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INTRODUCTION

 It  ha s  be e n  40  yea r s  si n c e  my  bo o k  Th e  Bi b l e  an d  Fl y i n g  Sa u c e r s   wa s  fir s t  pu b l i s h e d ,  wh i c h  is  
how  lon g  it  too k  the  pe o p l e  of  Isr a e l  to  tra v e l  fro m  Eg y p t  to  the  Pr o m i s e d  La n d .   I ha d  fi rs t  se n t  
the  ma n u s c r i p t  to  my  ow n  Pr e s b y t e r i a n  Pu b l i s h i n g  ho u s e — W e s t m i n s t e r  Pr e s s — b u t  the y  
rej e c t e d  it,  an d  su g g e s t e d  sen d i n g  the  bo o k  to  J.B.  Li p p i n c o t t ,  wh i c h  ha d  a  se c u l a r  rel i g i o u s  
bo o k s  di v i s i o n .   Lip p i n c o t t  pu b l i s h e d  the  bo o k ,  bu t  it  wa s  no t  rec e i v e d  wi t h  joy  by  an y  di v i s i o n  of  
the  Ch r i s t i a n  Ch u r c h ,  as  far  as  I kno w .   Wh e n  rev i e w e d  in  Ch r i s t i a n i t y  To d a y  the  wr i t e r  sa i d  my  
bo o k  “cou l d  be  jud g e d  wo r t h l e s s  bu t  ha r m l e s s  we r e  it  no t  for  the  di s t o r t i o n s  it  con t a i n s  an d  the  
cr e d e n t i a l s  of  the  au t h o r .”  (June  21,  1968)   In  ot h e r  wo r d s ,  for  ha v i n g  su c h  a  go o d  ed u c a t i o n ,  I 
wr o t e  a  lot  of  stu p i d  thi n g s .   To  thi s  da y,  I kn o w  of  no  ma j o r  rel i g i o u s  lea d e r s  wh o  hav e  
su g g e s t e d  the  qu e s t i o n s  I am  rai s i n g  sho u l d  be  ad d r e s s e d ,  at  lea s t  ot h e r  tha n  to  ign o r e  or  
di s c o u n t  my  qu e s t i o n s .   It  m a y  be  tha t  I am  so  far  ou t  in  lef t  fi e l d ,  rig h t  fie l d,  ou t e r  spa c e ,  or  
wh e r e v e r ,  tha t  it  wo u l d  do  di s s e r v i c e  to  Ch r i s t  to  ev e n  ac k n o w l e d g e  tha t  my  vi e w s  ex i s t .  
Pe r h a p s  tho s e  Ch r i s t i a n s  wh o  su g g e s t  tha t  I am  a  “wol f  in  sh e e p ’ s  cl o t h i n g”  are  rig h t .    Th e  UF O  
fie l d  is  so  ful l  of  wi l d  spe c u l a t i o n  tha t  see m s  to  sp i n  int o  ot h e r  thi n g s  lik e  cry s t a l s  an d  
ch a n n e l i n g ,  no t  to  me n t i o n  “res e a r c h ”  su g g e s t i n g   tha t  UF O s  hav e  a  ba s e  on  the  Mo o n  or  Ma r s ,  
or  tha t  the  Mo o n ,  or  ev e n  the  Ea r t h ,  is  ho l l o w ,  the  pl a c e  wh e r e  spa c e  al i e n s  ha n g  ou t ,  tha t  on e  
ca n n o t  bl a m e  so b e r  Ch r i s t i a n  pu b l i c a t i o n s  for  st a y i n g  as  far  aw a y  fro m  UF O s  as  po s s i b l e .  
Fo o l s  rus h  in,  an d  al l  tha t .   
    I rus h e d  in  an y w a y ,  an d  ha v e  st a y e d  in.     If  my  rej e c t i o n  by  the  Ch r i s t i a n  Ch u r c h  ha s  be e n  so  
com p l e t e ,  fro m  the  con s e r v a t i v e  si d e,  the  libe r a l  si d e ,  an d  in  be t w e e n ,  wh y  is  it  tha t  I “don’ t  ge t  
the  me s s a g e ?”   Th a t  is,  the  me s s a g e  of  the  chu r c h  to  me:   my  po i n t  of  vi e w  is  wo r t h l e s s .   
   Pa r t  of  my  pe r s i s t e n c e  is  du e  to  the  fac t  tha t  I be l i e v e  UF O s  ar e  rea l ,  I fin d  the  ev i d e n c e  
com p e l l i n g .  Bu t  at  the  sam e  tim e ,  I un d e r s t a n d  tha t  wh e n  the  ave r a g e  ci t i z e n  he a r s  ou r  
go v e r n m e n t  de n y ,  ye a r  af t e r  yea r ,  tha t  UF O s  ar e  an y t h i n g  ot h e r  tha n  mi s i d e n t i f i e d  na t u r a l  
ph e n o m e n a ,   the  ma j o r i t y  of  Ch r i s t i a n s  ar e  inc l i n e d  to  be l i e v e  ou r  go v e r n m e n t  (even  tho u g h  
the y  kno w  pol i t i c a l  an d  mi l i t a r y  lea d e r s  lie  fre q u e n t l y ,  fro m  Ph a r a o h  in  Eg y p t  up  to  the  pre s e n t  
da y,  usu a l l y  in  the  nam e  of  na t i o n a l  se c u r i t y).   So  I ha v e  pe r s i s t e d  in  my  UF O  wo r k ,  in  sp i t e  of  
rej e c t i o n  by  the  Ch r i s t i a n  Ch u r c h ,  be c a u s e  I am  su r e  tha t  if  al l  Ch r i s t i a n s  kne w  UF O s  rep r e s e n t  
som e  ki n d  of  int e l l i g e n t  re a l i t y  fro m  an o t h e r  wo r l d ,  the n  the  wh o l e  ch u r c h  wo u l d  ha v e  to  fac e  thi s  
rea l i t y ,  an d  my  poi n t  of  vi e w  wo u l d  no  lon g e r  be  a  jok e.   Pe r h a p s  the  ch u r c h  wo u l d  sti l l  rej e c t  my  
poi n t  of  vi e w — m a n y  co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n  wr i t e r s  ar e  now  tak i n g  UF O  se r i o u s l y ,  an d  co n s i d e r  
the m  dem o n i c — a  po s s i b i l i t y  I adm i t — b u t  a  po i n t  of  vi e w  I con s i d e r  st i l l  op e n  to  de b a t e .    Th e  
rea s o n  it  is  op e n  to  de b a t e  is  tha t  we  do  no t  kn o w  the  wh o l e  tru t h  ab o u t  UF O s — I  do u b t  tha t  the  
go v e r n m e n t s  of  the  wo r l d  kn o w .  Fu r t h e r m o r e  we  do  no t  un d e r s t a n d  in  ou r  cu l t u r e  the  st r a n g e  
wa y  in  wh i c h  the  Sa t a n i c  an d  An g e l i c  bl e n d  in  bi b l i c a l  the o l o g y ,   no r  are  we  cl e a r  ab o u t  the  
rel a t i o n  be t w e e n  the  Sa t a n i c  an d  the  Dem o n i c .   Fu r t h e r m o r e ,  few  tod a y  un d e r s t a n d  the  wa y  in  
wh i c h  the  Go d  of  the  Bi b l e  rev e a l s  hi s  ide n t i t y  to  us,  wh i l e  st a y i n g  ba s i c a l l y  hi d d e n .   
   Al t h o u g h  my  rej e c t i o n  by  lea d e r s  of  the  ins t i t u t i o n a l  ch u r c h  ha s  be e n  pai n f u l ,  I di d  rec e i v e  
va l i d a t i o n  fro m  the  se c u l a r  UF O  com m u n i t y .   In  1972,  W a l t e r  An d r u s  Jr.,  the n  Di r e c t o r  of  
M U F O N  (Mutu a l  UF O  Ne t w o r k),  inv i t e d  me  to  be c o m e  a  the o l o g i c a l  con s u l t a n t  to  thi s  sc i e n t i f i c  
UF O  gr o u p .   La t e r  I wa s  inv i t e d  to  joi n  the  Bo a r d  of  Di r e c t o r s  of  FU F O R  (Fund  for  UF O  
Re s e a r c h).   Th e r e  wa s  pro f e s s i o n a l  ri s k  on  the  pa r t  of  the  sc i e n t i s t s  wh o  we r e  pa r t  of  tho s e  
res e a r c h  gr o u p s  wh o  too k  UF O s  se r i o u s l y ,  an d  inv i t i n g  a  pe r s o n  wi t h  a  rel i g i o u s  pe r s p e c t i v e  
int o  the s e  or g a n i z a t i o n s  pu t  the i r  re p u t a t i o n s  at  gr e a t e r  ri s k.   Sc i e n t i s t s  lik e  Ca r l  Sa g a n  of  
Co r n e l l  Un i v e r s i t y ,  an d  Do n a l d  Me n z e l  of  Ha r v a r d ,  ar g u e d  tha t  UF O s  we r e  no t h i n g  bu t  a  
mo d e r n  rel i g i o u s  my t h  di s g u i s e d  as  sci e n c e .  (Car l  Sa g a n  an d  Th o r t o n  Pa g e ,  ed.,  UF O ’ s :  A  
Sc i e n t i f i c  De b a t e ; Me n z e l ,  pp.  123  ff.  Sa g a n ,  pp.  265  ff.)  Le t t i n g  me  pu b l i s h  in  the  MU F O N  UF O  
Jo u r n a l  on l y  ad d e d  we i g h t  to  the  ar g u m e n t s  of  Sa g a n  an d  Me n z e l .   Ind e p e n d e n t  UF O  
res e a r c h e r s  we r e  try i n g  to  pro v e  tha t  UF O s  we r e  a  rea l  sc i e n t i f i c  ch a l l e n g e ,  an d  m y  po i n t  of  
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vi e w  did  no t  al w a y s  hel p .   Bu t  at  the  sam e  tim e ,  ma n y  me m b e r s  of  M U F O N  ha d  se e n  UF O s  
pe r s o n a l l y ,  the y  kn e w  ou r  go v e r n m e n t  wa s  lyi n g ,  an d  the r e f o r e ,  UF O s  cou l d  no t  jus t  be  lau g h e d  
of f,  as  tho s e  lik e  Sa g a n  an d  Me n z e l  pr e f e r r e d .   MU F O N  un d e r s t o o d  thi s:   on c e  you  rea l i z e  
UF O s  ar e  rea l ,  the  ki n d  of  iss u e s  I ha v e  rai s e d  ab o u t  UF O s  in  the  Bi b l e  ha v e  to  be  tak e n  
se r i o u s l y .   Al t h o u g h  I wa s  di s c o u r a g e d  by  the  rej e c t i o n  of  my  wo r k  by  the  Ch r i s t i a n  Ch u r c h ,  I 
wa s  en c o u r a g e d  by  tho s e  wh o  un d e r s t o o d  the  rea l i t y  of,  an d  se r i o u s n e s s  of,  the  UF O  
ch a l l e n g e .   
   Wh a t  I di d  in  my  MU F O N  pu b l i c a t i o n s  wa s  ar g u e  for  pa r a l l e l s  in  the  wa y  mo d e r n  UF O s ,  an d  
the i r  oc c u p a n t s  be h a v e ,  an d  the  de s c r i p t i o n  an d  be h a v i o r  of  UF O s  an d  an g e l s  in  the  Bi b l e .   My  
bas i c  qu e s t i o n  wa s  thi s:   Ar e  bi b l i c a l  UF O s  an d  mo d e r n  UF O s  fro m  the  sam e  rea l i t y ,  an d  if  so,  
how  do  we  de c i d e  on  the  na t u r e  of  pr o o f  tha t  thi s  pr o p o s i t i o n  is  tru e?   If  UF O s  do  no t  lan d  on  
the  W h i t e  Ho u s e  law n ,  an d  an n o u n c e  at  a  pre s s  con f e r e n c e ,  “We  rep r e s e n t  Je s u s  an d  hi s  
an g e l s ,”  how  are  we  to  kno w  the  tru t h?   An d  if  su c h  a  lan d i n g  we r e  to  ha p p e n ,  how  wo u l d  we  
kn o w  thi s  is  no t  pa r t  of  wh a t  the  Bi b l e  ca l l s  the  “Str o n g  De l u s i o n”  (2 Th e s s .  2: 1 1)  be i n g  ca r r i e d  
ou t  by  ev i l  co s m i c  for c e s?   In  ot h e r  wo r d s ,  how  do  we  rea l l y  Ide n t i f y  the  Di v i n e  wh e n  we  me e t  
tha t  rea l i t y?   Th i s  is  no  sm a l l  iss u e ,  as  ev e r y  Ch r i s t i a n  un d e r s t a n d s .   Ou r  Ch r i s t i a n  st o r y  is:  
Je s u s ,  the  So n  of  Go d ,  wa l k e d  on  ea r t h ,  an d  ha r d l y  an y o n e  co u l d  rec o g n i z e  hi s  Di v i n e  Ide n t i t y ,  
lea s t  of  al l,  the  rel i g i o u s  lea d e r s  of  hi s  da y.   Wh a t  thi s  me a n s  is,  the  Di v i n e  of t e n  com e s  to  us  in  
Di s g u i s e ,  or  at  lea s t ,  in  a  wa y  we  ar e  no t  re a d y ,  as  ind i v i d u a l s ,  or   as  a  cu l t u r e ,  pe r h a p s  ev e n  as  
a  ch u r c h ,  to  rec o g n i z e .   Th e  ve r y  na m e  “Uni d e n t i f i e d  Fl y i n g  Ob j e c t s”  cl e a r l y  se t s  ou t   the  
ch a l l e n g e :  how  do  we  ide n t i f y  an y  re a l i t y  tha t  is  usu a l l y ,  bu t  no t  al w a y s ,  hi d d e n?   Th i s  is  the  
mo s t  ba s i c  the o l o g i c a l  pr o b l e m  we  fac e:   ho w  do  we  Ide n t i f y ,  an d  pro p e r l y  rec o g n i z e ,  the  
inv i s i b l e  Go d  in  ou r  m i d s t?   Th a t  “the  W o r d  be c a m e  fle s h  an d  dw e l t  am o n g  us”  (Jn.  1: 1 4 ,  RS V)  
is  the  ba s i c  the o l o g i c a l  sta t e m e n t  tha t  G o d  be c a m e  som e w h a t  mo r e  ea s y  to  ide n t i f y ,  be c a u s e  in  
Je s u s  Go d  wa s  in  a  hu m a n  bo d y .
     Ye t,  it  wa s  a  hu g e  pro b l e m  to  Ide n t i f y  Go d  in  hum a n  for m .   Th e  qu e s t i o n  of  Je s u s  to  hi s  
di s c i p l e s  wa s ,  “Who  do  me n  sa y  tha t  the  So n  of  ma n  is?”  An d  the n ,  “Bu t  wh o  do  yo u  sa y  tha t  I 
am?”  (Mt  16: 1 3- 15)
If  we  nam e  Je s u s  as  the  Ch r i s t ,  wh a t  ha v e  we  rea l l y  do n e ,  wh a t  is  hi s  “inne r  ide n t i t y”  tha t  the  
ou t w a r d  nam e  si g n i f i e s?
   Wh a t  I am  go i n g  to  do  in  thi s  ar t i c l e  is  exp l a i n  my  un d e r s t a n d i n g  of  the  Go d  of  the  Un i v e r s e ,  
the  Go d  of  the  Bi b l e ,  an d  exp l a i n  wh y  the  Ch r i s t i a n  Ch u r c h  ne e d s  to  fac e  the  UF O  my s t e r y  
mo r e  se r i o u s l y .  I be l i e v e  UF O s  ha v e  im p l i c a t i o n s  for  ot h e r  wo r l d  rel i g i o n s ,  bu t  it  is  no t  my  tas k  
he r e  to  un d e r s t a n d  wh a t  tho s e  im p l i c a t i o n s  ar e.   At  the  sam e  tim e ,  it  is  cl e a r  tha t  som e  UF O  
res e a r c h e r s  see  an y  rel i g i o n  (Chr i s t i a n ,  Jew i s h ,  Mu s l i m ,  Bu d d h i s t  et c) as  too  tri b a l ,  too  na r r o w ,  
an d  the y  ho p e  UF O s  can  br i n g  ab o u t  a  mo r e  un i v e r s a l  rel i g i o n ,  an d  br i n g  an  en d  to  rel i g i o u s  
wa r f a r e .   It  is  thi s  ho p e  tha t  is  be h i n d  ma n y   “New  Ag e”  rel i g i o n s ,  an d  it  is  thi s  un i v e r s a l   Ne w  
Ag e  go s p e l  tha t  “God  is  ev e r y w h e r e  an d  in  eve r y b o d y ”   tha t  ca u s e s  gre a t  di s t r e s s  in  Ch r i s t i a n  
Co n s e r v a t i v e s ,  an d  ca u s e s  the m  to  link  UF O s  wi t h  de m o n i c  de c e p t i o n .   I kno w  Co n s e r v a t i v e  
Ch r i s t i a n s  wi l l  wo n d e r  how  I wi l l  af f i r m  tha t  “the r e  is  no  ot h e r  nam e”  bu t  Je s u s  by  wh i c h  we  ma y  
be  sa v e d .  (Acts  4: 1 2)  Fr o m  the  po i n t  of  vi e w  of  my  fai t h,  the  un i q u e n e s s  of  the  Jew i s h  tra d i t i o n ,  
an d  the  un i q u e n e s s  of  Ch r i s t — c r u c i f i e d  an d  rai s e d  fro m  the  de a d — h a s  no  pa r a l l e l  in  hum a n  
hi s t o r y .   At  the  sam e  tim e,  the  ca l l  of  the  chu r c h  to  pre a c h  the  go s p e l  to  al l  na t i o n s  ma k e s  it  
cl e a r  tha t  al l  hu m a n s  on  ea r t h  ar e  sou g h t  in  lov e  by  the  Go d  of  Je s u s  Ch r i s t .   (Mt.  28: 1 9)  
Li k e w i s e ,  we  sh o u l d  su p p o s e  tha t  the  Sp i r i t  of  Go d  of t e n  ar r i v e s  in  the  he a r t s  of  pe o p l e  be f o r e  
the y  ar e  ba p t i z e d .
(Acts  1 1 : 1- 18)  Fu r t h e r m o r e ,  som e t i m e s  the  ch i l d r e n  of  da r k n e s s  ar e  wi s e r  tha n  the  ch i l d r e n  of  
ligh t .
(Luke  16:8)  Th e  UF O  my s t e r y  ca l l s  us  to  be  fai t h f u l  to  Ch r i s t ,  bu t  wa r n s  us  to  av o i d  ar r o g a n c e  
tow a r d  tho s e  mu l t i t u d e s  wh o  do  no t  se e  life  thr o u g h  the  eye s  of  ou r  Ch r i s t i a n  fai t h .   
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WHAT KIND  OF GOD HAVE  WE GOT?

   If  we  ha v e  a  Go d ,  a  Be i n g  wh o  cre a t e d  the  Un i v e r s e ,  an d  al l  tha t  is  in  it,  tha t  Be i n g  is  inv i s i b l e .  
Th i s  ma k e s  ide n t i f i c a t i o n  ve r y  di f f i c u l t .   In  fac t,  ide n t i f i c a t i o n  wi l l  no t  be  ba s e d  on  sc i e n t i f i c  pr o o f ,  
bu t  ra t h e r  on  “fai t h.”   Fa i t h  is  a  con v i c t i o n  ab o u t  inv i s i b l e  thi n g s ,  ab o u t  the  inv i s i b l e  po w e r  be h i n d  
wh a t  we  se e.
“By  fai t h  we  un d e r s t a n d  tha t  the  wo r l d  wa s  cr e a t e d  by  the  wo r d  of  Go d ,  so  tha t  wh a t  is  see n  
wa s  ma d e  ou t  of  thi n g s  wh i c h  do  no t  ap p e a r .”  (Heb.  1 1 : 3)   
   Th e  el e v e n t h  cha p t e r  of  He b r e w s  go e s  on  to  si t e  by  exa m p l e  ma n y  bib l i c a l  pe o p l e  of  fai t h,  
inc l u d i n g  Ab r a h a m ,  wh o  tru s t e d  Go d ,  fol l o w i n g  G o d  “not  kno w i n g  wh e r e  he  wa s  to  go.”  (v. 8) 
Fa i t h  inv o l v e s  ri s k,  it  inv o l v e s  am b i g u i t y ,  an d  we  do  no t  lik e  am b i g u i t y .   Inv e s t i n g  in  the  st o c k  
ma r k e t  re q u i r e s  fai t h ,  be c a u s e  you  ma y  ma k e  mo n e y ,  or  yo u  ma y  los e  mo n e y  (as  we  are  no w  
fin d i n g  ou t).   Je s u s  sa y s  the  ki n g d o m  of  Go d  is  lik e  a  sow e r  wh o  go e s  ou t  an d  sow s  see d  in  a  
fie l d.   So m e  see d  fal l s  on  ha r d  gro u n d .   So m e  is  cho k e d  by  we e d s .   Th e  bi r d s  ea t  som e  of  the  
se e d .   Bu t  som e  see d  be a r s  fru i t .  (Mt.  13: 1- 23) Fa i t h  inv o l v e s  ris k,  wh e t h e r  it  is  be i n g  a  far m e r ,  
a  st o c k  bro k e r ,  or  on e  wh o  fol l o w s  the  Go d  of  the  Bi b l e .   Fa i t h  inv o l v e s  am b i g u i t y ,  lac k  of  
ce r t a i n t y .   W e  ce r t a i n l y  ha v e  lot s  of  am b i g u i t y  in  ou r  mo d e r n  UF O  st o r y .   W h o  is  tel l i n g  the  tru t h ,  
an d  wh o  is  lyi n g?   Ar e  UF O s  rea l ,  or  no t?   Ar e  the y  fro m  he a v e n ,  an o t h e r  pl a n e t ,  ar e  the y  
an g e l s ,  de m o n s ,  bo t h ,  wh o  kno w s?
   Th e  am b i g u i t y  of  fai t h  is  st r e s s f u l ,  an d  is  de a l t  wi t h  in  di f f e r e n t  wa y s  by  Ch r i s t i a n s .   Le t  us  tak e  
as  an  exa m p l e  the  st o r y  of  the  pa r t i n g  of  the  Re d  Se a  in  Ex o d u s ,  ch a p t e r  14.   Ho w  do  we  
un d e r s t a n d  thi s  st o r y?   Ar e  the  de t a i l s — h i g h  wa l l s  of  wa t e r ,   Eg y p t i a n s  dr o w n e d — t o  be  tak e n  
lite r a l l y?   Co n s e r v a t i v e s  sa y  “Yes,”  the y  sa y  ev e r y  de t a i l  is  tru e ,  be c a u s e  the  Bi b l e  is  inf a l l i b l e .   It  
wo u l d  no t  be  in  the  Bi b l e  if  it  we r e  no t  tru e .   Th e r e f o r e  the r e  is  no  am b i g u i t y .   
   Li b e r a l s ,  on  the  ot h e r  ha n d ,  do   no t  ac c e p t  the  ide a  of  the  inf a l l i b i l i t y  of  the  Bi b l e .   An d  ma n y  
libe r a l s  ar e  su r e  the  de t a i l s  co u l d  no t  be  tru e,  the r e f o r e  the  pa r t i n g  of  the  Re d  Se a  st o r y  is  a  
my t h ,   lik e  the  sto r y  of  Sa n t a  Cl a u s ,  ma d e  up  to  ma k e  it  so u n d  lik e  Go d  is  po w e r f u l .   So  libe r a l  
Ch r i s t i a n s ,  wh o  pr i d e  the m s e l v e s  mo r e  on  wi s d o m  tha n  on  fai t h ,  de c i d e  the  Re d  Se a  pa r t i n g  
ne v e r  ha p p e n e d .   An d  aw a y  go e s  the  am b i g u i t y ,  aw a y  go e s  the  ri s k  of  be i n g  tho u g h t  st u p i d  in  
ou r  sc i e n t i f i c  cu l t u r e .  
   In  Th e  Bi b l e  an d  Fl y i n g  Sa u c e r s  I ar g u e  tha t  the  “pil l a r  of  cl o u d  an d  fir e”  of  the  Ex o d u s  ma y  
hav e  be e n  a  UF O  wh i c h  use d  its  pr o p u l s i o n  sy s t e m  to  pa r t  the  wa t e r s  of  the  Re d  Se a .   I can n o t  
pr o v e  thi s  is  tru e,  bu t  I be l i e v e  it  is  ve r y  po s s i b l e .   Su d d e n l y ,   the  ce r t a i n t y  of  Co n s e r v a t i v e s  is  
sh a t t e r e d ,  no t  be c a u s e  I sa y  the  Bi b l e  is  no t  tru e ,  bu t  be c a u s e  I sa y  the  Bi b l e  is  tru e  in  a  wa y  we  
hav e  no t  un d e r s t o o d .   An d  the  ce r t a i n t y  of  libe r a l s  is  sh a t t e r e d — m a y b e  the  Re d  Se a  did  pa r t,  
jus t  as  the  Bi b l e  sa y s .   Li b e r a l s  do  no t  wa n t  to  he a r  thi s.   (Also  see  Ba r r y  Do w n i n g ,  “Did  a  UF O  
Pa r t  the  Re d  Se a?”   UF O  Ma g a z i n e , Vo l.  5,  No.  2,  1990.)
   Bu t  thi s  is  wh a t  UF O s  hav e  do n e .   Th e y  ha v e  pu s h e d  the  Ch r i s t i a n  Ch u r c h  int o  a  tru e  fai t h  
si t u a t i o n — m e a n i n g  a  si t u a t i o n  wh e r e  lik e  Ab r a h a m ,   we  do  no t  “kno w  wh e r e  we  are  to  go.”   Th i s  
is  es p e c i a l l y  di f f i c u l t  for  som e  Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n  pre a c h e r s ,  wh o  pay  mo r e  at t e n t i o n  to  
sp e a k i n g  wi t h  the  lou d  vo i c e  of  au t h o r i t y  tha n  the y  do  to  un d e r s t a n d i n g  wi t h  qu i e t  hu m i l i t y  tha t  
the  tru e  ide n t i t y  of  G o d  can  on l y  be  kn o w n  by  fai t h  an d  in  fai t h — b e l i e v i n g  in  the  un s e e n  po w e r  
be h i n d  wh a t  we  se e.   (Conc e r n i n g  fai t h  see  Mt.  17:20,2 1 ;  Ro.  3-5;  Ga l .  3-5;  He b r e w s  1 1 ,  et c.)

IDENTITY: VISIBLE  AND INVISIBLE

   We  al l  ha v e  mu l t i p l e  lev e l s  of  ide n t i t y ,  vi s i b l e  an d  inv i s i b l e .   I am  no t  su r e  how  ma n y  lev e l s  of  
ide n t i t y  we  ha v e ,  bu t  he r e  are  som e  of  the m .   
     Fi r s t ,   I we a r  cl o t h e s ,  an d  the y  he l p  es t a b l i s h  my  ide n t i t y .   Bu t  the y  al s o  he l p  hi d e  my  
ph y s i c a l  bo d y ,  wh i c h  is  a  mo r e  pr i m a r y  fro m  of  ide n t i t y  tha n  my  cl o t h i n g .   My  cl o t h i n g  ca n  be  
cha n g e d ,  my  bo d y  st a y s  the  sam e .   I som e t i m e s  we a r  a  rob e ,  esp e c i a l l y  wh e n  I am  lea d i n g  
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wo r s h i p .   Th i s  ou t e r  ga r m e n t  sa y s  “pas t o r ,”  po l i c e  of t e n  we a r  un i f o r m s ,  as  do  so l d i e r s ,  as  
me a n s  of  ide n t i f i c a t i o n .   Bu t  thi s  ca n  be  a  “fal s e”  ide n t i t y ,  an y o n e  ca n  pu t  on  a  rob e ,  or  a  po l i c e  
un i f o r m .  

      Se c o n d ,  I kn o w  m y s e l f  in  som e  sen s e  be c a u s e  of  m y  bo d y .   My  bo d y  st a y s  the  sam e ,  so r t  
of,  ex c e p t  of    co u r s e ,  tha t  I do  no t  ha v e  the  sam e  bo d y  I ha d  wh e n  I wa s  fiv e  ye a r s  ol d,  or  
fif t e e n ,  or  fif t y.  An d  if  I we r e  to  los e  an  arm  or  a  leg,  I wo u l d  sti l l  kn o w  I am  “me,”  ev e n  tho u g h  
my  bo d y  wo u l d  be  de f o r m e d .   Bu t  ot h e r s  usu a l l y  ide n t i f y  m e  fir s t  be c a u s e  of  my  cl o t h i n g ,  an d  
be c a u s e  of  my  fac e,  the  pa r t  of  m y  bo d y  tha t  is  vi s i b l e .   My  hum a n  vo i c e  is  al s o  an  ide n t i t y  si g n ,  
a  st r a n g e  com b i n a t i o n  of  the  ph y s i c a l  an d  the  inv i s i b l e  inn e r  me.   
     Th i r d ,  I ha v e  som e  lev e l  of  con s c i o u s n e s s  in  me  tha t  is  inv i s i b l e  to  me,  an d  to  ev e r y o n e .   I 
“rev e a l”  my  inv i s i b l e  se l f  to  ot h e r s  thr o u g h  my  sp e e c h .   I ha v e  the  rig h t  to  ma k e  cho i c e s  ab o u t  
how  mu c h  to  rev e a l  my s e l f  to  ot h e r s ,  an d  how  mu c h  to  kee p  hid d e n .  As   I wr i t e  the s e  
se n t e n c e s ,  I am  ma k i n g  se l f  rev e l a t i o n  cho i c e s .
     Fo u r t h ,  the r e  is  pa r t  of  my s e l f  tha t  is  un k n o w n  ev e n  to  me,  bu r i e d  lik e  the  ki n g d o m  of  
he a v e n .   It  be c o m e s  pa r t l y  rev e a l e d  to  me  at  ni g h t  in  my  dre a m s ,  an d  if  I rem e m b e r  my  dre a m  
in  the  mo r n i n g ,  the n  pa r t  of  tha t  un c o n s c i o u s  se l f  be c o m e s  kn o w n  to  me.   Ma n y  Ch r i s t i a n  
tea c h e r s  be l i e v e  tha t  on e  tas k  of  pr a y e r  an d  fas t i n g  is  to  be c o m e  mo r e  aw a r e  of  tha t  un k n o w n  
se l f  in  us.   Al l  of  the  ab o v e  ide n t i t i e s  ha v e  som e  mi x t u r e  of  go o d  an d  ev i l  in  the m .   Ho w  is  the  
se l f  to  be  pu r i f i e d?  
     Fi f t h,  for  Ch r i s t i a n s  the r e  is  al s o  ou r  ul t i m a t e  ide n t i t y ,  a  new  ide n t i t y  tha t  be g i n s  at  ba p t i s m ,  
an d  is  no t  com p l e t e  un t i l  we  are  res u r r e c t e d  wi t h  Ch r i s t .   “The r e f o r e ,  if  an y o n e  is  in  Ch r i s t ,  he  is  
a  new  cre a t i o n ;  the  ol d  ha s  pa s s e d  aw a y ,  be h o l d ,  the  ne w  has  com e .”  (2 Co r .  5: 1 7)  Pa u l  
som e t i m e s  ref e r s  to  thi s  ide n t i t y  cha n g e  as  the  tra n s i t i o n  fro m  Ad a m  to  Ch r i s t ,  fro m  the  ol d  
si n f u l  ma n  of  the  fle s h  to  the  ne w  ma n  rai s e d  fro m  de a t h  in  Ch r i s t .   (1 Co r .   15) Pa u l  
un d e r s t a n d s  tha t  hi s  ou t e r  na t u r e  is  wa s t i n g  aw a y ,  wh i l e  hi s  inn e r  na t u r e  is  be i n g  ren e w e d .   (2 
Co r .  4: 1 6)  Pa u l  do e s  no t  wa n t  to  be  un c l o t h e d ,  bu t  to  be  fur t h e r  cl o t h e d .  (2 Co r .  5:4) Th e  
Ch u r c h  is  the  fel l o w s h i p  of  tho s e  wh o  ar e  in  Ch r i s t ,  an d  ha v e  fai t h  tha t  the y  are  un d e r  the  
tra n s f o r m i n g  pow e r  of  the  Ho l y  Sp i r i t ,  yea r n i n g  for  the  da y  of  res u r r e c t i o n  fro m  the  de a d  to  be  
fur t h e r  cl o t h e d .    Bo t h  the  ind i v i d u a l  Ch r i s t i a n ,  an d  the  et e r n a l  ide n t i t y  of  the  chu r c h ,  ar e  in  som e  
se n s e  hi d d e n  un t i l  af t e r  de a t h ,  or  un t i l  the  Se c o n d  Com i n g  of  Ch r i s t .   In  som e  ul t i m a t e  se n s e ,  
wh o  I am,  my  et e r n a l  ide n t i t y ,  is  no t  som e t h i n g  I cr e a t e .   Ra t h e r ,  my  ul t i m a t e  ide n t i t y  is  a  
cr e a t i o n  an d  red e m p t i o n  of  me,  by  Go d .    Th i s  is  the  co r e  of  the  Ch r i s t i a n  fai t h.   W e  can n o t  
pr o v e  thi s  is  ou r  rea l i t y ,  we  liv e  thi s  rea l i t y  by  fai t h .

     Th e  cre a t i o n  st o r y  in  G e n e s i s  sa y s  tha t  we  hav e  be e n  ma d e  in  the  ima g e  of  Go d .  (Gen.  
1:26)  Th e r e  ha s  be e n  mu c h  spe c u l a t i o n  ab o u t  wh a t  thi s  ima g e  is,  bu t  the  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t  sa y s  
thi s  ima g e  is  to  be  com p l e t e d  wh e n  we  bec o m e  lik e  Ch r i s t .   “An d  we  al l,  wi t h  un v e i l e d  fac e,  
be h o l d i n g  the  gl o r y  of  the  Lo r d ,  ar e  bei n g  cha n g e d  int o  hi s  lik e n e s s  fro m  on e  de g r e e  of  gl o r y  to  
an o t h e r ;  for  thi s  com e s  fro m  the  Lo r d  wh o  is  the  Sp i r i t .”  (2 Co r .  3: 1 8)  
     Wh a t  the n  is  Go d’ s  pu r p o s e  for  hum a n  life?   It  is  to  cr e a t e  us  int o  Ch r i s t- lik e  be i n g s .   Th a t  is  
G o d ’ s  go a l .   W e  are  pl a n t e d  on  ea r t h ,  ev e n t u a l l y  the  an g e l s  com e  to  ha r v e s t  us,  an d  tak e  us  to  
ou r  et e r n a l  dw e l l i n g  wi t h  Ch r i s t .   So m e  wi l l  m e e t  Go d’ s  he a v e n l y  st a n d a r d s ,  som e  wi l l  no t .  (Mt.  
13:36- 43)  An d  he r e  is  a  cri t i c a l  ide a  tha t  is  no t  ea s y  to  un d e r s t a n d :  the very way in which God’s 
self revelation has taken place is meant to shape our image in Christ, and if UFOs are some 
modern form of God’s self revelation, we have to understand how this might further God’s 
redemptive purpose for humanity.
Or to put it another way, how might the UFO revelation increase God’s ultimate human 
harvest?
Go d  so  lov e d  the  wo r l d  tha t  he  ga v e  hi s  So n  no t  to  co n d e m n  the  wo r l d ,  bu t  to  sa v e  it.  (John  
3: 1 6,  17).
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Ho w  mi g h t  UF O s  co n t r i b u t e  to  the  sa l v a t i o n  of  the  wo r l d  Go d  lov e s?
     We  liv e  in  a  go d l e s s  era .   Be s t  se l l i n g  bo o k s  by  at h e i s t  wr i t e r s  lik e  Ri c h a r d  Da w k i n s ,  Sa m  
Ha r r i s ,  an d  Ch r i s t o p h e r  Hi t c h e n s  mo c k  rel i g i o u s  fai t h,  an d  the  Go d  of  the  Bi b l e .   So m e  of  ou r  
be s t  kn o w n  sc i e n t i f i c  lea d e r s ,  lik e  Ca r l  Sa g a n ,  ha v e  be e n  at h e i s t s .  W h a t  thi s  me a n s  is,  
at h e i s m  is  a  be s t  se l l e r  in  2008.   Ou r  sc i e n t i f i c  cu l t u r e — i t  isn’ t  tru e  if  you  can’ t  pr o v e  it— m a k e s  
the  wh o l e  ide a  of  “jus t i f i c a t i o n  by  fai t h ,”  the  ce n t r a l  co n c e p t  of  the  go s p e l ,  a  jok e.    Th e  ba d  
ne w s  of  at h e i s m  is  ov e r l o o k e d  by  ou r  mo d e r n  at h e i s t s — t h a t  if  we  be l i e v e  we  liv e  in  a  Go d l e s s  
un i v e r s e ,  the n  we  ha v e  no  pu r p o s e — w e  are  at  mo s t  som e  str a n g e  Da r w i n i a n  ac c i d e n t .   He r e  
tod a y ,  de a d  tom o r r o w .   In  ma n y  of  ou r  un i v e r s i t i e s ,  thi s  is  the  un w r i t t e n  an d  in  som e  wa y s  
inv i s i b l e  as s u m p t i o n  ab o u t  lif e.   Th e r e  is  no  ul t i m a t e  pu r p o s e .  (We  are  no t  ma d e  to  be c o m e  
lik e  Ch r i s t .)  If  we  ha v e  no  di v i n e  pu r p o s e ,  the n  we  ge t  to  cr e a t e  ou r  ow n  pu r p o s e .   Mo s t  go  
for:   let’s  ma k e  a  lot  of  mo n e y ,  be c o m e  ric h  an d  fam o u s ,  too  ba d  ab o u t  ev e r y b o d y  el s e  as  we  
car r y  on  a  Da r w i n i a n  st r u g g l e  for  an  Ide n t i t y — a  nam e  tha t  is  ab o v e  ev e r y  nam e — t r y i n g  to  
be c o m e  a  wo r s h i p p e d  go d ,  si n c e  we  ha v e  no  Go d .   An d  if  we  los e  ou t  in  thi s  Da r w i n i a n  
str u g g l e — i f  we  ar e  a  st u d e n t  wh o  is  mo c k e d  as  a  “los e r ,”  we  ma y  gr a b  a  gu n,  an d  ki l l  a  few  
fel l o w  stu d e n t s ,  an d  tea c h e r s ,  so  tha t  in  a  mo m e n t  of  ma d n e s s ,  we  wi l l  at  las t  “be  som e b o d y . ”  
W e  wi l l  ma k e  TV  new s .  Th a t  is  sa l v a t i o n  in  mu c h  of  Go d l e s s  W e s t e r n  cu l t u r e  in  2008.  An d  the  
me s s a g e  in  mu c h  of  ou r  “ent e r t a i n m e n t  me d i a”  is:  the  on e  wh o  ki l l s  be s t  is  the  wi n n e r  in  life.
   Bu t  if  the r e  is  a  Go d ,  wh y  isn’ t  it  ob v i o u s  to  thi s  Go d  tha t  if  he  wo u l d  jus t  sh o w  him s e l f ,  gi v e  
us  a  si g n,   at h e i s m  wo u l d  go  aw a y?   Fr o m  an  en g i n e e r i n g  poi n t  of  vi e w ,  it  is  a  de s i g n  iss u e .  
Go d  has  no  Go d .   Re p e a t :  Go d  has  no  Go d .   Th i s  me a n s ,  tha t  if  Go d  is  to  cr e a t e  us  in  Go d’ s  
ow n  ima g e ,  we  hav e  to  be  Go d l e s s ,  lik e  Go d .   It  is  ou r  sen s e  of  Go d l e s s n e s s  tha t  gi v e s  us  the  
fre e d o m  to  ma k e  cho i c e s  tha t  we  wo u l d  no t  ma k e  if  Go d  we r e  sta n d i n g ,  loo k i n g  ove r  ou r  
sho u l d e r .

       (In the  Ga r d e n  of  Ed e n ,  Go d  go e s  for  a  wa l k — g o e s  ou t  of  si g h t- - gi v i n g  Ad a m  an d  Ev e  the  
fre e d o m    to    si n.   [Gen.  3:8])  Go d ’ s   go a l  is  tha t  al l  of  cr e a t i o n  ob t a i n  “the  gl o r i o u s  libe r t y  of  the  
ch i l d r e n  of  G o d .”    
(Rom.  8:2 1)   We  are  be i n g  mo v e d  tow a r d  fre e d o m ,  fre e d o m  fro m  the  si n f u l  law s  of  the  fle s h  of  
the  ol d  Ad a m ,  an d  tow a r d  the  go d l y  fre e d o m  of  Ch r i s t .   “For  fre e d o m  Ch r i s t  ha s  se t  us  fre e.”  
(Gal.  5: 1)
   So  we  ha v e  fre e d o m  fro m  Go d  in  ord e r  to  be  tes t e d :  wi l l  we  us e  ou r  fre e d o m  for  si n,  or  for  
go d l y  liv i n g?   Th e  pa r a b l e  in  wh i c h  a  lan d  ow n e r  bu i l d s  a  vi n e y a r d ,  an d  let s  it  ou t  to  ten a n t s ,  is  
a  cr e a t i o n  pa r a b l e .  ( Mt.  21:33- 41)  Th e  ten a n t s ,  al l  of  us,  are  bei n g  tes t e d ,  we  ar e  on  tri a l .  
Af t e r  “the  sy s t e m ”  is  se t  up,  the  bu i l d e r  an d  ow n e r  lea v e s  tow n .   Th i s  is  wh a t  I ca l l  “The  
Pa r a b l e  of  the  O u t  of  To w n  Go d .”
Ev e r y o n e  is  ki n d  of  pl a c i n g  be t s  tha t  the  ow n e r  wi l l  ne v e r  com e  ba c k .   Je s u s  sa y s  thi s  is  a  ba d  
be t.
   Bu t  the  ot h e r  si d e  of  the  st o r y  is  thi s:  af t e r  Je s u s  com e s  ba c k  to  jud g e  the  ea r t h ,  the  ga m e  is  
ove r ,  the  tes t  is  ov e r ,  fai t h  is  no  lon g e r  ne c e s s a r y .   Th e  hi d d e n  Go d  wi l l  be  rev e a l e d .   An d  al s o ,  
the  hi d d e n  inn e r  pe r s o n  of  eve r y  on e  of  us  wi l l  be  rev e a l e d .   Th e  Da y  of  Jud g m e n t  wi l l  be  
Ide n t i t y  Da y ,  Go d’ s  ide n t i t y ,  an d  ou r s .
   If  G o d  do e s  no t  wa n t  to  com e  bac k  rig h t  aw a y ,  an d  rui n  the  “tes t,”  br i n g i n g  it  to  an  en d ,  wh a t  
ar e  G o d ’ s  ch o i c e s?   He  can  sen d  se r v a n t s ,  wh o  de m a n d  tha t  the  ren t  be  pa i d .   He  eve n  go e s  
to  the  de s p e r a t e  me a s u r e  of  se n d i n g  hi s  So n  to  co l l e c t  the  re n t — a n d  the  ten a n t s  kil l  the  So n .   
   Is  tha t  the  las t  st r a w?   Ap p a r e n t l y  no t,  for  he r e  we  are ,  2000  ye a r s  lat e r ,  an d  no  Se c o n d  
Com i n g ,  no  fina l  on c e  an d  for  al l  rev e l a t i o n  of  Di v i n e  Ide n t i t y .   
   Is  Go d ’ s  on l y  cho i c e  to  ha n g  ou t  inv i s i b l y  in  hi s  he a v e n l y  wo r l d ,  wa t c h i n g  the  wo r l d  si n  as  if  
the r e  we r e  no  Go d ,  ha v i n g  al r e a d y  do n e  al l  tha t  co u l d  be  do n e  to  br i n g  the  ten a n t s  to  
re p e n t a n c e ?   Wh a t  if?
W h a t  if  Go d  we r e  to  ha v e  hi s  he a v e n l y  an g e l s  fly  in  ou r  sk i e s ,  pl a y  ca t  an d  mo u s e  wi t h  the  
mi l i t a r y  jet s  of  the  wo r l d ,  ma k i n g  sp o r t  of  the  pow e r s  of  the  wo r l d  the  wa y  Go d  ma d e  spo r t  of  
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Ph a r a o h  in  Eg y p t?         (Ex.  10:2)  Wo u l d  the  G o d  of  Je s u s  Ch r i s t  do  thi s,  the  Ou t  of  To w n  
Go d ,  ho p i n g  tha t  hi s  rem n a n t  ch u r c h   in  the  vi n e y a r d ,  tho s e  ho p i n g  for  si g n s  of  hi s  an g e l s ,  
wo u l d  rec o g n i z e  the s e  si g n s ,  an d  cry  ou t?    Th a t   wo u l d  ke e p  the  tes t  go i n g ,  kee p  Go d’ s  ga m e  
go i n g ,  Go d  cou l d  be  rev e a l e d ,  an d  st a y  hi d d e n  at  the  sam e  tim e.   Pe o p l e  co u l d  be  ca l l e d  to  
be l i e v e ,  wi t h o u t  pr o o f ,  be l i e v e  be c a u s e  the y  bel i e v e d  in  a  Go d  wh o  so  lov e d  the  wo r l d .   Go d’ s  
ha r v e s t  wo u l d  inc r e a s e ,  if  the  ch u r c h  ca l l e d  ou t  cl e a r l y  to  the  wo r l d .   
   Th a t  is  wh a t  I wo n d e r e d ,  as  I wr o t e  Th e  Bi b l e  an d  Fl y i n g  Sa u c e r s .  I am  st i l l  wo n d e r i n g ,  an d  I 
am  st i l l  am a z e d  tha t  UF O s  are  sti l l  the r e ,  pe o p l e  al l  ov e r  the  wo r l d  kn o w  ab o u t  UF O s ,  bu t  the  
Ch r i s t i a n  wo r l d  is  mo s t l y  sil e n t ,  ex c e p t  for  tho s e  wh o  po i n t  at  the  UF O s  an d  sho u t ,  “Dem o n s .”  
Or  tha t  Ba r r y  Do w n i n g  is  a  wo l f  in  she e p ’ s  cl o t h i n g .  W h a t  if  we  ar e  in  a  si t u a t i o n  lik e  tha t  in  
Ac t s  ch a p t e r  2,  wh e r e  the  Ho l y  Sp i r i t  cam e  up o n  the  di s c i p l e s .   Th e  wi t n e s s i n g  cr o w d  tho u g h t  
the  di s c i p l e s  we r e  dru n k .   Pe t e r  ha d  to  res p o n d ,  “You  hav e  m i s i d e n t i f i e d  the  ph e n o m e n o n . ”  
W h a t  if  the  mo d e r n  chu r c h  sho u l d  be  sa y i n g  to  the  wo r l d ,  “The s e  are  no t  jus t  a  bu n c h  of  al i e n s  
fro m  sp a c e  as  yo u  thi n k ,  the s e  are  the  an g e l s  of  G o d .”
   
GOD’S SELF  REVELATION PROCESS

   Ho w  do  we  co n v i n c e  the  wo r l d  Go d  ex i s t s?   It  is  no t  tha t  ea s y .   W h e n  we  sa y  “you  ha v e  to  
ha v e  fai t h”  mu c h  of  ou r  sc i e n t i f i c  wo r l d  jus t  lau g h s .   Th e  Ap o s t l e  Pa u l  be l i e v e d   the  ve r y  
ex i s t e n c e  of  cr e a t i o n  wa s  en o u g h  to  pro v e  Go d  ex i s t s .   “For  wh a t  can  be  kno w n  ab o u t  Go d  is  
pl a i n  to  the m ,  be c a u s e  Go d  ha s  sho w n  it  to  the m .   Ev e r  si n c e  the  cr e a t i o n  of  the  wo r l d  hi s  
inv i s i b l e  na t u r e ,  na m e l y ,  hi s  et e r n a l  pow e r  an d  de i t y ,  ha s  be e n  cl e a r l y  pe r c e i v e d  in  the  thi n g s  
tha t  ha v e  be e n  ma d e .   So  the y  ar e  wi t h o u t  ex c u s e .”
(Rom.  1: 1 9 , 2 0)   Ma y b e  the r e  is  no  ex c u s e  for  at h e i s m ,  bu t  the r e  is  a  lot  of  it,  an d  in  Pa u l ’ s  
tim e,  ido l a t r y  too.   Th e  pa i n  of  see k i n g  af t e r  an  inv i s i b l e  Go d  is  too  ha r d  for  m a n y ,  so  the y  
cr e a t e  ido l s  of  wo o d ,  st o n e ,  si l v e r ,  go l d .   Fo r  Pa u l ,  it  is  ab s u r d  tha t  hum a n s  wo u l d  wo r s h i p  a  
go d  the y  ma d e  wi t h  the i r  ow n  ha n d s .   Bu t  thi s  ha s  be e n  hum a n  hi s t o r y .   W e  mo d e r n  pe o p l e  
sup p o s e  we  do  no t  be l i e v e  in  wo r s h i p p i n g  ido l s,  of  co u r s e ,  bu t  how  ab o u t  mo n e y?   Or  
tec h n o l o g y ?   Or  fam e?   Or  mi l i t a r y  we a p o n s ?   We  liv e  in  a  wo r l d  wh e r e  Go d  is  a  no n- pow e r .  
Th e  He b r e w  roo t  for  Go d  is  el , m e a n i n g  pow e r .   Ou r  cu l t u r e  ha s  lon g  st o p p e d  be l i e v i n g  the  
Go d  of  the  Bi b l e  is  a  Go d  of  po w e r .   Co n c e r n i n g  Ch r i s t ,  Sc r i p t u r e  sa y s  “all  th i n g s  we r e  ma d e  
thr o u g h  hi m .”  (Jn.  1:3)  Ou r  cu l t u r e  be l i e v e s  in  a  bi g  ba n g ,  bu t  the  on e  wh o  lit  the  fus e  is  ou t  of  
tow n .  
   Th e o l o g i a n s  lik e  Ka r l  Ba r t h  ha v e  de c l a r e d  the i r  sk e p t i c i s m  ab o u t  Pa u l ’ s  ar g u m e n t  tha t  the  
na t u r e  of  Go d  is  “obv i o u s”  fro m  loo k i n g  at  cr e a t i o n  al o n e ,  ap a r t  fro m  Go d ’ s  W o r d .   Fa l l e n  
hu m a n i t y  can n o t  “see”  Go d  fro m  na t u r e  al o n e ,  ap a r t  fro m  gr a c e ,  an d  ou r  mo d e r n  sc i e n t i f i c  
at h e i s t s  ten d  to  co n f i r m  thi s  vi e w  of  Ba r t h .    [Kar l  Ba r t h ,  Ch u r c h  Do g m a t i c s , tra n s .   by  G.W.  
Br o m l e y  an d  T.F.  To r r a n c e ,  Vo l .  IV,  Pa r t  1,  (T &  T.  Cl a r k),  p.  394,  483.]    Al t h o u g h  Je s u s  wo u l d  
rem a r k  ab o u t  the  be a u t y  of  the  lil i e s  of  the  fie l d,  an d  we  tak e  com f o r t  fro m  the  
na t u r e/h u m a n/ d i v i n e  pa r t n e r s h i p  imp l i e d  in  Ps a l m  23,  “The  Lo r d  is  m y  she p h e r d ,”  
ne v e r t h e l e s s ,  the r e  ar e  wo l v e s ,  an d  the r e  are  she e p ,  thi s  is  al l  pa r t  of  na t u r e .  Th e r e  is  
som e t h i n g  ev i l  in  cr e a t i o n ,  vi o l e n t ,  a  ki n d  of  fu t i l i t y  tha t  lea d s  to  de a t h .  (Rom.  18:2 1)
   If  we  ca n n o t  kn o w  mu c h  ab o u t  Go d  fro m  cre a t i o n ,  wh a t  is  lef t?   We  ca n  kn o w  Go d  thr o u g h  
the  hi s t o r y  of  Go d’ s  ch o s e n  pe o p l e — A b r a h a m ,  Isa a c ,  Ja c o b ,  Jo s e p h ,  Mo s e s ,  Da v i d- - on  to  
tha t  ul t i m a t e  rev e l a t i o n  wh e n  Go d ’ s  W o r d  tak e s  on  hum a n  fle s h  in  Je s u s .   “He  wh o  ha s  see n  
me  has  se e n  the  Fa t h e r .”  (Jn.  14:9)
   No w  for  us  the  Bi b l e  tak e s  cen t e r  st a g e ,   si n c e  Ch r i s t  ha s  as c e n d e d  int o  he a v e n ,  we  no w  
ha v e  no  vi s i b l e  for m  of  Go d .   In  Tr i n i t a r i a n  ter m s ,  Go d  the  Fa t h e r  ha s  al w a y s  be e n  inv i s i b l e .  
(Jn.  1: 1 8)  Je s u s  now  si t s,  inv i s i b l y  to  us,  on  the  rig h t  ha n d  of  G o d .   (Acts  2:32-36)  Th e  ch u r c h  
no w  liv e s  un d e r  the  pow e r  of  the  ma i n l y  inv i s i b l e  pr e s e n c e  of  the  Ho l y  Sp i r i t .  (Acts  2: 1- 21,  Jn.  
20:  22,  23)
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   In  ad d i t i o n  to  the  Ho l y  Sp i r i t ,  the  Ch u r c h  ha s  the  Bi b l e ,   a  rec o r d  of  cl o s e  en c o u n t e r s  wi t h  the  
Di v i n e ,  as  we  now  ha v e  rec o r d s  of  cl o s e  en c o u n t e r s  wi t h  UF O s .    I be l i e v e  we  ne e d  to  pa y  
cl o s e  at t e n t i o n  to  st o r i e s  of  bi b l i c a l  en c o u n t e r s  wi t h  Go d ,  wi t h  Go d’ s  an g e l s ,  an d  wi t h  Ch r i s t .  
W e  ne e d  to  pa y  at t e n t i o n  to  str a n g e  thi n g s  in  the  sky  rep o r t e d  in  the  Bi b l e  tha t  see m  to  be  
con n e c t e d  to  the  an g e l s .  
   Ab r a h a m  is  the  fou n d i n g  fa t h e r  of  the  Jew i s h  pe o p l e ,  an d  the  st o r y  is  tol d  con c e r n i n g  ho w  
hi s  son  Isa a c  be c o m e s  hi s  he i r  in  Ge n e s i s  cha p t e r  18.   Th e  Lo r d  ap p e a r s  to  Ab r a h a m — i n  the  
for m  of  thr e e  me n .   Th e y  ar e  str a n g e r s  to  hi m,  bu t  as  a  go o d  Mi d d l e  Ea s t  ho s t ,  Ab r a h a m  
inv i t e s  the m  to  di n n e r .   Th e y  se e m  ver y  hum a n .
   La t e r ,  af t e r  a  st r a n g e  se r i e s  of  pr e d i c t i o n s  tha t  com e  tru e,  Ab r a h a m  com e s  to  un d e r s t a n d  
the i r  di v i n e  na t u r e .   W h a t  se e m s  cl e a r  he r e  is  tha t  the  bi b l i c a l  pe o p l e  be l i e v e d  in  an  an g e l i c  
re a l i t y  tha t  ap p e a r e d  ve r y  hu m a n .   Th i s  me n t a l i t y  con t r i b u t e d  to  the  pa s s a g e  in  the  Ne w  
Te s t a m e n t ,  “Do  no t  ne g l e c t  to  sho w  ho s p i t a l i t y  to  al i e n s ,  for  the r e b y  som e  hav e  en t e r t a i n e d  
an g e l s  un a w a r e s .”  (Heb.  13:2)  If  an g e l s  we n t  ar o u n d  we a r i n g  a  se t  of  wi n g s ,  the y  wo u l d  
ha r d l y  ca t c h  us  un a w a r e s .  
   On  Oc t o b e r  20,  2008   an  MS N B C  he a d l i n e  sa i d ,  “U.S.  Pi l o t  Or d e r e d  to  Sh o o t  Do w n  UF O .”  
Re t i r e d  pi l o t  M i l t o n  To r r e s  con f i r m e d  he  wa s  the  pi l o t  tha t  wa s  gi v e n  the  ord e r  to  sh o o t  do w n  a  
UF O  in  1957  in  a  Br i t i s h  M i n i s t r y  of  De f e n s e  rel e a s e .   He  did  no t  ge t  to  pu l l  the  tri g g e r  on  hi s  
de a d l y  roc k e t s ,  be c a u s e  the  UF O  sud d e n l y  fle w  aw a y .    If  UF O s  ca r r y  the  an g e l s  of  Go d ,  thi s  
is  no t  a  ni c e  wa y  to  we l c o m e  the m ,  as  the  Bi b l e  com m a n d s .   If  UF O s  ar e  dem o n s ,  as  som e  
Ch r i s t i a n s  ha v e  arg u e d ,  the n  pe r h a p s   Ai r  Fo r c e  pi l o t s  ar e  the  go o d  gu y s ,   gu n n i n g  do w n  the  
ba d  gu y s .    Th e  UF O  flew  aw a y  qu i c k l y .   W h a t  do e s  thi s  me a n?   Th a t  the  de m o n s  are  too  
sm a r t  for  ou r  tec h n o l o g y ?   Or  tha t  the  an g e l s  of  Go d  are  ma k i n g  sp o r t  of  Am e r i c a ,  as  the y  
ma d e  spo r t  of  Ph a r a o h ?   (And  pe r h a p s  ma k i n g  sp o r t  of  an  un b e l i e v i n g  chu r c h .)
   An y  Ch r i s t i a n  wh o  be l i e v e s  UF O s  are  re a l  is  fac e d  wi t h  a  se r i o u s  ide n t i t y  cho i c e .   W h a t  do  
me n  sa y  UF O s  ar e?   Wh a t  do  yo u  sa y  UF O s  ar e?   La b e l i n g  the  st r a n g e ,  the  al i e n ,  the  
un k n o w n  as  dem o n i c  is  ris k y .   So m e  of  the  pe o p l e  wh o  he a r d  Je s u s  tal k  sa i d ,  “he  ha s  a  
de m o n ,  an d  he  is  ma d ;  wh y  lis t e n  to  hi m?”  (Jn.  10:20)  I thi n k  we  co u l d  al l  ag r e e  it  is  im p o r t a n t  
to  kn o w  the  di f f e r e n c e  be t w e e n  a  de m o n  an d  Ch r i s t ;   I wo u l d  ad d ,  to  kno w  the  di f f e r e n c e  
be t w e e n  dem o n s  an d  the  an g e l s  of  Go d .  
   Th e  inv i s i b i l i t y  of  Go d  se e m s  to  ha v e  two  roo t s ,  the  fir s t  ha v i n g  be e n  al r e a d y  me n t i o n e d .  
Si n c e  G o d  is  Go d l e s s ,  to  ma k e  us  in  G o d ’ s  ima g e ,  we  ne e d  to  exp e r i e n c e  Go d l e s s n e s s ,  
the r e f o r e  we  ha v e  an  Ou t  of  To w n  Go d .    Th e  se c o n d  is  tha t  G o d  is  da n g e r o u s  to  hu m a n s .  
W e  ca n n o t  be  in  G o d ’ s  pre s e n c e  an d  liv e.   Th e o l o g i c a l l y  it  is  as  if  the  ho l i n e s s  of  G o d ,  the  
gl o r y  of  Go d ,  is  too  mu c h  for  us  to  wi t h s t a n d .   Go d  hi d e s  be h i n d  a  sc r e e n ,  to  sh a d e  ou r  eye s  
fro m  hi s  gl o r y .   W e  ca n  onl y  see  Go d  now  thr o u g h  su n  gla s s e s ,  or  in  a  “mir r o r”  di m l y .  (1 Co r .  
13: 1 2)   Du r i n g  the  Ex o d u s ,  Mo s e s  as k s  to  see  the  fac e  of  Go d ,  an d  is  tol d  “man  sh a l l  no t  se e  
me  an d  liv e.”    (Ex.  33:20)  Go d  hi d e s  Mo s e s  in  the  cl e f t  of  a  roc k ,  an d  is  al l o w e d  on l y  to  se e  
the  ba c k  si d e  of  Go d .
     I ha v e  sen s e d  a  si m i l a r  pr i n c i p l e  at  wo r k  in  ou r  mo d e r n  UF O  en c o u n t e r s .   UF O s  hav e  no t  
lan d e d  on  the  W h i t e  Ho u s e  law n  an d  sa i d ,  “Tak e  me  to  you r  lea d e r .”   Ma n y  UF O  rep o r t s  
ind i c a t e  tha t  the  bei n g s  in  the  UF O s  ar e  ca r e f u l  ab o u t  “too  mu c h  ex p o s u r e ”  to  hum a n s .   I ha v e  
rem a r k e d  on  thi s  bi b l i c a l  pa r a l l e l  in  my  ar t i c l e  “The  Ro c k  of  Ag e s  Pr i n c i p l e .”  (MU F O N  UF O  
Jou r n a l , M a y  1990)  Ev e n  fro m  a  sc i e n t i f i c  po i n t  of  vi e w ,  som e  hav e  arg u e d  tha t  if  a  su p e r i o r  
ex t r a t e r r e s t r i a l  cu l t u r e  we r e  to  lan d  op e n l y ,  the  sho c k  wo u l d  de s t r o y  ou r  cu l t u r e .   (See  the  
int e r n e t  ar t i c l e  at  St r o n g  De l u s i o n  by  Gl e n n  Go u l d ,  “UFO s  an d  the  ‘Po s t- Di s c l o s u r e  
W o r l d v i e w . ’”)  Je s u s  fre q u e n t l y  tau g h t  con c e r n i n g  “the  ki n g d o m  of  he a v e n ,”  esp e c i a l l y  in  hi s  
pa r a b l e s .   W e  do  no t  kn o w  wh e r e  he a v e n  is,  or  ex a c t l y  wh a t  the  ki n g d o m  of  the  an g e l s  is  lik e,  
bu t  we  ma y  sup p o s e  tha t  in  som e  se n s e ,  the  ki n g d o m  of  he a v e n  ne e d s  to  rem a i n  hi d d e n  fro m  
us  for  ou r  ow n  sa f e t y .    
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THE GOD WHO IS  WHO HE IS

   On e  of  the  mo s t  cri t i c a l  di v i n e  en c o u n t e r s  in  the  Bi b l e  is  the  st o r y  of  Mo s e s  an d  the  Bu r n i n g  
Bu s h .     Mo s e s  is  wa t c h i n g  hi s  she e p  wh e n   “the  an g e l  of  the  Lo r d  ap p e a r e d  to  hi m  in  a  flam e  
of  fir e  ou t  of  the  mi d s t  of  a  bu s h ;  an d  he  loo k e d ,  an d  lo,  the  bu s h  wa s  bu r n i n g ,  ye t  it  wa s  no t  
con s u m e d . ”  Mo s e s  sto p p e d  to  se e  the  si g h t ,  an d  “God  ca l l e d  to  hi m  ou t  of  the  bu s h .”  (Ex.  
3:2-4)
   Go d  cal l s  Mo s e s  to  go  ba c k  to  Eg y p t  to  con f r o n t  Ph a r a o h ,  an d  be g i n  the  Ex o d u s  pro c e s s .  
Du r i n g  thi s  di v i n e  en c o u n t e r  M o s e s  sa y s  to  Go d  (or the  an g e l  of  Go d),  tha t  if  he  go e s  ba c k  to  
hi s  pe o p l e  an d  sa y s  he  ha s  me t  G o d ,  the y  wi l l  as k  hi m,  “Wha t  is  hi s  na m e?”  (Ex.  3: 1 3), an d  
the  res p o n s e  of  Go d  is  “I am  wh o  I am.”  (Ex.  3: 1 4)  I lik e  to  pu t  thi s  int o  the  fu t u r e  ten s e ,  “I wi l l  
be  wh o  I wi l l  be.”   Wh a t  is  be i n g  af f i r m e d  he r e  is  bo t h  the  pow e r  an d  fre e d o m  of  Go d .   Th e  
po w e r  of  G o d  wi l l  be  exh i b i t e d  wi t h  ma n y  si g n s  thr o u g h  the  Ex o d u s ,  inc l u d i n g  the  pa r t i n g  of  
the  Re d  Se a .   Th e  fre e d o m  of  Go d  wi l l  be  ill u s t r a t e d  in  ma n y  wa y s ,  inc l u d i n g  the  ki n d  of  “give  
an d  tak e”  tha t  we  se e  be t w e e n  Go d  an d  Mo s e s  du r i n g  the  Ex o d u s ,  an d  be t w e e n  Mo s e s  an d  
the  tri b e s  of  Is r a e l .   
   We  al s o  se e  Go d ’ s  de t e r m i n a t i o n  to  gi v e  to  hi s  cho s e n  pe o p l e  hi s  ow n  fre e d o m  fro m  sla v e r y ,  
hi s  ac t  of  lov e  is  to  ma k e  hi s  ch i l d r e n  in  hi s  ow n  ima g e ,  “We  wi l l  be  wh o  we  wi l l  be.”   Th i s  no t e  
is  sou n d e d  cl e a r l y  in  the  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t ,  wi t h  the  pro m i s e  tha t  Ch r i s t  is  ou r  ul t i m a t e  fre e d o m  
gi v e r ,  “For  fre e d o m  Ch r i s t  ha s  se t  us  fre e.”  (Gal.  5: 1)
   I ha v e  al r e a d y  wr i t t e n  ab o u t  the  di f f e r e n t  lev e l s  of  ide n t i t y  tha t  we  hu m a n s  sh a r e — I  lis t e d  fiv e  
ab o v e ,  the r e  ma y  be  mo r e .   Ho w  ma n y  lay e r s  of  ide n t i t y  ar e  pa r t  of  G o d ’ s  bei n g?   An d  ho w  do  
we  use  the  Bi b l e  to  int e r p r e t  the s e  lay e r s?   
   No w h e r e  in  the  Bu r n i n g  Bu s h  (and  Ta l k i n g  Bu s h)  sto r y  do e s  it  sa y  tha t  M o s e s  saw  the  fac e  
of  Go d ,  or  an y  fac e.   Wh a t  wa s  see n  wa s  a  bu r n i n g  bu s h .   Wh a t  wa s  he a r d  wa s  the  vo i c e  of  
Go d ,  or  of  an  an g e l  of  Go d  sp e a k i n g  for  Go d ,  as  Ch r i s t  on  ea r t h  spo k e  for  Go d .   As  Go d  the  
Fa t h e r ,  So n  an d  Ho l y  Sp i r i t  re p r e s e n t  di f f e r e n t  “lev e l s  of  ide n t i t y”  of  on e  Go d ,  so  in  the  Bu r n i n g  
Bu s h  en c o u n t e r ,  wh a t  is  the  lev e l  of  Di v i n e  Ide n t i t y  tha t  m e e t s  Mo s e s?   I am  no t  su r e .   In  on e  
sen s e ,  the  Go d  wh o  me e t s  Mo s e s ,  the  Go d  of  the  Ex o d u s ,  see m s  to  fun c t i o n  the o l o g i c a l l y  as  
the  “God  an d  Fa t h e r  of  ou r  Lo r d  Je s u s  Ch r i s t .”   An d  thi s  ma y  be  the  sam e  “lev e l  of  Di v i n e  
Ide n t i t y”  as  the  vo i c e  of  Go d  at  the  Ba p t i s m  an d  Tr a n s f i g u r a t i o n  of  Je s u s .   (Mt.  3: 1 7;  17:5) Th i s  
rev e l a t i o n  vo i c e  be c o m e s  the  vo i c e  of  Je s u s  in  Ac t s  9:5.
   Bu t  at  the  sam e  tim e,  we  eve n t u a l l y  di s c o v e r  tha t  the  Di v i n e  Pr e s e n c e  of  the  Ex o d u s  is  
foc u s e d  in  “the  pi l l a r  of  cl o u d  by  da y,  an d  pi l l a r  of  fir e  by  ni g h t .”  (Ex.  13:2 1 , 2 2)  Th i s  ob j e c t  tha t  
wa s  cl o u d- lik e  in  the  da y,  an d  gl o w e d  in  the  da r k ,  I ca l l  the  ma i n  UF O  of  the  Ex o d u s .   It  
be c a m e  the  ma i n  si g n  of  di v i n e  pr e s e n c e .   Th i s  pre s e n c e  is  ca l l e d  ma n y  thi n g s  du r i n g  the  
Ex o d u s ,  inc l u d i n g  the  an g e l  of  Go d ,  the  Lo r d ,  or  jus t  “the  cl o u d ,”  or  the  “Pre s e n c e ”  of  Go d .  
W h a t  is  the  rel a t i o n  be t w e e n  the  ul t i m a t e  Go d  of  the  un i v e r s e ,  an d  thi s  Ex o d u s  UF O?   Ar e  we  
to  su p p o s e  it  is  Go d  in  hi s  Ul t i m a t e  Be i n g ,  hi s  Ul t i m a t e  Ide n t i t y?   I do  no t  thi n k  so,  for  tha t  
wo u l d  con f i n e  Go d  to  a  ver y  spe c i f i c  for m ,  it  wo u l d  be  lik e  con f i n i n g  G o d  to  a  sem i- gr a v e n  
im a g e .   He  wo u l d  no t  be  ab l e  to  “be  wh a t  he  wi l l  be.”
      By  the  tim e  we  ge t  to  the  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t ,  it  see m s  cl e a r  tha t  the  bi b l i c a l  pe o p l e  di d  no t  
thi n k  Go d  wa s  co n f i n e d  to  the  Bu r n i n g  Bu s h  in  an y  ul t i m a t e  se n s e .   Wh e n  St e p h e n  wa s  
ma k i n g  hi s  las t  spe e c h  be f o r e  be i n g  st o n e d ,  he  sa i d ,  “Thi s  Mo s e s  wh o m  the y  re f u s e d ,  sa y i n g  
‘Wh o  ma d e  you  a  rul e r  an d  a  jud g e?’   Go d  se n t  as  bo t h  rul e r  an d  de l i v e r e r  by  the  ha n d  of  the  
an g e l  tha t  ap p e a r e d  to  hi m  in  the  bu s h .”  (Acts  7:35)  Th e  Go d  of  the  Bi b l e  de l e g a t e s .   In  a  
sen s e  Go d  del e g a t e d  the  tas k  of  Ex o d u s  lea d e r s h i p  to  Mo s e s ,  wh o  de l e g a t e d  the  pr e s s  
se c r e t a r y  po s i t i o n  to  hi s  br o t h e r  Aa r o n .   Th e  As c e n s i o n  of  Je s u s  de l e g a t e s  to  the  ch u r c h  the  
tas k  of  rep r e s e n t i n g  an d  spe a k i n g  for  Je s u s  on  ea r t h .   (Mt.  28: 1 8- 20)   I be l i e v e  on e  re a s o n  
Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s  (like  Ga r y  Ba t e s ,  Cl i f f o r d  Wi l s o n ,  Joh n  W e l d o n)  ha v e  be e n  cri t i c a l  of  
my  wo r k  is  tha t  the y  ha v e  no t  tak e n  se r i o u s l y  en o u g h  the  Go d  wh o  del e g a t e s ,   the  Go d  wh o  is  
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On e ,  bu t  wh o  ha s  se v e r a l  lay e r s  of  ide n t i t y .   M y  sen s e  is  tha t  wh e n e v e r  we  hav e  a  rep o r t  of  
Go d  bei n g  vi s i b l e ,  we  ar e  de a l i n g  wi t h  som e  for m  of  an g e l s  (mes s e n g e r s)  wh o  ser v e  as  Go d’ s  
cl o t h i n g ,  hi s  ou t e r  ide n t i t y .    Wh e n  the  W o r d  be c a m e  fle s h ,  ou t w a r d  ide n t i t y  an d  inw a r d  ide n t i t y  
be c a m e  kno w n  in  a  rad i c a l  ne w  wa y .    Gi v e n  the  ea r l i e r  st r e s s  in  Ol d  Te s t a m e n t  sc r i p t u r e  tha t  
Go d  is  hi d d e n ,  an d  ne e d s  to  be  hi d d e n  for  ou r  sa k e ,  it  is  no t  su r p r i s i n g  tha t  m a n y  wo u l d  fin d  it  
sc a n d a l o u s  tha t  Je s u s  wo u l d  cl a i m  to  be  Go d  in  hu m a n  for m .   Su r p r i s i n g ,  bu t  on l y  if  we  for g e t  
the  rad i c a l  fre e d o m  of  G o d  to  “be  wh a t  I wi l l  be.”   In  Ol d  Te s t a m e n t  thi n k i n g ,  the  Ta b e r n a c l e  
wa s  bu i l t  wi t h  the  “Hol y  of  Ho l i e s”  onl y  ac c e s s i b l e  to  the  Hi g h  Pr i e s t ,  on c e  a  yea r .   Bu t  the  
com i n g  of  Ch r i s t  is  ou r  as s u r a n c e  tha t  he  is  the  new  Hi g h  Pr i e s t  tha t  ha s  ma d e  an  et e r n a l  
at o n e m e n t  for  us.   (Heb.  9: 1- 15)  Wh a t  thi s  me a n s  is,  the  Inn e r  Ide n t i t y  of  G o d  is  be i n g  ma d e  
mo r e  an d  mo r e  ac c e s s i b l e  to  us.   Bu t  we  wi l l  on l y  com e  int o  the  pe r f e c t  ten t ,  an d  int o  Go d ’ s  
inn e r  pr e s e n c e ,   wh e n  ou r  ten t  (bod y)wi l l  be  on e  no t  ma d e  wi t h  ha n d s .  (Heb.  9: 1 1)
   Wh a t  thi s  si g n i f i e s  to  me  is  we  sti l l  liv e  in  the  ag e  wh e n  the  an g e l s  se r v e  as  me d i a t o r s  for  
Go d ,  al o n g  wi t h  the  Ho l y  Sp i r i t ,  an d  the r e f o r e ,  al o n g  wi t h  ou r s e l v e s  as  the  chu r c h  se r v i n g  as  
an g e l s  (mes s e n g e r s)  of  the  go s p e l .   Th a t  do e s  no t  me a n  tha t  UF O s  mi g h t  no t  be  dem o n s .   Bu t  
it  do e s  me a n  tha t  the  chu r c h  sho u l d  loo k  for  si g n s  of  an g e l i c  pr e s e n c e ,   an d  if  we  se e  tho s e  
si g n s ,  it  is  ou r  du t y  to  an n o u n c e  the s e  si g n s  to  the  wo r l d .   Th a t  is  wh a t  I ha v e  be e n  try i n g  to  
do,  for  for t y  yea r s .   

SATAN, THE DEVIL, DEMONS, FALLEN  ANGELS, AND THE POWER OF GOD

   Lib e r a l  Ch r i s t i a n s  ha v e  al l  bu t  ign o r e d  the  ch a l l e n g e  tha t  UF O s  pre s e n t  to  the  Ch u r c h .   Te d  
Pe t e r s ,  wh o  is  al s o  a  the o l o g i c a l  con s u l t a n t  to  M U F O N  as  I am,  au t h o r e d  the  bo o k  UF O s :  
Go d’ s  Ch a r i o t s?   So  far  as  I kn o w ,  he  is  the  on l y  “libe r a l”  the o l o g i a n  to  wo n d e r  ab o u t  UF O s  
an d  the o l o g y ,  an d  he  do e s  no t  tak e  a  po s i t i o n  on  the  re a l i t y  of  UF O s .   Ro m a n  Ca t h o l i c  
the o l o g i a n  Co r r a d o  Ba l d u c c i  ha s  go n e  on  rec o r d  sa y i n g  he  bel i e v e s  UF O s  ar e  rea l ,  bu t  the y  
be l o n g  to  the  rea l m  of  the  “nat u r a l ,”  as  op p o s e d  to  the  “sup e r n a t u r a l .”  Th u s  for  hi m  UF O s   are  
no  se r i o u s  cha l l e n g e  to  the  ch u r c h .   (See  Ba r r y  Do w n i n g ,  “The  Ba l d u c c i  In t e r v i e w  an d  
Re l i g i o u s  Ce r t a i n t y ,”  MU F O N  UF O  Jo u r n a l , Se p t e m b e r  1998 ,  p.  16  ff.) Ne i t h e r  Pe t e r s  no r  
Ba l d u c c i  ar e  lik e l y  to  tak e  se r i o u s l y  my  arg u m e n t  tha t  the  pi l l a r  of  cl o u d  an d  fi r e  wa s  a  UF O  
tha t  use d  its  pr o p u l s i o n  to  pa r t  the  Re d  Se a .   
     My  ar g u m e n t s  ha v e  be e n  se r i o u s l y  co n s i d e r e d  by  tho s e  wh o  be l i e v e  UF O s  are  som e  ki n d  
of  ad v a n c e d  tec h n o l o g y ,  su c h  as  MU F O N  res e a r c h e r s ,  an d  al s o  tho s e  wh o  be l o n g  to  the  
“Anc i e n t  As t r o n a u t ”  res e a r c h  gro u p ,  su c h  as  Er i c  von  Da n i k e n .   Th i s  gro u p ,  of  co u r s e ,  is  
inc l i n e d  to  di s m i s s  the  an g e l s  in  the  Bi b l e  as  “anc i e n t  as t r o n a u t s ,”  ha v i n g  no  con n e c t i o n  to  
Go d ,  bu t  ra t h e r  se e  the m  as  jus t  a  bu n c h  of  al i e n s  wh o  we r e  mi s t a k e n l y  wo r s h i p p e d  as  go d s  
by  pr i m i t i v e  pe o p l e  wh o  did  no t  kno w  be t t e r :  the r e f o r e  the  tit l e  to  von  Da n i k e n ’ s  bo o k ,  Ch a r i o t s  
of  the  Go d s?    Ma n y  Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s  se e  me  in  the  vo n  Da n i k e n  cam p ,  an d  the r e f o r e  
sup p o s e  I am  da n g e r o u s  to  the  Ch r i s t i a n  fai t h.   
   Al t h o u g h  I ha v e  arg u e d  tha t  UF O s  ma y  car r y  the  an g e l s  of  G o d ,  an d  tha t  the  an g e l s  ma y  
use  ad v a n c e d  tec h n o l o g y ,  se e k i n g  to  be  fai t h f u l  to  Sc r i p t u r e  in  the  pr o c e s s ,  Co n s e r v a t i v e  
Ch r i s t i a n s  by  an d  lar g e  ha v e  ei t h e r  ign o r e d  my  wo r k ,  or  rej e c t e d  it.   (I do  no t  kno w  any  bi b l i c a l  
ba s i s  for  sa y i n g  the  an g e l s  do  no t  us e  tec h n o l o g y ;  as  far  as  I kno w ,  thi s  ha s  ne v e r  be e n  
di s c u s s e d  by  for m a l  the o l o g y .)
   Ne v e r t h e l e s s ,  it  is  Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s  wh o  ha v e  tri e d  the  mo s t  to  un d e r s t a n d  wh a t  
UF O s  mi g h t  be,  an d  rel a t e  the m  to  Sc r i p t u r e .   W h e n  on e  exa m i n e s  mo d e r n  UF O  ev i d e n c e ,  
on e  of  the  cha l l e n g e s  is  to  de c i d e  wh a t  ki n d  of  “rea l i t y”  we  are  de a l i n g  wi t h.   UF O s  lan d  on  the  
gr o u n d ,  lea v e  ind e n t a t i o n s  in  the  gro u n d ,  ca n  lea v e  bu r n  ma r k s  on  the  gr o u n d  wh e r e  the y  
lan d ,  the y  ap p e a r  to  the  hum a n  ey e,  an d  on  rad a r .   Th e y  se e m  ver y  ph y s i c a l .   Th e r e  are  ma n y  
UF O  res e a r c h e r s  wh o  bel i e v e  UF O s  hav e  cr a s h e d ,  an d  the  go v e r n m e n t  ha s  pi c k e d  up  the  
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pi e c e s ,  an d  ma y b e  the  al i e n  bo d i e s .   (Som e  sup p o s e  the  al i e n  bo d i e s  ar e  bi o l o g i c a l ,  ot h e r s  
tha t  the y  are  ro b o t i c .)
   Ye t,  UF O s  of t e n  cha n g e  sh a p e  in  mi d- ai r,  the y  som e t i m e s  do  no t  “fly  aw a y ,”  bu t  ra t h e r  jus t  
di s a p p e a r ,  “go  ou t  ligh t  a  ligh t .”   An d  wh e n  hum a n s  ha v e  co n t a c t  wi t h  al i e n s ,  st r a n g e  thi n g s  
ar e  rep o r t e d  su c h  as  tim e  di s t o r t i o n ,  me n t a l  com m u n i c a t i o n ,  be i n g s  “floa t i n g  thr o u g h  do o r s  
an d  wa l l s ,”  ind i c a t i n g  we  are  no t  de a l i n g  wi t h  a  ph y s i c a l  re a l i t y  as  we  un d e r s t a n d  the  ter m .  
Th u s ,  in  ter m s  of  tho s e  wh o  are  try i n g  to  un d e r s t a n d  UF O s  sc i e n t i f i c a l l y ,  the  bi g  qu e s t i o n  is:  
ar e  UF O s  rea l ,  or  ar e  the y  som e  ki n d  of  str a n g e  sem i- ph y s i c a l ,  or  eve n  ho l o g r a p h i c ,  
pr o j e c t i o n?
   Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s  ha v e  tri e d  to  de a l  wi t h  thi s  st r a n g e  my s t e r y  in  UF O  rep o r t s ,  an d  
ha v e  com e  up  wi t h  two  di f f e r e n t  so l u t i o n s .   Th e r e  ar e  tho s e  wh o  be l i e v e  UF O s  are  no t  a  
ph y s i c a l  re a l i t y ,  bu t  ra t h e r  a  sp i r i t u a l  re a l i t y ,  an d  thi s  rea l i t y  is  Sa t a n i c  or  dem o n i c .   UF O s  see m  
to  co n n e c t  wi t h  the  pa r a n o r m a l ,  wi t h  ch a n n e l i n g ,  wi t h  Sh i r l e y  Ma c L a i n e ’ s   ki n d  of  “New  Ag e”  
spe c u l a t i o n ,  an d  thu s  re p r e s e n t  cu r r e n t  sp i r i t u a l  de c e p t i o n  of  a  Sa t a n i c  an d  dem o n i c  ki n d.  
Au t h o r s  su c h  as  Tim o t h y  J.  Da i l e y  an d  Ga r y  Ba t e s  se e  UF O s  as  a  dem o n i c  sp i r i t u a l  rea l i t y ,  
no t  su r e  ho w  to  ha n d l e  the  ph y s i c a l  di m e n s i o n  of  UF O s .  I con s i d e r  Da i l e y ’ s  bo o k ,  Th e  
Mi l l e n n i a l  De c e p t i o n :  An g e l s ,  Al i e n s  &  Th e  An t i c h r i s t , to  be  on e  of  the  be s t  fro m  thi s  po i n t  of  
vi e w .   
    On  the  ot h e r  ha n d ,  tho s e  wh o  tak e  the  ph y s i c a l i t y  of  UF O s  mo r e  se r i o u s l y ,  sup p o s e  tha t  
UF O s  mi g h t  com e  fro m  an o t h e r  pl a n e t ,  an d  tha t  the s e  be i n g s  are  “fal l e n  an g e l s ,”  lik e  tho s e  
re p o r t e d  in  G e n e s i s .   “The  Ne p h i l i m  we r e  on  the  ea r t h  in  tho s e  da y s ,  an d  al s o  af t e r w a r d ,  wh e n  
the  so n s  of  Go d  cam e  in  to  the  da u g h t e r s  of  me n ,  an d  the y  bo r e  ch i l d r e n  to  the m .   Th e s e  we r e  
the  m i g h t y  me n  tha t  we r e  of  ol d,  the  me n  of  ren o w n .”  (Gen.  6:4)  Th o s e  con n e c t i n g  UF O s  an d  
the  Ne p h i l i m  see  the  ma i n  si n  as  a  ge n e t i c  po l l u t i o n  of  the  hum a n  rac e  du e  to  som e  ki n d  of  
ex t r a t e r r e s t r i a l  int e r- br e e d i n g ,  an d  mo d e r n  UF O  rep o r t s  of  hum a n s  bei n g  ab d u c t e d  an d  
exa m i n e d  se x u a l l y  su p p o r t  thi s  vi e w .   Bi b l i c a l  res e a r c h e r s  su c h  as  To m  Ho r n ,  Ch u c k  Mi s l e r ,  
Lyn n  Ma r z u l l i  an d  St e p h e n  Yu l i s h  ar e  mo r e  at  ea s e  wi t h  the  ph y s i c a l  na t u r e  of  UF O s  tha n  
tho s e  lik e  Tim o t h y  Da i l e y  an d  Ga r y  Ba t e s .   Th o s e  pre s e n t i n g  the  Ne p h i l i m  the o r y  ar e  mo r e  
inc l i n e d  tow a r d  co n c e r n  for  ge n e t i c ,  as  op p o s e d  to  sp i r i t u a l ,  po l l u t i o n  of  the  hu m a n  rac e .  
(They  sup p o s e  tha t  pe r h a p s  the  floo d  of  No a h  se r v e d  to  res t o r e  the  ge n e t i c  pu r i t y  of  the  rac e.) 
In  the  se c u l a r  UF O  fie l d,  Bu d d  Ho p k i n s  (Int r u d e r s ) ha s  arg u e d  al i e n s  ma y  be  us i n g  ou r  DN A ,  
an d  Da v i d  Ja c o b s  be l i e v e s  al i e n s  ar e  cr e a t i n g  a  hu m a n/a l i e n  hyb r i d  rac e  (Th e  Th r e a t ).  (I ha v e  
spo k e n  at  UF O  co n f e r e n c e s  tha t  inc l u d e d  bo t h  Ho p k i n s  an d  Ja c o b s .)
   Th e  we a k n e s s e s  of  the  hy b r i d  the o r y  ar e:   a) bib l i c a l l y ,  Ge n e s i s  6  is  no t  a  lot  to  go  on,  
com p a r e d  wi t h  the  de v e l o p i n g  do c t r i n e  of  the  an g e l s ,  an d  Sa t a n ,  thr o u g h o u t  bo t h  Te s t a m e n t s .  
Re s e a r c h e r s  usu a l l y  tur n  to  no n- can o n i c a l  wo r k s ,  lik e  the  Bo o k  of  En o c h ,  to  fil l  in  a  lot  of  
bl a n k s .  It  is  no t  cl e a r  tha t  it  is  a  si m p l e  tra n s i t i o n  fro m  the  Ne p h i l i m  of  Ge n e s i s  to  the  Sa t a n  of  
the  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t ,  wh o  se e m s  to  be  sp i r i t u a l ,  no t  ph y s i c a l .   Th e  Sa t a n  of  the  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t  
see k s  to  se d u c e  Ch r i s t ,  no t  be a u t i f u l  wo m e n .   b) Se c u l a r  res e a r c h e r s  lik e  Ho p k i n s  an d  Ja c o b s  
ar e  ba s i n g  the i r  ge n e t i c  the o r i e s  on  re p o r t s  fro m  ab d u c t e e s  int e r v i e w e d  un d e r  hy p n o s i s .   Th i s  
do e s  no t  me a n  the i r  da t a  is  fal s e ,  bu t  it  do e s  me a n  the y  are,  to  sa y  the  lea s t ,  see i n g  the  da t a  
“thr o u g h  a  gla s s  da r k l y .”   
   By  an d  lar g e  wh a t  ha s  no t  ha p p e n e d  ye t  is  for  Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s  to  as k:  W h a t  ar e  the  
an g e l s  of  Go d  doi n g  no w,  in  rel a t i o n  to  pl a n e t  ea r t h?    Ch r i s t  an d  hi s  an g e l s  ar e  al w a y s  
wa t c h i n g  ov e r  the  ea r t h .   “I am  wi t h  yo u  al w a y s ,  eve n  to  the  en d  of  the  ag e .”  (Mt.  28:20) 
Fu r t h e r m o r e ,  it  is  no t  jus t  dem o n s  tha t  ha v e  pa r a n o r m a l  pow e r s ,  so  do e s  Ch r i s t ,  wi t h  hi s  ab i l i t y  
to  se e  the  fu t u r e ,  to  he a l  the  sic k ,  or  to  wa l k  on  wa t e r .   Li k e w i s e  we  ma y  sup p o s e  the  an g e l s  
ha v e  pa r a n o r m a l  po w e r s ,  as  di d  the  ea r l y  di s c i p l e s  in  the i r  ab i l i t y  to  he a l  the  sic k ,  or  to  ma k e  
mi r a c u l o u s  es c a p e s  fro m  jai l.   So  if  m o d e r n  UF O s  ap p e a r  to  ac t  wi t h  “pa r a n o r m a l  po w e r s ,”  thi s  
do e s  no t  au t o m a t i c a l l y  ide n t i f y  the m  as  de m o n i c .   Al t h o u g h  the  an g e l s  ar e  inv i s i b l e  to  us  mo s t  
of  the  tim e,  tha t  do e s  no t  me a n  the y  ha v e  to  rem a i n  inv i s i b l e .   An d  we  do  no t  kno w  wh a t  the  
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po s s i b i l i t i e s  ar e  in  reg a r d  to  the  Ki n g d o m  of  Go d :  wh e r e  is  it,  how  do  you  ge t  the r e ,  an d  is  
the r e  a  tra n s p o r t a t i o n  sys t e m ?   Is  a  tra n s p o r t a t i o n  sys t e m  imp l i e d  in  the  ter m  “clo u d s  of  
he a v e n ?”
(Mt.  24:30)  (See  Ba r r y  Do w n i n g ,  Th e  Bi b l e  an d  Fl y i n g  Sa u c e r s , cha p t e r  5,  “Wh e r e  Is  
He a v e n ?”;  al s o ,  see  my  tw o  pa r t  ar t i c l e ,  “Wor m h o l e s ,  He a v e n ,  an d  the  Go d  Hy p o t h e s i s ,”  
MU F O N  UF O  Jo u r n a l , No v e m b e r  200 1 ,  pp  10- 12;  De c e m b e r  200 1 ,  pp.  1 1- 14.)  

     
      I  ha v e  exp l o r e d  the  na t u r e  an d  ide n t i t y  of  Go d  as  the  Bi b l e  ex p l a i n s  it,  an d  I ha v e  ou t l i n e d  
the  fun c t i o n  of  an g e l s  to  rev e a l  Go d  wh i l e  al l o w i n g  Go d  to  in  som e  se n s e  rem a i n  hi d d e n .   Th e  
bi b l i c a l  vi e w  is  wh e n  an g e l s  ac t  for  Go d ,  it  is  an  ac t  of  G o d ’ s  ow n  sel f .    Al t h o u g h  the  ma i n  foc u s  
of  the  Bi b l e  is  on  how  hum a n s  op p o s e  an d  re b e l  ag a i n s t  the  wi l l  of  G o d ,  the r e  ar e  ot h e r  for c e s  
tha t  al s o  op p o s e  Go d .
     Th e s e  for c e s  are  no t  ea s y  to  un d e r s t a n d ,  bu t  the y  con s i s t  fir s t  of  al l  in  a  pow e r  tha t  se e m s  to  
lea d  hu m a n s  int o  tem p t a t i o n ,  to  tes t  us.   In  the  bo o k  of  Job,  thi s  pow e r  is  nam e d  Sa t a n .   (Job  
1:6- 12) Go d  gi v e s  to  Sa t a n  the  tas k  of  tes t i n g  Jo b’ s  fai t h f u l n e s s  to  Go d .   In  the  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t ,  
af t e r  hi s  ba p t i s m ,  Je s u s  is  led  int o  the  wi l d e r n e s s  “to  be  tem p t e d  by  the  de v i l .”  (Mt.  4: 1) (The  
He b r e w  Sa t a n  me a n s  “adv e r s a r y ,”  an d  su g g e s t s  “to  lie  in  wa i t .”   Th e  Gr e e k  di a b o l o s  me a n s  
“dev i l ,  ad v e r s a r y ,  or  ac c u s e r .”)
     Th e  nam e  of  Sa t a n  fir s t  ap p e a r s  in  the  bo o k  of  Fi r s t  Ch r o n i c l e s .   “Sat a n  st o o d  up  ag a i n s t  
Is r a e l ,  an d  inc i t e d  Da v i d  to  num b e r  Isr a e l .”  (1 Ch r o n .  21: 1)   Bu t  thi s  pa s s a g e  in  Ch r o n i c l e s  is  
pa r a l l e l  to  an  ea r l i e r  pa s s a g e  in  2  Sam u e l ,  wh i c h  sa y s ,  “Aga i n  the  an g e r  of  the  Lo r d  wa s  ki n d l e d  
ag a i n s t  Isr a e l ,  an d  he  inc i t e d  Da v i d  ag a i n s t  the m  sa y i n g ,  ‘Go,  nu m b e r  Is r a e l  an d  Ju d a h . ’”  (2 
Sam .  24: 1)  In  Sa m u e l ,  Go d  is  gi v e n  cr e d i t  for  “inci t i n g”  the  ce n s u s ,  wh i c h  is  see n  as  som e  ki n d  
of  si n  on  Da v i d ’ s  pa r t ,  pe r h a p s  a  pow e r  gra b  to  nu m b e r  hi s  arm y .   Sa m u e l  bl a m e s  the  wh o l e  
thi n g  on  Go d  be i n g  an g r y  at  Isr a e l ,  an d  in  thi s  an g e r  Da v i d  is  gi v e n  som e  ki n d  of  inn e r  sp i r i t  tha t  
sa y s ,  “Go  nu m b e r  al l  the  tri b e s .”   
     Da v i d ’ s  se r v a n t  Joa b  res i s t s ,  see i n g  thi s  as  un f a i t h f u l n e s s ,  bu t  mo r e  or  les s  fol l o w s  or d e r s .  
Th e n  “the  Lo r d  sp o k e  to  Ga d ,  Da v i d ’ s  se e r”  (1 Ch r o n .  21:9), tel l i n g  hi m  Da v i d  ha s  si n n e d ,  an d  
Da v i d  ha s  the  ch o i c e  of  thr e e  di f f e r e n t  pu n i s h m e n t s ,  two  at  the  ha n d s  of  hu m a n s ,  the  thi r d  at  
the  ha n d  of  G o d .   Da v i d  pi c k s  Go d’ s  pu n i s h m e n t  be c a u s e  Go d  is  mo r e  me r c i f u l  tha n  hu m a n s .  
Th e  de s t r o y i n g  an g e l  of  G o d  ki l l s  m a n y  pe o p l e  in  the  lan d ,  an d  is  ab o u t  to  de s t r o y  Je r u s a l e m  
wh e n  Go d  “rep e n t e d  of  the  ev i l”  he  wa s  ab o u t  to  do  to  Je r u s a l e m ,  an d  Da v i d  is  sa v e d .   (vs.  15)
      We  liv e  in  an  ag e  wh e r e  thi s  ki n d  of  thi n k i n g  of  the  rel a t i o n  be t w e e n  go o d  an d  ev i l  is  al m o s t  
un k n o w n .    We  al w a y s  thi n k  of  G o d  as  go o d  an d  lov i n g ,  an d  Sa t a n  an d  the  De v i l  as  ev i l .   W e  
thu s  sp l i t  go o d  an d  ev i l  ap a r t .   Bu t  tha t  is  no t  ho w  the  Bi b l e  see s  the  rel a t i o n  be t w e e n  go o d  an d  
ev i l .  Fo r  the  Bi b l e ,   bo t h  go o d  an d  ev i l  ar e  un d e r  the  co n t r o l  of  G o d .   Th e  Bi b l e  tea c h e s  the  
so v e r e i g n t y  of  Go d .   In  si m p l e s t  for m  wh a t  thi s  me a n s  is:   ho w e v e r  ba d  thi n g s  ma y  be,  G o d  is  
st i l l  in  cha r g e .    No t h i n g  ca n  re a l l y  cha l l e n g e  the  pow e r  an d  rul e  of  Go d .   Ba d  thi n g s  ha p p e n ,  
an d  if  the y  ha p p e n ,  it  is  be c a u s e  Go d  wi l l s  it  to  ha p p e n ,  be c a u s e  in  the  en d ,  ev i l  can  be  use d  by  
Go d  to  fur t h e r  Go d ’ s  ul t i m a t e  pl a n s .  Fu r t h e r ,  if  Go d  is  to  cr e a t e  hu m a n s  as  fre e  be i n g s  in  hi s  
ow n  ima g e ,  hum a n s  ha v e  to  be  fre e  to  si n.    In  the  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t  thi s  me a n s  Go d  al l o w s  the  
ev i l  of  the  cr u c i f i x i o n  of  Je s u s ,  be c a u s e  it  op e n s  the  wa y  for  the  res u r r e c t i o n ,  an d  the  me s s a g e  
of  gr a c e  tha t  is  the  gr e a t e r  go o d .   Go d ’ s  so v e r e i g n  po w e r  is  ev e n  sh o w n  in  Go d’ s  we a k n e s s ,  as  
the  Ap o s t l e  Pa u l  exp l a i n s .  (1 Co r .  1: 1 8- 31) Joh n  Ca l v i n  sa y s  “The  Fa t h e r  ha s  gi v e n  al l  po w e r  to  
the  So n  tha t  he  ma y  by  the  So n’ s  ha n d  go v e r n ,  no u r i s h ,  an d  su s t a i n  us,  kee p  us  in  hi s  ca r e ,  an d  
hel p  us.”  (Ins t i t u t e s  of  the  Ch r i s t i a n  Re l i g i o n , Bk  II,  xv,  5)
   Th e  Ex o d u s  st o r y  ill u s t r a t e s  the  wa y  in  wh i c h  bo t h  go o d  an d  ev i l  ar e  un d e r  Go d’ s  con t r o l .  
Af t e r  the  Bu r n i n g  Bu s h  ex p e r i e n c e ,  Mo s e s  con f r o n t s  Ph a r a o h ,  an d  a  ser i e s  of  si g n s  are  gi v e n  
to  Ph a r a o h ,  pl a g u e s  of  fli e s ,  loc u s t s ,  bl o o d  in  the  wa t e r .   Mo s e s  dem a n d s  tha t  Is r a e l  be  se t  
fre e ,  bu t  Ph a r a o h  do e s  no t  wa n t  to  en d u r e  the  da m a g e  to  the  Eg y p t i a n  ec o n o m y .   Ph a r a o h  
see s  Mo s e s  as  a  na t i o n a l  se c u r i t y  thr e a t .  Ev e n t u a l l y ,  “the  an g e l  of  de a t h”  ki l l s  al l  the  fi rs t- bo r n  
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m a l e s  of  Eg y p t  on  Pa s s o v e r  ni g h t .   Fr o m  ou r  mo d e r n  pe r s p e c t i v e ,  thi s  is  a  ve r y  “ung o d l y”  
ac t i o n .   Th e  ar r o w  of  de a t h  is  ve r y  tar g e t  sp e c i f i c :  fir s t- bo r n ,  ma l e s ,  Eg y p t i a n ,  at  mi d n i g h t .  
Ph a r a o h  ge t s  the  me s s a g e ,  an d  Mo s e s  lea d s  Isr a e l  up  to  the  Re d  Se a ,  fol l o w i n g  the  pi l l a r  of  
cl o u d  an d  of  fi r e,  the  an g e l  of  Go d .   Th e  pi l l a r  of  cl o u d  is  cl e a r l y  the  sou r c e  of  po w e r  tha t  pa r t s  
the  Re d  Se a ,  an d  the n  lea d s  Isr a e l  on  a  40  yea r  jou r n e y ,  wh e r e  Isr a e l  lea r n s  to  ob e y  Go d .  
Du r i n g  the  jou r n e y  the r e  is  a  reb e l l i o n  ag a i n s t  M o s e s  led  by  Ko r a h ,  an d  Go d  br o u g h t  de a t h  on  
Ko r a h  an d  hi s  fol l o w e r s  as  ce r t a i n l y  as  he  di d  on  the  Eg y p t i a n  fi rs t- bo r n .  (Num.  16)  Af t e r  a  lot  
of  tri a l  an d  di s t r e s s ,  the  Jew s  ar r i v e  in  the  Pr o m i s e d  La n d .
   Wh a t  wa s  the  pu r p o s e  of  the  Ex o d u s?   Th e  bo o k  of  De u t e r o n o m y  pu t s  it  thi s  wa y  sa y i n g  tha t  
Go d  “fed  yo u  in  the  wi l d e r n e s s  wi t h  ma n n a  wh i c h  yo u r  fa t h e r s  an d  mo t h e r s  di d  no t  kn o w ,  tha t  
he  mi g h t  hum b l e  you  an d  tes t  you,  to  do  yo u  go o d  in  the  en d.”  (Deu t .  8: 1 6)  Go d  is  lik e  a  
tea c h e r ,  wi t h  two  rol e s .   On e  rol e  is  to  tea c h ,  the  ot h e r  is  to  tes t  the  stu d e n t s  on  the i r  
kno w l e d g e .   Ma n y  st u d e n t s  se e  the i r  tea c h e r s  as  the  em b o d i m e n t  of  go o d ,  un t i l  the  tea c h e r  
ha n d s  ou t  a  tes t .   Th e  Go d  of  the  Bi b l e  see m s  to  be  lik e  tha t ,  bu t  som e t i m e s  an  an g e l  is  gi v e n  
the  job  of  pu n i s h m e n t ,  or  tes t i n g ,  wh i c h  m i g h t  “app e a r ”  to  kee p  Go d ’ s  ha n d s  cl e a n  of  ev i l .   Bu t  
the  Bi b l e  do e s  no t  tea c h  a  du a l i s m  of  G o d  an d  Sa t a n ,  as  ad v e r s a r i e s ,  wi t h  Sa t a n  or  the  De v i l  
be i n g  the  “sec o n d  mo s t  po w e r f u l  be i n g  in  the  un i v e r s e ,”  in  som e  ki n d  of  Su p e r  Bo w l  con t e s t  to  
de t h r o n e  Go d .   Th e  Go d  of  the  Bi b l e  see m s  to  ha v e  the  uni v e r s e  un d e r  con t r o l .   Su c h  re b e l l i o n  
as  the r e  is— w h e t h e r  it  be  wi t h  Ph a r a o h  or  Ko r a h  du r i n g  the  Ex o d u s ,  or  wi t h  Ki n g  Da v i d  tak i n g  
a  cen s u s — G o d  can  ha n d l e  it.   Lo u i s  M.  Sw e e t  ha s  sa i d ,  “The  Bi b l i c a l  do c t r i n e  of  Sa t a n  is  no t  
du a l i s t i c .   Sa t a n ’ s  em p i r e  ha d  a  be g i n n i n g ,  it  wi l l  ha v e  a  de f i n i t e  an d  pe r m a n e n t  en d .   Sa t a n  is  
Go d’ s  gr e a t  en e m y  in  the  co s m i c  sp h e r e ,  bu t  he  is  Go d’ s  cr e a t i o n ,  ex i s t s  by  di v i n e  wi l l,  an d  hi s  
po w e r  is  rel a t i v e l y  no  mo r e  com m e n s u r a t e  wi t h  Go d’ s  tha n  wi t h  tha t  of  m e n .   Sa t a n  aw a i t s  hi s  
do o m .”  (“Sat a n ,”  Th e  In t e r n a t i o n a l  St a n d a r d  Bi b l e  En c y c l o p e d i a , Vo l.  4,  p.  2696)
   Wh e n  we  ge t  to  the  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t ,  we  find  tha t  af t e r  hi s  ba p t i s m ,  “The n  Je s u s  wa s  led  up  
by  the  Sp i r i t  int o  the  wi l d e r n e s s  to  be  tem p t e d  by  the  de v i l .”  (Mt.  4: 1)  He  fas t e d  40  da y s  an d  
nig h t s .   Th e  ima g e  of  the  Ex o d u s  is  bro u g h t  for t h  he r e ,  wi t h  the  “pil l a r  of  cl o u d  an d  fir e”  bei n g  
ca l l e d  the  Sp i r i t  of  Go d .   In  an y  ca s e ,  we  se e  tha t  G o d  an d  the  de v i l  ar e  wo r k i n g  tog e t h e r  he r e .  
It  is  the  Sp i r i t  tha t  ha s  led  Je s u s  to  be  tem p t e d .   An d  so  Je s u s  tau g h t  us  in  the  Lo r d’ s  Pr a y e r  to  
sa y,  “lead  us  no t  int o  tem p t a t i o n ,  bu t  de l i v e r  us  fro m  ev i l.”  (Mt.  6: 1 3)  It  is  the  sam e  Go d ,  bu t  
Go d  is  fre e  to  ma k e  ch o i c e s .   Go d  can  lea d  us  int o  tem p t a t i o n ,  or  de l i v e r  us.   Go d  wi l l  be  wh o  
Go d  wi l l  be.   
   Wa s  the  de v i l  vi s i b l e  to  Je s u s?   If  he  wa s ,  the  Bi b l e  do e s  no t  sa y  so.   Po p u l a r  ar t  ha s  
som e t i m e s  pi c t u r e d  the  De v i l  as  a  bl e n d  of  a  go a t  an d  a  ma n ,  sta n d i n g  on  hin d  leg s ,  ho l d i n g  a  
pi t c h  for k.  Bu t  I kn o w  no  bi b l i c a l  ba s i s  for  thi s  pi c t u r e  of  the  de v i l .   I do  no t  kn o w  of  an y  tim e  the  
De v i l  or  Sa t a n  ap p e a r s  ph y s i c a l l y  to  a  hu m a n  in  a  bib l i c a l  rep o r t .   Ev e n  in  a  vi s i o n  in  
Re v e l a t i o n ,  Sa t a n  is  no t  de s c r i b e d  ot h e r  tha n  to  sa y  an  an g e l  “sei z e d  the  dr a g o n ,  tha t  an c i e n t  
se r p e n t ,  wh o  is  the  De v i l  an d  Sa t a n ,  an d  bo u n d  hi m  for  a  tho u s a n d  yea r s .”  (Rev.  20:2)  My  
im p r e s s i o n  is  tha t  un l i k e  bi b l i c a l  an g e l s ,  Sa t a n  do e s  no t  ha v e  ei t h e r  the  pow e r ,  or  rig h t ,  to  
be c o m e  vi s i b l e .    A  tho r o u g h  bi b l i c a l  st u d y  of  the  Sa t a n i c  is  be y o n d  wh a t  I wa n t  to  do  in  thi s  
ar t i c l e ,  bu t  the r e  are  two  thi n g s  I wa n t  to  me n t i o n  fro m  a  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t  po i n t  of  vi e w .   

     Fi r s t ,   the  thi r d  tem p t a t i o n  of  Je s u s  is  to  bo w  dow n  an d  wo r s h i p  Sa t a n .   Sa t a n  of f e r s  a  
rew a r d  to  Je s u s  for  thi s  ac t.   “Aga i n ,  the  de v i l  too k  hi m  to  a  ve r y  hi g h  mo u n t a i n ,  an d  sh o w e d  hi m  
al l  the  ki n g d o m s  of  the  wo r l d  an d  the  gl o r y  of  the m ;  an d  he  sa i d  to  hi m ,  ‘Al l  the s e  I wi l l  gi v e  yo u,  
if  you  wi l l  fal l  dow n  an d  wo r s h i p  me.’”    (Mt.  4:8,9)  No t i c e  the  imp l i c a t i o n  of  thi s  tem p t a t i o n :  
Sa t a n  co n t r o l s  al l  of  the  go v e r n m e n t s  of  the  wo r l d ,  or  he  wo u l d  no t  ha v e  the  au t h o r i t y  to  gi v e  
the m  aw a y .    Je s u s  sa y s  the  de v i l  is  “a lia r  an d  the  fa t h e r  of  lie s.”  (Jn.  8:44)  Th e  rea s o n  thi s  
ma t t e r s  for  ou r  the o l o g y  of  UF O s  is  tha t  the  Am e r i c a n  go v e r n m e n t ,  an d  ot h e r  wo r l d  
go v e r n m e n t s  ha v e  con s i s t e n t l y  de n i e d  the  UF O  rea l i t y .   I be l i e v e  ma n y  Ch r i s t i a n s  ha v e  be e n  
wa y  too  qu i c k  to  be l i e v e  go v e r n m e n t  st a t e m e n t s  ab o u t  UF O s .   Wh e t h e r  it  be  Ph a r a o h ,  Ca e s a r ,  
or  mo d e r n  go v e r n m e n t s ,  we  sho u l d  ex p e c t  lie s,  no t  tru t h ,  to  be  com m o n .   Th e  vi e w  tha t  Sa t a n  
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co n t r o l s  the  na t i o n s  of  the  ea r t h ,  an d  de c e i v e s  the m ,  is  a  str o n g  no t e  in  Re v e l a t i o n ,  cha p t e r  20.  
Th i s  do e s  no t  me a n  go v e r n m e n t  lea d e r s  ar e  an y  mo r e  co r r u p t  tha n  the  res t  of  us,  or  tha t  we  
wo u l d  be  be t t e r  of f  wi t h o u t  go v e r n m e n t .   Th e  bo o k  of  Ju d g e s  ma k e s  it  cl e a r  tha t  lac k  of  
go v e r n m e n t  lea d s  to  mo r a l  ch a o s .  (Jud g.   17:6)  Wh e n  Sa u l  wa s  ap p o i n t e d  ki n g  of  Is r a e l ,  
Sa m u e l  wa s  op p o s e d  to  the  pl a n  be c a u s e  Go d  sho u l d  be  the  ki n g  of  Isr a e l ;  a  ki n g  wo u l d  soo n  
bu r d e n  pe o p l e  wi t h  hi s  ow n  mi l i t a r y- ind u s t r i a l  com p l e x .   Bu t  Go d  un d e r s t o o d  tha t  co r r u p t  tho u g h  
we  ma y  be,  we  ne e d  hu m a n  lea d e r s .  (1 Sa m .  8: 1- 22) Pr i e s t s  an d  rel i g i o u s  lea d e r s  ha v e  be e n  
no  les s  co r r u p t  tha n  pol i t i c a l  lea d e r s  in  hu m a n  hi s t o r y .    Ap o s t o l i c  au t h o r i t y  dem a n d s  tha t  we  
ob e y  the  go v e r n i n g  au t h o r i t i e s .  (Ro.  13: 1- 7)  Bu t  ob e d i e n c e  do e s  no t  me a n  we  ne e d  to  tak e  the  
st a t e m e n t s  of  an y  go v e r n m e n t  on  bl i n d  fai t h.   
     Se c o n d ,  in  the  ve r y  fam o u s  pa s s a g e  in  Ma t t h e w  wh e r e  Je s u s  as k s  hi s  di s c i p l e s ,  “Wh o  do  
yo u  sa y  tha t  I am?”   Pe t e r  an s w e r s ,  “You  are  the  Ch r i s t ,  the  So n  of  the  liv i n g  G o d .”   An d  Je s u s  
res p o n d s ,  “Ble s s e d  are  yo u,  Sim o n  Ba r- Jon a!   Fo r  fle s h  an d  blo o d  ha s  no t  rev e a l e d  thi s  to  yo u,  
bu t  my  Fa t h e r  wh o  is  in  he a v e n .””  (Mt.  16: 1 5- 17)  Th u s  we  find  Pe t e r  as  the  vo i c e  of  Go d  in  thi s  
si t u a t i o n .   Bu t  the n  al m o s t  imm e d i a t e l y ,  Je s u s  sta r t s  pr e d i c t i n g  he  wi l l  go  to  Je r u s a l e m  an d  be  
cru c i f i e d ,  an d  Pe t e r  res p o n d s ,  “God  for b i d  Lo r d!  Th i s  sha l l  ne v e r  ha p p e n  to  yo u!”  An d  Je s u s  
sa y s  to  Pe t e r ,  “Ge t  be h i n d  me  Sa t a n!”  (Mt.  16:2 1- 23)  My  un d e r s t a n d i n g  of  thi s  pa s s a g e  is  tha t  
al l  Ch r i s t i a n s  ca n  be  the  vo i c e  of  G o d ,  or  the  vo i c e  of  Sa t a n ,  at  al m o s t  an y  tim e.   We  he a r  “inne r  
vo i c e s ,”  som e t i m e s  the s e  vo i c e s  m i g h t  be  “nat u r a l  vo i c e s ,”  wh a t  Je s u s  ca l l s  fle s h  an d  bl o o d  
vo i c e s .   Bu t  ot h e r  inn e r  vo i c e s  com e  fro m  Go d ,  or  the  Ho l y  Sp i r i t .   St i l l  ot h e r s  com e  fro m  Sa t a n .  
Th i s  ge t s  us  ba c k  to  the  “inn e r  ide n t i t y”  we  al l  ha v e ,  an d  som e t i m e s  tha t  inn e r  ide n t i t y  is  the  
vo i c e  of  the  fle s h  (or ord i n a r y  hum a n  rea s o n),  som e t i m e s  it  is  Go d l y ,  som e t i m e s  it  is  Sa t a n i c .  
Al l  of  us  wh o  are  st u d y i n g  sc r i p t u r e s ,  try i n g  to  un d e r s t a n d  the  me a n i n g  of  mo d e r n  UF O  rep o r t s  
in  ligh t  of  sc r i p t u r e ,  ha v e  to  pra y  for  di s c e r n m e n t .   W e  are  bei n g  tes t e d  in  the  UF O  wi l d e r n e s s .  
W h o  sp e a k s  for  Go d ,  wh o  spe a k s  for  Sa t a n ,  an d  how  do  we  avo i d  be i n g  lik e  Pe t e r ,  spe a k i n g  for  
G o d  on e  mi n u t e ,  an d  Sa t a n  the  ne x t?

     Th e  rea s o n  tha t  I m e n t i o n  the  ab o v e  iss u e s  is  tha t  it  se e m s  to  me  a  bi t  of  a  st r e t c h  to  se e  
how  the  bi b l i c a l  ide a  of  Sa t a n  lea d s  ea s i l y  to  the  vi e w  tha t  UF O s  are  Sa t a n i c .   Sa t a n  al r e a d y  
inv i s i b l y  con t r o l s  the  na t i o n s  of  the  ea r t h .   Th i s  is  wh y  Ch r i s t  as  sa v i o r  ne e d s  to  com e .   It  is  no  
sm a l l  iss u e  tha t  Je s u s  wa s  cr u c i f i e d  “und e r  Po n t i u s  Pi l a t e .”   Sa t a n  wo r k e d  thr o u g h  the  rel i g i o u s  
an d  pol i t i c a l  po w e r s  of  thi s  wo r l d  to  ki l l  Ch r i s t .   Th e  wo r k  of  Sa t a n  is  al w a y s  “hid d e n ,”  ca r r i e d  on  
ou t  of  si g h t ,  or  wo r k e d  ou t  thr o u g h  hum a n  ag e n t s  lik e  Jud a s .   Fo r  Sa t a n  to  com e  ou t  in  the  
op e n ,  to  be  se e n  on  rad a r ,  ch a s e d  by  hum a n  jet s,  see m s  ve r y  ou t  of  ch a r a c t e r  for  the  co n d u c t  
of  the  Sa t a n  tha t  the  Bi b l e  de s c r i b e s .   It  is  po s s i b l e  UF O s  ar e  Sa t a n i c ,  it  is  po s s i b l e  we  hav e  a  
m i x t u r e  of  the  an g e l i c  an d  Sa t a n i c  in  UF O  en c o u n t e r s .   Je s u s  ce r t a i n l y  tea c h e s  tha t  Sa t a n i c  
we e d s  can  be  sow n  in  a  fie l d  of  go o d  wh e a t .  (Mt.  13:24- 30)  Bu t  a  cl e a r  po i n t  of  thi s  pa r a b l e  is  
tha t  the  “ene m y”  com e s  by  ni g h t ,  in  the  da r k ,  to  sow  hi s  we e d s .   No  on e  se e s  hi m ,  al t h o u g h  the  
res u l t s  be c o m e  vi s i b l e .   Li k e w i s e  dem o n s  se e m  no t  to  ha v e  a  bo d y  of  the i r  ow n ,  bu t  ne e d  ei t h e r  
a  hum a n  or  an  ani m a l  bo d y  to  inh a b i t ,  as  ill u s t r a t e d  in  the  ca s e  of  the  dem o n  po s s e s s e d  ma n ,  
wh o m  Jes u s  he a l s  by  se n d i n g  the  de m o n s  int o  a  he r d  of  pi g s .  (Lk.  8:26-39)  In  ca s e s  wh e r e  
Je s u s  co n f r o n t s  dem o n s ,  the y  are  cl e a r l y  su b j e c t  to  hi s  po w e r .
      If  UF O s  are  Sa t a n i c  or  de m o n i c ,  we  ne e d  to  af f i r m  tha t  the y  are  su b j e c t  to  the  pow e r  of  
Ch r i s t ,  the y  are  on l y  do i n g  wh a t  the y  are  do i n g  be c a u s e  in  som e  sen s e  it  fur t h e r s  the  ul t i m a t e  
wi l l  of  Go d .   Bu t  we  ne e d  to  be  sk e p t i c a l  of  the  Sa t a n i c/d e m o n i c  the o r y  of  UF O s  bec a u s e  so  far  
as  I kn o w  ne i t h e r  Sa t a n  no r  the  de m o n s  are  ev e r  see n  by  hum a n  ey e s ,  un l e s s  in  a  vis i o n  or  
som e  al t e r e d  st a t e  of  co n s c i o u s n e s s .   An g e l s ,  ho w e v e r ,  vi s i t  Ab r a h a m ,  se e m  ver y  hum a n ,  as  do  
the  an g e l s  at  the  em p t y  tom b  of  Je s u s .   (Mt.  28:2;  M k.  16:5;  Lk.  24:4)  Li k e w i s e  the  an g e l  tha t  
se t s  Pe t e r  fre e  fro m  pr i s o n  se e m s  ver y  hum a n ,  an d  ve r y  vis i b l e .  (Acts  12:  1- 17)
     I do  no t  kno w  any  bi b l i c a l  si t u a t i o n s  wh e r e  an y t h i n g  lik e  the  “pil l a r  of  cl o u d  an d  fir e”  of  the  
Ex o d u s ,  the  “cha r i o t  of  fi r e”  of  El i j a h ,  the  “bri g h t  cl o u d”  of  the  Tr a n s f i g u r a t i o n ,  or  the  “bri g h t  ligh t”  
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in  the  sk y  on  the  ro a d  to  Da m a s c u s  (Pau l’ s  Co n v e r s i o n)  are  as s o c i a t e d  wi t h  Sa t a n  or  De m o n s .  
Al l  the s e  ob j e c t s  see m  to  be  fro m  a  Di v i n e  or  an g e l i c  re a l i t y ,  no t  a  Sa t a n i c  re a l i t y .   So,  if  m o d e r n  
UF O s  ar e  Sa t a n i c  or  dem o n i c ,  it  go e s  ve r y  mu c h  ag a i n s t  the  bi b l i c a l  pa t t e r n  tha t  1) Sa t a n  an d  
the  de m o n s  ar e  al w a y s  inv i s i b l e  to  hum a n  ey e s ,  an d  the  pow e r  of  Da r k n e s s  lik e s  it  tha t  wa y ,  
an d  2) bib l i c a l  UF O s  are  al w a y s  as s o c i a t e d  wi t h  Go d  an d  the  an g e l i c ,  no t  the  de m o n i c  an d  
Sa t a n i c .   Ye s,  Sa t a n  can  di s g u i s e  hi m s e l f  as  an  an g e l  of  ligh t  (2 Co r .  1 1 : 1 4),  al t h o u g h  I thi n k  
tha t  the  me a n i n g  he r e  is  tha t  Sa t a n  of f e r s  hi s  wi s d o m  or  “enl i g h t e n m e n t ”  as  an  al t e r n a t i v e  to  
G o d ’ s  tru t h .   (See  the  Se r p e n t  in  the  Ga r d e n ,  Ge n .  3: 1- 7;  al s o  se e  the  de v i l  qu o t e  sc r i p t u r e  to  
Je s u s  in  Mt.  4:6.)
      He r e  is  ho w  I se e  it:  an g e l s  in  the  Bi b l e  can  be  vi s i b l e ,  an d  of t e n  see m  so  hum a n  we  do  no t  
rec o g n i z e  the m ;  al t h o u g h  Sa t a n  ca n  tak e  on  a  hum a n  vo i c e ,  he  ne v e r  ap p e a r s  wi t h  hi s  ow n  
bo d y ,  no r  do  the  de m o n s .   UF O s  ar e  rep o r t e d  in  bo t h  the  Ol d  an d  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t ,  an d  wh e n  
the y  ar e  rep o r t e d ,  the y  ar e  of  Di v i n e  or i g i n ,  no t  Sa t a n i c  or  dem o n i c .    Wh a t  ab o u t  the  Ne p h i l i m ?  
I do n’ t  kno w .   Th i s  is  wh y  we  ne e d   the  go v e r n m e n t s  of  the  wo r l d  to  st o p  co v e r i n g  up  the  tru t h  
ab o u t  UF O s .   Pe r h a p s  UF O s  ar e  som e  ki n d  of  “fal l e n  an g e l”  fro m  an o t h e r  wo r l d .   An d  in  a  
se n s e ,  the y  m i g h t  be  ca r r y i n g  ou t  som e  ki n d  of  ev i l  wo r k ,  ce r t a i n l y  Sa t a n i c  or  de m o n i c  in  
imp l i c a t i o n s ,  no t  str i c t l y  spe a k i n g  lik e  the  Sa t a n i c  we  fin d  in  the  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t .    

 Th e r e  ar e  two  iss u e s  tha t  ad d  to  the  com p l e x i t y  of  the  Sa t a n i c/d e m o n i c  the o r y  of  UF O s ,  on e  
bei n g  the  wa y  in  wh i c h  a  Ch r i s t i a n  Sa t a n i c  the o r y  an d  a  Ho l l y w o o d  “War  of  the  W o r l d s”  cu l t u r a l  
m e n t a l i t y  bl e n d  ea s i l y  tog e t h e r .   Th e  ot h e r  is  tha t  for  m u c h  of  the  sc i e n t i f i c  an d  “unb e l i e v i n g ”  
wo r l d ,  the  Go d  of  the  Ol d  Te s t a m e n t  se e m s  Sa t a n i c  or  de m o n i c .    Fi r s t ,  the  ma i n  cu l t u r a l  
an x i e t y  ab o u t  UF O s — i f  the y  are  re a l — a s k s :   are  the y  fri e n d l y ,  or  da n g e r o u s ?  Al t h o u g h  the r e  
ha s  be e n  an  oc c a s i o n a l  fil m  ab o u t  the  the m e  of  ex t r a t e r r e s t r i a l s ,  su c h  as  “ET,”  in  wh i c h  the  
al i e n s  are  fri e n d l y ,  the  ma j o r i t y  of  film s  see  the  al i e n s  as  the  en e m y ,  ei t h e r  in  ad v a n c e d  sp a c e  
sh i p s  try i n g  to  de s t r o y  us  as  in  the  W i l l  Sm i t h  film  “Ind e p e n d e n c e  Da y ,”  or  as  som e  ki n d  of  
hum a n  ea t i n g  be a s t ,  as  in  the  Si g o u r n e y  W e a v e r  “Ali e n”  fil m  se r i e s .   On e  di f f i c u l t y  wi t h  the  
“Sat a n i c”  the o r y  of  UF O s  is  tha t  it  pl a y s  ne a t l y  int o  ou r  hum a n  de s i r e  to  be  the  “goo d  gu y s ,”  
wh i l e  the  al i e n s  ar e  the  “bad  gu y s .”   Th e  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t  com m a n d  to  we l c o m e  al i e n s  or  
st r a n g e r s  go e s  str o n g l y  ag a i n s t  thi s  gr a i n ,  an d  the o l o g i a n s  wh o  pro c l a i m  the  dem o n i c  the o r y  of  
UF O s  fro m  a  bi b l i c a l  pe r s p e c t i v e  ne e d  to  be  ab l e  to  an s w e r  the  qu e s t i o n :   do e s  thi s  the o r y  
ma k e  it  too  ea s y  for  hu m a n s  to  pr o j e c t  the i r  ow n  fea r  an d  ev i l  on t o  the  str a n g e r ?   
      An  ad d i t i o n a l  di m e n s i o n  of  thi s  pr o b l e m  is,  ho w  mu c h  rig h t  do  UF O s  hav e  to  de f e n d  
the m s e l v e s  ag a i n s t  hum a n  ag g r e s s i o n  wi t h o u t  be i n g  lab e l e d  dem o n i c ?   Law r e n c e  Fa w c e t t  an d  
Ba r r y  Gr e e n w o o d ,  in  the i r  bo o k  Cl e a r  In t e n t :  Th e  Go v e r n m e n t  Co v e r u p  of  the  UF O  Ex p e r i e n c e , 
rep o r t  a  co n f r o n t a t i o n  be t w e e n  two  Cu b a n  MI G  jet s  an d  a  UF O .   Th e  lea d  jet  wa s  or d e r e d  by  
Cu b a n  gr o u n d  ra d a r  op e r a t o r s  to  fir e  on  an d  de s t r o y  a  UF O  the y  ha d  loc a t e d .  (Thi s  eve n t  wa s  
ov e r h e a r d  at  an  Am e r i c a n  mi l i t a r y  lis t e n i n g  po s t  in  the  Fl o r i d a  Ke y s .)  As  the  lea d  jet  wa s  rea d y  
to  fi r e,  it  ex p l o d e d ,  mu c h  to  the  sh o c k  of  the  tra i l i n g  MI G  jet,  wh i c h  the n  ret u r n e d  to  ba s e  as  the  
UF O  flew  aw a y .  (p. 196)  If  the  UF O  di d  de s t r o y  the  Cu b a n  jet,  wa s  thi s  a  dem o n i c  ac t?   Wh a t  
rig h t s  do  we  gi v e  to  “ali e n  UF O s”  to  de f e n d  the m s e l v e s ?   An d  if  m o d e r n  UF O s  ha v e  sup e r i o r  
te c h n o l o g y  (or sup e r n a t u r a l  pow e r),   how  do  we  kn o w  the y  are  de m o n i c ,  an d  no t  an g e l i c?   
     Se c o n d ,    on e  of  the  di f f i c u l t i e s  of  my  ow n  ar g u m e n t ,  pu t  for t h  in  Th e  Bi b l e  an d  Fl y i n g  
Sa u c e r s , is  tha t  the  Jew i s h  Ex o d u s  fro m  Eg y p t  wa s  bro u g h t  ab o u t  by  a  Di v i n e  po w e r  in  a  UF O  
wh i c h  the  Bi b l e  de s c r i b e s  as  a  “pil l a r  of  cl o u d  by  da y  an d  a  pi l l a r  of  fir e  by  ni g h t .”   Th e  “ang e l  of  
G o d”  in  thi s  UF O  sel e c t s  Mo s e s  to  spe a k  to  Ph a r a o h  for  the  libe r a t i o n  of  the  Jew s .   Af t e r  a  
se r i e s  of  pl a g u e s  tha t  Ph a r a o h  ign o r e s ,  fina l l y  al l  the  Eg y p t i a n  fir s t- bo r n  ma l e s  ar e  ki l l e d  on  
Pa s s o v e r  ni g h t ,  wh i l e  al l  the  Jew i s h  fir s t- bo r n  ma l e s  ar e  sp a r e d .   (Exod u s  12)   Lam b s  ar e  ki l l e d  
by  Jew s ,  an d  the  bl o o d  pl a c e d  on  the i r  do o r p o s t s ,  to  pr o t e c t  the i r  fir s t- bo r n  son s .
      On  on e  lev e l ,  thi s  ca n  be  se e n  as  the  ce n t r a l  de c i s i v e  ac t  on  the  pa r t  of  the  Go d  of  the  Bi b l e  
to  libe r a t e  hi s  ch o s e n  pe o p l e .   Fa i t h f u l  Je w s  ce l e b r a t e  Pa s s o v e r  to  thi s  da y.   Fu r t h e r m o r e ,  the  
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Ch r i s t i a n  st o r y  is  tha t  at  a  Pa s s o v e r  ce l e b r a t i o n   Je s u s  ins t i t u t e d  the  “Las t  Su p p e r ,”  as  a  pr e l u d e  
to  hi s  ow n  cru c i f i x i o n ,  wh e n  Je s u s  be c o m e s  the  “lam b  of  Go d  tha t  tak e s  aw a y  the  si n  of  the  
wo r l d .”   Th u s  Pa s s o v e r  an d  Ch r i s t  ar e  ve r y  mu c h  co n n e c t e d .
      Bu t  fro m  the  po i n t  of  vi e w  of  the  wo r l d ,  wh y  isn’ t  thi s  a  dem o n i c  sto r y?   Wh a t  ki n d  of  G o d  
wo u l d  kil l  of f  al l  the  inn o c e n t  m a l e  ch i l d r e n  in  Eg y p t  be c a u s e  the  ki n g  of  Eg y p t  wa s  st u b b o r n?   If  
m o d e r n  UF O s  we r e  to  ki l l  of f  al l  the  fi rs t- bo r n  ma l e s  in  Am e r i c a  som e  mi d n i g h t ,  I  su s p e c t  
ev e r y o n e  wo u l d  sa y  UF O s  ar e  dem o n i c .    Th e  Pa s s o v e r  sto r y  rep r e s e n t s   the  ce n t r a l  pa r t  of  ou r  
bi b l i c a l  the o l o g y  tha t  mo d e r n  at h e i s t s  lik e  Ri c h a r d  Da w k i n s ,  in  hi s  bo o k  Th e  Go d  De l u s i o n , 
ca n n o t  ac c e p t .   He  se e s  the  Go d  of  the  Ol d  Te s t a m e n t  as  vi n d i c t i v e ,  de s t r u c t i v e ,  pr e j u d i c e d ,  
mo r e  ev i l  tha t  an y  hum a n .   Fr o m  the  Jew i s h  po i n t  of  vi e w ,  G o d ’ s  m i g h t y  ac t s  br o u g h t  ab o u t  the i r  
libe r a t i o n  an d  sa l v a t i o n .   Bu t  fro m  ou r  mo d e r n  Go d l e s s  po i n t  of  vi e w ,  the s e  ac t s  se e m  mo r e  
dem o n i c  tha n  Go d- lik e.   Ou r  mo d e r n  m i n d  ha s  tro u b l e  un d e r s t a n d i n g  the  pow e r  of  Go d ,  an d  the  
rel a t i o n  be t w e e n  su f f e r i n g  an d  red e m p t i o n  as  the  Bi b l e  un d e r s t a n d s  it.    
     My  poi n t  is  thi s:   it  is  on e  thi n g  to  arg u e  wi t h i n  the  Ch r i s t i a n  com m u n i t y  wh e t h e r  UF O s  are  
an g e l i c  or  de m o n i c .   It  is  an o t h e r  thi n g  to  su p p o s e  tha t  ou r  po i n t  of  vi e w — e i t h e r  an g e l i c  or  
dem o n i c — m a k e s  an y  sen s e  to  ou r  se c u l a r  sc i e n t i f i c  wo r l d  vi e w .    Wh a t  som e  Ch r i s t i a n s  now  
se e  as  sup e r n a t u r a l  si g n s  in  the  sky,  ma n y  mo d e r n s  se e  as  su p e r  tec h n o l o g i c a l .   Ho w  do  we  tel l  
the  di f f e r e n c e ?   Ho w  do  we  tel l  the  di f f e r e n c e  be t w e e n  an g e l s  an d  an c i e n t  as t r o n a u t s ?   We  are  
in  the  mi d s t  of  an  ide n t i t y  ga m e ,  wh i c h  ha s  al w a y s  be e n  Go d ’ s  Ga m e  fro m  the  tim e  of  Mo s e s  to  
now :   Wh a t  sh a l l  we  sa y  is  you r  nam e?

SIGNS  AND THE CHALLENGE  OF AMBIGUITY

   Wh e n  I wa s  in  co l l e g e  I pl e d g e d  a  fra t e r n i t y .   Du r i n g  my  ini t i a t i o n  we e k ,  my  “bro t h e r s  to  be”  
too k  me  an d  a  fel l o w  ple d g e  for  a  m i d n i g h t  rid e,  bl i n d f o l d e d .   We  dro v e  for  qu i t e  a  wh i l e ,  an d  
the n  we r e  du m p e d  ou t  in  the  da r k  on  a  di r t  cou n t r y  roa d .   Ou r  bl i n d f o l d s  we r e  rem o v e d ,  an d  the  
bro t h e r s  dro v e  aw a y .    Th e r e  we r e  no  ho u s e s  or  ligh t s  in  si g h t ,  so  my  fel l o w  ple d g e  an d  I sta r t e d  
wa l k i n g ,  ea s t  as  it  tur n e d  ou t,  tho u g h  we  did  no t  kno w  it  at  the  tim e .   Af t e r  a  wh i l e  we  cam e  ou t  
on  a  pa v e d  roa d  wh i c h  we  rec o g n i z e d ,  fou n d  si g n s  we  rec o g n i z e d ,  fou n d  a  res t a u r a n t  we  
rec o g n i z e d ,  fou n d  a  ph o n e ,  an d  lik e  ET,  ph o n e d  hom e  for  a  rid e.     
   Th e r e  ar e  two  cu r r e n t  vi e w s  of  how  the  hum a n  rac e ,  an d  al l  li fe  on  ea r t h ,  fou n d  its e l f  on  thi s  
da r k  di r t  roa d  we  cal l  pl a n e t  ea r t h .   On e  vi e w  is  we  jus t  “evo l v e d”  ac c i d e n t a l l y ,  the  cu r r e n t  
sc i e n t i f i c  vi e w .   Th e  ot h e r  vi e w  is  we  we r e  cr e a t e d  by  a  hig h e r  int e l l i g e n c e ,  we  we r e  pu t  he r e .  
O u r  tas k  is  to  re a d  the  si g n s ,  to  fin d  ou r  wa y  hom e .   Th e  ki n g d o m  of  he a v e n  is  lik e  tre a s u r e  
bu r i e d  in  a  fie l d.   W e  ha v e  to  di g  for  the  si g n s ,  an d  the n  we  ha v e  to  be  wi s e  en o u g h  to  
rec o g n i z e  tre a s u r e  wh e n  we  find  it.   
   In  som e  wa y s  si g n s  as  a  rel i g i o u s  di m e n s i o n  ha v e  be e n  di s c r e d i t e d  in  ou r  sc i e n t i f i c  ag e .   We  
kn o w  tha t  tho u s a n d s  of  ye a r s  ag o ,  if  pr i m i t i v e  pe o p l e  wi t n e s s e d  an  ec l i p s e  of  the  su n  or  mo o n ,  
the y  mi g h t  se e  thi s  as  a  ba d  om e n ,  tha t  ev i l  mi g h t  so o n  com e  up o n  the m .   We  now  un d e r s t a n d  
the  sc i e n t i f i c  re a s o n  for  an  ec l i p s e ,  an d  at t a c h  no  rel i g i o u s  me a n i n g  to  on e .   Th e  bi b l i c a l  
pr o p h e t s  of t e n  at t r i b u t e d  a  dro u g h t  or  fam i n e  to  the  an g e r  of  Go d .   No w  we  tal k  ab o u t  “cha n g i n g  
we a t h e r  pa t t e r n s .”   Ch r i s t i a n s  wo u l d  sti l l  sa y  al l  of  cr e a t i o n  wo r k s  ac c o r d i n g  to  the  wi l l  of  G o d ,  
bu t  we  ten d  to  di v i d e  the  “nat u r a l  wo r l d”  fro m  the  “sup e r n a t u r a l  wo r l d ,”  al t h o u g h  the  wo r d  
“sup e r n a t u r a l ”  is  no t  a  bib l i c a l  wo r d .   [The  Re v i s e d  St a n d a r d  Ve r s i o n  of  the  Bi b l e  use s  the  wo r d  
‘sup e r n a t u r a l ’  thr e e  tim e s  (1 Co r .  10:3,4), in  a  pas s a g e  in  wh i c h  Pa u l  tal k s  ab o u t  the  
‘sup e r n a t u r a l  foo d’  of  the  Ex o d u s .   Bu t  the  Gr e e k  wo r d  he r e  is  tra n s l a t e d  as  ‘spi r i t u a l ’  
ev e r y w h e r e  el s e  in  the  RS V .    Int e r e s t i n g l y ,  in  the  Ne w  Re v i s e d  St a n d a r d  Ve r s i o n ,  the  
tra n s l a t o r s  el i m i n a t e d  ‘sup e r n a t u r a l ’   an d  co r r e c t l y  tra n s l a t e d  the  Gr e e k  ‘spi r i t u a l .’]  Th e  Bi b l e  
do e s  bel i e v e ,  how e v e r ,  tha t  the r e  are  di v i n e  sp i r i t u a l  pow e r s  tha t  can  rul e  na t u r e ,  an d  Je s u s  
us e d  thi s  pow e r  for  hi s  he a l i n g  mi r a c l e s .   Th e s e  m i r a c l e s  ha v e  al w a y s  be e n  co n s i d e r e d  by  
or t h o d o x  Ch r i s t i a n s  to  be  “sig n s”  of  the  di v i n i t y  of  Ch r i s t .   
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   Th e  Ap o s t l e  Pa u l  m a d e  the  int e r e s t i n g  ob s e r v a t i o n  tha t  “For  Jew s  dem a n d  si g n s ,  an d  Gr e e k s  
se e k  wi s d o m .”   (1 Co r .  1:22)  Wh a t  thi s  me a n s  is,  Jew s  see k  si g n s  of  G o d ’ s  pow e r ,  wh i l e  
Gr e e k s  pre f e r  wi s d o m  as  the i r  for m  of  pow e r .   W e  st i l l  ha v e  tha t  di v i s i o n  in  the  Ch r i s t i a n  Ch u r c h .  
Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s  se e k  si g n s ,  es p e c i a l l y  of  the  Se c o n d  Co m i n g  of  Ch r i s t .   An d  
Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s  lov e  the  m i r a c l e  st o r i e s  in  the  Bi b l e ,  an d  bel i e v e  the m  al l.   Li b e r a l  
Ch r i s t i a n s  ha r d l y  pa y  an y  at t e n t i o n  to  mi r a c l e  st o r i e s ,  an d  ne v e r  thi n k  ab o u t  the  Se c o n d  
Co m i n g .   Wh a t  libe r a l  Ch r i s t i a n s  wo r r y  ab o u t  is  wh e t h e r  pr o f e s s o r s  in  ou r  se c u l a r  un i v e r s i t i e s  
wi l l  lau g h  at  the i r  be l i e f s ,  an d  the i r  sc h o l a r s h i p .   Co n s e q u e n t l y ,  Co n s e r v a t i v e s  ha v e  wr i t t e n  mo s t  
of  the  bo o k s  on  the  Bi b l e  an d  UF O s ;  libe r a l s  wo u l d  be  too  em b a r r a s s e d  to  ev e n  adm i t  the y  are  
int e r e s t e d .    
   Th e  Jew i s h  fai t h  wa s  fou n d e d  on  si g n s ,  the  wh o l e  of  the  Ex o d u s  is  a  bo o k  of  si g n s .   Th e  
Bu r n i n g  Bu s h  of  Mo s e s ,  al l  the  pl a g u e s  in  Eg y p t ,  the  ki l l i n g  of  Eg y p t i a n  fir s t- bo r n  at  Pa s s o v e r ,  
the  “pil l a r  of  cl o u d  an d  of  fi r e,”  the  Ex o d u s  UF O  wh i c h  led  Isr a e l  for  40  ye a r s ;  the  ma n n a  
dro p p e d  fro m  the  sk y;  the  Ex o d u s  UF O  lan d i n g  on  Mt.  Si n a i ,  the  Ta b e r n a c l e .   Th e s e  si g n s  
fou n d e d  the  Ol d  Te s t a m e n t ,  an d  af t e r  the  Jew s  en t e r  the  pr o m i s e d  lan d ,  the  fai t h  me m o r y  
al w a y s  go e s  ba c k  to  Ex o d u s ,  wh e n  Go d  wa s  wi t h  the  Jew s .   An d  the r e  wa s  al w a y s  ho p e  tha t  a  
new  Mo s e s  wo u l d  com e ,  a  new  law  gi v e r ,  an d  in  the  Ch r i s t i a n  tra d i t i o n ,  Je s u s  wa s  tha t  ne w  law  
gi v e r ,  an d  eve n  mo r e ,  a  gra c e  gi v e r .   Th e  law  cam e  by  Mo s e s .   Gr a c e  an d  tru t h  cam e  by  Ch r i s t .  
(Jn.  1: 1 7)
   Je s u s  cam e  wi t h  si g n s ,  the  st a r  to  the  wi s e  me n ,  an g e l s  to  the  sh e p h e r d s ,  the  “Spi r i t  of  Go d”  
an d  the  vo i c e  of  Go d  at  hi s  ba p t i s m ,  as  we l l  as  hi s  Tr a n s f i g u r a t i o n .   Lo t s  of  he a l i n g  m i r a c l e s ,  bu t  
wi s d o m  too,  esp e c i a l l y  in  hi s  pa r a b l e s .   Th e n  the  fin a l  si g n ,  op p o s i t e  si d e s  of  the  sam e  co i n ,  
Ch r i s t  cr u c i f i e d  an d  rai s e d  fro m  the  de a d .   “[B]ut  we  pr e a c h  Ch r i s t  cr u c i f i e d ,  a  st u m b l i n g  bl o c k  to  
the  Jew s ,  an d  fol l y  to  Ge n t i l e s .”  (1 Co r .  1:23)  Cr u c i f i x i o n  is  no t  a  si g n  of  di v i n e  pow e r ,  it  is  a  
si g n  of  we a k n e s s .   W h a t  ki n d  of  si g n  is  thi s?   An d  wh a t  cr a z y  ki n d  of  wi s d o m  su p p o s e s  tha t  the  
cr o s s  can  sa v e  an y o n e ?   (Our  “wi s e”  libe r a l  the o l o g i a n s  som e t i m e s  ca l l  the  cr o s s  ch i l d  ab u s e .)  
Wh a t  thi s  me a n s  is,  Go d  cam e  to  us  in  Ch r i s t  in  a  wa y  no n e  of  us  we r e  rea d y  to  ac c e p t — J e w  or  
G e n t i l e .   An d  I su s p e c t  we  ha v e  no t  ch a n g e d ,  no r  ha s  Go d ,  me a n i n g ,  tha t  G o d  can  sti l l  fin d  
wa y s  to  com e  to  us  in  a  wa y  we  can n o t  ac c e p t .   If  I am  rig h t ,  UF O s  are  on e  of  tho s e  wa y s ,  a  
st u m b l i n g  bl o c k  to  Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s ,  an d  fol l y  to  Li b e r a l  Ch r i s t i a n s  an d  ou r  un b e l i e v i n g  
sc i e n t i f i c  cu l t u r e .   Th e  cro s s  an d  res u r r e c t i o n  are  fol l y  to  ma n y ,  bu t  ev e n  in  the  tim e  of  Je s u s ,  it  
wa s  ha r d  to  be l i e v e .   Je s u s  ap p e a r e d  to  ma n y  in  Ga l i l e e  af t e r  hi s  res u r r e c t i o n .   “And  wh e n  the y  
saw  him  the y  wo r s h i p e d  hi m;  bu t  som e  do u b t e d .”   (Mt.  28: 1 7)   Ev e n  pre t t y  go o d  “sig n s”  do  no t  
br i n g  ev e r y o n e  to  fai t h .   Th e  do u b t e r s  sa i d  ma y b e  it  wa s  jus t  som e o n e  wh o  loo k e d  lik e  Je s u s .  
Pr o b a b l y  som e  ki n d  of  ho a x ,  no  ne e d  to  fal l  for  it,  an d  be  lau g h e d  at.   Hi s  di s c i p l e s  we r e  
fis h e r m e n ,  ha r d l y  rel i a b l e  rel i g i o u s  wi t n e s s e s .   (With  UF O s   do u b t e r s  me n t i o n  sw a m p  ga s,  
Ve n u s ,  or  ho a x e s .)
   Ev e n  in  go o d  si g n s ,  the r e  is  am b i g u i t y .   Si g n s  do  no t  for c e  be l i e f ,  usu a l l y  (Dou b t i n g  Th o m a s ,  
an d  Pa u l  on  the  Da m a s c u s  Ro a d  ma y  be  ex c e p t i o n s).   Si g n s  en a b l e  us  to  wo n d e r  ab o u t  
be l i e v i n g .    Th e  rel i g i o u s  lea d e r s  of  hi s  da y  kne w  Je s u s  wa s  co n d u c t i n g  mi r a c l e s  of  he a l i n g .  
Th e y  saw  it.   W h a t  wa s  the i r  ex p l a n a t i o n?   “He  ca s t s  ou t  de m o n s  by  the  pr i n c e  of  de m o n s .”  (Mt.  
9:34)  Wh e n  yo u  do n’ t  lik e  the  ev i d e n c e ,  or  the  pe r s o n  wh o  is  do i n g  a  go o d  de e d ,  dem o n i z e  hi m  
(or he r).   Th i s  is  sti l l  po p u l a r  am o n g  rel i g i o u s  lea d e r s .   
   Je s u s  de v e l o p e d  a  rep u t a t i o n  as  a  pro p h e t ,  an d  rel i g i o u s  lea d e r s  cam e  to  tes t  hi m.   Th e y  
as k e d  to  see  a  si g n  fro m  he a v e n .   Je s u s  an s w e r e d ,  “Wh e n  it  is  ev e n i n g ,  you  sa y,  ‘It  wi l l  be  fai r  
we a t h e r :  for  the  sky  is  re d.’   An d  in  the  mo r n i n g ,  ‘It  wi l l  be  st o r m y  tod a y ,  for  the  sky  is  re d  an d  
thr e a t e n i n g . ’   Yo u  kn o w  how  to  int e r p r e t  the  sk y,  bu t  yo u  ca n n o t  int e r p r e t  the  si g n s  of  the  tim e s .  
An  ev i l  an d  ad u l t e r o u s  ge n e r a t i o n  see k s  for  a  si g n,  bu t  no  si g n  wi l l  be  gi v e n  to  it  ex c e p t  the  si g n  
of  Jon a h .”  (Mt.  16:2- 4) As  Jo n a h  wo u l d  be  in  the  bel l y  of  the  fis h  thr e e  da y s ,  so  wo u l d  Je s u s  be  
in  the  ea r t h  thr e e  da y s .   
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   Wh a t  is  int e r e s t i n g  he r e  is  the  str a n g e  pa r a d o x  tha t  Je s u s  ha d  a  rep u t a t i o n  for  cr e a t i n g  si g n s  
of  the  ki n g d o m ,  ye t  he  wo u l d  no t  do  a  m i r a c l e  on  dem a n d  for  sh o w .   Th i s  se e m s  lik e l y  to  
res o n a t e  wi t h  the  tem p t a t i o n  of  Je s u s  to  lea p  fro m  the  Te m p l e ,  as  a  wa y  to  wi n  the  cr o w d .   “An  
ev i l  an d  ad u l t e r o u s  ge n e r a t i o n  see k s  a  si g n.”   
   Th i s  m i g h t  be  go o d  new s  to  rel i g i o u s  lib e r a l s ,  the y  ha v e  no  int e r e s t  in  si g n s ,  al t h o u g h  I do  no t  
se e  libe r a l s  too  con c e r n e d   ab o u t  ou r  ad u l t e r o u s  ge n e r a t i o n .    Re l i g i o u s  Co n s e r v a t i v e s  spe n d  a  
lot  of  en e r g y  loo k i n g  for  “Lat e  Gr e a t  Pl a n e t  Ea r t h”  si g n s ,  or  “Lef t  Be h i n d ”  si g n s .   
   Wh y  is  Je s u s  an t i- si g n?   I su s p e c t  the r e  is  a  ki n d  of  co r r u p t i o n  in  ou r  lus t  for  si g n s .   W e  do  no t  
rea l l y  wa n t  to  ob e y  Go d  fre e l y ,  lik e  Ad a m  an d  Ev e,  we  wo u l d  be  gla d  to  mu n c h  on  for b i d d e n  
fru i t  if  we  co u l d  ge t  aw a y  wi t h  it.   Bu t  if  we  ha d  a  “sig n”  Go d  wa s  wa t c h i n g ,  the n  we  wo u l d  be  
go o d .   Or  if  we  saw  a  si g n  the  ma s t e r  re a l l y  wa s  com i n g  ba c k  to  co l l e c t  the  re n t  on  hi s  vi n e y a r d ,  
we  wo u l d  be  go o d .   Li k e  a  cl a s s  of  st u d e n t s  wh o  sh a p e  up  wh e n  som e o n e  ye l l s ,  “He r e  com e s  
the  tea c h e r!”   
   In  ligh t  of  thi s,  how  do  I da r e  sa y,  “I be l i e v e  UF O s  ma y  be  a  si g n  of  the  pr e s e n c e  of  the  an g e l s  
of  Go d  in  ou r  sk i e s?”   Ar e n’ t  I jus t  fee d i n g  the  “lus t”  for  si g n s  of  ou r  ev i l  an d  ad u l t e r o u s  
ge n e r a t i o n?   I ma y  be  gu i l t y  of  tha t .   Bu t  the  am b i g u i t y  he r e  is  thi s.   W h a t  if  Go d  is  me r c i f u l?  
W h a t  if  we  are  su c h  an  un b e l i e v i n g ,  G o d l e s s  ge n e r a t i o n ,  su c h  an  ev i l  an d  ad u l t e r o u s  
ge n e r a t i o n ,  tha t  G o d  in  Go d’ s  me r c y  ha s  gi v e n  us  a  fab u l o u s  pow e r f u l  si g n  of  the  ki n g d o m  of  
he a v e n ,  an d  we  are  too  bl i n d ,  too  fai t h l e s s ,  too  ev i l  an d  ad u l t e r o u s  to  ev e n  rec o g n i z e  it?  
   Th e  cro s s  is  a  co n d e m n a t i o n  of  ou r  lus t  for  po w e r .   Je s u s  thr e a t e n e d  bo t h  the  rel i g i o u s  an d  
pol i t i c a l  po w e r s  of  hi s  da y,  hi s  lov e  of  the  po o r ,  hi s  cr i t i c i s m  of  the  rel i g i o u s  lea d e r s  for  the i r  lov e  
of  mo n e y ,  the i r  “hol i e r  tha n  tho u”  at t i t u d e s ,  hi s  he a l i n g  m i r a c l e s  al l  we r e  a  thr e a t .   Th a t  is  wh y  he  
wa s  kil l e d .   Th e  cro s s  is  a  co n d e m n a t i o n  of  ou r  lus t  for  pow e r ,  an d  co n d e m n s  ou r  ha t e  of  tho s e  
wh o  thr e a t e n  ou r  pow e r .   
   I be l i e v e  UF O s  hav e  be e n  en g a g e d  in  a  ki n d  of  ps y c h o l o g i c a l  wa r f a r e  on  the  go v e r n m e n t s  of  
ou r  wo r l d ,  tha t  is  wh y  ou r  go v e r n m e n t s  ha v e  lied  ab o u t  UF O s .   Ou r  go v e r n m e n t s  are  de a l i n g  
wi t h  a  pow e r  tha t  is  gr e a t e r  tha n  the y .   Li k e  Ph a r a o h ,  the y  ha v e  lie d  ab o u t ,  an d  tri e d  to  ke e p  the  
tru t h  ab o u t  UF O s  fro m  the  pu b l i c ,  al l  in  the  na m e  of  na t i o n a l  se c u r i t y ,  al l  in  the  na m e  of  
pr o t e c t i n g  the i r  po w e r .   Pr o t e c t i n g  the  pow e r  Sa t a n  ha s  gi v e n  the m  .  Po w e r  co n t r o l l e d  wi t h  the i r  
jet s  an d  bom b s ,  ex c e p t  tha t  UF O s  can  ma k e  sp o r t  of  ou r  tec h n o l o g y .   Ph a r a o h  wo u l d  
un d e r s t a n d .   

CONSERVATIVE  CONDEMNATION OF MY  WORK
   
    Lib e r a l  Ch r i s t i a n s  ha v e  ign o r e d  my  the o l o g y ,  bu t  Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s  ha v e  no t .   Ra t h e r  
Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s  ha v e  co n d e m n e d  my  wo r k  fro m  the  be g i n n i n g .   I wo u l d  sa y  the  rea s o n  
Co n s e r v a t i v e s  ha v e  con d e m n e d  me  is  1) bec a u s e  the y  do n’ t  wa n t  to  bel i e v e  Ph a r a o h  or  Ca e s a r  
wo u l d  lie  to  us,  an d  2) the y  do  no t  re a l l y  be l i e v e  in  wo n d e r i n g  wh a t  the  an g e l i c  wo r l d  is  ab o u t .  
W h e n  my  bo o k  wa s  rev i e w e d  in  Ch r i s t i a n i t y  To d a y , the  rev i e w e r  ne v e r  eve n  me n t i o n e d  the  
wo r d  an g e l .   Co n s e r v a t i v e s  hu g  the i r  Bi b l e s  to  the i r  ch e s t s ,  an d  cl o s e  the i r  ey e s ,  an d  wa i t  for  
the  Se c o n d  Co m i n g .   If  an  an g e l  of  Go d  fli e s  in  fro n t  of  the i r  no s e ,  a  Co n s e r v a t i v e  wi l l  ne v e r  se e  
it,  be c a u s e  it  wo u l d  be  si n f u l  to  rel y  on  ‘exp e r i e n c e . ’   Co n s e r v a t i v e s  shu t  the i r  eye s  in  di f f e r e n t  
wa y s .   
   On e  Co n s e r v a t i v e  wh o  has  be e n  cr i t i c a l  of  my  wo r k  ha s  be e n  Cl i f f o r d  W i l s o n .   In  hi s  bo o k  
U.F. O . s  an d  the i r  M i s s i o n  Im p o s s i b l e , is  thi s  qu o t e  fro m  me,  “It  see m s  co n s i s t e n t  to  arg u e  tha t  if  
Je s u s  ‘asc e n d e d ’  in  som e  so r t  of  U.F. O .,  the  sam e  veh i c l e  br o u g h t  hi m  to  Pa u l ’ s  com p a n y  on  
the  Dam a s c u s  Ro a d .”
   W i l s o n  the n  go e s  on  to  com m e n t ,  “Per h a p s  ‘it  se e m s  con s i s t e n t ’  bu t  it  ce r t a i n l y  is  no t  
co n v i n c i n g .   Je s u s  is  the  So n  of  Go d  an d  He  do e s  no t  ne e d  a  U.F. O .”   (p. 198)
   No t i c e  wh a t  W i l s o n  is  no t  sa y i n g  he r e .   He  is  no t  sa y i n g  I am  de n y i n g  the  tru t h  of  the  Bi b l e .  
Co n s e r v a t i v e s  of t e n  tel l  m e  I am  no t  pa y i n g  at t e n t i o n  to  wh a t  the  Bi b l e  sa y s .  W i l s o n  is  no t  
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sa y i n g  tha t  I am  no t  loo k i n g  to  sc r i p t u r e  to  co n f i r m  sc r i p t u r e ,  wh i c h  is  a  ke y  int e r p r e t a t i v e  
pr i n c i p l e .   W h y  am  I wr o n g  the n?   Be c a u s e  Je s u s  do e s  no t  “nee d”  a  U.F. O .   Wh a t  ki n d  of  
ar g u m e n t  is  thi s?   Di d  Je s u s  “nee d”  to  rid e  on  a  do n k e y  on  Pa l m  Su n d a y ?   I do n’ t  thi n k  so — h e  
co u l d  ha v e  wa l k e d .   He  wa s  fre e  to  rid e  a  do n k e y .   Th e  iss u e  he r e  is  no t  wh a t  Je s u s  “nee d s”  or  
do e s  no t  ne e d ,  de p e n d i n g  on  ou r  ima g i n a t i o n  of  wh a t  he  ne e d s  or  do e s  no t  ne e d .   Ne e d l e s s  to  
sa y,  I find  thi s  ki n d  of  Co n s e r v a t i v e  res p o n s e  to  my  wo r k  fru s t r a t i n g .   My  ow n  wo r k  is  ba s e d  on  
the  as s u m p t i o n  tha t  on e  of  the  ma i n  wa y s  we  kn o w  Go d  is  by  pa y i n g  cl o s e  at t e n t i o n  to  
sc r i p t u r e .   Bu t  the n  wh e n  I ma k e  a  bi b l i c a l   arg u m e n t ,  W i l s o n  sa y s  in  ef f e c t ,  “I kn o w  tha t  wh a t  
yo u  sa y  ma k e s  sen s e  fro m  the  bi b l i c a l  po i n t  of  vi e w ,  bu t  I ha v e  thi s  se c r e t  kno w l e d g e  ab o u t  
wh a t  Je s u s  ‘nee d s ’  an d  do e s  no t  ne e d .   I kn o w  Je s u s  do e s  no t  ne e d  a  UF O ,  an d  the r e f o r e  it  
do e s  no t  ma t t e r  to  me  wh a t  the  Bi b l e  sa y s .   So,  ke e p  in  m i n d ,  if  I sa y  yo u  are  wr o n g ,  the n  yo u  
are  wr o n g ,  no  ma t t e r  wh a t  the  Bi b l e  sa y s .”    Th e  pr o p e r  wa y  to  int e r p r e t  the  Bi b l e  is  to  loo k  at  
wh a t  the  Bi b l e  sa y s  ha p p e n e d .    Je s u s  wa s  tak e n  up  int o  he a v e n  in  a  “clo u d ,”  (Acts  1:9), an d  
the n  cam e  ba c k  to  the  Da m a s c u s  Ro a d  in  a  br i g h t  ligh t  (Acts  9:3), wh i c h  sou n d s  lik e  the  br i g h t  
cl o u d  of  the  Ex o d u s  an d  the  Tr a n s f i g u r a t i o n .     I ha v e  ha d  the  sam e  arg u m e n t  use d  ag a i n s t  my  
int e r p r e t a t i o n  of  the  Pa r t i n g  of  the  Re d  Se a .   “God  did n ’ t  ne e d  to  use  a  UF O  to  pa r t  the  Re d  
Se a .”   Th a t  is  no t  bi b l i c a l  int e r p r e t a t i o n .   Bi b l i c a l  int e r p r e t a t i o n  is  loo k i n g  at  the  tex t ,  an d  se e i n g  
wh a t  it  sa y s .   Do  I kn o w  for  su r e  tha t  Go d  use d  a  UF O  to  tak e  Je s u s  to  he a v e n ,  or  pa r t  the  Re d  
Se a?   No.   Bu t  thi s  is  wh a t  fai t h  is.   Fa i t h  is  wo n d e r i n g ,  de a l i n g  wi t h  am b i g u i t y ,  wi t h  po s s i b i l i t i e s .  
W i t h  Go d  al l  thi n g s  ar e  po s s i b l e .  (Mt.  19:26)  I thi n k  it  is  my  du t y  to  wo n d e r  if  UF O s  ar e  
co n n e c t e d  wi t h  the  an g e l s  of  Go d  (incl u d i n g  tes t i n g  an g e l s ,  Sa t a n).   
    Re a d e r s  of  Jim  Cu n n i n g h a m ’ s  “Str o n g  De l u s i o n”  we b  si t e  kn o w  tha t  on e  of  my  st r o n g e s t  
Ch r i s t i a n  cri t i c s  ha s  be e n  Ga r y  Ba t e s ,  au t h o r  of  the  bo o k ,  Al i e n  In t r u s i o n :  UF O s  an d  the  
Ev o l u t i o n  Co n n e c t i o n .  
(See  the  St r o n g  De l u s i o n  ar c h i v e s  for  “Dr.  Ba r r y  Do w n i n g ’ s  Re s p o n s e  to  G a r y  Ba t e s .”)  
   Th e  Ba t e s  bo o k  is  we l l  wr i t t e n ,  an d  I tho u g h t  the  fi rs t  ch a p t e r s  we r e  esp e c i a l l y  we l l  do n e .  
Li k e w i s e ,  he  ha n d l e d  the  Ge n e s i s  6  iss u e s  con c e r n i n g  the  Ne p h i l i m  we l l  at  the  en d  of  hi s  bo o k  
(pp.  350-369).  It  is  imp o r t a n t  to  un d e r s t a n d  tha t  Ba t e s ’    wh o l e  arg u m e n t   hi n g e s  on  hi s  po i n t  of  
vi e w  in  re g a r d  to  the  co n t r o v e r s y  be t w e e n  cr e a t i o n i s t s  an d  ev o l u t i o n .   Th a t  is  wh y  the  “Evo l u t i o n  
Co n n e c t i o n ”  is  in  the  tit l e.
Ba t e s  sa y s  tha t  wi t h  ca r e f u l  ca l c u l a t i o n s ,  we  ar r i v e  at  the  co n c l u s i o n  “tha t  the  tim e  of  cr e a t i o n ,  
as  rec o r d e d  in  the  Sc r i p t u r e s ,  wa s  on l y  ab o u t  6,000  yea r s  ag o .”  (p. 345)  Ba t e s  is  as  af r a i d  of  
Da r w i n  as  Rom a n  Ca t h o l i c s  we r e  af r a i d  of  Ga l i l e o .   
   He r e  is  a  ba s i c  qu e s t i o n ,  an d  its  im p o r t a n c e  wi l l  be c o m e  cl e a r  soo n .   Ar e  the  onl y  tru e  
Ch r i s t i a n s  in  the  wo r l d  the  on e s  wh o  be l i e v e  the  uni v e r s e  wa s  cr e a t e d  6,000  ye a r s  ag o?   Th e r e  
are  ma n y  Ch r i s t i a n s  wh o  bel i e v e  G o d  cre a t e d  thr o u g h  ev o l u t i o n — g u i d e d  by  the  Ho l y  Sp i r i t .  
O t h e r  Ch r i s t i a n s ,  lik e  Ph i l l i p  Joh n s o n ,  Wi l l i a m  Dem b s k i  an d  M i c h a e l  Be h e  ar e  “inte l l i g e n t  
de s i g n”  ad v o c a t e s .   Th e y  be l i e v e  the  uni v e r s e  is  bi l l i o n s  of  yea r s  ol d,  as  mo d e r n  sc i e n c e  sa y s ,  
bu t  tha t  Go d  ac t e d  in  di r e c t  mi r a c u l o u s  wa y s  at  di f f e r e n t  tim e s  to  cr e a t e  di f f e r e n t  spe c i e s .   Ar e  
the s e  pe o p l e  re a l  Ch r i s t i a n s ,  or  ar e  the y  un b e l i e v e r s ?   
   Ba t e s  do e s  no t  be l i e v e  UF O s  com e  fro m  ot h e r  pl a n e t s ,  be c a u s e  Go d  on l y  cr e a t e d  lif e  on  
ea r t h ,  an d  si n c e  the  uni v e r s e  is  on l y  6,000  yea r s  ol d,  ob v i o u s l y  the r e  wa s  no t  tim e  for  li fe  to  
“evo l v e”  on  ot h e r  pl a n e t s .    Mo d e r n  sc i e n c e  bel i e v e s  the  uni v e r s e  is  ab o u t  13  bi l l i o n  yea r s  ol d,  
an d  ou r  sun  ab o u t  5  bi l l i o n  ye a r s  ol d.   Ob v i o u s l y ,  the r e  is  qu i t e  a  ga p  be t w e e n  mo d e r n  sc i e n c e  
an d  Ga r y  Ba t e s .   Th i s  ga p  do e s  no t  me a n  sc i e n c e  is  rig h t  an d  Ba t e s  is  wr o n g .   Bu t  it  do e s  me a n  
we  hav e  a  lit t l e  am b i g u i t y  he r e .   W e  hav e  a  rig h t  to  as k,  is  it  po s s i b l e  Ba t e s  is  wr o n g ,  an d  if  he  
is,  wh y  is  he?   We  wi l l  at t e m p t  an  an s w e r  as  we  go  alo n g .   
   Bu t  thi s  me a n s  tha t  be f o r e  Ba t e s  eve n  sta r t s  hi s  bo o k ,  he  kn o w s  UF O s  do  no t  com e  fro m  
an o t h e r  pl a n e t ,  as  ma n y  bel i e v e ,  be c a u s e  he  kn o w s  wi t h o u t  che c k i n g  the r e  is  no t  life  on  ot h e r  
pl a n e t s — t h e  6,000  ye a r  lim i t  m a k i n g  it  imp o s s i b l e .    Wh y  Go d  cou l d  no t  cr e a t e  life  on  ot h e r  
pl a n e t s ,  ex a c t l y  the  sam e  tim e  Go d  cre a t e d  lif e  on  ea r t h  in  the  6,000  ye a r  lim i t ,  I do  no t  kn o w .  
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Bu t  Go d  di d  cr e a t e  dem o n s ,  an d  Sa t a n i c  pow e r s ,  an d  the y  are  the  cau s e  of  ou r  mo d e r n  UF O  
sig h t i n g s .
   Th e  ea r l y  ch a p t e r s  of  hi s  bo o k  de a l  wi t h  ho w  mo d e r n  me d i a  an d  film s  ha v e  pr o m o t e d  the  ide a  
of  li fe  on  ot h e r  wo r l d s ,  an d  how  at h e i s t s  lik e  Ca r l  Sa g a n  ha v e  pre a c h e d  evo l u t i o n  an d  
ex t r a t e r r e s t r i a l  li fe  as  pa r t  of  the  sam e  pac k a g e .   I ce r t a i n l y  ag r e e  wi t h  Ba t e s  tha t  m o d e r n  
en t e r t a i n m e n t ,  the  “Ali e n”  film  se r i e s ,  “Clo s e  En c o u n t e r s  of  the  Th i r d  Ki n d ,”  an d  the  “Sta r  W a r s”  
mo v i e s  ha v e  al l  gi v e n  us  an  op e n n e s s  to  bel i e v i n g  in  li fe  on  ot h e r  pl a n e t s .   UF O  sto r i e s  jus t  fee d  
of f  thi s  cu l t u r a l  my t h i c  ima g i n a t i o n .   
   He  is  op e n  to  st o r i e s  of  ab d u c t i o n s ,  se x u a l  ex a m i n a t i o n  of  ab d u c t e e s ,  st r a n g e  “mi n d  rea d i n g”  
an d  ot h e r  pa r a n o r m a l  di m e n s i o n s  of  the  UF O  ex p e r i e n c e ,  be c a u s e  the y  poi n t  to  a  de m o n i c  
su p e r n a t u r a l  rea l i t y ,  wh i c h  ap p a r e n t l y  can  be c o m e  ph y s i c a l  (whi c h  the  bi b l i c a l  dem o n s  do  no t  
do), bu t  no t  so  ph y s i c a l  as  to  cr a s h  the i r  UF O  at  Ro s w e l l ,  Ne w  Me x i c o .   He  do e s  no t  be l i e v e  
tha t  st o r y .   “His t o r i c a l  do c u m e n t a t i o n  ha s  sh o w n  the  com p l e t e  lac k  of  ph y s i c a l  ev i d e n c e  for  a  
cr a s h e d  UF O  an d  al i e n  bo d i e s  at  Ro s w e l l .”  (p. 188)
    UF O  res e a r c h e r s  su c h  as  St a n t o n  Fr i e d m a n  wo u l d  di s a g r e e .   I do  no t  kno w  wh a t  the  an s w e r  
to  Ro s w e l l  is.   Bu t  I do  no t  rul e  ou t  the  po s s i b i l i t y  of  a  cr a s h e d  UF O .   Jew i s h  pe o p l e  di d  no t  
be l i e v e  in  the  inc a r n a t i o n  of  Je s u s  be c a u s e  ce r t a i n l y  Go d  wo u l d  no t  let  hi s  ow n  So n  to  com e  to  
ea r t h ,  in  bo d i l y  for m ,  an d  die.   I thi n k  it  is  da n g e r o u s  to  cl a i m  cer t a i n t y  ab o u t  wh a t  ha p p e n e d  at  
Ro s w e l l ,  or  ab o u t  wh a t  the  an g e l s  of  Go d  mi g h t  do  in  ou r  cu r r e n t  si t u a t i o n .   It  is  ful l  of  am b i g u i t y .  
   Ba t e s  is  fine  in  de a l i n g  wi t h  the  pa r a n o r m a l  di m e n s i o n  of  UF O s ,  bu t  he  is  we a k  on  the  
ph y s i c a l  di m e n s i o n .   He r e  are  bo o k s  tha t  sh o u l d  be  inc l u d e d  in  the  tho u g h t  an d  wo r k s  of  Ba t e s  
an d  are  no t:
Ti m o t h y  Go o d ,  Ab o v e  To p  Se c r e t :  Th e  Wo r l d w i d e  UF O  Co v e r- up ; Ri c h a r d  M.  Do l a n ,  UF O s  an d  
the  Na t i o n a l  Se c u r i t y  St a t e ; La w r e n c e  Fa w c e t t  an d  Ba r r y  Gr e e n w o o d ,  Cl e a r  In t e n t :  Th e  
Go v e r n m e n t  Co v e r u p  of  the  UF O  Ex p e r i e n c e ;  Ly n n  D.  Ki t e i ,  Th e  Ph o e n i x  Li g h t s ;  Ba t e s  se e s  
the  me d i a  as  pr o m o t i n g  the  ide a  of  ex t r a t e r r e s t r i a l  lif e,  bu t  the  new s  me d i a  pr o b a b l y  he l p s  kee p  
the  go v e r n m e n t  lie  ab o u t  UF O s  goi n g .   Th i s  is  Te r r y  Ha n s e n ’ s  ar g u m e n t  in  Th e  M i s s i n g  Ti m e s :  
Ne w s  Me d i a  Co m p l i c i t y  in  the  UF O  Co v e r- up.
   In  m y  ar t i c l e  “The  Go d  Hy p o t h e s i s ,”  (MU F O N  UFO  Jou r n a l ,  Oc t o b e r  1988),  I ar g u e  tha t  UF O s  
se e m  to  be  doi n g  som e  go d- lik e  thi n g s ,  su c h  as  ch a l l e n g i n g  ou r  nu c l e a r  arm a m e n t s  an d  
ICB M ’ s .   It  is  as  if  UF O s  are  sa y i n g  to  the  go v e r n m e n t s  of  the  wo r l d ,  “Do n’ t  you  da r e  us e  the s e .”  
If  I am  rig h t ,  the n  UF O s   ar e  at t a c k i n g  ou r  mi l i t a r y  de m o n s  wh i c h  thr e a t e n  ou r  ex i s t e n c e .   Je s u s  
sa i d ,  “if  it  is  by  the  Sp i r i t  of  Go d  tha t  I ca s t  ou t  dem o n s ,  the n  the  ki n g d o m  of  Go d  has  com e  
up o n  you.”  (Mt.  12:28)   We  mu s t  rem e m b e r  tha t  it  is  Sa t a n  wh o  con t r o l s  the  ki n g d o m s  of  thi s  
wo r l d .    Wh y  wo u l d  Sa t a n  thr e a t e n  ou r  mi l i t a r y  po w e r s?   On e  thi n g  I no t i c e  fai r l y  co n s i s t e n t l y  
ab o u t   Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s  is  the y  do  no t  com p l a i n  ab o u t  the  go v e r n m e n t s  of  the  wo r l d  lyi n g  
ab o u t  UF O s .   Wh y  is  tha t?   Sa t a n  is  the  fat h e r  of  lies.   Th e  gov e r n m e n t s  of  the  wo r l d  sa y  
“nat i o n a l  se c u r i t y”  an d  su d d e n l y  Co n s e r v a t i v e s  se e  lyi n g  as  sa i n t- lik e.   

   As  I ha v e  sa i d ,  mo s t  Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s  ha v e  op p o s e d  my  wo r k .   Ga r y  Ba t e s  pr o v i d e s  an  
ex a m p l e  of  thi s.   Ba t e s  int r o d u c e s  me  by  sa y i n g ,  “[Bra d]  St e i g e r   is  no t  the  onl y  for m e r  ‘bel i e v e r ’  
to  ha v e  be e n  de c e i v e d  an d  to  ha v e  fal l e n  aw a y .   Th e  Re v .  Dr.  Ba r r y  H.  Do w n i n g  is  the  pa s t o r  of  
a  Pr e s b y t e r i a n  Ch u r c h  in  Ne w  Yo r k .”   (p. 327.   Ap p a r e n t l y  Ba t e s  di d  no t  no t i f y  m y  Pr e s b y t e r y  
tha t  I ha v e  ‘fal l e n  aw a y , ’  si n c e  I am  sti l l  or d a i n e d .)
   Ba t e s  go e s  on  to  sa y  tha t  I am  an  ad v i s o r  to  MU F O N  (The  Mu t u a l  UF O  Ne t w o r k),  an d  am  on  
the  bo a r d  of  FU F O R  (The  Fu n d  for  UF O  Re s e a r c h).   He  me n t i o n s  tha t  I am  au t h o r  of  the  bo o k  
Th e  Bi b l e  an d  Fl y i n g  Sa u c e r s .      Th i s  is  al l  tru e .    
   Ba t e s  sa y s ,  “The  fac t  tha t  Do w n i n g  is  we l l  cr e d e n t i a l e d  the o l o g i c a l l y  do e s  no  ha r m  to  hi s  
ca u s e  am o n g  the  UF O  fai t h f u l .   In  fac t ,  it  see m s  to  ad d  cre d i b i l i t y  to  hi s  ‘UFO s  in  the  Bi b l e’  
vi e w s .   Hi s  bo o k  is  rev e r e d  as  a  be n c h m a r k  tex t  am o n g  the  mo r e  rel i g i o u s  UF O  be l i e v e r s ,  wh o  
hai l  hi m  as  a  UF O  ‘mas t e r . ’”  (p. 327)
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    Ap p a r e n t l y  on e  of  m y  si n s  is  tha t  I am  we l l  lik e d  by  UF O  res e a r c h  gro u p s .   Of  co u r s e ,  I wo u l d  
no t  be  wr i t i n g  as  of t e n  for  the  MU F O N  UF O  Jo u r n a l   if  m a g a z i n e s  lik e  Ch r i s t i a n i t y  To d a y  wo u l d  
pr i n t  my  ar t i c l e s .   Ho w  do  I see  Ba t e s?   I su s p e c t  tha t  if  Ba t e s  ha d  liv e d  tho u s a n d s  of  ye a r s  ag o  
as  on e  of  Jo s e p h ’ s  ten  bro t h e r s  wh o  so l d  Jo s e p h  int o  Eg y p t i a n  sl a v e r y ,   tha t  Ba t e s  wo u l d  ha v e  
com p l a i n e d  ab o u t  how  aw f u l  it  wa s  tha t  Jo s e p h  wa s  so  po p u l a r  wi t h  the  Eg y p t i a n s .   
   Ba t e s  the n  go e s  on  to  sa y  tha t  in  my  bo o k  I ex p l o r e  eve n t s  in  the  Ex o d u s ,  lik e  the  bu r n i n g  
bu s h  an d  the  pa r t i n g  of  the  Re d  Se a  as  po s s i b l e  UF O  eve n t s ,  an d  in  the  Ne w  Te s t a m e n t ,  I ev e n  
su g g e s t  tha t  the  “bri g h t  cl o u d”  at  the  Tr a n s f i g u r a t i o n  of  Ch r i s t  wa s  a  UF O ,  al t h o u g h  Ba t e s  do e s  
no t  eve n   me n t i o n  tha t  the r e  wa s  a  br i g h t  cl o u d  at  the  Tr a n s f i g u r a t i o n .  (p. 328)   Bu t  it  cou l d n ’ t  
ha v e  be e n  a  UF O ,  eve n  if  Ba t e s  ha d  me n t i o n e d  it.   W h y?   “Bu t  on  re a d i n g  the  Bi b l e  at  fac e  
va l u e ,  it  cl e a r l y  ex p l a i n s  wh a t  oc c u r r e d .   Do w n i n g  is  rel y i n g  on  hi s  ow n  wi s h f u l  no t i o n s  wh e n  it  
com e s  to  thi s,  an d  he  is  imp o s i n g  hi s  vi e w  on  the  tex t ,  as  so  ma n y  ot h e r s  ha v e  do n e  thr o u g h  
the  ag e s .  “  He  go e s  on  to  sa y,  “Alt h o u g h  Do w n i n g  is  inf l u e n t i a l  an d  we l l  lik e d  am o n g  the  UF O  
com m u n i t y ,  he  res o r t s  to  cl e v e r l y  inv e n t e d  st o r i e s .   As  a  res u l t ,  m u c h  of  hi s  wo r k  fai l s  the  
‘Sc r i p t u r e  tes t .’   Th i s  is  the  str a i g h t f o r w a r d ,  tra d i t i o n a l  m e t h o d  wh e r e  Ch r i s t i a n s  us e  Sc r i p t u r e  to  
int e r p r e t  Sc r i p t u r e  as  a  sa f e g u a r d ,  no t  al l o w i n g  pa s s a g e s  to  be  tak e n  in  iso l a t i o n  or  ou t  of  
co n t e x t .   Do w n i n g ’ s  do c t r i n e s ,  lik e  the  fal l e n  an g e l s  wh o s e  st o r i e s  he  bel i e v e s ,  ar e  ful f i l l i n g  a  
ne e d  tha t  the  wo r l d  wa n t s  sa t i s f i e d — a  de s i r e  for  a  no n- sup e r n a t u r a l  int e r p r e t a t i o n  of  the  Bi b l e .  
By  de f i n i t i o n ,  an y  int e r v e n t i o n  by  a  su p e r n a t u r a l  G o d  wo u l d  sug g e s t  tha t  the  Bi b l e  rea l l y  is  wh a t  
it  cl a i m s  to  be — t h e  ins p i r e d  W o r d  of  Go d  (2 Tim .  3: 1 6).”  (p. 328;  Bu t  wh a t  if  UF O s  ar e  G o d ’ s  
int e r v e n t i o n?)  
   So  I ha v e  fai l e d  the  Sc r i p t u r e  tes t.   I ha v e  no t  use d  Sc r i p t u r e  to  int e r p r e t  Sc r i p t u r e .   Ho w  mi g h t  
I ha v e  do n e  tha t?   Le t  us  loo k  at  the  pa s s a g e  in  Ma t t h e w  17.   Pe t e r ,  Jam e s ,  Jo h n  an d  Je s u s  go  
to  the  top  of  a  mo u n t a i n .   Mo s e s  an d  El i j a h ,  wh o  hav e  be e n  go n e  for  cen t u r i e s ,  me e t  wi t h  
Je s u s .   A  br i g h t  cl o u d  ho v e r s  ov e r  the m ,  an d  a  vo i c e  com e s  fro m  the  cl o u d .   
   If  I we r e  to  pu t  thi s  in  sc r i p t u r a l  con t e x t ,  I mi g h t  sa y  tha t  the  “bri g h t  cl o u d”  se e m s  si m i l a r  to  the  
“pil l a r  of  cl o u d  an d  of  fir e”  of  the  Ex o d u s ,  an d  tha t  bi b l i c a l  pe o p l e  kne w  thi s  wa s  no  or d i n a r y  
cl o u d ,  it  wa s  the  si g n  of  G o d ’ s  pre s e n c e .   It  wa s  ca l l e d  the  an g e l  of  Go d ,  an d  Mo s e s  wa s  gu i d e d  
by  a  vo i c e  fro m  thi s  cl o u d ,  an d  fur t h e r m o r e  wh e n  Mo s e s  we n t  to  the  top  of  Mt.  Si n a i  to  me e t  
wi t h  G o d  in  the  Ex o d u s  UF O ,  the  fac e  of  Mo s e s  gl o w e d  in  som e w h a t  the  sam e  wa y  the  
ga r m e n t s  of  Je s u s  gl o w e d  at  hi s  tra n s f i g u r a t i o n .  (Ex.  34.29)
   An d  I m i g h t  po i n t  ou t  tha t  El i j a h  lef t  the  ea r t h  in  a  ch a r i o t  of  fir e  (2 Ki n g s  2: 1 1),  an d  tha t  we  
m i g h t  wo n d e r  if  the s e  str a n g e  bib l i c a l  UF O s  are  no t  som e  ki n d  of  he a v e n l y  tra n s p o r t a t i o n  
sys t e m .    Pe r h a p s  the  Re s u r r e c t i o n  wo r l d ,  the  ki n g d o m  of  he a v e n  fro m  wh i c h  Mo s e s  an d  El i j a h  
re t u r n e d  to  ea r t h  to  me e t  Je s u s ,  us e  som e  ki n d  of  he a v e n l y  tra n s p o r t a t i o n  sy s t e m .   Th e  “bri g h t  
cl o u d”  at  the  Tr a n s f i g u r a t i o n  of  Je s u s  mi g h t  ha v e  ca r r i e d  hi m  to  he a v e n  as  de s c r i b e d  in  Ac t s .  
(Acts  1:9)  Pe r h a p s  tha t  is  wh a t  I sho u l d  ha v e  do n e  to  pa s s  the  “Scr i p t u r e  tes t.”   An d  of  co u r s e  
tha t  is  ex a c t l y  how  I de a l t  wi t h  the  Tr a n s f i g u r a t i o n  in  Th e  Bi b l e  an d  Fl y i n g  Sa u c e r s  (pp.  126- 133) 
in  a  mu c h  mo r e  tho r o u g h  wa y  tha n  I ha v e  do n e  he r e .   Ye t  Ba t e s  tel l s  hi s  re a d e r s  no n e  of  thi s.  
W h y?   If  I ha v e  no t  ex p l a i n e d  Sc r i p t u r e  wi t h  Sc r i p t u r e ,  sho u l d  he  no t  exp l a i n  wh y?    Al l  Ba t e s  
ha s  to  sa y  to  pro v e  I am  wr o n g ,  an d  con s i g n  me  to  the  pl a c e  of  the  fal l e n  an g e l s  is  sa y,  “Bu t  on  
rea d i n g  the  Bi b l e  at  fac e  va l u e ,  it  cl e a r l y  ex p l a i n s  wh a t  oc c u r r e d .”   Wh a t  I thi n k  the  
Tr a n s f i g u r a t i o n  sho w s  is  tha t  I m a y  be  rig h t — U F O s  ma y  be  cha r i o t s  of  the  an g e l s  of  Go d .  
Ba t e s  sa y s  no t h i n g  to  sho w  ot h e r w i s e .   
   Im a g i n e  tha t  Ga r y  Ba t e s  an d  I at t e n d  the  sam e  sem i n a r y ,  a  pr o f e s s o r  as s i g n s  the  cl a s s  to  
wr i t e  a  pa p e r  on  the  top i c ,  “The  Br i g h t  Cl o u d  of  the  Tr a n s f i g u r a t i o n .”   I tur n  in  a  pa p e r  tha t  is  7  
pa g e s  lon g  (it wa s  thi s  lon g  in  my  bo o k).   Ga r y  Ba t e s  tur n s  in  on e  sh e e t  of  pa p e r  tha t  ha s  on e  
se n t e n c e  ni c e l y  ce n t e r e d :  “But  on  rea d i n g  the  Bi b l e  at  fac e  va l u e ,  it  cl e a r l y  exp l a i n s  wh a t  
oc c u r r e d .”   If  yo u  we r e  the  pr o f e s s o r ,  wh a t  gr a d e  wo u l d  yo u  gi v e  to  Ga r y  Ba t e s?  
   On e  mi g h t  su p p o s e  tha t  I ha v e  sa i d  som e t h i n g  tha t  is  so  ev i l ,  tha t  Ba t e s  ha s  a  rig h t  to  sen d  
me  to  the  pl a c e  of  the  fal l e n  an g e l s .    So  he  do e s ,  an d  he r e  it  is.
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   “The  Jud e o- Ch r i s t i a n  tra d i t i o n  can  mo s t l y  be  sa v e d  by  go i n g  in  the  di r e c t i o n  I ha v e  go n e .”  (p. 
328)
Th a t ’ s  it.   Th o s e  are  the  wo r d s  by  wh i c h  Ba t e s  be l i e v e s  I ha v e  co n d e m n e d  my s e l f  for e v e r .    Th i s  
is  the  on l y  com p l e t e  se n t e n c e  of  m i n e  an y w h e r e  in  the  Ba t e s  bo o k .  
   Di d  Ba t e s  ge t  the s e  wo r d s  fro m  Th e  Bi b l e  an d  Fl y i n g  Sa u c e r s ?   We l l ,  no.   Th e y  cam e  fro m  a  
sp e e c h  I ga v e  in  Fl o r i d a  at  a  MU F O N  con f e r e n c e  in  1990.  (The  tit l e  of  my  pa p e r  wa s ,  “ET  
Co n t a c t :  Th e  Re l i g i o u s  Di m e n s i o n ,”  1990  MU F O N  Co n f e r e n c e  Pr o c e e d i n g s , Pe n s a c o l a ,  FL.,  p.  
55)  Ho w  di d  Ba t e s  ha p p e n  to  pi c k  thi s  qu o t e  ou t  of  my  spe e c h ?   We l l ,  it  ha p p e n e d  to  be  in  a  
bo o k  by  W i l l i a m  T.  Al n o r ,  UF O s  In  the  Ne w  Ag e , wh o  in  tur n  go t  the  qu o t e  fro m  my  pa p e r .   W h a t  
el s e  di d  Al n o r  sa y  ab o u t  me?   I do  no t  kno w ,  no t  ha v i n g  re a d  Al n o r ’ s  bo o k .   Th e r e  is  no  
ev i d e n c e  tha t  Ba t e s  re a d  an y  of  the  res t  of  my  sp e e c h .  
     I wi l l  “put  the  qu o t e  in  co n t e x t”  in  a  m i n u t e .   Bu t  he r e  is  an o t h e r  qu o t e  fro m  the  sam e  MU F O N  
pa p e r .   I wa s  try i n g  to  exp l a i n  to  the  lar g e l y  sc i e n t i f i c  cr o w d  wh e r e  my  UF O  the o r i e s  sta n d  in  the  
Ch r i s t i a n  com m u n i t y .   I sa i d ,  “Pro t e s t a n t  fun d a m e n t a l i s t s ,  of  co u r s e ,  thi n k  I am  too  stu p i d  to  
kn o w  the  di f f e r e n c e  be t w e e n  an g e l s  an d  de m o n s .   Li b e r a l  Pr o t e s t a n t s  thi n k  I am  too  st u p i d  to  
kn o w  the  di f f e r e n c e  be t w e e n  my t h  an d  rea l i t y .”    (p. 54)  I ha d  al r e a d y  di s c u s s e d  tha t  on e  
pro b l e m  link i n g  UF O s  an d  the  Bi b l e  is  in  ch a n g i n g  ou r  thi n k i n g  ab o u t  the  an g e l s ,  an d  the i r  
po s s i b l e  us e  of  tec h n o l o g y .   R.L.  Di o n e ’ s  bo o k ,  Is  Go d  Su p e r n a t u r a l ?  Th e  4,000-Ye a r  
M i s u n d e r s t a n d i n g  wa s  me n t i o n e d  in  thi s  re g a r d .  (p. 53)  Wh e n  I sa i d  tha t  the  bi b l i c a l  fai t h  “can  
mo s t l y  be  sa v e d”  wh a t  I m e a n t  wa s  tha t  we  wi l l  ha v e  to  rev i s e — n o t  the  Bi b l e ,  bu t  ou r  
un d e r s t a n d i n g  of  the  an g e l i c  re a l i t y  in  the  Bi b l e ,  an d  the  po s s i b l e  rel a t i o n  of  ad v a n c e d  
tec h n o l o g y  to  the  ki n g d o m  of  he a v e n .
   Sh o u l d  I sp e n d  et e r n i t y  in  he l l  for  as k i n g  the s e  ki n d s  of  qu e s t i o n s ?   Is  it  tha t  da n g e r o u s  for  m e  
to  wo n d e r  ab o u t  wh a t  the s e  ligh t s  in  the  sky  me a n?   Th e  she p h e r d s  we r e  fil l e d  wi t h  wo n d e r ,  
wh y  ca n’ t  I wo n d e r  wi t h o u t  en d a n g e r i n g  my  sal v a t i o n?  (Lk.  2: 1 8)  An d  by  wh a t  au t h o r i t y  do e s  
Ga r y  Ba t e s  iss u e  wo n d e r i n g  pe r m i s s i o n  sl i p s?  
   Th o s e  of  you  wh o  ha v e  fol l o w e d  my  pre s e n t a t i o n  so  far  ma y  wo n d e r :   W h e r e  di d  Ba t e s  ge t  hi s  
inf o r m a t i o n ,  an d  hi s  op i n i o n s?   I ca n n o t  an s w e r  tha t  for  su r e ,  bu t  I pr e s e n t  the  fol l o w i n g  as  a  
pos s i b i l i t y .   
O n e  of  Ba t e s ’  ma i n  so u r c e s  of  inf o r m a t i o n  for  hi s  bo o k  wa s  the  wo r k  ed i t e d  by  Ro n a l d  D.  St o r y ,  
Th e  Ma m m o t h  En c y c l o p e d i a  of  Ex t r a t e r r e s t r i a l  En c o u n t e r s , pu b l i s h e d  in  Lo n d o n  in  2002.   Th e  
sam e  bo o k  wa s  pu b l i s h e d  in  the  Un i t e d  St a t e s  wi t h  the  mo r e  hum b l e  tit l e  of  Th e  En c y c l o p e d i a  
of  Ex t r a t e r r e s t r i a l  En c o u n t e r s .  Ho w  ma i n  a  sou r c e  for  Ba t e s  wa s  thi s  bo o k?   I co u n t e d  at  lea s t  
81  foo t n o t e s  in  the  Ba t e s  bo o k  tha t  us e d  the  St o r y  do c u m e n t  as  hi s  sou r c e .   In  cha p t e r  5  in  the  
Ba t e s  bo o k ,  29  ou t  of  57  qu o t e s  or  re f e r e n c e s  ar e  fro m  the  St o r y  en c y c l o p e d i a .   
   I do  no t  ob j e c t  tha t  Ba t e s  use d  thi s  as  a  sou r c e .   My  poi n t  is,  my  bi o g r a p h y  is  lis t e d  in  the  
en c y c l o p e d i a ,  al o n g  wi t h  se v e r a l  ar t i c l e s  tha t  I wr o t e  at  the  re q u e s t  of  ed i t o r  St o r y .   Ba t e s  do e s  
no t  sa y  tha t  he  ga i n e d  an y  of  hi s  inf o r m a t i o n  ab o u t  me  fro m  the  en c y c l o p e d i a ,  so  I do  no t  ha v e  
pro o f  tha t  wa s  hi s  so u r c e .   No r  do  I ob j e c t  tha t  he  ga i n e d  inf o r m a t i o n  ab o u t  me  in  tha t  
do c u m e n t .   Bu t  as  far  as  I ca n  se e,  he  cou l d  ha v e  go t t e n  eve r y t h i n g  he  sa i d  ab o u t  me  fro m  the  
bi o g r a p h y   tha t  is  he a d e d ,  “Dow n i n g ,  Ba r r y  H.”  (p. 159  in  the  Am e r i c a n  edi t i o n .   Th e  pa g e  
num b e r i n g  is  di f f e r e n t  in  the  Br i t i s h  ed i t i o n .)
   Th e  rea s o n  thi s  tro u b l e s  me  is  yo u  m i g h t  ge t  the  imp r e s s i o n  fro m  wh a t  Ba t e s  sa y s  tha t  he  ha s  
rea d  my  bo o k .   Bu t  if  he  ha s  no t  re a d  my  bo o k ,  the n  som e  ot h e r  thi n g s  he  sa y s  ma k e  sen s e .  
Co n c e r n i n g  me  Ba t e s  sa y s ,  “Mo r e o v e r ,  he  bel i e v e s  tha t  the s e  ex t r a t e r r e s t r i a l  an g e l s  ar e  al i e n s  
fro m  an o t h e r  pl a n e t ,  an d  thu s  we  sh o u l d  un d e r s t a n d  the  Bi b l e  is  a  my t h o l o g i c a l  do c u m e n t  ra t h e r  
tha n  an  hi s t o r i c a l  on e.”  (p. 328)
Th e r e  are  two  iss u e s  he r e ,  fir s t  the  my t h o l o g i c a l  iss u e .   He r e  Ba t e s  ab s o l u t e l y  rev e r s e s  wh a t  I 
sa i d  in  Th e  Bi b l e  an d  Fl y i n g  Sa u c e r s .    Th e  “dea t h  of  Go d”  the o l o g y  wa s  jus t  go i n g  pu b l i c  as  I 
wa s  pu b l i s h i n g  my  bo o k  in  1968.   Th e  arg u m e n t  of  thi s  the o l o g y  wa s  ma n y  eve n t s  in  the  Bi b l e  
lik e  the  pa r t i n g  of  the  Re d  Se a ,  an d  the  Re s u r r e c t i o n  of  Je s u s ,  we r e  no  lon g e r  be l i e v a b l e  in  ou r  
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sc i e n t i f i c  wo r l d .   Th e s e  bi b l i c a l  st o r i e s  ha v e  to  be  “dem y t h o l o g i z e d ,”  so  sa i d  the s e  libe r a l  
the o l o g i a n s .   I sa i d ,  “No t  tru e.   I be l i e v e  I kno w  how  the  Re d  Se a  pa r t e d ,  do w n  to  the  las t  de t a i l .”  
I wa s  arg u i n g  tha t  the  Bi b l e  sho u l d  be  tre a t e d  as  hi s t o r y ,  no t  my t h o l o g y ,  at  exa c t l y  thi s  po i n t .    
   Be g i n n i n g  wi t h  the  he a d i n g ,  “Hon e s t  to  Go d — I s  Go d  De a d?”  I de a l  wi t h  thi s  iss u e  in  my  bo o k  
at  gr e a t  len g t h .   (pp.  24-44)  Ho w  di d  Ba t e s  ab s o l u t e l y  rev e r s e  my  me a n i n g ?   On e  po s s i b l e  
ex p l a n a t i o n  is  tha t  he  di d  no t  rea d  my  bo o k .   In  ma k i n g  the  sta t e m e n t  ab o u t  dem y t h o l o g i z i n g  
Ba t e s  ma k e s  re f e r e n c e  to  the  Wi l l i a m  Al n o r  bo o k  as  hi s  so u r c e  for  thi s  sta t e m e n t .   Di d  Al n o r  ge t  
it  wr o n g ,  an d  Ba t e s  ge t  it  wr o n g  fro m  Al n o r?   I lea v e  it  to  ot h e r s  to  che c k  thi s  ou t .     
   In  reg a r d  to  my  sa y i n g ,  “ext r a t e r r e s t r i a l  an g e l s  ar e  al i e n s  fro m  an o t h e r  pl a n e t ,”  thi s  is  mo r e  
com p l e x .  Th e  ba s i c  qu e s t i o n  he r e  is:  W h e r e  Is  He a v e n ?   Th a t  ha p p e n s  to  be  the  tit l e  of  ch a p t e r  
5  in  my  bo o k .  (pp.  163- 189)  I do  no t  kn o w  wh e r e  he a v e n  is,  an d  I do  no t  be l i e v e  Ba t e s  ha s  
me n t i o n e d  tha t  he  kno w s  ei t h e r .   I do  no t  rul e  ou t  tha t  an g e l s  mi g h t  com e  fro m  an o t h e r  pl a n e t ,  
bu t  the  ce n t r a l  ar g u m e n t  of  my  cha p t e r  on  He a v e n  is  tha t  He a v e n  ma y  be  in  a  di f f e r e n t  
di m e n s i o n  of  spa c e ,  no t  in  ou r  vis i b l e  un i v e r s e .    An d  ev i d e n c e  fro m  mo d e r n  ph y s i c s ,  
su g g e s t i n g  tha t  the r e  ma y  be  ma n y  di m e n s i o n s  in  sp a c e ,  ha v e  inc r e a s e d  si n c e  my  bo o k  wa s  
wr i t t e n .  (Mich i o  Ka k u ,  “Par a l l e l  Un i v e r s e s ,  the  Ma t r i x ,  an d  the  Su p e r i n t e l l i g e n c e , ’  Ku r z w e i l   . 
AI. n e t ,  Jun e  26,  2003.   C.  Ke l l e h e r ,  an d  G.  Kn a p p ,  Hu n t  for  the  Sk i n w a l k e r , ch a p t e r  29,  ‘Oth e r  
W o r l d s , ’  pp.  242  ff.)  Fu r t h e r m o r e  I ex p a n d e d  on  thi s  the m e  in  a  tw o  pa r t  se r i e s  pu b l i s h e d  in  the  
MU F O N  UFO  Jou r n a l   ar t i c l e  “Wo r m h o l e s ,  He a v e n ,  an d  the  Go d  Hy p o t h e s i s ,”  re f e r e n c e d  
ab o v e .
   I wo u l d  thi n k  tha t  if  Ba t e s  ha d  rea d  m y  bo o k ,  he  wo u l d  sa y  tha t  al t h o u g h  I thi n k  it  po s s i b l e  
he a v e n  is  on  an o t h e r  pl a n e t ,  my  pre f e r r e d  vi e w ,  ba s e d  bo t h  on  the  Bi b l e  an d  UF O  ev i d e n c e ,  is  
tha t  he a v e n  is  in  an o t h e r  di m e n s i o n .   
     Ev e n  us i n g  the  St o r y  en c y c l o p e d i a ,   an d  no t  my  bo o k ,  Ba t e s  cou l d  ha v e  do n e  be t t e r .   Ba t e s  
is  aw a r e  tha t  I ha v e  wr i t t e n  ar t i c l e s  for  the  St o r y  do c u m e n t .   Ba t e s  re f e r s  to  som e t h i n g  I sa i d  
ab o u t  the  “Anc i e n t  As t r o n a u t ”  the o r y  of  UF O s  (p. 202) an d  ref e r e n c e s  an  ar t i c l e  I wr o t e  in  the  
St o r y  en c y c l o p e d i a ,  “Rel i g i o n  an d  UF O s ,”  an  ar t i c l e  tha t  sum m a r i z e s  the  di f f e r e n t  the o r i e s  of  
UF O s  an d  rel i g i o n  su c h  as:  the  An c i e n t  As t r o n a u t  Th e o r y ,  the  My t h o l o g i c a l  Th e o r y ,  the  Ne w  
Ag e  Th e o r y ,  the  Dem o n i c  Th e o r y ,  an d  my  ow n  An g e l i c  Th e o r y .   [Thi s  ar t i c l e  is  si m i l a r  to  the  on e  
now  po s t e d  on  Jim  Cu n n i n g h a m ’ s  St r o n g  De l u s i o n  we b  si t e,  un d e r  the  he a d i n g  “The  Bi b l e  an d  
Fl y i n g  Sa u c e r s .”   It  is  the  int r o d u c t i o n  to  the  Ma r l o w e  ed i t i o n  of  my  bo o k .  (1997)]  Ba t e s  co u l d  
ha v e  us e d  thi s  ar t i c l e  to  exp l o r e  the  rel a t i o n  be t w e e n  the  de m o n i c  the o r y ,  an d  the  an g e l i c  the o r y  
as  I se e  it.   He  obv i o u s l y  re a d  my  ar t i c l e ,  an d  ref e r r e d  to  it.    Or  he  m i g h t  ha v e  go n e  to  an o t h e r  
ar t i c l e  I pu b l i s h e d  in  the  St o r y  do c u m e n t ,  “Dem o n i c  Th e o r y  of  UF O s ,”  an d  cr i t i c i z e ,  or  ap p r o v e ,  
wh a t  I sa y  ab o u t  the  dem o n i c  the o r y .   Al l  the  ar t i c l e s  in  the  en c y c l o p e d i a  ar e  lis t e d  in  
al p h a b e t i c a l  or d e r  in  the  Co n t e n t s ,  an d  af t e r  the  he a d i n g ,  Bi b l e  an d  Fl y i n g  Sa u c e r s ,  Th e , com e s  
“Bib l i c a l  Mi r a c l e s  as  Su p e r- Te c h n o l o g y ,”  an d  the n  “Bib l i c a l  UF O s .”   Bo t h  of  the s e  las t  two  
ar t i c l e s  we r e  wr i t t e n  by  me,  an d  the  ar t i c l e  on  Su p e r- Te c h n o l o g y  wo u l d  ha v e  gi v e n  con t e x t ,  at  
lea s t ,  to  the  wh o l e  iss u e  of  the  sup e r n a t u r a l ,  an d  how  we  de a l  wi t h  it  in  ligh t  of  UF O s .   Th a t  in  
tur n  wo u l d  ha v e  gi v e n  hi m  gr e a t e r  un d e r s t a n d i n g  of  wh a t  I m e a n t  wh e n  I sp o k e  tho s e  ter r i b l e  
wo r d s  at  a  MU F O N  co n f e r e n c e  in  Fl o r i d a ,  “The  Ju d e o- Ch r i s t i a n  tra d i t i o n  ca n  mo s t l y  be  sa v e d  
by  goi n g  in  the  di r e c t i o n  I ha v e  go n e .”   We  do  no t  ha v e  to  ch a n g e  the  Bi b l e ,  bu t  we  ha v e  to  
ex p a n d  an d  cl a r i f y  ou r  un d e r s t a n d i n g  of  the  Bi b l e .   
   A  sum m a r y  of  the  Ga r y  Ba t e s  ca s e  ag a i n s t  m e  is  thi s:  1) He  is  ag a i n s t  my  bo o k ,  bu t  do e s  no t  
qu o t e  a  si n g l e  sen t e n c e  fro m  it;  2) he  tot a l l y  rev e r s e s  wh a t  I sa y  in  my  bo o k  ab o u t  
dem y t h o l o g i z i n g ;  3) he  is  to t a l l y  un a w a r e  of  ch a p t e r  5  in  my  bo o k ,  “Wh e r e  Is  He a v e n ?”  wh e r e  I 
su g g e s t  an g e l s  an d  UF O s  com e ,  no t  fro m  an o t h e r  pl a n e t ,  bu t  an o t h e r  di m e n s i o n .   Th e  mo s t  
lik e l y  ex p l a n a t i o n  for  the  ab o v e  fac t s  is  he  ha s  no t  rea d  my  bo o k ,  bu t  fak e d  ha v i n g  re a d  it  by  
rea d i n g  my  bi o g r a p h y  in  the  St o r y  en c y c l o p e d i a ;  4) hi s  on l y  di r e c t  qu o t e  of  me  com e s  fro m  a  
sp e e c h  I ga v e  at  a  MU F O N  con f e r e n c e  in  Fl o r i d a ,  a  spe e c h  he  ha s  no t  rea d .  He  bo r r o w e d  the  
qu o t e  fro m  Wi l l i a m  Al n o r .  5) He  co n d e m n s  my  an a l y s i s  of  the  “bri g h t  cl o u d”  of  the  
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Tr a n s f i g u r a t i o n  by  ma k i n g  hi s  ow n  ins p i r e d  an a l y s i s  cl e a r  wi t h  the s e  wo r d s ,  “But  on  rea d i n g  the  
Bi b l e  at  fac e  va l u e ,  it  cl e a r l y  ex p l a i n s  wh a t  oc c u r r e d .”   Ha v i n g  am a s s e d  al l  thi s  ter r i b l e  ev i d e n c e  
ag a i n s t  me,   he   ha s  no  ch o i c e  bu t  to  con d e m n  me  as  a  “for m e r  be l i e v e r  wh o  has  fal l e n  aw a y ,”  
an d  as  a  wo l f  in  sh e e p ’ s  cl o t h i n g  wh o  is  in  lea g u e  wi t h  the  “fal l e n  an g e l s .”   
    Al t h o u g h  Ba t e s  do e s  me n t i o n  my  the o r y  tha t  a  UF O  pa r t e d  the  Re d  Se a ,  he  do e s  no t  de a l  
wi t h  the  bi b l i c a l  ba s i s  for  my  vi e w  at  al l,  wh i c h  se e m s  str a n g e  si n c e  my  ma i n  si n  is  no t  pa y i n g  
at t e n t i o n  to  the  Bi b l e .  (But  of  co u r s e  it  m a k e s  sen s e  if  Ba t e s  ha s  no t  re a d  my  bo o k .) Ba t e s  sa y s  
I rel y  on  my  ow n  “wis h f u l  no t i o n s ,  “ rat h e r  tha n  pa y i n g  at t e n t i o n   to  wh a t  is  in  “the  tex t .”   Le t  me  
sh o w  you  my  wi s h f u l  no t i o n s .
   Ex o d u s  sa y s  tha t  G o d  led  the  Ex o d u s .   “And  the  Lo r d  we n t  be f o r e  the m  by  da y  in  a  pi l l a r  of  
cl o u d  to  lea d  the m  alo n g  the  wa y ,  an d  by  ni g h t  in  a  pi l l a r  of  fi r e  to  gi v e  the m  lig h t ,  tha t  the y  
m i g h t  tra v e l  by  da y  an d  by  nig h t .”  (Ex.  13:2 1)   In  re f e r e n c e  to  thi s  Ex o d u s  UF O  Ba t e s  sa y s ,  “If 
G o d ’ s  W o r d  sa y s  pi l l a r s  of  fi r e  an d  cl o u d  we n t  be f o r e  the  He b r e w  na t i o n ,  the n  it  wa s  a  pi l l a r  of  
cl o u d  an d  the  fir e  is  no t  the  exh a u s t  of  a  jet  en g i n e .”   (See   “Dr.  Ba r r y  Do w n i n g ’ s  Re s p o n s e  to  
G a r y  Ba t e s ,”  in  the  St r o n g  De l u s i o n  we b  si t e,  the  se c t i o n  by  Ba t e s  int r o d u c i n g  my  res p o n s e .)
   Fi r s t ,  thi s  is  no t  jus t  a  cl o u d .   It  is  a  cl o u d  in  wh i c h  is  “the  Lo r d ,”  or  the  “ang e l  of  the  Lo r d .”   A  
bei n g  in  thi s  UF O  spe a k s  to  Mo s e s ,  ap p a r e n t l y  du r i n g  mo s t  of  the  40  yea r  Ex o d u s  jou r n e y .   It  
ap p e a r s  tha t  m a n n a ,  foo d  for  Isr a e l ,  dr o p s  fro m  thi s  “clo u d”  du r i n g  the  Ex o d u s .   If  Ba t e s  wa n t s  
to  sa y  it  wa s  jus t  a  cl o u d ,  tha t  is  hi s  cho i c e .   Bu t  I se e  it  as  a  UF O  wh i c h  is  cl e a r l y  un d e r  
int e l l i g e n t  con t r o l ,  an d  the  bi b l i c a l  pe o p l e  kn e w  it  wa s  un d e r  int e l l i g e n t ,  an d  di v i n e  con t r o l .  
No t i c e  tha t  the  cl o u d  wa s  “pil l a r”  sh a p e d ,  thr o u g h o u t  the  wi l d e r n e s s  jou r n e y .   It  see m s  to  ha v e  a  
so l i d  sh a p e .   Th i s  is   no t  a  “wis h f u l  no t i o n ,”  thi s  is  in  the  tex t.   Mo d e r n  UF O s  are  re p o r t e d  
som e t i m e s  to  be  “cig a r  sha p e d ,”  an d  as  mu c h  as  a  m i l e  in  len g t h .  (An  As s o c i a t e d  Pr e s s  ar t i c l e  
by  An g e l a  K.  Br o w n ,  da t e d  Ja n u a r y  14,  2008,  rep o r t e d  a  UF O  se e n  in  Te x a s  es t i m a t e d  to  be  a  
m i l e  lon g .   Si m i l a r  re p o r t s  we r e  pa r t  of  the  Ar i z o n a  si g h t i n g s  in  1997 .)
     Th e s e  are  no t   “wi s h f u l  no t i o n s”  on  m y  pa r t ,   the s e  are  ey e w i t n e s s  re p o r t s ,  as  UF O  
res e a r c h e r s  kno w .  
 “The n  the  an g e l  of  G o d  wh o  we n t  be f o r e  the  ho s t  of  Isr a e l  m o v e d  an d  we n t  be h i n d  the m ;  an d  
the  pi l l a r  of  cl o u d  mo v e d  fro m  be f o r e  the m  an d  sto o d  be h i n d  the m ,  com i n g  be t w e e n  the m  an d  
the  ho s t  of  the  Eg y p t i a n s .   An d  the r e  wa s  the  cl o u d  an d  the  da r k n e s s ,  an d  the  ni g h t  pa s s e d  
wi t h o u t  on e  com i n g  ne a r  the  ot h e r  al l  ni g h t .”  (Ex.  14: 1 9 , 2 0)
   Th e  Ex o d u s  UF O  lea d s  Isr a e l  up  to  the  Re d  Se a  on  pu r p o s e .   Th i s  is  no t  wi s h f u l  no t i o n ,  thi s  is  
tex t .   (This  loo k s  lik e  a  ba d  ide a  wi t h  the  Eg y p t i a n s  cl o s i n g  in  on  on e  si d e ,  the  Re d  Se a  on  the  
ot h e r ,  un l e s s  the  Ex o d u s  UF O  has  the  po w e r  to  pa r t  the  Re d  Se a ,  an d  the  wh o l e  thi n g  ha s  be e n  
pl a n n e d  ah e a d .)  
   Th e  Ex o d u s  UF O  the n  mo v e d  fro m  in  fro n t  of  Isr a e l  to  the  re a r ,  an d  kep t  the  arm y  of  Is r a e l ,  
an d  the  arm y  of  Eg y p t ,  ap a r t  un t i l  it  wa s  da r k .   Th i s  is  no t  wi s h f u l  no t i o n ,  thi s  is  tex t.
   “The n  Mo s e s  str e t c h e d  ou t  hi s  ha n d  ove r  the  sea;  an d  the  Lo r d  dro v e  the  sea  ba c k  by  a  
st r o n g  ea s t  wi n d  al l  ni g h t ,  an d  ma d e  the  se a  dr y  lan d ,  an d  the  wa t e r s  we r e  di v i d e d .   An d  the  
pe o p l e  of  Isr a e l  we n t  int o  the  m i d s t  of  the  sea  on  dr y  gr o u n d ,  the  wa t e r s  be i n g  a  wa l l  to  the m  on  
the i r  rig h t  ha n d  an d  on  the i r  lef t.”   (Ex.  14:2 1 ,  22) 
    Th e  Lo r d  dro v e  the  sea  ba c k ,  an d  the  Lo r d  is  in  the  Ex o d u s  UF O .   Th i s  is  no t  wi s h f u l  no t i o n ,  
thi s  is  tex t.
An d  the r e  we r e  wa l l s  of  wa t e r ,  the  He b r e w  se e m s  to  be  ind i c a t e  the s e  we r e  sm o o t h  st r a i g h t  
wa l l s .   Th i s  is  ve r y  st r a n g e .   Th e  tex t  un d e r s t a n d s  thi s  is  str a n g e — i t  is  st r a n g e  to  thi s  da y.   An d  I 
wo n d e r  ab o u t  thi s.
   Th e  tex t  do e s  sa y  tha t  a  str o n g  ea s t  wi n d  bl e w  thr o u g h  the  ni g h t .   An d  the  Lo r d — i n  the  pi l l a r  
of  cl o u d- -cau s e d  it.   I wo n d e r  how .   An d  wh e n  Isr a e l  cr o s s e d  the  Se a ,  the  be d  wa s  dr y  gro u n d .  
It  wa s  tot a l l y  we t  the  ni g h t  be f o r e ,  co v e r e d  wi t h  wa t e r ,  an d  bo n e  dr y  in  the  mo r n i n g .   I wo n d e r  
how .  
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   My  the o r y — G a r y  Ba t e s  wo u l d  sa y  my  wi s h f u l  no t i o n — i s  tha t  the  pi l l a r  of  cl o u d  ho v e r e d  ove r  
the  Re d  Se a ,  an d  us e d  its  po w e r  sy s t e m — i n  m y  bo o k  I spe c u l a t e  tha t  it  is  som e  ki n d  of  an t i-
gr a v i t a t i o n a l  for c e ,  to  pa r t  the  wa t e r .   Th e  ide a  of  an t i- gr a v i t a t i o n a l  pr o p u l s i o n  is  no t  som e t h i n g  I 
ma d e  up— i t  ha s  be e n  a  com m o n  poi n t  of  di s c u s s i o n  am o n g  sc i e n t i f i c  UF O  res e a r c h e r s ,  wh o  
thi n k  thi s  ma y  ex p l a i n  the  ab i l i t y  of  UF O s  to  ma k e  sha r p  tur n s  at  hi g h  sp e e d ,  to  ho v e r ,  an d  
ac c e l e r a t e  rap i d l y ,  wi t h  no  no i s e .   Th i s  typ e  of  pr o p u l s i o n  sy s t e m  wo u l d  pro b a b l y  gi v e  sm o o t h  
wa l l s  of  wa t e r  as  a  res u l t ,   an d  wo u l d  ha v e  a  bak i n g  af f e c t  on  the  se a  be d .   Th e  st r o n g  ea s t  
wi n d  re p o r t e d  in  the  Bi b l e  wo u l d  be  the  dow n  dr a f t  cau s e d  by  the  for c e  fie l d,  com i n g  ou t  the  
op e n  en d  of  the  ch a n n e l .   Th e  Jew s  we r e  on  the  we s t e r n  sho r e  of  the  Re d  Se a ,  fac i n g  ea s t .  
Du r i n g  the  ni g h t  the r e  wa s  a  str o n g  ea s t  wi n d ,  cau s e d  by  the  Lo r d — i n  the  Ex o d u s  UF O .   I 
su s p e c t — m o r e  wi s h f u l  no t i o n — t h a t  if  the  Jew s  ha d  be e n  on  the  ea s t e r n  sho r e  of  the  Re d  Se a ,  
the y  wo u l d  ha v e  re p o r t e d  a  str o n g  we s t  wi n d .   Wi n d  wo u l d  com e  ou t  of  ea c h  op e n  en d  of  the  
ch a n n e l .   Ba t e s  is  ce r t a i n l y  rig h t  to  su p p o s e  I do  no t  ha v e  pro o f  of  an y  of  thi s.
   Bu t,  on e  m i g h t  as k,  if  som e  ki n d  of  for c e  fie l d  pu s h e s  the  wa t e r  ou t  of  the  wa y ,  wh y  wo u l d n ’ t  
thi s  for c e  fie l d  kno c k  the  Jew s  fla t  wh e n  the y  en t e r e d  the  cha n n e l ?   Th e  ans w e r  is,  it  wo u l d .  
An d  so,  on c e  the  wa l l s  of  wa t e r  we r e  es t a b l i s h e d ,  the r e  wo u l d  ne e d  to  be  an  en e r g y  fre e  cen t e r  
in  the  cha n n e l ,  wi t h  two  wa l l s  of  en e r g y  rem a i n i n g  to  hol d  the  wa t e r  ba c k  on  ea c h  si d e .   Th e n  
the  Jew s  cou l d  cr o s s  sa f e l y .   No t i c e  tha t  wh i l e  the r e  wa s  a  “str o n g  ea s t  wi n d”  al l  ni g h t ,  in  the  
mo r n i n g  no  wi n d  wa s  re p o r t e d .   If  the  Jew s  we r e  cr o s s i n g  in  the  fac e  of  a  str o n g  ea s t  wi n d ,  it  
wo u l d  ha v e  be e n  me n t i o n e d ,  or  mo r e  lik e l y ,  wo u l d  ha v e  ma d e  cro s s i n g  imp o s s i b l e .
   So  mu c h  for  wi l d  spe c u l a t i o n .   No w  bac k  to  the  tex t.
   “The  Eg y p t i a n s  pu r s u e d ,  an d  we n t  in  af t e r  the m  int o  the  mi d s t  of  the  sea,  al l  Ph a r a o h ’ s  
ho r s e s ,  hi s  cha r i o t s  an d  hi s  ho r s e m e n .   An d  in  the  mo r n i n g  wa t c h  the  Lo r d  in  the  pi l l a r  of  fi r e  
an d  of  cl o u d  loo k e d  do w n  up o n  the  ho s t  of  the  Eg y p t i a n s ,  an d  di s c o m f i t e d  the  ho s t  of  the  
Eg y p t i a n s ,  cl o g g i n g  the i r  ch a r i o t  wh e e l s  so  tha t  the y  dro v e  he a v i l y ;  an d  the  Eg y p t i a n s  sa i d ,  ‘Let  
us  fle e  fro m  be f o r e  Is r a e l ;  for  the  Lo r d  figh t s  for  the m  ag a i n s t  the  Eg y p t i a n s . ’”  (Ex.  14:23- 25)
   No t i c e  wh e r e  the  Ex o d u s  UF O  now  is— i t  is  ho v e r i n g  ov e r  the  op e n  se a  ch a n n e l .   W h e n  las t  
rep o r t e d ,  it  wa s  be t w e e n  the  arm y  of  Eg y p t  an d  the  arm y  of  Is r a e l ,  un t i l  it  go t  da r k .   W h e n  di d  it  
m o v e  to  its  ne w  pos i t i o n?   Th e  Bi b l e  do e s  no t  sa y.   My  gu e s s  is  it  m o v e d  un d e r  co v e r  of  
da r k n e s s — t h e  pi l l a r  of  fir e  tur n e d  of f  the  ligh t  for  the  ni g h t — a n d  mo v e d  ab o v e  the  sea  ch a n n e l .  
Po w e r  wa s  tur n e d  on,  the  ch a n n e l  pa r t e d ,  the  Jew s  no t i c e d  a  str o n g  ea s t  wi n d .   
   Th e  pe o p l e  of  Is r a e l  we r e  no w  hi g h  an d  dr y  on  the  ot h e r  si d e ,  an d  wo u l d  ha v e  fel t  sa f e  if  it  
we r e  no t  for  the  arm y  of  Eg y p t  in  ho t  pu r s u i t  in  the  sea  cha n n e l .   Ha d  Go d  sa v e d  the m  wi t h  thi s  
wo n d e r f u l  mi r a c l e ,  on l y  to  let  the m  di e  an y w a y ?   Wh a t  ha p p e n e d  ne x t?   We  rem e m b e r  tha t  the  
wa l l s  of  wa t e r  fel l  in  on  the  Eg y p t i a n s ,  bu t  tha t  is  no t  wh a t  com e s  ne x t .
     Wh a t  com e s  ne x t  in  the  tex t  is  ve r y  int e r e s t i n g .   Th e  Lo r d  in  the  pi l l a r  of  fi r e  an d  cl o u d  
“loo k e d  do w n  up o n  the  ho s t  of  the  Eg y p t i a n s ,  cl o g g i n g  the i r  ch a r i o t  wh e e l s  so  tha t  the y  dro v e  
he a v i l y .”  
Th e  Eg y p t i a n s  we r e  st o p p e d  de a d  in  the i r  tra c k s  wh e n  the  Lo r d  “loo k e d  dow n”  on  the  
Eg y p t i a n s .
A  st u n n i n g  gl a n c e  cam e  fro m  the  Ex o d u s  UF O .   Th e  Eg y p t i a n s  we r e  di s c o m f i t e d ,  kno c k e d  fla t.  
W h a t  ab o u t  the  cha r i o t  wh e e l s  be i n g  cl o g g e d ?   Di d n ’ t  the y  cr o s s  on  dr y  gr o u n d ?   Th e  Re v i s e d  
St a n d a r d  Ve r s i o n  ad m i t s  in  a  foo t n o t e  tha t  “clo g g i n g ”  is  no t  a  pro p e r  tra n s l a t i o n  of  the  He b r e w .  
Th e  He b r e w  sa y s  the  wh e e l s  we r e  “bro k e n”  by  the  po w e r  tha t  cam e  fro m  ab o v e .   An d  the  
ch a r i o t s  dr o v e  “hea v i l y ,”  the  ho r s e s  we r e  ei t h e r  pa r a l y z e d ,  or  kn o c k e d  fla t.   
   Ho w  did  thi s  ha p p e n ?   Ba c k  to  m y  wi s h f u l  no t i o n .  Re m e m b e r  I sa i d  tha t  the  en e r g y  be a m  tha t  
pa r t e d  the  se a  wo u l d  ha v e  to  be  ph a s e d  ou t  in  the  ce n t e r ,  or  it  wo u l d  kno c k  the  Jew s  fla t  wh e n  
the y  cr o s s e d  the  se a?   We l l ,  I thi n k  tha t  po w e r  be a m  wa s  tur n e d  on  ful l  bl a s t  wh e n  the  
Eg y p t i a n s  we r e  in  the  op e n  sea  cha n n e l .   It  wa s  an  inv i s i b l e  be a m .   Th e  Jew s  co u l d  on l y  
un d e r s t a n d  tha t  som e t h i n g  inv i s i b l e  cam e  fro m  the  Ex o d u s  UF O ,  an d  kno c k e d  the  Eg y p t i a n s  
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fla t.   Th e y  sa i d  the  Lo r d  “loo k e d  do w n”  on  the  Eg y p t i a n s .   W h y  wo u l d  we  exp e c t  the  wr i t e r s  of  
the  Bi b l e  to  sa y  tha t  the  UF O  us e d  som e  ki n d  of  po w e r  be a m  to  kno c k  the  Eg y p t i a n s  fla t?  
   An d  the  tex t  con t i n u e s ,  “The n  the  Lo r d  sa i d  to  Mo s e s ,  ‘St r e t c h  ou t  you r  ha n d  ove r  the  sea,  
tha t  the  wa t e r  ma y  com e  bac k  up o n  the  Eg y p t i a n s ,  up o n  the i r  ch a r i o t s ,  an d  up o n  the i r  
ho r s e m e n . ’”  (Ex.  14:26)
Mo s e s  ob e y e d ,  the  pow e r  wa s  tur n e d  of f,  the  wa l l s  of  wa t e r  co l l a p s e d ,  an d  the  Eg y p t i a n s  an d  
the i r  ho r s e s  we r e  dro w n e d .   Th e  cre d i b i l i t y  of  Go d ,  an d  of  Mo s e s ,  wa s  es t a b l i s h e d ,  an d  the  
Ex o d u s  tra d i t i o n  ha s  po w e r  in  the  liv e s  of  Jew s  an d  Ch r i s t i a n s  to  thi s  da y.    
   He r e  is  how  sc i e n c e  wo r k s .   W e  hav e  a  my s t e r y ,  lik e  the  pa r t i n g  of  the  Re d  Se a .   An d  the n  we  
hav e  a  the o r y  as  I ha v e  pro p o s e d ,  an  ex p l a n a t i o n .   I ha v e  no t  pr o v e d  tha t  my  the o r y  is  co r r e c t ,  
bu t  bo t h  the  de t a i l s  in  the  bi b l i c a l  tex t,  as  we l l  as  ob s e r v a t i o n s  of  mo d e r n  UF O  tec h n o l o g y ,  lea d  
to  thi s  co n c l u s i o n :   my  ex p l a n a t i o n  is  pl a u s i b l e ,  bo t h  bi b l i c a l l y  an d  sc i e n t i f i c a l l y .   My  imp r e s s i o n  
is  tha t  m a n y  pe o p l e  in  or g a n i z a t i o n s  lik e  MU F O N  bel i e v e  pl a u s i b i l i t y  is  a  go o d  thi n g .   So m e  
Ch r i s t i a n s  thi n k  pl a u s i b i l i t y  is  a  go o d  thi n g  too.   Wh a t  is  a  “wis h f u l  no t i o n”  to  Ga r y  Ba t e s  is  
fai t h f u l  bi b l i c a l  int e r p r e t a t i o n ,  an d  fai t h f u l  sc i e n c e ,  to  ot h e r s .

INTERPRETING  THE BIBLE  LITERALLY—ALWAYS?

   Som e  ma y  wo n d e r ,  if  Ga r y  Ba t e s  an d  I ar e  bo t h  Ch r i s t i a n s ,  how  did  we  en d  up  so  far  ap a r t  in  
the  wa y  we  int e r p r e t  UF O s?   Th e  ke y  is  the  wa y  we  int e r p r e t  the  Bi b l e .   Ba t e s  sa y s  (foll o w i n g  
hi s  co n d e m n a t i o n  of  me),  “If  the  Bi b l e  is  a  tru e,  lit e r a l ,  an d  hi s t o r i c a l  rec o r d  of  the  pa s t ,  the n  we  
sh o u l d  be  ab l e  to  tru s t  its  rec o r d  of  the  fut u r e .   It  sa y s  tha t  Go d  wi l l  jud g e  the  wo r l d  ag a i n  an d  
tho s e  ou t s i d e  of  Ch r i s t  wi l l  be  et e r n a l l y  sep a r a t e d  fro m  Go d .   A  no n- lite r a l  ap p r o a c h  al l o w s  on e  
to  cho o s e  on e’ s  ow n  be l i e f s  ab o u t  the  pa s t  an d  the  fu t u r e .”  (p. 329)
   Wh a t  Ba t e s  is  sa y i n g  is  tha t  the  Bi b l e  ha s  to  be  int e r p r e t e d  as  lite r a l l y  tru e ,  ev e r y  wo r d ,  in  
ev e r y  bo o k ,  in  eve r y  ve r s e .    Am  I gui l t y  of  no t  int e r p r e t i n g  the  Bi b l e  lite r a l l y  at  ev e r y  po i n t?  
Ab s o l u t e l y .   
   I do  no t  tre a t  the  Bi b l e  as  lite r a l l y  tru e  eve r y w h e r e ,  be c a u s e  it  is  imp o s s i b l e , eve n  wi t h  a  fai r l y  
st r a i g h t  for w a r d  de s c r i p t i o n  of  liv e d  eve n t s .   In  my  St r o n g  De l u s i o n  ar t i c l e ,  “Dr.  Ba r r y  Do w n i n g ’ s  
Re s p o n s e  to  G a r y  Ba t e s ,”  I spe n t  tim e  de a l i n g  wi t h  the  con v e r s i o n  of  the  Ap o s t l e  Pa u l  as  it  is  
rec o r d e d  in  Ac t s  cha p t e r s  9,  22  an d  26.   I wi l l  no t  rep e a t  al l  the  de t a i l s  he r e ,  bu t  m y  ma i n  po i n t  
wa s  tha t  the  tex t s  ar e  no t  co n s i s t e n t  in  wh a t  the y  sa y  ha p p e n e d  to  the  me n  tra v e l i n g  wi t h  Pa u l  
wh e n  the  br i g h t  ligh t  ho v e r e d  ov e r  the m  on  the  Dam a s c u s  Ro a d .   Di d  the  me n  wi t h  Pa u l  he a r  
the  vo i c e  Pa u l  he a r d?   Wh a t  wa s  the  bo d i l y  res p o n s e  of  the  me n  wi t h  Pa u l?
   Ac t s  9:7  sa y s  the  me n  he a r d  the  vo i c e ;  Ac t s  22:9  sa y s  the  me n  di d  no t  he a r  the  vo i c e .   Ac t s  
9:7  sa y s  the  me n  “sto o d  spe e c h l e s s ;”  Ac t s  26: 1 4  sa y s  ev e r y o n e  fel l  to  the  gro u n d .   He r e  is  m y  
pos i t i o n :   it  can n o t  be  lit e r a l l y  tru e  tha t  the  me n  he a r d  the  vo i c e ,  an d  di d  no t  he a r  the  vo i c e ;  it  
ca n n o t  be  lite r a l l y  tru e  tha t  the  me n  “sto o d  spe e c h l e s s ,”  an d  fel l  to  the  gr o u n d .   (The  RS V  
se e m s  to  ha v e  tra n s l a t e d  the  Gr e e k  co r r e c t l y  in  the s e  pa s s a g e s .)  To  sa y  the  Bi b l e  is  li te r a l l y  
tru e  he r e  is  ab s u r d ,  an d  ma n y  pe o p l e  wh o  lov e  Je s u s ,  an d  lov e  the  Bi b l e ,  kno w  it  is  ab s u r d  to  
sa y  som e t h i n g  is  tru e  an d  no t  tru e  at  the  sam e  tim e .     To  sa y  Ba r r y  Do w n i n g  is  go i n g  to  spe n d  
et e r n i t y  sep a r a t e d  fro m  Go d  wi t h  the  fal l e n  an g e l s  be c a u s e  he  do e s  no t  tak e  eve r y  wo r d  in  the  
Bi b l e  lite r a l l y  is  al s o  ab s u r d .   I ha v e  ma n y  si n s  for  wh i c h  I am  ac c o u n t a b l e  to  Ch r i s t ,  bu t  I wi l l  no t  
gi v e  in  to  the  ki n d  of  ab s u r d i t y  tha t  G a r y  Ba t e s  hol d s  up  as  hi s  ba d g e  of  ho n o r .   
   Be c a u s e  I do  no t  tak e  the  Bi b l e  lite r a l l y  at  ev e r y  po i n t ,  bu t  do  at  ma n y  poi n t s  (look  how  lit e r a l l y  
I tak e  ea c h  poi n t  of  the  pa r t i n g  of  the  Re d  Se a),  I ha v e  a  fre e d o m  to  int e r p r e t  the  Bi b l e ,  loo k i n g  
wi t h  the  he l p  of  the  Ho l y  Sp i r i t  for  new  pos s i b i l i t i e s .   Pe t e r ’ s  ex p e r i e n c e  in  Ac t s  10  tel l s  m e  tha t  
pe o p l e  lik e  Ga r y  Ba t e s  are  so  loc k e d  in  to  the  Bi b l e  as  a  do c u m e n t  of  the  pa s t ,  tha t  the y  wo u l d  
no t  rec o g n i z e  the  pi l l a r  of  cl o u d  an d  of  fi r e  if  it  fle w  in  fro n t  of  the i r  no s e s .   Th e y  on l y  kn o w  it  if  
the y  see  it  in  the  Bi b l e .
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   Pa u l ’ s  co n v e r s i o n  is  of  int e r e s t  to  me  no t  on l y  as  a  Bi b l e  stu d e n t ,  bu t  as  a  UF O  st u d e n t .   In  
mo d e r n  cl o s e  en c o u n t e r  ca s e s ,  it  som e t i m e s  see m s  tha t  the  UF O  rea l i t y  wi l l  tar g e t  a  si n g l e  
pe r s o n  for  co n t a c t ,  or  ev e n  ab d u c t i o n .   Th i s  pe r s o n  we  mi g h t  ca l l  the  pr i m a r y  tar g e t .   If  ot h e r  
pe o p l e  ar e  wi t h  the  pr i m a r y  tar g e t ,  the s e  ar e  se c o n d a r y  tar g e t s .   On e  of  the  qu e s t i o n s  in  UF O  
res e a r c h  is:  wh a t  is  the  im p a c t  of  a  UF O  clo s e  en c o u n t e r  on  the  se c o n d a r y  tar g e t s?
   An  ex a m p l e  of  thi s  is  the  ca s e  of  Be t t y  An d r e a s s o n  Lu c a .   (See  Ra y m o n d  Fo w l e r ,  Th e  
An d r e a s s o n  Af f a i r )
Be t t y  an d  I we r e  bo t h  sp e a k e r s  at  a  Co n n e c t i c u t  UF O  con f e r e n c e ,  I res p e c t  he r  Ch r i s t i a n  fai t h.  
He r  st o r y  is  tha t  on e  ev e n i n g  a  UF O  lan d e d  in  he r  ba c k  ya r d ,  Be t t y  an d  he r  ch i l d r e n  we r e  in  
the i r  ho u s e  an d  we r e  aw a r e  of  the  lan d i n g .   Be i n g s  cam e  rig h t  thr o u g h  he r  ki t c h e n  do o r — s h e  
tho u g h t  the y  we r e  an g e l s .   La t e r  he r  Ch r i s t i a n  fri e n d s  tol d  he r  she  wa s  tak e n  by  dem o n s .   Be t t y  
se e m e d  to  be  tak e n  wi t h  the  al i e n  be i n g s  to  a  UF O ,  an d  we n t  on  a  lon g  jou r n e y  an d  me t  a  
Di v i n e  Be i n g .   Be t t y  con f e s s e d  he r  fai t h  in  Ch r i s t  be f o r e  thi s  Di v i n e  Be i n g .  In  UF O  ter m s ,  we  
wo u l d  sa y  Be t t y  wa s  the  “Pri m a r y  Ta r g e t”  of  thi s  cl o s e  en c o u n t e r  an d  ab d u c t i o n .
   Wh a t  ab o u t  Be t t y ’ s  ch i l d r e n?   Wh a t  ab o u t  the  “Sec o n d a r y  Ta r g e t s?”   On e  da u g h t e r  wa s  
al l o w e d  to  wi t n e s s  the  ab d u c t i o n ,  bu t  the  ot h e r  ch i l d r e n  we r e  pu t  in  som e  ki n d  of  su s p e n d e d  
st a t e  un t i l  Be t t y  cam e  ba c k .   
   Th u s  wh e n  we  com e  to  the  UF O  clo s e  en c o u n t e r  wi t h  Ch r i s t  on  the  Dam a s c u s  Ro a d ,  we  see  
the  Ap o s t l e  Pa u l  as  the  pr i m a r y  tar g e t ,  an d  the  me n  tra v e l i n g  wi t h  hi m  as  se c o n d a r y  tar g e t s .  
W h a t  ha p p e n e d  to  the  me n?   We  ca n n o t  be  su r e ,  be c a u s e  the  tex t  is  no t  cl e a r .   Al l  thr e e  re p o r t s  
sa y  the r e  wa s  som e  imp a c t  of  the  cl o s e  en c o u n t e r  on  the  se c o n d a r y  tar g e t s ,  ei t h e r  se e i n g  the  
ligh t ,  or  he a r i n g  the  vo i c e ,  or  in  un i s o n  fal l i n g  to  the  gro u n d .   
   If  the  Ac t s  9:7  pa s s a g e  cou l d  be  bel i e v e d ,  tha t  the  se c o n d a r y  tar g e t s  “sto o d  spe e c h l e s s ,”  thi s  
rai s e s  the  qu e s t i o n  of  pa r a l l e l i s m   to  the  An d r e a s s o n  ca s e ,  wh e r e  Be t t y ’ s  ch i l d r e n ,  ex c e p t  for  
on e  da u g h t e r ,  we r e  pu t  in  som e  ki n d  of  spe e c h l e s s ,  su s p e n d e d  st a t e .   In  the  res u r r e c t i o n  st o r y  
in  Ma t t h e w ,  an  an g e l  cam e  an d  rol l e d  ba c k  the  sto n e  in  fro n t  of  the  tom b .   Ev e n t u a l l y  M a r y  
Ma g d a l e n e  an d  “the  ot h e r  Ma r y”  cam e  to  the  tom b .   Th e s e  wo m e n  we r e  the  pr i m a r y  tar g e t s ,  
the y  rec e i v e d  the  res u r r e c t i o n  me s s a g e  fro m  the  an g e l .
   Bu t  the  gu a r d s  at  the  tom b  we r e  se c o n d a r y  tar g e t s .   In  the  pr e s e n c e  of  the  an g e l  the  gu a r d s  
“bec a m e  lik e  de a d  me n .”  (Mt.  28:4)   As  in  the  “sto o d  sp e e c h l e s s ”  ima g e ,  som e  ki n d  of  pa r a l y s i s  
is  imp l i e d ,  bu t  no t  ce r t a i n  of  cou r s e .   
   We  al s o  wo n d e r  ab o u t  wh o  bes i d e s  Pa u l  he a r d  the  vo i c e .   Di d  onl y  the  pr i m a r y  tar g e t  he a r  the  
vo i c e ,  as  in  the  ca s e  of  Be t t y  An d r e a s s o n ,  or  di d  the  me n  wi t h  Pa u l  al s o  he a r  the  vo i c e?   Ac t s  
9:7  sa y s  the y  di d  he a r  the  vo i c e ,  Ac t s  22:9  sa y s  the  me n  wi t h  Pa u l  saw  the  ligh t ,  bu t  di d  no t  
he a r  the  vo i c e .   
   Do e s  it  m a t t e r  tha t  in  Ac t s  9,  the  st o r y  is  tol d  si m p l y  fro m  the  poi n t  of  vi e w  of  the  wr i t e r — L u k e
— w h e r e a s  in  Ac t s  22:9,  Pa u l  hi m s e l f  is  be i n g  qu o t e d?   Is  Ac t s  22:9  the r e f o r e  mo r e  rel i a b l e  tha n  
Ac t s  9:7?
I do  no t  kno w .   Mo d e r n  UF O  en c o u n t e r s  sug g e s t  the  an g e l/a l i e n  rea l i t y  is  ab l e  to  pro j e c t  a  vo i c e  
int o  the  mi n d s  of  its  pr i m a r y  tar g e t s ,  an d  tha t  se c o n d a r y  tar g e t s  wi l l  no t  he a r  thi s  vo i c e .  
Pe r h a p s  the  Ac t s  22:9  ve r s e  is  mo r e  ac c u r a t e ,  an d  is  an  ex a m p l e  of  vo i c e  tar g e t i n g .   W e  ha v e  
ot h e r  exa m p l e s  of  vo i c e  tar g e t i n g  in  the  Bi b l e ,  as  in  the  ca l l  of  the  pro p h e t  Sa m u e l .   Go d  ca l l e d  
Sa m u e l  thr e e  tim e s  du r i n g  the  ni g h t ,  Sa m u e l  he a r d  the  vo i c e ,  El i  di d  no t.   In  thi s  ca s e  Sa m u e l  
wa s  the  pr i m a r y  tar g e t ,  an d  El i  the  se c o n d a r y  tar g e t .   (1 Sa m u e l  3: 1- 18)  On  the  ot h e r  ha n d ,  in  
the  Tr a n s f i g u r a t i o n  st o r y ,  Je s u s  is  cl e a r l y  the  pr i m a r y  tar g e t ,  an d  Pe t e r ,  Jam e s  an d  Jo h n  are  the  
se c o n d a r y  tar g e t .   Ye t ,  the y  al l  he a r  the  vo i c e  fro m  the  br i g h t  UF O ,  “Thi s  is  my  be l o v e d  son,  
wi t h  wh o m  I am  we l l  pl e a s e d .   Li s t e n  to  hi m .”  (Mt.  17:5) 
   Th e  tas k  of  fai t h f u l  bi b l i c a l  int e r p r e t a t i o n  is  ve r y  di f f i c u l t .   O n e  can n o t  tak e  a  on e  siz e  fit s  al l  
ap p r o a c h ,  tak i n g  ev e r y  wo r d  li te r a l l y ,  as  Ga r y  Ba t e s  ins i s t s .   Th e  Bi b l e  co n s i s t s  of  66  bo o k s ,  
wr i t t e n  by  ma n y  au t h o r s  ove r  a  pe r i o d  of  pe r h a p s  a  tho u s a n d  yea r s .   Th e  Bi b l e  wa s  wr i t t e n  in  a  
pre- sc i e n t i f i c  cu l t u r e .   W e  sho u l d  no t  exp e c t  the  Bi b l e  to  rea d  lik e  the  Ha n d b o o k  of  Ch e m i s t r y  
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an d  Ph y s i c s .  Ps a l m s  is  po e t r y ,  po e t r y  is  ab o u t  fee l i n g s ,  lov e,  gu i l t ,  ho p e ,  de s p a i r .   W h a t  do e s  it  
m e a n  to  tak e  po e t r y  lite r a l l y?   Pr o v e r b s  are  lit t l e  bi t s  of  wi s d o m .   
   Th e r e  ar e  pa r t s  of  the  Bi b l e  tha t  ar e  hi s t o r i c a l ,  tha t  I re a d  hi s t o r i c a l l y ,  lik e  the  pa r t i n g  of  the  
Re d  Se a ,  an d  the  Re s u r r e c t i o n  of  Je s u s .   Bu t  the s e  we r e  wi t n e s s e d  hi s t o r i c a l  ev e n t s ,  as  wa s  
the  con v e r s i o n  of  Pa u l  in  Ac t s .   Th i s  is  di f f e r e n t  fro m  a  spi r i t u a l  vi s i o n ,  lik e  the  bo o k  of  
Re v e l a t i o n .   Al s o  hi s t o r i c a l  eve n t s  are  no t  lik e  the  cr e a t i o n  sto r i e s  in  G e n e s i s .   Af t e r  al l,  no t  ev e n  
Ad a m  an d  Ev e  co u l d  ha v e  be e n  aro u n d  to  wi t n e s s  the  cr e a t i o n  of  the  uni v e r s e .   It  is  a  bi g  
m i s t a k e ,  in  ter m s  of  bi b l i c a l  int e r p r e t a t i o n ,  to  tre a t  the  fir s t  ch a p t e r s  of  Ge n e s i s  as  if  the y  we r e  
ev e n t s  wi t n e s s e d  by  hum a n s .    Th a t  do e s  no t  me a n  we  ca n n o t  sa y  Ge n e s i s  is  ins p i r e d  by  Go d ,  
bu t  we  ha v e  to  se e  it  as  di f f e r e n t  ki n d  of  lite r a t u r e  fro m  the  pa r t i n g  of  the  Re d  Se a  sto r y ,  or  the  
Re s u r r e c t i o n ,  wh i c h  ar e  hi s t o r i c a l .  Ea r l y  Ge n e s i s  is  mo r e  lik e  the  pa r a b l e s  of  Je s u s ,  es p e c i a l l y  
the  cr e a t i o n  pa r a b l e  tha t  Je s u s  tol d  in  Ma t t h e w  21:33- 43.   By  tak i n g  the  Bi b l e  lite r a l l y  at  ev e r y  
po i n t ,  Ga r y  Ba t e s  an d  hi s  al l i e s  are  su r e  the  un i v e r s e  is  on l y  6000  yea r s  ol d.   (p. 345)  Fo r  
m i l l i o n s  of  ed u c a t e d  Ch r i s t i a n s ,  thi s  is  an  im p o s s i b l e  thi n g  to  bel i e v e .   Fa i t h  do e s  inv o l v e  
bel i e v i n g  in  the  di f f i c u l t ,  be l i e v i n g  tha t  wi t h  Go d  al l  thi n g s  are  po s s i b l e ,  bu t  fai t h  do e s  no t  
dem a n d  tha t  we  be l i e v e  the  ab s u r d .   An d  wi t h  a  he r m e n e u t i c a l  ap p r o a c h  to  the  Bi b l e  tha t  
un d e r s t a n d s  the  cu l t u r a l  an d  lite r a r y  con t e x t  in  wh i c h  the  Bi b l e  wa s  pro d u c e d ,  an  ab s u r d  fai t h  in  
the  Bi b l e  is  un n e c e s s a r y .  Ta k i n g  the  Bi b l e  li te r a l l y  at  ev e r y  po i n t  is  ab s u r d .  Bu t  wi t h  fai t h  ba s e d  
on  gre a t e r  un d e r s t a n d i n g ,  it  be c o m e s  les s  ne c e s s a r y  to  pro c l a i m  tha t  tho s e  wh o  di s a g r e e  wi t h  
us  ar e  go i n g  to  spe n d  et e r n i t y  se p a r a t e d  fro m  Go d  wi t h  the  fal l e n  an g e l s .   Ma y  Ch r i s t  ha v e  
me r c y  on  al l  of  us  as  we  try  to  int e r p r e t  the  W o r d  of  G o d  fai t h f u l l y .

UFOS: WHAT DOES CHRIST  REQUIRE  OF US?

     Th e  UF O  sit u a t i o n  ha s  cr e a t e d  a  wo r l d  wi d e  cha l l e n g e .   UF O s  ar e  see n  eve r y w h e r e .   A  
rec e n t  po l l  ind i c a t e d  tha t  14  pe r c e n t  of  Am e r i c a n s  ha d  se e n  a  UF O .   In  a  po p u l a t i o n  of  300  
mi l l i o n ,  tha t  wo r k s  ou t  to  be  mo r e  tha n  40  mi l l i o n  wi t n e s s e s .   Ou r  go v e r n m e n t  sa y s ,  “swa m p  
gas,  Ve n u s ,  or  ma y b e  a  se c r e t  ne w  ai r p l a n e .”    Ma n y  pe o p l e  wh o  se e  UF O s  as  re a l  see  the m  
as  sim p l y  a  bu n c h  of  al i e n s  fro m  ou t e r  spa c e ,  he r e  ma y b e  to  wa t c h  us,  or  exp e r i m e n t  on  us.  
G a r y  Ba t e s  is  rig h t  to  su p p o s e  tha t  ou r  sc i e n t i f i c  wo r l d  vi e w  ke e p s  us  fro m  eve n  wo n d e r i n g  if  
UF O s  m i g h t  be  de m o n i c  in  the  bi b l i c a l  se n s e .   Fr o m  my  poi n t  of  vi e w ,  thi s  sc i e n t i f i c  wo r l d  vi e w  
ke e p s  us  fro m  see i n g  UF O s  as  an g e l i c ,  in  the  bi b l i c a l  se n s e .   Wh e t h e r  we  see  the m  as  an g e l i c  
or  de m o n i c ,   the  an g e l i c  an d  de m o n i c  of t e n  bl e n d  tog e t h e r  in  the  Bi b l e ,  as  in  ki l l i n g  the  fi rs t- bo r n  
in  Eg y p t  on  Pa s s o v e r  ni g h t .   W h a t  ki n d  of  wi t n e s s  do e s  Ch r i s t  re q u i r e  of  us  in  re g a r d  to  UF O s?  
Al t h o u g h  Co n s e r v a t i v e  Ch r i s t i a n s ,  lik e  G a r y  Ba t e s ,  ha v e  be e n  ve r y  cr i t i c a l  of  m e,  at  lea s t  we  
ag r e e  tha t  the r e  is  som e t h i n g  at  st a k e  he r e  for  Ch r i s t ’ s  chu r c h ,  an d  mo s t l y  the  chu r c h  is  si l e n t  
be f o r e  the  UF O  rea l i t y .   Al l  Ch r i s t i a n s  ne e d  to  st a r t  as k i n g :  W h a t  do e s  Ch r i s t  re q u i r e  of  us  in  
reg a r d  to  UF O s .   He r e  is  my  lis t.
   Fi r s t ,  al l  sho u l d  rea d  som e  of  the  bo o k s  I ha v e  me n t i o n e d  ab o v e ,  by  au t h o r s  su c h  as  Ti m o t h y  
G o o d ,  Ri c h a r d  Do l a n ,  La w r e n c e  Fa w c e t t  an d  Ba r r y  Gr e e n w o o d ,  al o n g  wi t h  Te r r y  Ha n s e n .   Ou r  
go v e r n m e n t  ha s  lied  to  us,  an d  ha s  ke p t  the  ch u r c h  of  Ch r i s t  fro m  loo k i n g  up  wi t h  the  ho p e  tha t  
ou r  sa l v a t i o n  ha s  com e  ne a r .   Ev e n  tho u g h  the  en t e r t a i n m e n t  me d i a — m o v i e s  an d  TV — h a v e  
cr e a t e d  a  cu l t u r a l  mi n d  se t  tha t  ima g i n e s  al i e n s  fro m  ot h e r  pl a n e t s ,   the  ne w s  me d i a  ha v e  joi n e d  
the  go v e r n m e n t  in  rid i c u l i n g  tho s e  wh o  cl a i m  to  ha v e  see n  UF O s .   UF O  wi t n e s s e s  ha v e  of t e n  
be e n  tre a t e d  by  the  ne w s  me d i a  as  cr a z y  pe o p l e  wh o  be l i e v e  in  li tt l e  gr e e n  me n .   I do  no t  
be l i e v e  the r e  can  be  a  mo r a l  re b i r t h  in  Am e r i c a ,  or  the  wo r l d — a n d  we  su r e  ne e d  on e — w i t h o u t  
the  re b i r t h  of  the  ce n t e r  of  the  bi b l i c a l  fai t h- -Ch r i s t  cr u c i f i e d ,  an d  rai s e d  fro m  the  de a d ,  an d  al l  
tha t  m e a n s  bo t h  for  ho w  we  co n d u c t  ou r  liv e s  now ,  an d  how  we  exp e c t  to  be  jud g e d  by  Ch r i s t  in  
the  life  to  com e .
   Se c o n d ,  we  ne e d  to  tal k  ab o u t  the  iss u e  of  UF O s  wi t h  cou r a g e  am o n g  Ch r i s t i a n  pe o p l e ,  an d  
no t  be  af r a i d  of  the  rid i c u l e .   W e  ne e d  to  lis t e n  to  tho s e  wh o  hav e  st o r i e s  of  UF O  enc o u n t e r s  to  
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tel l ,  an d  no t  ma k e  fun  of  the m .   Th a t  do e s  no t  me a n  we  be l i e v e  eve r y  st o r y  we  he a r .   Th e r e  are  
ho a x e r s ,  tho s e  wi t h  ps y c h o l o g i c a l  pr o b l e m s ,  wh o  wa n t  at t e n t i o n ,  or  su f f e r  fro m  del u s i o n s .   As  I 
ha v e  sa i d ,  we  hav e  an  ide n t i t y  pr o b l e m  he r e .   Ar e  som e  UF O s  fro m  Go d?   Ar e  som e  no t  fro m  
Go d?   Wo u l d  Go d  se n d  pu n i s h i n g  an g e l s  on  Am e r i c a ,  or  on  the  wo r l d ,  as  he  did  on  Eg y p t?  
Th e s e  ki n d s  of  qu e s t i o n s  wi l l  no t  be  we l c o m e d  in  mo s t  ch u r c h e s  tha t  I am  fam i l i a r  wi t h .   Bu t  I 
be l i e v e  the  Ch r i s t i a n  fai t h  ne e d s  hel p  fro m  Go d  in  ou r  ag e .   We  ne e d  to  wo n d e r :  ar e  UF O s  
som e  ki n d  of  gi f t  fro m  Go d  to  hi s  chu r c h  in  ou r  tim e?   I se e  UF O s  as  a  ki n d  of  di a m o n d  ne c k l a c e  
Ch r i s t  ha s  gi v e n  to  the  ch u r c h ,  hi s  br i d e .   Th o s e  wh o  see  us  we a r i n g  it  wi l l  m a k e  fun  of  us,  an d  
sa y  the  di a m o n d s  ar e  fak e ,  jus t  gl a s s .   Hum a n s  wi l l  m o c k  us  an d  rev i l e  us  an d  sa y  al l  m a n n e r  of  
ev i l  ag a i n s t  us.  (Mt.  5: 1 1)   Bu t  it  ha s  al w a y s  be e n  so  for  the  br i d e  of  Ch r i s t .
   Th i r d ,  it  se e m s  cl e a r  tha t  UF O s  cou l d  ind e e d  pr o v i d e  the  he a v e n l y  cha r i o t s   for  Ch r i s t  an d  hi s  
an g e l s  to  re t u r n  in  gl o r y ,  an d  re d e e m  Ch r i s t ’ s  fai t h f u l .   (Mt.  24:30)  Bu t  at  the  sam e  tim e ,  we  
mu s t  be  ca r e f u l  no t  to  an n o u n c e  to  the  wo r l d :   Ch r i s t  is  com i n g  imm e d i a t e l y .   He  mi g h t ,  or  he  
m i g h t  no t.   A  we l l  kn o w n  eva n g e l i s t  spo k e  to  a  cro w d  at  ou r  loc a l  ar e n a  in  the  ea r l y  1970’ s ,  an d  
pre d i c t e d  Ch r i s t  wo u l d  re t u r n  on  Ju l y  4,  1976,  for  Am e r i c a ’ s  200 t h  bi r t h d a y .   Th i s  ki n d  of  fal s e  
pro p h e c y  di s c r e d i t s  the  int e g r i t y  of  the  go s p e l ,  an d  is  un n e c e s s a r y .   Li s t e n  to  Sc r i p t u r e .   “Bu t  of  
tha t  da y  an d  ho u r  no  on e  kn o w s ,  no t  eve n  the  an g e l s  of  he a v e n ,  no r  the  So n ,  bu t  the  Fa t h e r  
on l y .”  (Mt.  24:36)  Av o i d  the  ar r o g a n c e  of  sa y i n g  we  kn o w  wh a t  no t  eve n  Ch r i s t  kno w s .   We  liv e  
wi t h  am b i g u i t y  ab o u t  Go d ’ s  pl a n s  for  the  fu t u r e .   Th i s  is  wh a t  wa l k i n g  in  fai t h  me a n s .    We  al s o  
ha v e  to  liv e  wi t h  am b i g u i t y  in  int e r p r e t i n g  sc r i p t u r e .   Is  my  un d e r s t a n d i n g  of  the  pa r t i n g  of  the  
Re d  Se a  cor r e c t?   I do  no t  kn o w — i t  is  fil l e d  wi t h  am b i g u i t y .   I be l i e v e  my  un d e r s t a n d i n g  is  
po s s i b l e ,  an d  wi t h  Go d  al l  thi n g s  are  po s s i b l e .   In  the  me a n  tim e,  we  ha v e  to  wa i t  an d  see.   
   Fo u r t h ,  we  fac e  se v e r a l  “Str o n g  De l u s i o n s ”  in  the  wo r l d ,  som e  old,  som e  new .   Ma n y  are  
un d e r  the  “Str o n g  De l u s i o n”  tha t  if  UF O s  we r e  rea l l y  imp o r t a n t  for  Ch r i s t i a n  fai t h ,  the  edi t o r s  of  
Ch r i s t i a n i t y  To d a y  an d  Th e  Ch r i s t i a n  Ce n t u r y , an d  al l  ou r  sem i n a r y  pro f e s s o r s  wo u l d  ste p  rig h t  
up  an d  dem a n d  ou r  go v e r n m e n t  sto p  lyi n g  ab o u t  UF O s .   W r o n g .   Ch r i s t i a n s  in  hi g h  pl a c e s  do  
no t  wa n t  to  be  ca l l e d  foo l s .   Ma n y  Ch r i s t i a n s  ar e  un d e r  the  “Str o n g  De l u s i o n ”  tha t  eve n  if  UF O s  
ex i s t ,  the y  ar e  on l y  a  sc i e n t i f i c  pr o b l e m ,  no t  a  bib l i c a l  pr o b l e m .  W r o n g .   Oh  yo u  of  li tt l e  fai t h ,  
wh e r e  are  yo u r  an g e l s?  Ma n y  Ch r i s t i a n s  are  un d e r  the  “Str o n g  De l u s i o n”  tha t  Go d  wo u l d  ne v e r  
sh o w  a  si g n  in  mo d e r n  tim e s ,  to  en c o u r a g e  hi s  ch u r c h  in  fai t h,  ho p e  an d  lov e .   W r o n g .   Pe r h a p s  
if  the  si g n s  sho w n  to  ou r  ge n e r a t i o n  ha d  be e n  sho w n  to  So d o m ,  it  wo u l d  ha v e  re p e n t e d .   (Mt.  
1 1 : 2 3)   An d  in  the  wo r l d  no w,  al l  the  na t i o n s  lov e  mo n e y  mo r e  tha n  Go d ,  wh i c h  ha s  al w a y s  
be e n  on e  of  Sa t a n ’ s  “Str o n g  De l u s i o n s .”   W r o n g  ag a i n .   As  we  no w  see,  tha t  de l u s i o n  is  me l t i n g  
be f o r e  the  ey e s  of  the  wh o l e  wo r l d .   
    Fi f t h ,  pr a y  wi t h o u t  ce a s i n g .

Ba r r y  H.  Do w n i n g
No v e m b e r  12,  2008   
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