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How To Know That You Have Eternal Life!

Man is sinful and separated from God: “For all have sinned and fall
short of the glory of God.” Romans 3:23
Jesus paid the penalty for our sin: “But God demonstrates His love for
us, in this: while we were still sinners, Christ died for us.” Romans 5:8
Salvation is a free gift: “For it is by grace you have been saved, through
faith, and this not of yourselves, it is the gift of God, not by works, so
that no one can boast.” Ephesians 2:8-9
You must receive Jesus Christ: “Yet to all who received Him, to those
who believed in His name, He gave the right to become children of God:
John 1:12
“Whoever believes in the Son has eternal life, but whoever rejects the
Son will not see life, for God’s wrath remains on him.” John 3:36
“For there is no difference between Jew and Gentile, the same Lord is
Lord of all and richly blesses all who call on Him, for, ‘Everyone who
calls on the name of the Lord will be saved.’” Romans 10:12-13
You can have assurance of salvation: “And this is the testimony: God
has given us eternal life, and this life is in His Son. He who has the Son
has life; he who does not have the Son of God does not have life.”
1John5:11-12
Prayer of Commitment: Dear Father, I acknowledge that I am a sinner,
separated from You and lost without You. On the basis of Christ’s death
for me on the cross, I ask you to forgive my sin and to accept me as your
child. I thank You that You are faithful and that I now belong to You.
Amen

Sunday School 9:00 AM

Worship Service 10:00 AM

Calvary Bible Church
8318 Carpenter Rd.
Ypsilanti, MI 48197

Church Office 734-434-4044
FAX 734-434-4101

Hours of WHours of WHours of WHours of WHours of Worshiporshiporshiporshiporship

Michigan Christian Times
Published for

Calvary Bible Church
by Robert D. Roughley

989-747-0480
rrough@chartermi.net

Your Comments
and Opinions are

Welcomed
Please send to Marc
Graham, Calvary Bible
Church, 8318 Carpenter
Road, Ypsilanti, Michigan
48197

by Marc Graham, Asst. Pastor,
Calvary Bible Church

Just last week the report was
released in the media that children
on Ritalin has drastically increased
over the past five years to 8% of
all American children. I was
reminded of a conversation I had
while on a fairly recent teaching
visit to Siberia. I asked our
translator, “How do most Russians
view Americans?” Her reply,
“Russians think that America is a
society of drugs. Americans take
drugs for everything.” Sadly, my
Siberian friend’s distant
perspective wasn’t far off the mark.

Millions of children annually
are being placed on powerful,
highly addictive drugs for
“behavioral” problems. In other
words, we are being told by the
experts that behavioral problems
are really biologically caused. You
would think fidgety children who
hate school, buck authority, and

Editorial and Opinion
AMERICAN CHILDREN NEED
MORE PARENTING, FEW PILLS

do physical harm to one another
are some strange new virus, when
in fact such behavior is as old as
the Fall of Man and Cain and Abel.

Granted, behavior and
emotions can be physiologically
affected, examples being a closed
head injury, a tumor, or a thyroid
imbalance. Such organic causes
are traceable through medical
tests. Psychotropic drugs,
however, are being prescribed to
thwart a smorgasbord of behavior
problems for which no organic
cause can be proven. Issues that
have historically been left to parent
instruction, coupled with periodic
trips to the “woodshed,” when
necessary, are now almost
universally “blamed on the brain.”
Highly addictive drugs are being
dispensed with little discussion of
the long-term health affects, let
alone the sociological implications
of teaching millions to “pop a pill”
instead of solving their problems.

Accounts exist of kids being
diagnosed with Attention Deficit
Disorder or depression, with the
accompanying drug prescription,
after as little as five minutes with a
medical or psychological
professional, even though little or
no information on the child’s inner
life, home life, or school life is
known.

The truth of the matter is this:
As a culture we are reaping what
we have sown. We’ve been too
busy teaching kids self-esteem and
self-love, modern catch phrases for
“selfishness,” when we should
have been teaching them to love
and serve others. We’ve been too
busy fighting with our spouses
and breaking up our homes,
instead of modeling for our kids
how to live together and manage
our emotions. We’ve been too
busy shipping our kids off to day-
care centers to learn their social
skills in the jungle of their peers,

while they are being watched by
workers who are caring surrogates,
at best. We’ve been too busy
pursuing our interests while our
kids spend hours in front of the
TV, watching the glorification of
illicit sex and criminal violence.
We’ve been too busy to monitor
the computerized virtual worlds
our children play in, allowing them
to become highly skilled by the
time they are five at killing as many
people as possible in the most
sadistic possible ways.

We’ve gotten ourselves into
a mess with our negligence. True
to cultural form, however, we
refuse to admit to the self-
incriminating obvious. Thus, we
are hell-bent to shift the blame to
biology rather than bad parenting.

I’ll admit, giving the kid a little
white pill to get him under
control—temporarily—is far
easier. In reality, however, it’s the
parents who need the “medicine.”
A good dose of parenting
fundamentals such as training
children in moral absolutes,
respect for authority, respect for
property, self-discipline, personal
integrity, love of God and love for
others will go a long way toward
drying up this psychiatric drug
epidemic.

Parenting is hard work under
any circumstances. At some point,
however, mom and dad must stop
reacting to problems with band-aid
solutions and become proactive,
goal-oriented parents who train
with the “big picture” of their
child’s character-development in
mind. Such parents understand
that their job is giving moral
instruction and having the

courage, when necessary, to apply
moral coercion. In an evil world
that hates any concept of normality
and worships radicalism, good
parents do not fear teaching their
kids that there is still such a thing
as right and wrong.

The ramifications of this
debate are staggering. We either
start training our kids to discipline
their irresponsible impulses, or we
keep labeling one behavioral
problem after another as a
psychological disorder. The end
result will be drug-addicted
generations that view themselves
as victims of everything and
personally responsible for
nothing. Continue on our present
course and we may as well start
building the bunkers in our
backyards. Columbine High
School was just the beginning.

By Pastor Wesley Gene Rowe
Most all Christians agree that

abortion as a form of birth control
is sinful. Statistics prove that the
vast majority of times when a
mother aborts a baby, it is for the
flimsiest, most selfish, ungodly
reasons. The pregnancy resulted
from sinful sex outside of marriage
and the mother doesn¹t want
anyone to know about her sinful
sex life, or the mother is too young,
or the pregnancy was an
unplanned surprise, or the mother
has a career to think of, or the
father doesn¹t want to pay child
support. On and on go the many
self-centered, carnal reasons for
the murder of the baby. The
abortion is simply the preferred
choice for post-conception birth
control! In all such scenarios, most
Biblically literate Christians stand
united that abortion of the baby is
a most serious sin.

However, sad to say, the issue
becomes murkier for some
Christians when the abortion is for
“medical reasons” or for the
purpose of “saving the life of the
mother”. In these situations, some
Christians justify abortion. This
article is for the purpose of
championing the position that
Christians must not sanction
intentional abortion for any
reason, including so-called
“medical reasons” or to “save the
life of the mother.”

The modern-day pro-choice
movement has done a very good
job in hood-winking the vast
majority of Americans, including
Christians, into thinking that
abortion for medical reasons or for
saving the life of the mother is the

Intentional Abortion For Any
Reason is Morally Indefensible

only compassionate thing to do.
The line of reasoning goes
something like this, “You mean
that you would have your wife or
girlfriend die in order to save the
baby? You must not love your
wife/girlfriend, then! I can¹t believe
that you would even think of such
a thing.” Or, “Well, the baby would
be deformed anyway and probably
would not want to live, so let’s do
him a favor by aborting him.”

Many Christians hear such
arguments and naively swallow
them without considering whether
or not such statements are
biblically valid and morally right.

Let me give several reasons
why the Christian community must
oppose abortion even for medical
reasons and/or for saving the life
of the mother.

1.) Due to the wonderful
advances in modern medical
technology, no longer does a
choice have to be made between
the life of the mother and the life
of the child! This is one way in
which Christians have been misled

by the humanistic society in which
we live-a society that no longer
places a high value upon life.
We’ve been led to believe that it
often comes down to the life of the
mother or the life of the child. This
is simply not true.

C. Everett Koop, the United
States Surgeon General during the
Reagan administration said this,
“Protection of the life of the mother
as an excuse for an abortion is a
smoke screen. In my 36 years of
pediatric surgery, I have never
known of one instance where the
child had to be aborted to save the
mother’s life. If toward the end of
the pregnancy complications arise
that threaten the mother’s health,
the doctor will either induce labor
or perform a Ceasarean section. His
intention is to save the life of both
the mother and the baby. The
baby’s life is never destroyed
because the mother’s life is in
danger.”

Because of medical advances
in caring for pre-term infants, if a

See Pastor Rowe, next page
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pregnant woman has a disease that
is made worse by pregnancy or
caused by pregnancy, the
pregnancy can be ended by
delivering the baby early and
working to save the lives of BOTH
the mother and the child.

2.) Now I realize that some will
say that Mr. Koop is wrong
(though thousands of medical
personnel all over the world agree
with him). Let’s suppose though,
for the sake of argument, that Mr.
Koop is wrong. Let’s suppose that
there are medical reasons for
abortion. Let’s suppose that there
are times when the life of the
mother is at stake and a choice has
to be made between the life of the
mother or the life of the child. What
is the Christian thinking on this
situation?

The Christian position that is
faithful to God’s Holy Word-the
morally right thing to do-must be
to do all that is possible to save
both lives-that of the mother and
that of the child. Both are living
human beings. The only difference
between the two is that one is
within the womb and the other is
outside of the womb. However, the
Bible plainly mentions those
within the womb as being fully
alive in the sight of God during the
gestation period (Gen. 25:22; Job
10:18, 31:15; Ps. 51:5, 58:3, 139:13-
16; Isa. 44:2; Jer. 1:5; Ecc. 11:5; Lk.
1:41, 44 et al.) The common attitude
of many pro-choicers and many
within the medical profession is to
“kill the baby so that the mother
can be saved,” without even
considering if the mother¹s and the
baby¹s life can be saved. Such an
attitude is morally indefensible for
Christians and cannot be justified

in the light of Scripture.
As Christians, we must

encourage mothers who are in
such situations to carry the baby
as far as possible, under the close
supervision of doctors. If a choice
must then be made, the doctor
must be encouraged to take the
baby via Caesarean Section, all the
while attempting to save its life. If
the baby dies when the doctor is
attempting to deliver it, then it was
God’s choice to take the life of the
child and not man’s choice. Such
is not the heart attitude of the pro-
choicers or many within the
medical profession. They quickly
kill the child without even making
an honest, valid attempt to save
its life-without giving the little
fellow a chance to live. As
Christians, we can never justify a
heart attitude that is quick to kill.
We must go as far as possible to
bring the living child within the
womb into the world. If out of
concern for the life of the mother,
a decision must be made to deliver
the child, then deliver him-but all
the while working, hoping and
praying that he lives. A little
reflection will show that this is a
completely different heart attitude
(and isn’t the heart what God is
always looking at?) and approach
from those who believe that we
should just flippantly abort the
unborn child. There is never a
justifiable reason to abort life-but
we can make a medical decision to
deliver a child when the life of the
mother is at stake and leave the
life or death of the child in the
hands of an all wise God.

Because abortion is the
greatest moral issue of our
generation and because some
Christians have become so morally

lax in this area, allow me to place
the issue before you via a real-life
illustration.

Suppose that a mother
becomes pregnant and as the
pregnancy progresses she
develops high blood pressure,
swelling of her legs and hands, and
abnormal amounts of protein in her
urine, a condition known as
preeclampsia. Suppose that the
doctor comes to the mother early
in the pregnancy and says, “Ann,
your blood pressure is
dangerously high and your kidney
function tests are worsening. I
recommend that we abort the fetus
that you are carrying because if
you carry it to term, it will threaten
your life.” (This is a common
example of what is often meant by
an abortion for “medical reasons”).
What should the moral response
of a Christian mother be to such
advice? It seems plain to me from
the Scriptures that the mother
should respond to the doctor as
follows.

“Doctor, I do not believe that
I should immediately kill the child.
My choice is to closely monitor
the growth and development of
the child and carry it for as many
months as possible. If the time
should come, in 1 month, 2 months,
5 months or whenever, where I
have to deliver the baby or induce
labor in order to save my life, I will
let you do it. If the baby is not able
to sustain life at that time outside
of the womb with your
professional help, then that is
God’s choice, we will leave the
decision of death in God’s hands.
But my intention is to save the life
of my baby that God has given to
me.” This is Christian thinking!
3.) Those who believe that

intentional abortion is permissible
for medical reasons should ponder
this question: “Who is qualified
to determine when the medical
situation is serious enough to
warrant the taking of a life?” Is a
mother with diabetes sufficient
reason to abort the life of the child
that she is carrying, or does it have
to be something far more serious
than diabetes? What really
constitutes a life-threatening
situation and who determines this?
It is a dangerous decision to put
death in the hands of doctors who
have not trained their minds to
think like Christians! It is best to

leave life and death in the hands
of an all-wise, righteous God who
always does what is right. Many
members of the medical profession
do not adhere to Christianity and
are therefore not going to have the
ethical and moral standards that
the Bible teaches. Therefore,
Christians cannot leave the
question of life and death in the
hands of unregenerate men. We
must impress upon people that God
gives life and only God has the
authority and wisdom to take life.

Wesley Rowe is the Senior Pastor,
Calvary Bible Church

by Marc Graham, Asst. Pastor,
Calvary Bible Church

As the debate on Iraq has
raged throughout the Fall
campaign and election season, the
reaction of professing Christians
has been interesting and,
sometimes, even bizarre. First, there
are the absolute pacifists. They
believe that all war is immoral. Of
course, they have to do
somersaults trying to interpret Old
Testament passages where God
commanded Israel to go to war.
These same groups wanted
America to sit on her hands and
hand Europe to Adolf Hitler on a
silver platter. For them, Jesus’
command to “love your enemies”
means never bearing arms against
anyone at anytime. Some don’t
even like police officers carrying
weapons.

Pacifism can be contrasted
with ultra-conservatives whose
solution to every geo-political
dilemma is a 10 megaton nuclear
bomb. End of discussion.

Among the swirling winds of
the Iraq debate, I found one letter
to the Editor from a local citizen to
be an illustration of absurdity. The
premise of the writer was this:
“George W. Bush is a bigger
terrorist than Saddam Hussein” He
argued that if war erupted over
Iraq, it would be the fault of one
man—that bloodthirsty
warmonger who sits in the Oval

Office. Now I realize that this
individual is probably an Al Gore
fan, still upset over the Florida
recount decision. What astounded
me, however, is that the author was
a local minister claiming to
represent the viewpoint of God!

This begs the following
question: “Is it morally right for the
U.S. to attack Iraq? Let’s bring light
to this debate with some clear facts.
FACT—-Iraq is a haven to every
terrorist organization on earth,
including Al Qaeda. In fact, you
could argue that the number one
terrorist on our planet is not
Osama Bin Laden, but Saddam
himself (personally, my vote would
go to Yassar Arafat).
FACT—-U.S. special forces have
repeatedly uncovered manuals on
how to build weapons of mass
destruction on their sorties into
various Afghan caves.

FACT—-The Iraqis have
been trying to build nuclear
weapons as far back as the
early 1990’s. Their weapons
program prompted an air
strike by the Israelis on an
Iraqi weapons grade reactor
in the late 1980’s.. Nuclear,
chemical and biological
facilities were at the top of
U.S. target lists during the
Gulf War.
FACT—-Saddam has shown
no reluctance in using such
weapons, as demonstrated

by his gassing of his own people
(Iraqi Kurds) and his launching of
SCUD missiles into Israel during
the Gulf War.
FACT—-Saddam evaded,
harassed, detained and finally
booted out U.N. weapons
inspectors after the Gulf War, all
the while insisting that he had
nothing to hide.

Add to the above Saddam’s
humiliation at his sound defeat by
the U.S. in 1991, and any
reasonable thinker must believe
that Hussein wouldn’t relish the
chance to even the score.

That Saddam would love to
have nuclear, biological and
chemical weapons is a given. That
he itches to slip such weapons into
Al Qaeda hands for detonation in
an American city should be
obvious to anyone intellectually
honest. The next stage of the

debate, then, is this question. How
does the free world, with the U.S.
being its clear leader, respond to
this problem?

One of the chief reasons God
has given civil government is to
“bear the sword” against evil
doers for the protection of its
citizens (see Romans 13:1-5).
President Bush is charged with this
responsibility before God.
Therefore, the only determinations
that must be made are these, First,
is there a threat to the security of
the United States? The answer is
clearly “yes!” Second, what
should be done to counter this
threat? Third, do we have the
resources to carry out the plan?

President Bush has
determined that a clear threat exists
from Saddam Hussein. He realizes
his Biblical and moral
responsibility to protect American
security. The next question is how
best to do this. It boils down to
two approaches. Should we try to
deter an attack with the threat of
retaliation after the fact? Before
choosing this approach we must
ask the following question, has our
massive retaliation in Afghanistan
stopped terrorists from attempting
and succeeding in various post 9/
11 attacks around the world? No it
has not. Therefore, the other
option must be considered: pre-
emptive action designed to stop
an attack before it happens. This

is the approach the President has
decided upon.

With regard to Iraq, the
President has determined the risk
too great to wait. We must act
before we are attacked. It is a
judgement call, on his part, based
on the evidence. The facts
presented above would argue that
our President’s judgement in this
matter is sound. The President has
correctly stated that it would be
foolish to wait for a “mushroom
cloud” over an American city
before taking action. I would add
the word irresponsible.

The only question left to
resolve is a pragmatic one. Do we
have the military capability to allow
us to defeat the Iraqis and remove
Saddam from power? This
judgement has to be left to
President Bush, Secretary of
Defense Rumsfeld and our military
commanders. Even when attack is
morally right, a nation must often
hesitate until it assembles the
power to accomplish the task. The
U.S. delayed entry into World War
II for three years to allow our
industrial base time to mobilize for
war. There is nothing to be gained
by sending American troops to die
in a war they are not equipped to
win.

Those who claim to represent
God, yet declare that the U.S.
would be immoral to attack Iraq do

See Pastor Graham, page 7

IS AN ATTACK ON IRAQ BIBLICALLY DEFENSIBLE?
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By Fred Jackson and Jody Brown
December 30, 2002

(AgapePress) - The three
doctors killed in Monday’s
terrorist attack in Yemen were there
as part of a Southern Baptist
missionary outreach.

According to news reports, a
suspected Muslim extremist burst
into a room where a morning
meeting was taking place and
opened fire. Three American
doctors were killed and another
was seriously wounded.

The hospital where the three
doctors worked is owned and
operated by the Southern Baptist
Convention’s International
Mission Board. Wendy Norville is
a spokesperson for the Richmond,
Virginia-based agency. She says
they are shocked and saddened by
the incident.

“We were saddened by this,”
Norville says. “Of course, it’s
always a tragedy [when there is] a
needless loss of life. These were
faithful folks who have given their
lives serving their fellow man in
another country, and we were
saddened to learn of their deaths
and the injury.”

Killed were hospital
administrator William Koehn of
Arlington, Texas; business

manager Kathleen Gariety of
Wauwatosa, Wisconsin; and nurse
Martha Myers of Montgomery,
Alabama. Also injured in the
shooting was Donald Caswell, a
pharmacist from Levelland, Texas.

Norville says missionaries
know that their work comes with
certain risks. “They are dedicated
to the task that they feel, taking
the love of God all around the
world and sharing the good news
of Jesus Christ,” she says.
“They’re willing to take risks to do
that, and they put their lives on
the line everyday just in the work
they do.”

Norville says at this point, it
is uncertain what impact the attack
will have on the future of Southern
Baptist missionaries in Yemen. It
is reported that there have been
negotiations in recent months
aimed at transferring control of the
hospital to a local charity.

The official Yemeni news
agency Saba reports the 35-year-
old gunman was later arrested.
Under interrogation, according to
the report, he confessed that he
plotted the attack in collaboration
with another murder on Saturday
carried out by a member of
Yemen’s fundamentalist Islamic
Reform Party.

Baptist Medical Missionaries
Gunned Down in Yemen

By Allie Martin
January 15, 20033

(AgapePress) - An expert on
China says the talk of progress in
the area of human rights for
Christians in the communist nation
is nothing more than propaganda.

In the last few years, officials
with the communist Chinese
government have claimed they are
giving Christian churches more
freedom from government control.
But Bob Fu, a Chinese analyst
with Voice of the Martyrs, says
churches that do not register with
the government are targeted for
persecution.

Refining Process Obvious Among
Christians in Communist China

“The campaign against
unregistered house churches has
been continuing [and is actually]
increasing in number and in
quality,” Fu says. “They now label
[those who attend] unregistered
house churches as ‘evil cult
members’ instead of ‘counter-
revolutionaries,’ [as was done] in

the past.”
Churches that register with

the government are told what to
preach and teach from God’s
Word. But Fu says Chinese
citizens are responding to the
gospel in the face of harsh
persecution — and the true hope
of the gospel is spreading.

According to Fu, the number
of Chinese Christian churches has
grown a hundred-fold over the
past 50 years. He says there are an
estimated 100 million Christians in
China, most of whom are
associated with unregistered
house churches.

Another Incident of Christian Persecution in China
By Allie Martin
January 13, 2003

(AgapePress) - An expert with
Voice of the Martyrs says the
recent savage beating of a
Christian family in China by
authorities is proof that the
communist government has no
intention to ease up on the
persecution of Christians.

Recently unidentified men
burst into the home of Hua Huiqi
and his wife Ju Mei at their home
in Beijing. All members of Hua’s
family, including his elderly
parents, were forced to lie on the
floor, then all were savagely
beaten.

Hua is an active member of
the House Church Movement and
had taken part in a peaceful protest
after Chinese authorities cut off
electricity and water to their homes
as punishment for handing out
clothes to poor Chinese
Christians.

Bob Fu is a China analyst with
Voice of the Martyrs. He says such
action is not surprising.

“The public security bureau
of China is more interested in how
many house churches are
operating, in order to crack down
on them, than [they are helping]

them get blankets for the winter,”
Fu says.

Fu encourages American
Christians to place a call of protest
to the Chinese embassy in
Washington, DC, on behalf of the
Hua family.

Fu adds that the war on terror
has made it easier for China’s
communist regime to persecute
Christians. He says he does not
expect any pressure from the Bush
White House on China to halt
Christian persecution because
“more than ever” China is needed
as a partner to counter terrorism.

Songwriter from front page
 for myself,” Johnson explains.
“[My] album, Not Forgotten, is full
of [songs about] grace. [My
songs are also about] some of my
struggles of being able to extend
forgiveness to other people and
recognizing that God’s grace has
been extended to me. That comes
through in quite a few of the
songs.”

Johnson, who has traveled
the world as a missionary and a
flight attendant for Air Canada,
says although she writes from a
Christian perspective, she
intentionally reaches out to the
unchurched through the lyrics of
her songs.

“Often I’ll play in a coffee
house. The language [I use in my
songs] is accessible to people who
aren’t believers,” she says, “and
often I’ve had them come and start
conversations with me about a
particular song. It’s just been a
great avenue for me to be able to
express my faith as well.”

One of Johnson’s songs,
“Daughter,” was awarded the
Contemporary Christian Song of
2002 at the Academy of Gospel
Music and Arts competition in
Colorado — the largest
competition of its kind for
unsigned songwriters in Christian
music.

By Fred Jackson and
Chad Groening
January 21, 2003

(AgapePress) -
Some well-known
American religious
leaders are calling on
President Bush to
include human rights
in any negotiations
with North Korea.
Southern Baptist
religious liberty
specialist Dr. Richard Land has
joined forces with people such as
Chuck Colson and Richard
Neuhaus in saying the inclusion
of human rights must be part of
any talks with the leaders of the
communist regime.

In a statement published in
The Wall Street Journal, the group
cites such a decision by President
Nixon in 1972 as being
instrumental in bringing about the
collapse of the Soviet Union nearly
two decades later. They say the
elevation of human rights in such
discussions can lead to greater
democracy and individual
freedoms, including religious
liberty in North Korea.

As a report in Baptist Press
notes, the highly secretive country
is a notorious suppressor of
human rights and a leading
persecutor of religious adherents.
As Land puts it: “The North

Bush Encouraged to Add Human Rights to N. Korean Mix

Korean government may be a
Stalinist dictatorship, but it’s not
nearly as tough a nut to crack as
the Kremlin.”

Meanwhile, an Asian expert
and former Bush Administration
official says the United States
should not be blamed for the recent
aggressive moves coming out of
North Korea.

Peter Brookes is a former
Deputy Assistant Secretary of
Defense in the Bush
Administration. Now he directs the
Asian Studies Center at the
Heritage Foundation. He says the
president was right when he
labeled North Korea as part of the
“axis of evil.”

“The fact is that the president
just called North Korea what it
really is,” Brookes says. “All the
things that he laid out have been
going on for quite some time.”

According to Brookes, many

people are saying North Korea is
“misbehaving” now because of
what the president said.

“I completely refute that,” he
says. “[Bush’s] rhetoric did not
cause North Korea to misbehave
— it actually began misbehaving
a long time ago. I think this is just
wrong to try to blame the president
for this. The president has
concerns, and he’s laid [them] out.
The truth is, the leadership under
Kim Jung-il is evil.”

The former CIA intelligence
officer describes North Korea as
“the most repressive regime in the
entire world.” He says Kim’s
regime brutally represses its
peoples’ political rights and their
freedom of speech — “hundreds
of thousands of people are in
prison camps” — proliferates
weapons around the world, is
pursuing a nuclear weapons
program, has a huge army, and has
a “politically induced” famine in
which more than two-million
people have died over the last
seven years.

Brookes actually has first-
hand knowledge of that repression
because he was able to visit North
Korea for eight days in 1998, when
he worked for former New York
Congressman Ben Gilman.
Brookes says North Korea cannot
be trusted.



February-March 2003    Page 7Michigan Christian Times

(AgapePress) In
the pressure-
packed profession
of kicking field
goals—often with
50,000 wild,
screaming fans
breathing down

his neck and the game’s outcome
hanging in the balance—Jason
Hanson of the Detroit
Lions takes comfort in
knowing God sees the
end result quite
differently. “I want to
be able to take the field
confident that who I am
doesn’t depend on
what’s going on out
here,” said Hanson,
who has been named to
the NFL Pro-Bowl squad two of
the last three years. “I desperately
want to make all my kicks but at
the same time, you’re going to miss
some.”

Hanson has not missed many.
The veteran of nine NFL seasons
has connected on 87 percent of his
field goal attempts inside 50
yards—best in league history. Still,
there are those rare times when his
attempts fail to stay inside the
uprights. It is during those
moments that Hanson feels the
peace that surpasses all
understanding. “That doesn’t
mean when I miss a field goal I’m

Jason Hanson
Detroit Lions Place Kicker

smiling,” said the NFL’s 1992
Offensive Rookie of the Year.
“Hey, I’m more upset about it than
anybody but certainly there’s
something inside that says even if
I screw this up out here God still
has a plan for me. I’m still going to
heaven and He’s going to have
things for me to do when this is
over. That’s good to know. I’ll

never despair—I’ll be
disappointed—but I’ll
never despair about
what’s going on out here
and in a way that’s a load
off my shoulders.”
Hanson was raised in a
Christian household and
gave his life to Christ at a
young age. His success
in the NFL is a carry-over

from his days at Washington State
University, where Hanson left his
mark as one of college football’s
best-ever kickers by setting
national records for the most field
goals 50 yards or longer (20) and
40 yards or longer (39).

One statistic that will never
show up in the box score is how
often we share God’s goodness
and His plan of salvation through
Jesus Christ with others. Hanson’s
game plan is to be used by God.
“Just making sure I’m available and
letting God do the work,” he said.

It is a winning combination
every time.

Jason  Hanson
Detroit Lions Place Kicker

By Doug Greengard

Education from page 5

environment, especially when one
considers how far we have to go
to return to a civil school society.
“It is not a quick-fix or silver-bullet
cure-all” states the North Carolina
manual. “It is a transformation of
the culture and life of the school,”
according to Dr. Marvin
Berkowitz, quoted in the text.

On a cautious note, the
temptation to leave yet another
aspect of child rearing to the
schools will surely be felt. Just as
children now receive breakfasts
and lunches, health and sex
education, and virtually all
academic instruction outside the
home, there may be a tendency to
relegate this aspect of education
exclusively to schools as well,
simply because it is the easy route.

Will the North Carolina
curriculum transform the life of
schools? It will if students
“become good,” by behaving with
respect, responsibility, and all the
rest.

Since the curriculum manual
imports none of the moral
arguments for good behavior from
its sources, however, and asks
students to “discover core values
for themselves,” it seems entirely
possible that the moral haze
suffusing school corridors may
linger a while longer. Whether
students will fail this new
curriculum, and on what grounds,
is an interesting and open
question.

Karen Palasek is assistant editor
for Carolina Journal, where this article
was originally published. It is reprinted
with permission.

Activist from front page
to a quota system and says the
 result is discrimination.

“I strongly support diversity
of all kinds, including racial
diversity in higher education, but
the method used by the University
of Michigan to achieve this goal
is fundamentally flawed,” the
president said Wednesday
afternoon.

Democratic Senator Tom
Daschle of South Dakota says the
president’s statement shows
clearly that it will “continue to side
with those opposed to civil rights
and opposed to diversity in this
country.”

But Ward Connerly, chairman
of the American Civil Rights
Institute, says the president is just
asking the Supreme Court to follow
the law. “Namely the 1964 Civil
Rights Act,” he says, “which says
that every person is entitled to and
will be guaranteed equal treatment
under the law without regard to
race, color, or creed.”

Connerly says it was
important for the president to show
leadership on this issue for several
reasons.

“Not only is it important for
the Chief Executive of the nation
to give his country leadership on
where he thinks we need to go
with respect to this contentious

issue of race, but there are some
who believe that at least one
Justice on the Supreme Court will
be heavily influenced by the
position of the Administration,” he
says.

Connorly is referring to
Supreme Court Justice Sandra Day
O’Connor, who reportedly wants
to find a middle ground on the
issue. “If the president ... says there
is no middle ground here, that this
is a question of whether we’re
going to discriminate or not, there
are many who believe she will be
heavily influenced by that,” he
says.

The activist also believes that
the Department of Justice, which
is responsible for enforcing the
nation’s civil rights laws, is
“obliged” to weigh in on the issue.

Writing for Wall Street
Journal in early December,
Connerly stated it would be highly
unusual for the Bush
Administration to say nothing
about the case. Moreover, he
wrote, it would “concede the high
ground to those who will criticize
the president’s civil-rights record
regardless of what he does.”

The University of Michigan
case is considered the biggest test
of affirmative action in a quarter
century.

Pastor Graham from page 3

 not understand the Biblical
responsibility of government.
Further, they are a part of the same
crowd who are claiming that
President Bush should have taken
pre-emptive action to stop 9/11
from happening. They want to
have it both ways. They cry out
that it is wrong to go after Saddam.
Yet if Saddam carried out a terrorist
attack against America, they
would be ready to hang the
President for NOT PRE-
EMPTIVELY ATTACKING
SADDAM!

President Bush is doing
exactly what Romans 13:1-5 says
that Presidents are supposed to
do—seeking to protect American
citizens from an evil doer. This is
the only position that a correct
interpretation of the Scriptures can
lead us to. Christians should pray
for our President and support him
as he seeks to do what is right, not
label him a terrorist.

By Jim Brown
January 7, 2003
(AgapePress) - There’s been a
First Amendment victory at the
University of North Carolina-
Chapel Hill. InterVarsity Christian
Fellowship (IVCF) will be allowed
to continue operating “as an
official recognized student
organization.”

A UNC official had told
InterVarsity it would be stripped
of university funding unless the
campus ministry allowed non-
Christians to serve in leadership
roles. But in a sudden about-face,
UNC Chancellor James Moeser
said he wanted to preserve the
school’s relationship with
Intervarsity, and vowed to do all
he can to support IVCF and its
values.

Alan Charles Kors is president
of the Foundation for Individual
Rights in Education (FIRE), which
had threatened to sue UNC. He
says apparently Chancellor
Moeser did not even know that his
own administration had such an
intolerable double-standard
toward Christian students.

“If that’s the case, it seems to
me he’s blamable for that,” Kors
says. He adds that since Moeser
has now been alerted of the
problem, “it ought to concern him
a great deal that, on his watch, his
administration failed to uphold the
most basic American values of

After Legal Threat, UNC Allows
InterVarsity Ministry to Remain on Campus

freedom of association, free
exercise of religion, freedom of
religion, and freedom of
expression.”

In addition, Kors says,
citizens ought to be troubled that
only after the case received public
exposure and the university was
threatened with the lawsuit did the
administration decide to stop this
denial of equal rights. He says that
begs a question.

“What is there in the
administrative culture of UNC —
and what is there in the political
and cultural climate at UNC — that
the First Amendment could be
trashed by an administrator who,
under the guise of preventing
religious discrimination, could rule
out the ability of Christian
organizations to be Christian?”

Kors says many high
university administrators have
given over student life offices to
ideologues and zealots who
believe it is their job to impose a
set of politically correct values and
worldviews.

A statement from FIRE
indicates UNC is not the only
American college campus where
the rights of religious groups have
been limited. It says FIRE is
currently defending the rights of
similar groups at Rutgers
University and at Harvard
University.

Study Shows Tobacco, Alcohol, Ecstasy Use Down Among Teens

By Jim Brown
December 23, 2002

(AgapePress) - A new study
reveals that American teenagers
are cutting back on drugs,
cigarettes, and alcohol. But there
are still plenty of users.

The University of Michigan
study indicates the use of LSD and
marijuana has decreased
significantly among some age
groups, while the use of cocaine
and heroine remained stable.
Cigarette smoking has decreased
in each grade level, and there has
been a 50% decline since its peak
year in 1996.

Ginna Marston, executive

vice-president of the Partnership
for a Drug-Free America, says her
group is encouraged by the
findings.

“There’s good news across
the board on all the drugs that we
and other people are trying to
address,” she says. “Overall, illicit
drug use is down — in some cases
to the lowest levels since the early
1990s. Tobacco use is down; it’s
almost dropped in half in some
cases among kids. And alcohol use
is down.”

Marston adds that the
findings are good news for those
groups trying to discourage drug
abuse among teens. “Drug-
prevention messages are getting
through,” she says. “They’re
getting through with kids, and in

some case with parents as well.
Marston says use of

“ecstasy,” which is a newer drug
form her group has been alarmed
about because of its sometimes
fatal consequences, is also down
for the first time in years.

“The news media have done
a spectacular job in getting out the
word about the dangers as well as
the attraction of [ecstasy],” she
says. “That’s helped avoid [use of
the drug] having to become the
full-blown cocaine epidemic that
we saw 20 years ago — it’s a very
similar sort of drug.”

Marston says parents need to
use a “tough love” prevention
approach with their children and
realize that their behavior has
significant effect on teens.

By Allie Martin
December 19, 2002

(AgapePress) - A Texas-
based author is using biblical
teaching to motivate people to take
care of their physical bodies and
enjoy abundant living.

In his new book Health 4 Life,
Dr. Jody Wilkinson says the only
way to live a full, victorious life is
to strive for the goal of total
wellness. Wilkinson says living
out a healthy balanced lifestyle is
not only achievable, but is also
easier than most people think.

“[We know that] 60% of
Americans right now do not get
enough physical activity to benefit
their health,” Wilkinson states,
“and just by learning how to fit
that physical activity back in our
lives, many Americans can
decrease their risk by over 50% for

major health problems, like heart
disease and cancer.

“Certainly, physical activity is
one of the most important ways
that we can manage our weight
better.”

According to Wilkinson,
there are four areas which
contribute to a healthy lifestyle:
mental, emotional, physical — and
spiritual.

“Studies would suggest that
people who pray regularly, who
read the Bible regularly, who
attend church on a weekly basis
[are at less risk] for major health
problems that most of us face,” he
says. “All those factors that are
faith-related seem to have a very
strong impact on our health.”

Dr. Wilkinson is a physician
and exercise physiologist at the
Cooper Institute in Dallas.

Keeping the ‘Temple of the Lord’ in Order

Truth is not determined
by how many people believe it.

www.odb.org




