
The  Gospel  of  Thomas  –  A
Christian Evaluation
Don Closson looks at the Gospel of Thomas, considering its
relationship  to  the  four  gospels  included  in  the  New
Testament. His Christian evaluation of this text demonstrates
that it is a later work written in the fourth century after
Christ  and  inconsistent  with  the  original  first  century
writings. Some of the ideas presented in this document were
rejected by the early church of the first century.

What Is It, and Why Is It Important?
Anyone who has visited the Wikipedia web site, the online
encyclopedia with almost two million entries, knows that while
the information is usually presented in a scholarly style, it
can be a bit slanted at times. So when I recently read its
entry for the “Gospel of Thomas,” I was not surprised to find
it leaning towards the view that this letter is probably an
early document, earlier than the other four Gospels of the New
Testament, and an authentic product of the apostle known as
Didymus or Thomas. The two Wikipedia sources most mentioned in
support  of  this  position  are  Elaine  Pagels,  professor  of
religion at Princeton, and the group of scholars known as the
Jesus  Seminar.  Both  are  known  for  their  distaste  for
evangelical theology and traditional views on the canon in
general.

What  I  found  more  interesting,  though,  is  the
background discussion on the article. Wikipedia includes a
running dialogue of the debates that determine what actually
gets posted into the article, as well as what gets removed,
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and here the discussion can be a bit more emotional. One
contributor argues that no Christian should be allowed to
contribute because of their bias and commitment to the canon
of the New Testament. He adds that only atheists and Jews
should  be  allowed  to  participate  (no  bias  here).  The
discussion  also  reflects  the  idea  that  as  early  as  the
beginning  of  the  second  century,  the  Catholic  Church  was
conducting a massive conspiracy to keep certain texts and
ideas out of the public’s hands and minds.

For those who have never heard of the Gospel of Thomas, let me
provide some background. A copy of the Gospel of Thomas was
found among thirteen leather-bound books in Egypt in 1945 near
a town called Nag Hammadi. The books themselves are dated to
be  about  A.D.  350  to  380  and  are  written  in  the  Coptic
language. The Gospel of Thomas contains one hundred fourteen
sayings that are mostly attributed to Jesus. Parts of Thomas
had been uncovered in the 1890s in the form of three Greek
papyrus fragments. The book opens with a prologue that reads,
“These are the secret words that the living Jesus spoke and
Judas, even Thomas, wrote,” which is followed by the words
“the Gospel according to Thomas.”{1}

Why should Christians take the time to think about this book
called by some “the fifth gospel”? Mainly, because the Gospel
of Thomas is one of the oldest texts found at Nag Hammadi, and
because it is being offered by some scholars as an authentic
form of early Christianity that competed with the traditional
Gospels but was unfairly suppressed.

Dating and Canonicity
Elaine Pagels of Princeton University argues that there was an
early competition between the Gospel of John and the Gospel of
Thomas,  and  that  it  was  mishandled  by  the  early  Church
Fathers.  As  a  result,  Christianity  may  have  adopted  an
incorrect view of who Jesus was and what his message actually



taught.

A key component in this debate is the question of when the
Gospel of Thomas was written. Pagels defends a date earlier
than the Gospel of John, which would put it before A.D. 90.
She and others support this idea by arguing that Thomas is
different in both form and content than the other gospels and
that it has material in common with an early source referred
to as Q. Many New Testament scholars argue that there existed
an early written text they call Q and that Matthew and Luke
both drew from it. Since Q predated Matthew and Luke, it
follows that it is earlier than John’s Gospel as well.

However, most scholars believe that Thomas is a second century
work and that it was written in Syria.{2} Thomas may contain
sayings  going  back  to  Jesus  that  are  independent  of  the
Gospels, but most of the material is rearranged and restated
ideas from Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John.

An argument against an early Thomas is called the criterion of
multiple attestations.{3} It goes something like this. The
many early testimonies that we have regarding the teachings of
Jesus contain material on the end times and a final judgment.
These  early  testimonies  include  Mark,  what  is  common  to
Matthew and Luke (i.e., what is in Q), what is unique to
Matthew, and what is unique to Luke. All include end times
teaching by Jesus. Thomas does not. Instead, Thomas seems to
teach that the kingdom has already arrived in full and that no
future  event  need  occur.  The  Gospel  of  Thomas  shows  the
development of later ideas that rejected Jewish beliefs and
show the inclusion of pagan Greek thought.

Craig Evans argues that the Gospel of Thomas was not written
prior to A.D. 175 or 180.{4} He believes that Thomas shows
knowledge of the New Testament writings and that it contains
Gospel material that is seen as late. Evans adds that the
structure of Thomas shows a striking similarity to Tatian’s
Diatessaron  which  was  a  harmonization  of  the  four  New



Testament Gospels and was written after A.D. 170. This late
date would exclude Thomas from consideration for the canon
because it would be too late to have a direct connection to
one of the apostles.

Gospel Competition
Was  there  a  marketplace  of  widespread  and  equally  viable
religious ideas in the early church, or was there a clear
tradition handed down by the apostles and defended by the
Church Fathers that accurately and exclusively communicated
the teachings of Jesus Christ?

A  group  of  Scholars  sometimes  known  as  the  “New  School”
believe that the Gospel of Thomas is an alternative source for
understanding who the real Jesus is and what he taught. As
noted earlier, Elaine Pagels and the Jesus Seminar are two of
the better known sources that defend the authenticity and
early date of the Thomas letter. They believe that orthodoxy
was up for grabs within the early Christian community, and
that John’s Gospel, written around A.D. 90, was unfairly used
by Irenaeus in the late second century to exclude and suppress
the Thomas material.

Pagels writes that Irenaeus, in his attempt to “stabilize”
Christianity, imposed a “canon, creed, and hierarchy” on the
church in response to “devastating persecution” from the pagan
and Jewish population, and in the process he suppressed other
legitimate forms of spirituality.{5} Pagels admits that by
A.D. 200 “Christianity had become an institution headed by a
three-rank hierarchy of bishops, priests, and deacons, who
understood themselves to be the guardians of the one ‘true
faith’.”{6} But it is not entirely clear to Pagels that the
right people and ideas won the day; we could be missing an
important aspect of what Jesus taught.

Because of this she believes that we need to rethink what



orthodoxy and heterodoxy mean. Just because Irenaeus labeled a
set  of  ideas  as  heretical  or  placed  a  group  of  writings
outside of the inspired canon of the New Testament doesn’t
necessarily  mean  that  he  was  right.  Pagels  adds  that
Christianity  would  be  a  richer  faith  if  it  allowed  the
traditions and ideas that Irenaeus fought against back into
church.

Evangelicals have no problem with the idea that there were
competing  beliefs  in  the  early  church  environment.  The
biblical account mentions several: Simon the magician in Acts,
Hymenaeus and Philetus in 1 Timothy, and the docetists, who
believed that Jesus only “appeared to be in the flesh,” are
referred to in John’s epistles. However, they do not agree
with Pagels’ conclusions.

The various religious ideas competing with the traditional
view  were  rejected  by  the  earliest  and  most  attested  to
sources handed down to us from the early church. They were
systematically rejected even before Irenaeus or the emergence
of the canon in the third and fourth centuries.

Contents
Attempts to classify the contents of the Gospel of Thomas have
been almost as controversial as dating it. Those who support
it  being  an  early  and  authentic  witness  to  the  life  and
ministry of Jesus argue that it offers a form of Christianity
more compelling than the traditional view. For instance, in
her  book  Beyond  Belief,  Elaine  Pagels  explains  how  she
discovered an unexpected spiritual power in the Gospel of
Thomas. She writes, ‘It doesn’t tell you what to believe but
challenges us to discover what lies hidden within ourselves;
and,  with  a  shock  of  recognition,  I  realized  that  this
perspective  seemed  to  me  self-evidently  true.”{7}  This
statement  comes  after  a  time  in  her  life  when  she  had
consciously  rejected  the  teachings  of  evangelical



Christianity. It also coincides with the height of the self-
actualization  movement  of  psychologists  Carl  Rogers  and
Abraham Maslow which would have made the Jesus of the Gospel
of Thomas seem very modern. Pagels argues that just because
Thomas sounds different to us, it is not necessarily wrong,
heretical, or Gnostic.

So  what  does  Thomas  teach?  On  a  spectrum  between  the
traditional gospel on one end and full blown Gnosticism of the
late second century on the other, Thomas is closer to the four
traditional  Gospels  of  Matthew  Mark,  Luke,  and  John.  It
includes comments about the kingdom of God, prophetic sayings,
and beatitudes, and doesn’t contain Gnostic elements regarding
the  creation  of  the  world  and  multiple  layers  of  deity.
However, its one hundred fourteen sayings portray Jesus as
more Buddhist than Jewish.

According  to  Darrell  Bock,  professor  of  New  Testament  at
Dallas Theological Seminary, “the bulk of the gospel seems to
reflect  recastings  of  the  synoptic  material,  that  is,  a
reworking of material from Matthew, Mark, and Luke.” In doing
so,  Jesus  comes  across  more  as  a  wise  sage  turning  his
followers inward for salvation rather than towards himself as
a  unique  atonement  for  sin.  For  instance,  Saying  Three
includes the words, ‘When you come to know yourselves, then
you will become known, and you will realize that you are sons
of the living father. But if you do not know yourselves, you
dwell in poverty and it is you who are that poverty.'” Bock
concludes that ‘In Thomas, the key to God’s kingdom is self-
knowledge and self-understanding. Spiritual awakening produces
life.”{8}

Even if the Gospel of Thomas is a first century document, it
is offering a different gospel. Early church leaders compared
the teachings of Thomas with the oral tradition handed down
from  the  apostles  and  with  the  traditional  gospels  and
rejected Thomas.



Summary
Although the focus here has been the Gospel of Thomas, our
discussion is part of a larger debate. This larger question
asks which ideas and texts present in the first and second
century should be considered Christian and included in what we
call the canon of Scripture. In other words, are there ideas
and texts that were unfairly suppressed by individuals or the
organized church in the early days of Christianity?

In his book The Missing Gospels, Darrell Bock lists three
major problems with the view held by those who think that we
should  include  the  Gospel  of  Thomas  and  other  so  called
“missing gospels” into the sphere of orthodox Christianity.

First,  this  group  undervalues  the  evidence  that  the
traditional sources are still “our best connection to the
Christian faith’s earliest years.”{9} Elaine Pagels and others
work hard to show that all religious ideas during this time
period are human products and have equal merit. They also
claim that we know little about who wrote the four Gospels of
the NT, often implying that they too could be forgeries.

While  there  is  a  healthy  debate  surrounding  the  evidence
supporting the traditional works, Bock asserts that, “the case
that the Gospels are rooted in apostolic connections either
directly by authorship or by apostolic association is far
greater  for  the  four  Gospels  than  for  any  of  the  other
alternative gospels,” including Thomas.{10} He adds that “the
Gospels we have in the fourfold collection have a line of
connection to the earliest days and figures of the Christian
faith that the alternatives texts do not possess. For example,
the Church Father Clement, writing in A.D. 95 states, ‘The
apostles  received  the  gospel  for  us  from  the  Lord  Jesus
Christ; Jesus the Christ was sent forth from God. So Christ is
from God, and the apostles are from Christ. . . . Having
therefore received their orders and being fully assured by the
resurrection of our Lord Jesus Christ and full of faith in the



Word of God, they went forth.”{11}

Secondly, supporters of these alternative texts fail to admit
that  the  ideas  taught  by  the  “missing  gospels”  about  the
nature of God, the work and person of Christ, and the nature
of  salvation  were  immediately  rejected  from  the  mid-first
century on.{12}

Finally, those who support Thomas are wrong when they claim
that “there simply was variety in the first two centuries,
with  neither  side  possessing  an  implicit  right  to  claim
authority.”{13} Instead, there was a core belief system built
upon the foundation of the Old Testament Scriptures and the
life of Jesus Christ.

As Bock argues, Irenaeus and others who rejected the ideas
found  in  the  Gospel  of  Thomas  were  not  the  creators  of
orthodoxy, they were created by it.
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“Sue Bohlin a Hypocrite for
Teaching at Probe.org”
If women are not to teach men or have authority over them, I
find it odd that Sue Bohlin responds to questions on this
website. Doesn’t that constitute teaching authority???? And
doesn’t the fact that she writes a response ABOUT women in
ministry absurdly ironic (i.e., if women are not to teach men
or have authority over them by instructing them, then a woman
speaking about women in ministry is absurd)???

Scripture does not forbid men to learn from women. It says we
are not to be in teaching authority over men. I have no
authority over anyone. I just offer my perspective on this
website. If a man chooses to consider what I say and learn
from it, that’s fine, but it’s a very different (and indirect)
thing than me standing in the pulpit or on a platform in a
position of spiritual leadership over him.

Thanks for writing.
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The  Secret:  Creating  One’s
Reality
The  Secret’s  “Law  of  Attraction”  is  simply  recycled
Eastern/New Age philosophy in materialistic garb that appeals
to our self-indulgent desires. Former Probe staffer Russ Wise
examines  the  teachings  of  Rhonda  Byrne  and  her  stable  of
“Master Teachers” to show how they contradict with God’s word,
and reality.

The Secret has existed throughout the history of mankind. It
had been discovered, coveted, suppressed, hidden, lost and
recovered. It has been hunted down, stolen, and bought for
vast sums of money. Now for the first time in history, The
Secret is being revealed to the world . . .

“Fragments of a Great Secret have been found in the oral
traditions,  in  literature,  in  religions  and  philosophies
throughout the centuries. For the first time, all the pieces
of The Secret come together in an incredible revelation that
will be life-transforming for all who experience it.”{1}

Knowledge  of  The  Secret  will  bring  the
knower great wealth, health, joy and for
those  who  persist,  their  soul  mate:
everything you have ever wanted. The Secret
reveals the perennial wisdom of the great

teachers  and  avatars  of  history:  the  Law  of  Attraction.
According to Rhonda Byrne, author of The Secret, that “secret”
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(the Law of Attraction) is simply the principle that like
attracts like. This Law of Attraction means that when we think
positive things or possibly bad things we, as a result, draw
those things to ourselves. Another way of putting it is that
when we think negatively we will become more negative because
we have allowed the negative to be drawn to us.

Rhonda Byrne, a 55 year-old Australian, discovered The Secret
during a time of great upheaval in her family. Her father,
Roland, died in 2004, her business was near bankruptcy, and
her relationships were indeed bankrupt. The stress of life was
bearing down on her and she found herself in a place where she
was receptive to most anything. That “anything” came in the
form of a book given her by her daughter Hailey. The book, The
Science  of  Getting  Rich,{2}  was  the  beginning  of  a
transformation that would lead Rhonda down the corridors of
fame and wealth.

Rhonda declared that “It lit a fire in me; it was exactly the
opposite of the way I thought life worked.” The rekindled fire
within her set her on a quest that ultimately led her to
devour much of the occultic literature of our day and then to
sit at the feet of many of those “teachers” who deliver its
message.

Her discovery of these “great truths” led her to employ her
production company to produce a film that would bring this
much-sought-after “truth” to the world. The result was The
Secret, now available in multiple languages.{3} As of this
writing the DVD (only available online) has sold over 1.1
million copies since its release in March 2006. The book was
only written after the film had been widely received around
the globe. It was released in November 2006 and has of this
date (spring 2007) sold over 1.2 million copies. The Bodhi
Tree, a well known metaphysical bookshop in West Hollywood,
reports that The Secret has been “its biggest selling item in
the 30-year history of our store.”{4} Not bad results for a
first time author!



“If The Secret had a plot, it might go something like ‘Tony
Robbins  uncovers  the  Judas  Gospel  and  learns  to  use  the
Force.'”{5} The film is regularly screened at New Age venues
including metaphysical group meetings, Unity Churches, and the
homes of believers. The Secret was well-received on Oprah{6}
and it has been touted on Larry King Live as well as similar
shows. The prominent discussion of The Secret in the media has
given the film major cultural traction.

A Time article by Jeffrey Ressner states the The Secret is the
mixing  of  ancient  philosophy  found  in  the  conspiratorial
escapades of The Da Vinci Code and the psychic science (read
science fiction) of the cult hit What the Bleep Do We Know?{7}

According to the author and creator, Rhonda Byrne, The Secret
is “a philosophy that literally can change your life and help
you take control of your destiny!”{8} Now, if true, that would
be like winning the lottery. Ms. Byrne continues, “If you
follow its philosophy, you can create the life you want . . .”
Ms. Byrne asserts that the Law of Attraction is “the most
powerful law in the universe,” and that it is working all the
time. “What we do is we attract into our lives the things we
want, and that is based on what we’re thinking and feeling.”
She  says  that  when  we  engage  our  feelings  it  becomes
especially potent. Our emotions super-charge the outcomes we
desire! She continues, “It is based on this principle that we
are  actually  creating  our  own  circumstances  by  the  very
choices we make in life.”{9}

In an interview with Quantumtouch, the interviewer Julie makes
a point regarding the global impact of the film. Ms. Byrne
responds by saying that The Secret is contained in all the
ancient wisdom, no matter what philosophy. It is buried within
every one.{10} On the surface this statement sounds quite
innocent, but her actual meaning goes much deeper. The idea
that this “wisdom is buried within everyone” is an indicator
that this belief is about our true divine nature.



One of the Master Teachers of The Secret, John Demartini,
expounds by saying, “We have a magnificent inner calling,
vision, mission, power inside us that we are not honoring and
harnessing. This movie brings it to the forefront that we can
[harness that power].”{11} The premise of this idea is that
“we all have a divine essence within us, and we just need to
get in touch with it. In other words, as panentheists{12}
teach, God is in all of creation, including all human beings,
and once a person becomes aware of this, there are no limits
to what he can achieve.”{13}

Master Teachings
The Secret is revealed through some of the most high-profile
individuals of our day. They include such notables as Jack
Canfield, author of the Chicken Soup for the Soul series of
books. Jack is a thirty-year veteran of metaphysics and helps
individuals  achieve  their  personal  goals  by  helping  them
understand the Law of Attraction.

Another teacher is Neale Donald Walsch, known for this book
trilogy Conversations with God.{14} He, too, is a student of
metaphysics and teaches that man is divine. John Gray is best
known for his popular book Men Are From Mars, Women Are From
Venus. These teachers speak with one voice. Their message is
brief, yet simple: You create your circumstances; if you live
in lack it is your fault; you are an expression of divinity;
in fact, you are God. Another of The Secret teachers is Fred
Alan Wolf, a physicist. He makes a profound statement on The
Secret web site: “You! I want to tell you something. You are
God in disguise.”

Of the twenty-four Secret Teachers, perhaps the most troubling
is Rev. Michael Bernard Beckwith. He is the pastor of Agape
International Spiritual Centre in California. His message is
that we are co-creators with God and that our abilities are
unlimited. Our potential is divine in nature. Dr. Beckwith is
troubling,  in  my  view,  because  he  represents  a  pseudo-
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Christianity.  He  has  the  greatest  ability  to  be  used  to
deceive  those  whom  God  has  touched  by  His  Gospel.  The
Christian who is unable to rightly discern God’s Word will
fall prey to such false teaching as found in The Secret.

“Truths” That One Cannot Deny
So what is it that The Secret teaches that would be harmful to
the Christian? In her section on acknowledgements Ms. Byrne
names  names  and  she  lists  several  that  stand  out  as
instructive. One name, in particular, is Charles Fillmore, the
founder of Unity School of Christianity{15} along with his
wife Myrtle. Unity is a classic New Age belief system that
teaches the divinity of man. Eric Butterworth, a former Unity
minister,  in  his  book  Discover  the  Power  Within  You,
underscores the New Age premise that Jesus taught the divinity
of mankind. Butterworth is of interest because Oprah Winfrey
proclaims he is her spiritual mentor.{16}

Perhaps the most revealing of the occult connection between
Rhonda Byrne and her stable of Master Teachers is Ester Hicks
who channels a non-physical being named Abraham.{17} Hicks is
but one thread in the occult pattern that emerges in teachings
of  The  Secret.  Hicks’  story  is  similar  to  that  of  Helen
Schucman, the channel of A Course in Miracles.{18}

The premise, whatever we think about and thank about, we bring
about is central to understanding the Law of Attraction. In
Christian circles this concept is known as “name it and claim
it,” where the individual simply professes a desire and then
claims that God will provide it. This is a Christianized form
of an occult “truth.” Ms. Byrne and her Master Teachers are
more than willing to use scripture to make their point. They
ask us to turn to Matthew 21:22 and Mark 11:24 where Jesus
tells His disciples, “Whatever you ask in prayer, believing,
you will receive.” A common mistake made by those who jump on
the metaphysical bandwagon is that they often overlook the
whole counsel of scripture. It is instructive that Ms. Byrne
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did not ask her readers to consider James 4:3 where the writer
says, “You ask and do not receive, because you ask wrongly, to
spend it on your passions.”

The question the Christian should be asking himself at this
point is this: How does one ask correctly? Verse 4 offers us a
glimpse of God’s truth. “Do you not know that friendship with
the world is enmity with God? Therefore whoever wishes to be a
friend of the world makes himself an enemy of God.” James then
draws  our  attention  to  verse  10  where  it  says,  “Humble
yourselves  before  the  Lord  and  he  will  exalt  you.”  The
implication here is not for us to command God to act because
of our asking or believing, but to allow Him to exalt us
because of our humility. This teaching would not fit very well
within the context of Rhonda Byrne’s The Secret.

A central teaching of The Law of Attraction is that nothing
can come into your experience unless you summon it through
persistent thoughts.{19} Another of the Master Teachers, Dr.
Joe Vitale, believes that “Everything that surrounds you right
now in your life, including the things you’re complaining
about,  you’ve  attracted.”{20}  According  to  Ms.  Byrne,  our
feelings are our greatest tool to help us create the positive
things in our lives. She says, “Your thoughts are the primary
cause of everything.” She continues by stating, “Your thoughts
determine  your  frequency,  and  your  feelings  tell  you
immediately  what  frequency  you  are  on.”{21}

Ms. Byrne says that we are “the most powerful transmission
tower in the Universe. In simple terms, all energy vibrates at
a frequency. Being energy, you also vibrate at a frequency,
and what determines your frequency at any time is whatever you
are thinking and feeling. All the things you want are made of
energy, and they are vibrating too. Everything is energy.”{22}
Another way of stating this “truth” is to say that as you
focus on what you want, you are changing the vibration of the
atoms of that thing, and you are causing it to vibrate to You.
I know this is a mind-blowing concept, but there’s more! Ms.



Byrne states that one of the most magnificent teachings of The
Secret is that “You are energy, and cannot be created or
destroyed. Energy just changes form. And that means You! The
true essence of You, the pure energy of You, has always been
and always will be. You can never not be.”{23}

“When you are feeling good thoughts, it is communication back
from the Universe saying, ‘You are thinking good thoughts.’
Likewise,  when  you  are  feeling  bad,  you  are  receiving
communication back from the Universe saying, ‘You are thinking
bad thoughts.'”{24} Our feelings about something turbo-charge
our outcome. In other words, we can purposely use our feelings
to transmit an even more powerful frequency, by adding feeling
to what we are wanting.{25} Michael Bernard Beckwith clarifies
this concept by stating, “You can begin right now to feel
healthy. You can begin to feel prosperous. You can begin to
feel love that’s surrounding you, even if it’s not there. And
what will happen is the universe will correspond to the nature
of your song. The universe will correspond to the nature of
that inner feeling and manifest, because that’s the way you
feel.” In other words, don’t allow your perceived reality to
convince  you  otherwise,  but  step  out  and  create  your  new
reality by simply saying it is so and the Universe (God) will
bring it about. Essentially, we are seeking a god to do our
bidding as we command.

Marci Shimoff, another of the Master Teachers, makes this
observation: “Once you begin to understand and truly master
your thoughts and feelings, that’s when you see how you create
your own reality. That’s where your freedom is, that’s where
all  your  power  is.”{26}  The  Bible  offers  a  different
exhortation to the Christian at this juncture. We read in 2
Corinthians 10:5 that we are to destroy arguments and every
proud obstacle to the knowledge of God, and take every thought
captive to the obedience of Christ. Our purpose is not to use
our  thought  life  to  enhance  ourselves,  but  to  bring  our
thought lives into obedience and submit ourselves to a holy



God. This thought is totally absent from The Secret!

Shimoff adds that we should consider if the Universe is a
friendly place for us to hang out. Ms. Byrne says that knowing
the Law of Attraction, we would have to say that the Universe
is, indeed, a most friendly place where we can create our own
reality.  The  Secret  (and  New  Age  thought  in  general)
encourages its adherents to practice affirmation as a way to
channel one’s thought life to a place where it will benefit
the individual. Ms. Byrne suggests the following affirmation:
“This is a magnificent Universe. The Universe is bringing all
good things to me. The Universe is conspiring for me in all
things. The Universe is supporting me in everything I do. The
Universe meets all my needs immediately.”{27}

Lisa Nichols, also a Master Teacher, informs us that the first
step to achieving our desires is to ask. “Make a command of
the  Universe.  Let  the  Universe  know  what  you  want.  The
Universe responds to your thoughts.”{28} It seems that if one
were to “command” God (the Universe) to produce all that he
desired and wanted, he might prefer a different outcome. In my
view, the secret to living the Christian life is to desire the
things that God desires for us rather than making a command to
fulfill one’s lusts. Dr. Joe Vitale offers this quip: “This is
really fun. It’s like having the Universe as your catalogue.
It is You placing your order with the Universe. It’s really
that easy.”{29}

Nichols continues by stating that the second step in achieving
all that we want is to believe. “Believe that it is already
yours. Have what I love to call unwavering faith. Believing in
the unseen.” In the moment you ask, and believe and know you
already have it in the unseen, the entire Universe shifts to
bring  it  into  the  seen.  In  other  words,  God/The  Universe
immediately tunes to your frequency and then because of the
Law of Attraction, he is obligated to supply all your wants.
Vitale makes another head-scratching comment when he states,
“The Universe will start to rearrange itself to make it happen



for you. You don’t need to know how it’s going to come about.
You  don’t  need  to  know  how  the  Universe  will  arrange
itself.”{30}  Just  simply  believe!

The third step according to Nichols is to receive that which
we have commanded. Nichols states that an important part of
our receiving is for us to feel wonderful about it. Beckwith
comments,  “This  is  a  feeling  Universe.  If  you  just
intellectually  believe  something,  but  you  have  no
corresponding feeling underneath that, you don’t necessarily
have enough power to manifest what you want in your life. You
have to feel it.” I can understand that! I recognize that I
have limited power. What power I may have is only that which
God allows me through the Holy Spirit to do His good will—not
mine. I also recognize that no matter how wonderful I “feel,”
my feeling about something is not what is going to make it
right in God’s sight. It is only when I apply His will to the
matter that I see appropriate results.

The  premise  that  mankind  and  the  impersonal  Universe  are
interconnected  is  widely  taught  within  occultic,  New  Age,
literature. They teach that all-is-One. Man is an integral
part of The Supreme Mind and he is seen as being one with it,
to the point that he is the source of the Universe.{31}

The Universe and The Higher Self
The concept of an impersonal energy or force that is the
“Universe” is not a new thought. It has been around for a long
time and has been recognized in numerous belief systems that
do not reflect God’s truth.

Gary Zukav teaches that we should trust the Universe because
it is working toward our best and most appropriate end. He
adds that if we do trust the Universe it will provide all that
we desire: “Let your higher self complete its task.{32} In
other words, allow the Universe (God) to complete its work in
you as you come to fully realize that your “Higher Self” is



the Divine Teacher.

Wayne Dyer helps clarify the role that the Higher Self plays
in our understanding of who we truly are. In his text Your
Sacred Self, he makes this observation: “When you consult your
higher self, you learn that you are a part of the same divine
essence that connects all of us to the source of spirit. There
is  one  God,  one  source  with  many  different
manifestations.”{33} Dyer says that we relate to others in
“terms of the divineness that is flowing through them, which
is  a  manifestation  of  the  energy  supporting  the  physical
world. On the path of the sacred way, you experience that
force flowing through you and others.”{34} He declares that we
short-circuit  the  manifestation  of  our  Higher  Selves  (the
divine spirit within) when we practice a toxic lifestyle. A
toxic  lifestyle  would  be  one  that  denied  man’s  personal
divinity. Dyer goes on to say, “To allow your highest self to
triumph in this conflict between purity and toxicity, you must
let go of any idea that at your core you are evil or a
sinner.”{35}

To sum it up Ms. Byrne makes this observation: “So whichever
way you look at it, the result is still the same. We are One.
We are all connected, and we are all part of the One Energy
Field, or the One Supreme Mind, or the One Consciousness, or
the One Creative Source. Call it whatever you want, but we are
all One.”{36} The message of The Secret is plain for all to
see: “You are God in a physical body. You are Spirit in the
flesh. You are Eternal Life expressing itself as you. You are
a cosmic being. You are all power. You are magnificence. You
are the creator, and you are creating the creation of You on
this planet.”{37}

The Higher Self and Guidance
Rhonda  Byrne  and  her  Secret  Teachers  have  played  their
metaphysical hand close to their vest. However, they have
allowed their secret teaching to come through on occasion.



Ultimately, yielding your life to the Universe and discovering
your Higher Self implies that you must at some point submit to
its deepest presence.

Ms. Byrne confides that “To love yourself fully, you must
focus  on  a  new  dimension  of  You.  You  must  focus  on  the
presence inside of You. Take a moment and sit still. Focus on
feeling the life presence inside you. As you focus on the
presence within, it will begin to reveal itself to You. It is
a feeling of pure love and bliss, and it is perfection. That
presence is the real You.”{38}

Ms. Byrne offers her viewer and reader a sure-fire avenue to
connecting  with  the  “Presence”  within.  She  states  without
reservation that all teachers in her film and in her book use
meditation to quiet their minds so they can be in full harmony
with the Universe. She says every teacher uses meditation as a
daily  practice.  She  then  adds  that  “it  wasn’t  until  I
discovered The Secret that I realized how powerful meditation
can be.”{39}

To hear the Master Teachers of The Secret tell it, one would
think that discovering one’s Higher Self or inner teacher is
the high point of spiritual or self discovery. In her book The
Possible Human, Jean Huston makes this observation regarding
the Presence. Ms. Houston is guiding her students through an
exercise and she tells them that

“In the room is a Master Teacher of the skill—this person or
being is your Master Teacher, and in the time that follows
this teacher will give you deep and potent instructions to
help you improve your skill. The Master Teacher may speak in
words or not. Teachings may present themselves as feelings.
However this being works with you, the learning on your part
will be effective and deep. Once you become familiar with
your Master Teacher and begin to trust and act on the advice
and knowledge that is imparted, you will find it increasingly
easy to have access to this kind of deep learning . . .”



Houston fully discloses the true nature of this inner Presence
that Ms. Byrne alludes to. Apparently unable to contain her
enthusiasm, she further states,

“The  Master  Teacher  is  a  potent  reminder  of  our  inner
‘allies’ and may often provide much more teaching and wisdom
than we had intended when we set out on this journey. And the
exercise may also lead you to the discovery that the inner
realms have their own subtle machinations for guiding you . .
. we must also listen to them, for they have urgent messages
to send us. If we cooperate with them—that is, with our own
deepest knowing—we begin to notice an astounding change in
our lives.{40}

If this is confusing, allow me to sum it up this way. When you
enter  the  realm  of  spiritual  discovery  through  meditative
practices or some other psycho-spiritual methodology you will
at  some  point  find  yourself  face  to  face  with  a  demon
masquerading as your inner guide or Master Teacher. It is
instructive to note that this inner guide or spirit guide will
at some point in time bring you an urgent message from the
“other side.” The subtle deception that lies in wait for its
innocent prey is not discriminating. It will consume whomever
it finds to seduce.

Spiritual Discernment
Earlier I mentioned that I believe Michael Bernard Beckwith to
be a troubling figure in the unfolding of The Secret and its
Law of Attraction. Rhonda Byrne became the “Big Get” for many
in the world of television and the media. Oprah Winfrey was no
different. After Ms. Byrne appeared on Oprah she realized her
dreams as her film and book sales went through the roof. After
her segment on Oprah The Secret was officially out and the
book instantly became the bestseller literally overnight.

Michael Bernard Beckwith appeared with Ms. Byrne on Oprah and



became  an  instant  celebrity.  His  second  Oprah  appearance
included the taking of questions from audience members. One of
particular  note  was  a  lady  named  Maureen.  Her  question
centered around her being a Christian. Maureen stated that her
family puts their faith in God, and that it seemed to her that
The Secret teaches that we should put our faith in ourselves.
“And so,” she said, “I was wondering, is God anywhere in
this?”

Here is what Beckwith had to say to Maureen: “The Secret
involves the laws of the universe and they, in turn, describe
the nature of how God works. [Jesus] said, ‘Pray believing
that ye have, that ye may receive.’ That’s The Secret in a
nutshell. Pray believing and feeling and sensing that you
already have it, and then you’re available to receive it.”

The disturbing part of his answer came when he offered this
thoughtful conclusion to Maureen’s question: “The Secret isn’t
about contradicting religion—it supports it. It actually goes
underneath the culture and explains to you the sacred laws
that these wonderful teachers have brought to us,” he said.
According to Beckwith, The Secret is about supporting the
great spiritual traditions in a more modern form. “It really
is just putting Christianity, Judaism, all the great teachings
into a current vernacular.”

He smoothed the rippling waters created by her question, and
by side-stepping her real concern he offered her a decoy. His
implication  was  that  the  archaic  teachings  and  mis-
interpretations of the Bible can no longer be held as the
standard of truth, but this new generation of believers is
looking for ways to better connect with spiritual truth.

Sadly,  there  are  a  multitude  of  Maureens  in  the  greater
Christian church who may be easily persuaded by the decoys of
spiritual heresy. It was interesting to see Oprah turn in her
chair  and  catch  Maureen’s  eye  and  declare  that  she  is  a
Christian, thereby implying that the teachings of The Secret



as  delivered  by  Beckwith  are  rock  solid  Christian
principles.{41}

The greater “spiritual traditions” referred to by Beckwith are
no  less  than  the  perennial  philosophy  and  ancient  wisdom
taught by proponents of New Age thought and organizations like
the Rosicrucians and other occult groups. The Rosicrucians
teach that members will “achieve a gradual inner awakening,
leading to a permanent awareness of the unity of all creation
and  your  personal  relationship  with  the  ‘oneness’  of  the
universe.”{42}

Lost in Commonsenseville!?
Deception  always  comes  packaged  in  a  veneer  of  truth.
Otherwise  it  would  not  be  acceptable!  The  Secret  is  no
different. There are several aspects of the teaching that
would be good and right to exhibit in one’s life. Here are
some examples:

1. We should be grateful. Christians should be grateful in all
things. The scriptures use the word “contentment.” Philippians
4:11 tells us that we are to be content in whatever state we
find ourselves. In regards to the teaching of The Secret I
found this verse particularly interesting. The verse begins,
“Not that I complain of want . . .” My reading of The Secret
reveals just that. My wants and desires must be brought into
manifestation  because  I  simply  ask.  Ms.  Byrne  makes  this
observation: “It is impossible to bring more into your life if
you are feeling ungrateful about what you have. Why? Because
the thoughts and feelings you emit as you feel ungrateful are
all  negative  emotions.”  The  following  verses  (4:12-13)  in
Philippians offer us a glimpse into the meaning of the real
secret to life: “I know how to be abased, and I know how to
abound; in any and all circumstances I have learned the secret
of facing plenty and hunger, abundance, and want. I can do all
things  through  him  who  strengthens  me.”  In  contrast,  the
teaching of The Secret is that by expressing gratitude we



increase our opportunity to receive more.{43}

2. We should give thanks. Above all, the Christian should be
thankful because of what Jesus did for him on the cross.
However, there are those who are less than thankful. Romans
1:20 tells us that we have no excuse of not knowing that God
exists because of His creation. Verse 21 says, “Although they
knew God they did not honor him as God or give thanks to him,
but they became futile in their thinking and their senseless
minds were darkened. Claiming to be wise, they became fools .
. .”

Colossians 3:15-17 offers new believers this exhortation:

“And let the peace of Christ rule in your hearts . . . And be
thankful. Let the word of Christ dwell in you richly, as you
sing psalms and hymns and spiritual songs with thankfulness in
your hearts to God.”

Michael Bernard Beckwith says that we are to sing our own
song. The scripture seems clear that our song is to glorify
God rather than ourselves. Beckwith comments, “You can begin
to feel the love that’s surrounding you, even if its not
there. And what will happen is the universe will correspond to
the  nature  of  your  song.”{44}  In  other  words  the
Universe—God—will comply with the commands in “our song.”

3. We should give liberally. It is without question that the
Christian should be a generous giver because he has been given
so much. 2 Corinthians 9:6-8 offers this truth:

“The point is this: he who sows sparingly will also reap
sparingly,  and  he  who  sows  bountifully  will  also  reap
bountifully. Each one must do as he has made up his mind, not
reluctantly or under compulsion, for God loves a cheerful
giver. And God is able to provide you with every blessing in
abundance, so that you may always have enough of everything
and may provide in abundance for every good work.”



On  the  other  hand,  The  Secret  teaches  that  “giving  is  a
powerful action to bring more money into your life, because
when you are giving you are saying, ‘I have plenty.'”{45} The
principle here, for those who follow the teachings of the Law
of Attraction, is to be positive in your actions and thereby
send the correct frequency or vibration into the Universe so
you can get more. In my view, the biblical standard is far
more pleasing to a holy God.

4. We should focus on the good in others. The Christian is to
consider others better than himself and not become jaded.
Philippians 2:3 offers this counsel:

Do nothing from selfishness or conceit, but in humility count
others better than yourselves. Let each of you look not only
to his own interests, but also to the interests of others.

Here  once  again,  The  Secret  or  the  Law  of  Attraction  is
contrary to the teachings of Jesus. Marci Shimoff makes this
revealing statement: “But for relationships to really work, we
need to focus on what we appreciate about the other person,
not what we’re complaining about.”{46} On the surface this
admonition  sounds  really  great;  however,  as  we  have  seen
before  in  the  Law  of  Attraction,  the  actor’s  actions  are
really all about getting what he wants. Shimoff continues her
comment, “When we’re complaining about those things we’re only
getting more of those things.” The dynamics of inter-personal
relationships do seem to agree with Shimoff’s premise: if
we’re less than adorable we’re going to get that reflected
back to us by others. I agree that this may likely be the
case. But our doing so as a follower of The Secret is to
multiply  our  chances  at  getting  what  we  want  rather  than
looking after the interests of others.

5.  We  should  praise  and  bless  our  enemies.  The  scripture
clearly teaches that the Christian is to bless others.{47} The
Christian who hears this idea from the stable of teachers



under Rhonda Byrne will likely believe that The Secret is in
alignment with God’s Word. But not so fast! According to Lisa
Nichols, we are to recognize the beauty in those things around
us and then “bless and praise them.” Ms. Byrne offers this
understanding of blessing: “Lisa’s wise words, to ‘praise and
bless’ the things around you, are worth their weight in gold.
When you are blessing or praising you are on the highest
frequency of love. In the Bible, the Hebrews used the act of
blessing to bring forth health, wealth, and happiness.” In
other words, we should confer our blessing so we might gain
prosperity!  Another  head-shaking  comment  follows  the  above
statement: “Praising and blessing dissolves all negativity, so
praise and bless your enemies.”{48} Blessing is an important
part of the Christian life. We are blessed to be a blessing.
Psalm 128:1 and 4 say, “Blessed is every one who fears the
Lord, who walks in his ways! Lo, thus shall the man be blessed
who  fears  the  Lord.”  The  Psalmist  draws  our  attention  to
another truth that The Secret chooses to ignore. Ms. Byrne’s
worldview and that of all likeminded teachers discounts the
precept that one should fear the Lord. In their view, the
“Lord”, the Universe, is not to be feared, but to be commanded
to act on their behalf and bring them the riches they desire.

Finding Our Way in Commonsenseville
In the Law of Attraction and The Secret it is difficult to
discern  the  occultic  trappings  when  our  focus  is  on  such
commonsense  teachings  as  seen  above.  However,  for  the
discerning it becomes clear that the perceived “truths” taught
as  The  Secret  are  in  reality  false  teachings  for  the
Christian. They do not line up with God’s Word. They are out
of focus and agreement.

The Secret is the latest in a series of examples that are used
by the enemy of truth to nullify God’s authoritative Word. A
previous  film  that  made  its  way  into  the  minds  of  many
unsuspecting viewers was What the Bleep!?, a 2004 film dealing



with much of the same material as The Secret. There have been
numerous books touted by Oprah Winfrey and others who sing the
praises of the same world view.{49}

Romans 12:1-2 offers us God’s truth in light of the emotional
feelings encouraged in The Secret. Paul exhorts his brothers,

I appeal to you therefore by the mercies of God to present
your bodies as a living sacrifice, holy and acceptable to
God, which is your spiritual worship. Do not be conformed to
this world but be transformed by the renewal of your mind,
that you may prove what is the will of God, what is good and
acceptable and perfect.

Note that Paul did not say that we should consult our feelings
about the matter, but that our spiritual worship is to present
our bodies as a sacrifice to the Lord. The message of The
Secret  is  not  selflessness,  but  selfishness  and  self
indulgence.

The discerning Christian must not only become aware of such
cultural shifts as noted above, but he must be well-informed
of the underlying falsity of such views—to judge rightly using
the  scripture  as  his  guiding  light.  Our  adversary  is  not
asleep at the switch. He is looking for those whom he may
devour  by  his  cunning  deception.  The  challenge  for  the
Christian is to remain true to the scripture and faithful to
the end. Our life’s purpose is to glorify our Father. Jesus
clarified  this  truth  by  saying,  “By  this  my  Father  is
glorified, that you bear much fruit, and so prove to be my
disciples.”{50} Then Jesus added,

And this is eternal life, that they know thee the only true
God, and Jesus Christ whom you sent. I glorified thee on
earth, having accomplished the work which thou gave me to do;
and now, Father glorify thou me in thy own presence with the
glory which I had with thee before the world was made.{51}



We have seen by the above information that the purpose of the
Christian life is to glorify God—not one’s self. It is not
about garnering the wealth of the world, or to live in perfect
health. Our true motivation in all that we do is to honor our
Creator and to point others to the mercies and goodness of a
loving Father.

Author’s Comment:

This article is dedicated to Maureen who appeared on Oprah
2/16/2007, and the other Maureens who desire to know if the
message of The Secret is one that they might incorporate into
their Christian lives. My prayer is that this article will
help them discern God’s truth and then apply it in their
lives. Proverbs 4:23
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Islam  and  Political
Correctness
All of us are trying to learn more about Islam, but sometimes
political correctness has clouded our thinking about Islam.
Are Jesus and Muhammad the same? Is Islam a religion of peace?
Do Christians and Muslims worship the same God? Kerby Anderson
looks at some of these politically correct beliefs.

Muhammad and Islam
Nearly everyone can remember what they were doing on September
11, 2001. That fateful day affected all of us and certainly
increased our desire to know more about Islam. In the years
following, we have all learned more about the world’s second
largest  religion.  But  sometimes,  political  correctness  has
clouded clear thinking about Islam.

We hear that “Islam is a religion of peace.” Some even say,
“The God of Islam is the same God as the God of the Jews and
the Christians.” So what is the truth about these statements
about Islam?

I want to look at some of these statements and provide a
biblically-based response. We need to know the facts about
Islam and this current war on terror.

The first statement we will address is often heard in religion
classes on college campuses. That is that “Muhammad is like
every other religious founder.” This simply is not the case.
For example, nearly every major religion in the world teaches

https://probe.org/islam-and-political-correctness/
https://probe.org/islam-and-political-correctness/


a variation of the Golden Rule: Do unto others as you would
have them do unto you.

Islam does not have a Golden Rule. Instead, it makes very
definite  distinctions  in  the  way  Muslims  are  to  treat
believers and unbelievers. The latter are called infidels and
are  often  treated  harshly  or  killed.  This  religious
perspective  is  very  different  from  other  religions.

For  a  moment,  let’s  compare  Jesus  and  Muhammad.  Muslims
believe that Muhammad is the final prophet from Allah. He is
referred to as the “seal of the prophets” (Sura 33:40). But
while he is revered as the greatest of the prophets, most do
not teach that he was sinless. The Qur’an does not make the
claim that he was sinless, and there are passages that teach
that Muhammad was a man like us (Sura 18:110) and that Allah
told Muhammad that he must repent of his sins (Sura 40:55).

By contrast, Jesus claimed to be God and claimed to have the
powers and authority that only God could possess. The New
Testament  provides  eyewitness  accounts  or  records  of
eyewitness accounts of the claims that Jesus made and the
miracles he performed. Moreover, the New Testament teaches
that Jesus Christ lived a perfect and sinless life (2 Cor.
5:21).

Muhammad’s every action is to be imitated by Muslims. His life
is a model for these believers. Some Muslims even avoid eating
food that Muhammad avoided or never was able to eat. In fact,
Muhammad is so revered by Muslims that no perceived criticism
upon him or even his likeness (e.g., through a cartoon) may be
allowed.

Muhammad also taught that Muslims are to fight in the cause of
Allah (Sura 4:76) and fight against the unbelievers (Sura
9:123). By contrast, Jesus taught that Christians are to love
their enemies (Matt. 5:44) and turn the other cheek (Matt.
5:39).
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In  conclusion,  we  can  see  that  the  life  of  Muhammad  is
different  from  many  of  the  other  founders  of  religion.
Moreover, the life of Muhammad and the life of Jesus Christ
are very different.

Islam: A Religion of Peace?
One politically correct phrase that is often repeated is that
“Islam is a religion of peace.” While it is true that many
Muslims are peace-loving, is it also true that Islam is a
religion of peace? To answer that question, it is important to
understand the meaning of jihad.

The word jihad is actually the noun of the Arabic verb jahidi,
which means to “strive hard.” This verse is an example: “O
Prophet!  Strive  hard  against  the  unbelievers  and  the
hypocrites, and be firm against them. Their abode is Hell, and
evil refuge indeed” (Sura 9:73).

Although some Muslims understand this striving to be merely
intellectual and philosophical, the usual translation of jihad
involves  a  holy  war.  That  has  been  the  traditional
interpretation  since  the  time  of  Muhammad.

Jihad was to be waged on the battlefield. Sura 47:4 says,
“When you meet the unbelievers in the battlefield, strike off
their  heads  and,  when  you  have  laid  them  low,  bind  your
captives firmly.” Sura 9:5 says, “Fight and slay the pagans
wherever you find them, and seize them, beleager them, and lie
in wait for them in every stratagem.”

Consider  some  of  these  other  passages  concerning  jihad.
Faithful Muslims wage jihad against unbelievers: “O ye who
believe! Fight the unbelievers who gird you about, and let
them find firmness in you; and know that Allah is with those
who fear Him” (Sura 9:123).

Muslims are also to wage jihad not only against unbelievers



but against those who have strayed from the faith: “Prophet,
make  war  on  the  unbelievers  and  the  hypocrites  and  deal
rigorously with them. Hell shall be their home: and evil fate”
(Sura 9:73).

Another way to understand the term “jihad” is to look at the
historical context. After Muhammad’s success in the Battle of
Badr, he set forth various principles of warfare. For example,
according to Sura 9:29, jihad is a religious duty. He taught
in Sura 9:111 that martyrdom in jihad is the highest good and
guarantees salvation. Sura 9:5 says that Muslims engaged in
jihad should not show tolerance toward unbelievers. And acts
of terrorism are justified in Sura 8:12.

While it may be true that there are peaceful Muslims, it is
not true that Islam has always been a peaceful religion. The
teaching of jihad and the current interpretation by radical
Muslims of this concept can easily be seen in the acts of
terrorism around the world.

The Qur’an and the Bible are Both Violent
Books
Whenever verses of the sword from the Qur’an are quoted, you
can be sure that someone will quickly point out that the Old
Testament calls for violence. But are these two books morally
equivalent? Let’s look at some of these passages and see.

The  Qur’an  calls  for  jihad  against  the  unbelievers  (or
infidels). Sura 9:5 says, “Fight and slay the pagans wherever
you find them, and seize them, beleager them, and lie in wait
for them in every stratagem.”

Sura 9:29 says, “Fight those who believe not in Allah nor the
Last Day, nor hold that forbidden which hath been forbidden by
Allah and His Prophet, nor acknowledge the religion of Truth,
(even if they are) of the People of the Book, until they pay



the jizyah [per capita tax imposed on non-Muslim adult males]
with willing submission, and feel themselves subdued.”

Sura 47:4-7 says, “When you meet unbelievers, smite their
necks, then, when you have made wide slaughter among them, tie
fast the bonds; then set them free, either by grace or ransom,
till the war lays down its loads…And those who are slain in
the way of God, He will not send their works astray. He will
guide them, and dispose their minds aright, and He will admit
them to Paradise, that He has made known to them.”

In the Old Testament, you have a call for military action
against specific groups. Deuteronomy 7:1-2 says, “When the
Lord your God brings you into the land where you are entering
to possess it, and clears away many nations before you, the
Hittites  and  the  Girgashites  and  the  Amorites  and  the
Canaanites  and  the  Perizzites  and  the  Hivites  and  the
Jebusites, seven nations greater and stronger than you, and
when the Lord your God delivers them before you and you defeat
them, then you shall utterly destroy them. You shall make no
covenant with them and show no favor to them.”

1 Samuel 15:2-3 says, “Thus says the Lord of hosts, I will
punish Amalek for what he did to Israel, how he set himself
against him on the way while he was coming up from Egypt. Now
go and strike Amalek and utterly destroy all that he has, and
do not spare him; but put to death both man and woman, child
and infant, ox and sheep, camel and donkey.”

While there are some similarities, notice the difference. In
the Old Testament, there was a direct and specific command to
fight against a particular group of people. These passages do
not  apply  to  you  unless  you  are  a  Hittite,  Girgashite,
Amorite, Canaanite, Perizzite, Hivite, Jebusite, or Amalekite.
These commands given during the Old Testament theocracy apply
only to those people at that time.

However, the passages in the Qur’an apply to all unbelievers



at all times. Notice that there is no time limit on these
universally binding commands to all Muslims at all times.

No  Christian  leader  is  calling  for  a  Holy  War  against
infidels. But many Muslim leaders cite the Qur’an for that
very action. Osama bin Laden, for example, quotes many of
these verses of the sword just cited within his various fatwas
[legal pronouncement].

And  contrast  this  with  the  New  Testament  which  calls  for
believers to love their enemies (Matt. 5:44) and turn the
other cheek (Matt. 5:39). In conclusion, the Bible and the
Qur’an are very different in regard in calling to an act of
violence.

Do  Christians  and  Muslims  Worship  the
Same God?
One politically correct phrase that is often repeated is that
“Christians  and  Muslims  worship  the  same  God.”  It  is
understandable that people might say that. Both Islam and
Christianity  are  monotheistic,  even  though  a  foundational
difference is the Christian belief in the trinity.

Certainly  the  most  foundational  doctrine  in  Islam  is
monotheism. This doctrine is encapsulated in the creed: “There
is no God but Allah, and Muhammad is the prophet of Allah.”
And not only is it a creed, it is a statement of faith that
routinely heard from the lips of every faithful Muslim. It the
creed by which every Muslim is called to prayer five times a
day.

Because of this strong emphasis on monotheism, Muslims reject
the idea that God could be more than one person or that God
could have a partner. The Qur’an teaches that Allah is one God
and the same God for all people. Anyone who does not believe
this is guilty of the sin of shirk. This is the quintessential



sin in Islam. According to Islam, God cannot have a partner
and  cannot  be  joined  together  in  the  Godhead  with  other
persons. Muslims therefore reject the Christian idea of the
Trinity.

Muslims and Christians also differ in their understanding of
the nature and character of God. The God of the Bible is
knowable. Jesus came into the world that we might know God
(John 17:3).

Islam  teaches  a  very  different  view  of  God.  Allah  is
transcendent and distant. He is separate from His creation. He
is exalted and far removed from mankind. While we may know His
will, we cannot know Him personally. In fact, there is very
little  written  about  the  character  of  God.  Allah  is  the
creator  and  sustainer  of  the  creation,  but  He  is  also
unknowable. No person can ever personally know and have a
relationship with Allah. Instead, humans are to be in total
submission to the will of Allah.

Moreover, Allah does not personally enter into human history.
Instead,  he  deals  with  the  world  through  His  word  (the
Qur’an), through His prophets (such as Muhammad), and through
angels (such as Gabriel).

If you ask a Muslim to describe Allah, most likely they will
recite to you a key passage that lists some of the names of
God (Sura 59). The Qur’an requires that God be called by these
“beautiful  names.”  This  passage  describes  him  as  Most
Gracious, Most Merciful, The Sovereign, The Holy One, The
Guardian of Faith, The Preserver of Safety, The Exalted in
Might, etc.

Finally, a Christian and Muslim perspective on God’s love is
also very different. Christians begin with the belief that
“God so loved the world” (John 3:16). By contrast, Muslims
grow up hearing about all the people Allah does not love. Sura
2:190 says, “For Allah loves not transgressors.” Sura 3:32



says, “Allah loves not the unbelievers.” And Sura 3:57 says,
“For Allah loves not the evildoers.”

In conclusion, we can see that Christians and Muslims do not
worship the same God.

Are the Bible and Qur’an the Same?
A student in a university religion class may hear that all
religions are basically the same. They only differ on minor
details. This leads some to argue that the Bible and the
Qur’an are compatible teachings. This is not true and is a
disservice to both Islam and Christianity.

We should acknowledge the few similarities. Both the Bible and
the Qur’an claim to be divine revelation. And both books claim
to have been accurately preserved through the centuries.

But it is also true that the Bible and the Qur’an disagree
with  one  another  on  major  issues.  The  two  books  make
contradictory claims about God, Jesus, salvation, and biblical
history. Both claims cannot be true. They both could be false,
but they cannot both be true because the accounts contradict
each  other.  Here  are  just  a  few  examples  of  these
contradictions:

The Qur’an teaches (Sura 5:116) that Christians worship
three gods: the Father, the Mother (Mary) and the Son
(Jesus). But the Bible actually teaches that there is
one God in three persons (the Trinity).
Muslims say that Abraham was going to sacrifice Ishmael,
while  the  Bible  teaches  that  Abraham  was  going  to
sacrifice Isaac.
The  Qur’an  teaches  (Sura  4:157)  that  Jesus  was  not
crucified.  The  Bible  teaches  that  Jesus  Christ  was
crucified on a cross.

Before we conclude, we should also mention that many of the



statements in the Qur’an are also at odds with historical
facts that can be verified through historical accounts.

The  Qur’an  says  (Sura  20:85-97)  that  the  Samaritans
tricked the Israelites at the Exodus and were the ones
who built the golden calf. For the record, the word
Samaritan  wasn’t  even  used  until  722  B.C.  which  is
several hundred years after the Exodus.
The Qur’an also states (Sura 18:89-98) that Alexander
the Great was a Muslim who worshiped Allah. Alexander
lived from 356 B.C. to 323 B.C. which was hundreds of
years before Muhammad proclaimed his revelation which
became the religion of Islam.

In conclusion, we can see that the Bible and the Qur’an are
not the same and do not have compatible teachings.
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The  Dead  Sea  Scrolls  Shed
Light on the Accuracy of our
Bible
Dr. Patrick Zukeran reviews the discovery of and important
historical  findings  from  the  Dead  Sea  Scrolls.  The  texts
discovered provide clear evidence as to the accuracy of our
version of the Old Testament and the care with which it was
preserved.
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The Story of the Scrolls
Worship at the sacred Jerusalem Temple had become corrupt,
with seemingly little hope for reform. A group of devoted Jews
removed themselves from the mainstream and began a monastic
life in the Judean desert. Their studies of the Old Testament
Scriptures  led  them  to  believe  that  God’s  judgment  upon
Jerusalem was imminent and that the anointed one would return
to restore the nation of Israel and purify their worship.
Anticipating  this  moment,  the  Essenes  retreated  into  the
Qumran  desert  to  await  the  return  of  their  Messiah.  This
community, which began in the third century B.C., devoted
their days to the study and copying of sacred Scripture as
well as theological and sectarian works.

As  tensions  between  the  Jews  and  Romans  increased,  the
community hid their valuable scrolls in caves along the Dead
Sea to protect them from the invading armies. Their hope was
that one day the scrolls would be retrieved and restored to
the nation of Israel. In A.D. 70, the Roman general Titus
invaded Israel and destroyed the city of Jerusalem along with
its treasured Temple. It is at this time that the Qumran
community was overrun and occupied by the Roman army. The
scrolls remained hidden for the next two thousand years.

In 1947, a Bedouin shepherd named Muhammad (Ahmed el-Dhib) was
searching for his lost goat and came upon a small opening of a
cave. Thinking that his goat may have fallen into the cave, he
threw rocks into the opening. Instead of hearing a startled
goat,  he  heard  the  shattering  of  clay  pottery.  Lowering
himself into the cave, he discovered several sealed jars. He
opened them hoping to find treasure. To his disappointment, he
found them to contain leather scrolls. He collected seven of
the best scrolls and left the other fragments scattered on the
ground.

Muhammad eventually brought some of the scrolls to a cobbler
and  antiquities  dealer  in  Bethlehem  named  Khando.  Khando,



thinking the scrolls were written in Syriac, brought them to a
Syrian Orthodox Archbishop named Mar (Athanasius) Samuel. Mar
Samuel recognized that the scrolls were written in Hebrew and
suspected they may be very ancient and valuable. He eventually
had the scrolls examined by John Trevor at the American School
of  Oriental  Research  (ASOR).  Trevor  contacted  the  world’s
foremost Middle East archaeologist, Dr. William Albright, and
together these men confirmed the antiquity of the scrolls and
dated them to sometime between the first and second century
B.C.

After  the  initial  discovery,  archaeologists  searched  other
nearby caves between 1952 and 1956. They found ten other caves
that contained thousands of ancient documents as well. One of
the  greatest  treasures  of  ancient  manuscripts  had  been
discovered: the Dead Sea Scrolls.

Date and Contents of the Scrolls
Scholars were anxious to confirm that these Dead Sea Scrolls
were the most ancient of all Old Testament manuscripts in the
Hebrew language. Three types of dating tools were used: tools
from archaeology, from the study of ancient languages, called
paleography and orthography, and the carbon-14 dating method.
Each can derive accurate results. When all the methods arrive
at the same conclusion, there is an increased reliability in
the dating.

Archaeologists  studied  the  pottery,  coins,  graves,  and
garments at Khirbet Qumran, where the Essenes lived. They
arrived at a date ranging from the second century B.C. to the
first century A.D. Paleographers studied the style of writing
and arrived at dates raging from the third century B.C. to the
first century A.D. Scientists, using the radiocarbon dating
method, dated the scrolls to range from the fourth century
B.C. to the first century A.D. Since all the methods came to a
similar  conclusion,  scholars  are  very  confident  in  their
assigned date for the texts. The scrolls date as early as the



third century B.C. to the first century A.D.{1}

Eleven caves were discovered containing nearly 1,100 ancient
documents which included several scrolls and more than 100,000
fragments.{2} Fragments from every Old Testament book except
for the book of Esther were discovered. Other works included
apocryphal books, commentaries, manuals of discipline for the
Qumran community, and theological texts. The majority of the
texts were written in the Hebrew language, but there were also
manuscripts written in Aramaic and Greek.{3}

Among the eleven caves, Cave 1, which was excavated in 1949,
and  Cave  4,  excavated  in  1952,  proved  to  be  the  most
productive caves. One of the most significant discoveries was
a well-preserved scroll of the entire book of Isaiah.

The famous Copper Scrolls were discovered in Cave 3 in 1952.
Unlike most of the scrolls that were written on leather or
parchment,  these  were  written  on  copper  and  provided
directions to sixty-four sites around Jerusalem that were said
to contain hidden treasure. So far, no treasure has been found
at the sites that have been investigated.

The oldest known piece of biblical Hebrew is a fragment from
the book of Samuel discovered in Cave 4, and is dated from the
third century B.C.{4} The War Scroll found in Caves 1 and 4 is
an eschatological text describing a forty-year war between the
Sons of Light and the evil Sons of Darkness. The Temple Scroll
discovered in Cave 11 is the largest and describes a future
Temple in Jerusalem that will be built at the end of the age.

Indeed, these were the most ancient Hebrew manuscripts of the
Old  Testament  ever  found,  and  their  contents  would  yield
valuable insights to our understanding of Judaism and early
Christianity.



The Dead Sea Scrolls and the Masoretic
Text
The Dead Sea Scrolls play a crucial role in assessing the
accurate preservation of the Old Testament. With its hundreds
of  manuscripts  from  every  book  except  Esther,  detailed
comparisons can be made with more recent texts.

The Old Testament that we use today is translated from what is
called the Masoretic Text. The Masoretes were Jewish scholars
who between A.D. 500 and 950 gave the Old Testament the form
that we use today. Until the Dead Sea Scrolls were found in
1947, the oldest Hebrew text of the Old Testament was the
Masoretic Aleppo Codex which dates to A.D. 935.{5}

With  the  discovery  of  the  Dead  Sea  Scrolls,  we  now  had
manuscripts that predated the Masoretic Text by about one
thousand years. Scholars were anxious to see how the Dead Sea
documents  would  match  up  with  the  Masoretic  Text.  If  a
significant  amount  of  differences  were  found,  we  could
conclude  that  our  Old  Testament  Text  had  not  been  well
preserved.  Critics,  along  with  religious  groups  such  as
Muslims and Mormons, often make the claim that the present day
Old Testament has been corrupted and is not well preserved.
According to these religious groups, this would explain the
contradictions between the Old Testament and their religious
teachings.

After years of careful study, it has been concluded that the
Dead Sea Scrolls give substantial confirmation that our Old
Testament  has  been  accurately  preserved.  The  scrolls  were
found to be almost identical with the Masoretic text. Hebrew
Scholar Millar Burrows writes, “It is a matter of wonder that
through something like one thousand years the text underwent
so little alteration. As I said in my first article on the
scroll,  ‘Herein  lies  its  chief  importance,  supporting  the
fidelity of the Masoretic tradition.'”{6}



A significant comparison study was conducted with the Isaiah
Scroll written around 100 B.C. that was found among the Dead
Sea documents and the book of Isaiah found in the Masoretic
text. After much research, scholars found that the two texts
were practically identical. Most variants were minor spelling
differences, and none affected the meaning of the text.

One of the most respected Old Testament scholars, the late
Gleason Archer, examined the two Isaiah scrolls found in Cave
1 and wrote, “Even though the two copies of Isaiah discovered
in Qumran Cave 1 near the Dead Sea in 1947 were a thousand
years  earlier  than  the  oldest  dated  manuscript  previously
known (A.D. 980), they proved to be word for word identical
with our standard Hebrew Bible in more than 95 percent of the
text.  The  five  percent  of  variation  consisted  chiefly  of
obvious slips of the pen and variations in spelling.”{7}

Despite the thousand year gap, scholars found the Masoretic
Text and Dead Sea Scrolls to be nearly identical. The Dead Sea
Scrolls provide valuable evidence that the Old Testament had
been accurately and carefully preserved.

The Messianic Prophecies and the Scrolls
One of the evidences used in defending the deity of the Christ
is  the  testimony  of  prophecy.  There  are  over  one  hundred
prophecies regarding Christ in the Old Testament.{8} These
prophecies were made centuries before the birth of Christ and
were quite specific in their detail. Skeptics questioned the
date of the prophecies and some even charged that they were
not  recorded  until  after  or  at  the  time  of  Jesus,  and
therefore  discounted  their  prophetic  nature.

There is strong evidence that the Old Testament canon was
completed  by  450  B.C.  The  Greek  translation  of  the  Old
Testament, the Septuagint, is dated about two hundred fifty
years before Christ. The translation process occurred during
the reign of Ptolemy Philadelphus who ruled from 285 to 246



B.C.{9} It can be argued that a complete Hebrew text from
which  this  Greek  translation  would  be  derived  must  have
existed prior to the third century B.C.

The  Dead  Sea  Scrolls  provided  further  proof  that  the  Old
Testament  canon  existed  prior  to  the  third  century  B.C.
Thousands of manuscript fragments from all the Old Testament
books except Esther were found predating Christ’s birth, and
some date as early as the third century B.C. For example,
portions  from  the  book  of  Samuel  date  that  early,  and
fragments from Daniel date to the second century B.C.{10}
Portions from the twelve Minor Prophets date from 150 B.C to
25 B.C.{11} Since the documents were found to be identical
with our Masoretic Text, we can be reasonably sure that our
Old Testament is the same one that the Essenes were studying
and working from.

One of the most important Dead Sea documents is the Isaiah
Scroll. This twenty-four foot long scroll is well preserved
and contains the complete book of Isaiah. The scroll is dated
100 B.C. and contains one of the clearest and most detailed
prophecies of the Messiah in chapter fifty-three, called the
“Suffering Servant.” Although some Jewish scholars teach that
this  refers  to  Israel,  a  careful  reading  shows  that  this
prophecy can only refer to Christ.

Here are just a few reasons. The suffering servant is called
sinless (53:9), he dies and rises from the dead (53:8-10), and
he suffers and dies for the sins of the people (53:4-6). These
characteristics are not true of the nation of Israel. The
Isaiah Scroll gives us a manuscript that predates the birth of
Christ by a century and contains many of the most important
messianic prophecies about Jesus. Skeptics could no longer
contend that portions of the book were written after Christ or
that first century insertions were added to the text.

Thus, the Dead Sea Scrolls provide further proof that the Old
Testament canon was completed by the third century B.C., and



that the prophecies foretold of Christ in the Old Testament
predated the birth of Christ.

The Messiah and the Scrolls
What  kind  of  Messiah  was  expected  by  first  century  Jews?
Critical scholars allege that the idea of a personal Messiah
was a later interpretation made by Christians. Instead, they
believe that the Messiah was to be the nation of Israel and
represented Jewish nationalism.

The Dead Sea Scrolls, written by Old Testament Jews, reveal
the messianic expectations of Jews during the time of Christ.
Studies have uncovered several parallels to the messianic hope
revealed in the New Testament as well as some significant
differences. First, they were expecting a personal Messiah
rather than a nation or a sense of nationalism. Second, the
Messiah  would  be  a  descendant  of  King  David.  Third,  the
Messiah  would  confirm  His  claims  by  performing  miracles
including the resurrection of the dead. Finally, He would be
human and yet possess divine attributes.

A  manuscript  found  in  Cave  4  entitled  the  Messianic
Apocalypse, copied in the first century B.C., describes the
anticipated ministry of the Messiah:

For He will honor the pious upon the throne of His eternal
kingdom, release the captives, open the eyes of the blind,
lifting up those who are oppressed… For He shall heal the
critically wounded, He shall raise the dead, He shall bring
good news to the poor.

This passage sounds very similar to the ministry of Jesus as
recorded in the Gospels. In Luke chapter 7:21-22, John the
Baptist’s disciples come to Jesus and ask him if He is the
Messiah. Jesus responds, “Go tell John what you have seen and
heard:  the  blind  receive  their  sight,  the  lame  walk,  the
lepers are cleansed, the deaf hear, the dead are raised, the



poor have the good news brought to them.”

But,  with  the  similarities  there  are  also  differences.
Christians have always taught that there is one Messiah while
the  Essene  community  believed  in  two,  one  an  Aaronic  or
priestly Messiah and the other a Davidic or royal Messiah who
leads a war to end the evil age.{12}

The Essenes were also strict on matters of ceremonial purity
while Jesus criticized these laws. He socialized with tax
collectors and lepers which was considered defiling by the
Jews. Jesus taught us to love one’s enemies while the Essenes
taught hatred towards theirs. They were strict Sabbatarians,
and Jesus often violated this important aspect of the law. The
Qumran community rejected the inclusion of women, Gentiles,
and sinners, while Christ reached out to these very groups.

The many differences show that the Essenes were not the source
of  early  Christianity  as  some  scholars  propose.  Rather,
Christianity derived its teachings from the Old Testament and
the ministry of Jesus.

The  Dead  Sea  Scrolls  have  proven  to  be  a  significant
discovery, confirming the accurate preservation of our Old
Testament  text,  the  messianic  prophecies  of  Christ,  and
valuable insight into first century Judaism.

Two  Major  Prophets  and  the  Dead  Sea
Scrolls
The  Dead  Sea  Scrolls  have  been  an  asset  in  the  debate
regarding  two  major  and  well  disputed  books  of  the  Old
Testament, Daniel and Isaiah. Conservative scholars maintained
that Daniel was written in the sixth century B.C. as the
author  declares  in  the  first  chapter.  The  New  Testament
writers treated Daniel as a prophetic book with predictive
prophecies. Liberal scholars began teaching in the eighteenth
century that it was written in the Maccabean Period or the



second century B.C. If they are correct, Daniel would not be a
prophetic book that predicted the rise of Persia, Greece, and
Rome.

Before the discovery of the scrolls, critical scholars argued
that the Aramaic language used in Daniel was from a time no
earlier  than  167  B.C.  during  the  Maccabean  period.  Other
scholars,  such  as  well-respected  archaeologist  Kenneth
Kitchen,  studied  Daniel  and  found  that  ninety  percent  of
Daniel’s Aramaic vocabulary was used in documents from the
fifth  century  B.C.  or  earlier.{13}  The  Dead  Sea  Scrolls
revealed  that  Kitchen’s  conclusion  was  well  founded.  The
Aramaic language used in the Dead Sea Scrolls proved to be
very different from that found in the book of Daniel. Old
Testament scholars have concluded that the Aramaic in Daniel
is closer to the form used in the fourth and fifth century
B.C. than to the second century B.C.

Critical scholars challenged the view that Isaiah was written
by a single author. Many contended that the first thirty-nine
chapters were written by one author in the eighth century
B.C., and the final twenty-six chapters were written in the
post-Exilic period. The reason for this is that there are some
significant differences in the style and content between the
two  sections.  If  this  were  true,  Isaiah’s  prophecies  of
Babylon in the later chapters would not have been predictive
prophecies but written after the events occurred.

With the discovery of the Isaiah Scroll at Qumran, scholars on
both sides were eager to see if the evidence would favor their
position. The Isaiah Scroll revealed no break or demarcation
between the two major sections of Isaiah. The scribe was not
aware of any change in authorship or division of the book.{14}
Ben  Sira  (second  century  B.C.),  Josephus,  and  the  New
Testament  writers  regarded  Isaiah  as  written  by  a  single
author and containing predictive prophecy.{15} The Dead Sea
Scrolls  added  to  the  case  for  the  unity  and  prophetic
character  of  Isaiah.



Inventory of the Scrolls
The following is a brief inventory provided by Dr. Gleason
Archer  of  the  discoveries  made  in  each  of  the  Dead  Sea
caves.{16}

Cave 1 was the first cave discovered and excavated in 1949.
Among the discoveries was found the Isaiah Scroll containing a
well-preserved scroll of the entire book of Isaiah. Fragments
were found from the other Old Testament books which included
Genesis, Leviticus, Deuteronomy, Judges, Samuel, Ezekiel, and
Psalms. Non-biblical books included the Book of Enoch, Sayings
of Moses, Book of Jubilee, Book of Noah, Testament of Levi and
the Wisdom of Solomon. Fragments from commentaries on Psalms,
Micah, and Zephaniah were also discovered.

Cave  2  was  excavated  in  1952.  Hundreds  of  fragments  were
discovered, including remains from the Old Testament books of
Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers, Deuteronomy, Jeremiah, Job, Psalms
and Ruth.

Cave 3 was excavated in 1952. Here archaeologists found the
famous Copper Scrolls. These scrolls contained directions to
sixty-four sites containing hidden treasures located around
Jerusalem. So far, no treasure has been found at the sites
investigated.

Cave 4, excavated in 1952, proved to be one of the most
productive. Thousands of fragments were recovered from nearly
four hundred manuscripts. Hundreds of fragments from every Old
Testament book were discovered with the exception of the Book
of  Esther.  The  fragment  from  Samuel  labeled  4Qsam{17}  is
believed to be the oldest known piece of biblical Hebrew,
dating from the third century B.C. Also found were fragments
of commentaries on the Psalms, Isaiah, and Nahum. The entire
collection of Cave 4 is believed to represent the scope of the
Essene library.



Cave 5 was excavated in 1952 and fragments from some Old
Testament books along with the book of Tobit were found.

Cave  6  excavated  in  1952  uncovered  papyrus  fragments  of
Daniel, 1 and 2 Kings and some other Essene literature.

Caves 7-10 yielded finds of interest for archaeologists but
had little relevance for biblical studies.

Cave  11  was  excavated  in  1956.  It  exposed  well-preserved
copies from some of the Psalms, including the apocryphal Psalm
151. In addition, a well-preserved scroll of part of Leviticus
was  found,  and  fragments  of  an  Apocalypse  of  the  New
Jerusalem, an Aramaic Targum or paraphrase of Job, was also
discovered.

Indeed these were the most ancient Hebrew manuscripts of the
Old Testament ever found, and their contents would soon reveal
insights that would impact Judaism and Christianity.

Notes
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“What Part of the Bible Was
Written in Africa?”
In your article “The Authority of the Bible” you said it was
written on three continents (Africa, Asia and Europe). Where
in the Bible does it say about the continent of Africa?

The first five books of
the Bible (called the Pentateuch) are traditionally held to
have been written by Moses in the Wilderness of Sinai (which
is in the country of Egypt and continent of Africa). Also,
Jeremiah may have written at least some of his book from
Egypt, where he was taken after the fall of Jerusalem to
Nebuchadnezzar.

Shalom,

Michael Gleghorn

© 2006 Probe Ministries
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The  Myth  of  Happily  Ever
After  vs.  A  Biblical
Worldview  Perspective  on
Marriage
Sue Bohlin examines unrealistic expectations that can torpedo
a  marriage  that  should  be  based  on  biblical  worldview
principles.   As  she  examines  these  expectations  from  a
Christian perspective, one begins to understand how they run
counter to the marriage principles contained in the Bible.

Happily Ever After
The wedding of Prince Charles and Lady Diana was one of the
most-watched  romantic  real-life  events  of  the  twentieth
century. Between the legitimate longings of our hearts, and
the way the Disney empire has fed our romantic fantasies for
fairy tales, we are captivated by storybook romance.

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  who  presided  at  the  royal
wedding, gave a marvelous sermon that day. In it he said,
“Here is the stuff of which fairy tales are made, the prince
and princess on their wedding day. But fairy tales usually end
at this point with the simple phrase, ‘They lived happily ever
after.’ This may be because fairy tales regard marriage as an
anticlimax after the romance of courtship. This is not the
Christian view. Our faith sees the wedding day not as a place
of arrival but the place where the adventure begins.”{1}

The  divorce  rate  in  our  culture  is  at  an  all-time  high.
Whatever happened to “happily ever after”? Why is it so hard
to maintain the hopes and dreams that surround a beautiful
wedding with all its promises of love and fidelity, sacrifice
and service?
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Marriage counselors Les and Leslie Parrott have an idea.

In their excellent book Saving Your Marriage Before It Starts,
they suggest four myths that have torpedoed many marriages
because of unrealistic expectations and misconceptions about
what marriage should be. In what follows, we’ll look at four
marriage myths that are the most harmful and most common:

• We expect exactly the same things from marriage.
• Everything good in our marriage will get better.
• Everything bad in my life will disappear.
• My spouse will make me whole.

“For too long,” the Parrotts write, “marriage has been saddled
with  unrealistic  expectation  and  misguided  assumptions.
Liberated from these four myths, couples can settle into the
real world of marriage—with all its joys and sorrows, passion
and pain.”{2}

Many people know that something is wrong but they don’t know
what; and you can’t fix or change something if you don’t know
what’s wrong in the first place. Many of our marriage problems
are due to harmful expectations and beliefs that fly in the
face of “real reality.” One divorce lawyer told the Parrotts
that  the  number-one  reason  people  split  up  is  that  they
“refuse to accept the fact that they are married to a human
being.”{3} In this article we bust the myth of “happily ever
after.”

Myth  #1:  “We  Expect  Exactly  the  Same
Things From Marriage”
When people are in love, it’s easy to assume that the other
person has the same values and expectations as we do. But
every family has its own culture, so to speak, and we tend to
expect life will continue the same way once we’re adults as it
was  while  we  were  growing  up.  One  way  these  differing
expectations play out is in the unspoken rules of each family.



We  are  usually  not  aware  of  our  unspoken  rules  and
expectations until the other person violates them. I recently
heard a great word of wisdom: “Expectations are the mother of
resentments.” How true is that?! When our spouse doesn’t live
up to our unspoken expectations, we can feel frustrated and
irritated,  and  often  we  don’t  even  know  why  we’re  upset
because we don’t know what’s wrong. It’s helpful to think
through “the rules” of one’s family so that unspoken rules and
expectations are brought out into the light of examination.
Here are some rules from various families:

• Don’t ask for help unless you’re desperate.
• Downplay your successes.
• Be invisible.
• Get someone else to do the hard or dirty work.
• Don’t get sick.
• Never get angry.
• Don’t talk about your body.
• Don’t go to bed without cleaning the kitchen.
• Don’t talk about your feelings.
• Never order dessert at a restaurant.
• Don’t ever upset Daddy.

Can you see how these unspoken rules can cause havoc if a
spouse doesn’t know about them?

Another source of mismatched expectations is the unconscious
roles that spouses fall into, the way an actor follows a
script. We inherit expectations about how wives and husbands
act by watching our parents and other adults, and we often
play out those roles the same way unless we choose to change
it. For example, one new husband surprised his wife at dinner
by picking up his empty iced tea glass and tinkling the ice
cubes. His father had always signaled this way to his mother
that he was ready for more tea. The bride was not pleased to
learn that her husband expected to play the role of pampered
king whose every whim was gladly granted!



The  myth  that  “we  expect  exactly  the  same  things  from
marriage” is busted by identifying and talking about unspoken
expectations and unconscious roles. The more openly couples
discuss their differing expectations, the more likely they are
to create a vision of marriage that they can agree on.

Myth  #2:  “Everything  Good  in  Our
Relationship Will Get Better”
Most people, when they fall in love, really believe their love
will last forever because it’s so intense and intoxicating.
It’s  hard  not  to  believe  that  everything  good  about  the
relationship will just continue to get better and better as
time goes on. But reality “is that not everything gets better.
Many things improve in relationships, but some things become
more difficult. Every successful marriage requires necessary
losses, and in choosing to marry, you inevitably go through a
mourning process.”{4}

For some, marriage means giving up childhood. It means giving
up the safety and security of being your parents’ child, and
becoming a full-fledged adult. God makes this statement in
Genesis 2:24 when He says, ” For this reason a man will leave
his father and mother and be united to his wife, and they will
become one flesh.” Marriage means the end of childhood, and
that can feel like a loss to be mourned.

Marriage also “means giving up a carefree lifestyle and coming
to  terms  with  new  limits.  It  means  unexpected
inconveniences.”{5} Marriage means always passing one’s plans
and choices through the filter of “us.” Since “the two become
one,” many of our even mundane life choices impact someone
else. That can feel like a loss to be faced, as well.

The Parrotts write, “By far the most dramatic loss experienced
in a new marriage is the idealized image you have of your
partner. This was the toughest myth we encountered in our
marriage. Each of us had an airbrushed mental picture of who



the other was. But eventually, married life asked us to look
reality square in the face and reckon with the fact that we
did not marry the person we thought we did.”{6}

It is an illusion that the intense romantic thrill of the
beginning of a relationship will last forever. “Debunking the
myth of eternal romance will do more than just about anything
to help . . . build a lifelong happy marriage.”{7} When we get
past the myth of continual bliss with a perfect partner, we
can embrace the reality that we married another flawed and
fallen human being. This is good news, because God only gives
grace for reality, nor for illusion or temporary enchantment.
And this is good news because intimacy is only available with
a real person, not with an idealized image.

Myth #3: “Everything Bad in My Life Will
Disappear”
Remember the story of Cinderella? A poor, mistreated stepchild
who is forced to serve her wicked stepfamily is magically
turned into a beautiful princess. She is rescued by her Prince
Charming and they live . . . all together now . . . “happily
ever after.” And don’t we all long for a Prince Charming or a
beautiful princess to make us happy and wipe away every tear
from our eyes?

The  myth  of  a  “happily  ever  after”  life  is  a  legitimate
longing  of  our  hearts.  We  ache  to  return  to  Eden  where
everything bad in our lives will disappear. God promises that
He will eventually make all things right again, but it doesn’t
happen in marriage between two fallen human beings living in a
fallen world.

Marriage is a glorious institution invented by God, but it
“does not erase personal pain or eliminate loneliness. Why?
Because people get married primarily to further their own
well-being, not to take care of their partners’ needs. The bad
traits and feelings you carried around before you were married



remain with you as you leave the wedding chapel. A marriage
certificate is not a magical glass slipper.”{8}

The Parrotts write, “Getting married cannot instantly cure all
our ills, but marriage can become a powerful healing agent
over time. If you are patient, marriage can help you overcome
even some of the toughest of tribulations.”{9} Perhaps the
biggest  reason  for  this  is  the  amazing  power  of  love.  I
believe  God’s  love  is  the  strongest  healing  agent  in  the
universe. In marriage, He can love us through our spouses; He
can be “Jesus with skin on” to each of us.

A healthy marriage can become a place to wrap up unfinished
business from childhood and deal with unresolved hurts. God
showed me this truth personally. I had experienced a great
deal of rejection in relationships before I met my husband. He
told me that we were married ten years before he could say the
words, “I need to talk to you about something” and I wouldn’t
automatically wince and pull back in fear. Over time, Ray’s
faithful  love  and  acceptance  of  me  healed  the  rejection
wounds.

It’s a myth that everything bad in our lives will disappear
when we say “I do,” but God’s grace is bigger than the myth.
We still live in a fallen world with a fallen spouse, but God
can bring much grace through mutual love.

Myth #4: “My Spouse Will Make Me Whole”
One of the greatest lines in all of movie history belongs to
Tom Cruise in Jerry Maguire where he tells his wife, “You
complete  me.”  It  is  romantic  and  feels  emotionally
satisfying—but  in  reality,  it’s  just  not  true.

Couples who swallow the myth that their spouse will make them
whole are in danger of going to one of two extremes. One is an
unhealthy dependence on the other that the Parrotts term an
enmeshed relationship. They unconsciously make their partner



completely responsible for their well-being. They are like
ticks  that  constantly  attempt  to  suck  life  and  love  and
meaning from their spouse. It is a form of idolatry, because
they are looking to their partner to provide emotional “living
water” that only God can give.

The other extreme is a disengaged relationship of what the
Parrotts call “rugged self-reliance.” These spouses are so
isolated and independent from each other that they function
more like neighbors or business associates than a God-created
union of two souls. The first kind of couple is looking for
wholeness from their partner; the second kind of couple is
looking  for  wholeness  from  within.  It  is  also  a  form  of
idolatry, because they are looking to themselves instead of
God to provide meaning for life.

Neither enmeshed nor disengaged relationships are healthy, and
neither will allow the people in them to experience wholeness.
A  sense  of  wholeness  is  found  in  an  interdependent
relationship where two people with self-respect and dignity
make a commitment to nurture their own spiritual and emotional
growth as well as their partner’s.

Enmeshed relationships are like the capital letter A. They
lean on each other so much that if one moves, the whole
structure falls down. Their security is in another person
instead  of  in  God.  Disengaged  relationships  are  like  the
letter H. Partners stand virtually alone. If one lets go, the
other hardly feels a thing. Interdependent relationships are
like the letter M. They could stand on their own, but they
choose to stay connected to the other out of their fullness,
not out of their emptiness. If one lets go, the other feels a
loss but can recover.

Every marriage is between two broken and fallen people who
cannot  make  each  other  whole.  We  are  called  to  love  and
respect each other, serve and celebrate each other—but only
God can make us whole.



“Happily ever after” may be for fairy tales, but that doesn’t
mean there is no such thing as a happy, rich, fulfilling
marriage.  But  it’s  only  possible  for  those  who  live  in
reality, not in the fantasy of make-believe myths. May God
give us grace to trust Him to walk in truth and not illusion.
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“Who Do You Think You Are to
Decide What is Real in the
Angel World?”
I  don’t  know  much  about  you  or  your  Probe  organization,
however  I  read  the  information  you  passed  off  as  truth
regarding knowledge of angels and how you interpret the posers
[editor’s  note:  maybe  she  means  “possessors”?]  of  angel
knowledge as being from some pit of hell. Where did you get
such authority to decide who is real and who is not in God’s
world? Did he come to you and instruct you personally on these
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matters or is this simply your opinion? I don’t doubt you are
educated in your field, yet the angry tone of your paper left
me feeling you are in need of some relaxation and spiritual
healing–maybe a retreat would help you to gain some insight
into the fact that perhaps you are not the ultimate authority
on God and his angels. I do believe in angels and have had
many situations in my life where their presence is known to me
in a number of ways. If I am open to receive the wisdom and
have faith that God is watching over me, his angels surround
me every moment of the day. The soul or spirit of a human
being was created by the Divine and to think that I have the
corner on God’s messengers’ existence and how to tell what is
which would really be giving me–a mere mortal–an extremely
heavy cross to bear. God loves you, Sue. Try to remember He is
constantly revealing more to us on a daily basis. If your
beliefs are so rigid, you may be missing the ever changing
delight in experiencing this thing called life we are all in
together! Judge not, lest ye be judged and may his angels help
you to understand that God speaks to all of us differently. A
fallen angel is one who thought he knew it all (Satan) and his
ego got him banished. If you have to condemn people on your
web page, you are becoming dangerously close to closing out
the Light. Smile.

Thanks for writing.

Where did you get such authority to decide who is real and
who is not in God’s world? Did he come to you and instruct
you  personally  on  these  matters  or  is  this  simply  your
opinion?

Perhaps someone edited the version you saw, but the one I
wrote was filled with scripture references. My authority is
not my opinion but the Word of God. Who better to teach me–and
anyone else who wants to learn–about God and angels than God
Himself, through His Word?



I don’t doubt you are educated in your field, yet the angry
tone of your paper left me feeling you are in need of some
relaxation and spiritual healing–maybe a retreat would help
you to gain some insight into the fact that perhaps you are
not the ultimate authority on God and his angels.

I appreciate your good wishes for me; however, the angry tone
you see in my article must have been on the receiving end
since there’s no reason to be angry about this subject, nor
was I angry when I wrote it. I do not claim to be the ultimate
authority of God and His angels, but I do claim that the Bible
IS the ultimate authority, and all I did was go to the Bible
to  find  out  what  God  said,  and  then  relate  it  to  our
experiences and what people teach today.

I am so glad there is an ultimate authority outside myself.
What  is  your  authority?  Is  it  your  personal  opinion  and
experience? If that’s the case, how do you know it’s true? How
do you know you’re not being deceived?

I do believe in angels and have had many situations in my
life where their presence is known to me in a number of ways.
if I am open to receive the wisdom and have faith that God is
watching over me, his angels surround me every moment of the
day.

Me too. However, the Bible says there are two kinds of wisdom,
heavenly wisdom and earthly wisdom. How do you know which kind
you are receiving? I can compare the wisdom I receive to God’s
word and know if it’s true, or a lie sent to me by “ugly
angels.” How do you tell the difference between the two kinds
of wisdom?

The soul or spirit of a human being was created by the Divine
and to think that I have the corner on God’s messengers’
existence and how to tell what is which would really be
giving me–a mere mortal–an extremely heavy cross to bear.



You’re right, which is why I rely on the Bible and not my own
opinion.

God  loves  you,  Sue.  Try  to  remember  He  is  constantly
revealing  more  to  us  on  a  daily  basis.

I do experience His leading on a daily basis, but there’s a
difference between this personal leading and the revelation of
new truth, which ended when the Biblical canon was closed.
When people say that God is revealing new truth, red flags go
up  for  me  because  that  truth  often  contradicts  what  He’s
already  said  in  His  Word.  And  THAT  is  the  authority  for
judging this “truth” and “revelation.” Failing to compare this
“revelation” is what makes us vulnerable to the lies of Satan
and the demons.

If your beliefs are so rigid, you may be missing the ever
changing delight in experiencing this thing called life we
are all in together! Judge not, lest ye be judged

Hmmmm. . . . without knowing me, you have judged my experience
of life and called my beliefs rigid because I am confident of
their basis in God’s word. Please remember that words on a
screen or on a page are only part of the story, and your
perception of what I (or any other writer) say is filtered
through your own beliefs and presuppositions.

and may his angels help you to understand that God speaks to
all of us differently.

The Bible tells me that it is the Holy Spirit who teaches
God’s  people,  not  angels.  If  you’re  listening  to  angels’
teachings of “understanding,” how can you be sure you are
listening to holy angels and not unholy angels? And if “God
speaks  to  all  of  us  differently,”  what  do  you  do  with
contradicting messages? They can’t all be right. Somebody’s
lying somewhere in the spirit realm. That’s one of the major



points of my article. We are lied to on a regular basis by
fallen angels who hate us and want to lead us astray. How do
you know which ones they are unless you depend on God’s Word
instead of your own experience and opinion?

A fallen angel is one who thought he knew it all (Satan) and
his ego got him banished. If you have to condemn people on
your web page, you are becoming dangerously close to closing
out the Light. Smile.

There’s a difference between condemning people, and condemning
false teaching and the demonic powers behind it. I hope you
can develop the discernment to tell the difference.

Thank you for sharing your concerns with me. I pray God will
open your eyes to the truth and you will hear His call to be
careful  about  communication  with  angels,  lest  you  be  led
astray.

The Lord bless you and keep you.

Sue Bohlin

Probe Ministries

The  Continuing  Controversy
over Stem Cells: A Christian
View
Dr.  Ray  Bohlin  brings  a  biblical  worldview  to  this
intersection  of  ethics  and  science.   From  a  Christian
perspective, is it right to harvest and destroy embryonic stem
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cells for the hope of possible finding a treatment for some
diseases?

Different Kinds of Stem Cells
Stem  cell  research  grew  into  a  major  issue  in  the  2004
election and will continue to be discussed and argued for
years  to  come  as  research  continues  to  make  progress.
Unfortunately, most people continue to be misinformed about
the real issues in the discussion.

Most articles in the media fail to distinguish between the
different  kinds  of  stem  cells  and  the  different  ethical
questions each of them presents. Several states either already
have or are working to get around federal restrictions on
embryonic stem cell research in order to keep the research
dollars at their state research universities.

So the controversy has far from abated. In order to think our
way through this we will need some basic information. First,
we need to understand some things about stem cells in general
and the types of stem cells available for research.

What are stem cells? Stem cells are specialized cells that can
produce several different kinds of cells in your body. Just
like the stem of a plant will produce branches, leaves, and
flowers, so stem cells can usually produce many different
kinds of cells within a particular tissue.

There are over one trillion cells in your body. Most will only
divide a few times. For instance, when you were born you
basically already had all the brain and neural cells you would
need. As you grew, those cells simply got bigger. However,
other tissues need a constant renewing of cells. The lining of
your intestines, stomach, skin, and lungs constantly slough
old cells and need replacements. Your blood cells constantly
need replacing. In these kinds of tissues, specialized stem
cells continually produce new cells.



There are skin, bone marrow, liver, muscle,
and other types of stem cells in your body.
These are referred to as adult stem cells.
Other common types of stem cells are those
found in umbilical cord blood. Even though
these are fetal tissues, they are referred
to as adult stem cells because they are
already differentiated to a large degree. There are no ethical
difficulties  in  using  these  stem  cells  for  research  and
therapy.

Now, what are embryonic stem cells? Embryonic stem cells exist
only  in  the  earliest  embryo  just  a  few  days  after
fertilization. This is referred to as the blastocyst. The
blastocyst contains a small cluster of identical cells called
the inner cell mass. These cells eventually form the baby and
therefore can produce all the cells of the body. These are
embryonic stem cells (ESC). In order to retrieve them, the
embryo is destroyed.

Here then is the problem. While adult stem cells offer no
ethical difficulties–but are not likely to be as versatile as
embryonic stem cells–embryonic stem cells can only be obtained
by destroying the embryo.

The Promise of Adult Stem Cells
What is the overall hope for stem cells? Why are they so
sought after?

Essentially, it is hoped that stem cells can be used to treat
and  even  cure  diseases  like  diabetes,  Parkinson’s,
Alzheimer’s,  and  brain  and  spinal  injuries.  These  are
primarily degenerative diseases where certain cells no longer
function  as  designed  due  to  genetic  defects  or  injuries.
Generally it has been believed that embryonic stem cells offer
the most hope since we know they can become any cell in the
body.



But embryonic stem cells require the destruction of the embryo
where adult stem cells can be harvested from the individual
that needs to be treated. First, this involves only informed
consent and is ethically non-controversial. Second, since the
person’s own cells are used, there is no chance of rejection
of the cells by the patient’s immune system.

In the last few years important discoveries have been made
concerning certain types of adult stem cells. Essentially, we
have learned that adult stem cells can switch tissues. Bone
marrow stem cells seem to be the most versatile. They have
been coaxed to generate new muscle, neural, lung and other
tissues.

Additionally, we have learned that adult stem cells migrate
throughout the body in the blood. It appears that adult stem
cells are somehow informed of injury in the cell and can
migrate from their source to the injury and begin at least
modest repairs.

In January 2002, a group from the University of Minnesota
announced what they called the ultimate adult stem cell. In
creating an
immortal cell line from bone marrow stem cells, early tests
showed that these stem cells could become either of the three
early tissues in an embryo that eventually lead to all the
cell types of the body. This showed that adult stem cells are
far more versatile then previously believed.

Last year the National Institutes of Health spent $190 million
on adult stem cell research and $25 million on embryonic stem
cell
research.  Clinical  trials  are  already  underway  using  bone
marrow (adult) stem cells for treatment of heart attacks,
liver disease, diabetes, bone and cartilage disease, and brain
disorders. Adult stem cells can even be injected intravenously
in large quantities, and they will migrate to where the injury
is located. With such promise coming from adult stem cells it



is  hard  to  justify  the  use  of  problematic  embryonic  stem
cells.

The Promise and Peril of Embryonic Stem
Cells
Embryonic stem cells have always held the greatest promise for
research and therapies because we know for certain that they
can become any of the over 200 types of cells in the body. All
we needed to do was learn how to control their destiny and
their potential for unlimited growth.

As  mentioned  previously,  the  major  ethical  problem  with
embryonic stem cells is that the early embryo, the blastocyst,
must be
destroyed in order to retrieve these cells. It is my firm
conviction that this earliest embryo is human life worthy of
protection. Once the nucleus from sperm and egg unite in the
newly fertilized egg, a biochemical cascade begins that leads
inevitably to a baby nine months later as long as the embryo
is in the proper environment.

But there are other problems aside from the ethical barrier.
The proper chemical signals to direct stem cells to turn into
the cells you want are unknown. This is certainly the goal of
research.  Human  embryonic  stem  cells  have  been  coaxed  to
differentiate but since nearly all of the experimental work to
date has been done with embryonic stem cells from embryos
leftover  in  fertility  clinics  there  are  immune  rejection
problems. These foreign cells are treated like they were from
an organ donation.

Additionally, these cells are programmed to undergo rapid cell
division. In China a man with Parkinson’s was treated with
human  embryonic  stem  cells  which  turned  into  a  tumor
(teratoma) in his brain that killed him. The power of these
cells is also a source of their peril.



In summary, embryonic stem cells possess uncertain promise.
They require the death of the embryo. All therapies with any
kind of stem cell are experimental and may not work. Right
now, too much is being promised, and coverage in the media has
been biased toward embryonic stem cells and is inaccurate.

When these difficulties and question marks are considered in
the light of the exciting promise of adult stem cells, which
are  already  producing  positive  results  in  human  clinical
trials,  the  pursuit  of  embryonic  stem  cell  research  is
questionable  at  best.  Just  recently  a  major  U.S.  journal
reported that bone marrow stem cells show great promise in
treating the diseased lungs of cystic fibrosis patients.{1} CF
is the most common fatal genetic disorder in the Caucasian
population. Adult stem cells continue to outperform embryonic
stem cells.

Stem Cells and the Last Election
The  first  human  embryonic  stem  cells  were  isolated  from
embryos donated from fertility clinics in 1998. Prior to that,
Congress  had  passed–and  President  Clinton  had
signed–legislation that prohibited the use of federal money
for  the  destruction  or  use  of  human  embryos  for  research
purposes.  This  was  seen  as  worthy  even  for  pro-choice
advocates because no one wanted to go down the road of using
even the earliest human life for research purposes.

When President Bush took office in January 2001, pressure had
already come from the medical research community to revise
this restriction so federal grants could be used to explore
this promising research avenue. Adult stem cells were still
viewed as being too restricted for general research use in
humans. In August 2001, President Bush issued his now famous
compromise
of allowing federal funds to be used to research embryonic
stem cells already isolated from human embryos, but keeping in
place the restriction for using federal dollars for destroying



human embryos to obtain additional cell lines.

The National Institutes of Health estimated that there were
already over sixty human embryonic stem cell lines isolated
around  the  world  that  would  be  available  for  research
purposes. The President was criticized by pro-life advocates
for allowing any federal money for research on embryonic stem
cell lines, and the medical research community criticized the
President for not allowing federal research money for the
creation of new embryonic stem cell lines. If everybody is
unhappy, it sounds like a good compromise!

The  events  of  September  11,  2001  quickly  removed  this
controversy  from  the  public’s  attention,  but  the  2004
presidential  election
brought it back front and center. The Bush administration,
supported by the President’s Council for Bioethics, continued
to argue against federal money for the destruction of embryos.

The Kerry campaign seized what they saw as an opening and
began claiming that they would lift the ban on stem cell
research. They enlisted Ron Reagan to deliver this message at
the  Democratic  National  Convention  in  July,  2004.  Ronald
Reagan had recently passed away from Alzheimer’s, and many
were claiming that embryonic stem cell research could bring a
cure for Alzheimer’s disease.

There  were  several  problems  with  this  message.  First,
President  Bush  never  banned  stem  cell  research.  The
Administration was funding adult stem cell research at about
$190 million a year and embryonic stem cell research at about
$25 million a year. Private money was always legal to use, but
private investors were staying away because of the ethical
problems and the
lack of progress.

Second, researchers had already testified on Capital Hill that
Alzheimer’s was likely not curable by treating the brain with



stem cells since it was considered a whole brain disease and
cell  replacement  would  not  do  much  good.  The  media  just
couldn’t get it right.

The Distortion and the Hype of Embryonic
Stem Cells
Those of us who are opposed to the use of embryonic stem cells
for  research  are  routinely  accused  of  being  hard-hearted
toward those whose maladies can be addressed with stem cell
research. Of course, this is not the case. We fully support
adult stem cell research, but even if adult stem cells prove
problematic in some cases I would still not support embryonic
stem cell research when the embryo must be destroyed to obtain
them.

When we think about saving lives we must count the cost. Is
relieving the symptoms of disease worth the cost of the lives
of  the  weakest  and  most  defenseless  members  of  society?
Treating embryos with careless disregard will lead to further
abuses down the road.

One  of  the  problems  with  embryonic  stem  cells  was  the
possibility of immune rejection. To avoid this, many want to
clone the affected individual and use the embryonic stem cells
from the clone. But this treats the human embryo as a thing, a
clump of cells. The basis of this ethic is strictly “the end
justifies  the  means.”  Even  the  term  “therapeutic”  is
problematic.  The  subject  is  destroyed.

Many try to get around the destruction of the embryo problem
by claiming the blastocyst is just reproductive cells and not
a person. Medical mystery writer Robin Cook gave us an example
in  his  most  recent  thriller,  Seizure.{2}.  In  the  book  a
medical researcher appears before a Senate committee and says,
“Blastocysts have a potential to form a viable embryo, but
only if implanted in a uterus. In therapeutic cloning, they
are never allowed to form embryos. . . . Embryos are not



involved in therapeutic cloning.”{3} Hm!

Later in the epilogue, Cook, who is an MD, says, “Senator
Butler,  like  other  opponents  of  stem-cell  and  therapeutic
cloning research, suggests that the procedure requires the
dismemberment of embryos. As Daniel points out to no avail,
this is false. The cloned stem-cells in therapeutic cloning
are harvested from the blastocyst stage well before any embryo
forms. The fact is that in therapeutic cloning, an embryo is
never allowed to form and nothing is ever implanted into a
uterus.”{4}

Cook  is  greatly  mistaken.  A  1997  embryology  text  states
plainly  that  “The  study  of  animal  development  has
traditionally been called embryology, referring to the fact
that between fertilization and birth the developing organism
is known as an embryo.”{5} So let’s be very careful and pay
attention to what is said. Some are trying to manipulate the
debate by changing the “facts.” We must promote the incredible
success  and  continued  promise  of  adult  stem  cells  while
continuing to spell out the long term peril of embryonic stem
cells.
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understanding?

A Walk on the Slippery Rocks
For many people in our culture today, Edie Brickell and the
New Bohemians got it right: “Philosophy is a walk on the
slippery rocks.” But for some in the Christian community, they
didn’t  go  far  enough.  Philosophy,  they  say,  is  far  more
dangerous than a walk on slippery rocks. It’s an enemy of
orthodoxy and a friend of heresy. It’s typically a product of
wild, rash, and uncontrolled human speculation. Its doctrines
are empty and deceptive. Worse still, they may even come from
demons!

Such  attitudes  are  hardly  new.  The  early  church  father
Tertullian famously wrote:

What has Jerusalem to do with Athens, the Church with the
Academy, the Christian with the heretic? . . . I have no use
for a Stoic or a Platonic . . . Christianity. After Jesus
Christ we have no need of speculation, after the Gospel no
need of research.{1}

Should  Christians,  then,  hate  and  reject  all  philosophy?
Should  we  shun  it,  despise  it,  and  trample  it  underfoot?
Doesn’t the Bible warn us about the dangers of philosophy and
urge us to avoid it? In thinking through such questions, it’s
important  that  we  be  careful.  Before  we  possibly  injure
ourselves with any violent, knee-jerk reactions, we may first
want to settle down a bit and ask ourselves a few questions.
First, what exactly is philosophy anyway? What, if anything,
does the Bible have to say about it? Might it have any value
for the Christian faith? Could it possibly help strengthen or
support the ministry of the church? Are there any potential
benefits that Christians might gain from studying philosophy?
And  if  so,  what  are  they?  These  are  just  a  few  of  the
questions that we want to consider.



But  let’s  begin  with  that  first  question:  Just  what  is
philosophy anyway? Defining this term can be difficult. It
gets tossed around by different people in a variety of ways.
But we can get a rough idea of its meaning by observing that
it comes from two Greek words: philein, which means “to love,”
and sophia, which means “wisdom.” So at one level, philosophy
is just the love of wisdom. There’s nothing wrong with that!

But let’s go further. Socrates claimed that the unexamined
life  was  not  worth  living.  And  throughout  its  history,
philosophy has gained a reputation for the careful, rational,
and  critical  examination  of  life’s  biggest  questions.
“Accordingly,” write Christian philosophers J.P. Moreland and
William Lane Craig, “philosophy may be defined as the attempt
to think rationally and critically about life’s most important
questions  in  order  to  obtain  knowledge  and  wisdom  about
them.”{2}  So  while  philosophy  may  sometimes  be  a  walk  on
slippery rocks, it may also be a potentially powerful resource
for thinking through some of life’s most important issues.

Beware of Hollow and Deceptive Philosophy
In their recent philosophy textbook, Moreland and Craig make
the following statement:

For many years we have each been involved, not just in
scholarly  work,  but  in  speaking  evangelistically  on
university campuses with groups like . . . Campus Crusade for
Christ . . . Again and again, we have seen the practical
value  of  philosophical  studies  in  reaching  students  for
Christ. . . The fact is that there is tremendous interest
among unbelieving students in hearing a rational presentation
and defense of the gospel, and some will be ready to respond
with trust in Christ. To speak frankly, we do not know how
one  could  minister  effectively  in  a  public  way  on  our
university campuses without training in philosophy.{3}



This is a strong endorsement of the value of philosophy in
doing  university  evangelism  on  today’s  campuses.  But  some
might be thinking, “What a minute! Doesn’t the Bible warn us
about the dangers of philosophy? And aren’t we urged to avoid
such dangers?”

In Colossians 2:8 (NIV), the apostle Paul wrote, “See to it
that no one takes you captive through hollow and deceptive
philosophy, which depends on human tradition and the basic
principles of this world rather than on Christ.” What does
this verse mean? Is Paul saying that Christians shouldn’t
study philosophy? Let’s take a closer look.

First,  “the  Greek  grammar  indicates  that  ‘hollow  and
deceptive’ go together with ‘philosophy.’”{4} So Paul is not
condemning  all  philosophy  here.  Instead,  he’s  warning  the
Colossians about being taken captive by a particular “hollow
and deceptive” philosophy that was making inroads into their
church. Many scholars believe that the philosophy Paul had in
mind was a Gnostic-like philosophy that promoted legalism,
mysticism, and asceticism.{5}

Second, Paul doesn’t forbid the study of philosophy in this
verse. Rather, he warns the Colossian believers not to be
taken captive by empty and deceptive human speculation. This
distinction  is  important.  One  can  study  philosophy,  even
“empty and deceptive” philosophy, without being taken captive
by it.

What does it mean to be “taken captive”? When men are taken
captive in war, they are forced to go where their captors lead
them. They may only be permitted to see and hear certain
things,  or  to  eat  and  sleep  at  certain  times.  In  short,
captives are under the control of their captors. This is what
Paul is warning the Colossians about. He’s urging them to not
let their beliefs and attitudes be controlled by an alien,
non-Christian philosophy. He’s not saying that philosophy in
general is bad or that it’s wrong to study philosophy as an



academic discipline.

But doesn’t Paul also say that God has made foolish the wisdom
of the world? And doesn’t this count against the study of
philosophy?

Is Worldly Wisdom Worthless?
In 1 Corinthians 1:20 (NIV) the apostle Paul wrote, “Where is
the wise man? Where is the scholar? Where is the philosopher
of this age? Has not God made foolish the wisdom of the
world?” Some Christians think this passage teaches that the
study of philosophy and human wisdom is both foolish and a
waste of time. But is this correct? Is that really what Paul
was saying in this passage? I personally don’t think so.

We must remember that Paul himself had at least some knowledge
of both pagan philosophy and literature — and he made much use
of reasoning in personal evangelism. In Acts 17 we learn that
while Paul was in Athens “he reasoned in the synagogue with
the  Jews  and  the  God-fearing  Greeks,  as  well  as  in  the
marketplace day by day with those who happened to be there”
(v. 17; NIV). On one occasion he spent time conversing and
disputing with some of the Stoic and Epicurean philosophers
(v. 18). Further, when it suited his purposes, Paul could
quote  freely  (and  accurately)  from  the  writings  of  pagan
poets. In Acts 17:28 he cites with approval both the Cretan
poet Epimenides and the Cilician poet Aratus, using them to
make a valid theological point about the nature of God and man
to the educated members of the Athenian Areopagus. Thus, we
should at least be cautious before asserting that Paul was
opposed  to  all  philosophy  and  human  wisdom.  He  obviously
wasn’t.

But if this is so, then in what sense has God made foolish the
wisdom of the world? What did Paul mean when he wrote this?
The answer, I think, can be found (at least in part) in the



very next verse: “For since in the wisdom of God the world
through its wisdom did not come to know God, God was well-
pleased through the foolishness of the message preached to
save those who believe” (1 Cor. 1:21; NASB). In other words,
as Craig and Moreland observe, “the gospel of salvation could
never  have  been  discovered  by  philosophy,  but  had  to  be
revealed by the biblical God who acts in history.”{6} This
clearly  indicates  the  limitations  of  philosophy  and  human
wisdom. But the fact that these disciplines have very real
limitations in no way implies that they are utterly worthless.
We need to appreciate something for what it is, recognizing
its limitations, but appreciating its value all the same.
Philosophy by itself could never have discovered the gospel.
But this doesn’t mean that it’s not still a valuable ally in
the search for truth and a valuable resource for carefully
thinking through some of life’s greatest mysteries.

In the remainder of this article, we’ll explore some of the
ways in which philosophy is valuable, both for the individual
Christian and for the ministry of the church.

The Value of Philosophy (Part 1)
Moreland and Craig observe that “throughout the history of
Christianity, philosophy has played an important role in the
life of the church and the spread and defense of the gospel of
Christ.”{7}

John  Wesley,  the  famous  revivalist  and  theologian,  seemed
well-aware of this fact. In 1756 he delivered “An Address to
the  Clergy”.  Among  the  various  qualifications  that  Wesley
thought a good minister should have, one was a basic knowledge
of philosophy. He challenged his fellow clergymen with these
questions: “Am I a tolerable master of the sciences? Have I
gone  through  the  very  gate  of  them,  logic?  .  .  .  Do  I
understand metaphysics; if not the . . . subtleties of . . .
Aquinas, yet the first rudiments, the general principles, of



that  useful  science?”{8}  It’s  interesting  to  note  that
Wesley’s passion for preaching and evangelism didn’t cause him
to denigrate the importance of basic philosophical knowledge.
Indeed,  he  rather  insists  on  its  importance  for  anyone
involved  in  the  teaching  and  preaching  ministries  of  the
church.

But why is philosophy valuable? What practical benefits does
it offer those involved in regular Christian service? And how
has it contributed to the health and well-being of the church
throughout history? Drs. Moreland and Craig list many reasons
why philosophy is (and has been) such an important part of a
thriving Christian community.{9}

In the first place, philosophy is of tremendous value in the
tasks of Christian apologetics and polemics. Whereas the goal
of apologetics is to provide a reasoned defense of the truth
of Christianity, “polemics is the task of criticizing and
refuting alternative views of the world.”{10} Both tasks are
important, and both are biblical. The apostle Peter tells us
to always be ready “to make a defense” for the hope that we
have  in  Christ  (1  Pet.  3:15;  NASB).  Jude  exhorts  us  to
“contend  earnestly  for  the  faith  which  was  once  for  all
delivered to the saints” (v. 3; NASB). And Paul says that
elders in the church should “be able both to exhort in sound
doctrine and to refute those who contradict” (Tit. 1:9; NASB).
The proper use of philosophy can be a great help in fulfilling
each of these biblical injunctions.

Additionally, philosophy serves as the handmaid of theology by
bringing clarity and precision to the formulation of Christian
doctrine.  “For  example,  philosophers  help  to  clarify  the
different attributes of God; they can show that the doctrines
of the Trinity and the Incarnation are not contradictory; they
can shed light on the nature of human freedom, and so on.”{11}
In other words, the task of the theologian is made easier with
the help of his friends in the philosophy department!



The Value of Philosophy (Part 2)
Let’s consider a few more ways in which philosophy can help
strengthen and support both the individual believer and the
universal church.

First, careful philosophical reflection is one of the ways in
which human beings uniquely express that they are made in the
image and likeness of God. As Drs. Craig and Moreland observe,
“God . . . is a rational being, and humans are made like him
in this respect.”{12} One of the ways in which we can honor
God’s commandment to love him with our minds (Matt. 22:37) is
to give serious philosophical consideration to what God has
revealed about himself in creation, conscience, history, and
the Bible. As we reverently reflect on the attributes of God,
or  His  work  in  creation  and  redemption,  we  aren’t  merely
engaged in a useless academic exercise. On the contrary, we
are loving God with our minds—and our hearts are often led to
worship and adore the One “who alone is immortal and . . .
lives in unapproachable light” (1 Tim. 6:16; NIV).

But  philosophy  isn’t  only  of  value  for  the  individual
believer;  it’s  also  of  value  for  the  universal  church.
Commenting on John Gager’s book, Kingdom and Community: The
Social World of Early Christianity, Drs. Moreland and Craig
write:

The early church faced intellectual and cultural ridicule
from Romans and Greeks. This ridicule threatened internal
cohesion within the church and its evangelistic boldness
toward unbelievers. Gager argues that it was primarily the
presence of philosophers and apologists within the church
that  enhanced  the  self-image  of  the  Christian  community
because  these  early  scholars  showed  that  the  Christian
community was just as rich intellectually and culturally as
was the pagan culture surrounding it.{13}



Christian philosophers and apologists in our own day continue
to  serve  a  similar  function.  By  carefully  explaining  and
defending the Christian faith, they help enhance the self-
image of the church, increase the confidence and boldness of
believers in evangelism, and help keep Christianity a viable
option among sincere seekers in the intellectual marketplace
of ideas.

Of course, not all philosophy is friendly to Christianity.
Indeed, some of it is downright hostile. But this shouldn’t
cause  Christians  to  abandon  the  task  and  (for  some)  even
calling of philosophy. The church has always needed, and still
needs today, talented men and women who can use philosophy to
rationally declare and defend the Christian faith to everyone
who asks for a reason for the hope that we have in Christ (1
Pet. 3:15). As C.S. Lewis once said, “Good philosophy must
exist, if for no other reason, because bad philosophy needs to
be answered.”{14} These are just a few of the reasons why we
shouldn’t hate philosophy.
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