the book of
Acts is not a mandate for socialism.

If you keep reading in the book of Acts, you can also see that
the believers in Jerusalem owned the property before they
voluntarily  gave  the  proceeds  to  the  apostles.  The  next
chapter (Acts 5) clearly teaches that. When Peter confronted
Ananias, he clearly stated that “While it remained, was it not
your own? After it was sold, was it not in your own control?”

Owning property contradicts one of the fundamental principles
of socialism. In the Communist Manifesto, “the abolition of
property”  is  a  major  item  in  the  plan  for  moving  from
capitalism  to  socialism  and  eventually  to  communism.

By contrast, the Ten Commandments assume private property. The
eighth  commandment  forbidding  stealing  and  the  tenth
commandment  about  coveting  both  assume  that  people  have
private property rights.

In fact, we can use biblical principles to evaluate economic
systems like capitalism and socialism. Although the Bible does
not endorse a particular system, it does have key principles
about human nature, private property rights, and the role of
government. These can be used to evaluate economic systems.

Socialism and Equality
One of the moral arguments for socialism is that it creates a
society with more social and economic equality. Proponents



want us to consider the fairness argument when applied to a
free market. How fair is it that basketball star Lebron James
makes more than $37 million when a social worker starting out
only makes about $30,000? Even more extreme is the estimate
that Jeff Bezos makes more than $320 million a day while the
average Amazon salary is around $35,000 a year.

Of course, this is what happens in a free society where people
with  different  skills,  different  abilities,  and  different
motivations are allowed to participate in a free market. You
will get inequality, but you also have a free society where
people can use their gifts to pursue their calling and still
receive a good income.

We don’t have to guess what will happen in a socialist economy
because we have lots of historical examples. In a desire to
bring  equality,  socialism  doesn’t  bring  people  up  out  of
poverty. Instead, it
drives them into poverty. Consider two test cases (Germany and
Korea).

After World War II, Germany was divided into two countries:
West Germany was capitalist, while East Germany was socialist.
Throughout the time they were divided, there was a striking
difference between the two countries. When the two countries
were reunified, the GDP of East Germany was a third of the GDP
of West Germany. In fact, even the poorest parts of West
Germany (Schleswig-Holstein) were more than twice as wealthy
as the richest region of East Germany (Saxony).

An even better example is North and South Korea, because it
has lasted longer and continues to this day. South Korea is
now more than 20 times richer than North Korea. Of course,
people in South Korea are also freer than North Korea. They
are also taller and live about 12 years longer than people in
North Korea.{6}

By contrast, capitalism provides every person a chance to



influence  the  society.  In  his  book,  United  States  of
Socialism, Dinesh D’Souza doesn’t ignore the issue of justice
but actually embraces it. Capitalism, he says, “far more than
socialism,  reflects  the  will  of  the  people  and  expresses
democratic consent.” A consumer is like a voter. As a citizen,
we get to vote in an election every two to four years. But a
consumer gets to vote every day with his or her dollar bills.
That money represents the time and effort put in to get those
dollar bills.

Citizens participate in a system of representative democracy
(where  their  views  are  filtered  through  politicians  who
represent them). But a consumer votes in a system of direct
democracy. You can choose Coke or New Coke or Pepsi or Dr.
Pepper. You choose Fox over MSNBC and prefer an iPhone to
another cell phone. You exercise your preferences by paying
for it yourself.

The free market provides you a level of popular participation
and democratic consent that politics can never provide. You
get to vote every day with your dollars and send economic
signals to people and companies providing goods and services.
Essentially, capitalism, like democracy, is a clear form of
social justice.

These are just a few arguments used to promote socialism. If
we are to win the war of ideas, we need to understand how to
respond to these arguments and make a convincing case for the
free market. This booklet, and the previous one on A Biblical
View on Capitalism and Socialism, are resources to use in that
battle over these economic ideas.

Additional Resources
Kerby Anderson, A Biblical View on Capitalism and Socialism,
2018.
Dinesh D’Souza, United States of Socialism, New York: All
Points Books, 2020.



F.A.  Hayek,  The  Road  to  Serfdom:  Text  and  Documents,  the
Definitive Edition, ed. Bruce Caldwell. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, 2007.
Jay Richards. Money, Greed, and God. New York: Harper One,
2009.
Kevin  Williamson,  The  Politically  Incorrect  Guide  to
Socialism,  Washington,  DC:  Regnery  Publishing,  2011.
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Kyle Skaggs muses about one of his favorite online series and
how it relates to our common temptation to seek comfort from
idols like the Israelites’ golden calf.

I’ve been watching YouTube’s series “The Promised Land” (think
Exodus meets “The Office”), which has inspired me to revisit
the  law-related  section  of  the  Pentateuch:  Numbers,
Deuteronomy, and Leviticus. Any good Christian media should
encourage you to do that. My favorite character in the show is
Chisisi, an Egyptian soldier who got washed up on the other
side of the Red Sea and is awkwardly pretending to be a
Hebrew.

One of my favorite moments in the show is taken straight from
Exodus, where the people convince Aaron to make them a new
god. Many of us know how that goes. He makes a golden calf.
The people worship it, and then Moses comes down and flies
into a rage. This got me thinking.

Regarding the calf, I (and commentators more skilled than I)
have noted the significance that the idol was a calf of all

https://www.youtube.com/@ThePromisedLandSeries


other possible shapes. It may have a connection to Apis, the
son of Hathor, an Egyptian god represented by a bull. His
worship began in the city of Memphis. Widespread worship of
the bull began in the First Dynasty (2925-2775 BC), meaning
the cult of Apis was around at least 1,300 years before the
Hebrews left Egypt if we use the early date for the exodus.

The Hebrews spent around four hundred years in Egypt. The only
other gods they knew were well established Egyptian deities.
In the absence of Moses’ leadership, the people grew restless
and returned to what they were comfortable with, something
they could see, touch, and manipulate rather than waiting for
Moses to return with God’s word.

When we face difficulty, we are often tempted to go our own
way rather than waiting on God. And when we do things without
God, we run back to our sin. We all have a golden calf of our
own, something we turn to for stability instead of God. It can
be something serious like pornography, smoking, or gambling;
it can even be something less obvious like over-eating or
spending too much time on social media. We are comforted by
our sin even if we know it’s wrong.

To mature as a Christian, one takes on the mindset that they
were  set  free  from  sin  and  made  slaves  to  righteousness
(Romans 6:18). That which the world holds in regard—wealth,
power, pleasure, and all self-serving things—are dead to us.
So when it becomes hard to see God, don’t settle for the shiny
calf from your old life. Trust in God’s timing. Don’t be like
the Hebrews.

©2026 Probe Ministries
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Worldviews Through History –
Compared to a Christian View
Kerby Anderson provides a summary of how mankind has viewed
the world from the Romans until today. This summary provides
us  a  perspective  against  which  to  compare  and  contrast  a
Christian,  biblical  worldview  based  on  New  Testament
principles.

Roman Worldview
On the Probe Web site we often talk about worldviews. I want
to explain how the worldviews we talk about developed through
history. We will be using as our foundation an excellent book
written by Professor Glenn Sunshine whom I have met and also
had the privilege of interviewing. His book is Why You Think
the Way You Do: The Story of Western Worldviews from Rome to
Home.{1}

Glenn  Sunshine  is  a  member  of  the  church  that
Jonathan  Edwards  attended  when  he  was  at  Yale.
Professor Sunshine gave a lecture about Jonathan
Edward’s worldview at a conference they held, and
Chuck  Colson  invited  him  to  teach  with  the
Centurions program. He gave a talk about “How We Got Here” and
then later turned it into Why You Think the Way You Do.

Since we will be talking about worldview, it would be good to
begin with Glenn Sunshine’s definition. “A worldview is the
framework you use to interpret the world and your place in
it.”{2}  You  do  not  need  to  be  a  philosopher  to  have  a
worldview. All of us have a worldview.

Although Glenn Sunshine begins with the worldview of the Roman
world, he quickly takes us back to neo-Platonism. It was the
religion  and  philosophy  based  upon  Plato’s  ideas.  Neo-
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Platonism  was  the  belief  that  the  fundamental  ground  of
reality is non-physical. Instead it is found in the world of
ideas (and is known as idealism). These ideas cast shadows
that cast other shadows until they arrive at the physical
world.

According to this worldview, the whole universe exists as a
hierarchy. The spiritual is superior to the physical. This
provides a scale of values for the world, but also provides a
scale for humanity. In other words, those who are superior
should rule over those who are inferior because they have
demonstrated their ability to rule or conquer.

This view of hierarchy led to the idea of the father having
superiority over all members of the family. It led to the idea
that men are superior to women. It led to the idea that the
emperor should rule and be worshipped. And it led to the idea
that slaves are inferior to free people and nothing more than
“living tools.”{3}

This explains not only the success of Rome but also its ugly
underside. Essentially there are two pictures of Rome: “the
glittering empire and the rotten core.”{4}

In Rome, human life did not have much value. While it is true
that Romans abandoned human sacrifice, they engaged in other
practices  equally  abhorrent.  “They  picked  up  the  Etruscan
practice of having people fight to the death in games in honor
of the dead.”{5}

Slavery  provided  the  economic  foundation  for  the  empire.
Abortion  and  infanticide  were  regularly  practiced.  “Roman
families would usually keep as many healthy sons as they had
and only one daughter; the rest were simply discarded.”{6} And
Roman law required that a father kill any visibly deformed
child.



Transformation of the Pagan World
How did Christianity transform the pagan world? In AD 303, the
Roman  emperor  Diocletian  began  a  severe  persecution  of
Christians.  But  because  Christians  were  faithful  and  even
willing  to  go  to  their  deaths  for  their  beliefs,  their
credibility  increased.  Eventually  they  were  accepted  and
allowed to exercise their faith. Constantine even legalized
the Christian faith by AD 313.

Once  that  took  place,  Christian  ideas  were  allowed  to
percolate through society. One of the most important ideas was
that human beings are created in the image of God. This idea
has  a  profound  impact.  First,  it  meant  that  people  are
fundamentally  equal  to  each  other.  No  longer  were  there
grounds for saying that some people are superior to others. In
fact, “Christians were the first people in history to oppose
slavery systematically.”{7}

Christians (who believed that all are created in the image of
God) treated the sick differently. They believed that even
those who were deathly ill still deserved care. Dionysius of
Alexandria reported that Christians (often at great risk to
their own lives) “visited the sick fearlessly and ministered
to them continually.”{8} They would rescue babies abandoned in
an act of infanticide. They would oppose abortion.

In economics, we can also see the influence of Christianity.
The idea that God created the universe and then rested showed
that God worked. That would mean that human beings (made in
the image of God) are expected to work as well. God gave Adam
and Eve intellectual work (in naming the animals) and physical
work (in tending the Garden). Contrast this with the Roman
world where physical work was seen as something that only
slaves would do. Christians saw labor as something that was
intrinsically valuable.

Labor is good; drudgery is bad. Drudgery is a result of the



Fall (Genesis 3). So Christians were the first to develop
technology to remove drudgery from work. Other civilizations
had technology, but the West uniquely applied such things as
water  power  to  make  work  more  valuable  and  worthwhile  by
eliminating  the  drudgery  and  repetitive  nature  of  certain
tasks.

Property rights were also well-developed during this period.
“The medieval world under the influence of Christianity has a
much stronger emphasis on property rights than other cultures
had.”{9}

These ideas come from a biblical worldview and began to be
developed  during  the  Middle  Ages.  This  led  to  a  complete
transformation of western society and set it on a trajectory
to our modern world.

Christianity and Politics
Glenn  Sunshine  points  out  that  in  the  West,  the  dynamic
between  church  and  state  is  unique.  Christianity  was
originally  a  persecuted  minority  religion.  Even  when
Christianity was declared a legal religion, the church did not
depend upon the state. So the question of the relationship
between church and state has been an open question.

During  the  Middle  Ages,  two  men  helped  shape  political
thinking. The first was Augustine, who described two realms:
the City of God and the City of Man. He argued that human
government is the result of sin. He believed that it is based
upon  selfishness.  Government  itself  is  corruption.  In  the
absence of government, anarchy reigns. So government is a
necessary evil.

The City of God is different in that it is not based upon
force  or  coercion.  It  is  based  upon  love,  charity,  and
repentance. That doesn’t mean that the City of Man and the
City of God cannot work together. But overall, Augustine had a



more pessimistic view of government.

Aristotle had a different view of government. As people in the
Middle  Ages  began  to  rediscover  Aristotle,  they  began  to
develop a different view of government. They saw government as
a necessary institution that God has placed in the world. It
had positive and legitimate functions.

Aristotle believed that government had a more positive role in
society. But the Christian theologians had to also deal with
the problem of original sin. They wanted to find a way to
prevent  original  sin  from  corrupting  the  government.  The
tension between these two views is what drives the discussion
of western political theory.

Sunshine  notes  that  “another  check  on  civil  government
involved the idea of rights.”{10} We normally associate the
idea of rights, especially inalienable rights, with eighteenth
century political theorists. However, John Locke’s idea that
we have inalienable right to life, liberty, and property is
already found in the writings of medieval theologians. The
basis for this is a belief that all are created in the image
of God. Therefore, all of us have a number of natural rights
that the state cannot remove. Natural law was the idea that
God wove moral laws into the fabric of the universe.

There also was the belief that there should be limitations on
the jurisdiction of civil government and church government.
One example is the Magna Carta, that stated that the English
church was to be free and its liberties unimpaired by the
crown.

The Renaissance and Enlightenment
What about the transformation into the modern world? In the
early modern period, starting with the Renaissance in the
fifteenth century to the seventeenth century, there are a
whole series of events that shook the worldview consensus that



developed in the Middle Ages.

Previously there were certain beliefs about truth: (1) that
truth was absolute, (2) that truth is knowable to the human
mind, and (3) that truth is necessary for society (a society
could not be based upon a lie). The best good guide for truth
would be the great civilizations of the past that lasted for
so long and thus must have been based upon truth.

The idea was to go to the past to find truth. During the
Renaissance  scholars  were  very  successful  in  collecting
manuscripts and finding ancient sources. Unfortunately, they
found so many sources that they discovered there was not a
coherent perspective. The ancient writers disagreed with each
other. In a sense, the Renaissance was a victim of its own
success. There was too much information. The more ancient
sources they found, the less likely they would find agreement
in the perspectives. Once it became obvious that this grand
synthesis was not possible, the entire purpose of intellectual
activity was thrown into question.

Then there were the wars of the Reformation in which various
factions fought over who was the true follower of the prince
of peace. The devastation of the religious wars left many
people wondering if there really was religious certainty. No
longer was the question “is Christianity true” but rather
“which Christianity is true?” Now you had a multiplicity of
options  that  left  people  confused.  This  also  generated
questions about the role of religion in society.

Then you also had the discovery of the New World and whole
people groups that had never heard the gospel. Some began to
ask questions like: Is it fair of God to send them all to hell
because they had never heard of Christianity? Or, in light of
biblical  history,  where  did  they  come  from?  How  do  these
people fit with the story of Noah? These discoveries called
into question biblical morality and biblical history.



Also, people started using a new way of looking at knowledge.
They  began  to  use  the  scientific  method  to  evaluate
everything.  This  begins  a  significant  shift  in  how  we
understand the world. There is a movement away from certainty
toward  probability.  There  is  also  a  movement  away  from
studying ancient authors toward scientific experimentation.

In the modern world, therefore, truth is not found in the past
but in the present and future. With this is also questioning
of biblical authority.

The Modern World and Christianity
Let me conclude by talking about our modern world and how
Christians should respond. Sunshine concludes his book with
chapters on “Modernity and Its Discontents” and “The Decay of
Modernity.” Essentially the modern world has left humans with
a loss of truth, certainty, and meaning in life. “Materialism
provides a ready answer to the question of the meaning and
purpose  of  life:  there  is  none.”{11}  From  a  Darwinian
perspective, our only purpose is to pass our genes on to the
next generation.

This rejection of spirituality and meaning has ushered in
various other worldviews as alternatives. These would be such
worldviews as postmodernism, neo-paganism, and the New Age
Movement.  Sunshine  argues  that  in  many  ways  we  have  been
catapulted back to Rome.

Like Rome we value toleration as the supreme virtue. Rome
believed that toleration was important because it kept the
empire together. If you go beyond the lines of toleration, you
are persecuted. This is similar to the mindset today. The
highest value in a postmodern world is toleration. Toleration
so defined means that we will embrace any and all lifestyles
people may choose.

The Romans lived in an oversexed society.{12} So do we. Rome



practiced abortion. So does our society. Rome was antinatal
and  made  a  deliberate  attempt  to  prevent  pregnancy.  They
focused on sexual enjoyment and did not want to bother with
kids. In our modern world, birthrates in most of the western
democracies are plummeting.

Western  civilization  is  a  product  of  ancient  Roman
civilization plus Christianity. Sunshine argues that once you
removed Christianity, modern society reverted back to Roman
society and a recovery of the ancient pagan worldview.

So how should Christians live in this world? Of course, we
should live out a biblical worldview. Every generation is
called to live faithfully to the gospel, and our generation is
no exception.

This  is  especially  important  today  since  we  are  facing  a
society that is not willing to accept biblical ideas. In many
ways, we face a challenge similar to the early church, though
not as daunting. From history we can see that the early church
did  live  faithfully  and  transformed  the  Roman  world.
Christians  produced  a  totally  new  civilization:  western
culture. By living faithfully before the watching world, we
will increase our credibility and earn the respect from those
who  are  around  us  by  living  in  accordance  with  biblical
principles.
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The All-Present God
“As Charles Haddon Spurgeon once observed, there are very few
things as uplifting for the heart and the mind as a serious
study of the being and attributes of God. Hopefully, this
little  article  on  God’s  omnipresence  will  encourage  some
others to take up such studies for themselves. They won’t be
disappointed.” —Dr. Michael Gleghorn

Introduction

We can never get away from God. To some, this is
quite  threatening.  To  others,  it  is  merely  irritating  or
annoying. But for those who know and love God, it is deeply
comforting  and  consoling,  for  it  means  that  we  are  never
alone.

In this article, I want to discuss an attribute of God that is
often referred to as omnipresence. It’s a big word, but all it
means  is  that  God  is  present  everywhere.  It  was  while
meditating on this attribute that David was led to pen the
oft-quoted verses of Psalm 139:
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Where can I go from your Spirit? Where can I flee from your
presence? If I go up to the heavens, you are there; if I
make my bed in the depths, you are there. If I rise on the
wings of the dawn, if I settle on the far side of the sea,
even there your hand will guide me, your right hand will
hold me fast (vv. 7-10).{1}

Clearly David took comfort in the fact that he could never get
away from God, that there was nowhere he could go where God
was not.

In  a  similar  manner,  King  Solomon  also  spoke  of  God’s
omnipresence in his prayer at the dedication of the temple in
Jerusalem. He said, “But will God really dwell on earth? The
heavens, even the highest heaven, cannot contain you. How much
less this temple I have built!” (1 Kings 8:27). Here, Solomon
recognizes that unlike human beings, God’s presence cannot be
localized  to  merely  one  place  on  the  earth.  Indeed,  the
universe itself is not sufficient to contain the being of its
Creator!

So how is the doctrine that God is everywhere present to be
understood? And what practical applications might this have
for our lives?

To begin, it is helpful to observe that just as the doctrine
of God’s eternity attempts to explain how God is related to
time, the doctrine of omnipresence attempts to explain how He
is related to space. Does God completely transcend space? That
is,  might  He  exist  completely  “outside”  or  “beyond”  our
spatial universe in some sense? Or is it better to think of
Him as existing everywhere throughout all space? Then again,
could it be the case that He somehow exists both within and
beyond  the  created  order?  Obviously,  these  are  deep  and
difficult questions. But since thinking through such things is
part of what it means to love God with our minds, let us
ponder these matters as carefully as we can (Mark 12:30).



God and Space
Other Scriptures certainly seem to affirm God’s omnipresence.
God asks the prophet Jeremiah, “Am I only a God nearby . . .
and not a God far away? . . . . Do I not fill heaven and
earth?” (23:23-24). Here the Lord affirms that He is present
everywhere, that there is nowhere in heaven and earth where He
is not. But how should we understand this?

Should we think of God as “spread out” through the universe
like an invisible gas? Although this might be the mental image
which most naturally suggests itself to our minds, we should
carefully avoid embracing it. After all, “God is spirit” (John
4:24).  And  a  spirit,  unlike  a  gas,  is  a  non-physical
entity.{2} If we think of God as being spread throughout the
universe like an invisible gas, then we might be tempted to
think of God as only partially present at any one place. For
instance, we might come to believe that there is a small
amount of God in our bedroom, even more of Him throughout our
house, and more still in the three-mile radius around our
house. And this, I’m sure you would agree, is crazy!{3} We
don’t want to think of God’s omnipresence in these terms.

Instead, if we want to think of God as existing everywhere in
space (and many theologians would caution us against this),
then we ought to think of Him as being fully present at every
point of space at the same time. Now admittedly, this is a
difficult concept to grasp. But an analogy may help to clarify
the point.

A  number  of  Christian  theologians  and  philosophers  have
suggested that we should think of God’s relationship to the
world as similar to the soul’s relationship to the body. On
one construal of this view, the soul is held to be “spatially
present  in  the  body,”  but  “not  extended  throughout  it.”
Instead, it’s thought to be “somehow wholly present at all
points in its body.” In a similar way, it is said, we can also
think of God as being “spatially located in the universe” and



yet “wholly present at every point in it.”{4}

Of course, it must be emphasized that this is only an analogy.
I’m certainly not suggesting that the world really is God’s
body!{5} The analogy is intended simply to help us understand
one way in which God might be thought of as omnipresent. But
it’s not the only way.

God and Spacelessness{6}
Many Christian philosophers do not believe that we should
think of God as literally present in space. Instead, they
believe  that  God  completely  transcends  space,  existing
“beyond” or “outside” the spatial universe which we inhabit.
But if this is so, then how do they think the doctrine of
God’s omnipresence should be understood? Moreover, why do they
believe that God is not present in space?

Let’s take the second question first. Why think that God isn’t
present  in  space?  Well,  say  these  thinkers,  consider  the
doctrine of creation. God created the universe ex nihilo, or
“out  of  nothing.”  Literally  nothing  existed  (except  God)
“before”  He  brought  the  universe  into  being.{7}  In  other
words, prior to creation, not even space existed. Rather,
space  is  brought  into  being  by  God  at  the  moment  of
creation.{8} But if God does not exist in space prior to
creating the universe, then why should we think that He is
located  in  space  after  bringing  the  universe  into  being?
According to this view, there just isn’t any good reason for
thinking that He is.

But wait a minute! If God isn’t located in space, then how can
it still be said that He’s present everywhere? Doesn’t this
amount  to  a  denial  of  God’s  omnipresence?  According  to
proponents  of  this  view,  we  should  understand  God’s
omnipresence to mean that He both knows what is happening
everywhere in space and that He is active at every point in
space.{9} In other words, God not only knows what is happening



everywhere on earth, He also knows what is happening elsewhere
in our solar system and in every galaxy of the universe.
Moreover, He is continually exercising His power to sustain
the universe in being and He is able to act anywhere He
desires throughout this vast cosmos which He has created.
Hence,  even  if  God  is  not  literally  present  in  space,
advocates of this view still insist that He both knows what is
happening and is able to exercise His power anywhere in the
world at any time He chooses.

Having now considered the two major views regarding how we
should understand the doctrine of God’s omnipresence, we’ll
briefly look at some of the difficulties that are raised by
this doctrine.

Difficulties with Omnipresence
Recall how David in Psalm 139 affirms that there is nowhere he
can flee from God’s presence, for God is present everywhere.
But this raises a difficulty, for elsewhere in the Bible David
says  something  which  seems  to  directly  contradict  this
sentiment.

Pursued by Saul in the Desert of Ziph, David, who had the
opportunity to kill Saul but humbly refused, pleaded with Saul
not to shed his blood “far from the presence of the Lord” (1
Sam. 26:20). But wait a minute! If God is present everywhere,
as David elsewhere affirms, then what sense does it make to
speak of dying far from the presence of the Lord? How can one
be far from the presence of the Lord if the Lord is present
everywhere?

It  seems  to  me  that  the  best  way  of  handling  these
difficulties is to make an important distinction regarding the
way in which God is everywhere present. What I mean is this.
Although God is present everywhere, He is uniquely present at
certain times and places when He desires to reveal Himself in
some special way.



The best example of this is the unique incarnation of God the
Son in the man Christ Jesus. Jesus was one person with two
natures, one divine and one human. According to His divine
nature, He remained omnipresent even during His time on earth.
Yet in his human nature, Jesus was limited (like all other
men) to a particular time and place. And it was in this more
limited sense that God specially chose to reveal Himself to
us. Hence, in the Gospel of John we learn that God’s grace and
truth, His love and salvation, His blessing and glory, are all
uniquely revealed in the person of Jesus Christ.{10}

In a similar way, concerning the example of David above, we
can say that while God was certainly present in the Desert of
Ziph, He had chosen to specially reveal Himself to the people
of Israel. He was thus present to the people of Israel in a
way that He was not present to the other nations. It is in
this sense that David pleads with Saul not to shed his blood
“far from the presence of the Lord.”

The Importance of Omnipresence
Let’s think about this in terms of a “good news/bad news”
approach, beginning with the “bad news” first. Although God’s
omnipresence, considered in itself, is really only good news,
there is certainly a sense in which sinful men and women, much
like you and me, might be tempted to regard this doctrine as
bad news. Why is that?

Well, if God is always present, then like it or not, every
evil thought, word, or deed that we think, say, or do is
always  done  directly  in  His  presence!  That’s  a  sobering
thought, isn’t it? There is literally nothing that we can ever
do in a hidden or secret way. Whenever we lie or steal, commit
adultery or take God’s name in vain, we do so in the presence
of the God to whom we are all ultimately accountable. Indeed,
Jesus warned that on the day of judgment we will even have to
give an account for every “careless word” which we have spoken
(Matt. 12:36)! This, at least for sinners like ourselves, is



what we might call the bad news of God’s omnipresence.

But  as  I  said  previously,  the  reality  is  that  God’s
omnipresence is actually very good news. For it means that no
matter what our circumstances, God is always present! When
we’re  anxious  or  scared,  God  is  there.  When  we’re  under
pressure at work or having difficulties in a relationship, God
is there. Yes; even if we’re sick or dying, God is present
then, too. David wrote in the Psalms, “Even though I walk
through the valley of the shadow of death, I will fear no
evil, for you are with me; your rod and your staff, they
comfort me” (Psalm 23:4). For the one who’s been reconciled to
God through faith in Jesus Christ, the fact that God is always
present is very “good news” indeed!

I hope you can see that the doctrine of God’s omnipresence is
not just an interesting issue for philosophers and theologians
to  ponder  (although  it  is  certainly  that).  It’s  also  an
extremely practical doctrine that is highly relevant to almost
every aspect of our lives. For wherever we go, whatever joys
we encounter or difficulties we face, God is there. And for
the  Christian,  He  is  present  as  our  Protector,  Savior,
Counselor, and Friend!

Notes

1. All Scriptural citations are taken from the New
International Version of the Bible.
2. See, for example, Jesus’ remarks in Luke 24:39: “Look at my
hands and my feet. It is I myself! Touch me and see; a ghost
does not have flesh and bones, as you see I have.”
3. I got this insight from William Lane Craig, “Doctrine of
God,” Part 8 [Podcast] (accessed August 2010), available from
http://bit.ly/9ruR74.
4. These quotations come from the discussion in J. P. Moreland
and William Lane Craig, Philosophical Foundations for a
Christian Worldview (Downers Grove: InterVarsity Press, 2003),
509-10.

http://www.reasonablefaith.org/site/PageServer?pagename=podcasting_main#defenders2


5. Of course, some theologians (e.g., Process theologians) do
believe that the universe is God’s body. According to them,
God is like the soul of the world (which is His body). This
view is usually termed panentheism, which is not the same as
pantheism.
6. This section is particularly indebted to the discussion of
omnipresence in Moreland and Craig, Philosophical Foundations,
509-11.
7. I put “before” in quotation marks since, if God is timeless
without creation, there really isn’t literally any temporal
moment “before” God brings the universe into being. The
universe, along with time itself, simply has its beginning at
the moment of creation. Nevertheless, for the purpose of
communicating to our radio audience in the limited amount of
time available, it is much easier to simply say “before”
creation.
8. Moreland and Craig, Philosophical Foundations, 510.
9. Ibid., 510-11.
10. In this regard, please see John 1:1, 14-18; 3:16-21.
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The  Rise  of  the  Nones  –
Reaching the Lost in Today’s
America
Steve Cable addresses James White’s book The Rise of the Nones
in view of Probe’s research about the church.
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Probe Ministries is committed to updating
you  on  the  status  of  Christianity  in
America.  In  this  article,  we  consider
James White’s book, The Rise of the Nones,
Understanding and Reaching the Religiously
Unaffiliated.{1}  His  book  addresses  a
critical topic since the fastest-growing
religious group of our time is those who
check “none” or “none of the above” on
religious survey questions.

Let’s begin by reviewing some observations about
Christianity in America.

From the 1930’s{2} into the early 1990’s the percentage of
nones in America{3} was less than 8%. But by 2012, the number
had grown to 20% of all adults and appears to be increasing.
Even more alarming, among those between the ages of 18 and 30
the percentage grew by a factor of three, from 11% in 1990 to
nearly 32% in 2012.

Another study reported Protestantism is no longer the majority
in the U.S., dropping from 66% in the 1960’s down to 48% in
2012.

The  nones  tend  to  consider  themselves  to  be  liberal  or
moderate  politically,  in  favor  of  abortion  and  same-sex
marriage being legal, and seldom if ever attend religious
services. For the most part, they are not atheists and are not
necessarily  hostile  toward  religious  institutions.  However,
among those who believe in “nothing in particular,” 88% are
not even looking for a specific faith or religion.

One report concludes, “The challenge to Christianity . . .
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does not come from other religions, but from a rejection of
all forms of organized religions. They’re not thinking about
religion and rejecting it; they are not thinking about it at
all.”{4} In fact, the 2011 Baylor survey found that 44% of
Americans said they spend no time seeking “eternal wisdom,”
and a Lifeway survey found that nearly half of Americans said
they never wonder whether they will go to heaven.

As White notes, these changes in attitude come in the wake of
a second major attack on traditional Christian beliefs. The
first set of attacks consisted of:

1. Copernicus attacking the existence of God

2. Darwin attacking God’s involvement in creation, and

3. Freud attacking our very concept of a creator God.

The second storm of attacks focuses on perceptions of how
Christians think in three important areas.

1. An over entanglement with politics linked to anti-gay,
sexual conservatism, and abrasiveness

2. Hateful aggression that has the church talking in ways
that have stolen God’s reputation, and

3.  An  obsession  with  greed  seen  in  televangelist
transgressions and mega-pastor materialism, causing distrust
of the church.

These perceptions, whether true or not, create an environment
where  there  is  no  benefit  in  the  public  mind  to  self-
identifying  with  a  Christian  religious  denomination.

Living in a Post-Christian America
A 2013 Barna study{5} shows America rapidly moving into a
post-Christian status. Their survey-based study came to this



conclusion: over 48% of young adults are post-Christian, and
“The influence of post-Christian trends is likely to increase
and  is  a  significant  factor  among  today’s  youngest
Americans.”{6}

White suggests this trend is the result of “three deep and
fast-moving cultural currents: secularization, privatization,
and pluralization.”{7}

Secularization

Secularization teaches the secular world is reality and our
thoughts about the spiritual world are fantasy. White states:
“We seem quite content to accept the idea of faith being
privately engaging but culturally irrelevant.”{8} In a society
which is not affirming of public religious faith, it is much
more difficult to hold a vibrant, personal faith.

Privatization

Privatization creates a chasm between the public and private
spheres of life, trivializing Christian faith to the realm of
opinion. Nancy Pearcy saw this, saying, “The most pervasive
thought  pattern  of  our  times  is  the  two-realm  view  of
truth.”{9} In it, the first and public realm is secular truth
that states, “Humans are machines.” The second and private
realm of spirituality states, “Moral and humane ideals have no
basis in truth, as defined by scientific naturalism. But we
affirm them anyway.”{10}

Pluralization

Pluralization tells us all religions are equal in their lack
of  ultimate  truth  and  their  ability  to  deliver  eternity.
Rather speaking the truth of Christ, our post-modern ethic
tells us we can each have our own truth. As reported in our
book,  Cultural  Captives{11},  about  70%  of  evangelical,
emerging adults are pluralists. Pluralism results in making
your own suit out of patches of different fabrics and patterns



and expecting everyone else to act as if it were seamless.

White sums up today’s situation this way: “They forgot that
their God was . . . radically other than man . . . They
committed religion functionally to making the world better in
human terms and intellectually to modes of knowing God fitted
only for understanding this world.”{12}

This  combination  of  secularization,  privatization  and
pluralization  has  led  to  a  mishmash  of  “bad  religion”
overtaking  much  of  mainstream  Christianity.  The  underlying
basis of the belief systems of nones is that there is a lot of
truth  to  go  around.  In  this  post-modern  world,  it  is
considered futile to search for absolute truth. Instead, we
create our own truth from the facts at hand and as necessary
despite the facts. Of course, this creates the false (yet
seemingly desirable) attribute that neither we, nor anyone
else, have to recognize we are sinners anymore. With no wrong,
we feel no need for the ultimate source of truth, namely God.

If You Build It, They Won’t Come
We’ve been considering the beliefs and thinking of the nones.
Can we reach them with the gospel, causing them to genuinely
consider the case for Christ?

We are not going to reach them by doing more of the same.
Statistics  indicate  that  we  are  not  doing  a  good  job  of
reaching the nones.

As James White notes, “The very people who say they want
unchurched people to . . . find Jesus resist the most basic .
. . issues related to building a relationship with someone
apart  from  Christ,  .  .  .  and  inviting  them  to  an  open,
winsome,  and  compelling  front  door  so  they  can  come  and
see.”{13}

Paul had to change his approach when addressing Greeks in



Athens. In the same way, we need to understand how to speak to
the culture we want to penetrate.

In the 1960’s, a non-believer was likely to have a working
knowledge of Christianity. They needed to personally respond
to the offer of salvation, not just intellectually agree to
its validity. This situation made revivals and door-to-door
visitation excellent tools to reach lost people.

Today, we face a different dynamic among the nones. “The goal
is not simply knowing how to articulate the means of coming to
Christ; it is learning how to facilitate and enable the person
to progress from [little knowledge of Christ], to where he or
she is able to even consider accepting Christ.”{14}

The  rise  of  the  nones  calls  for  a  new  strategy  for
effectiveness. Today, cause should be the leading edge of our
connection with many of the nones, in terms of both arresting
their attention and enlisting their participation.

Up  through  the  1980s,  many  unchurched  would  respond  for
salvation and then be incorporated into the church and there
become drawn to Christian causes. From 1990 through the 2000s,
unchurched people most often needed to experience fellowship
in the body before they were ready to respond to the gospel.
Today, we have nones who are first attracted to the causes
addressed by Christians. Becoming involved in those causes,
they are attracted to the community of believers and gradually
they become ready to respond to the gospel.

We need to be aware of how these can be used to offer the good
news in a way that can penetrate through the cultural fog.
White puts it this way, “Even if it takes a while to get to
talking about Christ, (our church members) get there. And they
do it with integrity and . . . credibility. . . Later I’ve
seen those nones enfolded into our community and before long .
. .  the waters of baptism.”{15}

Relating to nones may be outside your comfort zone, but God



has called us to step out to share His love.

Combining Grace and Truth in a Christian
Mind
Every day we are on mission to the unchurched around us. James
White suggests ways we can communicate in a way that the nones
can understand.

We need to take to heart the three primary tasks of any
missionary  to  an  unfamiliar  culture.  First,  learn  how  to
communicate with the people we are trying to reach. Second,
become sensitized to the new culture to operate effectively
within it. Third, “translate the gospel into its own cultural
context  so  that  it  can  be  heard,  understood,  and
appropriated.”{16}

The  growth  of  the  nones  comes  largely  from  Mainline
Protestants and Catholics, right in the squishy middle where
there is little emphasis on the truth of God’s word. How can
we confront them with truth in a loving way?

The gospel of John tells us, “Grace and truth came through
Jesus  Christ.”{17}  Jesus  brought  the  free  gift  of  grace
grounded  in  eternal  truth.  As  we  translate  the  gospel  in
today’s cultural context for the nones, this combination needs
to  shine  through  our  message.  What  does  it  look  like  to
balance grace and truth?

• If we are communicating no grace and no truth, we are
following the example of Hinduism.

• If we are high on grace – but lacking in truth, we give
license to virtually any lifestyle and
perspective, affirming today’s new definition of tolerance.

• On the other hand, “truth without grace: this is the worst
of legalism . . . – what many nones



believe to be the hallmark of the Christian faith.” The real
representative of dogma without grace is Islam.” In a survey
among 750 Muslims who had converted to Christianity, they said
that  as  Muslims,  they  could  never  be  certain  of  their
forgiveness  and  salvation  as  Christians  can.

• Grace is the distinctive message of Christianity but never
remove it from the truth of the high cost Christ paid. Jesus
challenged the religious thought of the day with the truth of
God’s standard. Recognizing we cannot achieve that standard,
we are run to the grace of God by faith.

To  communicate  the  truth,  we  need  to  respond  to  the  new
questions nones are asking of any faith. As White points out,
“I do not encounter very many people who ask questions that
classical apologetics trained us to answer . . . Instead, the
new  questions  have  to  do  with  significance  and  meaning.”
Questions such as, “So, what?” and “Is this God of yours
really that good?”

We need to be prepared to “give a defense for the hope that is
within us” in ways that the nones around us can resonate with,
such as described in our article The Apologetics of Peter on
our website.

Opening the Front Door to Nones
The nones desperately need the truth of Jesus, yet it is a
challenge to effectively reach them. “Reaching out to a group
of people who have given up on the church, . . .  we must
renew our own commitment to the very thing they have rejected
– the church.”{18} The fact that some in today’s culture have
problems with today’s church does not mean that God intends to
abandon it.

The  church  needs  to  grasp  its  mandate  “to  engage  in  the
process  of  ‘counter-secularization’.  .  .  There  are  often
disparaging quips made about organized religion, but there was



nothing disorganized about the biblical model.”{19} We all
have a role to play in making our church a force for the
gospel in our community.

It must be clear to those outside that we approach our task
with  civility  and  unity.  Our  individual  actions  are  not
sufficient to bring down the domain of darkness. Jesus told us
that if those who encounter the church can sense the unity
holding us together they will be drawn to its message.

How will the nones come into contact with the unity of Christ?
It  will  most  likely  be  through  interaction  with  a  church
acting as the church. As White points out, “If the church has
a “front door,” and it clearly does, why shouldn’t it be . . .
strategically developed for optimal impact for . . . all nones
who may venture inside?”{20} Surveys indicate that 82 percent
of unchurched people would come to church this weekend if they
were invited by a friend.

One way we have a chance to interact with nones is when they
expose  their  children  to  a  church  experience.  Children’s
ministry is not something to occupy our children while we have
church, but is instead a key part of our outreach to the lost
nones in our community. “What you do with their children could
be a deal breaker.”

In today’s culture, we cannot overemphasize the deep need for
visual communication. Almost everyone is attuned to visually
receiving  information  and  meaning.  By  incorporating  visual
arts in our church mainstream, “it has a way of sneaking past
the defenses of the heart. And nones need a lot snuck past
them.”{21}

We need to keep evangelism at the forefront. “This is no time
to wave the flag of social ministry and justice issues so
single-mindedly in the name of cultural acceptance and the hip
factor that it becomes our collective substitute for the clear
articulation of the gospel.”{22}



White clearly states our goal, “Our only hope and the heart of
the Great Commission, is to stem the tide by turning the nones
into wons.”{23}
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How to Kill Sin: John Owen’s
The Mortification of Sin
Paul  Rutherford  provides  an  overview  of  the  Puritan  John
Owen’s classic book The Mortification of Sin.

In my early twenties I confessed to a friend an ongoing battle
with  sin.  He  suggested  I  read  John  Owen’s  book,  The
Mortification of Sin{1}. I wish I had read it back then. It
would have saved me so much pain in my battle against sin.

So I want to help you in that same way by sharing
some of Owen’s key insights in the battle against
sin.

Let’s begin with the title. Mortification, what does that word
mean? Broadly speaking, it means to kill or put to death. The
Latin root from which this English word is derived, “mort-“ or
“mors” means death. Mortificare—to kill.{2} Other examples of
this root include mortuary, mortician, and mortgage.

Simply put, mortification means death, but note the dictionary
also lists “shame” and “humiliation” as definitions as well.
So mortification involves death. More to the point, Owen wants
you  to  kill  sin.  More  importantly,  he  makes  a  case  that
Scripture commands you to kill sin.

This message today is not for everyone. It’s only appropriate

https://probe.org/how-to-kill-sin-john-owens-the-mortification-of-sin/
https://probe.org/how-to-kill-sin-john-owens-the-mortification-of-sin/
https://probe.org/confessions-of-a-missionary-addicted-to-porn/
https://probe.org/confessions-of-a-missionary-addicted-to-porn/
http://www.ministeriosprobe.org/mp3s/mortification.mp3


if you believe in Jesus. Early in the work Owen gravely warns
those who would mortify sin, but do so without first believing
in Jesus.

I would warn you as well. Please don’t sit here and read
another minute if you have not put your faith in Jesus Christ
for your righteousness, for your salvation. If you’re reading
this right now and have never made a confession of faith, and
you’re ready, please do so now. Just talk to God and tell him
you believe that Jesus is Lord, that He died for your sins,
was buried, and raised from the dead, and you are putting your
trust in Him. Then tell someone you know who already believes.
It will be the most important thing you do, ever.

If you’re still reading, then let’s press on. Owen discusses
at length what it means to kill sin, how to do it effectively,
and why you should do it.

But before we jump in, remember John Owen was a 17th century
English pastor and theologian. This is not his first book, and
at the time he composed it, he was Vice-Chancellor at the
University of Oxford. Owen has academic credentials. But this
book  is  more  devotional  than  academic.  Owen  draws  from
personal experience. It is not merely intellectual. He meant
for it to be practiced.

What is Mortification?
John Owen wrote The Mortification of Sin in England in 1656.
Mortification means death, or in this case to kill. . .sin.
That’s what we covered in the previous section. This matters
because your life is at stake here. In chapter two, Owen warns
us with this now famous quote, “Be killing sin or it will be
killing you.” That is probably the most famous quote from that
book.

Did you catch the significance of that quote? Sin will kill
you. That’s why this is a big deal. That’s why this matters.



That’s  also  why  sin’s  presence  requires  such  a  drastic
response. It must be killed. James tells us that “[S]in when
it is fully grown brings forth death.”{3}

Your  best  option—the  most  effective  option—your  only  real
option is to kill sin. Just like John Owen said. Kill it. Or
it will kill you. Because trust me. It will kill you—in every
way:  physically,  spiritually,  emotionally,
intellectually—every  way.

Owen quickly reminds us this is impossible in a complete,
ultimate,  or  perfect  sense,  until  Jesus  comes  back,  not
before.{4} So until then we mortify sin.{5}

Now let’s talk about mortification. Let’s talk about killing
sin. What exactly does that mean? Sin is an abstract thing,
not a biological organism. How do you kill an abstract thing?
Owen’s instruction is clear: “utterly destroy it” or, make it
cease to be.

Owen defines the process of mortification three ways: sin gets
weaker, you fight against it constantly, and you have full
success over it.{6}

So then mortification means to weaken sin, or drain it of its
power.  It  means  the  desire  to  sin  decreases  in  degree,
frequency, and quality. That comes as you “crucify the flesh
with its passions and desires,” as we read in Galatians 5:24.

Mortification also means to fight sin constantly. You have an
enemy. Employ any means necessary to destroy his work. The
contest will be vigorous and hazardous.

Finally, mortification is success against sin in any given
moment. This isn’t merely resisting temptation. Owen has more
in view here; it is recognizing temptation, bringing it before
Christ, pursuing sin to its root, and conquering it in Jesus’
strength.



Before we discuss how to do this, for clarity let’s talk about
how not to mortify sin.

How NOT to Mortify Sin
Mortification means to kill, and the point of John Owen’s book
The Mortification of Sin is to kill sin. Nothing short of your
life is at stake here since sin always leads to death.{7}

Sin is not to be trifled with. It cost Jesus His life.

Owen himself covers what mortification is NOT in the book,
before he defines what it is. So now we will follow his lead.

Mortification is commonly mistaken. It is tricky to identify
properly. Four things frequently masquerade as mortification,
when they are in fact not. These four are: faking it, having a
calm disposition, cross-addiction, and behavior modification.

Faking  it,  the  first  instance  of  false  mortification,  is
making yourself look good on the outside, instances where
outward  signs  of  sin  are  obvious—compulsive  spending,  for
example. You may choose not to buy something the next time
you’re tempted, but that outward choice is not the root of
sin. The root is inside. It goes deeper.

The root is the belief that material will fill that void
inside. Owen further points out hypocrisy as a real danger
here. Not only did you not mortify the sin, you are now making
it look as if you have.

Mortification is also not simply a calm disposition. Some sins
are obvious, visible, even violent in nature. In these cases
if you become more calm, more quiet, more gentle, it could
appear on the outside as if the sin is gone. In fact it is
not. Owen reminds us that mortification is more than a simple
change in disposition.

Mortification is also not replacing one vice for another. For



example, if the presenting sin is addiction to pornography,
keeping yourself from erotic material may appear as victory
unless  you  pick  up  the  bottle.  Now  you  simply  exchanged
pornography for alcohol. You exhibit a cross-addiction. This,
too, is not mortification.

Mortification is also not mere change in behavior. Surely you
have  made  a  big  change  before—created  a  new  habit,  lost
weight, something, even a New Year’s resolution. You can force
the behavior for a while—maybe even through February! You can
make yourself do what you’ve resolved. But eventually, that
old habit creeps back; unless some real changes are made, it’s
merely a shift in behavior. This also is not mortification.

What is mortification, then? How do you do it?

How to Mortify Sin
After all this preliminary discussion, you probably want to
know how you can kill sin, conquer it, and be victorious,
because if you don’t it will kill you, as Owen himself says in
the book.

Here’s the bad news, though. You can’t mortify your sin. You
will  have  no  victory  over  sin  by  employing  any  method  I
recommend to you. Now, don’t despair! This doesn’t mean you
can’t experience victory! God forbid. Rather, it is God’s will
for you to find victory over the curse of sin. What I mean
here is that mortification is not something you do. It is
instead something God does, namely the Holy Spirit.

Only the Holy Spirit can mortify sin, kill sin in the flesh.
Only He is strong enough to put to death the old man.

So what do you do, then? Here are Owen’s words. “Set faith at
work on Christ for the killing of thy sin. His blood is the
great sovereign remedy for sin-sick souls. Live in this, and
thou wilt die a conqueror. Yea, thou wilt, through the good
providence of God, live to see thy lust dead at thy feet.”{8}



The way to mortify sin is to set faith at work. Put your faith
to work. Believe in the work Jesus did on the cross. His
sacrifice is your remedy. That’s how you kill sin—you don’t.
You believe in the power of Christ’s atoning sacrifice on the
cross, and let Christ kill it for you.

It’s freeing really. Would you want the responsibility of
killing the broken flesh within you? I don’t. Owen goes on to
add two more points of substance. First “fill your soul” with
the  provision  of  Christ.  I  might  call  that  meditation.
Meditate on Christ. Fill your mind with His provision.

The second point is to expect relief in Christ. Owen reasons
that if Christ’s blood is enough to make you righteous—and if
the Spirit is strong enough to mortify your flesh, then expect
it’s going to happen. It may not be instantaneous. Anyone
who’s been walking with Christ for some time will affirm this.
It’s  a  slow  and  difficult,  often  painful  process,  but
definitely  a  good  one.

So that is how you mortify sin. You don’t. You let the Spirit
do it. Your job is to believe by faith.

Conclusion
What have we learned so far? If you are following in the
footsteps of Jesus, you need to mortify, or put to death, sin
in your life. If you don’t it will kill you.

This is not a popular message. I admit. Sin is not a fun
topic. But Scripture is clear. Sin must be put to death.
Owen’s book, while dating over three hundred years back, could
be neither more timely nor more appropriate for you today.

Owen admonishes the sincere believer to kill indwelling sin
without delay. He warns the unbeliever this is impossible
without Jesus Christ. Jesus is absolutely essential to the
success  and  continued  process  of  mortification.  To  do
otherwise is the “soul and substance of all false religion in



the world.”{9}

If you believe in Jesus and you are stuck in your sin, maybe
you’re trapped in addiction, this book is for you. Mortify
sin.

“Set faith at work on Christ for the killing of thy sin.”{10}
You believe in His Son for salvation. Believe Him now for the
deliverance of your soul from the power of indwelling sin.

It is not easy. You will struggle every day against sin. The
bad news here is that you carry the problem with you. Your
flesh is broken. It remains unregenerate until the day of
Christ. Your soul is secure eternally by the blood of Christ,
and one day you will receive a gloriously new body. But for
now, we struggle.

But consider Jesus’ promise in that struggle: “I have told you
all this so that you may have peace in me. Here on earth you
will have many trials and sorrows. But take heart, because I
have overcome the world.”{11}

Mortification is not for the faint of heart. But it is good.
Your sin does not define you. God does. And he says you are
fearfully and wonderfully made.{12} He paid the price of your
sin. It was an awful lot. But he loves you that much.

Trust him today. Trust in his Word. And trust in the community
of saints He provided for you. Confess your sin to them today.
Do you want to fully live? Then kill sin.
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