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WHY YOU SHOULD VOTE

Weare quickly approaching avital timein our nation's history -
- the 2006 elections. The 2004 elections set in place some positive
new trends among Christian voters, and we are looking for more of
the same in the 2006 election cycle. This year, we will elect new U.S.
representatives and senators who will not only represent us and our
values, but who could changethe face of the nationin regardsto judi-
cial appointments.

Themediaiswell aware of what isat stakein our nation and has
already been talking about the impact that values voters could once
again have. Except, thistime, their speculations are that many values
voters will be, and already have been, tempted to sit out the 2006
elections. They say that we have accepted the popular idea that we
should punish our elected officials by just staying home this Novem-
ber. While that notion may be present in the minds of some, we must
seethegreater picture-- who will weactually punish by staying home?
Will it be the House and Senate -- or will it be our families, our friends
and even our nation because we didn't get out to vote for the candi-
date who would best represent our values?

Thenotion that our Congress deserves'to be punished"” in such
away is questionable at best. We must remember that we have seen
them administer the appointment of two excellent Supreme Court jus-
tices, pass three laws adding further limitations on abortion, uphold
the president'sveto on embryonic stem-cell research, and appoint sev-
eral dozen conservative judgesin the lower federal courts.

Thiselection cycle, evangelical Christians must prove rumors of
decreased voter turnout incorrect and show up like they did in 2004 -
- setting record numbers this November. If you are concerned about
important issues such as the sanctity of life, the Biblical definition of
marriage, the freedom of religious expression, and passing more moral
legislation, you havethe opportunity to make adifferenceinyour state
-- and the nation -- this November at the polls. We must not accept the
mainstream media's prevailing assumption that conservative values
votershavealready conceded defeat.

Needless to say, a shift in the current majorities would make
things difficult for the final two years of President Bush'stimein of-
fice. Most significantly, President Bush's ability to appoint conserva-
tive judges to the Supreme Court and other federal courts would be
severely hampered if we lose any of our conservative senators, as all
of these appointments would need approval of the Senate.

Giventheheightened level of contentioninjudicial appointments,
as exemplified in the hearings for U.S. Supreme Court Justices John
Robertsand Samuel Alito, aSenate mgjority friendly to the president's
appointments has become all but essential to the approval of future
appointments. Itispossiblethat neither Alito nor Robertswould have
been approved had the conservatives not held amajority. A changein
the Senate majority as aresult of the fall elections would most likely

translateinto the blocking of all of Bush'sjudicial appointmentsin his
final two years, including the possibl e appointment of athird Supreme
Court justice.

Indeed, it is highly possible that at least one justice will retire
before the end of President Bush's term, thus enabling Bush to make
his third appointment to the Supreme Court. John Paul Stevens, the
senior member of the court, has hinted that since he was appointed by
aRepublican president, hefeelsthat he ought to retire under aRepub-
lican president. Thisistremendously important because Stevens has
consistently ruled against family and traditional valuesduring histime
on the Court. Some even believe him to be the most liberal member of
the court, consistently voting in favor of abortion and gay rights. If
Stevens does in fact retire, it provides an incredible opportunity to
replace a consistently liberal justice with a solid conservative -- one
who would support our values. Y et again, if conservativesdon't main-
tain amajority in the Senate, worrying about apossible Supreme Court
appointment may well be amoot point. . . .

It would no doubt be a momentous victory to overturn Roe,
lifting thisfederal protection of abortion and again allowing each state
to determine its own laws. The first step toward this and any other
victory is participation in the 2006 el ections. Wemust retain apro-life,
pro-family, pro-values majority in the Senate, or this discussion of
judgesis quite possibly avain debate. To retain this majority, Chris-
tiansmust beinvolved and vote thisNovember! Consider what Charles
Finney, great evangelist in the 1800s, cautioned: "The time has come
that Christians must vote for honest men and take consistent ground
inpolitics. . . God cannot sustain thisfree and blessed country which
weloveand pray for unlessthe Church will takeright ground. Politics
areapart of religion in such acountry asthis, and Christians must do
their duty to the country as a part of their duty to God. . . He [God]
will blessor cursethisnation according to the coursethey [ Christians]
take [in politics]."

It is vitally important that Christians not become lax in their
stewardship of the country God has given us. Theimplicationsof this
electionwill last far into the next centuries and what we do at the polls
thisNovember may well determinethe political and national destiny of
our children, our grand-
children and their chil-
dren. Heed well what
the Rev. Matthias
Burnett cautioned in
1803: "Let not your
children havereasonto
curseyoufor giving up
those rights and pros-
trating thoseinstitutions

What's Inside . . .
Academic Doping
Prosperity Theology

An Honest Atheist
Retailers & Gay Pressure
Terrorists Cross Border
Enemy of Marriage

Islam & U.S. Prisons




2 Chrigtian View of the News

which your fathers delivered to you." Remember to vote this Novem-
ber for the candidate who best representsyour val ues. - David Barton,
AFA Journal, 10/06

NOW NOTICE THIS: Having given good, positive reasons
why Christians should vote on November 7, here are some negative
reasons to do so. If Democrats win, the Speaker of the House, 3rd in
line for the presidency, will be San Francisco liberal, Nancy Pelosi.
She doesn't believe we are at war and wants to abandon Irag immedi-
ately. Sheisthe darling of the left on social issues and favors partial
birth abortion, human cloning, and votes for anything the homosexu-
alswant.

Senate Magjority Leader would be Harry Reid, who has called
President Bush aliar and aloser. He hasfilibustered judicial nominees
and the Patriot Act and has promised to block the Bush agendahislast
two years.

Ted Kennedy, darling of big labor, will also be in charge of the
educational systemsin Americaand health care, promisingto do away
with the prescription drug program and institute nationalized cover-
age, as Hillary tried to do.

House Judiciary Chairman would be John Conyers, who has
the Impeachment of the President at the top of hislist.

Pat L eahy would head the Senate Judiciary Committee and put
anendtoall conservativejudges. Just thispast year, Sen. L eahy voted
to support a John Kerry-led filibuster of Supreme Court Justice Sam-
uel Alito. After Alito patiently responded to aseemingly infinite num-
ber of questions from aroll call of the far-left, which included Sens.
Ted Kennedy, Russ Feingold (WI1), Barbara Boxer (CA), and Chuck
Schumer (NY), Sen. Leahy attempted to deprive Alito of the dignity
of an up-or-down vote in the Senate.

Thisisjust a sample of the nightmare the Democrats are plan-
ning for the country if they win. Keep thisin mind when you vote. -
N.P.

Tony Blankley says: While turning over the Congress to the
Pel osi/K ennedy mob for eventwo yearswould berecklessly irrespon-
sible-- particularly during adangerouswar -- thereisno assurancethe
wilderness years would last only 24 months. . . .

Any conservative ought to be very concerned about who hasthe
political power in Washington. The Democrats have virtually prom-
ised to scandalize the Republican administration (with subpoenaand
impeachment-seeking oversight hearings) for the next two years-- in
preparation for defeating the 2008 Republican presidential nominee.

Moreover, every Democrat who beats a Republican in three
weekswill havetwo yearsto feather hisor her nest, and use the pow-
ers of incumbency to defeat the 2008 Republican challenger.

Even moreimportant, in aclosely fought 2008 presidential elec-
tion, every extra Democratic incumbent senator, congressman and
governor makes it just a little more likely that the Democratic presi-
dential candidate may winthat district or state. All thosefreshly turned
new Demacratic machines will help get out Democratic Party votes
for the top of their 2008 ticket.

This current conservative petulance -- if it actually occurs on
Nov. 7 -- will increase the chances of electing Hillary, or worse (if
such athing is possible) in 2008.

Thereis no rational policy or political basis for conservatives
not voting. I'm not sure the country can take the current Democratic
mob in power for long.

A realist onceobserved that the history of mankindislittlemore
than the triumph of the heartless over the mindless.

The Democrats are obviously heartless. Conservatives must
guard against falling into the category of the mindless. Ignore your
heartfelt peevements, use your brainsand vote. - T.B., townhall.com,
10/18/06

NATIONAL INTELLIGENCE ESTIMATE

On Sept. 24, The New York Times printed a story breathless
withinsinuations: A classified "National Intelligence Estimate” (NIE)
had concluded that the invasion of Iraq turned that country into a
terrorist breeding ground. The U.S. left was jubilant.

The Times and the Democratic Party, though, had both run with
out-of-context snippets. After an angry President George W. Bush
ordered the "Key Findings' portion of the NIE declassified, readers
(and voters) found these nuanced conclusions:

¢ "United-States-led counterterrorism efforts have seriously
damaged the leadership of al-Qalidaand disrupted its operations; how-
ever, we judge that al-Qa'idawill continue to pose the greatest threat
totheHomeland and U.S. interests abroad by asingleterrorist organi-
zation."

¢ "Thelrag conflict hasbecomethe'causecelebre for jihadists,
breeding a deep resentment of U.S. involvement in the Muslim world
and cultivating supporters for the global jihadist movement. Should
jihadistsleaving Irag perceive themselves, and be perceived, to have
failed, we judge fewer fighters will be inspired to carry on the fight."

* "If democratic reform efforts in Muslim majority nations
progressover thenext fiveyears, political participation probably would
drive a wedge between intransigent extremists and groups willing to
usethe political processto achievetheir local objectives."

The left's attempt to cherry-pick the NIE failed miserably once
people could read it for themselves -- but it did demonstrate again
how those waging the war against the war manufacture the news to
help their agenda of retreat.

That same Sunday former President Bill Clinton also seemed
full of rage when he exploded at a few very mild inquiries about his
pursuit of bin Laden in the'90s. Together with the real findings of the
NIE and their attempted manipulation, the Clinton meltdown helped
underscore the essential choice in the campaign of 2006. One party is
serious about thewar. The other party isnot. - Hugh Hewitt, WORLD,
10/7/06

ACADEMIC DOPING & AMERICA'S PARENTS

What if you could improve your child's academic performance
with nothing more than a pill? That is no longer a hypothetical ques-
tion.

Parents naturally want their children to excel. Some parents are
taking that natural desireto new lengths-- asking doctorsto prescribe
drugslikeRitalin and Adderall sotheir students-- especially teenagers
-- will perform better on tests and assignments. The practiceis spread-
ing fast, and is now known as "academic doping.” . . ..

MSNBC reports: "Parents want their kids to excel in school,
and they've heard about theillegal use of stimulants such asRitalin
and Adderall for "academic doping." Hoping to obtain thedrugsle-
gally, they pressure pediatricians for them. Some even request the
drugsafter openly admitting they don't believetheir childhas ADHD."

There appear to be several issues here. Some parents may want
to blame a child's lack of academic performance on a medical condi-
tion. Others see the academic race for scholarships and college entry
to be adequate reason to seek a chemical enhancement for their own
kids. Parents of high achievers must wonder, "If he's doing this well
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without Ritalin, what could he do with it?' In any event, the promise
takes the form of apill.

As ethicist Ronald Cole-Turner argues, we are now "enhance-
ment enthusiasts” -- ready to try anything that promises enhanced hu-

MSNBC: "And some pill-eager parents aren't just seeking to
level the playing field, they're trying to make their kids superstars,
saysDr. Martin Stein, a professor of clinical pediatricsat University
of California, San Diego. . . .

"Privileged kidstend to have parentswho will push themto be
the academic cream of the crop and when they aren't, they'll start
looking for reasonswhy, he says. "1 tell themthat honor roll, a merit
scholarship or acceptance in an Ivy League school is not the end
point. That would be poor medicine."

For Christian parents, this controversy raises a host of ques-
tions. How do we define success and achievement? Just what are our
expectations for our kids? Are we really ready to put them on power-
ful stimulants, just to raise their grades and test scores? What are we
teaching our kids when we do this?

The "academic doping" problem emerged first at colleges and
universities, where an underground market in Ritalin, Adderall, and
other drugsisnever far from sight. Studentsbelieve, rightly or wrongly,
that the use of these drugs can help them cram for atest and score
higher grades.

Now, the problem has reached high schools. How long before
middle schoolers are trading pills before amath test?

Thetwentieth century taught many lessons, and one of the most
perverse of these lessons is this: Salvation isfound in a pill. Got an
infection? Takean antibiotic. Can't deep? Takeasedative. Can't breathe?
Takean antihistamine. Can't cope? Take apsychotropic pill. Can't per-
form sexually? Take Viagra. Can't keep up with other athletes? Takea
steroid. Can't remember which pill you are to take for which problem?
Take a memory enhancer.

Want your kids to do better at school? Give them Ritalin and
Adderall.

Thisisthe perverse and pervasive logic of our day. But salva-
tion is not found in a pill. (How does this differ from an athlete en-
hancing his performance with steroids? - N.P.) - AlbertMohler.com, o/
26/06

DOES GOD WANT USTO BE RICH?

The cover photograph for this week's issue of TIME magazine
just about saysit all -- apicture of aRolls Royce grille with achrome
cross as hood ornament. In the event anyone missed the point, the
cover asks: "Does God Want You to Be Rich?"

Theological confusion takes many forms, but with this cover
story, TIME directsusto one of the most pervasive perversions of the
Christian Gospel in our times -- prosperity theology. The article, writ-
ten by David Van Biemaand Jeff Chu, isfair, balanced, and devastat-
ing.

Asthey explain:

For several decades, a philosophy has been percolatingin the
10 million-strong Pentecostal wing of Christianity that seemstoturn
the Gospels' passageonitshead: certainly, it allows, Christiansshould
keep one eye on heaven. But the new good news is that God doesn't
want usto wait. Known (or vilified) under a variety of names-- Word
of Faith, Health and Wealth, Name It and ClaimIt, Prosperity Theol-
ogy -- itsemphasisison God's promised generosity in thislifeand the
ability of believersto claimit for themselves. Inanutshell, it suggests
that a God who lovesyou does not want you to be broke. Itssignature

verse could be John 10:10: "I have comethat they may havelife, and
that they may haveit more abundantly.” Ina TIME poll, 17% of Chris-
tians surveyed said they considered themsel ves part of such a move-
ment, whilea full 61% believed that God wants peopleto be prosper -
ous. And 31% -- afar higher percentage than there are Pentecostals
in America -- agreed that if you give your money to God, God will
bless you with more money.

Then:

"Prosperity” first blazed to public attention asthedriveshaft in
the moneymaking machine that was 1980s tel evangelism and faded
from mai nstreamview with the Jim Bakker and Jimmy Swaggart scan-
dals. But now, after some key modifications (which haveinspired some
toredubit Prosperity Lite), it hasnot only recover ed but isbooming.
Of the four biggest megachurches in the country, three -- Osteen's
Lakewood in Houston; T.D. Jakes" Potter's House in south Dallas;
and Creflo Dollar'sWorld Changersnear Atlanta -- are Prosperity or
Prosperity Lite pul pits (although Jakes' ministry has many morefac-
ets). Whilethey don't exclusively teach that God'sricheswant to bein
believers wallets, it isakey part of their doctrine. And propelled by
Osteen's 4 million-selling book, Your Best Life Now, the belief has
swept beyond its Pentecostal base into more buttoned-down evan-
gelical churches, and eveninto congregationsinthemoreliberal Main-
line. It istaught in hundreds of non-Pentecostal Bible studies. One
Pennsylvania Lutheran pastor even made it the basis for a sermon
seriesfor Lent, when Christians usually meditate on why Jesus was
having His Worst Life Then,. Saysthe Rev. Chappell Temple, a Meth-
odi st minister with the dubiousdistinction of pastoring Houston'sother
Lakewood Church (Lakewood United Methodist), an hour north of
Osteen's: "Prosperity Liteiseverywherein Christian culture. Gointo
any Christian bookstore, and see what they're offering."

Y es, go into those bookstoresif you dare. The consistent mes-
sage you will find isthat God wants you to be wealthy. Interestingly,
health seemsto have taken aback seat to wealth. Those described by
Van Biema and Chu as "Prosperity Lite" preachers are unlikely to of-
fer old-style healing services like those of Oral Roberts. It is material
prosperity that takes center stagein their message.

The reporters lay out the basic theological and biblical issues,
pointing to theanomaly of Christ's Gospel repackaged asmaterial pros-
perity. They alsotry to placethe prosperity preachersinacultural and
historical context.

If therest of Protestantismignored finances, Prosperity placed
themcenter stage, marrying Pentecostalism'sebullient notion of God's
giftswith an older tradition that stressed the power of positivethink-
ing. Practically, it emphasized hard work and good home economics.
But thereal heat wasinitsspiritual premise: that if a believer could
establish, through word and deed (usually donation), that he or she
was"in JesusChrist," then Jesus father would respond with paternal
gifts of health and wealth in thislife.

The prosperity preachersfind their rootsin the Pentecostal tra-
dition. The most famous among them -- like Joel Osteen and Creflo
Dollar -- spread their messages through television and publishing.
Osteen now dominatesthefield like no other, and he isfront and cen-
ter in the TIME article.

Prosperity theology isfueled by the combination of Pentecostal
teaching and American consumerism. Our culture of material abun-
dance (and consumerist appetites) isfertile ground for the emergence
of this distorted and corrupted teaching. Jesus never promised His
disciplesmaterial security, much lessmaterial prosperity. The benefits
of the Gospel of Christ are redefined in terms of material and financial
blessings.
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The reporters quote one man who acknowledged the influence
of Joel Osteen and histeaching:

"1'm dreaming big -- because all of heaven is dreaming big,"
[ George] Adams continues. "Jesus died for our sins. That was the
best gift God could give us," he says, "But we have something else.
Because | want to follow Jesus and do what he ordained, God wants
to support us. It's Joel Osteen's ministry that told me. Why would an
awesome and mighty God want anything lessfor hischildren?"

Wéll. . .why would an awesome and mighty God want anything
lessfor hischildren? The saddest aspect of that questionisitsfocuson
material prosperity at the expense of the limitless spiritual riches we
aregivenin Christ. The problem with prosperity theology isnot that it
promises too much, but that it promises so little -- and promises that
sofalsely.

Of even greater significance isthe eclipse of the authentic Gos-
pel of Christ. The justification of sinnersisignored as material pros-
perity and wealth dominate the message.

TIME's cover story is awake-up call. The fact that prosperity
theology has TIME's attention should demand our attention. -
AlbertMohler.com 9/14/06

OSTEEN IN NO DANGER OF ARREST

Joel Osteen, pastor of the nondenominational Lakewood Church
in Houston -- now the nation's largest congregation -- arrived in Bos-
ton last weekend for an appearance at the TD Banknorth Garden (also
known asthe Hub). Attendees paid $10 per ticket to gain admissionto
theevent.

But what caught my eye was a report in The Boston Herald
about Mr. Osteen's appearance at a book signing at the Prudential
Center's Barnes & Noble store prior to the event. He drew more than
400 persons to the book signing -- a crowd exceeded only by those
who came for a similar event with former President Bill Clinton.

L ook at this crucial section of the paper's report:

He's the most popular preacher in the country right now -- a
best-selling author and the " most watched minister" in America.

But when asked yesterday about gay marriageduringatripto
the bluest statein theland of the free-- and the only one wher e same-
sex nuptialsarelegal -- the Rev. Joel Osteen suddenly got sheepish.

"I don't thinkit'sGod's best," the handsome Holy Roller said of
homosexuality. "I never feel like homosexuality is God's best.”

When pressed on theissue, Osteen said, "I don't feel likethat's
my thrust . . . you know, some of theissuesthat divideus, and I'mhere
to let people know that God isfor them and he'son their side."

Put that alongside the fact that Stephen Green was recently ar-
rested in Great Britain for passing out pamphlets that included Bible
verses clearly declaring homosexuality to beasin. Christiansin many
parts of the world now risk arrest for declaring openly what the Bible
clearly teaches.

Mr. Osteen can be assured that his weak and evasive non-an-
swer to thisreporter'squestion will put him at very littlerisk for arrest.
But then, pandering prophets are rarely at much of arisk from the
publicanyway.

There was no conviction in his answer; no clear declaration of
biblical truth, no Gospel, no judgment, and no promise. Just a hon-
answer with a smile. Pathetic. . . simply pathetic. AlbertMohler.com,
9/8/06 (I think heisasissy and this pretty much confirmsit. - N.P.)

TBN CANCELS CRITICISM OF ISLAM

A long-running weekly TV program "Zola Levitt Presents,"
which is often critical of the jihadist ideology within Islam, has been

canceled by the Trinity Broadcasting Network (TBN), producers say,
because of effortsby TBN to cater toitsgrowing audienceinthe Arab
world.

The cancellation of this show makesit the second program can-
celled by thelargest Christian broadcaster because of sensitivitiesabout
Muslim content.

In January, 2006 Hal Lindsey's "The International Intelligence
Briefing" notified TBN he would not be back because of what he con-
sidered to be effortsto muzzle hisopinionsabout radical Islam. - Chris-
tian News, 9/18/06

THE BIBLE VERSION DEBATE

The following is excerpted from a doctoral dissertation by the
late Alfred Martin (1919-96). The 1951 dissertation presented to the
faculty of Dallas Theological Seminary's Graduate School wasentitled
"A Critical Examination of the Westcott-Hort Textual Theory." Mar-
tin was Vice President of Moody Bible Institute at the time. "In spite
of the notable work of Burgon, Hoskier, and others who supported
them, the opponents of the Westcott-Hort theory have never had the
hearing which they deserve. How many present-day students of the
Greek New Testament ever heard of the two men just mentioned, and
how many ever saw a copy of The Revision Revised or Codex B and
Its Allies, to say nothing of actually reading these works? . .. The
present generation of Bible students, having been reared on
Westcott and Hort, have for the most part accepted the theory
without independent or critical examination. To the average stu-
dent of the Greek New Testament today it is unthinkable to question
thetheory at least initsbasic premises. Eventoimply that onebelieves
the Textus Receptus to be nearer the original text than the Westcott-
Hort text is, lays one open to the suspicion of grossignorance or un-
mitigated bigotry. That iswhy thiscontroversy needstobeaired again
among Bible-believing Christians. There is little hope of convincing
those who are unbelieving textual critics, but if believing Bible stu-
dents had the evidence of both sides put before them, instead of one
side only, therewould not be so much blind following of Westcott and
hort." - O Timothy, 6/06

WILL THIS "ROAD SHOW" COME TO YOUR CITY?

Do you remember the fiasco in San Francisco at the Hamilton
Square Baptist Church when ex-homosexuals were speaking about
the grace of God in delivering them from such awicked lifestyle (God
callsit "abomination"), and the perverts staged aprotest rally in front
of the church? They not only blocked the entrance so no one could get
in or out, but the police helped them and refused to do anything to
help thefolksinsidethe church.

WEell, it happened again, thistime at the other end of the country
in the only State of the Union legalizing Sodomite marriages, Massa-
chusetts. Focus on the Family was holding a conference in Boston at
the historic Tremont Temple Baptist Church featuring ex-Sodomites,
giving their testimony about the grace of God in their deliverance (it
was called "Love Won Out"). Once again a"mob" (there is no other
way to describe them) gathered outside the building, "terrorizing” the
Christians, yelling, chanting, screaming, waving signs and blocking
the church entrance. (An anti-war rally was being held a few blocks
away led by Cindy Sheehan and participants from it joined the
Sodomites.) The protestors had asound truck and were usingit to full
advantage. Asit turned out, they did not have a permit for either the
rally or the sound truck -- both violations of the law. Y et they were
therefrom thetimethe conference openedinthemorning until it closed
that night. The demonstration totally blocked off the street. Two cof-
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fins were set up in front of the church, one saying "Homophobiais
deadly."

What about the police? They were there too, and, as in San
Francisco, took the side of the Sodomites. In fact, the police blocked
the church entrance/exit and did not permit anyone to enter or leave
the conference. When alady participant at the conference asked why
she couldn't leave, the response from the femal e officer was merely,
"Becausel said so." Thepolice protection wasonly for the Sodomites.
No one was arrested; no one even received awarning ticket!

One person attending the conference said, " Theanger, rage and
hatred were indescribable.” If you would like a biblical picture of the
scene, try the Sodomites outside the home of Lot, yelling, screaming,
trying to break in and harm those inside.

Our conclusion: Sodomites have rightsin America; Christians
do not! - The Biblical Evangelistin Plains Baptist Challenger, 6/06

HONEST ATHEIST ANALYZES RELIGION

Sam Harris, author of The End of Faith, 2004's surprising best-
seller, has emerged asthe frontline opponent of all theistic faith. Now,
he is out with a second book, Letter to a Christian Nation, and the
glovesare off again.

"In Letter to a Christian Nation, | have set out to destroy the
intellectual and moral pretensions of Christianity in its most commit-
tedforms," heannounces.

Sam Harrisisaphilosophy graduate of Stanford University who
hasal so studied neuroscienceat thedoctoral level. Inhisfirst book, he
launched abroadside attack on theism. The time has come, he argued,
to reject the toleration of backward and dangerous ideas -- such as
theism. . ..

In Letter to a Christian Nation, Harrisrepeats many of hispre-
vious arguments, but in amore concise and urgent format. Heis hon-
est in setting out hisagenda-- and he recognizesthat he and the Chris-
tians he addresses share some common assumptions:

We agree, for instance, that if one of us isright, the other is
wrong. The Bible is either the word of God, or it isn't. Either Jesus
offers humanity the one, true path to salvation (John 14:6), or he
does not. We agree that to be a true Christian is to believe that all
other faiths are mistaken, and profoundly so. If Christianity is cor-
rect, and | persist in my unbelief, | should expect to suffer the tor-
ments of hell. Worsestill, | have persuaded others, and many closeto
me, to reject the very idea of God. They too will languishin "eternal
fire" (Matthew 25:4). If thebasic doctrine of Christianityiscorrect, |
have misused my life in the wor st conceivable way.

One interesting facet of Harris's approach is his specific rejec-
tion of theological liberalism and moderating positions. He does see
these for what they are -- thinly disguised forms of unbelief.

I havewritten el sewhere about the problems| seewithreligious
liberalismand religious moderation. Here, we need only observethat
theissueisboth simpler and more urgent than theliberals and mod-
eratesgenerally admit. Either theBibleisjust an ordinary book, written
by mortals, or it isn't. Either Christ was divine, or he was not. If the
Bibleisan ordinary book, and Christ was an ordinary man, the his-
tory of Christian theology isthe story of bookish men parsing a col-
lective delusion. If the basic tenets of Christianity aretrue, thenthere
are some very grim surprises in store for nonbelievers like myself.
You understand this. At least half of the American population under-
standsthis. So let us be honest with ourselves: in the fullness of time,
one side isreally going to win this argument, and the other sideis
really goingtolose.

In a 2005 address to the New Y ork Society for Ethical Culture,

Harris put it this way:

Another problemwithreligiousmoderationisthatitisintellec-
tually bankrupt. It really representsa fundamentally unprincipled use
of reason. At least fundamentalists talk about evidence. You ask a
fundamentalist, "Why do you believe that Jesus was the Son of God
and the Bible is the perfect Word of God?" and you'll get reasons.
They're not good reasons, but you will immediately see that these
peopleareengaged inan evidentiary pursuit. They'll say thingslike,
"The New Testament confirms all of Old Testament prophecy for ev-
ery prophecy in the Bible has come true." You know, these are spe-
ciousclaims, but contrast that to what moder ates say. Moderatesdon't
talk about evidence. Moder atestalk about meaning. They talk about
the good effects of believing as they do.

Another problem with religious moderation isthat it is theo-
logically bankrupt. Itisnot likeif wejust read the books more closely
wewould discover all thesereasonsto be moderates. |'ve got newsfor
you. I'veread the books: God isnot a moderate.

In the end, Sam Harris is certain, like so many opponents of
Christianity before him, that the Christian faith will simply pass away.

"Religiousfaith -- faith that thereisa God who careswhat name
Heiscalled, faith that Jesusiscoming back to earth. . . isonthewrong
side of an escalating war of ideas," he insists. (Heisright, there are
two sidesashehasindicated, butitishewhoisonthewrongside. But
| appreciate hishonest distinction between Fundamentalism and liber-
aism. - N.P.) - AlbertMohler.com, 9/22/06

DOES SIN SELL?

A letter representing 78 Texas Ford dealers was sent to Ford's
Detroit headquartersearlier thissummer, urging the company to 'cease’
advertising in homosexual publications. Theletter acknowledged that
a pro-family boycott is hurting their business. (Baptist Press, 8/10/
06). Many of our fathers and grandfathersdroveaModel T or Model
A Ford until the V8s came out in the early to mid-thirties. Most of
them would have joined these TX dealers, if for nothing else but to
find out what homosexuality was. If they were still living, they could
ask their 5-year-old great, great, great grandchild. They are taught a
gay lifestylein school. - Plains Baptist Challenger, 9/06

FORD AND WAL-MART GO GAY

Ford Motor Company istaking several stepstotry tohaltfalling
sales, but none of them include ending financial support for homo-
sexual groups promoting same-sex marriage.

Ford lost $1.4 billion in the first half of the year. Rather than
saving money by cutting financial support tohomosexual groups, Ford
plans to cut production by 21% and trim the number of its dealers.
The automaker isreportedly seeking amerger or alliance with another
auto-maker, considering taking the company private, or selling their
Jaguar, Volvo and Land Rover divisions.

"Chairman Bill Ford is putting the company's support for homo-
sexual groups ahead of Ford's support for employees and dealers,"
said AFA Chairman Don Wildmon. "Deal ers and employees should be
calling Chairman Ford, asking him to stop supporting the homosexual
agenda.”

In early 2005, AFA began criticizing Ford's support of radical
homosexual groups and its advertising in gay magazines which regu-
larly condemn Christiansand pro-family attemptsto protect marriage.
Last November Ford agreed to make several changesin its practices,
but then reneged on the agreement after meeting with homosexual
leaders.

Wal-Mart, the largest retailer in the world, has joined the Na-
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tional Gay and L eshian Chamber of Commerce. The organization pro-
motes homosexual marriage and other aspects of the gay agenda.

Although Wal-Mart has never excluded homosexuals from be-
ing employees, customersor suppliers, thecompany wanted to bemore
closely identified with promoting the homosexua agenda. Wal-Mart
isnow a corporate member of the NGLCC, and aWal-Mart vice presi-
dent will serve as an advisor to the group.

"For Wal-Mart to pursue a relationship with a gay advocacy
group like thisis to do nothing less than place the retailer's stamp of
approval onthegay agenda,” said AFA President Tim Wildmon. "Sam
Walton must berolling over in his grave.” - AFA Journal, 10/06

(I am disgusted with the fact that so many national companies
have giveninto the pressuresof the pervertsand ended up supporting
them. They do this under an implied threat of a boycott just as Jesse
Jackson "rips of f* companiesin the sameway.

A number of great companies were founded by Christians over
theyears: Men like Sam Walton, J. C. Penney, R. G. Letourneau, Truett
Cathy, etc. It is often the children and grandchildren of the founders
who don't have the convictions of their parents who cavein. | don't
think that will happen to Chick-fil-A because Cathy set an examplefor
hisfamily, not just regarding business but moreimportantly loyalty to
God, His Word, His Church and His Day.) - N.P.

BACK DOOR TO TERROR

Since Sept. 11, 2001, Americans living aong the U.S.-Mexican
border have been warning that our porous frontier is a back door for
terrorist entry into this country. Local, State and federal law enforce-
ment officers, overwhelmed by the flow of human traffic across the
border, have acknowledged the threat -- and been widely ignored by
the mainstream media and "official" Washington. Last year, in little-
noticed congressional testimony, FBI Director Robert Mueller revealed
that "individual sfrom countrieswith known al Qaedaconnectionshave
attempted to enter the United States illegally using alien smuggling
rings and assuming Hispanic appearances.”

Now, thanks to the investigative reporting of my colleague at
FOX News, correspondent William L ajeunesse, the monarchs of the
mediaand the potentates on the Potomac can no longer ignorereality.
Lajeunesse took the time to carefully digest a new staff report pre-
pared by the House Committee on Homeland Security. It ought to be
required reading for every reporter and official in Washington, D.C.

Titled"A Lineinthe Sand: Confronting the Threat at the South-
west Border," the just-released report confirms what many have long
suspected: Our border isasieve, not abarrier, for radical I1slamic ter-
rorists transiting into the United States. The Investigations Subcom-
mittee charges that from Sept. 11, 2001, to the present, hundreds of
illegal aiens from countries "such as Iran, Jordan, Lebanon, Syria,
Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, Pakistan and Afghanistan” were appre-
hended crossinginto the United States.

But that's not all the bad news. Investigators al so found:

-- In June 2006, seven Iragis were caught in Brownsville, Texas;

--In August, an Afghani manwas caught crossing the Rio Grande
into Texas,

-- Mueller has testified that a Hezbollah cell had been "dis-
mantled" after officials discovered that the terror organization was
smuggling operatives across the U.S.-Mexico border to carry out ter-
ror attacks inside the United States.

-- Individuals from countries with know al Qaeda connections
have changed their |slamic surnames and adopted fal se Hispaniciden-
titiesin order to escape detection and blend into American society.

-- Radical Islamic groups that support Hamas, Hezbollah and

Isamiya Al Gamat are al active in Latin America.

All that is bad enough, but the bombshell -- as reported by
Lajeunesse and confirmed in the congressional report -- is the role
being played by Venezuel an strongman Hugo Chavez. It'swell known
that the oil-rich Marxist in Caracas has been busy spreading his anti-
American "Bolivarian Revolution" throughout our southern hemi-
sphere. But thisinvestigation now concludesthat Chavez's nefarious
deeds go well beyond aweapons-buying spree and effortsto manipu-
late elections in Bolivia, Ecuador and Nicaragua.

According to the congressional report, "V enezuelaisproviding
support -- including identity documents -- that could prove useful to
radical I1slamic groups. The Venezuelan government has issued thou-
sands of cedulas, the equivalent of Social Security cards, to people
from places such as Cuba, Colombia and Middle Eastern nations that
host foreign terrorist organizations." These documentscan be used to
obtain V enezuelan passports and American visas, whichin turn allow
the holder to elude immigration checks and enter the United States.

Nothingin thereport comesasasurpriseto Rep. Tom Tancredo
(R-Colo.). Hisnew book, "In Mortal Danger: The Battle for America's
Border and Security," isfull of anecdotal information that substanti-
ates the charges made by the House Homeland Security Committee
staff. Tancredo notes that a group of Pakistaniswere recently appre-
hended at the U.S.-Mexican border with fraudulent V enezuelan docu-
ments.

Somehow, most of this has eluded the crack journalists who
purport to write and report "news" for our so-called mainstream me-
dia. Even Agence France-Presse took notice that al Qaeda had estab-
lished a"clandestinetravel service" south of the border to help move
operativesinto the United States. Though American punditshavebeen
quick to accuse citizen organizationslike the Minutemen of being "vigi-
lantes" or worse, the people with the poison pens have paid scant
attention to the realities contained in this report -- most of which was
already in the public domain.

Doubterswho cannot accept how essential itisto plugtheholes
in our southern frontier should read thisreport and wake up to aclear
and present danger. For those who still have trouble understanding,
the concluding lines of Section |11 on Page 32 should suffice: "Given
the ever-present threat posed by al Qaeda and other terrorist organi-
zations -- athreat that has been underscored by the recent eventsin
London and the vulnerability of our borders-- the need for immediate
action to enforce our borders could not be more apparent.” (Maybe
we are waiting for a "dirty bomb" to go off in a football stadium. -
N.P.) - Oliver North, townhall.com, 10/20/06

B.C. AND A.D.: THE BATTLE OVER HISTORY

TheKentucky State School Board has placed itself at the center
of an expanding controversy asit has debated replacing referencesto
B.C. and A.D. with B.C.E. and C.E. in socia studies materials.

Of course, B.C. refers to "Before Christ" and A.D. to Anno
Domini, or "In the Year of Our Lord." The system for dating yearsis
venerableand easy to understand -- and it isincreasingly considered to
be politically incorrect.

The issue, of course is the clear and unavoidable reference to
Jesus Christinthe B.C. and A.D. date reference system. After all, the
system takesits structure from the assumption that the incarnation of
Jesus Christ isthe central event of all history. Theinvention of B.C.E.
for "Before Common Era" and C.E. for "Common Era" is nothing
more than an attempt to avoid any referenceto Christ. . . .

This system of dating has been in place for more than amillen-
nium and a half, and its meaning has been almost universally under-
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stood. But, the head of the Kentucky Council of Churchesthinksitis
"absurd" to suggest that thisisan assault on Christianity.

The word "assault” may not be the right word to use here, but
"insult" isjust about right. - AlbertMohler.com 6/2/06

IRAQ WAS A WORTHY MISTAKE

In the dumbed-down debate we're having, there are only two
sides: pro-war and antiwar. Thisissilly. First, very few folks who fa-
vored the Irag invasion are abstractly pro-war. Second, antiwar types
aren't really pacifists. They favor military intervention when it comes
to stopping genocidein Darfur or starvationin Somaliaor doing what-
ever it was that President Clinton did in Haiti. In other words, their
objection isn't to war per se' it's to wars that advance U.S. interests
(or, alegedly, President Bush's or Israel's or ExxonMobil'sinterests). |
must confess, one of the things that made me reluctant to conclude
that the Irag war was a mistake was my distaste for the shabbiness of
the arguments on the antiwar side.

But truth is truth. And the Iraq war was a mistake by the most
obvious criteria. If we had known then what we know now, we would
never have gone to war with Irag -- at least not the way we did. | do
think that Congress (including Democrats Hillary Clinton, John Kerry,
Jay Rockefeller and John Murtha) was right to vote for the war given
what was known -- or what was believed to have been known -- in
2003. The claims from some former pro-war Dems that they were lied
to strike me as nothing more than cowardly buck-passing.

Thefailureto find weapons of mass destruction isasideissue.
The WMD fiasco was a global intelligence failure, though calling
Saddam Hussein's bluff after 9/11 was the right thing to do.
Washington's moreimportant intelligence failure lay in underestimat-
ing what would be required to rebuild and restore post-Hussein Irag.
The White House did not anticipate alow-intensity civil war in Iraqg,
never planned for it and would not have deemed itin the U.S. interest
to pay thishigh apricein prestige, treasure and, of course, lives.

According to the goofy parameters of the current debate, I'm
now supposed to call for withdrawing from Irag. If it was amistake to
go in, we should get out, some argue. But this is unpersuasive. A
doctor will warnthat if you seeaman stabbed in the chest, you shouldn't
rush to pull the knife out. We are in Irag for good reasons and for
reasons that were well-intentioned but wrong. But we are there.

Those who say it's not the central front in the war on terror are
in aworse state of denial than they think Bush isin. Of courseit'sthe
central front. That it hasbecomesoisavalid criticism of Bush, butit's
also strong reason for seeing things through. If we pull out precipi-
toudly, jihadismwill open afranchisein Iraq and gain steam around the
world, and the U.S. will be weakened.

Bush's critics claim that democracy promotion was an after-
thought, aconvenient rebranding of awar gone sour. That'sunfair, but
even if true, it wouldn't mean liberty isn't at stake. It wouldn't mean
that promoting a liberal society in the heart of the Arab and Muslim
world wouldn't be in our interest and consistent with our ideals. In
war, you sometimes end up having to defend ground you wouldn't
have chosen with perfect knowledge beforehand. That'susin Irag.

According to the conventional script, if I'm not saying "bug out"
of Iraqg, I'm supposed to say "stay the course." But there'sathird op-
tion, and funnily enough, | found it in an old column of mine. We
should ask the Iragisto vote on whether U.S. troops should stay.

Polling suggeststhat they want usto go. But polling absent con-
segquencesisaform of protest. With accountability, minds may change
and appreciation for the U.S. presence might grow.

If Iragisvoted "stay," we'd have amandate to do what's neces-

sary to win, and our ideals would be reaffirmed. If they voted "go,"
our values would also be reaffirmed, and we could leave with honor.
And pretty much everyone would have to accept democracy as the
only legitimate expression of national will.

Finishing the job is better than leaving a mess. And if we can
finish the job, the war won't be remembered as a mistake. - Jonah
Goldberg, townhall.com, 10/20/06

THE ENEMY OF MARRIAGE -- DIVORCE

Jamie Dean of WORLD magazine makes an important point in a
powerful way in "Putting Asunder,” published in the June 10, 2006
edition. Protecting marriage means confronting the evil of divorce.
Consider this:

But as the gay-marriage crisis looms large, another massive
marriage crisischurnsbeneath the surface and behind church doors.
Tens of thousands of men and women will marry in the United States
in June, the most popular month for weddings. The same month, tens
of thousands of coupleswill also divorce. That trend will repeat itself
for the rest of the year.

During a 10-month period in 2005, an estimated 1.8 million
couplesgot married inthe United States, according to the National
Center for Health Statistics. During the same period, nearly 800,000
couplesdivorced. A total of morethan 56.4 million married couples
livetogether inthe United States, accor ding to the 2000 Census (com-
pared with 595,000 homosexual couples). As many as 24 million of
those married couples could end up divorced if the nation's divorce
rate continuesto hover between 35 percent and 45 percent.

That evangelical phenomenonis"anincredibleindictment” and
"completely inexcusable," according to Andreas Kostenberger, pro-
fessor at Southeastern Baptist Theological Seminary and author of
God, Marriage, and Family. Mr. Kostenberger told WORLD that while
it'simportant for Christiansto opposegay marriage "wealso shouldn't
lose track of the fact that so many of our Christian marriages are
ending indivorce. . . It certainly renders us vulnerablein the battle
for the definition of marriage.”

Mr. Kostenberger says the problems of gay marriage and di-
vorce both grow from the same dark root: sin and a low view of
marriage. The church'sdivorcerate equal sthat of the secular world,
he adds, because the church has adopted a secular mindset full of
"superficial remediesthat don't deal with the deeper problems.”

For example, most of themarriage resourcesin Christian book-
storesarefocused on "how-to- listsand techniques.

... They'rereally indistinct from the secular world," says Mr.
Kostenberger. Christiansneed a deeper under standing of biblical mar-
riageand howit fitsinto the broader context of the Bible, he says, not
just tips on better communication. "Liberalism is pervasive and it
promotesthe notion that we ought to make whatever choicesarebest
for us as opposed to the biblical idea of sacrificial love.”

A church that refuses to confront the sinfulness of divorce will
have little credibility in addressing the sinfulness of homosexuality. -
AlbertMohler.com, 6/9/06

RADICAL ISLAM AND U.S. PRISONS

| don't usually make predictions, but here's one I'll venture. If,
God forbid, an attack by home-grown Islamist radicals occurs on
American soil, many, if not most, of the perpetrators will have con-
verted to Islam whilein prison.

| am hardly going out on a limb here. | said this first in 2001.
The spread of an especialy virulent form of Islam within American
prisonsisobviousto those of uswho have spent timein these prisons.
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It'stherest of American society that isin denial. Now, thanksto anew
study, ignoranceisno longer an option.

Thestudy, titled "Out of the Shadows," concluded that "the U.S.
. .isat risk of facing the sort of homegrown terrorism currently plagu-
ing other countries." The source of that risk, according to researchers
from George Washington University and the University of Virginia, is
"[Americas] large prison population.”

"Radicalized prisoners" within this population "are a potential
pool of recruits by terrorist groups,” the study says. The sources of
radicalization are incarcerated |slamic extremists and outside organi-
zationsthat support them. Thereport notesthat the absence of "moni-
toring by authoritative Islamic chaplains' permits "materials that ad-
vocate violence[to infiltrate] the prison system undetected."”

Some of this material is provided by known al-Qaeda affiliates.
It "[urges Muslim prisoners] to wage war against non-Muslims who
have not submitted to Islamicrule." Asaformer employee of aradical
Islamist group who is now a Christian told a Senate committee, "I
know of only afew instances in which prisons rejected the literature
weattempted to distribute-- and it was never because of theliterature's
radicalism.”

Senator Susan Collins (R-Maine) was correct when she called
the situation "an emerging threat to our national security." The obvi-
ous question: What do we do about it?

The study recommends the creation of afederal commission to
"investigatethisissuein depth." It saysthat an " objectiverisk assess-
ment" is"urgently needed" so that "officials[can] address thisissue
now, rather than [managing] acrisislater." .. ..

Thelargely unimpeded spread of radical 1slam through our pris-
ons coincides with increased opposition to the one really successful
antidote -- that is, the presence of Christianity.

Anobviousexampleisthelawsuit against our prison programin
lowa. Programs like ours are working. We have studies to prove it.
And they are the best solution to the alienation and rage that fuels
conversionsto radical Islam, aswell as gangs and other hate groups
inside the prisons. Making it harder for organizations like Prison Fel-
lowship to operate within prison wallsleavesjihadists and other radi-
cal groups asthe only gamein town.

Unfortunately, opponents like Barry Lynn of the Americans
United are blind to this, which puts more than the program at risk --
because, as we saw in the case of the shoe bomber, Richard Reid,
groupsthat are now operating in the shadows of our prisonsareareal
danger to us. - Chuck Colson, townhall.com, 9/26/06

VENEZUELA'S CITGO GAS

Venezuela-backed Citgo Petroleum faced anger among its U.S.
outletsafter Venezuel an president Hugo Chavez blasted President Bush
as"thedevil" at UN proceedingslast month. Convenience-store giant
7-Eleven announced Sept. 27 that its more than 2,000 stores will no
longer pump Citgo fuel. In Boston, local politicians called for the re-
moval of alarge, lighted Citgo sign visiblefrom Fenway Park and long
a local landmark. (My feeling is: Don't buy Citgo gas. - N.P.) -
WORLD, 10/7/06

Thanks to those who have so far helped in getting a new CVN
computer. It has been ordered. - N.P.
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