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emember the story about the frog who was turned into a

handsome prince by the kiss of a (seemingly fairly desper-
ate) princess? Alas, my good friends, it wasonly afairy tale. Frogs,
no matter how ardently kissed, do not become
princes in real life. Add wishful thinking to
themix if youlike, butit’sstill not gonnahap-
pen. Put acrown onitslittle green head, put a
tiny scepter initslittle green hand(?), bestow
upon it al the power of the realm, but it will
never be anything more than aplain old frog
in handsome attire. Trust me, said frog will
not make a suitable mate for even the dullest
princess. But what if that kiss, rather than be-
ing a hasty transaction, lasted for billions of
years? Will areal prince be sitting therewhen
the dust of multiplied centuries has lifted?

Of courseg, silly! Only a fundamentalist
would doubt it! Why? Becauseit isno longer
afairy tale; now its science! What most of us
recognize as adults that even “magic” cannot
do, time plus chance can effectively accom-
plish. That frog just sat there and evolved!
Some may scoff at thiscomparison, but | don’t
see why. A young woman kisses a frog and
through some unexplained mechanism, it is
transformed into a handsome prince. It was
not the frog's fault that it happened, nor did
the princess have any special powers to bring about the desired
change.

Being products of their medieval era, the frog prince and his
lady friend probably gave “magic” the credit for the happy out-
come, but to the educated 20th century mind, such explanations
are, well, medieval. So we have amuch more sophisticated expla-
nation today for amphibian-to-mammalian transformations. Y ou
see, it al happened by accident. Onceupon atimepluschance. . . .

Stephen Jay Gould, professor of geology and paleontology
at Harvard University, said in a televised interview on PBS,
“Through no fault of our own, and by dint of no cosmic plan or
conscious purpose, we have become by a glorious evolutionary
accident called intelligence, the stewards of life's continuity on
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earth. An accident isthe 60 trillion contingent events that eventu-
ally led to the emergence of Homo Sapiens. . . . There was never
anything in the history of life that has had such
an impact upon the earth, as the evolution of hu-
man mind. But that doesn’t mean that it was meant
to be. Jt could still be accidental as| think that it

<> was.”
Stewards of Life's Continuity?

@ Arewereally, as Gould maintains, the “ stew-
O ards of life’' s continuity on earth” ? Isit necessary
that we“ stewards” carefor and protect life? Why
islife’scontinuity important? Stewardship means
being caretakersand impliesmeaning in life. But
what meaning can there ultimately bein steward-
ing aworld that is racing towards extinction? If
evolution istrue, that's the ride we' re on.

Theuniverse, according to oneview, will con-
tinue expanding into oblivion, our sun will die
out and all of life will become extinct in theicy
cold, unforgiving environment known as space.
According to the opposite view, the universe will
“spring back” and retract to the point that all will
explode into one gigantic fireball. In either case,
nothing we have ever done will really matter, for
it will all smply cease to be. Life, according to
evolution, is neither necessary nor important.

King Solomon said, “I have seen all the works which have
been done under the sun, and behold, all is vanity and striving
after wind” (Ecclesiastes 1:14). Solomon wrote the book of
Ecclesiastes from the stand point of life without God. He writes
from this vantage point, “For the fate of the sons of men and the
fate of birdsisthe same. Asonedies so diesthe other; indeed, they
all have the same breath and there is no advantage for man over
beast, for al isvanity. All go to the same place. All came from the
dust and all return to dust” (Ecc. 3:19-20). Human beingslong for
significance. Without it, we just eat to live, and liveto eat. Yet, if
there is no God, there is no purpose or meaning to this life, and
only an eternal void to follow. Fear of dying may actually be the
(Continued on next page)
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“Chance” (Continued from page 1)
only reason that many people have to go

on living. So folks who hold this philoso-
phy generally participatein what some phi-
losophers call the*“noblelie;” they live ac-
cording to alie which is necessary to give
meaning to life. But if what they believeis
true, thereisno genuine significanceto any-
thing they might accomplish.

If, however, we want to play the game
of stewardship, even if it has no ultimate
meaning, who among us will decide what
“good stewardship” is, as opposed to “bad
stewardship”? For example, many believe
that it is desirable that we protect species
on earth from extinction. Why should we
trouble ourselves with that? Species have
been going extinct supposedly for billions
of years: why start to worry now? What if
the campaign to savethewhales, snail dart-
ers, or whatever, keeps some more deserv-
ing species from coming to the fore? After
all, we wouldn’'t be here, according to
Gould, if the dinosaurs had not become
extinct. So who is to say that in general,
life on earth would not be better served if
certain specieswere hel ped into extinction?
The problem with the no-God view is that
someone has to take His place and make
Hisdecisions.

Woe to the earth if an evil god arises
and proceedsto do just that! What if some-
one should decide that human evolution
needs to be “stewarded”? What if certain
races of men were deemed by powerful in-
dividuals to be less than desirable, and a
hazard to the gene pool ? We don’t have to
wonder — it has already happened in our
century, and it led to Nazi genocide. The
Christian worldview judges Hitler to be an
evil man. The evolutionary worldview can-
not judge him at all. Hitler was faithful to
hishiological roots, whichisall that evolu-
tion can ask of any man.

What About Morals?

If evolution istrue, thereisno good or
bad. There are no moral codes which are
absolute and transcendent. Morals cannot
be derived from nature, because nature is
amoral. Gould admits that morality cannot
be taught by nature. He says that “moral
guestions are questions about oughts. . . .
Morality isjust not atheme[in nature]; lots
of things happenin naturethat are horrible
by our standards. . . 2% He says that we
cannot find morality in nature, so we must
find it in ourselves.

What's the problem with this idea of
finding morality within ourselves? We all
have our ownideas of what isgood and bad!

Stealing isbad to the person who isrobbed,
but the thief disagrees. Lying is bad to the
person who is deceived, but the liar is
merely protecting his own interests. Rape
isbad to thevictim, but therapist seeshim-
self as meeting his needs. Abortion is
“wrong” to afetus, but a precious “right”
to many women.

When asked how we as human beings
are doing concerning the moral conscious-
ness that sets us apart from the rest of na-
ture, Gould opinesthat wearedoing “fairly
badly.” But what is “bad”? Since there is
no such concept as “bad” behavior in na
ture, where does Gould derive the yardstick
with which to measure badness? Gould,
being Jewish, believesthat eugenics3 which
lent “scientific” credibility to theracial ha-
tred of the Nazis, isaterrible evil. And he
feelsthat it is very important to keep such
men as Hitler and Mengele out of power.
But without anever-changing absol ute stan-
dard of human behavior, badness and good-
ness areindividual choices. What is bad to
Gould seemed “good” to Adolph Hitler and
his henchmen. Adolph Hitler and friends
were enthusiastic Darwinistswho followed
the theory to itslogical conclusion.

It is true that Hitler humiliated and
butchered millions of innocent men,
women, and children, but it was al in an
attempt to create a new and better breed of
man. Besides, we all have to die. Does it
really matter if one dies of cancer, heart
disease, old age, or a bullet to the head?
Y es, from a Christian worldview, alleviat-
ing suffering and tending the sick and dy-
ing has supremevalue, whileinflicting pain
and intentional indignities upon others is
abhorrent and evil. But evolution does not
care one way or the other. Mindless pro-
cesses do not oppose cruelty. Following
Gould's own stated formula for moral de-
cision making, Hitler looked within him-
salf for hismorality, and he acted upon what
he found.

Does Morality Serve Humanity’'s Best
I nterests?

Gould rejects the moral law-giver, but
gives three reasons to be moral.

1) Survival of the human race. “If we
arenot mora‘{,” hesays, “ weend up killing
each other.”

So what? Every species on the planet
kills one another for survival advantage.
Many timesin nature thefemalehasto pro-
tect her young from their own father! Ever
hear the expression “ survival of thefittest”?
If we are merely a part of nature, why
quibble about that? We are only here today
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because our ancestors were fit enough to kill their rivals and sur-
vive to produce us. If the system works, why fix it?

The genuine predators among uswill survive and passon their
superior genetic traits (strength, speed, size, daring, cunning) to
their young, who will then surviveto carry on the species. In fact,
if evolutionistrue, our laws, court systems, prisons, etc., are only
enabling the weaker, more timid, less fit Homo Sapiens to protect
themselves from the stronger, bolder ones who have no qualms
about acting in their own interests. From an evolutionary stand-
point, the best interests of the “fit” should serve the best interests
of the human race in the long run.

It is the Christian worldview that teaches us to care for the
weak, to seek to dojustice, to love one another. The atheistic, evo-
Iutionary worldview offers us “kill or be killed,” but squeamish
evolutionists like Gould refuse to accept the natural conclusion of
his worldview. Most curious! Ideals, such as justice, mercy, and
love are the Judeo-Christian “baby” that has yet to be thrown out
with the “bath water.” Such ideals have undeniably harmed our
gene pool. They just aren’t natural!

2) Stability of our society. Says Gould
“Take a simple moral
principle like the
goldenrule. Basicallyit
is a negative feedback
principle that allows
society to be stable
enough so we can con-
tinue on.”

Do we have any
reason to suspect that
stability isnecessary to
our surviva as arace?
The natural world
marches on quite hap-
pily in chaos and tur-
moil. The golden rule?
Do unto othersasyou ——
would havethemdoto
you? How anti-Dar-
winian can you get? Are we not merely a part of the natural
world? An evolutionist can only appeal to nature. That'swhere
he comes from and that’ s where he’ s going. Where do you find
anything resembling the golden rulein nature? Now, Mr. Lion,
would you want that caribou to eat your baby? Don’t you see
how unfair and mean it is for you to eat hers? Tsk, tsk, Mr.
Hyena, that carcassisMr. Lion’sdinner. Would you like some-
one stealing your dinner?

Gould here appealsto a Christian worldview, which is based
on abelief in God and moral absolutes. He can see that thereisno
real reason for morals in the evolutionary worldview, so he bor-
rowsfrom one herejects. | do not doubt that Gould believesin the
golden rule, and | have no doubt that he attemptsto live by it. But
he does so inexplicably. Gould suggests that we look to philoso-
phers and theologians for moral guidance not found in nature. The
problem is that secular philosophers have no better answers than
Gould, and theologians, if thereisno God, are empty vesselswith
no moral authority to command any respect for their views. Mo-
rality without authority boils down to every person doing what is
right in his own eyes.

3) Mora questions cannot be avoided. Says Gould, “Once

you have consciousness for whatever reason, you can start thinking
about thosethingsand thereisreally noway to avoidit. John Sewart
Mill said it was better to be Socrates dissatisfied than a pig satisfied.
The pig's happier but we can’'t avoid being what we are. . . . We
might aswell make the best of it and find it exhilarating.”6

We can’t avoid having consciousness because we haveit. We
think certain actions are wrong because we think they are wrong.
Gould's answer here reminds me of conversations | have over-
heard between small children and their parents. WHY did you do
that, Johnny? Because. Because WHY ??? Just because. Human
beings should be moral “just because.” There is no transcendent
reason. I’ m not implying that Gould lacksintelligence. On the con-
trary, | see Gould asavery bright individual. | usethisillustration
to demonstrate that highly intelligent men and women are reduced
to infantile reasoning when they try to find natural explanations
for spiritual issues. Not all will agreethat it is“better” (another
word implying that there is some absol ute standard) to be a think-
ing person dissatisfied than a happy pig. | think there are many
people going the way of the “happy pig” today, and who isto say
that their way might not be the “ better way.” What should we do —
take avote?

Isn’t Evolution a Fact?

We often hear about
“the fact of evolution.”
But isit afact or simply
an aternative faith? Let
us look to the evolution-
istsfor the answer to that
question. L. Harrison
Matthews writes, “The
fact of evolution is the
backbone of biology, and
biology isthusin the pe-
culiar position of being a
science founded on an
unproved theory - is it
then a scienceor afaith?
Belief in the theory of
evolution is thus exactly
parallel to the belief in special creation - both are concepts which
believers Ignow to betrue but neither, up the present, hasbeen able
to prove.”

Evolutionists and creationists use the same body of evidence
to maketheir case. It islike amystery story with no eyewitnesses.
Y ou arrive at the scene and find abody. The body is bleeding from
awound in its head. There is no weapon found on the scene. You
look around for signs of a struggle. Was this an accidental death,
or has a crime been committed? All of the evidence must be care-
fully brought together and analyzed in an attempt to reconstruct
the event and find answers. In the evolution/creation debate, we
have the same scenario—Iots of evidence but no eyewitnesses to
what happened or why.

Doesthe Evidence Point to Evolution?

Darwinian evolution isbased on atheory that gradual changes
occur over vast amounts of time, so that one species, bit by bit,
changes into another species. For example, if Froggie redly did
evolveinto Prince Charming,* wewould expect to find transitional
fossils — lots of them — showing us the clear lineage between the

two. We need those missing links. Isthere evidence of one species
(Continued on page 10)

.. Journal

September / October 1998

Page 3



A note from the President:
About 10 years ago, while
| was a volunteer chaplain

at a suburban hospital, a 51 year old man was brought in to the

hospital by ambulance. He had passed on while in transit. As |
went to console his wife she turned on me and said, “Don't talk to
me about God, He lied to me.” Her parents arrived at about this
time and attempted to explain her anger. She and her now de-
ceased husband had been very involved in the teachings of Ken-
neth Copeland. They had contributed large amounts of money to
his ministry. When her husband was diagnosed with cancer they
went to one of Copeland’s meeting’s where they had been told
that the husband had been healed. In fact, it was guaranteed in
the redemption. They needed to stop “claiming” the symptoms.

With proper treatments, his type of cancer, which has a very high

recovery rate, would most likely have been cured. Taking the treat-

ments, however, would have been “claiming” the symptoms. Be-
lieving this Word-Faith teacher, they did not pursue treatment and
were confessing his already guaranteed healing up to the moment
of his death.

| share this story in order to clarify some misconceptions. We
received three letters about the May/June Journal from those of
the Pentecostal persuasion questioning what appeared to them to
be an anti-Pentecostal position. One asked to be dropped from the
mailing list. We accommodated him. Two asked for clarification,
which we supplied. Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc. does not take
an official stand for or against Pentecostalism. We have pro and
con views represented within the ministry as well as working with
other ministries of both persuasions. The articles in the Journal
are written by both. We take a united stand against the desper-
ately heretical and harmful teachings, harmful both in this life and
the next, of the Word Faith teachers. One of the individuals who
wrote for clarification is a Pentecostal pastor who also submitted
an article on the biblical view of positive confession. | thank him for
his contribution.

Yoursin His service,
L.L. (Don) Veinot Jr.
President
Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc.

il ight the good fight of faith; take hold of the eternal lifeto

F which you were called, and you made the good confession

in the presence of many witnesses. | charge you in the presence of

God, Who gives life to al things, and of Christ Jesus, who testi-
fied the good confession . . .” (1 Tim. 6:12-13, NASB).

In looking at the prominent contemporary issue of “being

Mark Simpson

py Pastor

strong inthefaith”, | realize quickly that theissue of positive con-
fession, or how we speak about our faith, must be clearly addressed.
Thisisan attempt to do so.

In our generation, already so dominated by materialistic and
personal pursuits, we are finding the need to separate the sense
from the nonsense regarding our faith in Him and what some tell
us Heis obligated to give us. One modern teaching on faith cen-
ters on the ability of our mouth, by speaking “faith filled words,”
to obtain God' s promises and to even create things and situations.
Jesus spoke forth many miracles with His mouth; even though He
doesnow livein usby the Holy Spirit, isit that simple for us? Can
we do the same? If so, what type of miracles should be happening
asaresult of our confession?“ Positive confession” isadoctrine
would define as learning to confess or speak the thingsthat arein
line with God’s Word rather than human sight, insight, philoso-
phy and the thoughts of the natural man. It is, | believe, sound
doctrine when taught from the whole counsel of God. First, we
haveto correctly definetheword “ positive.” Isit suitablefor usto
define positive from our own perspectives, or are we called to
study the Word, renew our mind, and begin to think as God thinks
in every given situation? If we do this, if we grow inthe Word, we
will find that “positive” takes on a different meaning.

One way the thought of being “positive’ is carried out today
is by means of promise boxes, promise calendars, promise and
prayer books, and so forth. There areanumber of scriptural prom-
isesin these contemporary resources that you will probably never
see used. For example, “ Thewicked shall beturned into hell, even
al the nations that forget God” (Ps. 9:17, KJV). Why don’'t we
confessthisone? Probably becauseit isnot positive from our per-
spective. (Some may be tempted to confess thiswhen a co-worker
is hassling them.)

However, from God'’ s perspectiveit is positive becauseitisa
declaration of God's righteousness and justice, standing against
sinfor all eternity. God will be vindicated in the last day, demon-
strating a great triumph for His heavenly kingdom.

Fromthefirst versel quoted, we can see Timothy being called
toa*“good” confession just like the one Jesus made. If confession
iscomprised of words, and if words comefrom that which fillsthe
heart, then we know that the primary goal in the teaching of this
doctrine should be the preparation of the heart. Part of Jesus’ “con-
fession” was silence; He said nothing when accused. Part of His
confession was forgiveness, when on the cross He prayed mercy
upon His enemies. Ultimately, He confessed submission to God’s
will. Thisis, | believe, confession’s“acid test.” Therefore, confes-
sion here and always is a matter of character, godly character of
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heart and mind lived out in words.

If Jesusis an example for usto follow, and if His confession
is our goa as a result, then maybe there’'s not a “miracle in our
mouth.” Maybe something elseis supposed to happen sometimes.
| believe that the whole counsel of scripture teaches that we can-
not always confessamiracleand receiveit simply by confessing it
enough. Many other factors have to enter in, the first of which is
the hearing of god's will. Jesus' example shown above reveaed
that he depended on hearing god’ s will, all night, in prayer in the
garden. It was reinforced at that time that god’' s will for him was
death, and that he wasto abidein that will faithfully evenif angels
were available to get him out of it. He made no attempt to confess
it away, asasign to usthat we will not always get what we want,
no matter how we try to speak it into existence (or nonexistence).
WhereisDeath and Life?

“Death and life are in the power of the tongue” (Proverbs
18:21). ALSO, “This is the promise which He Himself made to
us: eternal life’ (1 John 2:25). “God has sent His only begotten
Son into the world so that we might live through Him” (1 John
4:9). “Thislifeisin His Son. He who has the Son has the life” (I
John 5:11-12). “Take hold of instruction; do not let go. Guard her,
for sheisyour life” (Prov. 4:13).

These verses teach a balanced message. First, part of the re-
ception of this gift of life consists of verbally confessing our faith
(Rom. 10:9-10). People can and often do talk themselvesinto and
out of alot of things. | have seen this in counseling. Also, the
constant repetition of unbelief of God’s promisesis called the sin
of unbelief. Itisasin, not just apredisposition of the heart. Being
asin, it must be repented of . In fact, many formsof sinful “confes-
sion” are clearly outlined in Ephesians 4:29-5:10. We are not al-
lowed to “just say what we feel like saying” in the name of hon-
esty. On the other hand, we are called to season all of our speech
with the grace of God, and to be slow to speak. The bottomlineis
this: | cannot merely gain“life’ by theway | speak. Should | memo-
rize al of the “positive confession” texts | would still perish for-
ever unlessthe Son, by Hisgrace, impartsto melife by my believ-
ing in the free gift of God and receiving the Holy Spirit inside as
God's own inward witness. Mary’s first confession was, “How
can thisbe?’ She still brought forth the Savior. The first confes-
sion of Job’s wife was, “Curse God and die.” She still received
double what she and her husband lost. Does not God say that He
abides faithful even when we appear to act, and sometimes speak,
faithlessly?

I am much afraid that Christianity’s message from many is
producing morefear and anxiety than peaceand rest of heart. Rather
than teaching peopl e to confide in the mighty power of alimitless
God, we are teaching them to put their confidence in what people
said about Him. A recent television speaker told his audience that
God does nothing in the earth without human permission and speak-
ing. In the light of such foolishness, | am SO glad that the bless-
ings and promises of God are not imparted merely by human
mouths but from His loving and sovereign will.

WhereisLife?

“We know we have passed out of death into life, because we
love the brethren. He who does not love abides in death” (I John
3:14). From thisverse we can seethat thereismoreto lifethan just
saying theright thing. Life is not just in the power of my tongue.
Lifeactually consists more of what we do for others, rather thanin
what we confess for ourselves. In the “positive confession” doc-

to produce “life” (or more correctly, my own perception of what
“life” would be) for merather than othersfirst. We' re being taught
to confess a better job, a luxury car and perfect health for our-
selves, rather than salvation for 20,000 Muslimswho dieand goto
a Christ-less eternity each day. Furthermore, to securethislifefor
them (the currently unsaved Muslims) we will need much more
than positive talk and prayer on their behalf. It consists, according
to | John 3:17-18, of going to them and loving them in practical
ways. Lifefor us, and for others, istherefore primarily composed
of loving deeds that should accompany our good confession.
WhereisDeath?

On the other hand, let us see how death is ministered. Doesiit
again only come from the tongue? Can | “talk myself into acold”?
Proverbs 16:25 says, “ There isaway which seemsright to aman,
but its end is the way of death.” Here we see that away of lifeis
involved, not just some words. Words do contribute to the death
of many things, such as dreams and hopes and self-worth. Con-
tinual verbal abuse can contribute to the production of the death of
hope, destiny and vision. It has been noted that the average child
in the United States hears seven negative comments at home for
each positive one. | keep aposter listing 100 positive thingsto say
to children in my office at home.

Notice that the constant speaking of tradition by churches has
produced many lifel ess assemblies among the nations where such
speakers have gone. Notice that miracles never happen any more
in many places because the people have spoken against them for
years. The people of Jesus' own hometown speaking against Him
hindered them from receiving or witnessing many miracles. Their
cynical words drove Him away. Speaking further of verbal abuse,
| John 5:1 says, “Whoever loves the Father [those who say they
are Christians] lovesthe child born of Him.” If | claim to love the
Father God, in His Son Jesus' name, | will automatically lovethose
born of Him. | will love them, including my children, in deed and
truth and will avoid the abusive tongue. | cannot wish them life,
then speak unto them death. Colossians 3:8 tellsusto remove abu-
sive speech from our mouths.

| would hasten to add that the book of Proverbs does teach
that the tongue can be used to either heal and teach, or to wound
and work ruin, and that if we guard the mouth we guard the soul.
But Proverbs also teaches (3:5-8, 4:20-22) that healing comesfrom
trusting in the Lord, acknowledging Himin al wedo, keeping His
Words in our hearts and not just on our mouths, and reverencing
Him in such away that we turn away from evil. One of the scan-
dalsregarding the confession doctrine is the reality that for many,
it just hasn’t worked. However, the reason for it not working has
been attributed to thingsjust astwisted asthewaysinwhich it was
improperly used in thefirst place. For example, when somefail to
receive (right away), often they are rebuked or even mocked, while
Scripture teaches us just the opposite — to minister to the afflicted
and struggling. As a pastor | have seen many prevail over time,
and during that time they have needed aloving, patient, encourag-
ing shepherd and friend. What does the Bible teach about those
who endeavored to walk in God's promises and somehow didn’t
get the fullness? “And all these, having gained approval through
their faith, did not receive what was promised, because God had
provided something better for us, so that apart from usthey should
not be made perfect” (Heb. 11:39-40). Rather than teach the false
doctrines of “progressive revelation” or “revelation knowledge”
(whereitissaid that we now have an even greater revelation than

trine, this has been another recent extreme — the use of the tongue (Continued on page 11)
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By Marty Butz

Suffering, including medical and health hardships, affects Chris-
tians and non-Christians alike. Not only are physical infirmi-
ties tough to deal with, but mental anguish can be at least as dis-
turbing when the question “Why me, Lord?’ goes unanswered.
Like Job, we may never come to know the reason or purpose for
any specific event causing our own medical hardships, if indeed
there is a special reason at all asin Job's case. The Bible tells us
that the rain falls upon the righteous and the wicked, and while
living in a fallen world we should not be surprised that we also
receive its hard knocks. Scripture also gives us confidence that
God’'s grace is available and sufficient to sustain us in whatever
hardship we find ourselves.

Understanding this, it is unnecessary for anyone to be a glut-
ton for punishment and to remain resigned to endure his or her
suffering. When Jesus’' followers were persecuted and suffering
for their faith, He exhorted His followers to flee to another city.
Paul, when he was about to be flogged by a Roman centurion,
claimed the privileges of Roman citizenship in order to avoid the
painful ordeal (Acts22:25). Timothy was exhorted by the Apostle
Paul to “use a little wine” for his “frequent” stomach ailments,
recognizing the value of some of its medicinal purposes (1 Tim.
5:23). Slaves were exhorted by Paul to obtain their freedom if it
was offered (1 Cor. 7:21). James exhorts those who are suffering
to call for the church eldersto pray for them (James 5:14). Some-
times we are able to avoid suffering and improve our lot in life.

Towards that end, Bill Gothard has plainly revealed his
desireto alleviate the suffering of those who are burdened with
medical difficulties, as well as to provide health care advice.
He has produced some 20 “Basic CARE" booklets/bulletins,®
demonstrating these commendabl e goals. These booklets con-
tain information and advice on avariety of medical topics, dem-
onstrating what seems to be his sincere desire to help others
with their medical difficulties.

Unfortunately, in addition to much of what might be construed
as practical, educational, and informative medical advice, Mr.
Gothard also presents diagnoses and cures for medical problems
which, in some cases, could possibly cause serious harm. Indeed,
it seems possible that Mr. Gothard’s prescription for how to re-
spond to serious medical conditions could lead to costly or even
life-threatening consequences.

A practical illustration of the potential danger of Bill Gothard's
approach can be drawn from his materials discussing an appar-

ently difficult medical choice: “ What should a woman do if her
doctor tellsher that another pregnancy will create seriousor even
life-threatening complications? What should a man do if he is
warned, ‘ If you get your wife pregnant, you will beresponsible for
her death!’?"2

Certainly that is a dangerous scenario presented by Mr.
Gothard. In answer to the questions he raises, Gothard lays down
six factors which he believes must be carefully evaluated in ap-
proaching such a serious issue.

First, he states, “If God wantsto givea child to a couple, Heis
also able [to] givethelevel of health in the mother and the child
that will bring the greatest glory to Him.”3 Second, he says that
“God has not given us a spirit of fear. Therefore, fear is from Sa-
tan and not from God. . . . If we make medical decisions based on
the fear of what a doctor has predicted, we arein danger of over-
looking the clear counsel of God and allowing the deceiver to gain
a dangerous foothold.”* Third, Mr. Gothard states that all births
inevitably require various expressions of sacrificial love on the
part of the parents. Sometimes this might require even the unex-
pected and ultimate sacrifice of one's life, as with Rachel in the
Old Testament. However, Gothard states that no one should make
rash and “unwise” decisions which “unnecessarily endanger the
life of themother,” and that the “ health care of the wife and mother
must become the number one priority of the husband and the fam-
ily.”® Fourth, he quotes the Scripture which proclaims“in amulti-
tude of counselorsthereissafety.” ¢ Fifth, Gothard statesthat “ God
has made special provision for the wife,” according to the teach-
ing of both the Old and New Testaments. According to Bill Gothard,
such provision guides coupleswith regard to the* timing and spac-
ing of their children,” and also allowsfor couplesto discern God's
will in these matters through prayer and fasting.” Sixth, he states
that “ many [doctor’ 5] predictionsdo not cometrue’ regarding “se-
rious complications’ and mental or physical deformities. He also
declares that, “Wise parents will not look at these circumstances
fromtheir point of view, but from God' shigger picture. IfitisGod's
will for the coupleto havea child, Hewill give graceto themfor any
unusual circumstances. He can also bring about supernatural heal-
ing or the understanding of medical causes and treatments that will
alleviate or even prevent the feared condition.”®

Finally, after listing the factors which he teaches are worthy
of consideration, Mr. Gothard providesapersonal testimony from
awoman, which isjust one of a“multitude of testimonies [which]
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confirm the inaccuracy of doctor’s predictions.”® Both the intro-
duction to her testimony and the woman’ stestimony itself charac-
terize the doctor, rather than the woman with diabetes, as “High-
risk.” She reports how she delivered a healthy child, even though
she was warned about the chances of having an unhealthy or still-
born child.

What, then, can one deduce from the application of these con-
siderationsto the original question, phrased more personaly, “What
should you do if your doctor told you that another pregnancy will
create serious or even life-threatening complications?” “What
should you do if you are warned by a doctor that, ‘ If you get your
wife pregnant, you will be responsible for her death!”?” Unfortu-
nately, it seems that some very risky and unwise choices can be
made based on Bill Gothard' s unclear and conflicting guidancein
these matters.

For example, under histhird point, he apparently offers some
sound advicethat “coupl es should not make rash and unwise deci-
sions—unnecessarily endangering thelife of the mother, .. .” How-
ever, it is not clear what he actually means when he writes “un-
wisedecisions.” Itisalready clear that Gothard devaluesthe opin-
ion of the doctors, who are best trained and experienced to evalu-
ate these risky circumstances. And it isequally clear that by de-
valuing doctors opinions in these matters, Mr. Gothard removes
the possibility of individuals making “wise” choices based on the
most objective information available which has been provided by
the doctors. Gothard declares, “Wise parentswill not look at these
circumstances [from their point of view” i.e. doctors warning of
possible serious complications, mental and physical deformities],
but will look instead “ from God' s bigger picture.”*® How “God's
bigger picture” becomes grasped by wise parents is not reveaed
here, nor wasit revealed in hisillustration of the testimony of the
woman he offered. Many cult members have sacrificed their chil-
dren and even their own lives on such subjective and presumptu-
ous claims of having special knowledge of God' swill. Tragicaly,
these are the kinds of lessons in life from which you cannot be-
come wise through experience. Y ou only die once.

Gothard' s other points are also unsettling. For example, un-
der his first point, he says that God has control over health and
that, “If God wantsto give a child to a couple, Heisalso able[to]
give the level of health in the mother and the child.” Thisis a
statement which logically must be true since God, by virtue of
being God, can do anything consistent with his nature. However,
thistruthisof little help for those individual s struggling with their
own personal circumstances in answering the life or death ques-
tionsposed earlier. The“ If” again begsthe question regarding how
one gets “God'’ s bigger picture.”

Mr. Gothard’ s second point, “God has not given us a spirit of
fear” andthat “ fear [therefore] isfrom Satan and not from God,”
wrongly teaches that all fear comes from Satan and that fear is
always bad. There is no biblical justification here for Gothard's
thorough denigration and compl ete stigmati zation of thiscommon
human emotion. To be sure, there is a fear (in Greek, “deilia”’)
which represents a spirit “not given us of God” and “is never used
inagood sense,” ! but thisisnot true of all wordstransated “fear.”
After the Galatians dipped into legalistic bondage, was it a fear
from Satan that Paul felt when he lovingly expressed his concern
for that church, writing, “1 fear for you, .. .” (Gal. 4:11)? Certainly
there would be much more evil and chaos in the world today if it
were not for wholesome fear of consequences for foolish actions.

from Satan? In the guidance Bill Gothard provides, he wrongly
equates one kind of fear —afear of possible serious physical con-
sequences — with another kind of fear — “the fear of man,” afear
which is deplored in Scripture. Under this second point, Bill
Gothard again begs the question as to what might be “the clear
counsel of God” in this situation. In the process, he creates an
even more anxious situation for the potential parents, implying
that their serious attention to the objective medical facts consti-
tutes giving “the deceiver a dangerous foothold.” Such an atmo-
sphere cannot help, but can only hurt, any exercise of wisdom in
evaluating potential risks and medical complications.

Under point four, Mr. Gothard’ sreferenceto Proverbs 11:14,
“...inamultitude of counselorsthereis safety,” 2 would seem to
be a sensible avenue in providing some guidance for the prospec-
tive parents in facing the difficult medical question posed. How-
ever, this quote is introduced under the heading “Wise Decisions
Require Many Counselors,” and as we have seen, we cannot be
sure whose counsel can be trusted, (presumably not the doctors),
and what information any wise decision-maker would take into
consideration (scientific, observable data, or subjective impres-
sions of “God’ s bhig picture”). Asdefined in the Institute for Basic
Life Principles Rebuilders Guide, wisdom would necessarily de-
pend upon the latter, since wisdom is defined there as“ Seeing and
responding to life's situations from God's frame of reference,”
and is contrasted with “ Natural Inclinations.”*3

Another example of Bill Gothard’s questionable teaching is
foundin hisBasic CARE Bulletin 7. Inthisbulletin, “How to Avoid
Unnecessary Cesarean Sections,” inasection titled “ GettingaWord
from the Lord,” Romans 15:4 is quoted — “For whatever things
were written aforetime were written for our learning, that we
through patience and comfort of the Scriptures might have hope.”
One might well wonder how God speaks today through the Scrip-
tures to any concerned couple to give direction about Cesarean
Sections! Here in Bulletin 7, the answer is provided. “A couple
who is contemplating a VBAC [Vaginal Birth After Cesarean]
should ask the Lord to give them a specific portion of Scripture
that they can claim for the birth. Both the father and the mother
should memorize and meditate on this passage and use it to con-
quer any fear that may come during the pregnancy or delivery.”

Unfortunately, thismystical approach to“ getting aword from
theLord” to determine God' s specific will, issimilar to the kind of
divination Scripture clearly condemns. Nowhere in the Bible is
the above “tea leaves’ method of reading Scripture taught as a
way to discern God's will. As John F. Balchin describes in his
book, Understanding Scripture: What is the Bible and How Does
it Soeak, such an approach to the Bible is dangerous and subjec-
tive. He writes, “To claim that * God spoke to me’ isto claim that
God is authorizing my decisions and actions, and we know only
too well that, as human beings, we can be easily mistaken. It is
desperately easy toread into atext just what wewant to find there.”
He illustrates this point by describing how someone named Sally
“wasvery friendly with aChristian family who had left their church
in a huff. While staying at their house, she read a verse from
Deuteronomy in her Daily Light, ‘ You shall never return thisway
again.’ It seemed obvious to her that this was guidance for her to
|eave the church too. Quite apart from the hor oscope approach to
the Bible, she had simply applied this in the way she had wanted
to. For instance, it never occurred to her that, if God was speaking
through the verse, ‘that way' could equally apply to the housein

Can such a wholesome fear be justifiably perceived as coming (Continued on next page)
.. Journal September / October 1998 Page 7



“Gothard” (Continued from previous page)

which she was staying!” ¢ Balchin powerfully points out that this
is precisely the way in which Jesus was tempted by the Devil, who
selectively cited and misused Scripture for persona direction.
Gothard’ smystical emphasison “getting aword fromthe Lord” in
this fashion is no different.

Under point five in booklet 19, his teaching amounts to very
much the same thing, except without the emphasis on finding a
Scriptural basisto draw upon. Mr. Gothard teaches that God’ s di-
vine plan for family planning can be revealed as the husband and
wife “abstain from physical relations for the purposes of discern-
ing the Lord's direction through prayer and fasting.”'” Nowhere
inthe passagethat Bill Gothard cites (1 Cor. 7:5ff), doesthe Scrip-
ture speak about God providing guidance concerning the planning
of children, or of “discerning the Lord's direction.” Individuals
who rely upon such mystical methods to make decisions deceive
themselves, abandon wisdom, and put their health at risk.

We can cite other examples of Mr. Gothard’s advocacy of a
mystical approach towards resolving health problems. In the Ba-
sic Care Newsletter of January, 1996, it was actually reported that
in two situations the existence of Cabbage Patch and troll dollsin
thehome effectively prevented the mothersfrom giving birth! Once
the offending toyswere removed from the homes, thewomen were
able to successfully give birth. The “cleansing of the home from
evil influences,” was credited to attending midwives committed to
Gothard’ s teaching.

One might well wonder if some day an attending midwife,
committed to Gothard's teaching in this area (identified as
God' s principlesin the article), may end up being indicted for
negligence in the death of an infant. In both cases cited in the
article, there was a measure of difficulty in the deliveries. In
one case, “the mom had been in labor for two or three days,”
and in the other, the “mom had not been dilating well.” It is
scary to think that a midwife's first inclination might be to
“cleanse” a home of perceived evil influences, rather than call
911 in the midst of a challenging delivery. Rather than accept-
ing Bill Gothard's claim that “God is establishing a ‘core’ of
Godly midwives who are committed to following His prin-
ciples,” | can’t help but believe that Gothard is unintentionally
encouraging a sincere, but sincerely deceived, core of mid-
wives who are committed to Gothard’s principles.

In surveying the Basic Care Bulletins, itisobviousthat agreat
deal of work went into their creation and devel opment. Undoubt-
edly, they were produced out of asincere desire to provide help-
ful information to God's people. Nevertheless, too much of the
medical advice offered prescribesadistinctively mystica approach
to diagnosing and solving medical problems. Theexpression “medi-
cal training,” under which banner these bulletins are published, is
amisnomer. Such mystical advice cannot truly be deemed “medi-
cal,” sinceitisfar removed from any scientific foundation.

Asaresult of Bill Gothard's misuse and misapplication of the
Scripture, it cannot be accurately maintained that the Bulletins
foundation is the Bible. Though it can probably be accurately as-
serted that thereis much practical information in the Bulletins, the
mixture of truth and error contained therein disqualifies them as
reliable guides. One cannot be sure that the medical information
offered is any more trustworthy than the misapplied Scriptures
used to support Mr. Gothard’s prescriptions for health care and
medical guidance. Thereis, for example, no supporting documen-
tation or specific citation offered in the bulletinsg/booklets to sup-

port claimBill Gothard's claim that, “Christian women who are
committed to Godly standards often have greater difficulties dur-
ing pregnancy and childbirth than other women.” ° Nor is there
any support for hisassertion that, “ uncircumcised men have, asa
group, been more promiscuous than circumcised men.” 2

Anyone who checks out the advice of the Basic Care Bulle-
tins on medical issues would be wise to follow the well-known
medical directive — get a second opinion!

Note: The Bulletins frequently intermingle testimonials which serve to
illustrate or prove the wisdom of following the medical advice being of-
fered. At the end of Basic Care Bulletin 7, written testimony (presumably
positive) is solicited from those who have followed the advice from that
bulletin. It is stated that such information will add to the body of research
available, providing benefit to others. We at Midwest Christian Outreach,
Inc., make a similar request here for testimony to add to the body of re-
search available. If any of you reading thisarticle or othersyou know of
who have had detrimental medical consequences as a result of following
a Basic Care Bulletin's advice, we would appreciate hearing from you.
We believe that such alternative, negative testimonies can also beinstruc-
tive in examining the fruit of the Basic Care Bulletins. Our ultimate aim,
like Bill Gothard's, isto provide beneficial information to others.

A number of years ago, Marty Butz was involved in an aberra-
tional Christian church called “The Fellowship”. This church be-
came increasingly mystical in its approach to life and eventually
came to ruin after a sick child with undiagnosed diabetes went
untreated and died. Marty is also well-acquainted with aberrant
church practices through his former work—seven years answering
the national hot-line for the Cult Awareness Network. His two Mas-
ters degrees are from Trinity Evangelical Divinity School in Deerfield,
IL. Marty now works as an independent consultant and researcher.

ENDNOTES

1)There are variations in the ways that Mr. Gothard’s original bulletins/
booklets/newsletters are named or spelled. In the formal designations
to these publications, “Bulletin” is sometimes used, while at other times,
“Booklet” is used. Also, there are other variations. For example, with
regard to the word “care”, the bulletins/booklets are self-described as
“Basic Care Booklet”, “Basic Care Bulletin”, “Basic CARE Bulletin,”,
and “Basic CARE Booklet”. “BASIC CARE NEWSLETTER” and “Basic
CARE Newsletter” which are examples of observable, variant spellings
of one of Mr. Gothard’s publications. While these distinctions are of no
importance to the argument of this article, we wish the reader to under-
stand that differences here in the spelling of Mr. Gothard’s publications
are not a matter of oversight on our part, but reflect the observable,
variant spellings of these referencedpublications.2)Basic CARE Bulle-
tin 19, “Infertility and Birth Control,” 41. 3)Ibid. 4)lbid., 41-42. 5)lbid.,
42. 6) Ibid. 7) Ibid.,43. 8) lbid. 9) Ibid. 10) Ibid. 11) An Expository
Dictionary of New Testament Words (Fleming H. Revell Company,
1981), Vol. 2, 85.12) Basic CARE Bulletin 19, Infertility and Birth Con-
trol,” 43. 13) Rebuilders Guide (Institute in Basic Life Principles, 1991),
175. 14) Basic CARE Bulletin 7, “How to Avoid Unnecessary Cesar-
ean Sections,” 35. 15)John F. Balchin, Understanding Scripture: What
is the Bible and How Does it Speak (Downers Grove, IL: InterVarsity
Press, 1981), 81. 16) Ibid. 17) Basic CARE Bulletin 19, “Infertility and
Birth Control,” 43. 18) “How the Exit of Trolls and Dolls Was Followed
by the Entrance of Babies,” Basic Care Newsletter, January 1996, 3.
19) The fuller context of this quote reads under the heading, Why may
Christians have greater difficulty with morning sickness?, describing
how “A group of doctors and midwives who have assisted in the deliv-
ery of over five thousand babies agreed on one common characteris-
tic. In their experience, Christian women who are committed to Godly
standards often have greater difficulties during pregnancy and child-
birth than other women” (Basic Care Bulletin 8, “How to Understand
and Treat Morning Sickness,” 5). No citation is offered allowing us to
know who these doctors or midwives are or what constituted “Godly
standards” in the minds of these health care practitioners. 20) Basic
Care Bulletin 11, “How to Make a Wise Decision on Circumcision,” 2.
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Wednesdays, September 16 - December 16; 7:00 PM
Naperville Bible Church,

1320 E. Naperville Rd. Naperville, IL

Don Veinot will be teaching on cults.

Call 630/627-9028 for further information and directions.

Fri.-Sun., October 2-4, 1998

Bethel Community Church, 7601 W. Foster Ave., Chicago, IL.
EMNR National Conference, “Cult Evangelism: A Biblical
Imperative.” For info, call EMNR at 205/871-2858.

Sun., October 4, 1998; 9:15 AM

St. Paul’s Lutheran Church,

555 E. Benton St., Aurora, IL 60505.

Don Veinot will be speaking on “Thinking About God: What
is a Worldview?” For info, call 630/820-3450.

Sun., October 11, 1998; 9:15 AM

St. Paul’s Lutheran Church

555 E. Benton St., Aurora, IL 60505.

Don Veinot will be speaking on “Did Jesus Really Rise From
The Dead?” For info, call 630/820-3450.

Sun., October 18, 1998; 9:15 AM

St. Paul's Lutheran Church

555 E. Benton St., Aurora, IL 60505.

Don Veinot will be speaking on ‘Jehovah’s Witnesses:
God'’s Organization?” For info, call 630/820-3450.

Fri.-Sun., October 23-25, 1998

Blue Mountain Christian Retreat, New Ringgold, PA.
“Witnesses Now For Jesus Convention.” Hosted by Per-
sonal Freedom Outreach. For info, call 610/381-3661.

Sun., October 25, 1998; 9:15 AM

St. Paul’s Lutheran Church

555 E. Benton St., Aurora, IL 60505.

Al Axelson will be be speaking on Mormonism.
For info, call 630/820-3450.

Fri.-Sun., October 30-November 1, 1998

Cortez Middle School, 450 W. 2nd St.,Cortez, CO. 81321
“Foundations For Faith Conference.” Hosted by Midwest
Christian Outreach, Inc. and The Montezuma Ministerial
Alliance. For info, call 630/627-9028.

Sat., Nov. 7; 5:00 PM

Sun., Nov. 8; 8:15, 9:30, 11:00 AM

Naperville Bible Church,

1320 E. Naperville Rd., Naperville, IL.

Don Veinot will be speaking on “Designer Faith.” For info,
call 630/355-4126.

ATTENTION!

Starting September 21, 1998
We will rusume our weekly
Monday night
“Defend the Faith™
meeting from
7:30-9:00 P.M.

Call (630) 627-9028
for details and directions.
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“Chance” (Continued from page 3% ) .
evolving into another species in the fossil record? Charles Darwin

noted the lack of evidence for his theory, but believed that such evi-
dence would be found in time. He wrote, “Why then is not every geo-
logical formation and every stratum full of such intermediate links?
Geology assuredly does not reveal any such finely graduated organic
chain; and this, perhaps, is the most obvious and serious objection
which can be urged against the theory. The explanation lies, as | be-
lieve, in the extreme imperfection of the geological record.”

Darwin said that if no evidence was found once the geological
record was thoroughly examined, histheory should berejected. Well,
147 years have passed since then. The evidence has hever been found.
Dr. David M. Raup, the curator of geology at Chicago's Field Mu-
seum of Natural History stated, “ Darwin’ stheory of natural selection
has always been closely linked to evidence fromfossils, and probably
most people assume that fossils provide a very important part of the
general argument that is made in favor of Darwinian interpretations
of the history of life. Unfortunately, thisis not strictly true.” °

Gould agreeswith Dr. Raup on this point. “ The evolutionary trees
that adorn our textbooks have data only at the tips and nodes of the
branches; therest isinference, however reasonable, not the evidence
of fossils.” He callsthe missing transitional forms “the trade secret of
pal eontology.” 10 Perhaps this “secrecy” is the explanation for the ig-
norant allegiance of the public to an utterly unproven theory.

Concerning Darwin’ stheory of gradualism, Gould states, “ The
absence of fossil evidence for intermediary stages between major
transitions in organic design, indeed our inability, even in our
imagination, to construct functional intermediatesin many cases,
has been a persistent and nagging problem for gradualistic ac-
counts of evolution.” ™

What have Gould and others come up with to explain away the
missing links? They postulate something called punctuated equilib-
rium. Thisis the view that one species went along for a while, sud-
denly gave birth to some new species and immediately died off. In-
stead of the gentle incline of small changes that Darwinists posits,
Gould envisionsmore of a staircase. One species became another spe-
cies, virtually overnight. A lizard laid an egg and out hatched a bird.
Froggie got pregnant, gavebirth to prince. Such ascenario, isof course,
completely unverifiable. It cannot be proved true or falsified; it can
only be accepted on blind faith. In other words, we have afrog fossil
and a living prince. We have no frog/prince fossil to offer as evi-
dence, but we believe that prince evolved from froggie, and so should
you. You just gotta have faith.

Meanwhile, back at theranch, Dr. Richard Dawkinsthinks gradu-
alism is absolutely necessary to the theory of evolution, and refutes
the idea that changes in species can happen as Gould envisions.

“[Darwin’g] theory was largely aimed at replacing creationism
asan explanation of how living complexity could arise out of simplic-
ity. Complexity cannot spring up in a single stroke of chance: that
would be like hitting upon the combination number that opens a bank
vault. . . . Gradualism is of the essence. In the context of the fight
against creationism, gradualismismoreor |ess synonymouswith evo-
[ution itself. If you throw out gradual ness you throw out the very thing
that makes evolution more plausible than creation.” .

The Appearance of Design

Dr. Dawkins says, “Biology is the study of complicated things
that give us the appearance of having been designed for a pur-
pose. Natural selection isthe Blind Watchmaker; blind because it
does not see ahead, does not plan consequences, has no purpose
in view, yet the living results of natural selection overwhelmingly

impress us with the appearance of design as if by a master
watchmaker.”

How can Dawkins and other evolutionists be over-
whelmingly impressed with the appearance of design, and
yet reject the proposition that it appears designed because it
was designed? The notion of adesigner isrepugnant to them
philosophically. Evolution from the first has been man’s
attempt to escape from hiscreator. To find the creator in the
evidence cannot be countenanced. There cannot be a cre-
ator . . . there must not be a creator; therefore, no matter
what we find, it will not point to acreator. It's simplelogic.
One candid scientist wrote, “Oneis forced to conclude that
many scientists and technologists pay lip-service to Dar-
winian Theory only because is supposedly excludes a Cre-
ator fromyet another area of material phenomena, and not
because it has been paradigmatic in establishing the can-
ons of research in thelife sciences and the earth sciences.”*

The fact is, when the evidence is considered, creationism
is much more plausible than evolution. The fossil record, as
Gould points out, showsthat everything appeared suddenly and
fully formed, giving the overwhelming impression of having
been designed for a purpose. If we revisit our crime scene, we
find that the evolutionists are ignoring the evidence. They pos-
tulate that the victim died from afall down the staircase, even
though wefind no staircaseinthe room. (They have been search-
ing high and low for that staircase for 147 years, but it obsti-
nately refuses to present itself.) It was an accident, they dog-
matically insist, as they ignore the bullet found lodged in the
victim' sforehead that appears to have been placed there inten-
tionally and for a purpose.

The Apostle Paul wrote, “Since the creation of the world
God’'sinvisible qualities— his eternal power and divine nature
—have been clearly seen, being under stood fromwhat has been
made, so that men are without excuse. For even though they
knew God, they neither glorified himas God nor gavethanksto
him, but their thinking became futile and their foolish hearts
were darkened. Although they claimed to be wise, they became
fools and exchanged the glory of the immortal God for images
made to look like mortal man and birds and animals and rep-
tiles” (Rom. 1:20-23, NIV).

Thereis clear evidence from creation of God' s existence.
Weknow that from nothing, nothing comes. Anything that came
to be, had a cause. On the evolutionary view, there is no first
cause. In the beginning was nothing which exploded into ev-
erything. Isthisreadly rational science or isit faith?

After the Heaven' s Gate cult suicide, wereceived callsfrom
many newspaper and television news reporters. They all asked
thequestion, “Why did thoserational and very intelligent people
believetheirrational thingsthat Applewhite taught them?” The
answer we gave them was a simple one — they believed what
Applewhite said because they believed in Applewhite. He was
their authority. To help these secular reporters understand the
faith in authority principle, we asked them if they believed in
thetheory of evolution. Invariably, these secular journalists an-
swered in the affirmative. We then asked them WHY they be-
lieved it. For this, they had no answer, other than to say that
scientists believed it. Virtually none of them had checked out
the evidence for himself or herself. They merely believed what
had been brought down from on high. Thereisno more empiri-
cal evidence to believe that macro evolution™ actually hap-
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pened than to support that thereis, in fact, a spaceship behind the
Hale-Bopp comet! These reporters generally consider themselves
to be hard-boiled skeptics, yet they, too, have uncritically accepted
whatever “truth” their authorities of choice have preached to them.
Ultimately, anything we believe, we believe by faith. But real faith
should be based on reason and an examination of the evidence.
“By faith we under stand that the univer sewasformed at God's
command, so that what is seen was not made out of what was vis-
ible. . .. And without faith it isimpossible to please God, because
anyone who comes to him must believe that he exists and that he
rewards those who earnestly seek him* (Heb. 11:3, 6, NIV).
That's why thisissue is so important. It is possible to be de-
ceived about many thingsin thislife, without terrible cost. Thisis
not one of those things. If you are deceived into believing God
does not exist, you will never know God. That isindeed alosstoo
great to bear —aloss resulting in desolation for al eternity. If you
are unsure whether God exists or not, seek Him out. Look at the
evidence of His existence in the overwhelmingly impressive de-
sign of His creation. Then look for the evidence of His love for
you in the gift of His Son who died for you and rose again. If you
earnestly seek Him, Hewill find you! Itisyour choice. Believethe
fairy tale of evolution or embrace the One who created you.

(&

*The frog-Prince connection is fictitious. We are unaware of any
theory touting that mankind evolved from frogs, but you have to admit,
there is just as much evidence for that as there is for any other inter-

species evolution!
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“Mouth” (Continued from Page5)
the 66 books of the Bible!), God calls us to teach that much of our
pursuit in faith is to be for others rather than ourselves.

For example, God has always been a healing God. If thisis
true, then why were healings almost non-existent for the four hun-
dred years before Jesus' birth? It is because God said that in the
fullness of (His) time He would send a Son (Gal. 4:4-6). There-
fore, the heroes of faith were living and confessing things that
became ours dueto their faith. They were praying and confessing,
Hebrews says, for usl While they were praying and confessing,
they were destitute (Greek definition for this word is coming be-
hind, facing lack), possessed inferior dwellings, shabby clothing
and afflictions without number (Heb. 11:35-38).

What did they hear when they laid down their sword of faith
and entered eternity? God said, “ Y ou gained My approval.” That's
what the Word says. Since when were we called to believe that
faith was merely a substance for self-pursuit? Know this: the He-
brews 11 “Hall of Faith” heroes used their faith for others, includ-
ing those hundreds of years afterwards — even us, the Church.

CONCLUSION:

Maybethereisamiracleinyour mouth. If you' resaved, you've
aready seen one happen. It's called salvation. There will yet be
others, like salvation for others you love (and don’'t even know),
demons being cast out, other wonderful signs, miraculous provi-
sion, healings for you and others, and still more. Expect them,
speak about them, and be “positive” about the promises of God.
At the sametime, as a possessor of amaturing faith, please under-
stand that we simply can’t base awhole doctrine (like the tongue
being able to heal and even create) on averse or two. Read care-
fully, meditate and pray over all of the verses listed above, and
learn to confess God’ s good confession. Hewill show youwhat is
“positive.” I'm positive about that!!

Pastor Mark Simpson and his wife Lois have served as
missionaries to Mexico and Guatemala. He attended Elim
Bible College in New York and received his Bachelor’s de-
gree from International Bible Institute and Seminary of
Pensacola, FL. He is currently the Senior Pastor of Celebra-
tion Fellowship in Bolingbrook, IL where he has been for
over 7 years. He, along with his wife, Lois and 2 of their 4
children live in Bolingbrook, IL.

We appreciate Pastor Simpson’s perspective on this,
as he is a Pentecostal Pastor who is concerned about the
false teachings of the Word Faith teachers.
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“Have | now become your enemy by telling you the truth?”

- Galatians 4:16 -

A Reminder

Your Subscription to the Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc.
Journal will end with the November /December 1998 is-
sue. To receive a Free subscription for 1999 we need to
hear from you in some way. If you filled out the Constitu-
ent Survey that was in the June / July, 1998 issue, or if
you have contacted us recently then you already have a
subscription for 1999. If you have not, the next issue of
the Journal will be your last. Don’t miss future issues of
the Journal. Let us hear from you today.
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