
By Kirsten L. Richardson 

The morning of October 6, 2008 

was bright and sunny, but a 

feeling of uncertainty was in the 

air. A group of twenty CIU 

students gathered in the 

Student Center at nine 

forty-five with Dean 

Blewett to prepare for 

the day ahead. The 

Dean told them they 

were going to the end 

of the Boulevard where 

an area had been 

cornered off for 

students to mingle, talk, 

and just spend the day 

with the Soul Force 

riders who had come to discuss 

their views on homosexuality 

and our policies concerning 

them. He stressed that this was 

not an opportunity to argue and 

bash them for their lifestyles but 

to hear their stories. The Dean 

then prayed and received the call 

from Rick Swift that Soul Force 

had arrived. This was the cue to 

begin walking down the 

boulevard. 

As the group of CIU students 

began the walk toward the end of 

the school property there was not 

much talking. There were even a 

few students who said afterwards 

they thought about turning back. 

As the students walked they 

resembled a group of warriors 

going out to beat the bad guy in 

an old movie. Some uneasiness 

was felt as they reached the 

police tape surrounding the 

designated area for the 

Soul Force event. They 

saw the Soul Force 

riders wearing matching 

shirts and carrying 

Bible‘s with tabs, which 

it was later discovered 

were for the passages 

that they use to argue 

their perspective on a 

homosexual lifestyle. As 

the awkwardness began 

to dissipate, groups of 

people began to form in the 

allotted area. 

Many different conversations 

were held 

By Collin Cornell 

October 17th was a Friday night 
that a goodly 
portion of the 
student body 
spent, not in the 
taverns of the city 
or the dorms of 
the campus, but in 
Hoke Auditorium. 
Fretted, faux-aged 
adve r t i seme nts 
had dotted doors 
and an epic video twice had lit 
the chapel screen in preparation 

The Last Lecture 
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SOUL FORCE: A SUMMARY OF THE VISIT 

for the event, hosted by this 
year‘s Student Senate. The crowd 
of students, faculty, and family 
burbled with enthusiasm and 
expectancy before the man of the 
hour took center-stage. In fact, 
once he had stationed his lanky 
self atop a tall stool on the 

pla tform, 
h e 
o b se rve d 
that he felt 
as if he 
were in 
D u t c h 
S q u a r e , 
and wished 
he could 
direct the 
beholders‘ 

lively attentions to a science 
fiction feature thataway. The 

prospect of listening to the 
wisdom of one of CIU‘s most 
respected faculty, distilled into a 
few hours on a Friday night, had 
kicked up quite an excitement on 
campus. 

Cliff Bedell 
opened his 
―Last Lecture‖ 
w i t h  a 
m e m o r a b l e 
foreword: that 
he would feel 
disappointed 
if, after the 
e v e n i n g 
c o n c l u d e d , 
Jesus Christ 
had not been honored through 
his lips. Then he began, gently, 
slowly to describe the course of 
his long Christian life – through 

Continued on page 2 

his formative years in a fervent 
youth group, through Bible 
college where he met his wife, 
through Wheaton and then the 
travails and fruitfulness of his 
mi ssi ona ry  yea r s i n the 

Philippines. 
After a 
number of 
years in 
w h i c h 
c h u r c h 
growth was 
slow and 
B e d e l l 
questioned 
whether he 
had the gift 

of evangelism, the Lord spoke 
and promised him multiplication; 
the praise-laden answer was a 
church in 

Continued on page 10 

“The prospect of listening 

to the wisdom of one of 

CIU’s most respected 

faculty...had kicked up 

quite an excitement on 

campus” 
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that day. Some just talked 

and got to know each other. 

Others formed larger circles 

to address issues in a small 

group setting, and others 

calmly  debated using 

scripture to back up their 

stands on homosexual 

lifestyles and behavior. The 

Soul Force group seemed 

very willing to just chat 

together. However, there 

were some who wanted to 

debate the topic of 

homosexuality, and all of the 

group was ready to bring up 

CIU standards and why they 

want Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, 

and Transgender(LGBT) 

people to be allowed in the 

school and other private and 

Christian schools in the 

states. 

Over all 

the day 

w e n t 

v e r y 

w e l l . 

T h e 

f ac u l t y 

a n d 

students 

w e r e 

able to 

e a t 

l u n c h 

with the Soul Force 

members and spend time 

talking together. For many, 

the Soul Force event was a 

first time experience, and 

they handled the event very 

well. Everyone went away 

with something to think 

about.Two years ago Soul 

Force, an organization 

advocating equal rights in 

private schools for LGBT 

people, visited Liberty 

University (LU). Their visit 

ended with members from 

their group being arrested. 

This year their reception was 

much more positive. At first it 

did not seem that they would 

be allowed on campus. 

However, at the last 

moment they were 

allowed on campus 

and were able to 

submit some books 

promoting Godly 

homosexuality to the 

LU library for 

review. They were 

also able to gather 

with students and 

discuss different 

issues that both sides 

had. 

A more recent event 

a t  M i s s i s s i p p i 

College (MC) caused a stir on 

their campus. Soul Force came 

to their campus and protested 

their standards. Also, two Soul 

Force members and two MC 

students linked arms and 

walked on 

c a m p u s 

t o ge t he r . 

The two 

Soul Force 

p e o p l e 

w e r e 

arrested for 

trespassing 

a n d 

e s c o r t e d 

off the 

premises. 

Soul Force seemed to enjoy 

the time gathering with 

students, yet they were slightly 

miffed that they were not 

allowed on the main campus 

and could not talk with 

everyone. On their website 

Enzi Tanner said, ―I was 

surprised to be greeted by 

administration and students, all 

who were dressed in CIU T-

shirts. Many of the shirts said 

"welcome." This was very 

ironic to me because we knew 

we were not welcomed.‖ This 

was not true. Soul Force was 

not asked to visit CIU and 

therefore should not have been 

expecting anything. Thei r 

reception was very welcoming. 

While they were not given 

complete freedom to roam the 

campus, they were allowed to 

come and visit and mingle with 

students who chose to come to 

the designated area. On the Soul 

Force website, Enzi stated they 

were told they had to leave 

campus immediately or be 

arrested. After checking with a 

CIU source it was found to be a 

false statement. Also, they gave 

the opportunity for students to 

come to Starbucks and hang out 

and talk with them. 

An article from The Daily 

Gamecock was one of the more 

supportive of CIU. They 

m e n t i o n e d 

how different 

the reception 

at CIU was to 

the reception 

at Bob Jones. 

They shared 

the reasons 

behind the 

CIU policy of 

no homosexuality and then 

quoted one of the Soul Force 

members who opposed the 

pairing of homosexuality with 

drunkenness and occult practices. 

Overall the Gamecock article 

seemed to state what happened in 

a very straight forward way and 

quoted Soul Force members as 

well as CIU students, Izzy Markle 

and Joy Via. 

CIU‘s response to Soul Force was 

very mixed. 

The meeting 

with Soul 

Force was 

c h a n g e d 

several times 

and the 

s t u d e n t s 

were kept 

u p d a t e d 

v e r y 

consistently. 

C I U 

s t u d e n t s 

were told 

what was 

going to happen and were allowed 

to make the choice of whether or 

not they wanted to gather at the 

end of the Boulevard. 

Some of the ones who did 

participate at the actual Soul 

Force gathering were told that in 

response to not being allowed on 

campus, three Soul Force 

members were going to cross the 

tape and be arrested in an act of 

Civil Disobedience, which is 

something they really believe in. 

However, Dean Blewett spoke 

with one of the Soul Force 

members and asked them to 

please reconsider. He asked them 

what kind 

o f 

impression 

w o u l d 

their being 

a r r e s t e d 

give to the 

s t u d e n t s 

after the 

successful 

interaction 

between them throughout the 

day. The Soul Force members 

decided not to be arrested but to 

continue interacting with the 

group. 

Many students felt if they went to 

the gathering they would not be 

able to interact in a Christ-like 

Continued on page 3 

“On the morning of 

the Soul Force 

event I was rather 

uncertain about 

what would 

happen. ” 

Continued from page 1 
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By Johanna Wieger 

One summer when I was a camp 

counselor I had the experience 

of observing a set of twins from 

a nearby church in Izmir; the 

daughters of a mentally unstable 

mother, both were highly unsta-

ble. The next fall I taught girls in 

our church. Two of the girls 

both had one parent who had 

converted to following Christ; 

the other parent was still 

unsaved. Sevda was in sixth 

grade, the daughter of a past 

drunkard. His wife was unstable, 

his oldest daughter possibly de-

moniac. Sevda, his youngest, 

who was in my class, was hold-

ing on by a bare thread. Kayra in 

that class was in second grade. 

Her father was in jail. She at-

tached to me as if she were made 

of glue, and incited Sevda‘s anger 

throughout the entire semester, 

only to react with her own pas-

sive aggression. It was at that 

point that I realized two things: 

the disproportionate amount of 

mentally unstable women in Tur-

key, and the effect that a man‘s 

actions could have on the 

women who were bound to his 

life. 

As I think through the subject 

now, I trace back to many 

memories I have of how women 

are treated in by 

predominately 

Muslim cul-

tures. I remem-

ber, for in-

stance, a family 

that I knew 

where the nine 

year old son 

would actually beat the mother 

up. If she resisted him, he would 

run to his dad, who would come 

home angry at the mother for 

is remarkable. Read through 

Mark sometime and note 

every time Jesus does some-

thing for a woman or says 

something to a woman. 

Glancing back through the 

ot he r 

day, I 

noted 

a t 

l e a s t 

seven 

p a s -

s a g e s 

where 

Christ 

i s 

r e l a t -

ing to women. It took a 

whole sermon series on the 

book and then reading it on 

my own, before I realized the 

significance of these pas-

sages: God loves women. 

Recently I read a post on a 

friend‘s FaceBook. It was a 

quote with a heated dialogue 

of replies following it. It 

talked about the place of 

women. Should they be al-

lowed in leadership and poli-

tics, or were they designed 

only for nurturing roles at 

home? Reacting to the blan-

ket statements that were 

made there, I posted a re-

sponse of my own. The as-

sertion that had been made 

was that putting women in a 

role of higher authority than 

they were designed to carry 

destroyed them. I will not 

attempt to solve here exactly 

what roles are and are not 

advisable for a woman to 

hold. 

I will assert that forcing sub-

mission has been seen time 

after time to destroy the souls 

manner 

a n d 

decided not to come in the 

morning. However, some 

attended the Starbucks gathering 

and came away with interesting 

experiences. CIU accepted the 

visit of Soul Force and decided 

to show Christ instead of turning 

them away. 

On the morning of the Soul 

Force event I was rather 

uncertain about what would 

happen. As we were walking 

down the boulevard I thought to 

myself, ―you can still turn 

around.‖ Obviously I didn‘t, of 

which I am very glad. While 

there I participated in four 

conversations. The first was 

more of a nice and calm debate 

back and forth between Azariah 

Southworth, a Soul Force 

member, and CIU students 

David Strobolakos and Daniel 

Stevanus. We discussed different 

verses in the Bible and Azaria 

shared what his different beliefs 

were pertaining to the passages. 

The next group I was a part of 

included Nicholas Definis who 

was very passionate about his 

cause. The way he talked was 

very forceful as if he felt 

threatened and if he took a 

breath we might jump in and 

bash him. Then I went to a 

larger group of people who were 

discussing different aspects of 

h o m o se xu a l i t y  a nd  t he 

assumptions some people make 

about homosexuals. The 

discussion then hit a point that I 

was very uncomfortable with and 

I decided to leave. 

My next conversation lasted the 

remainder of the time. Those 

involved were Enzi Tanner, 

from Soul Force, Sam Avery, 

Domonique Turnipseed, and I. 

We stood around discussing 

different topics and then later 

Nick Savelli joined us. We then 

just sat around and ended up just 

having friendly conversations 

not giving the son what he 

wanted. I think of women I 

know who were forced into mar-

riages in their teens or earlier, 

marriages in which they were 

powerless to make decisions for 

themselves 

or their 

daughters, 

or to pro-

tect either 

themselves 

or their 

d a u g h te r s 

from their 

h u s b a n d s 

and sons. 

In my own experience in Turkey, 

I became very adept at defending 

myself from men. Unlike these 

women, I could protect myself 

against them. The horrible agony 

of being forced to submit abso-

lutely to someone who con-

stantly harms you is one I never 

had to face in the way that those 

women did. Those women were 

without any hope of escape. Not 

even their concept of heaven 

gives them dignity to hold on to. 

I noticed recently that Christ 

treated women in a very non-

Muslim way. His treatment of 

them is noticeably different be-

cause so many aspects of the 

culture have remained the same 

from Bible times to the present 

rural villages. The incongruity of 

the way that He approached 

women compared to His culture 

Continued on page 4 

Continued from page 2 

A REACTION:  
MEMORIES AND OBSERVATIONS THAT HAVE SHAPED MY VIEW ON 

WOMEN’S SUBMISSION 

“I noticed recently that 

Christ treated women 

in a very non-Muslim 

way.” 

Continued on page 11 
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Continued from page 3 

of women. It is to be noted as 

well that forcing his wife to sub-

mit is never something that is 

commanded to a man in the 

Scriptures. In other words, the 

Islamic use of the concept of sub-

mission in the home is not Bibli-

cal. While that may be obvious to 

many, it was not ob-

vious to me at the 

time. An even more 

insidious use of the 

concept of submis-

sion, however, is one 

that I found in some 

rural, homeschooling 

Christian American 

circles. Contrary to 

these models, the 

Biblical passages regarding 

women‘s submission are accom-

panied by the command to the 

man to he love his wife as Christ 

has loved the church. When I 

think of Christ loving the 

church, two poignant instances 

stand out in my head. One is the 

obvious instance of the cross, 

referred to even in that passage: 

―as Christ loved the church and 

gave himself us for her‖ (Eph. 

5:25). The other is of Christ 

washing his disciple‘s feet (Jn. 

13:1-17). It is a position of abso-

lute servant-hood, very like the 

allegory in Ezekiel of God 

washing Israel (Ez. 16). There is 

tenderness, caring, compassion; 

willingness to put the other‘s 

needs first. This kind of love is 

absolutely disarming. It leaves a 

woman with nothing from 

which to defend herself. 

This kind of love and servant 

leadership seems opposite to 

the type that debates exactly 

how far a woman should be 

allowed to go. It seems very 

opposite to the restrictions I 

found within some churches 

(in America, surprisingly 

enough) where a woman was 

not even allowed to pray out 

loud in open meetings. The 

humiliation of not being al-

lowed to talk aloud to God on 

my own showed me how much 

I valued the dignity of having 

an individual relationship with 

Him. 

I do not think men should 

force women to submit. It is 

the older women to whom Paul 

assigns the task of teaching 

younger women to submit to 

their husbands (Tit. 2:3-5). I do 

think that it is the joy of a 

godly woman to follow the 

leadership of a godly man. A 

godly woman delights in build-

ing up the men in her life. All I 

ask is that godly men show the 

same enthusiasm to care for the 

women around them. 

The last possible intention I 

could have in writing this is to 

bring guilt where it does not 

belong. Since coming to CIU, I 

have felt consistently treated as 

a lady. I would like to thank 

GIVE ME LIBERTY 

By Caleb Wimble 

    Imagine, if you will, a hypo-

thetical country founded upon 

the revolutionary notion that the 

government derives its power 

only at the consent of the gov-

erned. Imagine that this notion 

carries with it the even more 

radical idea that those governed 

hold certain unalienable rights 

of Life, Liberty, and the pursuit 

of Happiness–a set of protec-

tions upon which this hypotheti-

cal state formulates its entire 

governmental structure. Imagine 

further still that the founders of 

this country, in holding to these 

ideals above all others, go so far 

as to draft a centrally binding 

document that will serve as a 

permanent preservation of these 

rights, a document that holds 

authority above any and every 

branch of this government in 

t h e  m a k i n g . 

    Now imagine that over the 

course of nearly two and a half 

centuries the government of this 

hypothetical country decides 

that some of these very rights 

may be compromised for the 

sake of others, the document 

crafted for their protection hav-

ing now been reinterpreted in 

the face of a changing world. 

The shift into this reprioritiza-

tion is a slow one, but after a 

number of years it becomes so 

prevalent amongst the govern-

ing body of this imagi-

nary state that a num-

ber of its members 

begin to grow deeply 

concerned for their 

nation. It seems that 

their fears have 

proven well-founded 

when, in the wake of a 

series of tumultuous 

shocks and catastro-

phic tragedies, the 

government determines that 

Liberty must now be set aside in 

order to preserve Life, its effect 

on the pursuit of Happiness 

notwithstanding. For the sake of 

security, numerous protections 

of Liberty are removed to avoid 

their interference with the per-

ceived greater good of the peo-

ple. Privacy is eliminated by 

allowance for nearly unre-

strained surveillance of citizens 

without the requirement of a 

court order or even necessarily 

the presence of probable cause. 

An act is adopted that will soon 

require every citizen to carry a 

remotely scannable electronic  

identification card in order to 

take advantage of nearly any 

government service–an act with 

no stated restrictions on poten-

tially required usage of the card. 

Ordinary citizens are placed 

without explanation on a classi-

fied "no-fly" list and prohibited 

from air travel; no system of 

appeal exists either to inquire 

into the cause of this classifica-

tion or to have it removed. Pris-

oners of the state are trans-

ported beyond the protection of 

that very state's law to 

foreign nations where 

they may be secretly 

detained and tortured. 

An act is even passed 

that allows the military 

of this hypothetical 

country to suspend the 

writ of habeus corpus for 

any individual it deems 

an "unlawful enemy 

combatant," wholly 

bypassing vital measures set in 

place for the defense of the ac-

cused. A number of the citizens 

of this nation begin to question 

“One would expect that such 

extensive compromise of 

Constitutional rights would 

evoke a large-scale reaction 

on the part of the American 

people...” 

“This kind of love is 

absolutely disarming. It 

leaves a woman with 

nothing from which to 

defend herself.” 

Continued on page 3 

Continued on page 12 
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while we can only speculate, time 

may reveal that the alternative is 

a future of increasingly horrific 

attacks upon our nation resulting 

in even greater loss of lives than 

we have experienced thus far. 

Should we fail to make allowance 

for increased power of the gov-

ernment in this time of enduring 

crisis, we may well find ourselves 

open to a host of dangers yet 

u n k n o w n .  

    My question to all of us, how-

ever, is this: in sacrificing the 

ideals upon which the United 

States of America was founded, 

are we not in essence sacrificing 

A m e r i c a 

itself? In 

the past we 

have deter-

mined that 

the cause of 

liberty is 

one for 

which it is 

worth sacrificing our safety, even 

to the extent that lives are lost in 

its defense. Our country's first 

war, our very war for independ-

ence, was not fought in protec-

tion of our lives–they would, 

after all, have been in no danger 

had we not begun the war in the 

first place! On the contrary, our 

war for independence was 

fought in protection of our civil 

liberties, and the fight was far 

from cheaply won.     

Perhaps the difference this time 

is that among the catastrophic 

casualties of our war with terror-

ism has been the lives of citi-

zens, not only of soldiers. As a 

nation we are mortified at the 

thought  of further loss on this 

scale, and rightly so. There is 

scarcely one of us alive that has 

not been deeply affected by the 

tragedies of September 11th and 

t h e  y e a r s  s i n c e .  

    The question must be raised 

once again. Is our present 

course of defense protecting 

only our lives, in the process 

eliminating our civil liberties one 

by one? Men and women of our 

free country are sacrificing their 

lives on a daily basis in order to 

defend that which we have al-

ways held most dear. Is it not 

our responsibility as the citizens 

of this country to see that they 

have something left to defend? 

Our answer to that question will 

likely direct the flow of our na-

tion‘s history in the generations 

yet to come.  

whether any rights will remain 

sacred in the face of these 

desperate measures, however 

apparently necessitated such 

measures are argued to be in 

light of the horrors of such 

desperate times. 

The imaginary country of our 

little tale is, quite obviously, 

the United States of America, 

and the developments we have 

so briefly described are very 

real indeed. One would expect 

that such extensive compro-

mise of Constitutional rights 

would evoke a large-scale reac-

tion on the part of the Ameri-

can people, prompting per-

haps an unprecedentedly high 

degree of general political in-

volvement or, at the very least, 

awareness. Instead, this dimi-

nution of basic liberties has 

been met with widespread 

complacency and even ap-

proval from our nation's 

populace, many considering 

these measures necessary and 

justified under present circum-

s t a n c e s . 

    Perhaps it is the pragmatic 

spirit of our heritage that 

drives us to accept this gov-

ernmental response to calam-

ity. As the old adage advises, 

desperate times call for des-

perate measures, and indeed 

Continued from page 4 

Continued on page 6 

the times have scarcely been 

more desperate. We can likely 

all agree that protection of our 

nation's security is one of the 

most vital responsibilities of the 

U.S. government, and the ever-

present threat of terrorism de-

mands that we increase the 

power of the federal authority 

to combat potential attacks on 

our country whether such com-

bat takes place abroad or on 

our own shores. If sacrifices 

must be made in the areas of 

privacy, criminal rights, the 

ability to seek redress of griev-

ances from the government, or 

in any 

o t h e r 

extension 

of civil 

l iberties, 

then all 

such ab-

dications 

must be 

considered acceptable loss for 

the preservation of our peoples' 

l i v e s  a n d  h e a l t h . 

    There have been a number of 

arguments akin to the above 

offered in defense of these 

abridgments of civil rights, but 

I will leave to our readers the 

responsibility of examining 

them in order to evaluate their 

strength. It may well be that 

many of us find ourselves will-

ing to make such sacrifices; 

Caleb Wimble is a Sophomore in 

the Humanities program with a 

Philosophy minor. 

Back to Britain 
By Colin Cornell 

A little known fact: at the time 
of the American Revolution, 
historians estimate that 15 to 20 
percent of the white population 
of the American colonies sup-
ported continued loyalty to the 
British crown. Many of these 
objectors, called Loyalists or 
Tories, emigrated from the US 
to Canada and other countries 
because of the political persecu-
tion they experienced. Perhaps 
an even lesser known fact than 
the above is the continued pres-

ence in our nation of these 
monarchists‘ political descen-
dents: the recently resurgent 
Neo-Tory Party, also known by 
the derogatory moniker, ―Back 
to Britain Party.‖ 
At a juncture in the political 
season when zealots of both 
major parties wax vehement, 
and the less politically commit-
ted collapse into the deepest 
slough of dissatisfaction with 
the presidential nominees, the 
Neo-Tories have experienced an 
attention rarely garnered by a 

third party in the US. The most 
surprising part of the story is the 
apparent allure of the party‘s 
p l a t f o r m , 
which could 
hardly stand 
in greater 
antithesis to 
the stated 
policies of 
either of the 
t r ad i t i o na l 
parties. The 
number one 
goal of the Back to Britain party 

is predictable: they advocate a 
recantation of the Declaration 
of Independence, dissolution of 

the so-called 
―outlaw‖ US 
government, 
and resump-
tion of sub-
jection to the 
Crown after 
a 232-year 
hiatus. How 
in the world 
can this mav-

erick party even show its politi-

“Is our present course 

of defense...eliminating 

our civil liberties one 

by one?” 

“Neo-Tories have 

experienced an 

attention rarely 

garnered by a third 

party in the US.” 
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cal face in the land of the free, let 
alone thrive as it has this election 
season? 
As it turns out, there are a variety 
of reasons why relinquishing 
sovereignty would be advanta-
geous to the American nation. 

By dissolving itself, the US 
can restore its international im-
age. 

Instead of feeling bad about 
their present political non-
involvement, Americans can rest 
in the fact that as a British col-
ony they have no right to self-
governance. 

Since Britain already has 
universal health-care, the Ameri-
can public which has wanted it 
for decades will be saved the 
arduous legislative process of 
acquiring it on our own. 

Getting a monarch again 
will divert media scrutiny from 
the personal lives of public offi-
cials and focus it instead on a 
helpless figurehead. 

Uniting with Britain will 
mean tourism to the UK will be 
c he a pe r  f or  A me r i c a n s 
(probably). 

The legal drinking age 
would be 5 and up, as under 
present British law. 

Americans can talk like Brit-
ish people. 
 
Vote Back to Britain in this elec-

tion, and never have to vote 

again! 

By Elizabeth Studenroth 
 
My new favorite passage is the 
one girls aren‘t supposed to like: 
Ephesians 5:22-33. 
We had this conversation on the 
hall, two girls sitting on a bed 
and me on the carpet, studying 
for hermeneutics. ―Husbands 
love your wives as Christ loved 
the church‖ and ―Wives submit 
to your husbands…‖ I flop back 
on the carpet and moan, ―Oooh, 
it sounds so easy!‖ 
Upside-down I see two pairs of 
eyes peering at me over the edge 
of the bed, trying to discern 
whether I‘m being sarcastic. 
―It‘s not easy, girl!‖ one scolds 
me. Then, realizing how ill-
qualified she is to make the judg-
ment, she giggles and says, ―I 
mean, my first marriage was very 
difficult.‖ 
―I don‘t see what makes it 
harder than submitting to my 
dad,‖ I insist. ―And I love sub-
mitting to my dad. It‘s easier 
than living here and having to 
make all these decisions for my-
self.‖ Two wistful sighs immedi-
ately emanate from the MK and 
the PK on the bed. ―Oh, that‘s 
true. I love 
submitting to 
my dad. I love 
my dad so 
much.‖ 

 
I know there 
are girls on this 
campus, and 
girls on this hall, who hear those 
words and shudder. I know 
there are plenty of girls, and 
probably plenty of guys, who 
have seen their moms abused. 
But I grew up watching the Bi-
ble played out live in 3-D and 
full color starring mommy and 
daddy. So that isn‘t what comes 
into my mind, just as it isn‘t 
what came into Paul‘s mind. 
Paul and I have a safe space 
here, where Ephesians 5:25 is as 
true as Ephesians 5:24, where 

the question is neither raised 
nor answered, ―How much do 
you keep one command when 
the other command is being 
broken?‖ And in that safe 
space, we don‘t have to soften, 
apologize for, excuse or ex-
plain away that word ―submit.‖ 
We can meditate on it and 
wonder at it in all its God-
breathed glory. 
It‘s a breath-taking, sparkling 
symmetry. She respects him as 
she respects Christ. He loves 
her as Christ loves them. It‘s a 
―great mystery‖ (that should 
send shivers down your spine) 
but somehow inside of this 
everyday relationship is Christ 
Himself and His marriage-love 
for His Bride. No explanation; 
just try to live it out and marvel 
at it. There is something about 
God that can only be known 
from this experience. Wonder-
ing about that Mystery is more 
enticing and frustrating even 
then waiting for sex. 
Paul is shamelessly idealistic: 
love like Christ? No human 
being has ever loved another 
like that. This letter to Ephesus 
has already described His love: 

His love 
is crazy. 
It‘s be-
y o n d 
measure 
in not 
three but 
f o u r 
d i m e n -

sions. It passes all understand-
ing so you‘ve just gotta under-
stand it. It‘s the Love no love 
is greater than, it‘s a nails-
through-the-wrist, only-Son-
not-sparing, dying-for-a-friend, 
very-nature-of-God-Himself 
Love. The idea that anybody 
would wholeheartedly try to 
love me like that awakens all 
the gratitude in my being. We 
don‘t even know how to ex-
press that gratitude to our per-
fect Bridegroom. We sing des-
perate attempts like ―O for a 

thousand tongues‖ and ―Were 
the whole realm of nature 
mine…‖ Submission in every-
thing seems only natural, only 
reasonable. It‘s a relief. I can at 
least give that.  
But not just the husband‘s 
Christlike love, but the wife‘s 
submission is beautiful. I find it 
deeply comforting. I clearly 
remember the night during my 
freshmen year that my gratitude 
for human authority crystal-
lized. I was sitting in the com-
puter lab in terror and confu-
sion. What if I defied God? Or 
what if I made a vow I‘d regret 
the rest of my life? I knew He 
was asking me to pull out of a 
relationship and set boundaries 
that were two years overdue. 
But no matter how far back I 
set them, it didn‘t feel like 
enough. I gave up on the email 
and reached for my cell phone. 
―Daddy, I know God wants me 
to not call that guy this semes-
ter or see him during break, but 
I‘m afraid of what He‘ll ask for 
next and of getting it wrong. I 
feel like He wants me to vow 
that I‘ll never see the guy 
again.‖ 
―Whoa there, Pumpkin Pie,‖ 
said the reassuring voice on the 
other end. ―I want you to read 
Numbers 30.‖ I shakily flipped 
through my Bible. 
―If a woman still living in her fa-
ther's house makes a vow to the 
LORD or obligates herself by a 
pledge and… if her father forbids her 
when he hears about it, none of her 
vows or the pledges by which she 
obligated herself will stand; the 
LORD will release her because her 
father has forbidden her. If she mar-
ries… if her husband forbids her 
when he hears about it, he nullifies 
the vow that obligates her or the rash 
promise by which she obligates herself, 
and the LORD will release her…‖ 
―No way! I had no idea this was 

Continued on page 7 
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“There is something 

about God that can 

only be known from 

this experience.” 

Collin Cornell is a Senior in the 

Biblical Languages program. 
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not be certain of, and ques-
tions that must remain unan-
swered, for the time being at 
least. But why should this pre-
vent us from using what we 
can know to make a sound 
decision? It is undoubtedly a 
decision to be approached 
soberly and prayerfully. We 
can only do our best with what 
resources are available, but we 
must do our best. 
In the face of this plethora of 
complex issues and uncertain-
ties, it is tempting to withdraw 
from any involvement whatso-
ever, or to ‗go with the flow‘ 
of party or public opinion. 
The issues are difficult to think 
through, but can we afford not 
to? No matter what we decide 
to do or not do, it will have an 
effect, either positive or nega-
tive. God has made us citizens 
of a democratic nation. De-
mocracy has placed in our 
hands, as Americans, the abil-
ity to powerfully influence the 
condition and direction of our 
society and our nation, and 
consequently of the world. 
The least we can do is to be-
have responsibly. 
 
*Quotation taken from 

http://www.americanvision.or

g/blog/?p=176 

based only on public opinion, 
political party, or even the in-
formation from campaign web-
sites. These things may be ef-
fective cop-outs from sorting 
through the issues in order to 
take a responsible course of 
action. We must do our home-
work. Shouldn‘t we want to be 
aware when a candidate‘s over-
all approach is un-typical of his 
party‘s? Shouldn‘t the influence 
of a campaign website on our 
decision be qualified by the fact 
that his stated intentions are 
inconsistent with his voting 

record? 
It is up to 
us to sift 
through all 
the infor-
mation, to 
determine 
the bal-
a n c e 

among the biases, and to dis-
cern the relationship between 
public opinion and truth about 
a candidate‘s character. As 
Christians, we are always seek-
ing to discern the true from the 
false, and to make wise deci-
sions based on reality, rather 
than on what someone want us 
to think. Political issues are no 
different, only perhaps not as 
clear-cut and simple as other 
issues. 
Surely, there are things we can-

By Hannah Najjar 
 
―The institution of civil government 
is God-ordained… not to be in-
volved in some capacity is to deny 
God as the One who establishes the 
powers that be.” Gary DeMar 
 
The vast majority of American 
citizens are aware of their right 
to vote, and many of them 
choose to exercise this right. 
However, what is not as com-
monly considered is the re-
sponsibility accompanying that 
right. Not everyone can be a 
p o l i t i c s 
―buff,‖ but 
when an 
individual ‘s 
decision may 
pote nt i a l l y 
influence his 
nation, it is 
i m p o r t a n t 
that that decision be responsi-
ble and educated, not based 
merely on personal preference. 
The upcoming 2008 presiden-
tial election is crucial for the 
nation, and we cannot afford 
to be apathetic, skirt the issues, 
or vote with only ourselves in 
mind. The age-old cop-out, 
―One vote won‘t change much 
anyway,‖ refutes itself: one 
vote effects more change than 
no vote. Serious voters cannot 
be content to make a decision 

in here!‖ 
―I don‘t want you to make any 
vow that you‘ll never see him 
again. It‘s not in your control to 
keep that vow. What if you had 
to meet him at something for 
our families or the church? You 
would both feel so guilty. So if 
you ever feel so pressured that 
you say that to God, I release 
you from it.‖ 
So much weight was lifted from 
me that the computer lab 
seemed to be spinning round 
and round. The universe was a 
safe place again. Guys were the 
most pitiable creatures I could 
imagine – I guessed if they said 
stupid things to God nobody 
could save them. How kind of 
men, I felt, to give up the privilege of 
getting to submit so that women would 
get to do it instead! And I hoped 
my marriage would be before 
my father died – not just be-
cause I wanted him to walk me 
down the aisle, but because 
nothing could be more glad and 
glorious than the safety of being 
under authority. 
So I love this passage because it 
assures me that this divine prin-
ciple of human authority did not 
end with the Old Testament. I 
love it because it dares to talk 
about heaven on earth—as an 
imperative. I love it because it is 
idealistic and romantic, as ideal-
istic and romantic as a girl‘s 
dreams or Jesus‘ New Jerusa-
lem. I love it because it states 
the Bible‘s case against homo-
sexuality positively, better than 
any prohibition. I love it be-
cause it tells modern psychol-
ogy, ―Yup, I told you so.‖ I love 
it because it comes from the 
gruff old bachelor who admitted 
―Well, it‘s better to marry than 
burn.‖ 
When I‘m not lying on the floor 

staying up way too late trying to 

do way too much hermeneutics 

reading, I‘m not naïve enough 

to say it will be easy. Living out a 

great mystery in a fallen world 

Continued from page 6 

CALLING ALL CITIZENS! 

You know you’re 
from CIU when… 

You introduce yourself by 
your name, age, and favorite 
unreached people group. 
 
Your coolness is measured by 
how many Muslim friends 
you have. 
 
You have ―snow days‖ when 

there is the prediction of rain 
that potentially might possibly 
freeze. 
 
You only clean your room on 
every other Tuesday. 
 
You measure your life by 

before and after 

hermeneutics. 

You miss real fruit juice right 

now.  

Hannah Najjir is a 

Freshman in the Applied 

English program with a 

Humanities minor. 

“The issues are 

difficult to think 

through, but can we 

afford not to?” 

Continued on page 9 
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Kalan Spencer is a Senior in 

the General Studies program. 

By Kalan Spencer 
 
Followers of Jesus are crying 
out for a personal relationship 
with God and William Young‘s 
The Shack is literature that reso-
nates with that cultural ethos. 
Young answers the questions 
Christians have 
found unanswered 
in the Modern era. 
Legalism, unapplied 
theology, individual-
ism and lack cultural 
transformation are 
the legacy of Mod-
ernism in the 
church. The Shack is 
a stand against these 
and brings a fresh 
look at heart-felt 
Christians inquiries. 
Young‘s literary 
methods have been 
condemned by 
some as heresy, while others 
have claimed a deeper relation-
ship with Jesus after engaging 
Young‘s novel. To caricature 
The Shack would be a simple 
task, but the important issues 
addressed by Young would be 
entirely missed. Obstinate op-
position to the picture of God 
portrayed as a Southern, Afri-
can-American Woman misses 

the powerful message put forth 
by Young: God is bound to no 
form or the Sunday School 
understandings of his nature. 
The reader must search care-
fully to understand what is actu-
ally being said by Young to 
avoid short-changing his mes-

sage. 
Unfortunately, 
heretical ideas 
a r e  f o u n d 
within the text, 
although they 
are not as 
overt. State-
ments such as 
‗submission is 
not about au-
thority or obe-
dience,‘ ‗evil 
was not part of 
God‘s plan,‘ 
and ‗God uses 
tragedies, but 

does not orchestrate them‘ are 
clearly unorthodox views and 
dangerous to the Christian 
community. The nominal un-
derstanding of orthodoxy 
makes these seemingly insignifi-
cant propositions perilous for 
Christians. Not all believers are 
mature or able to identify such 
subtly inserted wrongs, which 
builds a strong case to avoid 

The Shack all together. 
Conversations about things 
such as ‗the problem of evil‘ 
and ‗the presence of God in 
everyday life‘ need to be had 
within the Christian commu-
nity. Young is to be com-
mended for bringing them to 
the forefront of Evangelical-
ism. Conversely, the implica-
tion of Open Theism, rife in 
the pages of The Shack, over-
whelmed my ability to engage 
these ideas as presented by 
Young. He alters the nature of 
man‘s relationship with God in 
an attempt 
to meet 
American 
Christian-
ity‘s desire 
to experi-
ence God 
d e e p l y . 
Instead of 
p l a c i n g 
man in the correct position to 
God, Young has made God 
like a man. He presents a God 
who reacts to us, God who 
changes to meet our needs, and 
God who feels in the same way 
that people feel. While seem-
ingly inviting, this theology 
stands contrary to the teachings 
of the church for the past two 

IS THE SHACK BUILT TO LAST? 
millennia and left me deeply 
unsettled after my reading of 
The Shack. 
It would be too rash to reject 

individuals‘ spiritual growth 

that has come as a result of 

reading The Shack. However, 

the presence of Open Theism 

is difficulty separated from the 

ideas presented within the 

book. If we truly wish to grow 

as Christians, perhaps our time 

would be better spent reading 

works from Augustine, Aqui-

nas or Lewis? The trends of 

pop-evange lical 

culture cannot be 

expected to deeply 

penetrate the heart 

needs. Like Secrets 

of the Vine or The 

Prayer of Jabez, the 

c o m me n d a t i o n 

and controversy of 

The Shack will soon be a faint 

memory in the culture of Evan-

gelicalism. 

“Unfortunately, 

heretical ideas are 

found within the 

text.” 

By Collin Cornell 

Hugh Mackail, a 26 year-old 

minister, stood noosed on the 

gallows, about to 

undergo his sen-

tence for resisting 

the united royal 

and religious pow-

ers of 17th century 

Scotland. He made 

this confession:  

―Now I begin my 

intercourse with 

God, which shall 

never be broken off. Farewell 

father and mother, friends and 

relations; farewell the world and 

all its 

d e -

lights; 

f a r e -

w e l l 

m e a t 

a n d 

drink; 

f a r e -

w e l l 

s u n , 

moon, and stars. 

Welcome God and Father; 

welcome sweet Lord Jesus, the 

Mediator of the new covenant; 

welcome blessed Spirit of 

grace, and God of all consola-

tion; welcome glory; welcome 

eternal life; welcome death.‖ 

As with many in the young 
Reformation movement, hope 
of heaven occupied a central 
place in Mackail‘s faith. Far 
more than their 21st century 
doctrinal successors, the early 
Protestants invested great ef-

fort in teaching, praying, medi-
tating, and otherwise cultivating 
a lively expectation of the life 
to come. Jonathon Edwards 
practiced a daily discipline of 
meditating on heaven for 20 
minutes each day. The Puritan 
divine Richard Baxter urged his 
hearers to entertain heavenly 
thoughts at all times, while 
plowing behind oxen, sweeping 
floors, conversing with friends. 
Last fall Mr. Baarendse memo-
rably exhorted us here at CIU 
to live with eyes equally fixed 
on the past Cross and the fu-

Superspiritual 

Continued on page 9 
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young Reformation 

movement, hope of 
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Mackail’s faith.” 
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ture Crown, using scenes drawn 
from John Bunyan. 
All this is in obedience to Scrip-
ture. Paul characterizes Christian 
faith simply as ―serving God and 
waiting for his Son from 
heaven.‖ Future hope is so basic 
to our spirituality that it com-
prises the second of the New 
Testament triad. The content of 
our Christian hope is, most irre-
ducibly, God. We look forward 
to God, and to release from our 
besetting opponents the flesh, 
the devil, and the world. That 
which excites us about heaven is 
perfect, sinless fellowship with 
Jesus. 
But there are other threads of 
anticipation, too. Bereft Chris-
tians look forward to reuniting 
with those who 
have died; Paul 
tempered the 
grief of the 
T h e s s a l o n i a n 
believers with 
this same hope 
of future reun-
ion. Creaky eld-
erly Christians 
sigh after re-
newed bodies. 
Other expecta-
tions are less 
common: my Filipino brother, 
an exegetical consultant, en-
thuses over future superhuman 
powers such as the ability to pass 
through walls or to fly, and his 
future rulership over a few vil-
lages (at least) in the realized 
eschatological kingdom. He also 
looks forward to drinking with 
Jesus, and not metaphorically or 
mystically: sinless wine excites 
him as well as sinless fellowship 
with God. 
These latter expectations, in con-
trast with Hugh Mackail‘s, will 
strike many of us as childish and 
unspiritual. They require no spe-
cial love for Christ; neither, in 
fact, does hope for reunion with 
dead loved ones or for regener-
ated bodies. It takes a spiritual 
man to long for ceaseless wor-
ship of God; to those who do 
not love Jesus, this sounds bor-
ing, insubstantial, or downright 

unattractive. Yet for most who do 
love Jesus, superhuman powers 
and magisterial authority are, at 
best, of peripheral interest – 
though still alluring to someone 
who is outside of Christ. How-
ever, upon closer examination, 
none of the above expectations is 
unbiblical. What are we to make 
of these other, disruptively earthy 
enticements of the coming age? 
First of all, we must realize that 
the way we believe things ulti-
mately will turn out strongly af-
fects our present behavior. If we 
really get it into our spiritual 
bloodstream that ―this world in its 
present form is passing away,‖ 
and Jesus will soon appear in 
glory to be adored forever by his 
saints, then our lives will reflect 
this in a thousand ways. Chief 
among these, however, will be our 

engagement 
in activities 
which most 
intentionally 
focus on 
that which 
is ultimate: 
people who 
believe they 
will worship 
God for-
ever wor-
ship him a 
lot now; 

people who believe Jesus will 
come to judge and to be marveled 
at among his saints make effort 
that their unsaved friends may 
share that joy, too, and be spared. 
Every prayer we pray is an erup-
tion of dissatisfaction against the 
present evil world and, in accor-
dance to the pattern Jesus pre-
scribed, a plea for God to bring 
about a world in which he is more 
active and tangible. Christians are 
most in their element when they 
are doing these peculiarly Chris-
tian things, like fish in water. 
This is not always the case with 
the rest of our lives. Who at CIU 
is not familiar with the post-
prayer meeting gush or the after-
church luncheon, when, after 
spiritual exertion, our conversa-
tions and thoughts gravitate again 
to comfortable triviality? We can-
not sustain the level of concentra-
tion on spiritual realities that 

prayer or Bible reading or church 
represent. For many readers, this 
has never occurred to you as a 
problem. But some of us experi-
ence it as such simply because it 
means that, by virtue of our hu-
man condition, much of our time 
will be spent doing things which, 
when questioned closely, are of 
no eternal consequence. For peo-
ple who earnestly hope for a 
heaven like Hugh Mackail hoped 
– a friendless, sunless, foodless 
sphere empty of all pleasures save 
the grand pleasure of God himself 
– then this friend-filled, sunny, 
gustatory, and variously pleasing 
world can seem incongruous, con-
fusing, and blasé. Praise and pe-
destrian humanness live together 
in a person‘s life like two strang-
ers, uneasy and uncertain in one 
another‘s company. To be a ser-
aph is natural to someone with a 
thoroughgoing faith in Hugh 
Mackail‘s heaven; to be human 
here and now is awkward. 
Of course, sin enters into every-
thing and makes this life sorrow; 
but, if possible, I do not speak of 
its effects here. I mean to say that, 
independent of sins or unbelief, 
the human condition baffles 
someone who has trained their 
desire solely on the grandeur of 
Revelation 5. This matter requires 
care; to cavil with a martyr‘s testi-
mony and to qualify heavenly 
hope are perilous. Perhaps 
Mackail rightly expresses detach-
ment from the present world – 
the freedom from engrossment 
Paul urges in 1 Corinthians 7 – 
but longs for the wrong ultimate 
relation to it: he does not pass 
from a corrupt world of family, 
friends, sun, moon, food, drink, 
into a reality devoid of these. 
Rather, he enters into a world 
where these will all still be pre-
sent, though glorified, and he 
himself will be purified to enjoy 
them properly before God. 
And perhaps my Filipino friend‘s 
expectations accord better with 
this more concrete vision for the 
future than some frenzied, angelic 
hope. Perhaps our discomfort 
with the humanness of his antici-
pation points up a creeping dis-
junction in our thinking between 

present earthly and future 
heavenly humanity. Too often 
in Christian history we have 
accepted the perennial heresy 
that we need somehow to 
jettison our humanity rather 
than learn how to be holy 
men and women. We do not 
need to be rid of our human-
ness, our materiality, our con-
stant manipulation of a thou-
sand earthly trinkets, so much 
as we need to learn how to 
live with these rightly. 
But our greatest culpability 
probably lies in forgetfulness 
towards Jesus, in whom God 
has forever joined Godhood 
and Manhood. We must not 
belittle the fact that Jesus 
lived in the same world as we 
do, yet sinlessly – nor the fact 
that he is still a man, though 
on high, and a man with a 
body, who eats and drinks. 
When the shock of this wears 
thin, our imitation of the Lord 
will extend only to select spiri-
tual acts. But if Christ‘s incar-
nation lives lushly in our 
imaginations and affections, 
we will not die only as 
prayers, witnesses, church-
goers, and Bible-studiers, but 
people totally ―alive to God.‖ 

“Future hope is so 

basic to our 

spirituality that it 

comprises the second 

of the New 

Testament triad.” 

Elizabeth Studenroth is a 

Sophomore at CIU. 

when the toddler is throwing 

up, and ‗til death do us part, 

sounds kinda tricky. But in 

some ways it‘ll be easier. And 

in all it‘s Calvary-effort, it will 

be glorious. 

Continued from page 7 



getting a divorce, if that‘s what 
she wants. After getting some 
wise advice from Michael, 
Caleb speaks 
to his dad, 
John, who 
challenges him 
to take the 
‗Love Dare.‘ 
It‘s a 40 day 
p l a n , 
handwri t ten 
by John‘s own 
hand. Caleb is 
directed to 
―take it one 
day at a time.‖ 
Caleb takes up 
the challenge, 
and the rest of 
the movie 
portrays the 
undertaking, 
and results, of 
this Dare. Not 
wanting to give the rest of the 
movie away, let me just say that 
it has a very ‗touching ending.‘ 
      Kirk Cameron pulls off an 
amazing performance as a 
relatively good guy who is used 
to getting respect at work, and 
feels that he isn‘t getting any at 
home. As a firefighter, he works 
for 24 hours, and then has 48 
off. It‘s what he does with 
those off hours that is 
Catherine‘s problem: not 
helping with household chores 
is part of it, but the huge issue 
is pornography. At one point 
she asks Caleb ―How is what 

you do 
honorable?‖ 
She tells 
him that it 
makes her 
f e e l 
worthless, 
that she 
isn‘t good 
enough for 
him. Day 23 
in the ‗Love 
Dare‘ is 

about getting rid of parasites, or 
addictions. The way that the 
movie, and Caleb, deals with 

By Josh Cornelissen 

    ―When we win, we will praise 
Him. When we lose, we will 
praise Him.‖ ―Prepare the fields 
for rain.‖ These and other lines 
represent ‗Facing the Giants,‘ a 
movie written, produced, and 
funded entirely by a small 
church in Georgia. Now that 
same church has returned to 
bring us another film about 
love, trust, and second chances. 
      The movie, ‗Fireproof‘ is 
about a firefighter captain, 
Caleb, who lives by the motto 
―Never leave your partner 
behind.‖ At home, however, 
that seems to be exactly what is 
going on: ―It‘s just not working 
anymore,‖ he says at one point 
early on in the movie. Caleb 
Holt is played by Kirk 
Cameron, of ‗Growing Pains‘ 
and ‗Left Behind‘ fame. He 
seems to be the only big name 
actor/actress in the movie, 
although there are many 
familiar faces from the ‗Giants. 
His wife, Catherine (Erin 
Bethea), is the P.R. director at 
the local hospital. Because of 
Caleb‘s unusual work schedule 
as a firefighter, they don‘t often 
see each other, but when they 
do,  arguments abound. 
Everything from finances, their 
j o b s ,  a n d  h o u s e h o l d 
responsibilities are on the table. 
Finally, one argument ends with 
Catherine saying ―I want out.‖ 
Caleb says that‘s fine with him, 
and a divorce begins to rear its 
ugly head. 
      Both 
seek advice 
from their 
c i r c l e s ; 
Catherine 
from her 
f e l l o w 
h o s p i t a l 
coworkers, 
C a l e b 
from first 
his firefighter bud Michael, and 
then his dad. Catherine‘s 
coworkers support her in 

married, go see it, and take your 
spouse. The process of a 
marriage beginning to break up, 
and then the struggle to bring it 
back together is powerful, and 
any couple can learn from the 
methods and issues presented. 
Even if you‘re not married, 
Fireproof presents many good 
concepts to apply to any 
relationship. But secondly, the 
real message of the movie is 
about our relationship with God. 
While on a small scale Caleb‘s 
father turned the marriage 
relationship into a marriage 
metaphor, the entire movie 
presents that metaphor on a 
large scale. As a single person, I 
f ou n d  my se l f  i n  de e p 
conversation with God at certain 
points in the movie, repeating 
many of the same things to Him 
that Caleb was saying to 
Catherine as he apologized and 
asked for forgiveness. And in the 
end when yes, I cried, it was 
more for their newfound 
relationship with Christ than it 
was for the reconciliation of their 
marriage, although that also was 
k e y . 
      I think Fireproof was a very 
well-done movie, both with the 
acting, the soundtrack, and the 
message. It appeals not only to 
married couples, but to singles as 
well. Go see this movie, bring 
your spouse, and bring your un-
saved friends, because the 
message is too powerful to 
ignore.  
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the pornography issue is not only 
well-done, but relevant and 
convicting for whatever sin or 

addiction is 
in your life. 
      One 
major event 
in the movie 
i s when 
Caleb, after 3 
weeks of the 
‗Love Dare,‘ 
is ready to 
call it quits. 
He is talking 
with his 
father, telling 
him all the 
things that 
made him 
just want to 
give up. At 
the end of 
his spiel, his 
f a t h e r 

smoothly adds another facet to 
the picture: the things missing in 
Caleb‘s marriage are the same 
things missing between him and 
Christ. This is a turning point in 
the movie, when Caleb sees Christ 
in a new light for the first time. 
      Another storyline that runs 
parallel to the main story is life 
among the guys at the firehouse, a 
band of 5 guys that spend 24 
hours at a time together. Jason 
McLeod, the sturdy football 
player from Facing the Giants, 
returns as a rookie firefighter, still 
learning the ropes. Another 
firefighter spends the whole 
movie puffing himself up, leading 
to memorable and hilarious scenes 
involving ‗dancing‘ and hot sauce. 
      Something else that really 
caught me was the soundtrack. 
Like Facing the Giants, only 
Christian worship music is used 
throughout the movie. The 
timing, however, of certain songs 
seemed perfect, especially ‗Slow 
Fade‘ by Casting Crowns. They 
added to the message of the 
movie, instead of being merely 
b a c k g r o u n d  m u s i c . 
      In closing – go see this movie! 
First of all, to anyone that is 

DOES FIREPROOF LIVE UP TO ITS NAME? 

Josh Cornelissen is a freshman in the 

Intercultural-Studies Program. 

“Even if you’re not 

married, Fireproof 

presents many good 

concepts to apply to 

any relationship.” 
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By Collin Cornell 

Lord Acton, an influential 

English Catholic historian, 

philosopher and theologian of 

the early twentieth century, 

famously said that ―power 

corrupts; absolute power 

c o r r u p t s 

absolutely.‖ 

His dictum 

e p i tomi ze s 

the principle 

of limited 

government 

and free 

m a r k e t 

e c o n o m i c s 

which his 

n a m e s a k e 

i n s t i tu t i o n 

advocates a 

century later. The Acton 

Institute, founded in 1990 and 

based in Grand Rapids, is an 

e du ca t i ona l  organ i za t i on 

propounding ideas of natural law 

theory, Christian social thought, 

and laissez-faire economics. 

Their president is a Catholic 

priest, Father Robert Sirico, and 

their target audience is religious 

leaders, business executives, 

entrepreneurs, and academics. 

Since 1998, the Institute has 

received $215,000 from the 

petroleum giant Exxon-Mobile. 

Not so incidentally, the Acton 

Institute subscribes to a definite 

position on the controversial 

phenomenon of global warming, 

as seen in their media 

presentations. CIU leadership 

deemed one of these videos 

important 

enough for 

the student 

body to 

watch in 

chapel on 

Thursday, 

O c t o b e r 

16; Dean 

B l e w e t t 

int imated 

beforehand 

that the 

v i e w 

proposed therein provided a 

timely corrective to the general 

leftward bias of the American 

media – as well as to the rising 

public hysteria over climate 

change. 

Students should weigh the 

possible incentives behind 

competing claims concerning 

climate change. The Acton 

Institute‘s video made this task 

easy: one of the experts 

interviewed directly connected 

the success of green legislation 

with economic catastrophe. The 

unstated but obvious implication 

of the video was the unabated 

perpetua tion of  pre sent 

economic practices. Since, as the 

presentation argued, climate 

change is natural, and green 

legislation, on the whole, is 

ineffective in reducing emissions 

anyway, then the present modus 

operandi needs no amendment. 

The US ought not to have joined 

the Kyoto Protocol. Things are 

fine as they are. This intellectual 

complacency should raise 

hackles in itself, but when a 

megacorporation overtly funds a 

research institution downplaying 

the threat of 

g l o b a l 

w a r m i n g , 

C h r i s t i a n s 

awakened by 

Scripture to 

the play of 

motives on 

our ideas 

should take 

note. 

On the other hand, we should 

ask who gains, and how, from 

fomenting a sense of crisis over 

climate change. What motives do 

the leftist policy-makers have, 

about whom the Acton 

Institute‘s video warned? What 

kickback do they seek for 

endeavoring to uni te 

international opinion on the 

dangers of global warming, at 

any expense to the integrity 

of scientific data? Al Gore 

attracted international fame 

(and controversy) because he 

received the Nobel Peace 

P r ize  f or  promoti ng 

awareness of global warming. 

This, however, happened at 

some cost to his personal 

fortune, and is a reward in 

which few other advocates of 

anti-warming measures can 

share. A few scientists claim 

to have suffered for rejecting 

the scientific 

c o m m u n i t y ‘ s 

party line on 

anthro poge n i c 

global warming –

and their stories 

of losing their 

jobs have been 

circulated and 

touted by OPEC. 

In  l i e u  of 

incentives to 

explain away a given 

perspective, perhaps we may 

consider its intellectual merits 

more honestly. Test all 

things; hold fast to what 

is good. 

Incentive and Perspective:  
Global Warming according to the Acton Institute 

On the walk back I was 

accompanied by Kristin 

Mendible and Sam Avery. We 

talked about all the different 

things we had experienced 

throughout the day and how 

draining it had been. As soon as 

I had crossed back over the 

barrier, waves of exhaustion 

came over me physically, 

mentally, emotionally, and 

spiritually. However, the day 

itself was very mind stretching 

together over lunch. 

Soon, we were told to wrap 

things up due to a staff meeting 

that was scheduled. The 

members of Soul Force seemed 

slightly hostile and offended at 

this decision. They had assumed 

that they deserved as much time 

as they wanted with us. 

However, many of us left 

anyway. 

and helpful  for future 

encounters I may have with 

people of the same mindset 

found in Soul Force 

members. 

Continued from page 3 

Kirsten L. Richardson is 

a Freshman in the 

Teacher’s Ed program. 

“On the other hand, 

we should ask who 

gains, and how, 

from fomenting a 

sense of crisis over 

climate change. 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Natural_law
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christianity
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Religious
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Entrepreneur


Johanna Wieger is a 

Junior at CIU. 

finds his escape in music and 
finds other misfits to form a 
rock group which wil l 
eventually become Korn. They 
will see the pain of Welch‘s first 

daughter being put up 
for adoption. Welch 
shows that while he had 
the power to get 
prescr ipt ions f rom 
doctors and mess around 
with groupies, he was 
lost. His family was 
falling apart, which led to 
his wife cheating and 

leaving him and his new 
daughter Jenea. Welch tells of 
his life having no purpose or 
fulfillment. This biography does 
not sugarcoat the darkness that 
he went through. Welch speaks 
of using uppers and downers to 
kill himself many times. The 

By Magnus Walker 

This past year I had the 
privilege of reading the 
biography of Brian ―Head‖ 
Welch, the lead guitarist and co-
founder of the rock 
group Korn. Many kids 
identify with their 
music, such as ―freak 
on a leash‖ and 
―coming undone.‖ 
Most people find the 
rock and roll life of sex, 
drugs, money, and fame 
appealing. But Brian 
Welch in his book entitled Save 
Me From Myself exposes the lies 
that the world tries to sell us. 
Welch covers his very early 
childhood up to the writing of 
his own biography. Readers can 
see a very angry young boy who 

drugs and alcohol. It is also 
shows the hope that is in Christ 
and that there is light at the end 
of the tunnel: we merely need to 
look to the Cross. 
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despair and hopelessness that 
over took Welch leap out of the 
pages. After seeing all of the 
gloom and chains that the rock 
life put Welch, readers can truly 
understand the change in him. As 
I read this book I was reminded 
of God‘s grace being sufficient, 
and just how much he loves us: 
the great heights and depths he 
will go to get his child. This book 
touches to the darkness that is in 
us all and the rebellious spirit that 
we sometimes listen to. Yet hope 
is shown and the redeeming grace 
of God. Welch went from a hard 
drinking, drug using, and suicidal 
person to a person who travels to 
India to help with a cannibalistic 
tribe and orphans. I highly 
recommend this book to anyone. 
It is a great warning to the danger 
of the darkness and bondage to 

SAVE ME FROM MYSELF REVIEW  

Magnus Walker is an undergraduate 

student at CIU.  

of ways. Bedell sensed that this 
refractory answer differed from 
his audience‘s expectation. 

―I suppose that all sounds 
somewhat unspiritual to you,‖ 
Bedell laughed before closing – 
a twinkling old saint. How 
fitting that, despite t 

he unquestionable respect of all, 
Mr. Bedell remained thoroughly 
unimpressed with himself – 
wishing, no doubt, for us to 
direct our lavish attention rather 
less to him than to the one 
who, as he avowed, had made 
his life worth living. 

every one of the 22 towns on 
the Bundok peninsula where he 
was working. But Bedell did not 
allow celebration to dint our 
awareness of continuing need; 
he paused then and asked us to 
pray with him for 600 outlying 
vil lages sti l l  without a 
congregation. He also asked the 
Lord specifically to impress 
someone in the audience to go 
and to teach in the dwindling 
Bible school there in his long-
ago haunt. 

After the lecture, the Senate had 
arranged a discussion time in 
the Student Center with 
refreshments. Time dictated 
that Bedell answer only one 
question from the students, one 
concerning how to discern the 
will of God. Bedell gave various 
examples from his experience: a 
heart for missions, a phone call 
from a friend inviting him to 
come to Wheaton, a woman 
begging him to come to her 
peninsula to communicate the 
gospel, his wife‘s persuasive 
silence when his commitment 
to missions wavered. He had 
discerned God‘s will in a variety 

For another take on the issue of  sub-

mission, see the article “Women’s Sub-

mission Revisited by Elizabeth Studen-

roth on page 6. 

Continued from page 1 

you men for showing me what 

godly manhood could mean by 

treating me the right way. I 

would like to thank all the 

women too who showed me by 

example the dignity that godly 

womanhood could have. This 

body of believers has been an 

incredible tool for God to teach 

me truth. 

 

Continued from page 4 

You know you’re 
from CIU when… 

You smugly feel you know 
what Baumer really meant by 
their song about the West. 

 
You are no longer self-
conscious about screaming 
―guy on the hall.‖ 

 
Your nightmares involve 
Hebrew grammar and Dr. 
Gentry. 
 
You can end any argument by 
saying ―well in the Greek it 
says…‖ 
 
Your parents were 
missionaries and their parents 
were missionaries and their 
parents… 
 
You have never held hands 

before. 

Your financial aid officer 
prays with you. 

 
You have more than five 

conversations about God 

every day. 
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Seeing Is Believing. 

Is there something you would 

like to see covered in The 

Pilgrim‘s Protest?  Have a 

story you want to see written?  

We want to hear it!  Drop us 

a line at 

thepilgrimsprotest@

gmail.com 
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EDITORIAL BOARD 

Corrections: 

If you find any corrections in 

this issue that would like to 

make us aware of please feel 

free to email us at::  

thepilgrimsprotest@gmail.com 

 The Pilgrim’s Protest Updates: 

Dr. Crutchfield has started a blog in which he discusses current events, Biblical 
studies, and life here at CIU.  Check it out at 
http://houseoftheinterpreter.blogspot.com/ 

Be sure to check out our website at:: www.thepilgrimsprotest.com for extra articles 
and discussion of article topics.   

You know you’re 
from CIU when… 

Have any CIU Jokes of your 

own to contribute? Send them 

in: we‘d love to print them! 

http://houseoftheinterpreter.blogspot.com/

