“I'm Looking for a Way to
Deprogram Homosexuality”

I'm a licensed counselor looking for ways to de-program
homosexuality.

I'm afraid we don’t know any formulaic means for de-
programming homosexuality. And neither Probe nor Living Hope
Ministries (a ministry that helps people with unwanted
homosexuality) does “conversion therapy.” In my 20+ years with
LHM, the only method I have seen that makes a difference 1is
the time-honored process of Christian discipleship, where we
point people to Jesus and walk with them in submitting to Him
and His word, cooperating with the Holy Spirit in facing the
wounds and hurts of the past and grieving them, forgiving
those who hurt us, and obeying God’s commands because they are
given to protect and bless us. The fruit of this process 1is
transformation from the inside out (Romans 12:2), because
Jesus doesn’t make things better, He makes things new.

What I have personally witnessed over and over is that God
helps the person reframe their understanding of their lives,
especially the hurts of the past (and there is always pain in
the past) and their sinful responses to those hurts. This is
true of any believer, not just those dealing with
homosexuality. As the person invites Jesus to be Lord over
more and more internal real estate, He brings change and
understanding. For example, I keep seeing that men reframe
their craving to connect with other men sexually as their
heart’s cry for healthy attention, affirmation and affection
from other men, either (or both) a father figure, or a best-
friend kind of relationship. In women, I see that women
reframe their craving to intensely connect with another woman,
as their heart’s cry for those same 3 As from a mother or a
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best friend. When those legitimate needs are met in healthy
relationships with other believers, the craving subsides. One
of my closest friends, who spent 25 years as a lesbian
activist before becoming a Christ follower, says that what
used to be screaming in front of her face (her same sex
attraction), is now white noise in the background of her life.
It’s not totally gone, and she can feed it when she’s stressed
which means additional temptations, but its control over her
life has been replaced by intimacy with Jesus and with healthy
relationships with women.

I don’t know how this happens outside of the grace and power
of God in a believer’s life and in the context of community,
because we need each other.

I'm glad you asked. And by the way, I see from your email
address that you utilize EMDR in your therapy. God bless you
for that! I am the beneficiary of its effectiveness as I have
seen my husband healed of childhood traumas through EMDR. A
number of the people at Living Hope—and friends fro church as
well-have found EMDR helpful in their counseling, which makes
sense because trauma is part of so many people’s stories who
now deal with same-sex attraction.

Blessing you today,
Sue
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“How Could Jesus Take Our
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Sins on Himself If God Cannot
Tolerate Sin?”

How was it that Jesus, considering He is fully God, and God is
not able to have sin anywhere near Him, can take all of our
sins on Himself? Having trouble wrapping my mind around this.
I fully believe what Jesus did, however, this is a bit
confusing for me.

Great question.

You are operating with a misunderstanding common to a LOT of
people, that “God is not able to have sin anywhere near Him.”
That’s not true. First, consider Job 1, where the Holy Spirit
pulls back the curtain on heaven and we see Satan striding
confidently into heaven’s throne room. God allowed the most
evil of creatures access to Himself. Second, consider the
incarnation, where the Son wrapped Himself in human flesh and
entered the sin-filled world where he was literally surrounded
by nothing but sinful people His entire earthly existence.

I think it’s helpful to look at Habakkuk 1:13, where the
prophet writes, “Your eyes are too pure to look on evil; you
cannot tolerate wrongdoing.” This is Habakkuk’s perspective on
God, but it is not teaching doctrine. We know from Job 1 that
while He is pure, it does not prevent Him from looking on
evil. We also know that God is so longsuffering, He does
tolerate wrongdoing. He just won’t tolerate it forever.

Does this help remove the obstacle to acknowledging that the
Holy One can take all our sin into and onto Himself while on
the cross? Even without fully understanding what a deep
mystery it 1is?

Blessing you,
Sue Bohlin
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Thanks so much for getting back to me and yes that helped and
yes it is very deep and mind boggling. And what is it that
they say? To completely understand something like that we
would then have the mind of God, right?
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“Can God Create a Rock Too
Big for Him to Lift?”

I am a young adult who is just beginning to really dig deep
into Christianity and what it truly is, and I was presented a
statement from one of my past teachers that has haunted me
ever since.

We were having a civil conversation about religion and other
such topics until I revealed that I believed in God and
Christianity. This was immediately (and somewhat sharply) met
with a stymieing paradox that goes like this: If God is to be
an all-powerful and omnipotent being, then clearly He must be
able to do absolutely anything, such as create a rock that
cannot be lifted by anyone in all of existence and so forth.
But, if God can create an “un-liftable” rock, then that would
technically rule out God Himself being able to lift that rock.
Therefore, there is something God cannot do, and as a result
He is not truly omnipotent.

Now of course I could not answer that question (as I am, as
most young teens are, uneducated on answering mystifying
questions such as those) and was left to a feeling of defeat
and eventually that sinking feeling of having everything you
believed in being disproved in one, simple statement.
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Can you answer this question to calm those little poking
words?

This question has been posed by many people attempting to
stymie believers, and there are some really good answers. The
bottom line is that God cannot do what is inherently
impossible because it’s illogical and irrational, such as make
a square circle, or lie and deceive us because He is perfect
and He is truth. The problem is not power. The problem is a
category error.

I love how Dr. Sean McDowell answered this question:
youtu.be/iH4j jikWXs

You may also enjoy how GotQuestions.org answered this
question: www.gotquestions.org/God-rock-heavy-lift.html

Hope you find this helpful.
Sue Bohlin
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“How Would You Respond When
Someone Prefers to be Called
by Their Opposite Gender?”

Sue, my friend texted me this:

“How would you respond (or how have you responded) when
someone prefers to be called by their opposite gender? I had a
man correct my daughter (she’s only two, almost three) today
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because she referred to him as ‘he.’ I told him out of deep
love for him I could not in good conscience refer to him as
‘her’ but how do I explain that to an almost three-year-old?”

I answered, “Oh wow. That hasn’t happened to me yet. My big
kids know and we said that sin clouds their judgment and how
they see/feel so they think they will be happier living life
as a different gender, but then we remind them that God
doesn’t make mistakes and He chooses gender. He made us in His
image (like Him) and His design is perfect . . . people mess
it up, not Him.”

I tried, but would love to learn from your response also!

Sweet friend, LOVE your answer!! I would explain that
sometimes people are confused in their thinking. God made that
man a boy and so that is what we call him.

How do you lovingly respond to the gender confused person?

It depends on how the conversation goes, but I would remain
warm and cordial while not backing down by embracing a
delusion.

n

Think “The Emperor’s New Clothes.” Just because everyone
appears to be celebrating something that doesn’t make sense,
doesn’t make it true. And just as the crowd shushed the little
boy who piped up with what everyone could plainly see—the
emperor didn’'t have any clothes on at all-people are being
shushed and canceled when they speak up about the transgender
delusion.

One of the reasons the transgender folly continues is people
going along with the game of pretend. (And when I say
“transgender folly,” I am referring to the ideology, not the
people caught up in it who need compassion, not judgment. I
believe they are objects of spiritual warfare, being attacked
by the enemy of our souls through an insidious lie. Just like
in Genesis 3.)



When the man crossed the line to correct a stranger’s little
girl, he escalated from confused soul to transgender activist.
And activists want the whole world to agree with a delusion. A
lie. And we need to push back.

If it were me, I would suggest saying to my child, with a kind
voice, “This man is playing a game of pretend, but we’re not
playing that game.” This of course would infuriate the man,
but he is deliberately pushing an agenda of unreality on the
world in general and my child in particular, and that’s not
okay. It's my responsibility to teach and defend truth to my
children, and here’s a guy lying to my child and instructing
her to participate in that lie.

It’s one thing to present oneself as the other sex, and quite
another to cross the line into “incorrecting” a child who
could see for herself that he was male! I would let my Mama
Bear come out—with gentleness and respect, as 1 Peter 3:15
says—but firmly stating the truth in the face of an egregious
lie.

Blessing you,
Sue Bohlin
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“Our Granddaughter 1s
Severely Confused About Her
Gender Identity”

I just read an article by Sue Bohlin on transgender and God’s
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view on it. We completely believe our granddaughter is
severely confused and we believe her gender identity is being
greatly influenced by the people she is hanging out with. She
is almost 22, we have told we love her unconditionally but do
not support her lifestyle as it goes against God’s Word. She
understands that we will not compromise our faith and what the
Word of God says. But we have been reaching out to pastors and
they have offered zero spiritual guidance. In fact they really
do not want to discuss it. Our pastor told me to buy a secular
book on homosexuality from Amazon. I told him I do not need or
want the world’s view on it, I need spiritual guidance. He had
nothing. I'm reaching out because I agreed 100% with what Sue
said and we still need spiritual guidance. We love our
granddaughter and pray for her all the time but we are
struggling with how to deal with it.

I am so very, very sorry for the pain you are experiencing in
this spiritual battle. The enemy has gone after your beloved
granddaughter, deceiving her with lies and demonic schemes
about her true identity. You are undoubtedly right about the
influence of the people she’s hanging out with, and that would
extend to (and may even entirely consist of) the voices she is
listening to on social media.

In terms of how to deal with it, let me encourage you that you
are already doing the two most important things: loving her
and praying for her. Your love will be a beacon for her to
find her way out of spiritual darkness back to truth, and your
prayers are powerful for the pulling down of strongholds (2
Corinthians 10:3-4). This is a battle that has to be fought on
your knees, using the supernatural weapon of prayer. Trying to
convince her out of her delusion won’t work; it has to be
God’s power.

You will need encouragement from others who are also in the
battle for their children and grandchildren. Let me suggest
two places to find that. One is the Friends and Family forum
at Living Hope Ministries. www.livehope.org. The other is to
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request access to the private group “CHANGED Movement” on
Facebook, where you will find very encouraging testimonies
from those who have come out of the LGBTQ community.

Let me close with a story I hope encourages you.

A couple were heartbroken that their daughter had jumped into
the LGBT community and identity, and needed to know what to do
about it. On the recommendation of a mutual friend the husband
called me; as we talked, the Lord dropped an idea into my
head, which he followed.

He took her out for a meal and said to her, “Sweetheart, I
want to tell you something, and I'm only going to say this
once, so pay attention.

“Your mom and I see that because of your choices, it’'s like
you're on the Titanic, and we know that eventually it's going
down. But we’'re out here in a lifeboat, rowing around the
ship, and we will never stop rowing. We’ll be here to love you
and pray for you, and we’ll be here to help you when you
realize you’'ve got to get off a sinking ship.” They were so
faithful in daily praying for her.

Ten years later, their daughter showed up on their doorstep.
When Dad opened the door, the daughter asked, “Are you still
in the rowboat?”

That was ten years later.

And many many prayers later, they just celebrated the one-year
anniversary of her repentance . . . of her recognizing the
ship was sinking and she got in the lifeboat with her parents.
This man said that in all his many years, he has never seen
such a full and beautiful repentance as what his daughter
exhibited.

Recently, in fact, he and his wife and their daughter stood in
front of his Sunday School class to tell their story. For the



first time, the daughter told her side; can you imagine what
it was like for the parents to watch their beloved daughter
give testimony to God’s goodness and her parents’ faithfulness
in praying for her? In fact, she had sent an email at one
point that said, “Mom and Dad, thanks for never giving up
rowing.”

The dad had also told his story to a men’s conference, sharing
the rowboat part, and said the other men, all fathers who
would do anything for their children, were in tears. They all
understand how hard it is, especially as men designed to “fix”
things, not to be able to fix their children’s hurt or
destructive choices or the consequences of those choices. But
the power of a praying parent can redeem the pain and the
choices and the consequences.

So. . . don’t give up rowing!

And [please hear my voice being very very gentle here] let go
of your expectations for God’s timetable. He knows how long it
will take for her to see the light, in a way that will bring
the most glory to Him and the greatest benefit to your
granddaughter.

I'm sending this with a prayer that God does amazing things in
your family. Please remember—if it’s not good yet, God’s not
done yet!

Warmly,
Sue Bohlin
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Making a Defense

Rick Wade explores the meaning of the word “defense” in 1
Peter 3:15, suggesting that all Christians can do what Peter
1s urging us to do in defending our faith.

Apologetics has grown into a very involved discipline over the
last two millennia. From the beginning, Christians have sought
to answer challenges to their claims about Jesus and
complaints and questions about how they lived. Those
challenges have changed over the years, and apologetics has
become a much more sophisticated endeavor than it was in the
first century.

The Scripture passage most often used to justify
apologetics is 1 Peter 3:15: “In your hearts honor
Christ the Lord as holy, always being prepared to
make a defense to anyone who asks you for a reason
for the hope that is in you; yet do it with
gentleness and respect.” This verse 1is probably used so often
because it sounds like marching orders. Other Scriptures show
us defense in action; this one tells us to do it.

The word translated “defense” here is apologia which is a term
taken from the legal world to refer to the defense a person
gave in court. It is one of several words used in Scripture
that carry legal connotations. Some others are witness,
testify and testimony, evidence, persuade, and accuse.

Something that scholars have noticed about Scripture is the
presence of a kind of trial motif in both Old and New
Testaments, what one New Testament scholar calls the “cosmic
trial motif.”{1} There is a trial of sorts with God on one
side and the fallen world on the other. The use of legal
terminology isn’t merely coincidental.

Think about the arguments you’ve heard presented by apologists
that are philosophical or scientific or historical. The core
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issue of apologetics is generally thought as being truth.{2}
While all this fits with what Peter had in mind, I believe
there was something deeper and wider behind his exhortation.

In short, I think Peter was concerned with two things:
faithfulness and speaking up for Christ. He wanted Christians
to acknowledge and not deny Christ. And, as we’ll see later,
Jesus said demands for a defense were to be seen as
opportunities to bear witness. Defense in the New Testament
doesn’t function separately from proclaiming the gospel.

The 0ld Testament Background

As I noted earlier, there is a kind of cosmic trial motif
running through Scripture, or what we might call a “forensic
theme,” which provides a background for understanding Peter’s
exhortation. One thing that will help us think about defense
and witness in the New Testament is to look at the trial motif
in the 0ld Testament.

Bible scholar A. A. Trites notes the frequency with which one
encounters lawsuits or controversy addressed in a legal manner
in the 0ld Testament such as in the book of Job and in the
prophets. On occasions of legal controversy, witnesses were
the primary way of proving one’s case. They were not expected
to be “merely objective informants,” as we might expect
today.{3} The parties involved “serve both as witnesses and as
advocates,” Trites says. “It is the task of the witnesses not
only to attest the facts but also to convince the opposite
side of the truth of them (Isaiah 41:21-4, 26; 43:9; 51:22;
cf. Gen. 38:24-6)."{4}

Especially notable in the 0ld Testament is the controversy
between Yahweh and the pagan gods, represented by the other
nations, recorded in Isaiah chapters 40-55. “The debate 1is
over the claims of Yahweh as Creator, the only true God and
the Lord of history (40:25-31; 44:6-8; 45:8-11, 21),” says



Trites.{5} Yahweh brings charges and calls the nations to
present their witnesses, and then calls Israel to be His
witness. A representative passage, which I'll leave you to
look up for yourself, is Isa. 43:9-12.

Since the other nations have nothing to support their case on
behalf of their gods, they lose by default. By contrast,
Israel has witnessed the work and character of Yahweh.

The New Testament: John and Luke

As I continue to set the context for understanding 1 Peter
3:15, I turn now to look at defense in the New Testament.

The apostles had a special role to fulfill in the proclamation
of the gospel because they were eyewitnesses to the events of
Jesus’ life. Trites says that they “were to be Christ'’s
advocates, serving in much the same way that the witnesses for
the defendant served in the 0ld Testament legal assembly.”{6}
Beyond giving the facts, they announced that Jesus 1s Lord of
all and God’s appointed judge, and they called people to
believe (see Acts 10:36; cf. 2:36-40; 20:21).{7}

I spoke above about the controversy recorded in Isaiah 40-55
between Yahweh and the nations and their gods. This “lawsuit”
continues in the Gospels in the conflict between Jesus and the
Jews. New Testament scholar Richard Bauckham writes, “It is
this lawsuit that the Gospel of John sees taking place in the
history of Jesus, as the one true God demonstrates His deity
in controversy with the claims of the world.”{8} Multiple
witnesses are brought forth in John’s Gospel. In chapter 5
alone Jesus names His own works, John the Baptist, God the
Father, and the 0ld Testament. And there are others, for
example the Samaritan woman in chapter 4, and the crowd who
witnessed the raising of Lazarus in chapter 12.

This witness extends beyond simply stating the facts. As in
the Old Testament, testimony is intended to convince listeners



to believe. The purpose of John’s Gospel was to lead people to
belief in Christ (20:30-31).

The concept of witness is important for Luke as well;
obviously so in the book of Acts, but also in his Gospel. In
Luke 24 we read where Jesus told His disciples, “Thus it 1is
written, that the Christ should suffer and on the third day
rise from the dead, and that repentance and forgiveness of
sins should be proclaimed in his name to all nations,
beginning from Jerusalem. You are witnesses of these things.
And behold, I am sending the promise of my Father upon you.
But stay in the city until you are clothed with power from on
high” (24:45-49). Here we have a set of events, a group of
witnesses, and the empowerment of the Spirit.

The New Testament: Luke and Paul

It was a dangerous thing to be a Christian in the first
century, just as it is in some parts of the world today. Jesus
warned His disciples, “they will lay their hands on you and
persecute you, delivering you up to the synagogues and
prisons.” Listen to what He says next: “This will be your
opportunity to bear witness. Settle it therefore in your minds
not to meditate beforehand how to answer” (Lk. 21:12-14). “How
to answer” is the word apologia, the one Peter uses for “make
a defense” in 1 Peter 3:15.

It’'s important to keep the central point of this passage in
Luke in view. What Jesus desired first of all were faithful
witnesses. The apostles would face hostility as He did, and
when challenged to explain themselves they were not to fear
men but God, to confess Christ and not deny Him. This warning
is echoed in 1 Peter 3:14-15. Jesus’ disciples would be called
upon to defend their actions or their teachings, but their
main purpose was to speak on behalf of Christ. Furthermore,
they shouldn’t be anxious about what they would say, for the
Spirit would give them the words (Lk. 12:12; 21:15). This



isn’t to say they shouldn’t learn anything; Jesus spent a lot
of time teaching His followers. It simply means that the
Spirit would take such opportunities to deliver the message He
wanted to deliver.

Witness and defense were the theme of Paul’s ministry. He said
that Jesus appointed him to be a witness for Christ (Acts
22:15; 26:16; see also 23:11). As he traveled about, preaching
the gospel, he was called upon to defend himself before the
Jews in Jerusalem (Acts 22 and 23), before the governor,
Felix, in Caesarea (chap. 24), and before King Agrippa (chap.
26) .

Toward the end of his life when he was imprisoned in Rome,
Paul told the church in Philippi, “I am put here for the
defense of the gospel (1:16; cf. v.7). That claim is in the
middle of a paragraph about preaching Christ (Phil. 1:15-18).

In obedience to Jesus, Paul was faithful to confess and not
deny. Although he was called upon to defend himself or his
actions, he almost always turned the opportunity into a
defense and proclamation of the gospel.

1 Peter

Finally I come to 1 Peter 3:15. What is the significance of
what I’'ve said about the trial motif in Scripture for this
verse?

A key theme in 1 Peter is a proper response to persecution.
Christians were starting to suffer for their faith (3:8-4:2).
Peter encouraged them to stand firm as our Savior did who
himself “suffered in the flesh,” as Peter wrote (4:1).

After exhorting his readers to “turn away from evil and do
good” (1 Pet. 3:11), Peter says,

Now who is there to harm you if you are zealous for what is



good? But even if you should suffer for righteousness’ sake,
you will be blessed. Have no fear of them, nor be troubled,
but in your hearts honor Christ the Lord as holy, always
being prepared to make a defense to anyone who asks you for
a reason for the hope that is in you; yet do it with
gentleness and respect, having a good conscience, so that,
when you are slandered, those who revile your good behavior
in Christ may be put to shame (3:13-16).

The main point of this passage is faithfulness: faithfulness
in righteous living, and faithfulness in honoring Christ and
speaking up when challenged.

So how does the idea of witness fit in here? I submit that
Peter would have remembered Jesus’ instructions to turn
demands for a defense into opportunities to bear witness.
Remember Luke 21:137 Peter did this himself. When he and John
were called before Caiaphas, as we read in Acts 4 and 5,
rather than deny Jesus as he did when Jesus was on trial (Mk.
14:66-72), Peter faithfully proclaimed Christ not once but
twice. The second time he said, “We must obey God rather than
men,” and then he laid out the gospel message (Acts 5:27-32;
see also 4:5-22).

Sometimes I hear apologists talking about how to put
apologetics and evangelism together. While there may be a
conceptual distinction between the two, they are both aspects
of the one big task of bearing witness for Jesus. The
trajectory of our engagement with unbelief ought always to be
the proclamation of the gospel even if we can’t always get
there. As Paul said in 1 Cor. 2:5, our faith rests properly in
Christ and the message of the cross, not in the strength of an
argument.

Defense and witness are the responsibility of all of us. If
that seems rather scary, remember that we’re promised, in Luke
12:12, the enabling of the Spirit to give us the words we
need.
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The Bible: Intentionally
Misunderstood (Rad1io
Transcript)

Steve Cable examines the faulty reasoning and interpretation
of the Bible in Kurt Eichenwald’s Newsweek article “The Bible:
So Misunderstood It’s a Sin.”

Dissecting the Bible by Focusing on Nits

Recently, New Testament scholar, Dr. Daniel Wallace,
addressing our strong confidence in our modern translations,


https://probe.org/the-bible-intentionally-misunderstood-radio-transcript/
https://probe.org/the-bible-intentionally-misunderstood-radio-transcript/
https://probe.org/the-bible-intentionally-misunderstood-radio-transcript/

mentioned others presenting a false view of this situation.
One example, The Bible: So Misunderstood It’s a Sin by Kurt
Eichenwald{l}, appeared 1in Newsweek. This article
presents arguments intended to undermine the New Testament.
Let’s evaluate some of these arguments to be better equipped
in sharing the truth.{2}

Eichenwald begins by parroting negative stereotypes
about American evangelicals. Adding rigor to his
rant, he states, “A Pew Research poll in 2010{2}
found that evangelicals ranked only a smidgen
higher than atheists in familiarity with the New
Testament and Jesus’s teachings.”{4}

He referred to a table showing the average number of questions
out of twelve answered correctly. However, only two of the
twelve related to the New Testament and none to Jesus’s
teachings.{5} Two questions are not enough to evaluate
someone’s knowledge of the New Testament, But, for the record,
the two questions were “Name the four gospels” and
“Where, according to the Bible, was Jesus born?” 53% of
those professing to be born again answered these correctly
versus 20% of atheists. Apparently to Eichenwald, a “smidgen
higher” must mean almost three times as many.

Eichenwald spends two pages bemoaning the translation problems
in the New Testament. But as pointed out by Dr. Wallace and
others, his critique really serves to highlight the excellence
of today’s translations. The areas he points out as having
questionable additions in the text are clearly marked in all
of today’s popular translations{6} and if removed make
no difference in the overall message of the New Testament
(i.e. the woman caught in adultery in John and snake handling
in Mark).

He also lists three short passages, claiming they did not
appear in earlier Greek copies. Upon examination, we find that
one of those passages does not appear in modern translations.
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The other two do appear in the translations. Why? Because they
appear in numerous early Greek manuscripts.{7} Once again his
scholarship is found wanting.

All scholars agree there are variations between
ancient manuscripts from different areas but they do not
change the message. As Wallace points out, “We are getting
closer and closer to the text of the original. . . . The New
Testament has more manuscripts that are within a century or
two of the original than anything else from the Greco-Roman
world. If we have to be skeptical . . . , that skepticism
should be multiplied one thousand times for other

Greco-Roman literature.”{8}

Supposed Biblical Contradictions

Eichenwald continues attacking the Bible with nine different
topics he claims reveal contradictions in the biblical
record. Let’'s examine three of them to see if his arguments
have substance.

First, he claims there are three different creation models,
stating that “careful readers have long known that the two
stories of Genesis 1 and 2 contradict each other.”{9}

However, a clear-headed examination sees chapter 1 describing
the overall creation while chapter 2 talks about the creation
of Adam and Eve. As commentators explain, “what follows
Genesis 2:4 1is not another account of creation but a tracing
of events from creation through the fall and judgment.”{10}

In his third creation model “the world is created in the
aftermath of a great battle between God and . . . a dragon
called Rahab.”{11}

Reading the relevant verses shows no creation story but rather
the creature Rahab representing Egypt. Job 9:13 says “under
(God) the helpers of Rahab lie crushed.” Some speculate this



could relate to the Babylonian Creation Epic. Even if this
speculation were true, rather than a third creation story one
would say this reference tells us God destroys all idols
raised up by others.

Eichenwald’s claim of three different creation models is an
illusion.

His second claim states the Gospel of John was written
“when gentiles in Rome were gaining dramatically more
influence over Christianity; that explains why the Romans are
largely absolved from responsibility for Jesus’s death and
blame instead 1is pointed toward the Jews,”{12} implying
the other gospels put much of the blame on the Romans.

Examining his claim, in Luke we read, “The chief priests

were trying to find some way to execute Jesus.” While

the Roman governor did not find Jesus guilty of anything
worthy of death.{13} In Acts, Peter squarely places the
responsibility onto the Jewish leaders and nation.{14} We find
similar verses in Matthew{1l5} and Mark{l6}. All the gospels
place the blame on the Jewish nation. There is no shift in
perspective in John.

In a third supposed contradiction Eichenwald writes, “As told
in Matthew, the disciples go to Galilee after the Crucifixion
and see Jesus ascend to heaven; in Acts, written by Luke, the
disciples stay in Jerusalem and see Jesus ascend from

there.” {17}

The gospel of Matthew ends saying nothing about Jesus
ascending to heaven. In Acts, Luke says the Lord was with His
disciples over a forty-day period and could have easily
traveled from Jerusalem to Galilee and back.

Not surprisingly, his other six so-called “contradictions” all
fail to hold up when one examines the Scriptures.



Faulty Interpretation Part 1

Eichenwald wants to show that what we think the Bible teaches
about homosexuality is not what God intended. He begins by
pointing out “the word homosexual didn’t even exist until

1,800 years after the New Testament was written . . . these
modern Bibles just made it up.”{18}

But this could be said of many English words used today. A
respected dictionary of New Testament words{19} defines the
Greek word he questions as “a male engaging in same-gender
sexual activity, a sodomite. i

He then tells us not to trust 1 Timothy when it
lists homosexuality as a sin because “Most biblical scholars
agree that Paul did not write 1 Timothy.”{20}

The early church fathers from the second century on and many
contemporary scholars{21} do not agree it 1is a
forgery.{22} Regardless, the same prohibition appears in other
epistles and not just in Timothy.

Eichenwald points out Romans, Corinthians and Timothy
discuss other sins in more detail than homosexual behavior. He
writes, “So yes, there is one verse in Romans about
homosexuality . . . and there are eight verses
condemning those who criticize the government.”

Most people understand that explaining our relationship to the
government is more complex than forbidding homosexuality
which is clearly understood.

He claims people are not banished for other sins such as
adultery, greed, and lying.

But if you proclaimed you practice those actions regularly and
teach them as truth, your church is going to remove you from
any leadership position. They should still encourage you to
attend worship services out of a desire to see God change your



heart.{23} Mr. Eichenwald would be surprised to learn that
most evangelical churches handle issues with homosexuality in
the same way.

Then he declares, “plenty of fundamentalist Christians who
have no idea where references to homosexuality are in the New
Testament . . . always fall back on Leviticus.”{24}

Personally, I have never run into another church member who
was unfamiliar with the New Testament, but knew the details of
Leviticus.

In summary, Eichenwald believes we should declare
homosexuality is not a sin and those who practice it should be
honored as leaders within the church. He does not suggest that
we treat any other sins that way. He does not

present a cogent argument that the New Testament agrees with
his position. He 1is saying that we should ignore biblical
teaching. But, we really do love those struggling with
homosexual behavior and we want to help them gain freedom from
those lusts just as much as someone struggling with opposite
sex 1issues.

Faulty Interpretation Part 2

To strengthen his position on homosexuality, Eichenwald calls
out “a fundamental conflict in the New Testament -
arguably the most important one in the Bible.”{25} As
Christians, are we to obey the Mosaic Law or ignore 1it?

He claims, “The author of Matthew made it clear
that Christians must keep Mosaic Law like the most religious
Jews, . . . to achieve salvation.”{26} He says this 1is

contrary to Paul’s message of salvation through grace not
works.

What a mistaken understanding. In Matthew, Jesus explains that
to enter God’s kingdom “our righteousness must surpass that of



(the most religious Jews){27}.” We must not get angry, call
people names, or lust even once. In fact, “You are to be
perfect, as your heavenly Father is perfect.”{28} Jesus
clearly taught we cannot be good enough. Only through His
sacrifice can we be made righteous.

In Acts 15, some believers with Pharisaical
backgrounds brought the Mosaic Law up to the apostles. Peter
told them, “Why do you put God to the test by placing upon the
neck of the disciples a yoke which neither our fathers nor we
have been able to bear? . . . we are saved through the grace
of the Lord Jesus, in the same way as (the Gentiles) also
are.”{29} The apostles and the whole church agreed to send the
Gentiles word that they were not required to

follow the Law.

Eichenwald is right: we are not required to follow the Law.
The New Testament is very careful to identify actions and
attitudes which are sin so may try to avoid them. This truth
is why sexual sins are specifically mentioned in the New
Testament.{30} Even in Acts 15, the apostles tell Gentile
Christians to abstain from fornication{31}, a term covering
all sexual activity outside of marriage.

Eichenwald also castigates us for disobeying the biblical
teaching about government. He says Romans has “eight verses
condemning those who criticize the government.”{32} Pat
Robertson sinned by stating, “We need . . . to pray to be
delivered from this president.”

Actually, Romans says, “Let every person be subject to the
governing authorities. . . . the person who resists such
authority resists the ordinance of God.”{33} We are not
required to say good things about the government, but rather
to obey the law. Our Bill of Rights states that “Congress
shall make no law . . . abridging the freedom of speech.”{34}
So, if we do not voice our opinions about our government, we
are not availing ourselves of the law established by our



governing authorities.

Faulty Interpretation Part 3

As we examine popular arguments against the Bible, we will
conclude by looking at prayer. In his Newsweek article, Kurt
Eichenwald castigates a Houston prayer rally{35} saying,
“(Rick) Perry . . . boomed out a long prayer asking God to
make America a better place . . . babbling on . . . about
faith and country and the blessings of America.” He claimed
Perry “heaped up empty phrases as the Gentiles do.”

In reality, Perry prayed succinctly for about two minutes with
no empty phrases.

Eichenwald explains, Perry is just an example of our error.
Most Christians are disobeying by praying in front of people.
Jesus told us, “Whenever you pray, do not be like
the hypocrites, for they love to stand and pray . . . so that
they may be seen by others.”

But someone can speak a prayer before others without being a
hypocrite. Jesus does tell us to make our prayers a personal
conversation with our God. But Jesus prayed often before
synagogue attenders, in front of His disciples, {36} and before
over 5,000 people.{37} Those times, although numerous, were
less than the time He spent praying alone as should be true
for us.

Eichenwald states we should repeat the Lord’s prayer verbatim.

But in Matthew, Jesus gave an example of how to pray, not a
set of words to repeat meaninglessly. The New Testament
contains many prayers offered by the apostles and none repeat
the words from the Lord’s prayer. If Eichenwald were there to
instruct them, the apostles would not have sinned so
grievously.



Eichenwald claims the only reason anyone could pray in front
of a large crowd, or on television, is “to be seen.” This
claim does not make sense; the people he is judging can
build themselves up without having to resort to prayer.

In this article we have seen that critics use an incomplete,
shallow examination of Scripture to claim it is not accurate
and our application is faulty. In every case, we have seen
that these claims leak like a sieve.

Dan Wallace concludes, “But his numerous factual errors and
misleading statements, his lack of concern for any semblance
of objectivity, his apparent disdain for . . . genuine
evangelical scholarship, and his uber-confidence about more
than a few suspect viewpoints, make me wonder.
Eichenwald’s . . . grasp of genuine biblical scholarship (is),
at best, subpar.”{38}

If Eichenwald’s article represents the best arguments
discrediting the Bible, one rejoices in our firm foundation.
However, realizing many readers of such pieces don’t know
their flimsy nature, one is saddened by the potential impact
on a society inclined to ignore the Bible.
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5. The 12 questions are as follows:

10.

11.

12.

. What is the first book of the Bible? (Open-ended)
. What are the names of the first four books of the New

Testament, that is, the four Gospels?

. Where, according to the Bible, was Jesus born?

Bethlehem, Jerusalem, Nazareth or Jericho?

. Which of these is NOT in the Ten Commandments? Do unto

others . . ., no adultery, no stealing, keep Sabbath?

. Which figure is associated with remaining obedient to

God despite suffering? Job, Elijah, Moses or Abraham?

. Which figure is associated with leading the exodus from

Egypt? Moses, Job, Elijah or Abraham?

. Which figure is associated with willingness to sacrifice

his son for God? Abraham, Job, Moses or Elijah?

. What is Catholic teaching about bread and wine 1in

Communion? They become body and blood, or are symbols?

. Which group traditionally teaches that salvation 1is

through faith alone? Protestants, Catholics, both or
neither?

Was Mother Teresa Catholic, Jewish, Buddhist, Hindu or
Mormon?

What is the name of the person whose writings and
actions inspired the Reformation? Luther, Aquinas or
Wesley?

Who was a preacher during the First Great Awakening?
Jonathan Edwards, Charles Finney or Billy Graham?

6. Check your footnotes and the italics applied to the story
of the woman caught in adultery and the last few verses of the
Gospel of Mark.

7. Insert summary on 1 John 5:7, Luke 22:20, and Luke 24:51.

8. Wallace.
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11. Ibid, paragraph 66.
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Probe Live: If God 1is Good,
Why Does He Let Me Hurt?

The problem of why God allows pain and evil
has been the biggest obstacle to faith for
thousands of years. Sue Bohlin, living with a
lifelong disability, provides both
philosophical and practical answers to this
question.

PROBE FB LIVE Sue Bohlin 2022.mp4 from AGAPE
MEDIA on Vimeo.

The Mormon Veneer

Having spent many hours of conversation with those in Mormon
leadership, Don Closson considers some of the theological
assumptions behind today’s evangelical-sounding Mormon
proponents.

The Need for Precision

Recent events have helped to pull Mormonism from the fringe of


https://probe.org/probe-live-if-god-is-good-why-does-he-let-me-hurt/
https://probe.org/probe-live-if-god-is-good-why-does-he-let-me-hurt/
https://vimeo.com/745996974
https://vimeo.com/adquestcreative
https://vimeo.com/adquestcreative
https://vimeo.com
https://probe.org/the-mormon-veneer/

American culture to a place much closer to mainstream thinking
about religion and family. Mitt and Ann Romney’s campaign for
the presidency is only one factor among many contributing to a
changing perception of Mormons and their beliefs. For
instance, in March of 2011 a musical called The Book of Mormon
opened on Broadway depicting Mormon missionaries in Uganda. It
went on to win multiple awards including nine Tonys and a
Grammy. We have also seen the production of popular cable TV
programs depicting both real and fictional polygamous families
in ways that make them much less controversial. The result is
that modern and historical Mormonism seems a little less
foreign or isolated from our everyday experiences.

A 2012 Pew Research Center poll found that while
eight in ten Americans said they learned little or
nothing about the beliefs of Mormons or about the
church itself during the past presidential
election, it found that Americans are now more
likely to describe Mormons as “good people,” “dedicated,” and
“hardworking.”{1} This adds to the evidence that Mormonism has
gained a favorable mainstream standing among typical
Americans. This growing acceptance of individual Mormons adds
to the perception that Mormonism itself is less controversial
and perhaps different from other self-labeled Christian groups
in only a denominational sense. Some, even in our Bible
Churches, feel that we have been too harsh on Mormons and
should seek to find common ground rather than point out
distinctive theological differences that keep us apart.

While finding common ground is an important part of sharing
our faith in any setting, it 1s essential that when talking
with Mormons we clearly distinguish between Mormon and
traditional Christian beliefs. This is because both traditions
place Jesus Christ at the center of worship and theology,
creating an appearance of commonality when, in fact, little
exists. The rest of this article will make these differences
explicit.
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Our society’s heavy emphasis on tolerance places pressure on
Christians to be more accepting of other belief systems, to
focus more on loving people and less on insisting that our
beliefs are in some sense universally true. However, it 1is
possible to express love for people without sacrificing the
truth that the gospel of Jesus Christ stands on. In the end,
it is neither loving nor honest to sacrifice the good news
found in the New Testament in the name of a redefined
tolerance that refuses to admit that real differences divide
orthodox Christianity from Mormon beliefs.

The Person of Christ

Mormons are highly offended when others question whether or
not they are Christian. They point out that in 1830 Joseph
Smith initially named their religious movement the Church of
Christ and that Christ is at the center of every Latter-day
Saints Sacrament service. So let me begin by acknowledging
that Mormons do place a Jesus Christ at the center of their
theological system and that I do not doubt for a minute the
sincere faith of my Mormon friends in the Jesus taught by the
Mormon Church. However, this leaves us with the problem of
defining who this Mormon Jesus is. After all, it is the object
of our faith that saves us, not faith itself.

The Mormon view of Jesus is dramatically different from the
traditional view held by Christians for the last two thousand
years. Although we use the same names to identify him-Jesus,
the Christ, the Messiah, and the Word-and we agree on many of
His sayings and actions, we differ widely on what kind of
being He 1is. This 1s important if we are to place our
salvation in His hands.

Mormons believe that all conscious entities—God the Father,
Jesus the Son, angels, and humanity—-are the same kind of
beings. As Mormon Apostle John Widtsoe has written, “God and
man are of the same race, differing only in their degrees of
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advancement.”{2} They also believe that everyone on earth has
existed from eternity past, first as disembodied
intelligences, then as spirit beings born of God the Father
and an unnamed Goddess, and finally incarnated into bodies of
flesh and bone. It is interesting to note that, although Jesus
is God the Father’'s firstborn son, Satan and all of humanity
are His spiritual brothers and sisters.

The only difference between you, me, and Jesus is that He has
advanced further along the path of spiritual progression to
Godhood than we have. According to Latter-day Saints
teachings, Jesus 1is a god today because of His obedience to
our heavenly Father and Mother, and to a set of eternal
spiritual guidelines. What makes Mormonism dramatically
different from traditional Christian belief is that it teaches
that we, too, can become Gods just as Jesus has. In fact, it
is the Father’s, or Elohim’s, desire that we all become gods
and have our own spirit children just as He has.

Are we the same kind of being as God the Father and Jesus
Christ? Since Mormons accept the Bible as revelation from God,
is this what the Bible teaches? We need to grasp that Jesus is
different from every other living thing in the universe, and
very different from the way He is represented by the Later-day
Saints.

The Latter-day Saints teach that all of humanity 1is
essentially the same kind of being as Jesus, just not as
spiritually advanced. Rather than saying that Jesus is God in
the flesh, they would emphasize that He is a man of flesh who
has become a god. Mormons also reject the doctrine of the
Trinity, the idea that there is one God, one being, revealed
in three Persons. Instead, they teach that there are three
separate beings united in purpose in the Godhead-Father, Son
and Holy Spirit—who cooperate together in order to accomplish
the Mormon plan of salvation.

As a result of this thinking, Mormons teach that Elohim in the



O0ld Testament refers to the Father, while Jehovah or Yahweh
refers to Jesus. But is this supported by the Bible? The 0T
uses Jehovah and Elohim as interchangeable titles for the
Godhead, of which both the Father and Jesus are part.
Deuteronomy 6:4 is a good example of this. It reads, “Hear, O
Israel: The LORD [Jehovah] our God [Elohim] is one LORD
[Jehovah].” It would be difficult to make this verse fit the
Mormon view. Using their ideas it would have to be translated
“Hear, 0 Israel: Jesus our Father 1is one Jesus.” This doesn’t
make sense, especially if Jesus and the Father are two
discrete beings.

The Mormon view runs into more difficulty in the New
Testament. I asked a Mormon Bishop to confirm that Mormons
believe that all sentient beings existed from eternity past,
which he agreed to. Then I asked him to read Colossians
1:16-17 which states that Jesus created all things visible and
invisible, that He existed before all things, and that all
things are held together in Him. At this point I asked him to
tell me which idea about Jesus he believed, that we have all
lived in eternity past with Jesus or that Jesus made all
things and was before all things. He thought for a moment and
then replied that both statements are true. At which point I
suggested that these are mutually exclusive ideas; we cannot
have lived in eternity past with Jesus while at the same time
Jesus was before us and made us. He finally admitted that when
faced with logical contradictions like this he has to trust in
what his prophet Joseph Smith taught.

This is a pretty important idea. Either Jesus is eternally God
who, with the Father and Spirit, brought into existence all
things and holds all things together moment by moment as the
Bible teaches, or He is merely a human being who happens to be
more spiritually advanced than we are.



The Atonement of Christ

If you ask a Mormon what he is trusting in for salvation, he
will most likely say that it is the atoning suffering and
death of Jesus Christ in the garden called Gethsemane and on
the cross. They also believe that there is no other hope by
which we can be saved. Although this sounds pretty good to an
evangelical’s ears, these words mean something quite different
than what traditional Christianity teaches.

According to the Latter-day Saints, Christ’s death and
suffering made it possible to be saved from sin, if we do our
part.{3} What this means becomes clearer when we read a
parable given to explain what Christ’s death accomplished in a
chapter on the atonement in the Mormon book Gospel Principles.

The parable tells of a foolish man who ignored warnings about
going too far into debt. Although he made payments along the
way, he could not pay the debt in full when it came due. The
creditor (God the Father) appeared and threatened to repossess
all that the man owned and throw him into prison. The man
begged for mercy, but the Father was only concerned about
justice and the law. The parable weaves a picture of two
eternal ideals, mercy and justice, in conflict.

Christ is depicted as a friend of the debtor who knew him to
be foolish but loved him anyway. As mediator, Jesus stands
before the Father and says “I will pay the debt if you will
free my friend from his commitment so he may keep his
possessions and not go to prison.” Sounds good so far, but
then Jesus turns to the debtor and says, “If I pay your debt,
will you accept me as your creditor?” And then he adds, “You
will pay the debt to me and I will set the terms. It will not
be easy, but it will be possible.”

Although mercy is offered in the Mormon view, the word grace
is nowhere to be found. This isn’'t a parable that teaches
grace and forgiveness; it’'s a description of a loan being



refinanced. Mormons believe that trusting in Jesus’ atonement
creates a path to salvation in that it provides for our
resurrection and the forgiveness of past sins. However, to
reach exaltation or complete salvation, in their view, one
must earn it through celestial marriage, tithing, attending
sacrament meetings, and sustaining the current Prophet, among
other responsibilities.

Rather than earning our salvation, Paul teaches grace 1in
Galatians 2:16, writing, “And we have come to believe in
Christ Jesus, so that we may be justified by the faithfulness
of Christ and not by the works of the law, because by the
works of the law no one will be justified.”

The Priesthood

We come now to what Mormons believe to be at the heart of
their theological system, the priesthood. They argue that
along with the birth of their church in 1830 came a
restoration of a priesthood that had been lost since the end
of the apostolic period around A.D. 100. According to the
Mormon Church, one cannot receive the Holy Spirit, be baptized
or be married for time and eternity without proper priestly
authority.

Mormons teach that priesthood power literally created heaven
and earth; it is the power and authority of God himself.
Mormon men can tap into this power, eventually obtaining to
two levels of priesthood. At the age of twelve, most Mormon
boys are ordained as deacons of the Aaronic priesthood. By the
time they are finished with secondary school, most have become
elders within the priesthood order of Melchizedek. Throughout
these years Mormon young men receive training, usually prior
to the beginning of each school day, for various offices or
positions within the two priesthood levels.

Mormons believe that every miracle in the Bible is an example



of priesthood power. This 1is problematic for evangelicals.
First, we don’'t associate miracles with priests. In the 0ld
Testament it was usually prophets who performed miracles, not
priests. In the New Testament, miracles are performed by Jesus
and his disciples without mention of a specific priesthood. In
fact, Peter says that all believers as priests{4} and their
function, according to Paul, is to proclaim the gospel of
God.{5}

The book of Hebrews teaches that the Mosaic covenant along
with the Aaronic or Levitical priesthood was passing away
because it was useless for making us righteous or holy. The
author tells us of a better covenant and a better priest
entering the picture as a result of Christ’s ministry. We now
have a new covenant in Christ’s blood and Jesus is our
permanent, perfect, and eternal high priest, replacing the
limited imperfect priests of the Mosaic covenant.{6} Nowhere
are the followers of Christ told to train for or to seek entry
into a priesthood. And Jesus is the only person given the
title of priest according to the order of Melchizedek in the
New Testament.

Although Mormons and Christians use similar language to
describe their faith, they represent two very different belief
systems. Mormons see themselves as eternal creatures working
their way towards becoming gods and populating a planet with
their offspring in the future. Traditional Christians draw a
clear line between the creator and creation. We are not gods
and will never become one.

Notes

1.
www.pewforum.orq/Christian/Mormon/attitudes-toward-mormon-fait
h.aspx accessed on 12/21/12.

2. Apostle John Widtsoe (Milton R. Hunter, The Gospel through
the Ages, SLC: Stevens and Wallis, 1945, p. 107).


http://www.pewforum.org/Christian/Mormon/attitudes-toward-mormon-faith.aspx
http://www.pewforum.org/Christian/Mormon/attitudes-toward-mormon-faith.aspx

3. Gospel Principles, The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints, SLC, Utah, 1997, p. 75.

4, 1 Peter 2:9-10.
5. Romans 15:16.
6. Hebrews 8:6-7.

© 2013 Probe Ministries

Vaccination Hate

Many of us are familiar with the destructive effects of the
Covid pandemic: besides death and long-term weaknesses, we
have seen irrecoverable economic disasters, especially to
small businesses; children who will never recover from gaps in
their academic and social development; and the fear-crippled
churchgoers who have yet to set foot in a church building
since March 2020—just to name a few.

But recently I was horrified to hear my friend Dr. John West,
Vice President of the Seattle-based Discovery Institute and
Managing Director of the Institute’s Center for Science and
Culture, deliver one of the most disturbingly chilling
messages I’'ve yet heard on the effects of Covid. He walked
through examples of insult after indignity after contemptuous
phrase directed at people who chose not to receive the Covid
vaccine.

Pre-pandemic, the right to make one’s own medical decisions
was considered a basic human right. Within just a few months
of March 2020 that right evaporated, and the culture quickly
divided into emotion-laden “us vs. them” positions.
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“The issue here,” John has written*, “is not whether you favor
the COVID vaccines or think they are effective or moral. The
issue is how we treat sincere and decent people who make
different medical choices than we would.”

[W]e are witnessing a mass campaign to dehumanize an entire
class of people because of their medical choices. Fellow
citizens who choose not to be vaccinated are being
branded “narcissists,” “child abusers” and “parasites.” They
are accused of “killing off their fellow citizens.” They are
denounced as “dangerous” people “from poorer or less educated
parts of society.” They are described as “a leech on everyone
else’s participation in making America healthy and safe.” A
sitting federal judge has declared that “the vast majority of
unvaccinated adults” are either (take your pick) “uninformed
and irrational” or “selfish and unpatriotic.” A member of a
famous rock band has labeled them “an enemy” of society with
a “delusional, evil idea.” The Prime Minister of Canada has
called them “misogynistic and racist.” A New York newspaper
derides them as low in IQ. The Republican governor of Alabama
urges that “it’s time to start blaming the unvaccinated
folks,” accusing them of embracing “a horrible lifestyle.” A
former speechwriter for George W. Bush has compared the
unvaccinated to cancer, calling them “the malignant
minority.” The president of France <claims the
unvaccinated are not even citizens.

The insults go both ways. Those suspicious of the vaccine and
vaccine mandates have contemptuously castigated the vaxxed as
“sheep” and “sheeple, murderers,” and even “delusional unfit
brainwashed parents” of those who had their children
vaccinated.

n i

I am struck—-feeling almost like a literal slap across the
face—-by how this situation is the 2022 iteration of Romans 14,
where Paul addressed the mutual judging and condemning of
people taking opposing positions concerning eating and
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drinking. Swapping out details from the daily news feed, we
might paraphrase Romans 14:3 as

The one who [receives the vaccine] must not despise the one
who does not, and the one who [chooses not to get the
vaccine] must not judge the one who [has been
vaccinated], for God has accepted him.

In verse 5, Paul gives room for people to come to different
positions on the subject of “debatable things”:

Each must be fully convinced in his own mind.

What was missing in the church at Rome 1is what’s missing in
much of our culture concerning the vaccine issue: love.

A grace-filled spirit that puts the value of people above
being right.

A willingness to allow others to believe differently than we
do because they are precious image-bearers who deserve respect
and dignity, even in the midst of disagreement.

15 For if your brother or sister is distressed because of
[your beliefs about vaccines], you are no longer walking 1in
love. Do not destroy by your [vaccination position] someone
for whom Christ died.

But it’s not just about what people believe. John continues:

This kind of rhetoric against others has cruel real-world
consequences. Unvaccinated people are losing their jobs and
their livelihoods, often by government decree. They are being
denied unemployment benefits — benefits they paid for through
their payroll taxes. Doctors have announced that they will
not serve unvaccinated people, and unvaccinated patients are
being denied life-saving organ transplants. Unvaccinated
people are being denied access to marriage licenses. Judges
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have tried to deny child visitation rights to parents who are
not vaccinated. In many jurisdictions, healthy unvaccinated
people are now banned from stores, theaters, and sporting
events. In Canada, one province even authorized grocery
stores to ban the unvaccinated, only relenting after a
massive backlash. Just ponder for a moment the type of
mindset someone must have to authorize the denial of access
to food.

These policies, driven by unveiled contempt, are the essence
of what is unloving. Unkind. Mean. Hateful! And completely
ignoring God.

It’'s not just love that is missing—it is awareness that God is
sovereign. He 1is 1in control. And both policy-makers and
individuals posting comments on social media will answer to
Him for how we treated people He loves, people He made, people
Jesus died for.

Regardless of anyone’s beliefs or practices about vaccination,
He is still God and we are not. He is bigger than Covid and
vaccines. Maybe some reminders of His blessed sovereignty will
help .

Who announces the end from the beginning and reveals
beforehand what has not yet occurred; who says, ‘My plan will
be realized, I will accomplish what I desire.’ [Isaiah 46:10]

All the inhabitants of the earth are regarded as nothing. He
does as he wishes with the army of heaven and with those who
inhabit the earth. No one slaps his hand and says to him,
‘What have you done?’ [Daniel 4:35]

As for you, you meant evil against me, but God meant it for
good, to bring it about that many people should be kept alive,
as they are today. [Genesis 50:20]

Indeed, the Lord of Heaven’s Armies has a plan, and who can


https://www.dailysignal.com/2021/08/30/judge-denies-mom-custody-of-son-because-shes-unvaccinated/
https://www.dailysignal.com/2021/08/30/judge-denies-mom-custody-of-son-because-shes-unvaccinated/
https://tnc.news/2021/12/17/new-brunswick-backtracks-on-vaccine-passports-for-grocery-stores/
https://tnc.news/2021/12/17/new-brunswick-backtracks-on-vaccine-passports-for-grocery-stores/

possibly frustrate it? His hand is ready to strike, and who
can possibly stop it? [Isaiah 14:27]

The earth is the LORD’S, and all it contains, the world, and
those who dwell in it. [Psalm 24:1]

*https://evolutionnews.orqg/2022/01/the-rise-of-totalitarian-sc
ience-2022-edition/

This blog post originally appeared at
blogs.bible.org/vaccination-hate/ on Aug. 16, 2022.
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