The Emerging Generation
Kerby Anderson

Kerby Anderson examines the characteristics of the millennial generation and
how pastors, Christian leaders, and the church can reach out to this emerging
generation.

Millennial Generation and Faith
Awhile back USA Today had a front page article on the millennial generation and
faith.{1} It demonstrates that even mainstream newspapers are noticing a
disturbing trend that many of us in the Christian world have been talking about
for some time.
The article started out by saying, “Most young adults today don’t pray, don’t
worship and don’t read the Bible.” Those are conclusions that come not only from
USA Today but from research done by the Barna Research Group, the Pew Forum
on Religion & Public Life, and LifeWay Christian Resources. Although the
numbers differ slightly between groups, they all come to essentially the same
conclusion. This emerging generation is less religious and less committed to the
Christian faith than any generation preceding it.
The LifeWay study concluded that two-thirds (65%) rarely or never pray with
others. Two thirds (65%) rarely or never attend worship services. And two-thirds
(67%) don’t read the Bible or other sacred texts. As you might imagine, their
theology is not orthodox. For example, when asked if Jesus is the only path to

heaven, half say yes and half say no. Not surprisingly, only 17% say they read the
Bible daily.
How important is faith or spirituality to the millennial generation? Apparently, it
isn’t very important. When asked what was “really important in life,” two thirds
(68%) did not mention faith, religion, or spirituality. And that term “spirituality” is
an important one to remember. Almost three-fourths (72%) agree that they’re
more spiritual than religious. This reflects their world. Lots of books, movies, and
Web sites now promote spirituality that is anything but Christian.
Among the two thirds (65%) who call themselves Christians, “many are either
mushy Christians or Christians in name only.” That is the conclusion of Thom
Rainer, president of LifeWay Christian Resources. “Most are just indifferent. The
more precisely you try to measure their Christianity, the fewer you find
committed to the faith.”
This also shows up in behavior and personal morality. This generation is twice as
likely as the baby boom generation to have had multiple sex partners by age
eighteen.{2} Substance abuse and cheating are common. There is a tendency
toward “short-horizon thinking” with a “live today, for tomorrow we die” ethic.
After all, they live in a pop culture with no absolutes that is awash in moral
relativism.
Thom Rainer believes the church needs to take responsibility. He says, “We have
dumbed down what it means to be part of the church so much that it means
almost nothing, even to people who already say they are part of the church.”
It is time for Christian leaders and pastors to get serious about what is happening
to this generation. They need to take note and develop creative ways to reach out
to a generation that has not connected with church and basic Christian doctrine.

Psychological Characteristics
A special report on the millennial generation describes several aspects of what
many are calling the emerging generation in addition to faith.{3}
One characteristic is narcissism. Jean Twenge and Keith Campbell talk about the
“narcissism epidemic” in their book to describe the soaring rates of selfobsession, attention-seeking, and an entitlement mindset among the youth.{4}
They report that narcissistic personality traits have risen as fast as obesity from
the 1980s to the present.
The emerging generation is also uninhibited. They are much more likely than
previous generations to be open about the intimate details of their lives. They are
casual about personal matters and lack understanding of appropriate boundaries
and propriety. They also show disrespect for privacy. They will often post details
online in an exhibitionist manner not found in previous generations. We will talk
about this later when discussing their connectedness through social networks like
Facebook and MySpace.
The emerging generation is overly self-confident. Millennials are rarely told no.
They have also felt special and have inflated expectations of their own abilities
and potential. Part of that optimism comes from the fact that they have rarely
been allowed to fail. They have played in organized sports where everyone gets a
trophy. They go to school where grade inflation is rampant.
The emerging generation is slow to make decisions. This generation is apt to
explore all of the possibilities before making a commitment. This is
understandable. If there is anything we have learned over the years in the social
sciences, it is this: as choice increases, commitment decreases. The more choices
I have, the less committed I will probably be to any one of those choices. In fact, I
might even become more confused with those choices.
Some have argued that this difficulty in making decisions does two things. First, it

causes members of this generation to doubt their own judgments. They live in the
world of uncertainty. Second, it forces them to rely on authority figures to tell
them what to do.{5}
These characteristics of the emerging generation pose a challenge to the church
but one that can be met by those who disciple and mentor them. Biblical teaching
and interaction with members of this generation about their self-image and selfesteem is a key component. We should also be willing to address the complexity of
the world with thoughtful biblical answers.

Social Characteristics
The emerging generation would like to change the world. Six out of ten (60%) say
they feel personally responsible for making a difference in the world.{6} This is
encouraging since there are other surveys that also show this generation to be
isolated and self-focused. The church and Christian leaders may be able to focus
on this desire to change the world in calling for them to become leaders and make
a difference in their communities.
This generation is also driven by pragmatism. They want what works. The positive
aspect of this is that they are focused on results and getting something done. But
the negative part of this is that pragmatism easily can lead to an “end justifies the
means” mentality that can rationalize immoral and unethical actions.
The emerging generation also lives in a world of complexity. David Kinnaman and
Gabe Lyons talk about this in their book, unChristian: What a New Generation
Really Thinks about Christianity.{7} They say those in this generation “relish
mystery, uncertainty, ambiguity. They are not bothered by contradictions.” When
faced with a paradox or questions, they don’t feel the need to rush to find
answers.
Bill Perry, founder of the Recon generational college ministry, explains: “The

established generation is more interested in the bottom line (truth, biblical
worldview, right answers, etc.) and in getting there as quickly as possible. Not so
with the emerging generation. For them, it’s as much the journey as the
destination.”
A fourth characteristic of this generation is most disturbing. They have a negative
view of the church. David Kinnaman and Gabe Lyons describe this in some detail
in their book unChristian. This generation sees themselves as “outsiders.” They
view the church as anti-homosexual, judgmental, political, and hypocritical. They
see born-again Christians in a negative light.
We should not be surprised. Imagine if you grew up in a world where your
perceptions of Christianity were informed by The Simpsons, Comedy Central, and
Saturday Night Live. Imagine if whenever you went to the movies, any character
who was a Christian was always portrayed in a negative light. New stories talk
about scandals in government, scandals in business, and scandals in the church.
It would be very hard to not be cynical about major institutions in society,
including the church.
This is certainly a call for us to live a righteous and authentic life. If we do so, I
believe we can have a positive impact on this emerging generation.

Social Connections
The emerging generation is extremely well connected. This is easily illustrated by
their use of networking sites like Facebook and MySpace. They also value
teamwork, even to the point of showing groupthink. They have lots of
connections, but one wonders how many of these connections would actually be
what most of us would consider to be “friends.” Yes, they are called friends on
these networking sites, but they may actually be fairly superficial.
This leads to another characteristic of this generation. Most in this generation are

lonely. Sean McDowell, in his book Apologetics for a New Generation, calls them
the “loneliest generation” because their relationships are mostly on the surface
and don’t meet the deepest need of their heart.{8} Shane Hipps has a different
term. He calls them “digital natives.” Those in the millennial generation are so
accustomed to mediated interaction that they find face-to-face interaction
increasingly intolerable and undesirable. This is especially true when discussing a
conflict.{9}
The emerging generation multitasks. They are the consummate multitaskers.
Nearly one-third of 8- to 18-year olds say they multitask “most of the time” by
doing homework, watching TV, sending text messages, surfing the Web, or
listening to music. And they do all of this simultaneously.
First, this is dangerous. Researchers have found that talking or texting is much
more dangerous than many of us might even imagine. The Center for Auto Safety
has released hundreds of pages of research documenting the dangerous impact of
cell phone use on America’s highways.{10} Talking or texting while driving is
more dangerous than driving drunk.
Second, it is also relationally damaging. This generation thinks nothing of texting
others while in the presence of other people. As we have just mentioned, they
would rather send a text or e-mail than talk to a person face-to-face.
The emerging generation is overwhelmingly stressed out. One fourth of
millennials feel unfulfilled in life, and nearly half say they are stressed out. This is
twice the level of baby boomers. What is even more disturbing is that most
parents are unaware of how stressed out their children are and how that is
negatively impacting them. One very tragic result of this stress is the suicide rate.
Suicide is the third leading cause of death among 15- to 24-year-olds.

Biblical Perspective
We noted that this is a generation that is narcissistic (2 Timothy 3:1-2) and overly
self-confident. This is where the Bible and the church can provide perspective to a
generation with great expectations and unwarranted confidence. Messages and
Sunday school lessons along with discipleship programs aimed at issues like ego
(Philippians 2:1-10), pride (Proverbs 16:18-19), and envy (Galatians 5:21) would
be important to address some of these characteristics of the emerging generation.
This is a generation that finds it difficult to make decisions. Here is an
opportunity to come alongside members of the emerging generation and provide
them with biblical tools (2 Timothy 2:15) for wise and moral decision-making.
Messages (sermons, lessons) on the importance of commitment and how following
biblical principles concerning life decisions can develop confidence and
responsibility would also be important.
Many in the emerging generation want to change the world. This is an
opportunity for pastors, teachers, and mentors to challenge this generation to
make an impact for Jesus Christ in our world. We should challenge them with the
Great Commission (Matthew 28:19-20).
The emerging generation has a negative view of the church. When the
institutional church has been wrong, we should be willingly to admit it. But we
should also be alert to the fact that sometimes the criticisms we hear are
unjustified. Skeptics might know someone who professes to be a Christian who
they believe is a hypocrite. The person may not really be a Bible-believing
Christian. Or he may not be representative of others in the same church.
We should also be willing to challenge the stereotype skeptics have of
Christianity. If all they know of Christianity is what they see on television or read
in the newspapers, they may not have an accurate view of Christianity.
This generation is also lonely and stressed out. They need to know how to develop

deep, lasting relationships (Proverbs 18:24). They live in a world where
relationships are disposable. It is a world where a “friend” on Facebook can
“delete” them by hitting a key on their computer keyboard. They also need to
learn how to develop friendships without becoming codependent.
They also need to know that a relationship with Christ provides a peace “which
surpasses all comprehension” (Philippians 4:7). They may also need instruction on
practical life issues and learn to develop healthy habits that develop their
physical, emotional, and spiritual dimensions.
Pastors, church leaders, and individual Christians have an opportunity to make a
positive impact on this emerging generation. Hopefully this has given you a better
understanding of this generation and provided practical ideas for ministry.
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unChristian: Is Christianity’s
Image Hurting Christ’s Image?
Byron Barlowe

Byron Barlowe reviews the book unChristian, based on research on what young
people think of evangelicals and born-again Christians: that they’re hypocritical,
judgmental, too political, exclusive. He calls out Christians to improve the reality
behind the image to better reflect Christ.
Section Synopsis: A recent book entitled unChristian: What a New Generation
Really Thinks About Christianity and Why It Matters uncovered overwhelmingly
negative views of evangelicals and born-again Christians, especially among young
generations. In some ways these views are warranted, in some ways they are not,
but Christians do well to take them as a wake-up call for the sake of those God
wants to save and mature.

The meaning of gospel is literally “good news.” The book
unChristian: What a New Generation Really Thinks About
Christianity . . . and Why It Matters{1} is a book of bad news—that
half of those outside the church have a negative perception of
Christianity. And that’s even true of many young people inside the
church.
Evangelical Christians by definition consider Jesus’ charge to present the biblical
gospel message to the world a mandate. Yet many of the very people who they
reach out to are rejecting the messengers. Researchers with the Barna Group
found that a majority today believe that evangelical and born-again Christians are
sheltered from the real world, are judgmental, way too political, anti-homosexual
(to the point of being gay-hating), and hypocritical.
These are widespread perceptions, especially among sixteen- to twenty-nine-yearolds, even those who go to church. To many people, perception is ninety percent
of reality. So whatever your opinion of the study, this is the feeling out there.
Barna’s survey results and commentary have been making a stir through
unChristian since its release in 2007. It’s not a deep theological or philosophical
book. It contains statistical interpretation broken up by commentary from every
stripe of evangelical Christian. It is a sobering cultural assessment that calls out
believers to be more Christlike.
The authors’ applications are not always solidly based. They seem a little
dismissive of valid objections to their analysis and conclusions. Also, confusion
among unchurched respondents about the meaning of the terms “born again” and
“evangelical” leads one to ask, How seriously do we take survey-takers’ critique of
Christians if they don’t even know who or what these Christians are? That is,
many times the people being surveyed couldn’t clearly define what “born-again”
means or what an “evangelical” is, so how much stock should we put in their
criticisms?

Yet, the stats are stark enough to be alarming: of those outside the church, fully
half had a bad impression of evangelicals. Only three percent had a good
impression! Are Christians so bent on moral persuasion that we’re alienating the
lost with a lovelessness that really is unChristian? Or is this just a case of the
unsaved experiencing the gospel as a stumbling block, as Jesus said would
happen? The authors say it’s mainly Christians’ fault; I agree but suspect there’s
more to it.
Here’s a modest proposal: even if respondents were biased or misled, why don’t
we in the church humble ourselves, listen, and change where we need to? In the
spirit of King David, when Shimei cursed him loudly, we may need to simply say,
“Let them critique. The Lord told them to.”
Some question whether perceptions of outsiders should shape the church’s
behavior. Co-authors Kinnaman and Lyons make the case that the church needs to
be thoughtful about our responses to homosexuals, less trusting of political action
as the way to change culture, and more humble and open to people who have not
yet experienced grace. If outsiders feel that we are running a club they’re not
invited to, where is Christ in that? they ask.
According to the authors, “Theologically conservative people are increasingly
perceived as aloof and unwilling to talk.” But those under 30 “are the ultimate
‘conversation generation’.” Those outside church want to discuss issues, but see
Christians as unwilling. Have you recently had a spiritual dialogue with a young
unbeliever? How’d it go?

“Christians Are Hypocritical”
Section Synopsis: unChristian documents a heavy bias against Christians as
hypocritical, a charge which is in part true, admit many. But it’s also an
unavoidable reality of a grace-based religion, which if explained, goes a long way
towards mitigating the charge and explaining the gospel message.

One overwhelming opinion among the survey group is that Christians are
hypocrites and this keeps people away from church.
In fact, the survey on which the book is based reveals blatant legalism among
believers, that the top priority of born-again Christians is, “doing the right thing,
being good, and not sinning.” This do-your-best value topped biblical values like
“relationships, evangelism, service and family faith.” In another survey, four out
of five churchgoers said that “the Christian life is well described as, ‘trying hard
to do what God commands’.” {2} Such a primary focus on lifestyle and sinmanagement as a measure of spirituality leads to what they call a “false pretense
of holiness,” that is, hypocrisy.{3} It’s often like we Christians are living for
others’ approval and forgetting about grace.
This isn’t lost on younger generations. “Like it or not, the term ‘hypocritical’ has
become fused with young peoples’ experience of Christianity,” say the
authors.{4} Eighty-five percent of “outsiders” and half of young churchgoers say
so. The book offers story after painful story of sometimes breathtaking hypocrisy
based on lengthy interviews. This adds weight to the conclusions drawn by
Kinnaman and Lyons. The research was not simply based on surveys
(quantitative) but also on in-depth interviews (qualitative).
There may be a silver lining here. The charge of hypocrisy offers a handy starting
point for turning around negative perceptions and explaining grace. Pastor and
author Tim Keller admits that we Christians actually are often hypocritical and
need to be humble about it. Unrepentant hypocrites don’t admit mistakes, so we
immediately challenge a perception by owning up to it.
But the other unavoidable fact is that non-Christians assume we are trying to live
like Jesus to get into heaven, like the good-works motivation of other religions and
cults. So, when they find out we’re not perfect people, they critique us as
hypocrites. In contrast, an old saying captures the biblical worldview: “The
Church is a hospital for sinners, not a museum for saints.”{5} Unbelievers simply

cannot understand this; we have to be patient with that, says Keller.
You could respond to the accusation of hypocrisy like this: “I have a relationship
with Christ not because I’m good but precisely because I am not good. He rescued
me from myself and the ruin I was causing. But He’s changing me. I’m still a
mess, but I’m God’s mess.”
In an age of Internet image-making and advertising, young outsiders are cynical
about finding anybody who’s genuine. Christians need to genuinely repent of
hypocrisy. Meanwhile, we can explain that grace means our imperfections are
covered by God during the process of spiritual transformation. Maybe outsiders
will opt for grace once they see more of it.

“Christians Hate Homosexuals”
Section Synopsis: Evangelical and born-again Christians today have a welldeserved but understandable reputation as anti-gay, but attitudes can go so far as
being gay-hating. Balancing conviction about the broader gay agenda and the
personal sin of homosexuality with a humble compassion for gay individuals who
are made in God’s image is key, especially as we model for younger believers.
The guys in my Bible study group were discussing gay marriage and the
upcoming elections. The lively banter stopped when I dropped a bomb. “You
know,” I said, “when most non-Christians under thirty-years-old find out we’re
evangelicals, we may as well be wearing a sandwich board emblazoned with ‘God
hates gays.’” I’d been reading unChristian, and it was sobering.
According to the authors, if we’re raising kids to “shun their peers who are
‘different,’ we are actually limiting their . . . spiritual influence” and may lead
them to question their own faith.{6} Why? Because they’ll probably have friends
who identify as gay and other sexual identities. As Probe colleague Kerby
Anderson says, “One of the biggest challenges for churches and individual

Christians who reach out to homosexuals is keeping two principles in proper
tension: biblical convictions and biblical compassion.”{7}
An emerging adult generation accepts homosexuality, often without thinking,
even those who grew up in church. Only one-third of churched young people
believe homosexuality to be a “major problem.”
And, only a small percentage of young adults “want to resist homosexual
initiatives” in society. This is alarming, given America’s softening of sexual
morals, mainstreaming of gay culture and the redefinition of marriage. But the
issue addressed in unChristian is that in our battle against a few agenda-driven
radicals, we’ve regularly forgotten that our fight is not with same-sex strugglers,
but with unbiblical ideas.{8} We’re called to love, not condemn, the people made
in God’s image who are caught up in sin, even while we stand up as Christian
citizens.
Barna’s survey shows just how unbiblical self-identified Christians can be. Over
half said homosexuality was a problem, but only two out of six hundred people
said anything about love or “being sympathetic” as a potential solution. A mere
one percent say they pray for homosexuals! “We need to downgrade the
importance of being antihomosexual as a ‘credential,’” of our commitment to
Christ, say the authors.{9} That is, we need to repent if we believe that it’s a
spiritual badge of honor to be anti-gay.
If a certain brand of sin is disgusting to us, why should that get in the way of
communicating the love of a forgiving God? We need to keep in mind that all sin is
disgusting to God, even our pet sins. This is the kind of challenge the book
unChristian does well. Yet, scant mention is made of the greater consequences of
sexual sins, including sickness and the desperate need for repentance and
recovery among same-sex practitioners. Perhaps that would have been off-point
for this book.
Kinnaman observes that younger generations are “hard-wired for relational

connections” and view the church’s lack of spiritual solutions as uncaring and
insincere. If we lose our audience due to heartlessness it won’t matter how much
truth we proclaim.

“Christians Are Judgmental”
Section Synopsis: “Christians are judgmental” is an accusation coming from
young people inside and outside the Church today. Believers need to learn to
retain the biblical mandate to judge the fruits of ideas and behaviors while going
out of our way not to condemn people who’ve never (or seldom) experienced
God’s grace.
One of the most troubling perceptions that a watching world has of “born agains”
and “evangelicals”, especially among the under-thirty crowd, is that we are
judgmental. The book unChristian cites findings that ninety percent of “outsiders”
believe this. More than half of young churchgoers agree!
It’s not compromise to graciously work with disagreements. Sometimes the need
to be right and “stay right” cancels out the truth we’re trying to defend. To use
the old saying, “People don’t care how much you know until they know how much
you care.” This seems to be the main finding the research revealed.
The authors credit young generations with insightfulness into peoples’ motives
since they’ve been endlessly targeted by marketing, lectures, and sermons. (Most
have spent time in church, by the way.) They don’t want unsolicited advice, say
the authors. But that makes them resistant, not unreachable. Another factor is
that younger generations reject black-and-white views. “They esteem context,
ambiguity, and tension. . . . How we communicate [to them] is just as important as
what we communicate,” according to the book. {10} One popular author is seeing
fruit among younger people by focusing on God Himself as the original
community, the Trinity, and giving credence to our need for community.{11}

Well, aren’t unbelievers the ones judging believers? Aren’t Christians just
standing up to sin? In-depth interviews showed that many respondents “believe
Christians are trying . . . to justify feelings of moral and spiritual
superiority.”{12} My opinion is this: If we think we’re better, we need to revisit
Amazing Grace! Arrogance is the charge; are you guilty of it? I know I’ve been.
What does it mean to be judgmental? People are stumbling over stuff like this:
• Judgmentalism doesn’t stop to ask why people do the things they do and why
they are the way they are. That is, it just doesn’t care.
• Judgmental minds see everything in terms of rules kept or rules broken.
• A judgmental heart maintains the us-them dichotomy, keeping people at a
distance from us. Holding people in contempt is easier when we lump them
into categories.
• The core belief of a judgmental spirit is, “I’m right and I’m better.”
It’s true, the worldview of young generations in America has shifted in recent
years to include a “do-it-yourself” morality and this is deeply troubling. Youth
apologist Josh McDowell notes that seniors have the emotional maturity of
freshmen today. Many suffer from broken families.{13} Still, an entire
generation—churched and many formerly-churched—doubts our motives. Yes,
they are judging us! But if our attitudes truly are stiff-arming people, shouldn’t we
start sympathetically inviting them into God’s fellowship?
Christ-followers have a very hard time distinguishing between judging people and
judging what they do. Scripture teaches us clearly not to condemn people to hell.
Paul the Apostle taught that he didn’t even judge himself, much less outsiders.
Yet we are told to judge fruits, which consist of what people do. That way, we
know if we’re dealing with an unbelieving person, a confused believer or a mature
disciple of Christ. If an unbeliever commits sin, we can see from it how to minister

to them.
We church folks say, “Love the sinner, hate the sin.” Those studied said they
experience hate of the sin and the sinner. Much of church peoples’ discomfort and
judgmentality stems from cultural and generational sources. If something like
tattoos gets in the way of a Christlike response, maybe we need to take a fresh
look at our attitudes.

How Can True Christians Constructively
Respond?
Section Synopsis: Repairing a damaged image is a worthy goal for Christians so
that critics can see Christ instead of negative stereotypes. We can tear down
stereotypes by being Christlike and then we have a chance to tear down deeper
misconceptions about God, the Bible, and faith.
The panhandler touched Dave’s heart with his honest appeal. “I just want a
burger.” Throughout the meal, Dave talked with him, finding out about his life
and views. He didn’t try to cram the gospel in or argue. Dave later overheard the
man say to his homeless companion, “Hey that guy’s a Christian and we actually
had a conversation.” Dave wondered what kind of negative interactions with
Christians from the past prompted that response!
The authors of unChristian uncovered a low public opinion of evangelicals and
born-again Christians among outsiders. They may be biased, but it’s helpful to
know what people think.
One of the most important ministries you can have these days is to tear down
negative stereotypes of Christ-followers simply by being Christlike. That may set
the stage for tearing down myths and lies about God, the Bible, and Christianity.
We need to seek common ground to begin a dialogue with those outside the faith.

We all respond to agreement better than arguments, so affirming is a good start
towards persuading. I recently saw a bumper sticker on the truck of a worker. It
said in effect, “Jesus loves you but I think you’re a jerk”, although in more colorful
language! After I chuckled about how God loves “jerks” like me, we spent fortyfive minutes discussing his views, mostly on God and religion.
At one point, he proclaimed, “I like to think of God as feminine.” I explored his
reasons, which included the presence of beauty in the world. I affirmed that
observation far as I could and expanded his thinking. I said, “What if God is so big
and complete that He embodies perfect femininity and masculinity?” The door
opened wider. But what if I’d acted offended by the cuss word on the sticker or
been put off by his distorted theology? I’m sure he would have been put off and
the conversation would have been aborted.
Again, we also need to admit mistakes and problems, say the authors. Youth today
emphasize “keepin’ it real,” being genuine. “Transparency disarms an image-iseverything generation.”{14}
Lastly, the authors urge us to respond with truth and love to gays and their
friends. Speaking out against homosexual sin and harmful politics may be our
role. At the same time, Kerby Anderson points out that Christians “should lovingly
welcome those who struggle with homosexual temptations and dedicate
[ourselves] to meet the emotional and spiritual needs of” homosexual
strugglers.{15}
Our tone of voice, demeanor and facial expression are much more important than
we think. As Tim Keller says, “You actually have to embody a different kind of
Christian than the ones that they’ve known in the past or they’re simply not going
to listen to what you’re saying.”{16}
Notes
1. David Kinnaman and Gabe Lyons, unChristian: What a New Generation Really

Thinks About Christianity…And Why it Matters (BakerBooks: Grand Rapids, MI,
2007).
2. David Kinnaman and Lyons, 51
3. Ibid, 49.
4. Ibid, 42. 5. Timothy Keller, The Reason for God: Belief in an Age of Skepticism
(Dutton/Penguin Group, New York, New York: 2008), 54.
6. Kinnaman and Lyons, 99.
7. Kerby Anderson, A Biblical Point of View on Homosexuality (Harvest House:
Eugene, Oregon, 2008), 82.
8. Ephesians 6:12 (NASB). See: www.BibleGateway.com.
9. Kinnaman and Lyons, 105.
10. Ibid, 183.
11. Tim Keller, interviewed by Ed Stetzer, researcher, blogger and host of Inside
Lifeway,
posted
April
24,
2008,
lifeway.edgeboss.net/download/lifeway/corp/IL_Evangelism_and_Keller.mp3.
12. Kinnaman and Lyons, 182.
13. Josh McDowell, as quoted by Charlie Mack, staff representative of Faculty
Commons (Campus Crusade for Christ) in a PowerPoint® presentation presented
to professors at Michigan State University, Spring, 2008.
14. Kinnaman and Lyons, 56.
15. Kerby Anderson, 83-84.
16. Keller, “Inside Lifeway” interview.
© 2009 Probe Ministries International

Satan
Kerby Anderson

What does the Bible say about Satan, and what do Christians believe about him?
Not only is this an important biblical doctrine, but it has also been used to
determine if someone has a biblical worldview. Kerby Anderson explains the
basics about Satan, how he catches us in his snares, how to resist his temptations.

The Barna Group has found that a very small
percentage of born again Christians have a biblical worldview. They define a
“biblical worldview” as having the following six elements: “The Bible is totally
accurate in all of the principles it teaches; Satan is considered to be a real being
or force, not merely symbolic; a person cannot earn their way into Heaven by
trying to be good or do good works; Jesus Christ lived a sinless life on earth; and
God is the all-knowing, all-powerful creator of the world who still rules the
universe today.”{1}

Various surveys (including the Barna surveys) show that many Christians think
that belief in Satan is optional. After all, they argue, if I believe in Jesus that is
enough. But if you believe that Jesus was God then you have to believe that Satan
exists. Satan is mentioned in the Gospels twenty-nine times. And in twenty-five of
those references, Jesus is the one talking about Satan.

It is also worth noting that Satan is mentioned many other times in
the Bible. Satan is referred to in seven Old Testament books and every New
Testament writer talks about Satan. Belief in Satan is not optional.
When Satan is discussed in the New Testament, he is identified by three titles.
These three titles describe his power on earth and his influence in the world:
1. Ruler of the world – Jesus refers to Satan as “the ruler of this world” (John
12:31; 14:30; 16:11). This means that he can use the elements of society, culture,
and government to achieve his evil ends in this world. That doesn’t mean that
every aspect of society or culture is evil. And it doesn’t mean that Satan has
complete control of every politician or governmental bureaucrat. But it does mean
that Satan can use and manipulate the world’s system.
2. God of this world – Paul refers to Satan as “the god of this world” who “has
blinded the minds of the unbelieving so that they might not see the light of the
gospel of the glory of Christ, who is the image of God” (2 Corinthians 4:4). Satan
sets himself up as a false god to many. His power over religion and the ability to
promote false religions keeps people from know the true gospel.
3. Prince of the air – Paul reminds Christians that they were dead in their
trespasses and since in which they “formerly walked according to the course of
this world, according to the prince of the power of the air.” Satan is the prince of

the air and thus controls the thoughts of those in the world system. The Bible
says: “The whole world lies in the power of the evil one” (1 John 5:19). So we
should not be surprised that we find ourselves in the midst of spiritual warfare.

How Did Satan Fall?
The Bible doesn’t say much about Satan and his fall. There are two passages in
Scripture that many believe does describe Satan’s fall but not all theologians are
convinced. These passages are Ezekiel 28:11-19 and Isaiah 14:12-19.
Ezekiel predicts the coming judgment of the Gentile nations and refers to “the
prince (or leader) of Tyre” and then later to “the king of Tyre.” These do not seem
to be the same person. The first is obviously the earthly leader of the city Tyre.
Ezekiel is predicting his ultimate downfall and the destruction of his kingdom.
The person referred to as the “king of Tyre” seems to be a different person. He
has “the seal of perfection” and was “blameless.” He is described as “full of
wisdom and perfect in beauty.” It also says that he was “in Eden, the garden of
God.”
It appears that the “king of Tyre” describes Satan who was serving God as an
angel. The passage further says that Satan was “lifted up” because of his beauty
which many commentators suggest mean that he was the greatest of all of God’s
creations. But he sinned. This passage says “you sinned” and “you corrupted your
wisdom by reason of your splendor.”
Another passage that appears to be talking about Satan is where the prophet
Isaiah is predicting that God will bring judgment against Babylon. The first part of
chapter 14 (verses 1-11) is directed at the king of Babylon. But many theologians
and commentators believe that the subject changes in the next section (verses
12-19) because it focuses on the “star of the morning.”

It worth mentioning that the “star of the morning” in verse 12 could just as easily
be translated “the shining one.” That connects with Paul’s statement that Satan is
an “angel of light” (2 Corinthians 11:14). The passage also says that he has “fallen
from heaven.” It seems like we are not talking about the Babylonian king but
actually talking about Satan.
If this passage is talking about Satan, then it tells us more about his motivations
that led to his fall. Five times in this passage we see the phrase “I will.” He is
prideful and wants to achieve a position “above the stars of God” (Isaiah 14:13).
He also sought to be “like the Most High” (Isaiah 14:14). And he wanted to “sit on
the mount of assembly in the recesses of the north” (Isaiah 14:13). Each of these
desires tells us more about his motivations.
From this passage we discover three things about Satan. First, Satan wanted to
be superior to creation. Second, Satan wanted to be superior to the Creator.
Third, Satan wanted a superior place to rule all of creation.{2}

What Do We Know About Satan’s Character?
The Bible tells us a great deal about Satan through the various names that are
given to him. Let’s begin by looking at the name “Satan.” In Hebrew the name
means “adversary.” He is opposed to God and His plans. And Satan is also
opposed to God’s plan in our lives. If we are to be successful in spiritual warfare,
we must understand that he is our adversary. This characteristic of Satan is
significant. The Old Testament uses this name for him eighteen times, and it is
used thirty-four times in the New Testament.
Another common name for Satan is “the devil.” This name in the Greek is diabolos
and is derived from the verb meaning “to throw.” The Devil throws accusations
and lies at us. This is a significant part of spiritual warfare. He accuses believers
while he slanders and defames the name of God. This name occurs thirty-six times
in the New Testament.

There is one passage in the New Testament that uses both of these names for
Satan. Peter warns believers about Satan who is an “adversary” and “the devil”
who is on the prowl like roaring lion (1 Peter 5:8). He is a formidable adversary
that believing Christians should not take lightly.
Satan is also known as the “tempter.” He tempts us to follow him and his evil
ways rather than follow God’s plan for our lives. When he appears to Jesus in the
wilderness, he is referred to as the tempter (Matthew 4:3). Also, Paul refers to
Satan as “the tempter” (1 Thessalonians 3:5) and thus illustrates one of the key
characteristics of Satan: he tempts humans to sin.
A related name is “serpent.” Satan took the form of a serpent to tempt Adam and
Eve in the Garden of Eden (Genesis 3). Paul talks about Satan tempting Eve due
to his subtle tempting and craftiness (2 Corinthians 11:3).
In addition to tempting believers, Satan is referred to as the “accuser of the
brethren” (Revelation 12:10).
Satan is also called “the evil one” both by Jesus (John 17:15) and John (1 John
5:18-19). Satan can control the world system, but believers are given the power to
resist his temptations and evil designs. Satan is the source of much of the evil in
the world, and that is why believers must reckon with his impact and content with
spiritual warfare.
We also see his power in the names that describe his dominion. He is described as
“the god of this world” in 2 Corinthians 4:4. He is also called “the prince of the
world” (John 14:30) and “the prince of the power of the air” (Ephesians 2:2). And
he is known as “the ruler of the demons” in Matthew 12:24.

How Are We Caught in the Snares of Satan?
The Bible teaches that Satan can capture our minds and divert us from God’s

purpose. This is called a snare. In certain biblical passages (for example, Psalm
124), we read about fowlers and the use of snares. They would capture birds by
spreading a net on the ground that was attached to a trap or snare. When the
birds landed to eat the seeds spread out, the trap would spring and throw the net
over the birds.
A snare could be anything Satan uses that entangles us or impedes our progress.
It could be roadblock or it could be a diversion. A wise and discerning Christian
should be alert for these snares that can prevent our effectiveness and even ruin
our testimony.
The character of Satan gives us some insight into his methods and techniques.
James gives us a perspective on this by telling us that when we are tempted we
should not blame God. Instead we should understand the nature of temptation
and enticement. “But each one is tempted when he is carried away and enticed by
his own lust. Then when lust has conceived, it gives birth to sin; and when sin is
accomplished, it brings forth death” (James 1:14-15).
James shows that temptation toward sin in usually a process rather than a single
act. We are tempted and then carried away and enticed by our own lust. Like a
fisherman who tries to catch a fish using bait, Satan tries to entice us by placing
before us something that will cause us to be carried away. Then when lust has
conceived, we do it again, and eventually experience death.
Satan is not only the tempter, but he is a subtle deceiver “who deceives the whole
world” (Revelation 12:9). Jesus warned that there will be “false Christs and false
prophets” who will “show great signs and wonders.” They will be so convincing
that they “shall deceive the very elect” (Matthew 24:24).
Paul teaches that Satan disguises himself as an “angel of light” and his demons
transform themselves as “ministers of righteousness” (2 Corinthians 11:14-15).
Satan’s main strategy is to lie. Jesus said concerning Satan, “When he speaks a
lie, he speaks from his own resources, for he is a liar and the father of it” (John

8:44). Paul prays that Christians would “no longer be children, tossed to and fro
and carried about by every wind of doctrine, by the trickery of men, in cunning
craftiness of deceitful plotting” (Ephesians 4:14).

How Did Jesus Resist the Temptations of Satan?
How can we resist Satan’s temptations? We can learn some valuable lessons
about how to deal with spiritual warfare by watching how Jesus was able to resist
the temptations of Satan (Matthew 4; Mark 1; Luke 4) in the forty-day
Temptation. The Bible records three attempts by Satan to get Jesus to act
independently of His Father’s will for Him.
1. Challenged God’s provision – Satan first challenged Jesus to turn stones into
bread (Matthew 4:3). The Bible tells us that Jesus was very hungry after fasting
for forty days. While Jesus had the power to do so, He resisted because it was His
Father’s will that he fast in the wilderness for forty days and forty nights.
Instead Jesus quotes a portion of Deuteronomy 8:3 back to Satan. “But He
answered and said, ‘It is written, man shall not live on bread alone, but on every
word that proceeds out of the mouth of God’” (Matthew 4:4).
2. Challenged God’s protection – Satan next took Jesus into “the holy city and had
Him stand on the pinnacle of the temple” (Matthew 4:5). He then commanded
Jesus to throw Himself down in order for the angels to protect Him. In other
words, Satan wanted Jesus to take His protection into His own hands and no
longer trust in God’s protection. Notice that Satan even quotes Scripture (Psalm
91) to Jesus (Matthew 4:6) in order to tempt Him.
Jesus, however, quotes a portion of Deuteronomy 6:16 back to Satan. “Jesus said
to him, ‘On the other hand, it is written, you shall not put the Lord your God to
the test”” (Matthew 4:7).

3. Challenged God’s dominion – Satan then took Jesus “to a very high mountain
and showed Him all the kingdoms of the world and their glory” (Matthew 4:8).
And he said to Him, “All these things I will give You, if You fall down and worship
me” (Matthew 4:9). Satan would give Jesus rule and dominion over all that the
world could provide if he were turn away from His mission to save mankind and
worship Satan.
Notice that Jesus did not challenge Satan’s claim that he had the kingdoms of the
world to give to Him. After all, Satan is the “prince of this world” (John 12:31).
But instead Jesus said to him, “Go Satan! For it is written, you shall worship the
Lord your God and serve Him only” (Matthew 4:10).
As believers we should remind ourselves that Satan is a defeated foe. Jesus tells
us that “the ruler of this world has been judged” (John 16:11). But his influence is
still felt. Jesus also refers to Satan as “the ruler of this world” (John 12:31). John
tells us that “The whole world lies in the power of the evil one” (1 John 5:19). And
Peter reminds us that “the Devil walks about like a roaring lion, seeking whom he
may devour” (1 Peter 5:8). The good news is that “greater is He who is in you
than he who is in the world” (1 John 4:4).
Notes
1. “Barna Survey Examines Changes in Worldview Among Christians over the
Past 13 Years,” March 2009, www.barna.org.
2. You can find more information about Satan, demons, angels, and spiritual
warfare in my book A Biblical Point of View on Spiritual Warfare (Eugene, OR:
Harvest House Publishers, 2009).
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The Professor: Why Are You a
Christian? – When Challenged, Can
You Defend Your Faith in Christ
Dr. Ray Bohlin

Are our adults ready to give a defense of the gospel? When challenged, can they
give a reasonable explanation of their faith? Dr. Bohlin presents a sobering view
of this question based upon years of experience questioning high school and
college-age students on the basis for their belief in Christ. By exposing their lack
of cogent answers to questions they may be asked, he challenges them to spend
time exploring the questions and developing biblical worldview-based answers.

The Professor
Over the last ten years, I have used a very effective technique to help teens
realize their unpreparedness for the step toward college. It seems our young
people are heading into public and even Christian colleges thinking they are
ready for the challenge to their faith that higher learning can be.

Probe Ministries has sponsored a college prep conference since 1991 that
was designed to help young people gain some insights and even some knowledge
on how to address the intellectual challenges that college will provide.
If you remember the thousands of college radicals who protested and picketed in
the ‘60s and ‘70s, they found their push for change was not very effective.
Instead, many of them stayed in college, obtained Masters Degrees and PhDs.
After all, it was easier than getting a real job! As a result, they are now your
children’s professors!
The college campus was an anti-Christian breeding ground several decades ago
and now it is even worse. Christianity is not so much openly mocked as it is
marginalized and deemed a false and mischievous mythology.
If you haven’t already heard some of these statistics, you need to hold onto your
hat.
In 2007, LifeWay surveyed 23- to 30-year-olds and found that seventy percent had
taken at least a one year break from church during their college years.{1} Now,
almost two-thirds of these return to some level of church attendance, but mainly
to please family or friends who encouraged them to return. That means that most
of our churched youth are making many of their life decisions, including marriage
and career, apart from a church context. Even many who return carry numerous
scars from bad choices during those years.{2}
With this statistical background, it’s plain our young people need some
preparation before going on to college or the military. But as most parents of
teens know, just telling them they need this is less than likely to be convincing.
Enter the Professor. The technique I mentioned at the beginning is to
impersonate an atheistic college professor doing research on the religious beliefs
of young people. Sometimes the students know I am playing a role with them, but
occasionally I play the professor and the students are none the wiser.

A Simple Question
When I step to the front of the room, I introduce myself as Professor Hymie
Schwartz (a name borrowed from my late colleague Jerry Solomon who played
this role far better than I do). I tell the group that, since I am conducting research
on the religious beliefs of young people, their youth pastor, counselor, principal,
teacher—whatever, has allowed me to visit with them.
I begin the conversation something like this: “Since this is a church or Christian
school I presume you are all Christians. Is anyone not a Christian?” Of course no
one raises their hand. But I am always aware that some may indeed not be
believers and may not appreciate my questioning so I am always paying attention.
At this point I simply call on someone, usually someone who isn’t really paying
attention or is engrossed in conversation with a neighbor. “You! Are you a
Christian?” No one has ever answered no. Upon receiving an affirmative answer,
with hands casually stuck in my pockets, I demand, “Why?”
Students are paying attention now. This is for real. Now consider my question for
yourself. If Peter warns us to always be ready to give an answer to anyone who
asks to give a defense for the hope that we have, this is a pretty basic question. In
our highly secular culture, if someone finds out you’re a Christian, they may
indeed ask you why. Peter says you ought to have an answer.
But this simple question why is usually something our young people, and even
their parents, have never really considered. Their Christian faith is certainly
something they would claim is central to their lives, but the dumbfounded looks
on their faces tells me repeatedly that this question is a new one.
It’s usually about this time that any parents sitting in the back are suddenly quite
relieved I’m not talking to them!
By asking such questions, I can get them pretty riled up and confused. The point

is not to have fun but to help them see that they need to be prepared and think a
little about why Christianity is important to them and why they think it’s true.

“I Asked Jesus into My Heart!”
Having their Christianity questioned usually comes as a surprise and even shock.
Rather than directly answering the question, they try to tell me how they became
a Christian. It usually takes the form of confidently saying they asked Jesus into
their heart.
The professor quickly fires back, “You asked Jesus into your heart?! That sounds
pretty gross, really. What’s he doing in there with all that blood? Yuck!” That
always gets a surprised reaction and a little befuddlement. The student typically
tries to recover by saying something like, “No, I mean it’s like I trusted Jesus as
my Savior.”
Again the professor will fire back quickly with a question like, “Why did you do
that?” or “Savior? What did you need saving from?” I think you can see where this
is going. It really is not difficult to pick something from what he or she said and
challenge it. I either pretend I don’t understand what they said, forcing them to
better explain themselves (which is rare), or I deliberately ask them why they
think that way, or how they know that.
In answer to “How do you know that?” I am often told that “It says so in the
Bible!” They usually can’t tell me where the Bible says that. I also ask if the Bible
is true, and they say it is. But when I ask, “How do you know it’s true?” the blank
stare reemerges.
Sometimes a student will say, “Because it’s the word of God!” Now I can really
dig a little deeper. In response to further questioning, they usually can’t tell me
where the Bible says it’s the Word of God nor can they tell me why the Bible is
different from The Book of Mormon or the Qur’an. If there is a youth pastor or

chaplain present there is usually an embarrassed look on their face or a head
buried in their hands.
By this time the class is very tense and full of nervous laughter. When I reach a
dead end with a student—for instance when they say, “I don’t know” with a very
resigned and defeated voice—I look for one of the laughing students and ask,
“What about you?” Of course that gets everybody’s attention again and off we go.
While I admit I have a little fun playing this role, it never ceases to break my
heart at how ill-prepared our young people are to follow Peter’s advice to always
be prepared with an answer. I have yet to find a student in ten years who is
willing and able to go toe-to-toe with the professor.

“You’re a Narrow-Minded, Self-Righteous Bigot!”
Here are three other directions our conversations have frequently taken.
When I have challenged students to tell me why they think or believe Christianity
is true, some will turn to their own subjective experience. Technically, there is
nothing wrong with this, specifically when speaking to a Christian audience. But
someone who doesn’t even believe in God will frequently find ways to truly make
fun of this element.
A student may describe that Jesus speaks to them in their prayer time, to which I
quickly ask what His voice sounds like or how they know it was Jesus and not
indigestion. The blank stares usually resume at this point. We have become so
comfortable in our Christian bubble sometimes that we frequently don’t see how
unintelligible our language is to those outside the community of faith. It’s tough to
share the gospel that way.
Sometimes a student will interject that they believe in Jesus because that’s what
their family has taught them or it’s what they learned in church. I usually pounce

on that pretty quickly and repeat that this student believes Christianity is true
because their parents told them so. The student usually agrees. After
commending them for honoring their parents I tell them that’s really pretty
stupid. Pausing a second for the shock to register, I go on about the boy raised in
India whose parents are Hindu and he respects his parents and believes Hinduism
is true, so the boy in India and this student are both headed to heaven because
they trusted their parents!
One time a student stammered around and eventually agreed with my statement
as his youth pastor put his head in his hands.
Finally in talking about salvation I ask what happens to those who don’t believe in
Jesus. Most will hesitatingly say they go to hell. The professor predictably rants,
“Just because I don’t believe the same fairy tale as you, I’m going to hell?” When
they predictably shake their head yes, I get down eye to eye and spit out, “You’re
a narrow minded, self-righteous bigot!”

Always Be Ready to Give an Answer, with
Gentleness and Respect
Students enjoy the interactive nature of this routine even though they are
routinely embarrassed by their inability to handle the challenge. When Peter
admonished all of us to always be ready to give an answer to everyone who asks
us for a reason for the hope that we have, yet with gentleness and respect (1 Pet.
3:15), they fail miserably. Perhaps as a parent, you may be glad that I don’t do
this with adult groups.
Often students will try to turn the conversation in their favor by asking the
professor a question. I quickly dismiss that idea by simply answering that I’m
asking the questions. But when we’re done, if time allows I attempt to leave them
with hope by quickly summarizing how I, Dr. Ray Bohlin, Vice-President of Probe

Ministries, would answer the same question.
Here’s the outline of my response. In a calm voice I quickly assert that I know
there is a God. As a scientist I look principally at how marvelously our universe,
galaxy, solar system, and planet are designed for complex life here on earth. The
number of highly improbable coincidences rules out chance and strongly implies
design. This is reinforced by the evidence from biology of the incredible
complexity of life, particularly the coded information in DNA. This remarkable
molecule with its accompanying system of transcription and translation screams
for intelligence.
The fact that all people have some sense of right and wrong, even though we may
disagree sometimes, tells us we are comparing our morality to some invisible
standard outside ourselves that must come from a supreme Law Giver. I am
convinced there is a supernatural God.
If this God exists, then has He spoken to man? I quickly tell about the uniqueness
of Scripture, written by forty authors from eight countries over fifteen hundred
years in three languages and all with a consistent and unique message of a God of
love who ransomed us from our sins. Where we have archaeological evidence it
consistently confirms the accuracy of biblical events. I am convinced the Bible is
the true and unique Word of God.
The Bible throughout is about Jesus, who repeatedly claimed to be the unique
divine Son of God and offered his death and resurrection on behalf of mankind as
proof. That Jesus bodily rose from the dead is the only rational conclusion of the
evidence of the empty tomb. On top of that, my personal experience of the last
thirty-seven years has shown me again and again the unique love and power of
God.
So what about you? Why are you a Christian?
Notes

1. “LifeWay Research Uncovers Reasons 18 to 22 Year Olds Drop Out of Church,”
2007, www.lifeway.com/article/165949/, accessed May 15, 2010.
2. Youth Transition Network has researched this problem over the last ten years
and has excellent resources, videos, research, and books and DVDs for purchase.
Take a look at www.ytn.org.
© 2010 Probe Ministries

A Christmas Quiz
Dr. Dale Taliaferro

Dr. Dale Taliaferro’s 38-question quiz concerning the Christmas story from a
biblical perspective.

Take the quiz yourself: click here for a format with the
questions and answers separated.

1. Can you name the parents of Jesus?
a. Mary (Matt. 1:16; Luke 1:31, 2:6-7).
b. God (Luke 1:32, 35).

c. Joseph (by adoption) (Matt 1:16, 19-20, 24-25).
2. Where did Joseph and Mary live before they were married?
a. Mary—In Nazareth (Luke 1:26-27).
b. Joseph—In Nazareth, presumably (Luke 2:4).

3. What was the name of the angel who appeared to Mary?
Gabriel (Luke 1:26).
4. Where did Joseph and Mary live after their marriage?
Nazareth (Luke 2:4-5, 39).
5. Where was Mary when the angel appeared to her?
In Nazareth, inside some structure or building (Luke 1:26, 28).
6. Whom did Mary visit immediately after Gabriel appeared to her?
Elizabeth, her relative (Luke 1:36).
7. How far along in her pregnancy was Elizabeth when Gabriel appeared to
Mary?
Six months (Luke 1:26, 36).
8. How long did Mary stay with Elizabeth?
About three months (Luke 1:56).
9. Why didn’t Mary stay to celebrate the birth of John?
Probably fear of stoning, since she was pregnant and beginning “to show.”
10. How far along in her pregnancy was Mary when she broke the news to
Joseph?
At least three months (Luke 1:38-39, 56).
11. Why were Joseph and Mary going to Bethlehem?
To be enrolled for the taxes (Luke 2:1-3).

12. Why did Mary accompany Joseph?
a. A practical reason (she was well along in her pregnancy).
b. A biblical-prophetical reason (Micah 5:2).
13. What determined the city to which each Jew had to travel in order to
be taxed?
Lineage. Joseph had to go to the city of David since he was of “the house and
family of David.” (Luke 2:3-4).
14. Who, then, would be in Bethlehem?
a. Joseph’s relatives—descendants of David (Luke 2:3-4).
b. Possibly Mary’s relatives also (Luke 3:31-32).
15. How did they travel?
Probably in a caravan (cf. Luke 10:30-37, esp. 30). The Scripture doesn’t say
anything about their journey to Bethlehem.
16. Why couldn’t Joseph and Mary find space in the inn?
Probably because Joseph’s relatives rejected them and wouldn’t give up their
space (Luke 2:5; cf. Luke 1:61, 2:5; John 8:41).
17. Who were the first people to come to see Jesus according to Scripture?
Shepherds (Luke 2:8, 15-16).
18. What chorus did the angels sing to the shepherds?
None. They said, “Glory to God in the highest and on earth peace among men of
good will” (Luke 2:14).
19. What sign did the angels tell the shepherds to look for?
The baby wrapped in swaddling clothes and lying in a manger (Luke 2:12, 16-17).
20. What was the manger?
A feeding trough made of stone.

21. In what way do the meaning of the Hebrew term for Bethlehem and
the sign given by the angels prepare us for Jesus’ later ministry?
a. Bethlehem means “house of bread,” which correlates with Jesus’ Bread of Life
discourse (John 6:22-65).
b. Jesus was wrapped in swaddling clothes—the same kind of clothes He would be
buried in (John 19:40).
22. What happened eight days after Jesus’ birth?
His circumcision (Luke 2:21).
23. What happened 32 days after Jesus’ circumcision (40 days after Jesus’
birth)?
Mary’s ceremonial purification and Jesus’ redemption (Luke 2:22-24).
24. What are two reasons that Joseph and Mary took Jesus to Jerusalem?
a. To fulfill the Law—Jesus’ redemption and Mary’s purification (Luke 2:22-23).
b. To fulfill prophecy (the personal prophetic revelation given to Simeon) (Luke
2:25-32, esp. 26).
25. Where did Joseph and Mary go after the purification ceremony?
Nazareth (Luke 2:39).
26. What are magi?
Politically powerful scholars and astronomers (“king-makers”).
27. How many wise men came to see Jesus?
Scripture does not say, but Augustine and Chrysostom say twelve. Another
tradition names three: Melchior (Shem’s descendant), Caspar (Hem’s
descendant), and Balthasar (Jopheth’s descendant).
28. How many gifts did the wise men bring and to whom did they present
their gifts?
At least one gift from each wise man. They presented the gifts—plural in

number—to Jesus. Gold, frankincense, and myrrh designate appositionally the
kinds of gifts, not the number (Matt 2:1-2, 11).
29. What was curious about the star?
It was not constant (Matt. 2:2, 10).
30. How did Herod use the star?
He calculated the age of the child by the length of time it had been appearing and
reappearing (Matt 2:7, 16). The wise men did not discourage this thinking.
31. Where were Jesus, Mary, and Joseph when the wise men reached
them?
a. In a house, not the stable (Matt 2:11).
b. In Nazareth. The impression given in Matthew 2 is that of a hurried, immediate
escape for all (Luke 2:39). Thus there was no time to fulfill the law or the
prophetic utterance (cf. no. 24).
32. How old was Jesus at this time?
Two months to two years.
33. In what year was Jesus born?
Five or four B.C. (Herod died in March or April of 4 B.C.)
34. How long was Jesus in Egypt with His parents?
From one month to over one year.
35. How did Joseph and Mary finance the trip to Egypt?
Probably with the gifts of the magi.
36. Where was Jesus raised upon His return to Israel?
Nazareth (Matt 2:23).
37. How old was Jesus when He began His ministry?
Thirty-three to thirty-four years old (born 5 to 4 B.C., began ministry A.D. 29).

Luke 3:23 tells us he was “about thirty”; the Greek indicates a rough (rather than
close) estimate.
38. How old was Jesus when He died?
Thirty-seven to thirty-eight years old, depending on whether His ministry was
three or four years in length.
© 1992 Probe Ministries

Helping
Teens
Understand
Homosexuality – Facts to Help
Youth Withstand the Current
Culture
Sue Bohlin

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

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

The Lies They Hear
In many schools and in the rest of the culture today, only one perspective is
allowed to be heard. Consider four lies that are very familiar to teens today:
First, “Homosexuality is normal and healthy.” It’s neither. The fact that it simply
occurs (in about 2% of the population) doesn’t make it normal. When we look at
the way males and females were designed to complement each other both
emotionally and sexually, that tells us something about the nature of
homosexuality, that something has gone wrong somewhere. This is not judging
the people who experience same-sex attraction; it’s like a red light on the
dashboard of a car, denoting that something needs attention.
Acting physically on same-sex attractions is certainly not healthy. Those who do
are at far greater risk for sexually transmitted diseases, including AIDS;
alcoholism and drug abuse; depression; emotionally exhausting relationships; and
a shortened lifespan.{1} Please see the “Facts About Youth” website from the
American College of Pediatricians, especially this article: Health Risks of the
Homosexual Lifestyle.
Lie #2: “If you’re attracted to someone of the same sex, that means you’re gay or
lesbian.” Not so. It really means that there are unmet, God-given needs for love

and attention that were supposed to be met earlier in life. Having crushes on
other people, of both sexes, is also a normal part of adolescent development. It
means teens are transitioning emotionally from child to adult.
The third lie is, “Since you were born that way, you can’t change.” First, there is
no scientific evidence that anyone is born gay. It’s a myth that has been repeated
so often that people believe it. Second, thousands of people who were once gay
have experienced significant changes in their attractions and behavior.{2}
Change is possible.
The fourth lie is, “Embrace and celebrate your gay identity, because gay life is
cool.” Those in ministry to those dealing with unwanted homosexuality have heard
many heartbreaking stories of the truth: a dark side of intense and difficult
relationships, relational patterns of disillusionment and breakups, physical and
emotional unhealthiness.
Countless people have said they wished they never entered the gay community in
the first place, but it’s hard to leave.

Teens and Sexual Pressure
Adolescents are under an extraordinary amount of sexual pressure. They live in a
sex-saturated culture, and the messages they receive from the media and,
unfortunately, in school, clearly communicate an expectation that sex is just part
of having a social life. Rarely do they hear about the heart-wrenching
consequences of being sexually active, both physically and emotionally. The
agenda pushing sexual freedom is also engaged in trying to normalize
homosexuality as well.
Teens are pushed to decide early if they are gay, straight, or bisexual, as young as
elementary school. But kids in their early teens, much less even younger than
that, are no more equipped to “decide” their sexual orientation than they are to
choose a college major and career track. A landmark study done by the University

of Minnesota determined that at age twelve, one fourth of the students were
unsure of their sexual orientation. Their bodies were just beginning to experience
the changes that would turn them from children into adults, and they were being
asked if they were gay, straight, or bisexual. No wonder so many were confused!
But by age seventeen, that number of kids unsure of their sexual orientation had
dropped to 5%.{3}
And psychiatrist Dr. Jeffrey Satinover says, “[W]ithout any intervention
whatsoever, three out of four boys who think they’re gay at age 16 aren’t by 25.
So if we’re going to treat homosexuality as a state, 75% of ‘gays’ become ‘nongay’ spontaneously. That’s a statement which I consider ludicrous, but if you
accept this tacit proposition—that being gay is an actual state, like being short or
being tall, black or white—then in three out of four people that condition changes
itself spontaneously. . . That’s with no outside intervention, just the natural
processes of development.”{4}
We need to tell teens, “It’s too soon to ‘declare a major’ in your sexuality.”
Teens are also pressured to experiment with both sexes as the only way they can
know their sexual orientation. It’s presented as nonchalantly as our cruise ship
table partner suggesting we try escargot—”Hey, how can you know if you like it
unless you try it out?”
Teenage sexual behavior can have lifelong consequences, but they are not in a
position to recognize that. Their brains don’t finish developing until age twentyfive, and they tend to make decisions out of the region of the brain that controls
emotion. So they are easily swayed to make dangerous and irresponsible choices,
like engaging in any kind of sexual behavior.
Teens need to be encouraged to face the sexual pressures and stand against
them.

Gender Insecurity
At a conference I attended, author and ministry leader Andy Comiskey{5} shared
a painful experience in junior high where one day, out of the blue, the whole
school was abuzz with the rumor that Andy was gay. There was even graffiti about
it on the wall. He struggled with his sexual identity, but he had never acted out.
He walked into a classroom on an errand and on his way out, two boys called
“Faggot!” He was crushed and humiliated. Later on, he made it into a selffulfilling prophecy and immersed himself in the gay lifestyle.
I went up to him and asked, “If you could rewrite the script of that incident,
knowing what you do today, what would it look like?” He said, “Oh, I wish there
had been some sensitive adults, especially in the church, to talk freely with me
and other kids about ‘gender insecurity.’ They wouldn’t even have to talk about
homosexuality or use the word—many kids can relate to the idea of ‘gender
insecurity.’ It would have been so freeing for me to have someone acknowledge
that it’s a real thing, but it didn’t mean I was gay. I wish there were people who
could have spoken truth into my life at that point.”
One kind of truth that kids should hear is that around age ten, attraction for the
same sex begins. This attraction is emotional, non-sexual, and involuntary. It
doesn’t mean teens are gay or lesbian; it means they are transitioning through
normal adolescent development. We have to learn to attach to people of our same
sex before we can learn to attach to people of the opposite sex. But most teens
don’t know this.
Some kids don’t feel secure in their masculinity or femininity for a variety of
reasons, usually having to do with not being affirmed by parents and peers. God
gives each of us needs for attention, approval and affection. When those needs
are not met, the onset of hormones can sexualize this “hole in the heart.” Some
teens can find themselves longing for the attention, approval and affection of
people of their same gender. When others put on them the false and hurtful labels

of “homo,” “fag,” or “lez,” they can easily find themselves believing the lies.
When teens are not secure in their gender, they don’t need to be pointed to gay
groups at school. They need to be affirmed and encouraged to develop their
innate, God-given masculinity or femininity, to see their gender as good. They
need to have other kids reach out to make them feel “one of the guys” or “one of
the girls.” They need time to finish growing up.

Teens Who Identify as Gay or Lesbian
Growing numbers of teens are self-identifying as gay or lesbian. In many circles,
being gay—or claiming to be gay—is now considered cool, especially among girls.
Teenagers experiment with same-sex relationships for a variety of reasons. Some
experience normal crushes on same-sex peers and think this means they are
gay—or their friends inform them that’s what it means. What it really means is
that they are learning to form deep and intense attachments which is a necessary
precursor to maintaining long-term adult relationships like marriage.
Others experiment with same-sex relationships out of a legitimate need to belong.
Some kids are simply curious; they just want to try it out like a new shade of
lipstick.
Some teens experiment with same-sex relationships because others have labeled
them gay or lesbian, and they wonder, “Am I? Do they know something I don’t
know? Maybe I am and I need to go in that direction.” This is one reason it’s so
important to impress on all kids the absolute unacceptability of name-calling and
other cruelties. It’s not only bullying behavior, it can have terrible emotional
consequences.
Some adolescents pursue same-sex relationships because they are anxious about
growing into adolescence and the responsibilities of adulthood. So they hide
behind immature and emotionally volatile same-sex feelings and behaviors.

Often, what teens are attracted to in same-sex peers are the characteristics they
wish they had in themselves: popularity, good looks, a winsome personality, a
strong physique. This kind of jealousy doesn’t mean they are gay or lesbian; it
means there is an area they need to build confidence in!
Most girls who get involved in same-sex relationships start out in friendships that
grow increasingly controlling and needy. In these emotionally dependent
relationships, girls can get so enmeshed with each other that their relationship
turns physical.
Many people who later identify as gay or lesbian report feeling different from
others, feeling like they don’t fit in or belong. Girls can feel like they don’t belong
to the world of girls, and guys almost always feel like they can’t measure up in the
world of males. This is gender insecurity, not homosexuality, but teens usually
don’t hear this message. They need to.
Labels such as “gay” and “lesbian” and “homo” and “dyke” are incredibly hurtful,
and it is easy for those who are slapped with those labels to believe them. But God
doesn’t call anyone homosexual or lesbian; those labels are man’s invention, not
biblical truth. It’s essential for teens to know who they are in God’s
sight—beloved, precious, and stamped with the imprint of His acceptance and
delight.

When Teens Struggle with Same-Sex Attraction
If you know teens who are struggling with feelings of same-sex attraction, or who
seem to be experiencing gender insecurity, let me make some suggestions on how
to minister to them.
First, don’t address the issue of homosexuality head-on. Same-sex strugglers are
always wrestling with feelings of inferiority, rejection, shame and fear, so it’s
extremely uncomfortable for anyone to bring up the subject. The heart of the
issue for kids who find themselves attracted to others of the same sex are these

dark and negative feelings. It’s much better to ask indirect questions that
encourage them to talk about the underlying feelings of disconnection with a
parent, or the ridicule of their peers, or depression and sadness.
Second, don’t use any labels. Teens who struggle with their gender identity
already have a huge struggle with feeling that the rest of the world has put an
unwelcome label on them. The false, man-made labels of “gay” and “lesbian” are
hurtful, false, and restricting.
Consider what it would be like if we created a label such as “angro” for people
who are easily ticked off and walk around in a continual low-level state of
hostility. What if people went around saying, “I’m an angry person. That’s just the
way I am—that’s WHO I am. I’m an angro.” They might believe they were born
angry, that they have an “angro gene.” Not only is the label of “angro” false and
misleading, but it can lead people to believe the lie that it is a permanent state or
condition rather than a description of one’s current feelings.
That’s what happened with the relatively recent labels of “gay” and “lesbian.”
They can become like jail cells, making people feel hopelessly trapped in a state
or condition. It’s much better to help teens deal with the fact that they are
experiencing some attractions to their same gender, and those feelings are like
the red light on the dashboard of a car. They mean there’s something going on
inside that needs some attention. And that’s literally true: God creates all of us
with the need for attention, affection and approval, and those are the things
adolescents are craving when they have feelings for people of the same sex. The
needs are legitimate; we need to help them be met in healthy ways. This is where
the church and other Christian youth organizations can make all the difference in
the world.
Third, communicate to kids who struggle that God did not make them gay. God
doesn’t make anyone gay, and there is no scientific evidence that there is a
biological basis for homosexual feelings or behavior. Even if they feel that they

were born gay, this is the result of being told a fairy tale. Were American kids
born English speakers? That’s all they ever knew, right? No, they weren’t born
English speakers, they were born language speakers. Which language they speak
is a matter of the shaping influences of their upbringing. Kids who experience
same-sex attraction were born to be relational creatures, but how those
relationships shape their souls is a function of their temperaments, their home
life, and how they relate to other kids.
Fourth, give them a safe place to process their feelings without being shamed or
condemned. For many teens, this unfortunately rules out their home, school, or
church. I’m sure it grieves God’s heart that for many people, church is the most
unsafe place on the planet for those who struggle with various life-controlling sins
and urges. But there is a great free, online support group for struggling youth,
moderated by an experienced and understanding youth pastor, at
www.livehope.org. Kids can safely talk to others like themselves and learn how
intimacy with Jesus Christ brings healing and change to broken and wounded
hearts.
Fifth, many students who experience same sex attraction often feel fake if they
don’t choose to identify with or act on their feelings. They have believed the lie
that gay or lesbian is what they are. They want to be real. But getting real is
becoming who God created them to be, despite their feelings of what whose
around them might say.{6} Finding out who God says they are is the true path to
being real and not fake.

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

Kids need to know a few things about those who do struggle with same-sex
attractions and feelings. First, they didn’t choose it. It’s something people
discover, not something they decide on. And almost every single person who
discovers they have strong feelings and fantasies about the same sex is horrified
and terrified by this discovery. It’s a very painful part of their life, so it’s
important for others to be respectful and kind.
Second, having crushes and strong feelings for friends and teachers of the same
sex is a normal part of adolescent development. It doesn’t mean a teen is gay or
lesbian. When other kids assure them that it does, it is slapping a false and hurtful
label on them that they may find almost impossible to take off. If someone walked
up to you and put a “Hi, My Name Is” nametag on you that had someone else’s
name on it, you probably wouldn’t have any trouble taking it off and saying,
“There’s a mistake here—that’s not who I am.” But when kids do the same thing
with the “nametag” of “gay” or “lesbian,” they usually put it on kids who don’t
have the security and self-confidence to realize that’s not who they are, and they
can go through the rest of their lives believing a lie.
Third, be compassionate. People don’t know who around them is struggling,
either with their own same-sex desires and attractions, or the painful burden of
knowing a family member or loved one has them. They only have to show
contempt once for those who experience same-sex feelings to show that they’re
not a safe person.
Fourth, be respectful. That means cutting phrases like “Oh, that’s so gay” out of
their vocabulary. It means not throwing around words like “homo” or “fag” or
“queer.” Every gay joke or insult is like sticking a dagger in the heart of those
who carry a painful secret.
The bottom line for helping teens understand homosexuality is to call them to see
God’s design as good, and show grace and compassion to those who don’t see it.
Be “Jesus with skin on” in both His holiness and His kindness.
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Making a Defense
Rick Wade

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

Introduction
Apologetics has grown into a very involved discipline over the last two millennia.
From the beginning, Christians have sought to answer challenges to their claims
about Jesus and complaints and questions about how they lived. Those challenges
have changed over the years, and apologetics has become a much more
sophisticated endeavor than it was in the first century.
The Scripture passage most often used to justify apologetics is 1
Peter 3:15: “In your hearts honor Christ the Lord as holy, always
being prepared to make a defense to anyone who asks you for a
reason for the hope that is in you; yet do it with gentleness and
respect.” This verse is probably used so often because it sounds
like marching orders. Other Scriptures show us defense in action; this one tells us
to do it.
The word translated “defense” here is apologia which is a term taken from the
legal world to refer to the defense a person gave in court. It is one of several
words used in Scripture that carry legal connotations. Some others are witness,
testify and testimony, evidence, persuade, and accuse.
Something that scholars have noticed about Scripture is the presence of a kind of
trial motif in both Old and New Testaments, what one New Testament scholar

calls the “cosmic trial motif.”{1} There is a trial of sorts with God on one side and
the fallen world on the other. The use of legal terminology isn’t merely
coincidental.
Think about the arguments you’ve heard presented by apologists that are
philosophical or scientific or historical. The core issue of apologetics is generally
thought as being truth.{2} While all this fits with what Peter had in mind, I
believe there was something deeper and wider behind his exhortation.
In short, I think Peter was concerned with two things: faithfulness and speaking
up for Christ. He wanted Christians to acknowledge and not deny Christ. And, as
we’ll see later, Jesus said demands for a defense were to be seen as opportunities
to bear witness. Defense in the New Testament doesn’t function separately from
proclaiming the gospel.

The Old Testament Background
As I noted earlier, there is a kind of cosmic trial motif running through Scripture,
or what we might call a “forensic theme,” which provides a background for
understanding Peter’s exhortation. One thing that will help us think about defense
and witness in the New Testament is to look at the trial motif in the Old
Testament.
Bible scholar A. A. Trites notes the frequency with which one encounters lawsuits
or controversy addressed in a legal manner in the Old Testament such as in the
book of Job and in the prophets. On occasions of legal controversy, witnesses
were the primary way of proving one’s case. They were not expected to be
“merely objective informants,” as we might expect today.{3} The parties involved
“serve both as witnesses and as advocates,” Trites says. “It is the task of the
witnesses not only to attest the facts but also to convince the opposite side of the
truth of them (Isaiah 41:21-4, 26; 43:9; 51:22; cf. Gen. 38:24-6).”{4}

Especially notable in the Old Testament is the controversy between Yahweh and
the pagan gods, represented by the other nations, recorded in Isaiah chapters
40-55. “The debate is over the claims of Yahweh as Creator, the only true God and
the Lord of history (40:25-31; 44:6-8; 45:8-11, 21),” says Trites.{5} Yahweh
brings charges and calls the nations to present their witnesses, and then calls
Israel to be His witness. A representative passage, which I’ll leave you to look up
for yourself, is Isa. 43:9-12.
Since the other nations have nothing to support their case on behalf of their gods,
they lose by default. By contrast, Israel has witnessed the work and character of
Yahweh.

The New Testament: John and Luke
As I continue to set the context for understanding 1 Peter 3:15, I turn now to look
at defense in the New Testament.
The apostles had a special role to fulfill in the proclamation of the gospel because
they were eyewitnesses to the events of Jesus’ life. Trites says that they “were to
be Christ’s advocates, serving in much the same way that the witnesses for the
defendant served in the Old Testament legal assembly.”{6} Beyond giving the
facts, they announced that Jesus is Lord of all and God’s appointed judge, and
they called people to believe (see Acts 10:36; cf. 2:36-40; 20:21).{7}
I spoke above about the controversy recorded in Isaiah 40-55 between Yahweh
and the nations and their gods. This “lawsuit” continues in the Gospels in the
conflict between Jesus and the Jews. New Testament scholar Richard Bauckham
writes, “It is this lawsuit that the Gospel of John sees taking place in the history of
Jesus, as the one true God demonstrates His deity in controversy with the claims
of the world.”{8} Multiple witnesses are brought forth in John’s Gospel. In
chapter 5 alone Jesus names His own works, John the Baptist, God the Father,
and the Old Testament. And there are others, for example the Samaritan woman

in chapter 4, and the crowd who witnessed the raising of Lazarus in chapter 12.
This witness extends beyond simply stating the facts. As in the Old Testament,
testimony is intended to convince listeners to believe. The purpose of John’s
Gospel was to lead people to belief in Christ (20:30-31).
The concept of witness is important for Luke as well; obviously so in the book of
Acts, but also in his Gospel. In Luke 24 we read where Jesus told His disciples,
“Thus it is written, that the Christ should suffer and on the third day rise from the
dead, and that repentance and forgiveness of sins should be proclaimed in his
name to all nations, beginning from Jerusalem. You are witnesses of these things.
And behold, I am sending the promise of my Father upon you. But stay in the city
until you are clothed with power from on high” (24:45-49). Here we have a set of
events, a group of witnesses, and the empowerment of the Spirit.

The New Testament: Luke and Paul
It was a dangerous thing to be a Christian in the first century, just as it is in some
parts of the world today. Jesus warned His disciples, “they will lay their hands on
you and persecute you, delivering you up to the synagogues and prisons.” Listen
to what He says next: “This will be your opportunity to bear witness. Settle it
therefore in your minds not to meditate beforehand how to answer” (Lk.
21:12-14). “How to answer” is the word apologia, the one Peter uses for “make a
defense” in 1 Peter 3:15.
It’s important to keep the central point of this passage in Luke in view. What
Jesus desired first of all were faithful witnesses. The apostles would face hostility
as He did, and when challenged to explain themselves they were not to fear men
but God, to confess Christ and not deny Him. This warning is echoed in 1 Peter
3:14-15. Jesus’ disciples would be called upon to defend their actions or their
teachings, but their main purpose was to speak on behalf of Christ. Furthermore,
they shouldn’t be anxious about what they would say, for the Spirit would give

them the words (Lk. 12:12; 21:15). This isn’t to say they shouldn’t learn anything;
Jesus spent a lot of time teaching His followers. It simply means that the Spirit
would take such opportunities to deliver the message He wanted to deliver.
Witness and defense were the theme of Paul’s ministry. He said that Jesus
appointed him to be a witness for Christ (Acts 22:15; 26:16; see also 23:11). As he
traveled about, preaching the gospel, he was called upon to defend himself before
the Jews in Jerusalem (Acts 22 and 23), before the governor, Felix, in Caesarea
(chap. 24), and before King Agrippa (chap. 26).
Toward the end of his life when he was imprisoned in Rome, Paul told the church
in Philippi, “I am put here for the defense of the gospel (1:16; cf. v.7). That claim
is in the middle of a paragraph about preaching Christ (Phil. 1:15-18).
In obedience to Jesus, Paul was faithful to confess and not deny. Although he was
called upon to defend himself or his actions, he almost always turned the
opportunity into a defense and proclamation of the gospel.

1 Peter
Finally I come to 1 Peter 3:15. What is the significance of what I’ve said about the
trial motif in Scripture for this verse?
A key theme in 1 Peter is a proper response to persecution. Christians were
starting to suffer for their faith (3:8-4:2). Peter encouraged them to stand firm as
our Savior did who himself “suffered in the flesh,” as Peter wrote (4:1).
After exhorting his readers to “turn away from evil and do good” (1 Pet. 3:11),
Peter says,
Now who is there to harm you if you are zealous for what is good? But even if
you should suffer for righteousness’ sake, you will be blessed. Have no fear of
them, nor be troubled, but in your hearts honor Christ the Lord as holy, always

being prepared to make a defense to anyone who asks you for a reason for the
hope that is in you; yet do it with gentleness and respect, having a good
conscience, so that, when you are slandered, those who revile your good
behavior in Christ may be put to shame (3:13-16).
The main point of this passage is faithfulness: faithfulness in righteous living, and
faithfulness in honoring Christ and speaking up when challenged.
So how does the idea of witness fit in here? I submit that Peter would have
remembered Jesus’ instructions to turn demands for a defense into opportunities
to bear witness. Remember Luke 21:13? Peter did this himself. When he and John
were called before Caiaphas, as we read in Acts 4 and 5, rather than deny Jesus
as he did when Jesus was on trial (Mk. 14:66-72), Peter faithfully proclaimed
Christ not once but twice. The second time he said, “We must obey God rather
than men,” and then he laid out the gospel message (Acts 5:27-32; see also
4:5-22).
Sometimes I hear apologists talking about how to put apologetics and evangelism
together. While there may be a conceptual distinction between the two, they are
both aspects of the one big task of bearing witness for Jesus. The trajectory of our
engagement with unbelief ought always to be the proclamation of the gospel even
if we can’t always get there. As Paul said in 1 Cor. 2:5, our faith rests properly in
Christ and the message of the cross, not in the strength of an argument.
Defense and witness are the responsibility of all of us. If that seems rather scary,
remember that we’re promised, in Luke 12:12, the enabling of the Spirit to give
us the words we need.
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C.S. Lewis, the BBC, and Mere
Christianity
Dr. Michael Gleghorn

Michael Gleghorn explains how a series of radio talks during WWII became one of
Christianity’s most cherished classics.
One can rarely predict all the consequences which will follow a particular
decision. On September 1, 1939, Germany invaded Poland. Two days later, France
and Britain declared war on Germany. World War II was officially underway. Back
in England, C. S. Lewis was “appalled” to find his country once again at war with
Germany. Nevertheless, he believed it was “a righteous war” and was determined
to do his part “to assist the war effort.”{1}
At this point in his life, Lewis was already a fairly successful
Oxford don. “His academic works and lively lectures attracted a
large student following.”{2} Although he published a number of
academic studies, Lewis also enjoyed writing popular literary,
theological and apologetic works. In 1938 he published the first
volume of his science-fiction trilogy, Out of the Silent Planet. And in 1939, as the
war began, he was working on The Problem of Pain, a thought-provoking
discussion of the problem of evil and suffering.{3}
It was this latter work which attracted the attention of James Welch, the Director
of Religious Broadcasting for the British Broadcasting Corporation, or BBC.
Welch and his assistant, Eric Fenn, were both committed Christians who firmly
believed that Christianity had something vital to say to the men and women of
England as they faced the horrors and challenges of war. According to Welch:
In a time of uncertainty and questioning it is the responsibility of the Church –
and of religious broadcasting as one of its most powerful voices – to declare the
truth about God and His relation to men. It has to expound the Christian faith in
terms that can be easily understood by ordinary men and women, and to
examine the ways in which that faith can be applied to present-day society
during these difficult times.{4}

After reading The Problem of Pain by C. S. Lewis, Welch believed that he had
found someone who just might meet his exemplary standards of religious
broadcasting. He wrote to Lewis at Oxford University in February 1941, and
asked if he might consider putting together a series of broadcast talks for the
BBC.{5} Lewis responded a couple days later, accepting the invitation and
indicating a desire to speak about what he termed “the law of nature,” or what we
might call “objective right and wrong.”{6} Although Lewis could hardly have
known it at the time, this first series of talks would eventually become Book I in
his bestselling work of basic theology, Mere Christianity.

Right and Wrong
Mere Christianity originated as a series of talks entitled Right and Wrong: A Clue
to the Meaning of the Universe. Lewis pitched his idea to James Welch, the
Director of Religious Broadcasting at the BBC, in the following terms:
It seems to me that the New Testament, by preaching repentance and
forgiveness, always assumes an audience who already believe in the law of
nature and know they have disobeyed it. In modern England we cannot at
present assume this, and therefore most apologetic begins a stage too far on.
The first step is to create, or recover, the sense of guilt. Hence if I gave a series
of talks, I shd [sic] mention Christianity only at the end, and would prefer not to
unmask my battery till then.{7}
In certain respects, this was a rather difficult time to be involved in religious
broadcasting. Most of the talks were not pre-recorded, but were given live. And
because of the war, the British government was anxious to insure that no
information that might be “damaging to morale or helpful to the enemy” end up in
a broadcast.{8} As Eric Fenn, the BBC’s Assistant Director of Religion, who
worked closely with Lewis in the editing and production of his talks, later
recalled, “. . . every script had to be submitted to the censor and could not be

broadcast until it bore his stamp and signature. And thereafter, only that
script—nothing more or less—could be broadcast on that occasion.”{9}
Lewis not only had to contend with these difficulties, however, he also had to
learn (as anyone who writes for radio must) that this is a very precise business.
Since “a listener cannot turn back the page to grasp at the second attempt what
was not understood at the first reading,” the content must be readily accessible
for most of one’s listening audience.{10} Additionally, the talks must fit within a
narrowly defined window of time. In Lewis’s case, this was fifteen minutes per
talk – no more, no less. As one might well imagine, Lewis initially found it rather
difficult to write under such constraints.{11}
Eventually, however, the combination of Fenn’s coaching and Lewis’s natural
giftedness as a writer and communicator paid off. The talks were completed and
successfully delivered. The BBC was pleased with its new broadcasting talent and
quickly enlisted Lewis for a second series of talks.{12}

What Christians Believe
This second series would be titled What Christians Believe. Since these talks
would require Lewis to more directly communicate some of the core truths of the
Christian faith, he sent “the original script to four clergymen in the Anglican,
Methodist, Presbyterian and Roman Catholic Churches for their critique.”{13}
Although Lewis was a brilliant and well-read individual, he was nonetheless a
layman with no formal training in theology. Since his desire was to communicate
the central truth-claims of Christianity, and not just the distinctive beliefs of a
particular denomination, he wanted to be sure that his talks were acceptable to a
variety of Christian leaders. Although a couple of them had some minor quibbles
with certain things that Lewis had said, or not said, they were basically all in
agreement. This was important to Lewis, who later tells us, “I was not writing to
expound something I could call ‘my religion,’ but to expound ‘mere’ Christianity,

which is what it is and was what it was long before I was born and whether I like
it or not.”{14}
The BBC was elated with this second series of talks, liking them even more than
the first. According to Justin Phillips, who wrote a book on the subject, it was this
second series of talks which most closely fulfilled James Welch’s original vision as
Director of Religion for the BBC “to make the gospel relevant to a people at war.
It speaks of the core doctrines of Christianity and explains them in plain English
to the general listener.”{15}
Eric Fenn, who helped with the editing and production of the talks, wrote
appreciatively to Lewis afterwards to tell him he thought they were excellent. He
then asked if Lewis might consider doing yet another, even longer, series
sometime in the near future.{16} Lewis would agree to the request, but he was
beginning to get a little disenchanted with some of the unanticipated
consequences of his success. Already a very busy man, with a variety of teaching,
writing, and administrative responsibilities, Lewis now found himself, in addition
to everything else he was doing, nearly overwhelmed by the avalanche of mail he
was receiving from many of his listeners. This Oxford don was clearly making a
powerful connection with his audience!

Why Was Lewis So Popular?
According to Justin Phillips, “Even though Lewis was a prolific correspondent
himself, even by his standards it was all becoming a bit too much to cope
with.”{17} Indeed, were it not for the able secretarial support of his brother
Warnie, Lewis may not have been able to keep up with it all.
Jill Freud, one of the children evacuated from London at the start of the war, lived
with the Lewises for a while. She recalled just how much help Warnie offered his
brother, whom they called “Jack”:

He did all his typing and dealt with all his correspondence which was
considerable – so huge it was becoming a problem. There was so much of it
from the books and then the broadcast talks. And he was so meticulous about it.
Jack wrote to everybody and answered every letter.{18}
Indeed, Warnie later estimated that he had pounded out at least 12,000 letters on
his brother’s behalf!{19} So what made Lewis so popular? What enabled him to
connect so well with his readers and listeners?
In the first place, Lewis was simply a very talented writer and thinker. When it
came to communicating with a broad, general audience, Lewis brought a lot to
the table right from the start. But according to Phillips, the BBC should also be
given some credit for the success of the broadcast talks. He writes, “The attention
given to Lewis’s scripts by his producers in religious broadcasting made him a
better writer.”{20}
Ironically, even Lewis’s rather volatile domestic situation may have contributed to
his success. Lewis was then living with his brother, who had a drinking problem, a
child evacuee from London, and the adoring, but also dominating, mother of a
friend who had been killed in World War I. Phillips notes:
All this helped to ‘earth’ Lewis’s writings in the real world. . . . It took him out
of the seclusion of the Oxford don . . . and gave him a real home life more like
that of his listeners than many of his professional colleagues.{21}
Finally, Lewis combined all of this with a rather disarming humility in his
presentations. He wasn’t pretending to be better than others; he was only trying
to help. And his listeners responded in droves.

The Impact of the Broadcasts
The BBC eventually got a total of four series of talks out of Lewis. Each of the
series was so successful that the BBC continued, for quite some time, to entreat
Lewis to do more. But according to Phillips, Lewis was becoming increasingly
disillusioned with broadcasting. The BBC issued one invitation after another, but
nearly eighteen months after his fourth series concluded Lewis had turned down
every single one of them.{22} Although he would eventually be tempted back to
the microphone a few more times, the days of his broadcast talks were now a
thing of the past. While he was glad to be of service in this way during the war,
Lewis never really seemed to care that much for radio. Indeed, in one of his less
serious moods, he even blamed the radio “for driving away the leprechauns from
Ireland!”{23}
In spite of this, however, the impact of the broadcasts has been immense. Since
first being aired on the BBC, these talks have generated (and continue to
generate) a great deal of interest and discussion. Mere Christianity, a compilation
of the talks in book form, continues to show up on bestseller lists even today.{24}
And Phillips, speaking of the cumulative impact of all of Lewis’s writings,
observes that while numbers vary, “in the year 2000 some estimates put
worldwide sales of Lewis’s books at over 200 million copies in more than thirty
languages.”{25}
As the origin of Mere Christianity shows, however, we cannot often predict how it
may please God to use (and perhaps greatly multiply) our small, seemingly
insignificant, investments in the work of His kingdom. Lewis was simply trying to
do his part to be faithful to God and to help his countrymen through the horrors of
World War II. But God took his humble offering and, like the story of the loaves
and fish recounted in the Gospels, multiplied it far beyond anything Lewis could
ever have reasonably imagined.
This should be an encouragement to us. As we faithfully exercise our gifts and

abilities in the service of Jesus Christ, small and inconsiderable though they may
seem to be, we may one day wake to find that incredibly, and against all odds,
God has graciously multiplied our efforts to accomplish truly extraordinary
things!
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Changing Hispanic Demographics
and Religious Affiliation
Steve Cable

More Cultural Research from Steve Cable
Hispanics will have a larger and larger influence on the religious makeup of
America in the years ahead. Since 1980, the Hispanic percentage of the

population has grown from about 6% to over 17%. The Census Bureau is
predicting that percentage will grow to over 28% by 2060.
Perhaps most people assume that the Hispanic population from the 1980’s
through to today and beyond would be primarily Catholic. We took a look at the
General Social Surveys from 1976 through 2014 to see what the actual situation
is. Not surprisingly, in 1976 approximately 80% of Hispanics in American selfidentified as Catholics. But the 1980’s saw a downward trend in this number, so
that through the 1990’s up until 2006, approximately 68% of Hispanics identified
as Catholics. From 2006 to 2014, this percentage has dropped significantly, down
to about 55%.
At the same time, the percentage of Hispanics identifying as “nones,”(i.e., having
no religious affiliation) has grown from about 6% in the 1990’s to 16% in 2014
(and to a high of 22% for emerging adult, Hispanics). It is interesting to note that
the percentage of “nones” among Hispanics trails that found among whites by
over ten percentage points in the GSS data.
A majority of Hispanics still identify at Catholics. How closely are they associated
with their local Catholic church through regular attendance? Among emerging
adult Hispanics affiliated with a Catholic church, about two out of three state that
they only attend church once a month or less. So, the vast majority are not
frequent attenders, but are still more likely to attend than their white
counterparts. Among emerging adult whites affiliated with a Catholic church,
about four out of five state that they attend church once a month or less.
Although Hispanics are most likely to be Catholic today, if current trends
continue, in the next decade this will no longer be the case as more and more
become “nones,” evangelicals, and mainline Protestants.
Acknowlegements:
The General Social Surveys data were downloaded from the Association of
Religion Data Archives, www.TheARDA.com, and were collected by Tom W. Smith

and the National Opinion Research Center.
The Pew Research Center Religious Landscape Study interactive tool, located at
http://www.pewforum.org/religious-landscape-study/ was the source of the Pew
survey data

A Christmas Quiz: Separated
Version
Dr. Dale Taliaferro

Dr. Dale Taliaferro’s 38-question quiz concerning the Christmas story from a
biblical perspective.

The quiz with questions and answers together can be
found here.
1. Can you name the parents of Jesus?
Answer
2. Where did Joseph and Mary live before they were married?
Answer

3. What was the name of the angel who appeared to Mary?
Answer
4. Where did Joseph and Mary live after their marriage?
Answer
5. Where was Mary when the angel appeared to her?
Answer
6. Whom did Mary visit immediately after Gabriel appeared to her?
Answer
7. How far along in her pregnancy was Elizabeth when Gabriel appeared to
Mary?
Answer
8. How long did Mary stay with Elizabeth?
Answer
9. Why didn’t Mary stay to celebrate the birth of John?
Answer
10. How far along in her pregnancy was Mary when she broke the news to
Joseph?
Answer
11. Why were Joseph and Mary going to Bethlehem?
Answer

12. Why did Mary accompany Joseph?
Answer
13. What determined the city to which each Jew had to travel in order to
be taxed?
Answer
14. Who, then, would be in Bethlehem?
Answer
15. How did they travel?
Answer
16. Why couldn’t Joseph and Mary find space in the inn?
Answer
17. Who were the first people to come to see Jesus according to Scripture?
Answer
18. What chorus did the angels sing to the shepherds?
Answer
19. What sign did the angels tell the shepherds to look for?
Answer
20. What was the manger?
Answer

21. In what way do the meaning of the Hebrew term for Bethlehem and
the sign given by the angels prepare us for Jesus’ later ministry?
Answer
22. What happened eight days after Jesus’ birth?
Answer
23. What happened 32 days after Jesus’ circumcision (40 days after Jesus’
birth)?
Answer
24. What are two reasons that Joseph and Mary took Jesus to Jerusalem?
Answer
25. Where did Joseph and Mary go after the purification ceremony?
Answer
26. What are magi?
Answer
27. How many wise men came to see Jesus?
Answer
28. How many gifts did the wise men bring and to whom did they present
their gifts?
Answer
29. What was curious about the star?

Answer
30. How did Herod use the star?
Answer
31. Where were Jesus, Mary, and Joseph when the wise men reached
them?
Answer
32. How old was Jesus at this time?
Answer
33. In what year was Jesus born?
Answer
34. How long was Jesus in Egypt with His parents?
Answer
35. How did Joseph and Mary finance the trip to Egypt?
Answer
36. Where was Jesus raised upon His return to Israel?
Answer
37. How old was Jesus when He began His ministry?
Answer
38. How old was Jesus when He died?

Answer

Answers
1. a. Mary (Matt. 1:16; Luke 1:31, 2:6-7).
b. God (Luke 1:32, 35).
c. Joseph (by adoption) (Matt 1:16, 19-20, 24-25).
Back
2. a. Mary–In Nazareth (Luke 1:26-27).
b. Joseph–In Nazareth, presumably (Luke 2:4).
Back
3. Gabriel (Luke 1:26).
Back
4. Nazareth (Luke 2:4-5, 39).
Back
5. In Nazareth, inside some structure or building (Luke 1:26, 28).
Back
6. Elizabeth, her relative (Luke 1:36).
Back
7. Six months (Luke 1:26, 36).
Back
8. About three months (Luke 1:56).
Back
9. Probably fear of stoning, since she was pregnant and beginning to “show.”
Back

10. At least three months (Luke 1:38-39, 56).
Back
11. To be enrolled for the taxes (Luke 2:1-3).
Back
12. a. A practical reason (she was well along in her pregnancy).
b. A biblical-prophetical reason (Micah 5:2).
Back
13. Lineage. Joseph had to go to the city of David since he was of “the house and
family of David.” (Luke 2:3-4).
Back
14. a. Joseph’s relatives—descendants of David (Luke 2:3-4).
b. Possibly Mary’s relatives also (Luke 3:31-32).
Back
15. Probably in a caravan (cf. Luke 10:30-37, esp. 30). The Scripture doesn’t say
anything about their journey to Bethlehem.
Back
16. Probably because Joseph’s relatives rejected them and wouldn’t give up their
space (Luke 2:5; cf. Luke 1:61, 2:5; John 8:41).
Back
17. Shepherds (Luke 2:8, 15-16).
Back
18. None. They said “Glory to God in the highest and on earth peace among men
of good will” (Luke 2:14).
Back
19. The baby wrapped in swaddling clothes and lying in a manger (Luke 2:12,

16-17).
Back
20. A feeding trough made of stone.
Back
21. a. Bethlehem means “house of bread,” which correlates with Jesus’ Bread of
Life discourse (John 6:22-65).
b. Jesus was wrapped in swaddling clothes—the same kind of clothes He would be
buried in (John 19:40).
Back
22. His circumcision (Luke 2:21).
Back
23. Mary’s ceremonial purification and Jesus’ redemption (Luke 2:22-24).
Back
24. a. To fulfill the Law—Jesus’ redemption and Mary’s purification (Luke
2:22-23).
b. To fulfill prophecy (the personal prophetic revelation given to Simeon) (Luke
2:25-32, esp. 26).
Back
25. Nazareth (Luke 2:39).
Back
26. Politically powerful scholars and astronomers (“king-makers”).
Back
27. Scripture does not say, but Augustine and Chrysostom say twelve. Another
tradition names three: Melchior (Shem’s descendant), Caspar (Ham’s
descendant), and Balthasar (Japheth’s descendant).
Back

28. At least one gift from each wise man. They presented the gifts—plural in
number—to Jesus. Gold, frankincense, and myrrh designate appositionally the
kinds of gifts, not the number (Matt. 2:1-2, 11).
Back
29. It was not constant (Matt. 2:2, 10).
Back
30. He calculated the age of the child by the length of time it had been appearing
and reappearing (Matt 2:7, 16). The wise men did not discourage this thinking.
Back
31. a. In a house, not the stable (Matt 2:11).
b. In Nazareth. The impression given in Matthew 2 is that of a hurried, immediate
escape for all (Luke 2:39). Thus there was no time to fulfill the law or the
prophetic utterance (cf. no. 24).
Back
32. Two months to two years.
Back
33. Five or four B.C. (Herod died in March or April of 4 B.C.)
Back
34. From one month to over one year.
Back
35. Probably with the gifts of the magi.
Back
36. Nazareth (Matt 2:23).
Back
37. 33 to 34 years old (born 5 to 4 B.C., began ministry A.D. 29). Luke 3:23 tells

us he was “about thirty”; the Greek indicates a rough (rather than close) estimate.
Back
38. 37 to 38 years old, depending on whether His ministry was three or four years
in length.
Back
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