Jesus, American Politics, and
Bearing God’s Name

Have you ever wondered how to engage in politics as a
Christian? How do you filter what our political leaders say
through the lens of scripture? How do you determine if someone
in a political office just wants your vote and is willing to
misuse scripture to do it? Tom Davis addresses the concerns we
should have when our political leaders misuse scripture, how
to identify their crafty lies, and how to think theologically
when Llistening and evaluating their promises on their
political platform.

I started paying attention to politics around the year 2000.
Since then, politics has grown more contentious. The two major
parties are suspicious of each other, and the rhetoric has
grown even more contentious. Every president elected since
2000 has been declared to be an illegitimate president by some
of their opponents. Most political pundits and activists
increase the contention, especially during election campaigns.
The worst part of this political polarization is that both
parties claim Jesus is on their side. How can Jesus be on both
sides? What is their evidence that confirms their claim? How
should Christians respond?

The Third Commandment: Taking God’'s Name
in Vain

To help us address how politicians use the name of Jesus, it
will help to look at the third commandment. The Ten
Commandments are found in Exodus 20 and Deuteronomy 5. God
leads the Hebrew people out of slavery in Egypt, and makes a
covenant with His people. In Exodus 20, God gives these

commandments as the conditions of His covenant with the
Hebrews. In Deuteronomy, these commandments are restated as
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the Hebrews are preparing to go into the promised land. The
third commandment is, “You shall not take the name of the Lord
your God in vain, for the Lord will not hold him guiltless who
takes his name in vain.”{1}

These commandments were the foundation for the moral behavior
that the Hebrew people were to follow to keep their covenant
relationship with God. Sometimes there 1is a particular
confusion over the third commandment. A version of this
covenant called “The Redneck Ten Commandments” lists the third
commandment as “Watch yer mouth.” While humorous, this fails
to capture the essence of the commandment. Dropping a “g
d ,” or an “OMG” in a conversation is not at the heart of
the third commandment. Paul wrote of Jesus, “He is the image
of the invisible God, the firstborn of all creation.”{2} This
means that Jesus 1is God incarnate, which means exclaiming
“Jesus Christ!” as an expression of disgust or surprise is the
same as the expressions just mentioned. These phrases can
violate taking God’'s name in vain, but are not at the heart of
the issue. There are other passages in the Bible that address
the use of impure, offensive, or vulgar language.

If vulgar and impious phrases such as GD or OMG are not at the
heart of the third commandment, what is this commandment
about? I suggest two meanings, both of which we see violated
in American politics.

When God gave the Hebrews the Ten Commandments, the people
were coming out of Egypt. The people were going into the land
promised to them, which was inhabited by the Canaanites. Those
people, as well as most people of the Ancient Near East,
thought that by invoking a god’s name, that god could be
manipulated into doing what the people liked. 0ld Testament
scholar Abel Ndjerareon tells us, “Pagans end up believing
that they can easily manipulate both the name and the god
represented by the name. The name thus becomes a way of
controlling, of mastering, and taming the divinity. But the
God of Israel refuses to allow his name to be used in this



way. He 1is not an object to be manipulated.”{3} Unlike the
gods of the surrounding nations, Yahweh will not be controlled
or mastered by people simply because they invoke His name. 01ld
Testament scholar John Walton also states, “The third
commandment when read as ancient Near Eastern literature
concerns how Yahweh'’s power/authority was not to be
perceived—people were to recognize it by refraining from
attempts to control or misuse it.”{4} In the third commandment
Yahweh 1s telling the Hebrews, with whom He just entered a
covenant, that He 1is not like pagan gods. They cannot
manipulate Him by using His name.

Politicians do not use God’s name to manipulate God, they use
God’s name to manipulate people. People will take God’s name
and attach it to a political party or a politician to convince
people to vote for them. Currently “Jesus Saves” is not only a
statement of faith, now it is also a political banner. Jesus
Saves banners were at the January 6th riots. Why? Were people
witnessing to other people during the riot? That is not
likely. Politicians use the name of God to gather support for
campaigns and political ideas that God does not agree with.
While they may not be trying to manipulate God, they are
trying to manipulate His people.

There is another aspect to taking God’s name in vain. One use
of the Hebrew word for “take” could be something like taking
up arms, taking things into your own hands, or taking a bag
from someone to help them carry groceries.

The word translated as “take” in the third commandment is also
translated as “bear” in other parts of the 0ld Testament. In
Exodus 28, God gives Moses the instructions for how to make
the priestly garments and how these garments were to be used.
One of the garments, like an apron, is called a breastpiece.
The breastpiece has twelve stones attached to it. Each stone
represents a tribe of Israel. Aaron is to wear this holy
garment when entering the tabernacle: “So Aaron shall bear the
names of the sons of Israel in the breastpiece of judgment on



his heart, when he goes into the Holy Place, to bring them to
remembrance before the LORD. And in the breastpiece of
judgment you shall put the Urim and the Thummim, and they
shall be on Aaron’s heart, when he goes in before the LORD.
Thus Aaron shall bear the judgment of the people of Israel on
his heart before the LORD.”{5}

A few verses later Aaron is instructed to wear a headband with
a gold plate with “Yahweh” engraved on it. The instructions
are: “It shall be on Aaron’s forehead, and Aaron shall bear
any gquilt from the holy things that the people of Israel
consecrate as their holy gifts. It shall

regularly be on his forehead, that they may be accepted before
the Lord.”{6} In this passage we can see that Aaron 1is
bearing, or representing, Israel before God by wearing the
breastpiece. The gold plate on Aaron’s forehead signifies that
he is God’s representative to Israel. In light of the third
commandment and these instructions given to Aaron when
fulfilling his priestly role, Israel is to represent God (bear
or take his name) to the nations just as Aaron represents
(bears) Israel before God.{7}

We Christians should be involved in politics. There is nothing
wrong with Christians running for office, or campaigning for a
cause. As Christians we bear God’s name. We represent God to
other people. This means that how we act, what we say, and how
we treat people matters to God. When we take God’s name and
attach it to a political view that does not accurately
represent Him, we bear His name in vain. When we campaign, we
must do so in a way that honors God. We must not misrepresent
Him.

American Politics and God

Throughout the history of America, people have appealed to God
and the Bible to justify different social and political
movements. The earliest people to settle in what became the
United States were devout Christians. The Bible informed their



beliefs and way of life. The Founding Fathers had a variety of
religious beliefs ranging from Enlightenment Epicureanism (an
ancient Greek philosophy that believed that gods did not
exist, and only physical things exist) and deism to Protestant
Christianity. Most of them saw value in the Bible, even if
they were not Christians. Different Americans at different
times have appealed to God and the Bible to gain support for
slavery, the abolition of slavery, Manifest Destiny (a
cultural belief in the 19th-century United States that
American settlers were destined to expand across North
America, per Wikipedia), the humane treatment of Native
Americans, Prohibition, and many other movements and goals.
However, these movements are not equal when evaluated by the
teachings of the Bible. Politicians and activists still appeal
to the Bible to rally voters and supporters for their goals.
How should current appeals to the Bible be evaluated?

Matthew Dowd, a Democrat who once worked as an advisor to the
Bush administration, said, “If Jesus Christ was alive today,
He would be called a groomer, He would be called woke, and He
would be called a socialist if He was alive today and speaking
the message He spoke in the gospels today about treating
everybody with dignity.” Dowd went on to say, “Jesus Christ
hung around with prostitutes and tax collectors. He was nailed
to a cross because He spoke on behalf of the most marginalized
people in the Middle East.”{8} He also said that a small
segment of conservative activists has corrupted Jesus’
message, which Dowd said was “love conquers hate.”

What should we think about Dowd’'s statements during the
interview? First, notice that Dowd does not quote the Bible at
any time during the interview. He references the gospels in a
general way. Given that this was a live interview on a news
broadcast, I can understand that because time was limited.

The question remains, how do his claims stand up against
biblical scrutiny? Would Jesus be called a groomer (slang for
a person who builds relationships with children to



manipulate and exploit them)? I think Dowd means that Jesus
would be falsely accused of being a groomer. But Dowd seems to
think that Jesus would be teaching that same sex intercourse,
transgenderism, and things like that are good. I see no
evidence of that in the Bible.

Dowd’s claim that Jesus died because He spoke out on behalf of
marginalized people completely misses the mark. Jesus did
disrupt the cultural norms and class divisions of the Jews of
that time. Women traveled with Jesus and His disciples. Jesus
spoke with the Samaritans. Jesus touched lepers and other
unclean people. He even had a tax collector as one of his
closest disciples. But there is no indication that He died
because He did these things. Jesus did not die for “love
conquers hate.” The Apostle John tells us, “For God so loved
the world, that he gave his only Son, that whoever believes in
him should not perish but have eternal life.”{9} John also
wrote, “He is the propitiation for our sins, and not ours only
but also the sins of the whole world.”{10} While Jesus taught
that the marginalized should be respected and that the
oppressed should be defended, that is not why He died. Jesus
did not die for love, He died because He loved the world. His
death was not about equality, it was a payment for our sins.
Those who confess their sins, oppressors and oppressed, and
turn to Jesus as Lord of all creation, will have their sins
forgiven.

The latest instance I saw of the Bible being used for politics
is California governor Gavin Newsom'’s campaign billboards
promoting the pro-choice position. The bottom of the
billboards has Mark 12:31 at the bottom of the poster: “Love
your neighbor as yourself. There is no greater commandment
than these.” Newsom seems to think loving your neighbor means
supporting abortion. He also left out the first part of Jesus’
answer to the question of which command is the greatest, “The
most important is, Hear 0 Israel: The Lord our God, the Lord
is one. And you shall love the Lord your God with all your



heart and with all your soul and with all your mind and with
all your strength.”{11} Does Newsom leave this out because he
thinks it would make the billboard cluttered? I don’t think
so. The question that Newsom needs to answer is, how does
promoting the pro-choice position show love for God? Every
person bears the image of God. When, in the development of the
baby, is the image put in the baby? Because biology, and more
importantly, the Bible does not tell us, it seems the most
moral and cautious position is to assume that the image of God
is in the baby at conception. Let us not forget that the
command to love your neighbor is tied to the command to love
God. How does abortion show love for God? Every politician or
political activist who wants to use passages of the Bible to
support their political cause needs to be able to answer these
kinds of questions. Leaving these kinds of questions
unanswered does not honor the name of God.

During President Trump’s campaign in 2016 he was a guest
speaker at Liberty University. The thing most people remember
about his speech is that he said “Two Corinthians” instead of
“Second Corinthians.” But why should this matter? Christians
in England call the book “Two Corinthians.”

The issue in Trump’s speech is the verse he quoted and what
was implied by its use. Trump said, “I hear this is a major

theme right here. .. Two Corinthians 3:17, that’s the whole
ball game . . . ‘Where the spirit of the Lord is,’ right?
‘Where the spirit of the Lord is, there is liberty.’ . . . But

we are going to protect Christianity.”{13} Trump referenced 2
Corinthians 3:17 by quoting part of it, then making the verse
about his political campaign, implying that Christian freedom
depended on electing him. But what is this verse really about?
Here is the verse in context:

“But their minds were hardened. For to this day, when they
read the old covenant, that same veil remains unlifted,
because only through Christ is it taken away. Yes, whenever
Moses is read a veil lies over their hearts. But when one



turns to the Lord, the veil is removed. Now the Lord is the
Spirit, and where the Spirit of the Lord is, there 1is
freedom.”{14}

When viewed in context it is clear that 2 Corinthians is about
Christ lifting the veil of sin, and the Spirit of the Lord
providing freedom from sin. What does this have to do with
Trump, or any other American politician? Nothing.

It is clear that American politicians have used the Bible to
gain support from Christians. Most of the time politicians are
taking passages out of context so that they can try to gain
support from Christians to advance their own agenda. When
politicians do this, they are bearing God’s name in vain. When
we Christians remain silent, we are bearing God’s name in
vain. In order to bear God’'s name well we must speak what 1is
true and call out what is false. This includes when people,
Christian or otherwise, misrepresent God or the teachings of
the Bible.

How Do We Do Politics

Staying out of politics is not a good option. God calls us to
be good stewards of the gifts He gives us, one of which is the
opportunity to be salt and light in our culture through
government. Christians living under dictatorships do not enjoy
this blessing. How should we Christians engage in politics
then? Where in the Bible can we find guidance? How can we bear
God’s name in a way that honors Him in politics? While there
are a lot of places to find principles on specific issues, the
beatitudes in Matthew 5 are a good place to find general
principles for how to engage in politics and life. The
beatitudes describe the characteristics that Christians should
practice.

The first beatitude is, “Blessed are the poor in spirit, for
theirs is the kingdom of heaven.”{15} When we are poor 1in
Spirit, we realize that we “can do no good thing without



divine assistance.”{16} We must seek God’s will, not our will,
in politics. We are not to be about our political vision, but
about the business of God’s kingdom. We must humble ourselves
before God and make His priorities our priorities.

The second beatitude is, “Blessed are those who mourn, for
they shall be comforted.” When our political opponents face
personal crises, we should not celebrate. We do not honor God
by hating our political opponents and finding joy in their
misfortunes. We should not celebrate the suffering of the
liberals, or the conservatives (whichever one you find more
annoying). We should still act in love and mourn with them
when they suffer personal loss and misfortune. We should pray
for them. We should not cover up the failings or our political
allies. We should mourn their failures and encourage them to
hold themselves to a higher standard.

The third beatitude is, “Blessed are the meek, for they shall
inherit the earth.” As followers of Christ, we know that we
depend on God for what we have. We should not be proud of
gaining and wielding political power. Followers of Christ
inherit the earth because they are meek (biblical meekness 1is
strength under the control of love), not because they wield
political power.

The fourth beatitude is, “Blessed are those who hunger and
thirst for righteousness, for they shall be satisfied.” We
should not engage in corrupt politics, or tolerate those who
do. This means calling out corruption in both parties. We
cannot ignore political corruption because it is our guy, or
we might lose the next election. We must represent God with
integrity.

The fifth beatitude is, “Blessed are the merciful, for they
shall receive mercy.” Jesus was not ruthless. God mercifully
offers us forgiveness even though we do not deserve it. How
can we refuse to show the same mercy to our political rivals?



The sixth beatitude is, “Blessed are the pure in heart, for
they shall see God.” We are representatives of God, his
priests. We must be pure, no matter how much it costs or
inconveniences us. We serve God, not the world. We oppose
tyranny wherever we find it.

The seventh beatitude is, “Blessed are the peacemakers, for
they shall be called sons of God.” We should be known by our
love, not by our feuds. We should forgive and make peace with
our political rivals as much as we can. We should not hold
grudges or try to punish our political opponents when we have
the power to do so.

The eighth beatitude is, “Blessed are those who are persecuted
for righteousness’ sake, for theirs is the kingdom of heaven.”
We know that by holding to pure standards and representing God
well we will be persecuted. We will be called Bible thumpers,
Kool-Aid drinkers, backwards, deniers, and all kinds of other
things. When this happens, we take the persecution and look to
God, who will bring us into His kingdom.

The ninth beatitude is, “Blessed are you when others revile
you and persecute you and utter all kinds of evil against you
falsely on my account.” When others mock us because we are
loyal to Christ, we remain loyal to Christ.

As Christians we bear God’s image in every aspect of our
lives. We must bear the image of God well in politics as well.
This means that we have to treat others as we want them to
treat us, pursue mercy, pursue truth, and pursue peace as best
we can. We have to do this because we are bearing God’s image.
We are representing Him in everything we do. May God grant us
the courage and integrity to represent Him well.
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— Proclaiming the Glory of
Christ

Steve Cable answers the question, Why does God leave
Christians on earth after we are saved?

Misconceptions and Our Identity

Examining the beliefs and behavior of born-again emerging
adults over the last few years, one common deficiency is a
misunderstanding of their relationship to eternity. Many
believers either have not thought about the question of “Why
did God leave me here on earth once I was saved?” or they
harbor misconceptions about the answer. Let’s begin by
considering some common misconceptions.

The first misconception is being purposeless. These
people believe that thinking about their eternal
purpose is a waste of time. Just live for the
moment. My eternal destiny is secure so why bother
myself with asking, “Why am I still here? I’'ll worry about the
things of heaven after I die.” This viewpoint devalues the
sacrifice of Christ. He did not give His life for us so that
we can be unconcerned about what concerns Him.{1}

The second misconception is focusing on this life’s pleasures.
Many young people say things like “I don’t want Jesus to
return until after I have traveled, married, had children,
gotten that promotion, etc.” They assume these things are of
ultimate importance in their lives. Yet, the Bible teaches us
that this attitude will choke out God’s fruit in our lives. As
Jesus said, “[T]he worries of the world, and the deceitfulness
of riches, and the desires for other things, enter in and
choke the word and it becomes unfruitful.”{2}
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A third misconception is becoming prepared for heaven. Some
think that God needs to get our character up to some entrance
level requirement before we are ready to move on to heaven.
Most people with this view are not really working hard to
match their lifestyle to a biblical standard, but they figure
at some point they will. However, since our righteousness is
not our own, but rather that of Jesus’,{3} we don’t need to
get more righteous to enter heaven. In fact, when we see Him
then we will be like Him.{4} The fastest way to make us
completely mature is to take us out of this world.

One final misconception is providing for one’s family. Caring
for our family 1is certainly part of God’s desire for our
lives. However, if our sole purpose is to provide for our own
family and our children have the same purpose and so on, the
church will be limited to us and our progeny—and no one else.

These common misconceptions as to our purpose fall under the
warning Paul gave us in Philippians,

For many walk, of whom I often told you, . . . that they
are enemies of the cross of Christ, . . . whose god 1is
their appetite, and whose glory is in their shame, who set
their minds on earthly things.{5}

Paul goes on to explain, “For our citizenship is in heaven,
from which also we eagerly wait for a Savior, the Lord Jesus
Christ . . ."{6}

We are to live our lives constantly aware of our heavenly
citizenship, eagerly awaiting the return of our Lord. In this
article, we examine the book of 1 Peter to see what Peter has
to say about our purpose in life and how we are to live it
out.

Called to a Critical Mission

Peter begins the book of 1 Peter by reminding us what Christ
has done for us. Let’s read the first few verses of this



amazing letter.

According to his great mercy, [God] has caused us to be born
again to a living hope through the resurrection of Jesus
Christ from the dead, to an inheritance that is imperishable,
undefiled, and unfading, kept in heaven for you, who by God's
power are being guarded through faith for a salvation ready to
be revealed in the last time.

Through the resurrection of Jesus we are born again and are
looking forward to an eternal inheritance kept in heaven for
us to be revealed in the last time. What a wonderful truth
helping us to realize that we are already living in eternity
as we wait for our inheritance to be revealed. In the
meantime, we are living on this earth in a temporary
“earthsuit” called to fulfill God’s purpose for our lives.

In the remainder of his letter to the churches, Peter
addresses what we are to do while we are living on this earth.
He first tells us that we are likely to encounter trials and
suffering in this world. Then, beginning with verse 13 of
chapter 1, Peter conveys to us the importance of our mission,
giving us instructions we would expect a military commander to
give before sending his team out on a dangerous and critical
mission. He tells us to:

Prepare our minds for action — we are to be action
oriented, not passively waiting for our life to pass by.

Be alert and focused on the mission — we are to keep our
minds focused on God’s purpose for our life on this earth.

Keep a long term perspective — don’'t be deceived into
putting your thoughts and your hope on the temporary
temptations of the world, and

Realize God has entrusted you with the priceless resource
of time — Peter tells us that we are to conduct ourselves
in the fear of the Lord while we are on this earth.



In the latter parts of chapter 1, Peter reminds us that we
have been redeemed at a very high cost, the precious blood of
Jesus Christ, the eternal Son of God. We owe a tremendous debt
which motivates us to desire to faithfully carry out our
mission on this earth.

The calls to action listed above must be accompanied by two
critical components to be effective in this life.
Specifically, Peter calls on us to purify our hearts not
conforming to our former lusts and to love other believers not
only as a friend, but also with sacrificial love by which
Jesus loves you. The actions listed above are not our purpose
on this earth, but rather activities we need to address if we
are fulfill our purpose.

Our Purpose: To Proclaim His Excellencies

Why does God leaves us on this earth after we are saved? In
the second chapter of his letter, Peter begins by reminding us
that we are living stones, part of the holy building God is
building on the cornerstone Jesus Christ. This building made
up of the lives of Christians is to be a beacon proclaiming
the glory of God and the good news of redemption in Jesus.

In verses 9 and 10 of Chapter 2, Paul clearly states the
purpose of our lives and of the church when he writes:

But you are a chosen race, a royal priesthood, a holy
nation, a people for God’s own possession, so that you may
proclaim the excellencies of Him who has called you out of
darkness into His marvelous light; for you once were not a
people, but now you are the people of God; you had not
received mercy, but now you have received mercy.

We are a special people on this earth, God’s own people. Peter
uses the terms used by Yahweh of the Israelites in the
wilderness where God told them through Moses,

Now then, if you will indeed obey My voice and keep My



covenant, then you shall be My own possession among all
the peoples, for all the earth is Mine; and you shall be
to Me a kingdom of priests and a holy nation.{7}

The Israelites discovered that they could not obey His voice
or keep His covenant even when ruled by kings who desired to
serve the Lord. Jesus Christ had to “become sin on our behalf,
so that we might become the righteousness of God through
Him.” {8} In Jesus’ righteousness, we now become the special
people of God given His purposes to accomplish on this earth.

We are left here so that we may proclaim His excellencies. We
are to proclaim more than just the general attributes of our
Creator. We are to let people know that our Creator 1is
prepared to deliver them out of darkness and let them live in
His marvelous light. God has entrusted us with His glory, His
light. We have the privilege of proclaiming His glory and
offering His grace. At a basic level, we proclaim His
excellencies by obeying His commands to proclaim Christ, make
disciples, and be available for God to use us on this earth.

If we are to proclaim the glories of Christ and the gospel of
redemption to eternal life, how are we to accomplish this
wonderful goal?

Fulfilling Our Purpose Through Excellent
Behavior and Right Relationships

In this article we have been looking at the question, “What
purpose does God have for my life as a Christian here on
planet Earth?” We have seen that God leaves us here primarily
for the purpose of bringing others into His kingdom. As Paul
said, “For me to live is Christ and to die is gain . . . if I
am to remain on in the flesh if will mean fruitful labor for
me.”{9} In his letter to the Colossians, Paul stated, “We
proclaim [Christ] by instructing and teaching all people with
all wisdom so that we may present every person mature in
Christ.”{10} The apostle Peter put it this way, “[You are] a



people of his own, so that you may proclaim the virtues of the
one who called you out of darkness into his marvelous

light.” {11}

If we are to proclaim Christ in this world, the next obvious
question is, how are we to do this? Is the best approach to
rent a large electronic bull horn and drive the streets
preaching the good news? Or in today’s world perhaps we can
start a Facebook page or send out a tweet with John 3:167
These techniques may be appropriate in some circumstances, but
that is not where the apostle Peter says we should begin.

Peter follows his statement that we are called to proclaim
Christ with this interesting instruction:

Beloved, I urge you as aliens and strangers to abstain
from fleshly lusts which wage war against the soul. Keep
your behavior excellent among the Gentiles, so that in the
thing in which they slander you as evildoers, they may
because of your good deeds, as they observe them, glorify
God in the day of visitation.{12}

Instead of following this primary purpose with instructions on
how to best verbalize our faith, he first focuses on how we
live out our faith. He clearly points out that our behavior if
kept excellent in purity and good deeds will attract the
attention of non-Christians, of evil doers, causing them to
consider the work of Christ in this world. We see that the
reason God calls us to excellent behavior is not so that we
will be good enough to get into His heaven, but rather to
convict others of their need for a savior.

Peter continues to address ways in which we should proclaim
Christ in the remainder of the second chapter. He points out
that having godly relationships 1is an important way of
proclaiming Christ. What types of relationships does Peter
address? He specifically calls out our relationships with
unbelievers, government authorities, our bosses, our co-



workers, husbands and wives, other believers and the elders He
has placed over us.

Relationships are the biggest part of life. As people observe
your relationships, they can see that they are different
because you offer supernatural love, and your eternal
perspective allows you to approach them with a servant’s
heart. As Christians, our relationships are not about getting
what we deserve, but rather about giving to others the same
way Jesus has given to us.

Fulfilling Your Purpose Through Your
Testimony and Your Prayers

Above we have seen that our post-salvation purpose of life on
earth is to proclaim the excellencies of Jesus Christ through
the gospel. We also looked at the first two ways that we
should use to proclaim Christ in this world. The first way is
through excellent behavior lived out before an unbelieving
world. The second is through living out right relationships
with those with whom we deal in this world. As you can see,
these first two ways that Peter addresses do not require us to
explain our faith in Jesus Christ. Rather, they draw
unbeliever’s attention to our lives, building up questions in
their minds.

For example, in 1 Peter 2:18-19, Peter tells us,

Servants, be submissive to your masters with all respect,
not only to those who are good and gentle, but also to
those who are unreasonable. For this finds favor, if for
the sake of conscience toward God a person bears up under
sorrows when suffering unjustly.

Having a good attitude toward our boss even in those times
when they are unreasonable finds favor with God and testifies
to others of our different perspective.



After dealing with a comprehensive list of life relationships,
from the government to our husbands and wives, Peter brings up
our spoken testimony as well. In 3:15, he says:

Sanctify Christ as Lord in your hearts, always being ready
to make a defense to everyone who asks you to give an
account for the hope that is in you, yet with gentleness
and reverence; and keep a good conscience so that in the
thing in which you are slandered, those who revile your
good behavior in Christ will be put to shame.

Not only are we to live our lives in ways that proclaim the
glories of our Savior, we are to be prepared to give an
account for the hope that is in us. We know from the first
chapter of 1 Peter that the hope that is in us is the hope
that comes from being born again and knowing that we have
obtained an eternal inheritance reserved for us in heaven. We
need to be prepared to share with others that through faith in
the resurrection of Jesus Christ they too can share in this
same hope that drives our lives. The phrase in the verse, to
make a defense, is a translation of the Greek world apologia
from which we obtain our English word “apologetics.”

It is important to note the context in which this call to
apologetics is placed. First, it is to be done with gentleness
and reverence, not with arrogance and self-righteousness. The
object is not to demonstrate you are right, but rather to help
the questioner come to grips with the truth of grace through
the death and resurrection of Jesus Christ. Second, Peter
reiterates his instruction found in 2:12, reminding us that we
are to focus on living sanctified lives so that even those who
slander us know in their hearts of our good behavior in
Christ.

Finally, in 1 Peter 4:7, we are called to be “of sound
judgment and sober spirit for the purpose of prayer.” If we
are to be effective in proclaiming Christ in this world we
must be consistently praying about the people and the



obstacles we face.

Peter makes it clear that our purpose as a church on this
earth is to proclaim the goodness of Christ who delivered us
out of the domain of darkness and into the eternal kingdom of
God. Proclaiming Christ in this way involves our excellent
behavior, our right relationships, our gentle defense of the
gospel, and a commitment to prayer. Let us examine our lives
to see how this call is being lived out in us.

Notes

1. 2 Corinthians 5:14 and 1 Peter 1:13-17
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6. Philippians 3:20-21

7. Exodus 19:5-6

8. 2 Corinthians 5:20

9. Philippians 1:21-23
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12. 1 Peter 2:11-12
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Reasonable Faith - Why
Biblical Christianity Rings
True

Dr. Michael Gleghorn briefly examines some of the reasons why
noted Christian philosopher William Lane Craig believes that
Christianity is an eminently reasonable faith.

Reasonable Faith

One of the finest Christian philosophers of our day is William
Lane Craig. Although he ha[Js become very well known for his
debates with atheists and skeptics, he’s also a prolific
writer. To date, he has authored or edited over thirty books
and more than a hundred scholarly articles.{1} His published
work explores such fascinating topics as the evidence for the
existence of God, the historical evidence for the resurrection
of Jesus, divine foreknowledge and human freedom, and God'’s
relationship to time. In 2007 he started a web-based
apologetics ministry called Reasonable Faith
(www.reasonablefaith.org). The site features both scholarly
and popular articles written by Craig, audio and video
recordings of some of his debates, lectures, and interviews,
answers to questions from his readers, and much more.

But before he launched the Reasonable Faith Web
site, Craig had also authored a book by the same
title. One of the best apologetics books on the
market, a revised and updated third edition was
recently released. His friend and colleague, the
philosopher J. P. Moreland, endorsed Craig’s ministry with
these words:

It is hard to overstate the impact that William Lane Craig
has had for the cause of Christ. He is simply the finest
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Christian apologist of the last half century, and his
academic work justifies ranking him among the top one
percent of practicing philosophers in the Western world.
Besides that, he is a winsome ambassador for Christ, an
exceptional debater, and a man with the heart of an
evangelist. . . . I do not know of a single thinker who has
done more to raise the bar of Christian scholarship in our
generation than Craig. He is one of a kind, and I thank God
for his life and work.{2}

Although the book has been described as “an admirable defense
of basic Christian faith,”{3} many readers will find the
content quite advanced. According to Craig, “Reasonable Faith
is intended primarily to serve as a textbook for seminary
level courses on Christian apologetics.”{4} For those without
much prior training in philosophy, theology, and apologetics,
this book will make for some very demanding reading in places.
But for those who want to seriously grapple with an informed
and compelling case for the truth of Christianity, this book
will richly repay one’s careful and patient study.

Although we cannot possibly do it justice, in the remainder of
this article we will briefly consider at least some of the
reasons why Craig believes that biblical Christianity is an
eminently reasonable faith.

The Absurdity of Life Without God

Imagine for a moment that there is no God. What implications
would this have for human life? Science tells us that the
universe is not eternal, but that it rather had a beginning.
But if there is no God, then the universe must have come into
being, uncaused, out of nothing! What'’s more, the origin of
life 1is nothing more than an unintended by-product of matter,
plus time, plus chance.{5} No one planned or purposed for life
to arise, for if there is no God, there was no one to plan or
purpose it. And human beings? We are just the unpredictable



result of a long evolutionary process that never had us in
mind. In fact, if one were to rewind the history of life to
its beginning, and allow the evolutionary process to start
anew, it’s virtually certain that none of us would be here to
think about it! After all, without an intelligent Agent
guiding this long and complicated process, the chances that
our species would accidentally emerge a second time 1is
practically zero.{6}

Depressing as it is, this little thought experiment provides
the appropriate backdrop for Craig’s discussion of the
absurdity of life without God. In his view, if God does not
exist, then human life is ultimately without meaning, value,
or purpose. After all, if human beings are merely the
accidental by-products of the unintended forces of nature,
then what possible meaning could human life have? If there is
no God, then we were not created for a purpose; we were merely
“coughed” into existence by mindless material processes.

Of course, some might wonder why we couldn’t just create some
meaning for our lives, or give the universe a meaning of our
own. But as Craig observes, “the universe does not really
acquire meaning just because I happen to give it one

for suppose I give the universe one meaning, and you give it
another. Who is right? The answer, of course, is neither one.
For the universe without God remains objectively meaningless,
no matter how we regard it."”{7}

Like it or not, if God does not exist, then the universe[land
our very lives[Jare ultimately meaningless and absurd. The
difficulty is, however, that no one can really 1live
consistently and happily with such a view.{8} Although merely
recognizing this fact does absolutely nothing to show that God
actually exists, it should at least motivate us to sincerely
investigate the matter with an open heart and an open mind. So
let’s now briefly consider some of the reasons for believing
that there really is a God.



The Existence of God

In the latest edition of Reasonable Faith, Craig offers a
number of persuasive arguments for believing that God does, in
fact, exist. Unfortunately, we can only skim the surface of
these arguments here. But if you want to go deeper, his book
is a great place to start.

After a brief historical survey of some of the major kinds of
arguments that scholars have offered for believing that God
exists, Craig offers his own defense for each of them. He
begins with a defense of what is often called the cosmological
argument. This argument takes its name from the Greek word
kosmos, which means “world.” It essentially argues from the
existence of the cosmos, or world, to the existence of a First
Cause or Sufficient Reason for the world’s existence.{9} Next
he defends a teleological, or design, argument. The name for
this argument comes from the Greek word telos, which means
“end.” According to Craig, this argument attempts to infer “an
intelligent designer of the universe, just as we infer an
intelligent designer for any product in which we discern
evidence of purposeful adaptation of means to some end
(telos).”{10} After the design argument, he offers a defense
of the moral argument. This argument “implies the existence of
a Being that is the embodiment of the ultimate Good,” as well
as “the source of the objective moral values we experience in
the world.”{11} Finally, he defends what is known as the
ontological argument. Ontology is the study of being, and this
much-debated argument “attempts to prove from the very concept
of God that God exists.”{12}

Taken together, these arguments provide a powerful case for
the existence of God. As Craig presents them, the cosmological
argument implies the existence of an eternal, immaterial,
unimaginably powerful, personal Creator of the universe. The
design argument reveals an intelligent designer of the cosmos.
The moral argument reveals a Being who is the transcendent



source and standard of moral goodness. And the ontological
argument shows that if God’s existence is even possible, then
He must exist!

But suppose we grant that all of these arguments are sound.
Why think that Christianity 1s true? Many non-Christian
religions believe in God. Why think that Christianity is the
one that got it right? In order to answer this question we
must now confront the central figure of Christianity: Jesus of
Nazareth.

The Son of Man

When the previous edition of Reasonable Faith was published in
1994, most New Testament scholars thought that Jesus had never
really claimed to be the Messiah, or Lord, or Son of God. But
a lot has happened in the intervening fourteen years, and “the
balance of scholarly opinion on Jesus’ use of Christological
titles may have actually tipped in the opposite
direction.” {13}

For example, we have excellent grounds for believing that
Jesus often referred to himself as “the Son of Man.”{14}
Although some believe that in using this title Jesus was
merely referring to himself as a human being, the evidence
suggests that he actually meant much more than that. Note, for
example, that “Jesus did not refer to himself as ‘a son of
man,’ but as ‘the Son of Man.'”{15} His use of the definite
article 1is a crucially important observation, especially in
light of Daniel 7:13-14.

In this passage Daniel describes a vision in which “one like a
son of man” comes before God with the clouds of heaven. God
gives this person an everlasting kingdom and we are told that
“all peoples, nations and men of every language worshiped him”
(Dan. 7:14). It's clear that Daniel’s “son of man” 1is much
more than a human being, for he’s viewed as an appropriate



object of worship. Since no one is worthy of worship but God
alone (see Luke 4:8), the “son of man” must actually be
divine, as well as human.

According to Mark, at Jesus’ trial the high priest pointedly
asked him if he was the Christ (or Messiah), “the Son of the
Blessed One.” Jesus’ response is astonishing. “I am,” he said,
“And you will see the Son of Man sitting at the right hand of
the Mighty One and coming on the clouds of heaven” (Mark
14:61-62). Here Jesus not only affirms that he is the Messiah
and Son of God, he also explicitly identifies himself with the
coming Son of Man prophesied by Daniel.{16} Since we have
excellent reasons for believing that Jesus actually made this
radical claim at his trial, we’re once again confronted with
that old trilemma: if Jesus really claimed to be divine, then
he must have been either a lunatic, a liar, or the divine Son
of Man!

Now most people would probably agree that Jesus was not a liar
or a lunatic, but they might still find it difficult to accept
his claim to divinity. They might wonder if we have any good
reasons, independent of Jesus’ claims, for believing his
claims to be true. As a matter of fact we do!

The Resurrection of Jesus

Shortly after Jesus’ crucifixion, on the day of Pentecost, the
apostle Peter stood before a large crowd of people gathered in
Jerusalem and made a truly astonishing claim: God had raised
Jesus from the dead, thereby vindicating his radical personal
claims to be both Lord and Messiah (see Acts 2:32-36). The
reason this claim was so incredible was that the “Jews had no
conception of a Messiah who, instead of triumphing over
Israel’s enemies, would be shamefully executed by them as a
criminal.”{17} Indeed, according to the 0ld Testament book of
Deuteronomy, “anyone who is hung on a tree is under God’s
curse” (21:22-23). So how could a man who had been crucified



as a criminal possibly be the promised Messiah? If we reject
the explanation of the New Testament, that God raised Jesus
from the dead, it’'s very difficult to see how early
Christianity could have ever gotten started. So are there good
reasons to believe that Jesus really was raised from the dead?

According to Craig, the case for Jesus’ resurrection rests
“upon the evidence for three great, independently established
facts: the empty tomb, the resurrection appearances, and the
origin of the Christian faith.”{18} He marshals an extensive
array of arguments and evidence in support of each fact, as
well as critiquing the various naturalistic theories which
have been proposed to avoid the resurrection. He concludes by
noting that since God exists, miracles are possible. And once
one acknowledges this, “it’s hard to deny that the
resurrection of Jesus 1is the best explanation of the

facts.”{19}

This brings us to the significance of this event. According to
the German theologian Wolfhart Pannenberg:

The resurrection of Jesus acquires such decisive meaning,
not merely because someone

has been raised from the dead, but because it is Jesus
of Nazareth, whose execution was instigated by the Jews
because he had blasphemed against God. If this man was
raised from the dead, then . . . God . . . has committed
himself to him. . . . The resurrection can only be
understood as the divine vindication of the man whom the
Jews had rejected as a blasphemer.{20}

In other words, by raising Jesus from the dead, God has put
His seal of approval (as it were) on Jesus’ radical personal
claims to be the Messiah, the Son of God, and the divine Son
of Man! This forces each of us to answer the same haunting
question Jesus once asked his disciples, “Who do you say I
am?” (Matt. 16:15).
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Probe Survey 2020 Report 7:
American Views on Morals,

Politics and Social Justice
in 2020

Steve Cable discusses Probe’s survey findings on these topics.
He reveals that most Born Again Protestants are not looking to
the Bible for help in moral choices and do not think they
should let their Christian faith impact their political
positions.

Continuing our series examining the results from Probe’s 2020
survey on American religious beliefs and behaviors, we will
consider three topics that are important to any society:

1. What most influences your moral choices? Our survey shows
that among adults under 40, less than half of those claiming
to be Born Again Protestants{l} look to biblical teachings
as their primary resource for moral choices. Even among the
minority group who look to the Bible, less than half of them
would apply a biblical view of monogamous behavior to their
choices regarding sex outside of marriage.

2. Do you mix your religious views with your political
views? Almost two thirds of Born Again Protestants under 40
agree that one should not let your religious faith impact
your political positions. As a Christian, we are to take
every thought captive in obedience to Christ{2} who is the
source of real truth. Every position we take in every area
of life should be informed by our faith in Christ.

3. Where do you learn how to bring about justice across our
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society? While our government and educational leaders are
pushing schools to take action and teach principles of
justice without even telling the parents, over two thirds of
younger adult Americans across all religious backgrounds
believe that parents should be the primary source 1in
teaching ways to stand for justice in our socilety.

If you have a society where 1) moral questions are answered by
popular opinion rather than the Bible, 2) religious faith has
no place in informing one’s political stances, and 3) social
justice training is left to the state, you are in danger of
becoming a totalitarian state where all thinking is controlled
for the benefit of the government or some other power bloc
within your society. In an alternative society where 1) moral
guidance is provided by consulting biblical teaching, 2) one
can bring their religion’s teaching into the domain of
political discourse, and 3) your thinking on social justice is
informed by your religious beliefs, you are in danger of
having a democracy where everyone is allowed to develop and
express their opinion.

Let’s examine our survey results in more detail to see where
American adults stand on these topics.

Making Moral Choices

OQur first question deals with where people go for guidance in
making moral choices, as laid out below:

When you are faced with a personal moral choice, which one of
the following statements best describes how you will most
likely decide what to do?

1. Do what makes the most people happy.

2. Do what your family or friends would expect you to do.

3. Do what you believe most people would do under similar
circumstances.

4. Do what biblical principles teach.

5. Do what seems right to me at the time.



6. Do what will produce the best outcome for yourself.
7. Other

For our analysis, we combined answers 1, 2 and 3 as answers
where people are looking to see what other people think.
Across all Americans ages 18 through 55, almost four in twenty
(20%) people selected one of those three answers{3}. However,
those 40 and over were less likely to select one of those
three answers, at only about three in twenty (15%). Those
under age 40 saw closer to five in twenty (23%) select one of
those three.

Let’s look more closely at respondents from ages 18 through
39. Key parts of the results are summarized in the table
below.

Born
Source Other
Again Catholic Unaffiliated
of Moral Decisions Protestant
Protestant
What other
15% 24% 29% 20%
people think
What seems right
27% 40% 40% 58%
to me
Sum of first two
42% 64% 69% 78%
sources
Biblical
47% 22% 12% 3%
principles

First consider Born Again Protestants; we see that almost half
(47%) look to biblical principles for guidance. That result 1is
somewhat encouraging although possibly misleading, as we will
explore below. The encouragement is tempered by the fact over
half of them are not primarily looking at biblical principles
for moral guidance. This includes over four out of ten (42%)
who look to others or to what seems best to them.

The Unaffiliated{4} group are clearly not aligned with
evangelical Christian values, with less than three out of 100
(2.7%) looking to biblical principles for guidance. Almost



eight in ten (78%) look to others or to what seems best to
them.

It is not surprising to most that the Unaffiliated would
answer this question differently than Born Again Protestants.
What about other Christians who might look to the Bible for
moral guidance. As Evangelicals, we often think these other
Christians are presenting Jesus as an example for moral living
rather than as the one and only source for redemption through
His sacrifice. But, for Other Protestants and Catholics, we
find two thirds (64%/69%) of them saying they look to others
or to what seems best to them for their moral compass. In
contrast, Other Protestants show just over one in five (22%)
looking to biblical principles, while Catholics are around one
in ten (12%

Do Born Again Protestants Really Do What They Say?

Almost half of Born Again Protestants say they use biblical
principles to make moral choices. With this survey, we can see
if their actions match their stated approach to moral
decisions. Specifically, let’s look at those who claim to use
biblical principles and see if they applied those to their
ideas about sexuality. Let’s use two questions on which the
Bible provides clear moral guidance.

1. Sex among unmarried people is always a mistake: from
Agree Strongly to Disagree Strongly

2. Living with someone in a sexual relationship before
marriage:

a. Might be helpful but should be entered into with
caution.

b. Makes sense in today’s cultural environment.

c. Will have a negative effect on the relationship.

d. Should be avoided as not our best choice as instructed
by God



The Bible clearly states that fornication (sex between people
who are not married to each other) is always a mistake. Thus,
they should select Agree Strongly for the first question.
Living with someone in a sexual relationship is also
fornication. They should select answer d. for that question.
For our discussion, we will call someone who answered these
two questions as shown a Supporter of Sexual Purity.

Now let’s look at how these two questions on sexual morality
relate to the answer on moral choices in the table below.

Specific Born Other
Question or Combination of Again Protestant
Questions Protestant
1. Use Biblical 47% 22%
Principles

for Moral Choices
2. Supporter of 25% 3.7%
Sexual Purity
3. Use Biblical 21% 3.1%
Principles (1) and Support
Sexual Purity (2)
4. % of those who 45% 14%
Use Biblical Principles who
also Support Sexual Purity
(Row3/Row 1)
5. % of those who 85% 82%
Support Sexual Purity who
also Use Biblical Principles

(Row 3/ Row 2)

I realize that your eyes may have glazed over when looking
over this table. So, let me explain the primary result. In Row
4, we see 45% under the Born Again Protestant column. This
means that less than half of the Born Again Protestants who
said they used Biblical Principles in making moral choices
ALSO selected the biblical position on the two questions
relating to fornication. For the other Protestants it was much



worse, with only one in seven (14%) selecting to Support
Sexual Purity.

What do we make of this disconnect? Either those whose
supported Biblical Principles picked areas where they chose
not to apply Biblical Principles OR those who supported
Biblical Principles do not understand what the Bible says
about sexual purity. Both of those choices are a disconcerting
view of the fractured worldviews held by many Born Again
Protestants.

We also note in row 5, that almost all of those who select to
Support Sexual Purity also said they would use Biblical
Principles in making moral choices. This figure seems to show
that those who do not use Biblical Principles are much more
consistent in rejecting biblical morality.

Religion and Politics

The second question deals with how we relate our religious
thinking and our political thinking. The question asked was:

Just as the government should not be involved in the internal
workings of churches, Christians should not let their faith
impact their position on how government functions. Responses
from Agree Strongly to Disagree Strongly.

A person’s understanding of religious principles should drive
their thinking on any political questions which intersect with
a religious principle. We should expect not only Christians
but people of every religion to disagree strongly with this
statement. For a genuine Christian, their faith in Jesus
Christ and the teaching of the Bible are the foundation for
all of their beliefs. As Jesus said, “I am the way, the truth
and the life (John 14:6)."” If we want to apply truth to our
position on how government functions, we must look to the
source of real truth, Jesus.

Christians can genuinely disagree about the best way to



achieve certain objectives. For example, we know Jesus calls
us to show concern for the poor and for widows and orphans.
However, we may disagree on the best way to carry this out
within the structure of our society. But any political
approach we choose to support should not contradict our
underlying faith position related to the issue at hand.

We can see how people responded to this question in the table
below.

Faith should not Age
Born
impact positions Range Other
Again Catholic Unaffiliated
regarding government Protestant
Protestant
issues
Strongly
21% 6% 8% 5%
Disagree 18
Disagree or — 39
39% 19% 23% 145
Strongly Disagree
Disagree or 40
58% 23% 26% 20%
Strongly Disagree — 55

Looking at Born Again Protestants, this group 1is much more
likely than other groups to strongly Disagree or Disagree with
the statement.

Among those ages 18 to 39, we see that about one in five (21%)
Strongly Disagree and close to four out of ten (39%) Disagree
or Strongly Disagree. A significant number appear to realize
that you cannot segregate your faith beliefs from your beliefs
about how our government should operate. However, for this age
group, the vast majority, almost two out of three (61%),
either agree with the statement or don’t know. This majority
buys into the lie that their religious faith should not impact
their political beliefs.

Secondly, we see a significant difference in the answers based
on the age of the Born Again Protestants. For those ages 40
through 55, we find almost six out of ten (58%) disagree or
strongly disagree. Younger adults have been brought up in a



society that constantly warns them to leave their religious
beliefs at home. Do not bring them to the public square as
they are not welcome or appropriate. Those over the age of 40
are much more likely to reject this popular mantra and bring
their religious beliefs into the political arena.

Of those Born Again Protestants under the age of 40 who say
that their faith has a significant impact on their daily
lives, over two thirds (70%) of them also say they make moral
choices relying on biblical principles. This is a consistent
result, for if faith has a significant impact on your daily
life, one would expect it to impact your moral choices. But at
the same time, less than one third (29%) of these Born Again
Protestants with faith important in their daily lives said
they strongly disagreed with the statement that our faith
should not impact our political positions. Clearly some
combination of the news media, secular education and
politicians have succeeded in misgquiding Americans on this
topic. Many have bought into the false model that political
positions are not moral decisions.

Finally, let’s note that significantly less than one out of
ten people who are not Born Again Protestants strongly
disagreed with the statement. Other Protestants and Catholics
are not distinctly different than the Unaffiliated this
muddled thinking.

Bringing About Social Justice

Most Americans probably want a fair and just society where law
abiding citizens have fair access to opportunity and can apply
themselves

toward achieving their life goals. However, there are many
different ideas on how to best achieve such an objective. So,
we asked this question:

Matters of social injustice like racial prejudice and bullying
are best remedied by (rank from 1, most important to 5, least



important):

1. Government laws and penalties

2. Churches teaching on how to live with and treat others

3. Parents overtly teaching their children how to treat
others

4. Parents showing their children by example

5. School curricula focused on correct social thinking

As noted in the question, respondents were asked to rank the
five responses rather than pick the best one. We did this
because we felt that many people would have more than one
approach they considered important.

Let’'s begin by considering the options that were ranked as
most important. In our evaluation, we combined the two options
featuring parents as one item.

First Born Again Other

) Catholic Unaffiliated
Choice Protestant Protestant

Parental
: 69% 53% 66% 73%
Guidance
Ch h
ur§ 21% 19% 19% 8%
Teaching
t
Governmen 0% 15% 9% 11%
Laws
hool
>¢ ?O 1% 14% 0% 8%
curricula

As shown, parental guidance was by far the most popular choice
across all religious backgrounds averaging about two thirds of
the responses. Except for the Unaffiliated, church teaching
was a distant second, polling about one out of five for the
other religious groupings.

Let’s consider the other extreme, the response selected as
their least favorite choice by our respondents. Except for the
Unaffiliated, the least popular option was school curricula
focusing on correct social thinking. This option was selected



last by about four out of ten respondents across all of the
religious groups. Naturally, more than half of the
Unaffiliated selected Church Teaching as their least favorite
choice. For Born Again Protestants, government laws were
selected as least favorite at almost the same level as school
curricula.

As you can see, most Americans would say that remedying social
injustice required parental involvement while school curricula
was the least popular option. Thus, it 1is very interesting
that many politicians and educators want to make the school
the primary place for remedying social 1injustice while
protecting the students from the poor examples of their
parents. This may well be why that at the time this is being
written that some school boards are seeing a significant
change in their make up as pro-parental rights candidates are
being elected.

Notes

1. Born Again Protestants affiliate with a Protestant
denomination, have had an experience with Jesus Christ that 1is
still important in their lives today, and state they will go
to heaven because they confessed their sins and accepted Jesus
Christ as their savior.

2. 2 Corinthians 10:5

3. Each of the three answers accounted for about 7% of the
respondents.

4. The Unaffiliated include atheists, agnostics and those who
believe nothing in particular.

© Probe Ministries 2022



Blessings and Judgment

The Bible offers principles concerning blessing and judgment
concerning the nation of Israel. Do any of them apply to the
United States? Kerby Anderson examines this question.

Is God blessing America? Will God bring judgment against
America? These are questions I often hear, and yet rarely do
we hear good answers to these questions. Part of the reason is
that Christians haven’t really studied the subject of
blessings and judgment.

In this article we deal with this difficult and
controversial subject. While we may not be able to come to
definitive answers to all of these questions, I think we will
have a better understanding of what blessings and judgment are
from a biblical perspective.

When we think about this topic, often we are in two minds. On
one hand, we believe that God is on our side and blessing us.
After the attacks on 9/11, for example, we launched a war on
terror and were generally convinced that God was on our side.
At least we hoped that He was. Surely God could not be on the
side of the terrorists.

On the other hand, we also wonder if God is ready to judge
America. Given the evils of our society, isn’t it possible
that God will judge America? Haven’'t we exceeded what other
nations have done that God has judged in the past?

In his book Is God on America’s Side?, Erwin Lutzer sets forth
seven principles we can derive from the 0ld Testament about
blessing and cursing. We will look at these in more depth
below. But we should first acknowledge that God through His
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prophets clearly declared when he was bringing judgment. In
those cases, we have special revelation to clearly show what
God was doing. We do not have 0ld Testament prophets today,
but that doesn’t stop Christians living in the church age from
claiming (often inaccurately) that certain things are a
judgment of God.

In the 1980s and 1990s we heard many suggest that AIDS was a
judgment of God against homosexuality. In my book Living
Ethically In the 90s I said that it did not look like a
judgment from God. First, there were many who engaged 1in
homosexual behavior who were not stricken with AIDS (many male
homosexuals and nearly all lesbians were AIDS-free). Second,
it struck many innocent victims (those who contracted the
disease from blood transfusions). Was AIDS a judgment of God?
I don’t think so.

When Hurricane Katrina struck New Orleans in 2005, people
called into my talk show suggesting this was God’s judgment
against the city because of its decadence. But then callers
from the Gulf Coast called to say that the hurricane
devastated their communities, destroying homes, businesses,
and churches. Was God judging the righteous church-going
people of the Gulf Coast? Was Hurricane Katrina a judgment of
God? I don’'t think so.

In this article we are going to look at blessings and
judgments that are set forth by God in the 0ld Testament so
that we truly understand what they are.

Seven Principles (Part 1)

In his book Is God on America’s Side? Erwin Lutzer sets forth
seven principles we can derive from the 0ld Testament about
blessing and cursing. The first principle is that God can both
bless and curse a nation.{1}

When we sing “God Bless America” do we really mean it? I guess
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part of the answer to that question is what do most Americans
mean by the word “God”? We say we believe in God, but many
people believe in a god of their own construction. In a sense,
most Americans embrace a god of our civil religion. This 1is
not the God of the Bible.

R.C. Sproul says the god of this civil religion 1is without
power: “He is a deity without sovereignty, a god without
wrath, a judge without judgment, and a force without
power.”{2} We have driven God from the public square, but we
bring him back during times of crisis (like 9/11) but he 1is
only allowed off the reservation for a short period of time.

We sing “God Bless America” but do we mean it? Nearly every
political speech and every State of the Union address ends
with the phrase, “May God bless America.” But what importance
do we place in that phrase?

Contrast this with what God said in the 0ld Testament. God
gave Israel a choice of either being blessed or being cursed.
“See, I am setting before you today a blessing and a curse;
the blessing, if you obey the commandments of the Lord your
God, which I command you today; and the curse, if you do not
obey the commandments of the Lord your God, but turn aside
from the way that I am commanding you today, to go after other
gods that you have not known” (Deuteronomy 11:26-28).

We should first acknowledge that Israel was unique because it
had a covenant with God. America does not have a covenant with
God. But it does still seem as if the principle of blessing
and cursing can apply to nations today.

A second principle is that God judges nations based on the
amount of light and opportunity they are given.{3} The 0ld
Testament is a story of Israel. Other nations enter the story
when they connect with Israel. Because Israel had a unique
relationship with God, the nation was judged more strictly
than its neighbors.



God was more patient with the Canaanites—it took four hundred
years before their “cup of iniquity” was full, and then
judgment fell on them. Likewise, Paul points out (Romans
2:12-15) that in the end time, God would individually judge
Jews and Gentiles by the amount of light they had when they
were alive.

A nation that is given the light of revelation will be held to
greater account than a nation that is not.

Seven Principles (Part 2)

In his book Is God on America’s Side? Erwin Lutzer sets forth
seven principles we can derive from the 0ld Testament about
blessing and cursing. The third principle is that God
sometimes uses exceedingly evil nations to judge those that
are less evil.{4}

Israel was blessed with undeserved opportunities, yet were
disobedient. God reveals to Isaiah that God would use the
wicked nation of Assyria to judge Israel. “Ah, Assyria, the
rod of my anger; the staff in their hands is my fury! Against
a godless nation I send him, and against the people of my
wrath I command him, to take spoil and seize plunder, and to
tread them down like the mire of the streets” (Isaiah 10:5-6).
In another instance, God reveals to Habakkuk that He was
raising up the Chaldeans to march through the 1land,
plundering, killing, and stealing (Habakkuk 1:5-11).

As I mentioned above, Christians are often of two minds when
they think about America. On the one hand they believe America
is a great country. We have been willing to rebuild countries
after war or natural disaster. American missionaries travel
around the world. Christians broadcast the gospel message
around the world.

On the other hand, America is a decadent country. We are the
leading exporters of pornography and movies that celebrate



sex, violence, and profanity. We have aborted more than 50
million unborn babies. Our judicial system banishes God from
public life. Will God use another nation to judge America?

A fourth principle is that when God judges a nation, the
righteous suffer with the wicked.{5} A good example of this
can be found in the book of Daniel. When God brought the
Babylonians against Judah, Daniel and his friends were forced
to accompany them.

We also see a parallel to this in manmade and natural
disasters. Whether it 1is a terrorist attack or a hurricane or
tsunami, we see that believers and nonbelievers die together.
We live in a fallen world among fallen people. These actions
(whether brought about by moral evil or physical evil) destroy
lives and property in an indiscriminate way.

A fifth principle is that God’s judgments take various
forms.{6} Sometimes it results in the destruction of our
families. We can see this in God’s pronouncement in
Deuteronomy 28:53-55. When the Israelites were forced to leave
their homes to go to foreign lands, the warnings were
fulfilled. Today we may not be forced into exile, but we
wonder if “God 1is judging our families just the same. He 1is
judging us for our immorality.”

In Deuteronomy 28:36-37, “The Lord will bring you and your
king whom you set over you to a nation that neither you nor
your fathers have known. And there you shall serve other gods
of wood and stone.” When the ten tribes of Israel were exiled
to Assyria, they were assimilated into the pagan culture and
never heard from again.

Seven Principles (Part 3)

The sixth principle is that in judgment, God'’s target is often
His people, not just the pagans among them.{7}



Yes, it is true that God judges the wicked, but sometimes the
real purpose of present judgments has more to do with the
righteous than the wicked. Not only do we see this in the 0ld
Testament, we also see this principle in the New Testament. 1
Peter 4:17-18 says: “For it is time for judgment to begin at
the household of God; and if it begins with us, what will be
the outcome for those who do not obey the gospel of God? And
‘If the righteous is scarcely saved, what will become of the
ungodly and the sinner?'”

This raises a good question. If judgment begins at the house
of God, is the church today under judgment? Have Christians
become too worldly? Have Christians become too political and
thus depend on government rather than on God? Have Christians
become too materialistic? Someone has said we should change
the motto on our coins from “In God we trust” to “In gold we
trust.”

A seventh and final principle is that God sometimes reverses
intended judgments.{8} We must begin with an observation.
God’s blessing on any nation 1s undeserved. There 1is always
sin and evil in the land. When God blesses us, either
individually or corporately, it is an evidence of God’'s grace.

Sometimes God calls for judgment but then spares a nation. A
good example of that can be found in the life of Jonah. God
called him to that city to preach repentance for their sins.
He didn’t want to go because it was the capital city of the
Assyrians who had committed genocide against Israel. But when
Jonah finally obeyed God, the city was saved from judgment.

God also used 0ld Testament prophets to preach to Israel. But
the people didn’t have a heart to care. Consider the ministry
of Micah and Jeremiah. Actually, Micah preached a hundred
years before Jeremiah and warned Judah that her “wound 1is
incurable.” A century later, Jeremiah is brought before the
priests and false prophets who want him killed. After hearing
him, they appeal to the preaching of Micah (Jeremiah 16:19).



King Hezekiah listened to Micah’s words and sought God who
withheld judgment.

Erwin Lutzer gives another example from eighteenth century
England. The country was in decline, but God reversed the
trend through the preaching of John Wesley and George
Whitefield.

Conclusion

I would like to conclude by returning to the questions about
whether God is blessing or judging our nation.

First, we must acknowledge that no nation can claim that God
is on its side. In fact, there is a long and sorry history of
nations that have claimed this. And the “God is on our side
mentality” has done much harm throughout the history of the
church.

Kim Riddlebarger: “Instead of letting God be God, our sinful
pride leads us to make such pronouncements that are not ours
to make. In these cases, God is not sovereign, he 1is a
mascot.”{9} As a nation, we must not claim that God is on our
side.

This is also true in the political debates we have within this
nation. Richard Land in his book, The Divided States of
America, says: “What liberals and conservatives both are
missing is that America has been blessed by God in unique
ways—we are not just another country, but neither are we God’s
special people. I do not believe that America is God’'s chosen
nation. God established one chosen nation and people: the
Jews. We are not Israel. We do not have “God on our side.” We
are not God’'s gift to the world.{10}

This brings us back to the famous quote by Abraham Lincoln who
was asked i1f God was on the side of the Union forces or the
Confederate forces. He said: “I do not care whether God 1is on



my side; the important question is whether I am on God’'s side,
for God is always right.”

Second, we should be careful not to quickly assume that a
disease or a disaster is a judgment of God. Above I gave
examples of people wrongly assuming that AIDS or Hurricane
Katrina was a judgment of God.

We can take comfort in knowing that this isn’t just a problem
in the twenty-first century. Apparently it was even a problem
in the first century. The tower of Siloam fell and killed a
number of people. It appears that those around Jesus thought
it was a punishment for their sins. He counters this idea by
saying: “Or do you suppose that those eighteen on whom the
tower in Siloam fell and killed them were worse culprits than
all the men who live in Jerusalem? I tell you, no, but unless
you repent, you will all likewise perish[]” (Luke 13:4-5).

We should wisely refrain from too quickly labeling a disease
or disaster as a judgment of God. But we should take to heart
the words of Jesus and focus on our need for salvation and
repentance.
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Christ and the Human
Condition

Dr. Michael Gleghorn looks at how God has acted in Christ to
address those things which ail us most: sin, suffering, death,
and our broken relationship with God.

A

Early in the book of Job, Eliphaz the Temanite
declares that “man is born for trouble, as sparks fly upward”
(5:7). Whether it’'s the trouble that befalls us as we’'re
simply minding our own business or the trouble we bring upon
others (or even ourselves), difficulties, sin, and suffering
seem to plague us wherever we turn. Just think for a moment
about some of the natural evils which afflict the human race.
This class of evils includes both natural disasters like
hurricanes, tsunamis, tornadoes, and earthquakes, and diseases
like cancer, leukemia, Alzheimer’s and ALS. While natural
evils are bad enough, they are only part of the problem. In
addition to these, we must also consider all the moral evils
which human beings commit against God, one another, and
themselves. This second class of evils includes things like
hatred, blasphemy, murder, rape, child abuse, terrorism, and
suicide. Taken together, the scope and magnitude of human sin
and suffering in the world are truly mind-boggling. What does
God have to say about issues such as these? Even better, what
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(if anything) has He done about them?
The Christian philosopher Alvin Plantinga has written

As the Christian sees things, God does not stand idly by,
cooly observing the suffering of His creatures. He enters
into and shares our suffering. He endures the anguish of
seeing his son, the second person of the Trinity, consigned
to the bitterly cruel and shameful death of the cross. Some
theologians claim that God cannot suffer. I believe they are
wrong. God’'s capacity for suffering, I believe, 1is
proportional to his greatness; it exceeds our capacity for
suffering in the same measure as his capacity for knowledge
exceeds ours. Christ was prepared to endure the agonies of
hell itself; and God, the Lord of the universe, was prepared
to endure the suffering consequent upon his son's
humiliation and death. He was prepared to accept this
suffering in order to overcome sin, and death, and the evils
that afflict our world, and to confer on us a life more
glorious than we can imagine. {1}

According to Plantinga, then, God has acted, and acted
decisively through His Son, to address those things which ail
us most-sin, suffering, death, and our broken relationship
with God. In what follows, we will briefly examine each of
these ailments. More importantly, however, we will also see
how God has acted in Christ to heal our bleak condition,
thereby giving us encouragement, strength and hope, both now
and forevermore.

Moral Evil

When Adam and Eve first sinned in the garden (Gen. 3:6), they
could hardly have imagined all the tragic consequences that
would follow this single act of disobedience. Through this
act, sin and death entered the world and the human condition
was radically altered (Rom. 5:12-19). Human nature had become



defiled with sin and this sinful nature was bequeathed to all
mankind. The human race was now morally corrupt, alienated
from God and one another, subject to physical death, and under
the wrath of God. The entire creation, originally pronounced
“very good” by God (Gen. 1:31), was negatively affected by
this first act of rebellion. Like the ripples that radiate
outward when a stone is thrown into a calm body of water, the
consequences of that first sin have rippled through history,
bringing evil, pain, and suffering in their wake. As the
Christian philosopher William Lane Craig has noted, “The
terrible human evils in the world are testimony to man’s
depravity in his state of spiritual alienation from God.”{2}
Indeed, we are so hopelessly entangled in this web of sin and
disobedience that we cannot possibly extricate ourselves.
This, according to the Bible, is the sorry plight in which all
men naturally find themselves.

Fortunately for us, however, God has acted to free us from our
enslavement to sin, to disentangle us from the web that holds
us captive, and to reconcile us to Himself. He did this by
sending His Son to so thoroughly identify with us in our
painful predicament that He actually became one of us. By
identifying Himself with sinners who were under the wrath of
God, He was able to take our sins upon Himself and endure
God’s wrath in our place, so that we might be reconciled to
God by placing our trust in Him. The apostle Paul put it this
way: God made Christ “who knew no sin to be sin on our behalf,
that we might become the righteousness of God in Him” (2 Cor.
5:21).

In the 0ld Testament book of Deuteronomy, we’'re told that
anyone hanged on a tree because of their sins is “accursed of
God” (21:23). In the New Testament, Paul picks up on this idea
and says that through His substitutionary death on the cross,
Christ became “a curse for us” (Gal. 3:13). We should not lose
sight of the significance of these words. By identifying
Himself with the gquilty human race, and becoming a curse for



us, He has opened the way for us to be freed from our sins and
reconciled to God as we are identified with Him through faith.
This is just one of the ways in which Christ has met the
desperate needs of the human condition.

Natural Evil

Another reason why we suffer arises from what philosophers and
theologians call natural evil. Natural evil refers to all the
causes of human pain and suffering which are not brought about
by morally-responsible agents. This would include the pain and
suffering arising from natural disasters like earthquakes,
famines, and storms, as well as diseases like cancer and ALS.

Now the question I want to pose is this: Is there a sense in
which Christ is also a solution to the problem of natural
evil? And if so, then how should we understand this? When we
examine the life and ministry of Jesus as it’s recorded in the
Gospels, we can hardly help but be struck by the number of
miracles He performs. He walks on water, calms raging storms,
feeds thousands of people with a few loaves and fish, cleanses
lepers, heals the sick, restores sight to the blind, and even
raises the dead! Although some might demur at all these
accounts of miracles, Craig has noted that “the miracle
stories are so widely represented in all strata of the Gospel
traditions that it would be fatuous to regard them as not
rooted in the life of Jesus.”{3}

So what is the significance of Jesus’ miracles? According to
New Testament scholar Ben Witherington, Jesus’ miracles show
him to be God’s special agent of blessing, healing,
liberation, and salvation, as well as the “one who brings
about the conditions associated with the final . . . dominion
of God.”{4} Since the kingdom of God is portrayed in Scripture
as a reign of peace, prosperity, health, well-being and
blessing, Jesus’ miracles of healing, as well as his
demonstrations of power over nature, indicate that He 1is



indeed capable of ushering in such a wonderful kingdom.{5} And
if Jesus has the power to bring in an era of health and well-
being, both for our physical bodies and for the physical
universe, and if he in fact will do so, then he clearly
provides a solution to the problem of natural evil.
Ultimately, in the new heaven and new earth, which God will
give to those who love Him, we are promised that there “will
be no more death or mourning or crying or pain, for the old
order of things has passed away” (Rev. 21:4).

Physical Death

The apostle Paul, in his first letter to the Corinthians,
described death as an “enemy” (1 Cor. 15:26). People fear
death for any number of reasons. Some fear that the process of
dying will be painful. Others dread the thought of leaving
behind the ones they love. Some may fear that death is simply
the end, that whatever joys and pleasures this life holds,
death takes them away forever. But others may fear that there
i1s an afterlife and worry that things may not go well for them
there. For many people, however, death is feared as the great
unknown.{6} Friends and relatives die and we never see or hear
from them again. For these people, death is like the ultimate
black-hole, from which nothing and no one can ever escape.

But according to the Bible, Christ did escape the snares of
death, and in doing so He dealt our mortal enemy a mortal blow
of his own. I said that Paul describes death as an “enemy,”
but this is simply to inform us of the fact that our enemy has
been conquered by Christ. “The last enemy that will be
abolished,” he writes, “is death” (1 Cor. 15:26). But how has
Christ conquered this enemy? And how does His victory help us?

Christ conquered death through his resurrection from the dead
and all who put their trust in Him can share in his victory.
Pastor Erwin Lutzer has written:



Thus the resurrection of Jesus is the cornerstone of the
Christian faith. Standing at the empty tomb, we are assured
of the triumph of Jesus on the Cross; we are also assured
that He has conquered our most fearsome enemy. Yes, death
can still terrify us, but the more we know about Jesus, the
more its power fades.{7}

Consider the 1life and death of the great Reformation
theologian Martin Luther. As a young Augustinian monk, Luther
struggled with a very sensitive conscience and a terrible fear
of death. But once he understood the gospel and placed his
trust in Christ, his fear gradually began to fade. By the time
he died, his fear was gone. It’'’s reported that on his
deathbed, he recited some promises from the Bible, commended
his spirit to God, and quietly breathed his last.{8} Believing
that Christ had conquered death and given him eternal life, he
was able to die at peace and without any fear. And this is the
hope of all who trust in Christ!

The Weight of Glory

Christian theologians sometimes describe the knowledge of God
as “an incommensurable good.”{9} By this they mean that
knowing God in an intimate, personal way 1is quite literally
the greatest good that any created being can experience. It 1is
an “incommensurable” or “immeasurable” good—-a good so great
that it surpasses our ability even to comprehend. The apostle
Paul once prayed that the Ephesians might “know the love of
Christ which surpasses knowledge” (Eph. 3:19). He understood
that “intimate relationship with God . . . is incommensurately
good-for created persons.”{10}

Of course, this doesn’t mean that one who is intimately
related to God will never experience any of the trials and
difficulties of life. In fact, it’s possible that such a
person will actually experience more trials and difficulties
than would have been the case had they not been intimately



related to God! Knowing the love of Christ doesn’t make one
immune to suffering. It does, however, provide indescribable
comfort while going through it (see 2 Cor. 1:3-5).

The apostle Paul understood this quite well. In his second
letter to the Corinthians, he described himself as a servant
of God who had suffered afflictions, hardships, beatings,
imprisonments, labors, sleeplessness, and hunger (2 Cor.
6:4-5). In spite of this, however, he did not lose heart. He
famously wrote that “momentary, light affliction is producing
for us an eternal weight of glory far beyond all comparison”
(2 Cor. 4:17).

But how could Paul describe his sufferings as just a
“momentary, light affliction”? Because, says Craig, he had an
eternal perspective. “He understood that the length of this
life, being finite, is literally infinitesimal in comparison
with the eternal life we shall spend with God.”{11}

The greatest hunger of the human heart is to know and
experience the love and acceptance of God and to enjoy Him
forever. In his magnificent sermon “The Weight of Glory,” C.S.
Lewis wrote, “In the end that Face which is the delight or .
. terror of the universe must be turned upon each of us either
with one expression or . . . the other, either conferring
glory inexpressible or inflicting shame that can never be
disguised.”{12} Incredibly, just as Christ has dealt with
the problems of sin, suffering, and death, He has also acted
decisively to reconcile us to God. Through faith in him,
anyone who wants can eventually experience “an eternal weight
of glory far beyond all comparison” (2 Cor. 4:17).
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Realignment of America

We are witnessing some dramatic changes 1in this country. The
U.S. 1s experiencing various kinds of realignment: marriage
and cohabitation, geography, political and economic.

In this article I want to talk about the realignment of
America. We are witnessing some dramatic changes in this
country. Some are political changes; some are economic
changes; and some are geographic changes. If you are building
a business, planting a church, or just trying to understand
some of these fundamental changes, you need to pay attention
to these changes in America.
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First, we need to understand the times in which we
are living. 1 Chronicles 12:32 says that the sons
of Issachar were “men who understood the times,
with knowledge of what Israel should do.” Likewise
we need to understand our time with knowledge of
what we as Christians should do.

Second, we should also plan for the future. Isaiah 32:8 says
that “the noble man devises noble plans, and by noble plans he
stands.” You, your family, and your church should have plans
for the future based upon some of the things we will be
discussing.

Proverbs 16:9 says “the mind of man plans his way, but the
Lord directs his steps.” So we should not only plan for the
future, but commit those plans to the Lord and be sensitive to
His leading in our lives.

One place where we see a dramatic shift in both attitudes and
behavior is marriage. America is in the midst of redefining
marriage. Some of these redefinitions are taking place in the
legislatures and courtrooms. But marriage 1is also being
redefined through cohabitation.

Over the last few decades, the U.S. Census Bureau has
documented the increasing percentage of people who fit into
the category of “adults living alone.” These are often Llumped
into a larger category of “non-family households.” Within this
larger category are singles that are living alone as well as a
growing number of unmarried, cohabiting couples that are
“living together.” The U.S. Census Bureau estimated that in
2000 there were nearly ten million Americans living with an
unmarried opposite-sex partner and another 1.2 million
Americans living with a same-sex partner.

These numbers are unprecedented. It is estimated that during
most of the 1960s and 1970s, only about a half a million
Americans were living together. And by 1980, that number was
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just 1.5 million.{1} Now that number is more than twelve
million.

Cohabiting couples are also changing the nature of marriage.
Researchers estimate that half of Americans will cohabit at
one time or another prior to marriage. And this arrangement
often includes children. The traditional stereotype of two
young, childless people living together is not completely
accurate; currently, some forty percent of cohabiting
relationships involve children.{2}

Marriage may not yet be in the endangered species list, but
many more couples are choosing to live together rather than
get married. This is just one example of the realignment of
America.

Geographic Realignment

Another realignment in America 1s geographic realignment. If
you haven’'t noticed, people move around quite a bit. And I am
not just talking about your neighbors who drove off the other
day in a U-Haul truck. I am talking about the realignment of
America.

I think we have all heard that the U.S. population is flowing
from the Snow Belt to the Sun Belt. But Michael Barone in an
article in The Wall Street Journal explains that the trends
are a bit more complex than that.{3} Let’s start with what he
calls the “Coastal Megalopolises” (New York, Los Angeles,
Miami, etc.). Here you find that Americans are moving out and
immigrants are moving in with a low net population growth.

Contrast this with what he called “the Interior Boomtowns.”
Their population has grown eighteen percent in six years. And
this means that the nation’s center of gravity is shifting.
Dallas is now larger than San Francisco, Houston is larger
than Boston, Charlotte is now larger than Milwaukee.



Another section would be the old Rust Belt. The six metro
areas (Detroit, Pittsburgh, Cleveland, Milwaukee, Buffalo,
Rochester) have lost population since 2000. And you also have
“the Static (Cities.” These eighteen metropolitan areas have
little immigrant inflow and little domestic inflow or outflow.

The political impact of this realignment is significant. Many
of the metro areas voted in significant proportions for John
Kerry in 2004 while the Interior Boomtowns voted for George W.
Bush. But there is more at stake than just the presidential
election.

In less than two years we will have another census, and that
will determine congressional districts. House seats and
electoral votes will shift from New York, New Jersey, and
Illinois to Texas, Florida, Georgia, Arizona, and Nevada.

That is why Michael Barone says in another column that it is
time to throw out the old electoral maps.{4} The old maps with
red states and blue states served us well for the last two
presidential elections, but there is good evidence that it is
now out-of-date. In 2000 and 2004, the Republicans nominated
the same man, and the Democrats nominated men with similar
views and backgrounds. All of that has changed in 2008.

It is clear that some of the states that went Democratic in
2004 may be available to Republicans. And it is also clear
that some of the states that went Republican that same year
are possibilities for the Democrats. And let’s not forget the
surge of new voters coming into the electoral process that are
potentially available to either candidate.

Social scientists say: “Demography is destiny.” That 1is a
simple way of saying that demographic changes alter our
future. But you don’t have to be a social scientist to see the
impact. We all know that people move around, and that changes
the political landscape.



Political Realignment

In addition to marriage and geographical realignment,
political realignment is also taking place due to differences
in fertility. Does fertility affect voting patterns?
Apparently it does much more than we realize. And this has
been a topic of discussion for both 1liberals and
conservatives, Democrats and Republicans.

Arthur Brooks wrote about the “Fertility Gap” in a column in
The Wall Street Journal.{5} He said: “Simply put, liberals
have a big baby problem: They’re not having enough of them .

and their pool of potential new voters is suffering as a
result.”

Brooks noted that “..if you picked 100 unrelated politically
liberal adults at random, you would find that they had,
between them, 147 children. If you picked 100 conservatives,
you would find 208 kids.” That is a “fertility gap” of forty-
one percent.

We know that about eighty percent of people with an
identifiable party preference grow up to vote essentially the
same way as their parents. Brooks says that this “fertility
gap” therefore “translates into lots more little Republicans
than little Democrats to vote in future elections.” He also
points out that over the past thirty years this gap has not
been below twenty percent which he says explains to a large
extent the current ineffectiveness of liberal youth voter
campaigns.

Brooks also points out that the fertility gap “doesn’t budge
when we correct for factors like age, income, education, sex,
race—or even religion.” Even if all these factors are
identical between a liberal and a conservative, “the liberal
will still be 19 percentage points more likely to be childless
than the conservative.” This fertility gap is real and will no
doubt affect politics for many years to come.



So what could this mean for future presidential elections?
Consider the key swing state of Ohio which is currently split
fifty-fifty between left and right. If current patterns
continue, Brooks estimates that Ohio will swing to the right
and by 2012 will be fifty-four percent to forty-six percent.
By 2020, it will be solidly conservative by a margin of fifty-
nine percent to forty-one percent.

Now look at the state of California that tilts in favor of
liberals by fifty-five percent to forty-five percent. By the
year 2020, it will be swing conservative by a percentage of
fifty-four percent to forty-six percent. The reason is due to
the “fertility gap.”

Of course most people vote for politicians, personalities, and
issues, not parties. But the general trend of the “fertility
gap” cannot be ignored especially if Democrats continue to
appeal to liberals and Republicans to conservatives.

Economic Realignment

Earlier we talked about political and geographical realignment
in America. It turns out that some of that realignment is due
to economic factors.

A recent survey by United Van Lines uncovers some interesting
patterns of movement in America.{6} An average of twenty
thousand Americans relocate across state lines each day for a
record eight million Americans each year. The general pattern
is for people to move from the Northeast and Midwest to the
South and West. But the details are even more interesting than
the general trends.

The survey found that the most reliable indicator of movement
was income tax. People tend to move from states with high
income-tax rates to states with little or no income taxes.
Families are leaving Michigan, New York, New Jersey, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, and Illinois. Now consider the eight states that



have no income tax (Florida, Nevada, New Hampshire, South
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Washington, and Wyoming). Every one
of these states gained in net domestic migrants. And each one
except Florida (which has sky-high property taxes) “ranked in
the top 12 of destination states.”

In order to see the phenomenon in action, compare North Dakota
to South Dakota. Both states are essentially the same in terms
of geography and climate. But they couldn’t be more different
in terms of migration. North Dakota lost a greater percentage
of citizens than any other state except Michigan. South Dakota
ranked in the top twelve states in terms of net domestic
migration. People are moving out of North Dakota, but they are
moving to South Dakota in droves. North Dakota has an income
tax. South Dakota does not.

For many years now, demographers have noted the flight of
upper income, educated families from California. California is
the only Pacific Coast state to lose migrant population in
2007. One of the major reasons is the fact that California has
the highest state income tax in the nation. So now more than
one and a half million Californians have left the state in the
last ten years.

So where are many of these people going? They are moving to
neighboring Nevada, which has no income tax. “High income
Californians can buy a house in Las Vegas for the amount they
save in three or four years by not paying California income
taxes.”

An old adage says high taxes don’t redistribute income, they
redistribute people. Once again we see the realignment of
America. People vote with their feet, and it seems that taxes
are one of the reasons they leave one state for another state.



Income Realignment

I would like to conclude by looking once again at economic
statistics, but this time focus on family income. If you turn
on a television or open a newspaper, and you are certain to
hear or read someone say that the rich are getting richer, and
the poor are getting poorer. But would it surprise you to know
that other governmental data says just the opposite?

The latest data from the U.S. Census Bureau does seem to
indicate that the rich are getting richer while the poor are
getting poorer. But these numbers do not reflect the economic
improvement of individuals and families.

Data from the Internal Revenue Service does show this
movement. It shows that people in the bottom fifth have nearly
doubled their income in the last ten years. It also shows that
the top one percent saw their incomes decline by twenty-six

percent.{7}

Why do these two set of governmental statistics differ? It
turns out that the IRS tracks people over time. After all,
people don’t stay in the same income brackets throughout their
lives. Millions of people move from one bracket to another.

The IRS tracks people each year and thus reflects real changes
to real people while the Census Bureau merely creates the
illusion of tracking people. The best way to follow people is
to actually follow people. That’'s what the IRS statistics do,
and so they are more accurate.

What about the claims that family income has stagnated? First,
we need to make a distinction between household income and per
capita income. Household or family income can remain
essentially unchanged for a decade while per capita income is
increasing.

The reason is simple: the number of people per household and
per family is declining. If annual household income 1is



$60,000, the per capita income for a family of six would be
$10,000 but for a family of three would be $20,000.

The difference in the number of people also affects economic
statistics for different ethnic groups. Hispanics have higher
household incomes than African-Americans. But blacks have
higher individual incomes than Hispanics. The reason for the
different is family size.

Second, we should also take a second look at the statistics
that say income has stagnated. If we go back to the IRS
numbers, we find that the average taxpayer’s real income has
increased by twenty-four percent in the last decade.

The point to all of this is that economic statistics can
sometimes be misleading. They may be true but they lead to
misleading conclusions.

As we’ve seen, there have been some dramatic shifts in the
social, political, economic, and geographic nature of this
country. A wise and discerning Christian will pay attention to
this realignment and make wise plans for the future. Isaiah
32:8 says that “the noble man devises noble plans, and by
noble plans he stands.” As Christians we need to wisely plan
for the future.
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No Reason to Fear: Examining
the Logic of a Critic

Rick Wade uses the faulty arguments in Sam Harris’ book Letter
to a Christian Nation to show why Christians don’t have to be
afraid of the new atheists’ assault on our faith.

Getting Started

Sometimes we Christians shy away from books which attack our
beliefs because we’'re afraid we can’t answer the objections.
That's understandable. Often the authors of such books carry
impressive credentials. It’s easy to feel intimidated.

Another response which is the opposite of fearful
avoidance is haughty dismissal. Sometimes we act as
if our position is so obviously true that others
can be dismissed as downright stupid and hardly
worth bothering with. Even 1f the opponents’
arguments are bad, that’s no reason to adopt an arrogant
attitude. It’'s especially bad when the dismissive Christian
hasn’t even bothered to read the book!

A better response, I think, is to use such occasions to grow
in understanding and to exercise one’s apologetic “muscles” by
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working at answering the challenges posed. So, for example,
when a doctrine is challenged, by studying the subject, we
grow in our knowledge of Christian beliefs and (here’s the
uncomfortable part) we are sometimes corrected 1in our
understanding. Another advantage is preparation for real face-
to-face encounters with critics. Responding to arguments in a
book means there isn’t the pressure of a person staring at
you, waiting for an answer (and fully expecting one; critics
do have such a high view of us!).

In this article I'm going to use Sam Harris’s book Letter to a
Christian Nation to give some suggestions about what to look
for in such books.{1} I won’t try to address every challenge.
Others have given more extensive responses.{2}

I titled this essay “No Reason to Fear” for a good reason. The
challenges of critics throughout the ages have not been able
to prove Christianity false, and those of modern day critics
won’'t either. Most of their arguments have already been
answered. When we brace ourselves and start reading a critic’s
book, we often find that the arguments don’t pack that great a
punch after all, much like the neighborhood bully who the
other boys are afraid of but really have no reason to be.

0f course, we can’t always answer seemingly good objections,
and certainly can’t answer them all to the atheist’s
satisfaction. I'll go further than that. I don’t think we have
to answer every objection. There will always be objections.
But it’s as intellectually wrong to drop one'’s convictions
because of a few unanswered criticisms as it is to hold to
such convictions for no reason at all. Atheists obviously
don’t abandon their beliefs so easily, and they shouldn’t
expect us to either.

Fallacious Arguments

If we’re going to engage books like Letter to a Christian



Nation responsibly, we have to be ready to hear some good
criticisms of our beliefs or actions. We have to accept the
fact that there are some hard things to deal with in our
beliefs, especially the problem of evil. We need to admit our
inability to give satisfying answers to all objections 1if
we’'re going to expect that kind of openness from critics.
Also, it is often Christians who come under attack rather than
Christianity. Harris spends a lot of time here. Christians
have done some bad things, and they need to be acknowledged.

More to the point for this article, Christians can sometimes
give bad arguments for what they believe. I'm not suggesting
that we have to bow to all the demands of skeptics; there are
several theories of the proper use of evidences and logical
arguments and personal experience, and some formulations are
unreasonable. It is to say, however, that we must use good
reasoning when we make a case.

The problem with using poor reasoning is that it undermines
one’s case. That'’s what we find in Harris’s book, and that
will be our focus here. When we read a case for a particular
belief, we should keep a lookout for such things as
questionable assumptions, logical fallacies, and incorrect
facts. Harris’s book is plagued with fallacious arguments, a
surprising turn since he presents his side as being that of
reason. So I'm going to spend most of my time on those and
mention the other things when appropriate.

Don’t let the term “logical fallacies” put you off, like
they’'re things only specialists can understand. It’'s just
another name for poor reasoning. So, for example, if you make
the claim that Christianity is the only true religion, and
someone responds that you only believe that because you grew
up in a Christian nation, you could cry “Foul!” You’'re making
a universal claim; where you're from is irrelevant. If it'’s
true, it’'s true in India and China and the US and everywhere
else, too. This is a kind of fallacy of false cause. No one 1is
a Christian because he lives in a Christian nation. We are



Christians because we have believed Jesus’ claims that are
universal. It also reflects the current mood according to
which religions are human constructs, and Christianity is just
one such religion among many.

Although fallacious arguments can have psychological force
(when we don’t spot them and they seem correct), they have no
logical force. Their conclusions should not be believed.

Are We Really So Evil?

Harris’'s favorite target in his attack on religion is its
supposed immorality. He tells us that “Christians have abused,
oppressed, enslaved, insulted, tormented, tortured, and killed
people in the name of God for centuries, on the basis of a
theologically defensible reading of the Bible.”{3}Well, that’s
a surprise! Not that Christians have done bad things, but that
such acts are theologically defensible! Such things are
sanctioned by God because He, too, does such things. Harris
accuses Christians of picking and choosing sections of
Scripture that present a more loving God while ignoring the
truly telling ones which reveal a God who condones slavery and
the beating and killing of rebellious children.

But Harris is guilty of this picking and choosing himself. He
commits the fallacy which is called the neglect of relevant
evidence. To be fair, he does note that “it is undeniable that
many people of faith make heroic sacrifices to relieve the
suffering of other human beings.”{4} But he doesn’t bother
listing them. He gives no space to the great work done by
Christians in the fields of medicine, literacy, agriculture,
famine relief, etc. He ignores the good work of organizations
like Mercy Ships which takes life-changing medical help to
people in third world nations in the name of Christ.

Well, he doesn’t completely ignore missionary efforts. One of
his favorite rants 1s against the evils perpetrated by



missionaries. They waste time preaching about such things as
the virgin birth when there is important work to be done. The
most memorable accusation is when he charges missionaries who
preach against the use of condoms with “genocidal” piety!{5}
“Genocidal!” Maybe a little exaggeration there? (And, by the
way, while it’s true that Christian medical missionaries do
present the gospel to people-which they should, since one’s
eternal life is more important than one’s temporal life-I've
never heard of any who withhold medical help from people in
need until they first preach a sermon on the virgin birth.)

In another place Harris commits the fallacy called causal
oversimplification. As he sees 1it, religion 1is the cause of
conflicts in Palestine, the Balkans, Sudan, Nigeria, and other
countries. Religion is so unnatural and wrong-headed to
atheists, that it becomes an easy target for casting blame.

I'm going to give a bit more space to this charge since it’s a
very popular one these days.

In 2004, the BBC published what it called a “War Audit” which
was conducted to determine how significant religion has been
in war, at least in the last century.{6} In the article “God
and War: An Audit and an Exploration,” authors Greg Austin,
Todd Kranock and Thom Oommen report that

at a philosophical level, the main religious traditions have
little truck with war or violence. All advocate peace as the
norm and see genuine spirituality as involving a disavowal
of violence. It is mainly when organised religious
institutions become involved with state institutions or when
a political opposition is trying to take power that people
begin advocating religious justifications for war.

They continue:

After reviewing historical analyses by a diverse array of
specialists, we concluded that there have been few genuinely
religious wars in the last 100 years. The Israel/Arab wars



from 1948 to now, often painted in the media and other
places as wars over religion, or wars arising from religious
differences, have in fact been wars of nationalism,
liberation of territory or self-defense.

Regarding Islamic terrorism, the authors write:

The Islamist fundamentalist terror war 1is largely about
political order in the Arab countries, and the presence of
US forces in Saudi Arabia. It is not about religious
conversion or a clash of religions. Nevertheless, bin Laden
claims a religious duty in executing the war.

It is mainly when organised religious institutions become
involved with state institutions that people begin
advocating religious justifications for war.

We need to go back to the wars of Arab expansion, the
Crusades and the Reformation Wars for genuine wars over
religion.

The authors—or as they call themselves, compilers—of this
article include tables which give death tolls in different
categories of wars. The writers say that the tables

show that the overwhelming majority of wars and the
overwhelming majority of the victims of such wars cannot be
classified primarily according to religious causes or
religious beliefs. There have been horrific examples though
where particular communities have been targeted because of
their religious faith [italics mine], and these atrocities
have been perpetrated by the three most 17 vicious and
blood-thirsty regimes ever to hold power: Stalin’s Russia,
Mao’s China and Hitler’s Germany.

It’s interesting that Harris tries so hard to make religion a
source of violence when, as this report indicates, it is often
the religious who are targeted by violence.{7}



A Few More

Sam Harris'’'s book is titled Letter to a Christian Nation, not
simply because he’'s against Christianity. He wants all
religion to come to an end. It just happens that Christianity
is the most prominent religion in America. Because he lumps
all religions together, he can smear Christianity with the
evils of Islam by implication.

This is a fallacy. It's called the fallacy of over-
generalization (or converse accident). If evil is done in the
name of Islam, and Islam is a religion, then every religion is
prone to evil. Thus, what counts against Islam counts against
Christianity, too. (If one is reluctant to group Christianity
with other religions, then one might see here the fallacy of
faulty comparison, or what is more commonly called “comparing
apples to oranges.”)

Another argument Harris presents employs a fallacy we’ve
already discussed, the fallacy of causal oversimplification.
Harris commits this fallacy when he tells us that “the anti-
Semitism that built the Nazi death camps was a direct
inheritance from medieval Christianity.”{8}

The reality of Christian anti-Semitism through the ages cannot
be denied. However, Harris'’s evaluation is simplistic. It is
very easy to narrowly focus on the very real anti-Semitism of
Christians and ignore other very significant factors. For
example, Harris fails to tell us that the Jews were persecuted
quite apart from Christianity and even before Christianity
came into existence. For example, serious tensions between the
Jews and the Greeks of Alexandria in the first century B.C.
spilled over into the next century. Things got so bad that
Jews were forced to live in one section of the city. Their
houses were broken into and looted. Synagogues were burned,
and women were dragged to the theater and forced to eat pork.
Historian H. I. Bell reports that “men, women, and even
children [were] beaten to death, dragged living through the



streets, or flung on to improvised bonfires.”{9} He also
ignores the shift from religious persecution to racial
persecution which occurred in the nineteenth century, notably
in Russia.

Of course, this doesn’t prove that Hitler didn’t get his anti-
Semitism from Christians; but it does mean that one should not
immediately assume that Christian prejudice is at the root of
anti-Semitism. There have been other causes as well. A
significant factor in Hitler’s hatred of the Jews was the
strong influence of Darwinism that led him to think that
people who were racially or eugenically inferior needed to be
eliminated from the evolving human race.{10}

Although some people already believed in the inferiority of
some races, and although Darwinism wasn’t Hitler’s sole
inspiration, Historian Richard Weikart writes, “Darwinism was
a central, guiding principle of Nazi ideology, especially of
Hitler’s own world view.” Weikart quotes Richard Evans, a
historian at Cambridge University: “The real core of Nazi
beliefs lay in the faith Hitler proclaimed in his speech of
September 1938 in science—a Nazi view of science—as the basis
for action. Science demanded the furtherance of the interests
not of God but of the human race, and above all the German
race and its future in a world ruled by ineluctable laws of
Darwinian competition between races and between individuals.”
Weikart continues: “This is not a controversial claim by anti-
evolutionists, but it is commonly recognized by scholars who
study Nazism.”{11}

A Fundamental Commitment to Atheism

One of the questionable assumptions in Letter to a Christian
Nation is Sam Harris’s assertion that “there 1is no question
that human beings evolved from nonhuman ancestors.”{12} Of
course, there 1s indeed a question about this, a question
raised by highly educated scientists easily as qualified as



Mr. Harris.

It’s no wonder, really, that Harris makes such bold
statements. He 1s prevented from allowing the possibility of
divine creation by his basic worldview commitments. He admits
that he doesn’t know why the universe exists, but he’s
confident there’s no God behind it. That sounds like a
philosophical presupposition. What evidence or reasons does he
give for it? Harris might like to pretend that his beliefs are
based solely on the “trinity” of science, reason, and nature,
but his naturalism cannot be established by these. Rather, it
informs his use of thenm.

One of the (potentially!) maddening things about the arguments
of atheists these days is their frequent silence with respect
to any justification of their own basic worldview commitments.
Harris goes so far as to claim that atheism isn’t really a
belief; that there shouldn’t even be the word “atheism.”{13}
Although “atheism” has long been understood to mean the belief
that there is no God, many atheists today deny that. It isn’t
the belief that there is no God; it’'s simply an absence of
belief in God.{14} It’s a kind of “default” position, a “zero”
belief, where everyone should be until given sufficient
reasons to believe in God. Thus, the atheist has nothing to
defend or prove.

But really, folks. Who'’s going to believe that atheists are
belief-less about God, that they don’t actually believe that
there is no God? It’s astonishing the effort they put forth in
arguing against religious belief if indeed they have no belief
at all.

However, we can go back and forth with atheists about whether
they truly deny the existence of God, or we can let that stand
and simply ask what they do believe about ultimate reality,
for surely they believe something. It's simply false to assume
that atheism is some kind of zero belief, that it involves no
metaphysical commitments. If one denies God, one must have



some other view about ultimate reality. Naturalism 1is a
metaphysical position, and it has serious problems of its
own.{15} If Christians are responsible to give good reasons
for their belief in Christian theism, naturalistic atheists
must give reasons for their naturalism.

Sam Harris speaks as a voice on high, shouting down to us
poor, ignorant people who are stuck in our absurd religious
beliefs. It’'s hard to imagine anyone with thoughtful
convictions changing his or her beliefs based on this book.
He’s preaching to the choir. Now that you have a few tips on
what to look for, you might want to take a look at the book,
and hear the rest of the “sermon.”
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“How Is It Moral To Own
People as Property?”

How is it moral to own people as property and pass them along
to your heirs, Leviticus 25:44-467?

We wouldn’t say it’s moral, but it IS part of life in a fallen
world deeply impacted by sin.

The Bible never condones slavery, but God does regulate it to
protect people where slavery was part of an economic system.

Much of slavery in the ancient world was different from the
heinous, inhuman, and degrading slavery of the past several
hundred years (and unfortunately, continuing into today).
People would choose to sell themselves into slavery as a way
of managing debt and insufficient income to provide for
themselves and their families.

Slavery has been and is part of a fallen world, but
ultimately, when Jesus Christ sets everything right in the new
heavens and the new earth, there will be no slavery. God does
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have a plan and a timeline for abolishing slavery altogether
and forever.

Here'’s some helpful insight on the
subject: www.gotquestions.org/Bible-slavery.html

Blessing you,
Sue Bohlin
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Helping Teens Understand
Homosexuality — Facts to Help
Youth Withstand the Current
Culture

Sue Bohlin provides practical ways to communicate with teens
about common misunderstandings and the truth concerning
homosexuality. Recognizing that teens deal with peer pressure
to experiment and feelings of same sex attraction, she
provides real ways to help teens make their way through this
maze of contradiction and confusion.

In this article we look at ways to communicate the
truth about homosexuality to teens. We examine the
lies they are told and the sexual pressure they are
under. We also look at ways to help kids process
their gender confusion, as well as address helpful
ways to encourage teens who already identify themselves as gay
or lesbian. And finally, we provide perspective on how to
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treat those who struggle with same-sex attraction in a
compassionate and godly way. By looking at this topic, from a
Christian, biblical worldview perspective, we can communicate
the depth of God’s love and His desire for us to experience
the best life possible.

The Lies They Hear

In many schools and in the rest of the culture today, only one
perspective is allowed to be heard. Consider four lies that
are very familiar to teens today:

First, “Homosexuality 1is normal and healthy.” It's neither.
The fact that it simply occurs (in about 2% of the population)
doesn’t make it normal. When we look at the way males and
females were designed to complement each other both
emotionally and sexually, that tells us something about the
nature of homosexuality, that something has gone wrong
somewhere. This is not judging the people who experience same-
sex attraction; it’s like a red light on the dashboard of a
car, denoting that something needs attention.

Acting physically on same-sex attractions 1is certainly not
healthy. Those who do are at far greater risk for sexually
transmitted diseases, including AIDS; alcoholism and drug
abuse; depression; emotionally exhausting relationships; and a
shortened lifespan.{l} Please see the “Facts About Youth”
website from the American College of Pediatricians, especially
this article: Health Risks of the Homosexual Lifestyle.

Lie #2: “If you’'re attracted to someone of the same sex, that
means you’re gay or lesbian.” Not so. It really means that
there are unmet, God-given needs for love and attention that
were supposed to be met earlier in life. Having crushes on
other people, of both sexes, is also a normal part of
adolescent development. It means teens are transitioning
emotionally from child to adult.
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The third lie is, “Since you were born that way, you can’t
change.” First, there is no scientific evidence that anyone 1is
born gay. It’s a myth that has been repeated so often that
people believe it. Second, thousands of people who were once
gay have experienced significant changes in their attractions
and behavior.{2} Change is possible.

The fourth lie is, “Embrace and celebrate your gay identity,
because gay life is cool.” Those in ministry to those dealing
with unwanted homosexuality have heard many heartbreaking
stories of the truth: a dark side of intense and difficult
relationships, relational patterns of disillusionment and
breakups, physical and emotional unhealthiness.

Countless people have said they wished they never entered the
gay community in the first place, but it’s hard to leave.

Teens and Sexual Pressure

Adolescents are under an extraordinary amount of sexual
pressure. They live in a sex-saturated culture, and the
messages they receive from the media and, unfortunately, in
school, clearly communicate an expectation that sex 1is just
part of having a social life. Rarely do they hear about the
heart-wrenching consequences of being sexually active, both
physically and emotionally. The agenda pushing sexual freedom
is also engaged in trying to normalize homosexuality as well.

Teens are pushed to decide early if they are gay, straight, or
bisexual, as young as elementary school. But kids in their
early teens, much less even younger than that, are no more
equipped to “decide” their sexual orientation than they are to
choose a college major and career track. A landmark study done
by the University of Minnesota determined that at age twelve,
one fourth of the students were unsure of their sexual
orientation. Their bodies were just beginning to experience
the changes that would turn them from children into adults,
and they were being asked if they were gay, straight, or



bisexual. No wonder so many were confused! But by age
seventeen, that number of kids unsure of their sexual
orientation had dropped to 5%.{3}

And psychiatrist Dr. Jeffrey Satinover says, “[W]ithout any
intervention whatsoever, three out of four boys who think
they’'re gay at age 16 aren’t by 25. So if we’re going to treat
homosexuality as a state, 75% of f‘gays’ become ‘non-gay’
spontaneously. That's a statement which I consider ludicrous,
but if you accept this tacit proposition-that being gay 1is an
actual state, like being short or being tall, black or
white—then in three out of four people that condition changes
itself spontaneously. . . That's with no outside intervention,
just the natural processes of development.”{4}

We need to tell teens, “It’'s too soon to ‘declare a major’ in
your sexuality.”

Teens are also pressured to experiment with both sexes as the
only way they can know their sexual orientation. It’s
presented as nonchalantly as our cruise ship table partner
suggesting we try escargot-"Hey, how can you know if you like
it unless you try it out?”

Teenage sexual behavior can have lifelong consequences, but
they are not in a position to recognize that. Their brains
don’t finish developing until age twenty-five, and they tend
to make decisions out of the region of the brain that controls
emotion. So they are easily swayed to make dangerous and
irresponsible choices, like engaging in any kind of sexual
behavior.

Teens need to be encouraged to face the sexual pressures and
stand against them.

Gender Insecurity

At a conference I attended, author and ministry leader Andy
Comiskey{5} shared a painful experience in junior high where



one day, out of the blue, the whole school was abuzz with the
rumor that Andy was gay. There was even graffiti about it on
the wall. He struggled with his sexual identity, but he had
never acted out. He walked into a classroom on an errand and
on his way out, two boys called “Faggot!” He was crushed and
humiliated. Later on, he made it into a self-fulfilling
prophecy and immersed himself in the gay lifestyle.

I went up to him and asked, “If you could rewrite the script
of that incident, knowing what you do today, what would it
look like?” He said, “Oh, I wish there had been some sensitive
adults, especially in the church, to talk freely with me and
other kids about ‘gender insecurity.’ They wouldn’t even have
to talk about homosexuality or use the word-many kids can
relate to the idea of ‘gender insecurity.’ It would have been
so freeing for me to have someone acknowledge that it’s a real
thing, but it didn’t mean I was gay. I wish there were people
who could have spoken truth into my life at that point.”

One kind of truth that kids should hear is that around age
ten, attraction for the same sex begins. This attraction 1is
emotional, non-sexual, and involuntary. It doesn’t mean teens
are gay or lesbian; it means they are transitioning through
normal adolescent development. We have to learn to attach to
people of our same sex before we can learn to attach to people
of the opposite sex. But most teens don’t know this.

Some kids don’t feel secure in their masculinity or femininity
for a variety of reasons, usually having to do with not being
affirmed by parents and peers. God gives each of us needs for
attention, approval and affection. When those needs are not
met, the onset of hormones can sexualize this “hole in the
heart.” Some teens can find themselves longing for the
attention, approval and affection of people of their same
gender. When others put on them the false and hurtful labels
of “homo,” “fag,” or “lez,” they can easily find themselves
believing the lies.
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When teens are not secure in their gender, they don’t need to
be pointed to gay groups at school. They need to be affirmed
and encouraged to develop their innate, God-given masculinity
or femininity, to see their gender as good. They need to have
other kids reach out to make them feel “one of the guys” or
“one of the girls.” They need time to finish growing up.

Teens Who Identify as Gay or Lesbian

Growing numbers of teens are self-identifying as gay or
lesbian. In many circles, being gay-or claiming to be gay-is
now considered cool, especially among girls.

Teenagers experiment with same-sex relationships for a variety
of reasons. Some experience normal crushes on same-sex peers
and think this means they are gay—or their friends inform them
that’s what it means. What it really means is that they are
learning to form deep and intense attachments which is a
necessary precursor to maintaining 1long-term adult
relationships like marriage.

Others experiment with same-sex relationships out of a
legitimate need to belong. Some kids are simply curious; they
just want to try it out like a new shade of lipstick.

Some teens experiment with same-sex relationships because
others have labeled them gay or lesbian, and they wonder, “Am
I? Do they know something I don’t know? Maybe I am and I need
to go in that direction.” This is one reason it’s so important
to impress on all kids the absolute unacceptability of name-
calling and other cruelties. It’s not only bullying behavior,
it can have terrible emotional consequences.

Some adolescents pursue same-sex relationships because they
are anxious about growing into adolescence and the
responsibilities of adulthood. So they hide behind immature
and emotionally volatile same-sex feelings and behaviors.

Often, what teens are attracted to in same-sex peers are the
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characteristics they wish they had in themselves: popularity,
good looks, a winsome personality, a strong physique. This
kind of jealousy doesn’t mean they are gay or lesbian; it
means there is an area they need to build confidence in!

Most girls who get involved in same-sex relationships start
out in friendships that grow increasingly controlling and
needy. In these emotionally dependent relationships, girls can
get so enmeshed with each other that their relationship turns
physical.

Many people who later identify as gay or lesbian report
feeling different from others, feeling like they don’t fit in
or belong. Girls can feel like they don’t belong to the world
of girls, and guys almost always feel like they can’t measure
up in the world of males. This is gender insecurity, not
homosexuality, but teens usually don’t hear this message. They
need to.

Labels such as “gay” and “lesbian” and “homo” and “dyke” are
incredibly hurtful, and it is easy for those who are slapped
with those labels to believe them. But God doesn’t call anyone
homosexual or lesbian; those labels are man’s invention, not
biblical truth. It’s essential for teens to know who they are
in God’s sight—beloved, precious, and stamped with the imprint
of His acceptance and delight.

When Teens Struggle with Same-Sex
Attraction

If you know teens who are struggling with feelings of same-sex
attraction, or who seem to be experiencing gender insecurity,
let me make some suggestions on how to minister to them.

First, don’'t address the issue of homosexuality head-on. Same-
sex strugglers are always wrestling with feelings of
inferiority, rejection, shame and fear, so it’s extremely
uncomfortable for anyone to bring up the subject. The heart of



the issue for kids who find themselves attracted to others of
the same sex are these dark and negative feelings. It’s much
better to ask indirect questions that encourage them to talk
about the underlying feelings of disconnection with a parent,
or the ridicule of their peers, or depression and sadness.

Second, don’t use any labels. Teens who struggle with their
gender identity already have a huge struggle with feeling that
the rest of the world has put an unwelcome label on them. The
false, man-made labels of “gay” and “lesbian” are hurtful,
false, and restricting.

Consider what it would be like if we created a label such as
“angro” for people who are easily ticked off and walk around
in a continual low-level state of hostility. What if people
went around saying, “I'm an angry person. That’s just the way
I am—that’s WHO I am. I'm an angro.” They might believe they
were born angry, that they have an “angro gene.” Not only 1is
the label of “angro” false and misleading, but it can lead
people to believe the lie that it is a permanent state or
condition rather than a description of one’s current feelings.

That's what happened with the relatively recent labels of
“gay” and “lesbian.” They can become like jail cells, making
people feel hopelessly trapped in a state or condition. It's
much better to help teens deal with the fact that they are
experiencing some attractions to their same gender, and those
feelings are like the red light on the dashboard of a car.
They mean there’s something going on inside that needs some
attention. And that’'s literally true: God creates all of us
with the need for attention, affection and approval, and those
are the things adolescents are craving when they have feelings
for people of the same sex. The needs are legitimate; we need
to help them be met in healthy ways. This is where the church
and other Christian youth organizations can make all the
difference in the world.

Third, communicate to kids who struggle that God did not make



them gay. God doesn’t make anyone gay, and there 1is no
scientific evidence that there is a biological basis for
homosexual feelings or behavior. Even if they feel that they
were born gay, this is the result of being told a fairy tale.
Were American kids born English speakers? That'’s all they ever
knew, right? No, they weren’t born English speakers, they were
born language speakers. Which language they speak is a matter
of the shaping influences of their upbringing. Kids who
experience same-sex attraction were born to be relational
creatures, but how those relationships shape their souls is a
function of their temperaments, their home life, and how they
relate to other kids.

Fourth, give them a safe place to process their feelings
without being shamed or condemned. For many teens, this
unfortunately rules out their home, school, or church. I'm
sure it grieves God’s heart that for many people, church 1is
the most unsafe place on the planet for those who struggle
with various life-controlling sins and urges. But there is a
great free, online support group for struggling youth,
moderated by an experienced and understanding youth pastor, at
www.livehope.org. Kids can safely talk to others 1like
themselves and learn how intimacy with Jesus Christ brings
healing and change to broken and wounded hearts.

Fifth, many students who experience same sex attraction often
feel fake if they don’t choose to identify with or act on
their feelings. They have believed the lie that gay or lesbian
is what they are. They want to be real. But getting real 1is
becoming who God created them to be, despite their feelings of
what whose around them might say.{6} Finding out who God says
they are is the true path to being real and not fake.

The Call to Understanding and Compassion

Many teens feel, “I just don’t get this whole gay/lesbian
thing.” That’s perfectly understandable. Only 2-3% of the
population deals with same gender attraction. The fact that
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it’s such a huge issue in our culture is completely out of
proportion to the actual number of people experiencing it.

Kids need to know a few things about those who do struggle
with same-sex attractions and feelings. First, they didn’t
choose it. It's something people discover, not something they
decide on. And almost every single person who discovers they
have strong feelings and fantasies about the same sex 1is
horrified and terrified by this discovery. It’'s a very painful
part of their life, so it’s important for others to be
respectful and kind.

Second, having crushes and strong feelings for friends and
teachers of the same sex is a normal part of adolescent
development. It doesn’t mean a teen 1is gay or lesbian. When
other kids assure them that it does, it is slapping a false
and hurtful label on them that they may find almost impossible
to take off. If someone walked up to you and put a “Hi, My
Name Is” nametag on you that had someone else’s name on it,
you probably wouldn’t have any trouble taking it off and
saying, “There’s a mistake here—-that’s not who I am.” But when
kids do the same thing with the “nametag” of “gay” or
“lesbian,” they usually put it on kids who don’t have the
security and self-confidence to realize that’s not who they
are, and they can go through the rest of their lives believing
a lie.

Third, be compassionate. People don’t know who around them is
struggling, either with their own same-sex desires and
attractions, or the painful burden of knowing a family member
or loved one has them. They only have to show contempt once
for those who experience same-sex feelings to show that
they’'re not a safe person.

Fourth, be respectful. That means cutting phrases like “Oh,
that’'s so gay” out of their vocabulary. It means not throwing
around words like “homo” or “fag” or “queer.” Every gay joke
or insult is like sticking a dagger in the heart of those who



carry a painful secret.

The bottom line for helping teens understand homosexuality is
to call them to see God’s design as good, and show grace and
compassion to those who don’'t see it. Be “Jesus with skin on”
in both His holiness and His kindness.

Notes

1. Peter Freiberg, “Study: Alcohol Use More Prevalent for
Lesbians,” The Washington Blade, January 12, 2001, p. 21.
Karen Paige Erickson, Karen F. Trocki, “Sex, Alcohol and
Sexually Transmitted Diseases: A National Survey,” Family
Planning Perspectives 26 (December 1994): 261. Robert S. Hogg
et al., “Modeling the Impact of HIV Disease on Mortality in
Gay and Bisexual Men,” International Journal of Epidemiology
26 (1997): 657. Also note this article by Dr. John R. Diggs,
Jr.: The Health Risks of Gay Sex (catholiceducation.org).

2. Read a few of the testimonies at the Living Hope Ministries
website, www.livehope.org.

3. www.freetobeme.com/yw minn.htm

4. Homosexuality and Teens: An Interview with Dr. Jeffrey
Satinover, Massachusetts Family Institute.
www.mafamily.org/Marriage%20Hearing%s202003/satinover2.htm

5. Founder and Director of Desert Stream Ministries, author of
Pursuing Sexual Wholeness and Strength in Weakness.

6. www.becomingreal.org

© 2005 Probe Ministries, updated 2022

See also: answers to many questions in ‘“Probe Answers Our E-
Mail: Homosexuality”



https://www.catholiceducation.org/en/marriage-and-family/sexuality/the-health-risks-of-gay-sex.html
http://www.livehope.org
http://www.freetobeme.com/yw_minn.htm
http://www.mafamily.org/Marriage%20Hearing%202003/satinover2.htm
http://www.becomingreal.org
https://probe.org/category/probe-answers-e-mail/homosexuality-emails/
https://probe.org/category/probe-answers-e-mail/homosexuality-emails/

