
Sticks and Stones . . .
I’m not sure when it began, but the last several years we have
seen an explosion of name-calling. Social media is probably
the main culprit in giving people freedom to chunk labels and
names like snowballs at people they don’t even know, with no
concern of consequences.

It’s  no  longer  a  matter  of  normal  human  interactions  to
disagree with someone; now it’s about demonizing them. And
dragging them through the mud. And judging their character and
reputation.

Refuse to subscribe to progressive ideologies? You are
hateful.
Dare to criticize someone’s position? You’re a bigot.
Talk about God’s plan for marriage as only between one
man and one woman? You’re homophobic.
Stand up for common sense in insisting that boys can’t
become  girls  and  girls  can’t  become  boys?  You’re
transphobic.

This kind of name-calling has become personal. The Southern
Poverty Law Center, having discovered a cash cow in declaring
organizations hate groups, declared Probe Ministries a hate
group  because  we  (mainly  me)  agree  with  God’s  design  for
sexuality  and  gender.  In  agreeing  with  scripture  that
homosexual behavior violates God’s command and is thus sin, we
are called hateful. For years, I have vetted my articles on
LGBT by sharing them with friends who no longer identify as
gay or lesbian, to make sure they are not only accurate but
also kind and compassionate.

But when our neighbor learned that Probe was on the SPLC’s
hate group list, he told my husband that I was hateful.

“Sue?  Hateful?  C’mon,  you’ve  known  her  for  years.  Do  you
honestly think she’s hateful?”
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I’m grateful that he gave it some thought, and the next week
he retracted his assessment. That was nice; his name-calling
wasn’t hurtful to me. Kinda crazy, but not hurtful-because I
knew it wasn’t true. He was just being consistent to his
leftist beliefs.

In addition to being called hateful, I’ve received a number of
ugly emails declaring me ignorant, foolish, biased, an idiot,
and some disgusting sexual slurs as well. In each case, the
writers felt free to unleash their hostility and judgmentalism
on me, a total stranger.

We’ve all heard the old rhyme, “Sticks and stones may break my
bones, but names will never hurt me,” right? Of course, it’s a
lie. Name-calling DOES hurt, especially from people close to
us, who should be protecting our hearts rather than trying to
inflict pain.

But it doesn’t necessarily have to.

I was thinking about why these names slide off me the way hair
slides off a plastic cape during a haircut.

The best explanation, I think, is
found  in  my  favorite  children’s
book, Max Lucado’s You Are Special.

It’s about a group of wooden people called the Wemmicks who
all day, every day, go around giving each other gold star
stickers or gray dot stickers. Punchinello, who can’t seem to



get anything right, only gets gray dot stickers.

But one day he meets a girl who doesn’t have any gold star OR
gray  dots.  It’s  not  that  people  don’t  try  to  give  her
stickers-they  just  don’t  stick.

Punchinello asks her why, and she says, “It’s easy. Every day
I go to see Eli the woodcarver. I go and sit in the workshop
with him.”

Punchinello goes to see Eli.

“Hmm,” the maker spoke thoughtfully as he inspected the gray
circles. “Looks like you’ve been given some bad marks.”

“I didn’t mean to, Eli. I really tried hard.”
“Oh, you don’t have to defend yourself to me, child. I don’t
care what the other Wemmicks think.”

“You don’t?”

“No, and you shouldn’t either. Who are they to give stars or
dots? They’re Wemmicks just like you. What they think doesn’t
matter, Punchinello. All that matters is what I think. And I
think you are pretty special.”

Punchinello laughed. “Me, special? Why? I can’t walk fast. I
can’t jump. My paint is peeling. Why do I matter to you?”

Eli looked at Punchinello, put his hands on those small
wooden shoulders, and spoke very slowly. “Because you’re
mine. That’s why you matter to me.”

Eli explains to Punchinello why the stickers don’t stick on
his friend:

“Because she has decided that what I think is more important
than what they think. The stickers only stick if you let



them. . . The stickers only stick if they matter to you. The
more  you  trust  my  love,  the  less  you  care  about  the
stickers.”

As Punchinello walks out the door, Eli reminds him, “You’re
special because I made you. And I don’t make mistakes.”

Punchinello thinks, “I think he really means it.”

And then a dot fell to the ground.

For 50 years I have been spending daily time with my Maker,
listening to what He says is true about me: I am His beloved
child in whom He is well pleased. I am His redeemed daughter,
a princess warrior, His workmanship, gifted with supernatural
enablings to fulfill the works He gave me to do. My heavenly
Father loves me the same way He loves His Son; His Son loves
me so much He died for me and rose from the dead to make me
His bride.

Being loved and cherished like that, no wonder the stickers of
labels and names slide right off me.

If you struggle with what other people think of you, immerse
yourself  in  what  your  Maker  says  is  true  about  you.  My
favorite list, “I Am a Child of the King” by Dr. Ed Laymance,
can be found here.

 

This blog post originally appeared at blogs.bible.org/sticks-
and-stones/ on July 23, 2023.

https://www.impactcounseling.com/_files/ugd/e1b259_836f6876c136488aaac7f3f121756364.pdf
https://blogs.bible.org/sticks-and-stones/
https://blogs.bible.org/sticks-and-stones/


Did the Hurricanes Wash Away
the Hate?
In  the  midst  and  aftermath  of  the  destruction  caused  by
Hurricanes Harvey and Irma, I saw a number of comments in
social media marveling at how people came together and served
each  other  regardless  of  race,  religion,  or  any  other
“us/them”  division.  Immediately  before  the  hurricanes,  the
subject of hate was hot and furious in the various media. Then
suddenly  people  weren’t  talking  about  it.  Something  much
bigger and much more immediate consumed our attention.

So that left an intriguing question: did the hurricanes wash
away the hate?

Alas, no.

It didn’t take long before a third hurricane, Maria, decimated
America’s  own  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  horrific  humanitarian
crisis  became  fodder  for  politically-related  contempt  and
ugliness in the media. This was immediately followed by the
mass shooting in Las Vegas that remains a mystery.

What in the world is going on?

In answering a question about signs indicating the end times,
GotQuestions.org writes, “An increase in false messiahs, an
increase in warfare, and increases in famines, plagues, and
natural  disasters—these  are  signs  of  the  end  times.  In
[Matthew 24:5-8], though, we are given a warning: we are not
to be deceived, because these events are only the beginning of
birth pains; the end is still to come.” (emphasis mine)

Paul writes this to Timothy about the end times:

You should know this, Timothy, that in the last days there
will  be  very  difficult  times.  For  people  will  love  only
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themselves and their money. They will be boastful and proud,
scoffing at God, disobedient to their parents, and ungrateful.
They will consider nothing sacred. They will be unloving and
unforgiving;  they  will  slander  others  and  have  no  self-
control. They will be cruel and hate what is good. They will
betray their friends, be reckless, be puffed up with pride,
and love pleasure rather than God. They will act religious,
but they will reject the power that could make them godly.
Stay away from people like that! (2 Timothy 3:3-5, emphasis
mine)

This  sure  sounds  like  2017,  doesn’t  it?  The  subjects  of
cruelty and hate are front-page news stories, whether we’re
learning of new beheadings or accusations of new hate groups.
Recently,  CNN  published  the  Southern  Poverty  Law  Center’s
“hate  map,”  which  lumps  together  true  hate-fueled
organizations with Christian ministries holding to historic
biblical orthodoxy. I follow this story because two years ago,
SPLC put Probe Ministries on their hate map for being “anti-
LGBT.” And since I am the one who writes most of the content
for Probe.org on sexuality and gender issues, they were mainly
pointing their finger at me.

So while some people were wondering if the hurricanes had
washed away the hate, I found myself writing a number of
answers to email and social media posts assuring people that
no, Probe is not a hate group, and inviting them—as I always
have—to identify any words of hatred on our website. No one
has ever shown me any hateful words. (I don’t think we’ve ever
written any hateful words to begin with, but I have always
vetted anything I’ve written on the subject of LGBT by first
submitting  it  to  friends  who  used  to  identify  as  gay  or
lesbian.) But simply writing about homosexuality as not God’s
design, and the truth that Jesus Christ changes people and
sometimes  that  includes  people’s  same-sex  attractions,  is
purportedly potential fuel for those who would commit violence
against LGBT people.



(What’s interesting is that an armed man used the SPLC hate
map to attempt to commit violence against the Family Research
Council as retribution for their inclusion on the hate list.
The SPLC doesn’t seem to have a problem with that.)

As my pastor says, “Truth sounds like hate to those who hate
the truth.” There are so many cultural lies about God’s design
for sex and identity that when we proclaim God’s truth in a
culture  that  embraces  lies,  we  get  called  hateful  and
discriminatory.

No, the hurricanes did not wash away the hate; they just
distracted us for a time, I think. I do believe we are seeing
the birth pangs of the end times, and the world is going to
continue to get darker and more hostile to those holding a
biblical worldview. My prayer is that we will be faithful to
stand for what is right and true no matter the cost.

Even when we’re slimed with false accusations of hate.

 

This blog post originally appeared at
blogs.bible.org/engage/sue_bohlin/did_the_hurricanes_wash_away

_the_hate on October 3, 2017.

“Would  You  Answer  Some
Questions  About  Hate  and
LGBT?”
I am a high school student writing a paper for English over
some hatred issues across America and I was wondering if you
would answer some questions about marriage equality, gender

http://blogs.bible.org/engage/sue_bohlin/did_the_hurricanes_wash_away_the_hate
http://blogs.bible.org/engage/sue_bohlin/did_the_hurricanes_wash_away_the_hate
https://probe.org/would-you-answer-some-questions-about-hate-and-lgbt/
https://probe.org/would-you-answer-some-questions-about-hate-and-lgbt/
https://probe.org/would-you-answer-some-questions-about-hate-and-lgbt/


issues, etc.

Why do you, personally, dislike homosexual behavior?

For the same reason I dislike heterosexual behavior (like
using pornography or unmarried or extramarital sex) that is
outside of God’s plan and purpose for our bodies and souls: it
is  harmful  to  the  person(s)  engaging  in  it.  Sex  is  so
powerful, like electricity, that it needs to be contained
within the safe confines of marriage between a man and a woman
who have committed to each other for life. Outside of that
containment, the power of sex is more like lightning, which
does damage instead of being channeled into serving us.

But homosexual behavior is not just about sex. There is also a
lot  of  emotional  dependency  in  same-sex  relationships,
especially between girls and women, when their friendship has
overflowed the banks of what is healthy. Emotionally dependent
relationships are intense (which becomes exhausting), chaotic
(which drains people further), controlling and manipulative
(which is hurtful to the people and to the relationship). I
dislike this behavior because it is harmful to the people
engaging in it as well. I love people and hate to see them get
hurt.  That’s  why  I  dislike  the  behavior  that  contributes
(eventually) to heartache.

If anyone of your family members became homosexual, how would
you react?

That already happened, when one of my relatives was seduced
into lesbian relationships and started seeing herself as part
of the LGBT community. I continued to love her, encourage her,
delight in her . . . even though we don’t talk about her
relationships or her involvement in LGBT.



I have two grown sons, though, which is the closer kind of
family I think you may be thinking of. If either one of them
announced  they  were  gay,  I  would  weep  that  he  had  been
deceived by our spiritual enemy into thinking falsehoods about
himself, and I would pray every day for his eyes to be open to
the truth, even as I continued to love him like I do now.

Why do you think God doesn’t love homosexual people and their
behaviors?

I know beyond a shadow of a doubt that God dearly and tenderly
loves those who struggle with same-sex attraction, those who
have embraced a gay identity, and even those who have fully
immersed themselves in the LGBT world. I’m thinking of one
young  man  in  particular  who  went  on  a  two-week  bender,
prostituting himself for gay sex so he could buy drugs and
keep himself high. I know that his decisions grieved God’s
heart deeply (especially when he became HIV+ during that 2
weeks), but He never left the man or stopped loving him, and
was there waiting patiently for him to come to his senses . .
. which he did. And now their relationship is stronger than
ever.

If God loved people, ALL people, enough to send His only Son
into the world to be nailed to a cross, taking our place and
paying the penalty for our sin and then raising Him from the
dead, then I think He continues to love all of us in our
messy, sinful rebellion. But He never endorses or accepts our
sinful behavior, though He fully accepts US. Acceptance and
approval of choices and behaviors are not the same.

You may have noticed I went from talking about homosexuals to
US . . . because we are all in the same predicament: messy,
sinful, rebellious people who desperately need God. There is
no us/them differentiation—we are all alike in our need for



God, and we are all alike in the fact that He loves us more
than we can imagine.

Do you believe in abortion, and why?

I think it is a heinous thing to murder a baby, whether he or
she lives inside the mother or outside the mother. Abortion is
taking  the  life  of  an  innocent  child,  and  it’s  wrong  to
murder.

And do you consider Probe Ministries a hate group?

Absolutely not! We were tagged a hate group by the Southern
Poverty  Law  Center  because  we  don’t  agree  with  the  LGBT
agenda. We align ourselves with the Bible’s standards that all
sex outside of marriage violates God’s commands for human
sexuality.  Unfortunately,  these  days  mere  disagreement  is
called hate. I have repeatedly invited people to identify the
hate-filled words on our website so I can change them, but no
one has ever identified any. I believe that is because you
won’t find words of hate on our website, or our podcasts, or
any of our recorded messages. (And I do know what hate sounds
like. Westboro Baptist Church makes me sick.)

I’m the primary writer and speaker about homosexuality and
gender issues for Probe. It might be helpful for you to know
that  for  18  years  I  have  also  served  with  Living  Hope
Ministries,  which  is  a  Christian  organization  that  helps
people  deal  with  unwanted  homosexuality,  and  the  family
members of those who have chosen to embrace a gay identity. I
have known and grown to love more people than I can count,
people who are my heroes as they fight their feelings and
instead, pursue intimacy with Jesus Christ. I have watched so
many people’s hearts change over time, and I have walked with
a  lot  of  women  as  they  process  the  reasons  for  their
attractions  and  experience  a  shift  in  their  beliefs  and
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attitudes  (and  sometimes  attractions  as  well,  though  not
always). They are so very dear to me, and I love being their
cheerleader and encourager.

That’s the opposite of hate. That’s what love looks like, and
that’s what is the foundation of everything I write and say on
this issue.

It might also be helpful for you to know that I have run
everything  I  write  and  say  through  the  filter  of  trusted
friends who were once part of the LGBT community, asking them
to identify anything that is unintentionally hurtful or rude
or even untrue so I can change it before it becomes public.

I’m glad you asked, and I am thankful for the opportunity to
provide you with some answers.

Have a good day.

Warmly,
Mrs. Bohlin

Posted Oct. 2016
© 2016 Probe Ministries

Why Radical Muslims Hate You
–  Responding  to  Islamic
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Attitudes
Rusty Wright looks at the historical roots of Muslim hatred of
American and the West. He points out that there are cultural,
political, religious and psychological factors combining to
create  the  current  attitudes  among  Muslim  people.
Understanding the roots behind the feelings of some Muslims
toward the West may help us in reaching out to our Muslim co-
workers and neighbors.

Historical Roots of Hatred
Do you remember how you felt on September 11, 2001? You likely
saw images of jets crashing into buildings, people jumping
from skyscrapers, the towers collapsing. What feelings did you
experience?  Confusion?  Anger?  Depression?  TV  showed  some
Palestinians celebrating. One Hamas publication wrote, “Allah
has answered our prayers.”{1} In London, one Muslim group
circulated  stickers  praising  the  “magnificent  19,”  the
hijackers.{2}

Chances are, you are a target of this hatred. If you are a
Westerner,  an  American,  a  non-Muslim,  or  a  Muslim  of  a
different stripe than they, then some radical Muslims hate
you. Why? The answer is complex and involves history, culture,
politics, religion, and psychology.

Of course, many — some would say most — Muslims are peace
loving  and  deplore  terrorism.  Islam  is  quite  diverse.{3}
Extremist Muslims do not represent all Muslims any more than
white supremacists represent all Christians. Not all “radical”
Muslims are violent or hateful. But understanding extremist
Muslim  hatred  is  essential  to  interpreting  our  post-9/11
world. This article examines that hatred and offers a biblical
response.

In  his  October  2001  video,  Osama  bin  Ladin  mentioned  the
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“humiliation and disgrace” tormenting Islam for “more than
eighty years.” Princeton Near Eastern scholar Bernard Lewis
notes that the reference likely puzzled many Westerners. Many
Muslims — for whom Islamic history carries divine significance
— understood. Bin Ladin referred to the 1918 defeat of the
once-  mighty  Ottoman  Empire  and  to  British  and  French
partitioning of Ottoman territory. Secular Turks soon also
abolished the caliphate, or succession of rulers of all Sunni
Islam. Desecration of this symbol of Muslim unity has pained
many Muslims ever since.{4}

For  centuries,  the  Islamic  world  had  displayed  military,
economic and scientific superiority. But European development
eventually overtook Islam.{5} Today, United States ties with
Israel and involvement in Saudi Arabia have kindled ire.

Bin Ladin calls on Muslims to “obey God’s command to kill the
Americans  and  plunder  their  possessions  .  .  .  to  kill
Americans and their allies, both civil and military . . .
.”{6}  He  and  his  sympathizers  want  to  eliminate  Western
influence and restore their version of Islam to the world.{7}

Socio-cultural Roots of Hatred
History is behind some of the radical Muslim hatred of the
West. But so are cultural differences. Would you believe that
dancing in an American church helped fuel Muslim anger today?

In 1948, Sayyid Qutb visited the United States for Egypt’s
Ministry of Education. His stay left him shocked with what he
perceived as moral degeneracy and sexual promiscuity.

He  wrote  that  even  American  religion  was  tainted  by
materialism and consumerism. Churches marketed their services
to the public like merchants and entertainers. Success, big
numbers, “fun,” and having “a good time” seemed crucial to
American churches.{8}

He  especially  deplored  clergy-sanctioned  dances  at  church



recreation halls. When the ministers lowered the lights, the
dances became hot. Here is Qutb’s “PG” description: “The dance
is inflamed by the notes of the gramophone . . . the dance-
hall becomes a whirl of heels and thighs, arms enfold hips,
lips and breasts meet, and the air is full of lust.” He cited
the  famous  Kinsey  Reports  as  evidence  of  American  sexual
debauchery.{9} Qutb, who was dark skinned, also experienced
racism in America.{10}

Back  in  Egypt,  Qutb  joined  the  Muslim  Brothers
organization.{11} Imprisonment and torture made his writings
more militant. Qutb became what Georgetown University religion
and international affairs professor John Esposito calls “the
architect of radical Islam.”{12}

Some  Muslim  Brotherhood  groups,  offshoots,  and  alumni  are
mainstream and nonviolent. Others have a violent legacy. A
militant  offshoot,{13}  Islamic  Jihad,  assassinated  Egyptian
president  Anwar  Sadat.  Esposito  notes  that  a  radicalized
former  Muslim  Brother,  Abdullah  Azzam,  significantly
influenced Usama bin Ladin.{14} Former CIA Middle East case
officer Robert Baer observes that a Kuwaiti Muslim Brother,
Khalid Sheikh Muhammad, became a bin Ladin terror chief.{15}

Secularization, consumerism, materialism, the status of women,
sexual mores … all concern radical Muslims.{16} Bernard Lewis
notes that Sayyid Qutb’s denunciation of American moral flaws
became  incorporated  into  radical  Islamic  ideology.  For
instance, he says Iran’s Ayatollah Khomeini, in calling the
U.S. the “Great Satan,” was being consistent with the Koranic
depiction of Satan not as an “imperialist” or “exploiter” but
as  a  seducer,  “the  insidious  tempter  who  whispers  in  the
hearts of men.”{17}

Historical,  social  and  cultural  factors  have  influenced
radical Muslim hatred of the West. Consider now how global
politics stirs the mix.



Political Roots of Hatred
Bernard Lewis — who is not without his critics{18} — notes an
essential difference between Christianity and Islam regarding
government and religion. Jesus of Nazareth, the founder of the
Christian faith, said, “Give to Caesar what belongs to him.
But everything that belongs to God must be given to God.”{19}
For much of history, this has been understood as recognizing
the existence of two distinct authorities, one spiritual and
the other political.{20}

But much of Islam has known no such distinction. Muhammad was
both a religious and political leader, the Prophet and the
head of state. Under his successors, the caliphs, Islam grew
into a huge empire and world religion. Islamic shari‘a, or
Holy  Law,  deals  with  power,  authority  and  political
philosophy.  Specific  applications  differ  among  Islamic
nations. In an extreme example of this spiritual/political
blend, Iran’s Ayatollah Khomeini once said, “Islam is politics
or it is nothing.”{21}

With this mindset, the Western world and the United States as
superpower  become  to  many  Muslims  the  infidel  invaders,
imperialist bullies who desecrate Islamic states by force.
European colonialism, Western imperialism and U. S. policies
are frequent Muslim complaints.{22} Many Muslims deplore the
U. S. invasion of Iraq. Of course, U. S. concessions to Israel
often are seen as collaboration with an enemy of Islam.

One  perceived  offense  to  radical  Islam  that  is  sometimes
overlooked by Westerners is Western complicity with corrupt
rulers of Islamic states. These situations are complex. Oft-
mentioned offenses include the 1982 government massacre at the
Syrian city of Hama to put down a Muslim Brothers uprising. An
estimated ten to twenty-five thousand died, attracting little
Western  attention.  In  1992,  with  Western  approval,  the
Algerian military cancelled democratic elections to prevent
the Islamic Salvation Front from winning them and established



a brutal regime.{23}

Especially  galling  to  radicals  is  Western  complicity  with
rulers of Saudi Arabia — Islam’s Holy Land — whom they see as
warped  by  greed,  graft  and  moral  corruption.  One  Saudi
diplomat noted after 9/11, “What shocks me most is why they
hit America and not us.”{24}

But they did hit America, and radical views of politics played
an important role.

Religious Roots of Hatred
Still other reasons some radical Muslims hate you involve
religion.

Wahhabism, a movement much in the news, was founded by an
eighteenth century theologian, Muhammad ibn ‘Abd al- Wahhab.
Wahhab wanted to purify Islam and return it to its authentic
ways. He condemned and burned books contradicting his views.
Wahhab’s followers became fiercely exclusive. Their principal
focus was not outsiders but insiders, Muslims whom they felt
had  practiced  a  “less-pure”  form  of  Islam.  They  could  be
vicious, desecrating holy places and slaughtering Muslims who
differed.{25}

Wahhabism’s  ongoing  Saudi  links  would  propel  it  into
international influence. When Saudi forces conquered Arabia in
1925, they controlled Islam’s two most holy cities, Mecca and
Medina. When Saudi Arabia became oil-rich, the stage was set.
Wahhabism became the “official, state-enforced doctrine of one
of the most influential governments in all Islam,”{26} which
hosts  annual  pilgrimages  to  Mecca  involving  millions  of
Muslims from around the world. Saudi oil wealth funded Wahhabi
propagation of their views at home and abroad.{27} Wahhabism
affected both Usama bin Ladin and the Taliban.{28}

Wahhabism’s  pervasive  influence  troubles  Princeton’s  Lewis.
Imagine, he says, that the Ku Klux Klan or a similar group



took control of Texas and its oil and could widely propagate
its version of “Christianity” through heavily endowed schools
and  colleges.{29}  Georgetown’s  Esposito  distinguishes
puritanical, politically conservative Wahhabism from radical,
militant Wahhabism.{30}

Former  CIA  agent  Robert  Baer  notes  that  Wahhabi  soldiers
fought the Soviets in Afghanistan in the 1980s, with U.S.
support.  There,  Wahhabis  linked  with  radical  followers  of
Sayyid Qutb, an alliance Baer likens to “mixing nitroglycerin
in a blender.”{31} A new, more militant strain of Wahhabism
developed in addition to mainstream Wahabbism, with a new
emphasis on taking the fight to outsiders: the infidels and
the West.{32}

After al-Qaeda attacked three housing complexes in Riyadh,
Saudi Arabia, in May 2003, the Saudi government began to crack
down  on  terrorists  and  violent  rhetoric  in  the  mosques.
Initial results were mixed. U. S. Ambassador Robert Jordan
reported, “We have noticed lately in influential mosques the
imam  has  condemned  terrorism  and  preached  in  favor  of
tolerance, then closed the sermon with ‘O God, please destroy
the Jews, the infidels and all who support them.'”{33}

Psychological Roots of Hatred
In addition to the foregoing, there are psychological factors
at work in radical Muslim hatred.

Lewis writes, “Almost the entire Muslim world is affected by
poverty. . . .”{34} Georgetown’s John Esposito sees “weak
economies,  illiteracy,  and  high  unemployment”{35}  in  many
Muslim nations. Relative deprivation can be psychologically
debilitating. If you are poor, some theories argue, and you
see others more prosperous, you may feel inferior, trapped or
depressed.

Reports from the United Nations and the World Bank note that



Arab  nations  fall  far  behind  the  West  in  “job  creation,
education, technology, and productivity.”{36} (There are, of
course,  exceptions.)  When  global  media  bring  pictures  of
lavish Western life, frustration burns and some extremists
lash out. One Egyptian playwright described these extremists
as “pathologically jealous.” He said, “They feel like dwarfs,
which is why they search for towers and all those who tower
mightily.”{37}

Feelings of rejection play a part. Many Western societies have
been slow to accept Muslims. The father of shoe bomber Richard
Reid said of his son, “He was born here in Britain, like I
was. It was distressing to be told things like ‘Go home,
nigger.'”{38}

New  York  Times  foreign  affairs  columnist  Thomas  Friedman
speaks of a “poverty of dignity” affecting even privileged
Muslims.  Belief  in  Islam’s  superiority  contrasted  with
economic and military disparity in the context of a repressive
regime  can  engender  feelings  of  humiliation,  prompting
vengeance against the perceived cause.{39}

What is an appropriate biblical response to radical Muslim
hatred? A complete answer would take volumes. May I suggest
four ideas?

First, love your enemies. Jesus of Nazareth taught, “Love your
enemies and pray for those who persecute you.”{40} It is not
emotionally easy for me to love Usama bin Ladin or to pray for
him. I have to ask God for strength for that.

Second, support national defense. Paul, one of Jesus’ early
followers, wrote that governments are to “bear the sword” to
subjugate  evil.{41}  The  implications  are  complex  and
debatable, but the principle of defending against attack is
biblical.

Third, if you are not a Muslim, learn about Islam.{42} One
writer remarked of some of Israeli King David’s supporters



that  they  “understood  the  times.”{43}  Paul  sought  to
understand cultural and religious views of his day.{44}

And  fourth,  befriend  some  Muslims,  perhaps  from  your
neighborhood  or  workplace.  In  humility,  learn  about  their
families, their hopes and dreams. If appropriate, discuss your
respective faiths. You may be surprised at the similarities.
And your kindness may generate warmth toward the spirit that
drives your kind behavior and speech.{45}

This article is adapted with permission from Rusty Wright,
“Why  Radical  Muslims  Hate  You,”  The  Plain  Truth,
September/October  2004,  6-9.  ©  Rusty  Wright  2004.
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“You  Promote  Hate  and
Intolerance”
How  can  people  who  say  they  are  God’s  children  stand  in
judgment of others. . . only God can judge man! “He who is
without  sin  cast  the  first  stone.”  You  promote  hate  and
intolerance and I am quite sure that Jesus would be ashamed of
your actions.

It would be helpful if we had any idea of what you had read on
our website. I’m curious where you saw hate; intolerance is
another matter altogether since today’s values, elevating a
new kind of tolerance, say that everything is equally valid. I
guess you don’t believe that, or you would have a live and let
live attitude toward our position.

What did you read?

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries Webservant

This was written by you Sue Bohlin …… http://www.********.com
Regardless on how you feel about homosexuality and I am a
straight female by the way your complete lack of compassion by
showing a man with AIDS and how he looks before and after
death is sick. I am a Christian and ashamed that there are so
called “Christians” out there that can be so cruel that is not
what Jesus preached when he walked this earth. Remember he
died on the cross for all of our sins and no one is without
sin even YOU. So before you start judging others start with
yourself  for  not  being  able  to  show  compassion  and  love
something that Jesus preached over and over again.

You have your right to disagree with homosexuality but it is

https://probe.org/you-promote-hate-and-intolerance/
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the manner in which you choose to disagree that makes me sick.
I wonder if you have ever met a homosexual, believe it or not
they are no different than you and me. They are human beings
and deserved to be loved and respected like everyone else.

I will pray for you and your “ministry” that you will come to
find compassion for those who are different than you. Remember
God loves us all …regardless….that is why his Son Jesus died
on the cross.

Thank you for writing me back. I appreciate the time it took
you to find the article you were referring to. I truly want to
make sure that my heart for those dealing with homosexuality
comes through, and if I have written something in a way that
invites misunderstanding, I definitely want to fix it.

Which is why I was so puzzled by your reference to this: “by
the way your complete lack of compassion by showing a man with
AIDS and how he looks before and after death is sick.”

I  am  so  glad  you  said  you  found  my  article  on  the
*********.com website, which provided the key to the mystery.
The people who have that website republished my article on
Homosexual Myths from our Probe Ministries website, Probe.org
(and actually didn’t even ask permission, as I recall). I am
not connected with the *********.com people and didn’t even
know what else was on the website. No wonder you thought I
agreed with them! I am quite sure that Dr. Throckmorton, a
good guy with a HUGELY compassionate heart, whose article
follows mine on their website, would agree with me that we are
distressed  to  be  linked  to  such  unloving,  uncompassionate
people.

I am glad to be able to reassure you that you and I are on the
same page. I have a huge, joyful passion for those dealing
with unwanted homosexuality, and in fact minister on a daily
basis to women dealing with same-sex attraction. It is one of
the highlights of my life to watch God change lives of the



sexually broken through the power of Jesus Christ, and I tell
my struggler friends all the time that they are my heroes.

In fact, if you’re interested, here’s a link to a number of my
e-mail answers to homosexuality questions from real, hurting
and questions people on the Probe website.

I am glad to be able to clear up this misunderstanding with
one of my sisters in the Lord BEFORE we get to heaven! <smile>

The Lord bless you and keep you today!

Sue

Nietzsche:  Master  of
Suspicion

Christianity: Religion of Hate?
In the last decade, it has become increasingly common to hear
the accusation that Christians are hateful. In the United
States,  this  type  of  comment  has  become  the  mantra  of
homosexual  rights  groups  who  are  outraged  that  Christians
would claim that homosexuality is a sin. With the murder of
homosexual Matthew Shepherd in 1999, Christians were blamed
for  creating  a  hostile  environment  and  provoking  violence
against homosexuals by claiming that homosexuality is immoral.
Homosexuals often scoff at Christians who say, “Hate the sin,
love  the  sinner,”  insinuating  that  the  two  cannot  be
separated. Consequently it has become increasingly difficult
to dialogue with these individuals due to their suspicion that
Christians, in spite of their expressions of love, actually
hate homosexuals.
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Of  course,  accusations  of  hatred  against  Christians  are
nothing new. This charge was leveled at the first century
church as a preamble to the state sanctioned persecution that
occurred off and on throughout the Roman Empire until the
fourth century. But today many of those who accuse Christians
of hate take their marching orders from their understanding of
Friedrich Nietzsche, who called Christian priests “the truly
great  haters  in  world  history  .  .  .  likewise  the  most
ingenious haters.”{1} Nietzsche was absolutely contemptuous of
Christians and pulled no punches when it came to his polemic
against them. He is infamous for his announcement of the death
of God in his writings and was known to be Hitler’s favorite
philosopher.  Consequently,  Christians  typically  distance
themselves  from  Nietzsche  due  to  his  hostility  to  the
Christian  worldview.

But while Nietzsche’s writings are often blasphemous, this
does not mean that Christians should ignore his insights.
Rather than dismissing his critique, we should ask ourselves
if he may have something to say to the church. Perhaps we need
to be reminded that Jesus’ harshest words were directed toward
those who put on an impressive outward show of religiosity,
but whose hearts were not right with God. We need only read
Jesus’ letters to the seven churches in Revelation chapters
two and three to see that some of His most severe rebuke is
found  there,  directed  towards  His  own.  Unfortunately,  one
major school of interpretation has determined that the seven
churches represent different ages of church history, of which
the first five have already transpired. This interpretation
tends  to  distance  us  from  the  Lord’s  rebuke,  as  if
evangelicals are the praised church of Philadelphia, and the
lukewarm Loadiceans are the apostate church of the end-times.
It is no wonder that we reject the blistering critique of
someone like Nietzsche when we comfort ourselves by assuming
that the “gentle” Jesus would never speak harshly to us!

Just as Jesus spoke out against those who hid behind the



façade of religion, Nietzsche’s critique of Christianity is
based on the assertion that Christianity is not motivated by
love, but rather by a hateful envy, driven by the need for
power over others. And since Nietzsche is the inspiration for
many today who call Christianity hateful, it would seem that
listening to Nietzsche’s critique is especially important. By
understanding Nietzsche, we can be better equipped to respond
to the accusations of hatred against Christians that have
become common today. Furthermore, we may find that Nietzsche,
rather than being just a cranky despiser of religion, actually
has a prophetic message for contemporary Christians.

The Good, the Bad, and the Evil
Governor Jesse Ventura of Minnesota made headlines by claiming
that religion is for weak-minded people who are incapable of
getting through life without some sort of crutch. The governor
quickly apologized for any offense he may have caused, but his
claim that religion is just a crutch for the weak is certainly
not new. Karl Marx said essentially the same thing by calling
religion the opiate of the masses. However, no one has been
more creative than Nietzsche when it comes to a critique of
Christianity. His contention is not just that Christians are
weak, but that Christianity itself was the vehicle by which
the  weakest  members  of  society  were  able  to  overcome  the
dominance of those more powerful than them. Thus the very
basis of Christianity is said to be hatred for, and envy of,
the rich and the powerful.

It is important to recognize that Nietzsche was a trained
linguist with a deep interest in the history of words. In his
book On the Genealogy of Morals, Nietzsche claims that the
concept of good originally was a synonym for nobility and
therefore referenced the noble aristocrats of ancient times.
At the same time, those who belonged to the lower strata of
society, those who were originally referred to as plain and
simple, were designated as bad.{2} Nietzsche’s point in all



this is that when we look at the original sense of the words
good and bad they were descriptive of one’s social status,
rather than being a moral evaluation.

However, it is Nietzsche’s contention that this all changed
when priestly religions such as Judaism and Christianity were
able to attain power in society. He suggests that not only did
they transform the conceptions of good and bad to include a
moral dimension, but that they went even further by creating
the concept of evil as well. Out of their hatred and envy for
the ruling elite, and their desire for power, the priests
transformed the word good to refer to the poor and lowly
members of society and had the audacity to refer to the rich
and the powerful as evil! When we read the beatitudes in the
Gospels  of  Matthew  and  Luke  we  see  how  Nietzsche  indicts
Christianity for this reversal. It is not the rich and the
powerful who are blessed, but the weak and the poor! Nietzsche
believed that Christ’s praise of the powerless was an act of
subversion, an attempt by the weak to exact revenge against
the elites of society for their natural superiority. As far as
Nietzsche was concerned, there was no other way to account for
how Christianity had become a major world religion than to
suggest that Christianity created concepts such as sin and
guilt to cut the rich and powerful down to size.

It was Nietzsche’s suspicion that all human relationships are
driven  by  the  desire  for  power  over  others.  He  found
Christianity to be especially insidious because, rather than
admitting  that  it  desires  power  over  the  minds  of  all
humanity, it proclaims itself to be a religion of love. But in
fact,  Scripture  tells  us  that  Christ  willingly  became
powerless so that human beings might know the power of God.
Christ  set  aside  the  prerogatives  of  deity  to  become  a
servant; He became poor that we might become rich. Perhaps
Nietzsche is correct in arguing that human relationships are
often governed by the desire for power. However, it is clear
that in the encounter between God and man, it is the infinite



God who submits Himself to the limitations of humanity.

Sin and Guilt as Human Conventions
One of most disturbing aspects of contemporary culture is the
nihilistic  worldview  of  many  of  our  youth.  The  horrible
assault on Columbine High School in Littleton, Colorado in
1999 revealed how deeply alienated many young people are from
society. It is apparent that Harris and Kleybold felt entirely
justified  in  killing  their  classmates  out  of  a  sense  of
outrage at how they had been treated by the more popular
students at school. Incredibly, they were convinced that their
heinous act would be glorified in Hollywood and entertained
themselves by asking who would portray them in the blockbuster
movies  that  would  follow  their  killing  spree.  What  is
especially disturbing is the question of how such sociopathic
tendencies arise in a prosperous Colorado suburb.

According to Scripture, human beings are sinners in need of
redemption. All of us stand guilty before a holy God and only
the shed blood of the sinless Lamb of God, Jesus Christ, can
cleanse us from the power and penalty of our sin. Therefore, a
guilty conscience can be a positive thing in that it enables
us  to  respond  to  the  gospel  message.  But  in  contemporary
culture, as Senator Daniel Moynahan has stated, there has been
a  tendency  to  “define  deviancy  down.”  Acts  that  were
considered immoral or even criminal in the recent past have
been accepted as normal, so that our threshold of what is
morally acceptable continues to lower. Additionally, in our
therapeutic society anything that makes a person feel better
about herself is exalted, while feelings of guilt and shame
are discouraged. In a certain sense, this thinking is part of
the heritage of Nietzsche.

According to Nietzsche, human beings developed a sense of
guilt out of the ]financial relationship between a creditor
and  a  debtor.{3}  Nietzsche  maintained  that  the  similarity
between the German words for guilt and debt were indications



that financial obligations were the original source of a sense
of obligation toward others. Of course, a debtor is obligated
to his creditor, and in ancient times the debtor would pledge
some form of collateral in case he were unable to repay the
debt. This of course gave the creditor power over the debtor,
even to the extent that he could inflict cruelty upon the
debtor  to  extract  his  “pound  of  flesh.”  According  to
Nietzsche, this gave rise to the idea that suffering could
balance  out  our  debts  and  is  the  basis  for  the  biblical
account of Christ’s work of the cross.{4} The problem arose
when human beings somehow internalized the original sense of
financial obligation, so that what had previously been simply
a  matter  of  external  punishment  evolved  into  the  guilty
conscience.

Nietzsche’s  contention  was  that  a  feeling  of  guilt  is
destructive and prevents us from acting in accordance with our
noble instincts. But the question is, How can human beings be
noble without acknowledging their own limitations? The denial
of a sense of guilt, the denial of conscience, inevitably
leads  to  pride  and  the  arrogant  assumption  that  we  are
accountable to no one. While it would be unjust to suggest
that  Nietzsche  encouraged  acts  such  as  the  Columbine
shootings, it is also clear that Nietzsche recognized that a
sense of guilt leads us to conclude that we are accountable to
someone else for our actions. Wanting to insure that human
beings did not conclude that they were accountable to God for
their actions, his only option was to conclude that the guilty
conscience is a figment of our imaginations. Unfortunately,
incidents such as Columbine are not.

God is Dead! Now We Can Really Live!
Who can forget the famous cover of Time magazine, which asked
the question “Is God Dead?” Many people may have dismissed
such an absurd question, as if it makes sense to say that the
eternal God could pass away. But that is precisely the point.



In Nietzsche, the announcement of God’s death is simply to
force people to acknowledge that they no longer care about
God. He has been removed from His throne by the advancements
of science and technology and has little to say to modern man.
According to Nietzsche, God choked to death on pity.{5}

On the other hand, Nietzsche claims that we have killed God.
It is not that these statements are contradictory, but that
Nietzsche  viewed  “God”  as  a  concept,  not  as  a  person.
Nietzsche’s  Thus  Spoke  Zarathustra  begins  with  Zarathustra
setting out to deliver the startling news that God is dead,
but his first words are directed to the sun. While to the
casual reader this may seem absurd, this is actually a vivid
reference  to  the  philosophy  of  Plato.  And  according  to
Nietzsche,  Christianity  is  nothing  more  than  Plato’s
philosophy  dressed  up  as  a  religion.  The  whole  point  of
Nietzsche’s philosophy is to deliver us from the teachings of
Christianity, which he called the “Platonism of the people.”
Nietzsche  believed  that  both  Plato  and  Christianity
overemphasized the distinction between human existence and the
realm  of  eternity;  in  order  to  effectively  demolish
Christianity, he felt it necessary to destroy the foundations
of Plato’s philosophy as well.

Plato  lived  in  an  era  that  was  concerned  about  the
implications of change. Because Plato denied that we can truly
know anything that is changeable, he conceived of an ideal
world populated by what he called “forms.” The forms were
eternal  and  unchanging  models  for  the  objects  that  we
experience every day, and Plato’s concern was with how we can
come to know these forms. Part of his answer to that question
was his conception of the ultimate form, the form of the Good.
The  form  of  the  Good  is  what  illumines  the  soul’s
understanding, so Plato utilized the sun as the most fitting
symbol  for  this  form.  Later,  some  Christian  theologians
baptized Plato’s philosophy by claiming that the forms were
ideas in the mind of God, but what critics like Nietzsche find



so disturbing is that both Plato and Christianity seem to
place  more  emphasis  on  an  afterlife  than  on  day-to-day
existence. It was his desire that we recognize the value and
pleasures of this life, but to do so he completely rejected a
transcendent world. The question is whether he is justified in
claiming that Christianity denies the validity of this life by
focusing solely on a heavenly afterlife.

While  it  is  true  that  a  variety  of  movements  within
Christianity, such as the monastics, have devalued earthly
existence as a mere prelude to the afterlife, this is a far
cry from claiming that Christianity itself is the religious
equivalent of Plato’s other-worldly philosophy. St. Augustine,
who was a devoted student of Plato, claimed that Plato was a
valuable tool that helped lead him to Christianity. But the
one thing that he found lacking in the Platonists was the
teaching of Scripture that in Jesus Christ the Word of God
became flesh. God himself has come to live amongst us! The
incarnation of God in Christ means that human existence is
vitally important. God himself lived as a man. Rather than
devaluing life, Christ came that we might have life, and have
it more abundantly.

Nietzsche the Prophet?
As we close our examination of Friedrich Nietzsche’s thinking
and its consequences for Christian faith we should note his
conviction  that  terms  such  as  sin,  morality,  and  God  are
simply human conventions with no reality supporting them. He
hoped to overcome these concepts by taking us back in history
to  discover  how  we  came  to  these  “erroneous”  beliefs.
According  to  Nietzsche,  the  concept  of  a  God  who  rewards
believers  with  eternal  life  has  devalued  human  existence.
Consequently, he attempted to devalue any belief associated
with  a  transcendent  being  or  an  afterlife  and  emphasized
overcoming Christian standards for morality. His ideal was the
overman, unique individuals who were not restrained by what



society conceived as right or wrong. The problem is that, when
taken to its extreme, his philosophy has been utilized to
justify a wide variety of crimes. In 1924, two students at the
University of Chicago justified their murder of a twelve-year-
old  boy  by  quoting  from  Nietzsche.  And  of  course,  Hitler
assumed  that  Nietzsche’s  philosophy  called  for  world
domination by Germany and the ruthless elimination of all its
enemies. Many therefore assume that Nietzsche was some type of
proto-Nazi.

Nietzsche would have had little sympathy for Hitler and was
not an anti-Semite as some have claimed. These accusations are
common,  but  cannot  be  the  result  of  actually  reading  his
works. What we can say is that Nietzsche attempted to replace
the good news of Jesus Christ with a pseudo-gospel based on
the assertion that Christianity was a fabrication that has
hindered mankind for centuries. The Bible tells us that Christ
has  set  us  free  through  His  atoning  work  on  the  cross;
Nietzsche insists that such a story is what has placed us in
bondage. Like many utopians, Nietzsche denied the inherent
sinfulness of the human heart and insisted that the idea of
God was what had prevented mankind from reaching its highest
potential. Obviously, evangelical Christianity and Nietzsche
are in severe disagreement on most subjects.

Still,  Nietzsche  does  have  a  message  for  the  Christian
community. Considering Nietzsche’s contempt for Christianity,
that would seem to rule him out as a mouthpiece for God.
However, we also note that pagan kings such as Cyrus of Persia
(Ezra  1:1-4)  and  Nebuchadnezzar  (Daniel  4:34-35)  were
spokesman for God in particular instances. So to paraphrase
John 1:46, “Can anything good come out of Nietzsche?”

Perhaps the most valuable aspect of reading Nietzsche is his
emphasis on our motives. Just as Jesus accused the Pharisees
for disguising their hardened hearts with outward acts of
service and sacrifice, Nietzsche demonstrates keen awareness
of the subtle ways we can deceive even ourselves. One of



Nietzsche’s favorite accusations is that Christians can speak
about loving their enemies, but they have also been known to
comfort  themselves  with  thoughts  of  those  same  enemies
roasting in eternal hell-fire. Perhaps then one of the reasons
Christians avoid reading Nietzsche is that he can make us feel
so uncomfortable. Do we give to the Church out of love for God
or  perhaps  simply  for  the  tax  deduction?  What  about  our
service in the church? Are we motivated by the applause of
man,  or  by  our  love  for  God?  The  Christian  cannot  read
Nietzsche  without  feeling  challenged  on  these  questions.
Rather  than  simply  dismissing  his  radical  critique  of
Christianity, the church would be well-served to understand
how Nietzsche has influenced modern culture, and in turn to
reflect on how we can demonstrate the love of God to a dying
world.
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