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Thesis: Animal rights activists base their ideas on false premises, such as their beliefs that humans should not eat animals, humans should not wear animals, and humans should not force animals to perform for entertainment.

I. Animal rights activists base their ideas on false premises.

A. Animals have an important role in our society.

B. Beginning in the early 19th century, concern for animals elevated until animal rights and animal welfare organizations were formed (Wand 12-13). 

II. Animal rights activists base their belief that humans should not eat animals on false premises.

A. They claim that “animals are not ours to eat” (PETA).

1.  God gave man dominion over animals (The Student Bible, Gen. 1.26-28).

2.  God gave Noah permission to eat meat (The Student Bible, Gen. 9.3).

3.  “One person has faith that he may eat all things, but he who is weak eats vegetables only” (The Student Bible, Rom. 14.2).

B. They claim that animals on factory farms are treated badly.

1.  “The American Humane Association created the first welfare certification program in the United States to ensure the humane treatment of farm animals” (American Humane).

2.  Animal rights activists, themselves, claim that their goal is for animals no longer to be used for human needs, while Animal Welfare activists’ goal is for better treatment of animals.

a. Stephen Vantassel describes a meeting with a lady in which she described the inhumane treatment of animals, yet said that, if they were humanely treated, eating them would still be wrong (A Christian Minister Explains…).

b. “The Animal Welfare movement acknowledges the suffering of nonhumans and attempts to reduce that suffering through ‘humane’ treatment, but it does not have as a goal elimination of the use and exploitation of animals. The Animal Rights movement goes significantly further by rejecting the exploitation of animals and according them rights in that regard” (Animal Rights FAQ).
C. They claim that vegetarians are healthier than people who eat meat.

1.  1 Timothy 4:1-5 says, “Some will fall away from the faith…abstaining from foods which God has created…. For everything created by God is good” (The Student Bible).
2.  “The average person requires at least 70 to 100 grams of protein per day, or about 300 calories’ worth” (Eades and Eades 8).

3.  “Most vegetable sources of protein—beans and grains—are incomplete unless combined carefully and contain far more carbohydrate than protein” (Eades and Eades 10).

III. Animal rights activists base their belief that humans should not wear animals on false premises.

A. They claim that “animals are not ours to wear” (PETA).

1.  After trying to clothe themselves with fig leaves, God clothes Adam and Eve with animal skins (The Student Bible, Gen. 3.21).

2.  Psalm 18: 30 says, “As for God, His way is blameless” (The Student Bible).
3.  God instructed the making of a tent using, “fine linen, goat hair, ram’s skins dyed red, [and] porpoise skins” (The Student Bible, Ex. 25.4-5).

4.  “Now John [the Baptist] himself had a garment of camel’s hair and a leather belt around his waist; and his food was locusts and wild honey” (The Student Bible, Mat. 3.4).

B. They claim that animals on farms are treated badly.

1.  Animal Rights activists make life for lambs sound bad by stating that, “In the wool industry, just weeks after birth, lambs' ears are punched [and] their tails are chopped off…all without anesthetics” (PETA).

a. Putting a tag in a lamb’s ear, “does not hurt them; the tag goes through a fleshy part of the ear, rather like your own ear lobe” (Greener Pastures Farm).
b. Docking a lamb’s tail “does not hurt the lamb and leaves no open wound. If the tail is left it is quite long and will get mucky, which attracts flies and maggots” (Marsh Farm).

2.  Animal Rights activists describe abused lives of animals on fur farms.

a. Fur Commission USA (FCUSA) is a large program, including over 300 farms, whose goal is to produce high-quality fur by ensuring the humane treatment of their animals (Fur Commission USA).
b. “Today's farm-raised furbearers are among the world's best cared-for livestock. Good nutrition, comfortable housing and prompt veterinary care have resulted in livestock very well suited to the farm environment” (Fur Commission USA).

IV. Animal rights activists base their belief that humans should not force animals to perform for entertainment on false premises.

A. They claim that “animals are not ours to use for entertainment” (PETA).

1.  Animals are ours to use: In the Old Testament, animals were used as sacrifices.

2.  Jesus used a donkey (The Student Bible, Mat. 21.2-3).

B. They claim that animals do not want to perform tricks.

1.  “Training is educating. Significantly, the word ‘education’ comes from the Latin educare, which means ‘to draw out, to call forth what is already present as a possibility’” (The Monks of New Skete 134)

2.  Animals are happier when they have a job to do.

C. They claim that animals used for entertainment are abused.

1.  They cannot testify for having seen every source of animal entertainment treating their animals badly.

2.  Using some restraints on animals, such as cages or bridles or whips, is necessary (The Student Bible, Ps. 32.9 and Prov. 26.3).

V. Animal rights activists base their ideas on false premises, such as their beliefs that humans should not eat animals, humans should not wear animals, and humans should not force animals to perform for entertainment.

A. “A righteous man has regard for the life of his animal, / But even the compassion of the wicked is cruel” (The Student Bible, Prov. 12.10).

B. Man is given dominance over animals; we may use them for our purposes, as long as we are responsible stewards of the earth, taking care of the animals that God has given to us.
Emily Churchill

Mrs. Churchill

Composition

2 April 2009

Animal Rights from a Biblical Perspective


They are everywhere. They are at the park; at the beach; on the street; in the car; in the yard; in the home; eating tonight’s dinner; the subject of the picture on the mantelpiece; making that adorable face; on the couch; snuggled up; in the heart. What are they? They are pets. In the modern world the animal kingdom plays a huge role. Besides the pets that hold important places in the hearts of people everywhere, all animals hold some consideration in the human mind. Birds and squirrels come and eat in backyards. All sorts of animals can be seen in zoos. Cows, chickens, turkeys, and fish might be on the menu for dinner. Insects make a habit of bugging people in the summertime. Animals are even the subjects of many greeting cards. A world without animals would not be a world at all, or at least, not a world anything like planet earth.


Because animals are so important to people, they are also a very controversial issue among people. The animal rights and animal welfare movements are very active movements today. Beginning in the early 19th century, concern for animals elevated until animal rights and animal welfare organizations were formed (Wand 12-13). What exactly are these movements? Animal rights activists fight for the end of the use of animals and in this way, give rights to animals, namely the right not to be abused or even bothered by human beings (Animal Rights FAQ). Animal welfare activists, on the other hand, have no problem with people using animals for their needs—such as food and clothing—but fight against animal abuse and for the proper treatment of animals (Animal Rights FAQ). The animal rights movement is the more extreme movement and has started large organizations such as People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals, or PETA, and Animal Liberation Front, or ALF. The difference between PETA and ALF is that “PETA works through public education, cruelty investigations, research, animal rescue, legislation, special events, celebrity involvement, and protest campaigns” (PETA), whereas ALF “carries out direct action against animal abuse in the form of rescuing animals and causing financial loss to animal exploiters, usually through the damage and destruction of property” and this group’s “actions may be against the law” (ALF).


Since the issue of animals is widely argued between animal rights activists, animal welfare activists, and those who are associated with neither group, Christians need to know where they stand. What does the Bible say about animals? Whether fighting for the rights of animals is politically correct or politically incorrect should be of no concern to Christians. Their primary concern should be whether fighting for animal rights is Biblically correct or Biblically incorrect. By holding up Biblical standards to the arguments of the animal rights activists, Christians can see that animal rights activists base their ideas on false premises.
Firstly, animal rights activists base their belief that humans should not eat animals on false premises. One of the major goals of animal rights activists has always been to turn this earth into a vegetarian one. They have three main premises on which they base this belief: first, that “Animals are not ours to eat” (PETA); second, that animals on factory farms are treated badly (GoVeg); and third, that vegetarians are healthier than people who eat meat (GoVeg).


First, the PETA website states that “Animals are not ours to eat.” From a Biblical perspective, this statement is inaccurate. That animals are under submission to man is made evident in Genesis 1:26, in which God says, “Let Us make man in Our image, according to Our likeness; and let them rule over the fish of the sea and over the birds of the sky and over the cattle and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that creeps on the earth” (The Student Bible). Two verses later, God commands man to “subdue” the earth and to “rule over…every living thing” (Gen. 1.28) Then, in Genesis 9:3, God tells Noah and his family that they may eat “any moving thing that is alive.” This permission was certainly a gift, for verse 1 of the same chapter says, “And God blessed Noah and his sons and said to them…” Not only does man have dominion over animals, but he has been given the blessing of having them for food. 

Even the New Testament has something to say about vegetarianism. In Romans 14, Paul preaches against Christians separating over non-essential principles, and he gives vegetarianism as an example. In verse 2, he gives his own wisdom, saying, “One person has faith that he may eat all things, but he who is weak eats vegetables only.” He goes on to say, in verse 3, that Christians should not become hateful over a small matter such as vegetarianism or the eating of animals: “The one who eats is not to regard with contempt the one who does not eat, and the one who does not eat is not to judge the one who eats, for God has accepted him.” So then, Christians are free in Christ to “eat all things,” but they are not to become hateful or judgmental over the matter.


Second, animal rights activists use the argument that animals on factory farms—big business meat farms—are treated badly in order to convince people not to eat them (GoVeg). This argument is an appeal to emotion. Animal rights websites, like PETA’s and ALF’s, show pictures and videos of badly treated animals on factory farms to bring out the compassion of viewers. The reality is that even if every animal on every factory farm was treated well, animal rights activists still would not eat animals and would still try to convince others to follow their example. Animal rights activists, themselves, claim that their goal is for animals no longer to be used for human needs, while animal welfare activists’ goal is for better treatment of animals: “The Animal Welfare movement acknowledges the suffering of nonhumans and attempts to reduce that suffering through ‘humane’ treatment, but it does not have as a goal elimination of the use and exploitation of animals. The Animal Rights movement goes significantly further by rejecting the exploitation of animals and according them rights in that regard” (Animal Rights FAQ). This quote shows that, while animal rights activists argue that the bad treatment of animals is a reason not to eat them, their main goal is not to give animals better environments, but to keep them from being eaten at all. Stephen Vantassel, a Christian minister, describes a meeting with a lady in which she described the inhumane treatment of animals, yet said that, if they were humanely treated, eating them would still be wrong (“A Christian Minister Explains…”). This argument—that animals should not be eaten because it causes them to be treated badly—does not properly connect with the stated goals and beliefs of the animal rights activists.

Even so, God cares for all of His creatures, and Christians should be concerned about the treatment of animals. Should Christians take the advice of the animal rights activists, then, becoming vegetarians to save a few animals from suffering? First, they should explore both sides of the argument. While there are some factory farms that treat their animals badly, not all farms are as bad as the animal rights activists claim. According to activists, “All farmed chickens, turkeys, and pigs spend their brief lives in dark and crowded warehouses” (GoVeg), but this is simply not the case. The American Humane Association, a child and animal protection group, created a program that gives certification to farms for humane treatment of their animals (American Humane). When a farm is certified, a logo is placed on the products so that consumers know that the animals are not abused in any way.

Third, animal rights activists claim that a vegetarian diet is the healthiest one (GoVeg). They give many statistics (GoVeg) trying to convince people to become vegetarians or vegans—people who abstain from eating animal products such as milk or eggs, as well as meat.  Vegetarians and vegans are often very healthy people, but the logic does not hold that people should eat no meat at all. 1 Timothy 4:1-5 says, “Some will fall away from the faith…abstaining from foods which God has created…. For everything created by God is good” (The Student Bible). The blessing of meat that God has given man is good. Not only does the Bible say that meat is good, but Michael and Mary Eades, two medical doctors, agree. In their book, Protein Power, they affirm that, “The average person requires at least 70 to 100 grams of protein per day, or about 300 calories’ worth” (8). While vegetarians claim that there are plenty of other ways to get protein, Michael and Mary Eades claim that meat is really the best source. “Most vegetable sources of protein—beans and grains—are incomplete unless combined carefully and contain far more carbohydrate than protein” (10). 

God has given man dominion over animals. That dominion includes the gift of being able to eat them. Christians should care for the animals they have been given dominion over, but they can also rest assured that nothing is wrong with eating them. In fact, their bodies will be healthier when they eat the good protein.
Secondly, animal rights activists base their belief that humans should not wear animals on false premises. Many animal rights activists refrain from wearing wool, leather, and fur (PETA). Their premises for this belief are similar to those on which they base the belief that humans should not eat animals. First, they state that, “Animals are not ours to wear” (PETA). Second, they claim that animals that are raised on farms that make wool and fur are treated badly (PETA).


First, animal rights activists insist that “Animals are not ours to wear” (PETA). Again, the Bible has clearly stated that man is to “rule over…every living thing” (The Student Bible, Gen. 1.28). Furthermore, examples of people wearing clothing made from animals can be found in the Bible. One of these examples occurs in Genesis 3. After Adam and Eve “sewed fig leaves together and made themselves loin coverings” in verse 7, “the Lord God made garments of skin for Adam and his wife, and clothed them” in verse 21. Psalm 18:30 says, “As for God, His way is blameless.” The perfect God made “garments of skin.” Not only did God use animal skins, Himself, but He also commanded His people to use them. In Exodus 25:4-5, He instructed the making of the tabernacle using, “fine linen, goat hair, ram’s skins dyed red, [and] porpoise skins.” Even in the New Testament, there is nothing wrong with using animal skins: “Now John [the Baptist] himself had a garment of camel’s hair and a leather belt around his waist; and his food was locusts and wild honey” (Mat. 3.4). God used animal skins to make clothing, He commanded His people to use animal skins, and His people still wore animal skins in the time of Jesus. Surely, wearing clothes made from animals is not wrong.

Second, animal rights activists claim that animals that are raised on farms that make wool and fur are treated badly (PETA). With one argument, animal rights activists make life for lambs sound bad by stating that, “In the wool industry, just weeks after birth, lambs' ears are punched [and] their tails are chopped off…all without anesthetics” (PETA). Phrases such as, “punched” and “chopped off” create sad pictures in the minds of readers. The activists use these words to appeal to the emotions of the readers and convince them of animal rights beliefs in this way. However, the animal rights activists are only telling part of the truth. Farmers do put tags into lambs’ ears in order to keep track of them. Farmers can care for their lambs and sheep better if they can tell which is which (Marsh Farm). Furthermore, putting tags in lambs’ ears, “does not hurt them; the tag goes through a fleshy part of the ear, rather like your own ear lobe” (Greener Pastures Farm). Likewise, docking a lamb’s tail “does not hurt the lamb and leaves no open wound. If the tail is left it is quite long and will get mucky, which attracts flies and maggots” (Marsh Farm). The animal rights activists’ argument, while true, implies falsehood: that tagging lambs’ ears and docking their tails is painful and cruel. The truth is that the lambs can even grow into healthier sheep because of these harmless processes.

Another argument that activists use to convince people not to wear animals is a description of the horrible and abused lives of animals on fur farms. According to PETA, “Animals on fur farms spend their lives in tiny cages only to be killed by anal or genital electrocution, which causes them to have a heart attack. Some are skinned alive.” Their description is very sad, and no animal should have to suffer the way the activists say they do. But are the animal rights activists twisting the truth again? Like their argument that animals raised for meat are abused, activists’ argument that animals raised for fur are abused is certainly not true for all farms, as they imply. Fur Commission USA (FCUSA) is a large program, including over 300 farms, whose goal is to produce high-quality fur by ensuring the humane treatment of their animals (Fur Commission USA). According to FCUSA’s website, “Today's farm-raised furbearers are among the world's best cared-for livestock. Good nutrition, comfortable housing and prompt veterinary care have resulted in livestock very well suited to the farm environment.” While PETA takes a few examples of fur farm abuse and tells people that those few examples are the norm, FCUSA guarantees over 300 fur farms whose animals are happy and healthy. The FCUSA website even gives video tours of the environments of some of their fur farms.
As well as being beneficial for their furs, the mink on mink farms also play another useful role in our society. According to FCUSA’s booklet, Mink Farming in the United States, the mink of the United States eat 200,000 tons of animal parts every year (3). These animal parts are not fit to be eaten by humans, and would otherwise have to be thrown out. Mink, however, love the animal parts that humans cannot eat, and can thus play an important role in a recycling system. 

Although animal rights activists would like people to believe that using animal skins and furs is wrong and abusive to the animals, this is not the case. God Himself used animal skins to make clothing for Adam and Eve and commanded the Israelites to build the tabernacle out of animal skins, so using animals for material is certainly not wrong. The animals are not abused, either. Sheep, mink, and other animals used for wool or fur are normally well cared for. They are happy and healthy, and they will even eat what humans will not.
Thirdly, animal rights activists base their belief that humans should not force animals to perform for entertainment on false premises. Once again, activists do not recognize the dominion that God gave man in Genesis 1:28 when they say, “Animals are not ours to use for entertainment” (PETA). Activists also claim that animals do not want to perform tricks (PETA). Furthermore, they claim that animals used for entertainment are abused (PETA).


First, activists claim that “Animals are not ours to use for entertainment” (PETA). The Bible has shown us that man has dominion over animals, and that man may use animals for food and clothing. What does the Bible have to say about using animals for entertainment? Nothing is said on this specific subject in the Bible. How, then, should men decide whether or not to use animals for entertainment? The answer can be deduced using three basic truths found in the Bible concerning animals. 

The first is that God gave man dominion over animals. This point was discussed earlier on. The second is that God cares for animals. In the Old Testament, God included in His law a mandate to make sure that animals were cared for. “If you meet your enemy’s ox or his donkey wandering away, you shall surely return it to him. If you see the donkey of one who hates you lying helpless under its load, you shall refrain from leaving it to him, you shall surely release it with him” (The Student Bible, Ex. 23.4-5). Numbers 22 tells the story of a man named Balaam who is riding his donkey, when the donkey suddenly turns out of the road. Three times, “Balaam was angry and struck the donkey with his stick” (Num 22.27), but the donkey would not move. Then, God causes the donkey to ask Balaam why he keeps hitting her. Balaam’s reply is found in verse 29: “Because you have made a mockery of me! If there had been a sword in my hand, I would have killed you by now.” Balaam then finds out that the donkey would not move because there was an angel standing in the path which Balaam could not see, but the donkey could. In this passage, the angel scolds Balaam for hitting the donkey out of anger. Balaam was angry enough to kill, and God was not happy with him. A further example of God’s care toward animals is in Matthew 6:26, which says, “Look at the birds of the air, that they do not sow, nor reap, nor gather into barns, and yet your Heavenly Father feeds them. Are you not much more worthy than they?” This verse also includes the third truth: that, while God values animals, He values people more. Romans 1:25 says, “For they exchanged the truth of God for a lie, and worshiped and served the creature rather than the Creator, who is blessed forever. Amen.” When dealing with animals, Christians should first, not be afraid to use them for their needs, second, treat them kindly, and third, be careful not to exalt them above men or God. Whether or not the use of animals for entertainment is aligned with these three Biblical truths will be discussed in the following points.

Second, animal rights activists claim that animals do not want to perform tricks (PETA). Their argument is that, “Animals don't want to ride bicycles, stand on their heads, balance on balls, or jump through rings of fire” (PETA). This argument is probably PETA’s weakest, as they provide no way of proving what they say. The activists could not have asked the animals whether they wanted to perform tricks, and no information is provided to prove that animals are unhappy when performing tricks. The truth is that every herd or pack animal needs a leader. “Horses naturally look for a leader to follow,” says Karen Leigh Davis, in her book, The Everything Horse Book. “It is the way of the herd animal” (147). Animal behavior psychologist, Cesar Millan, says in his book, Be the Pack Leader, that “although [dogs] absolutely realize that we are not dogs but humans, they will naturally follow us if we provide them with the correct direction” (37). So animals need leadership, and humans qualify as leaders in the eyes of animals. In Cesar’s Way, Millan describes the role of a leader: 

In a dog’s world, the pack leader has the responsibility for the survival of all the pack members. The leader leads the pack to food and water. He decides when to hunt; decides who eats, how much, and when; decides when to rest, when to sleep, and when to play. The leader sets all the regulations and structures that the other pack members must live by. (114-115)

In other words, the leader tells the followers what to do. So, if animals need a leader to tell them what to do, and humans can be those leaders, then there is nothing wrong with telling animals to do tricks. The fact that humans are to be leaders to animals is not only proven by the experience of people such as Millan and Davis, but is confirmed by God in Genesis 9:2. “The fear of you and the terror of you will be on every beast of the earth and on every bird of the sky; with everything that creeps on the ground, and all the fish of the sea, into your hand they are given” (The Student Bible). The word “fear” is often used in the Bible as a description of how man should be respectful and submissive toward God. In the same way, animals are to be respectful and submissive toward people. The Monks of New Skete, in their book, The Art of Raising a Puppy, state that “training is educating. Significantly, the word ‘education’ comes from the Latin educare, which means ‘to draw out, to call forth what is already present as a possibility’” (134).  Tricks are not cruel, as animal rights activists would like people to think; they are simply a way to establish the leadership of a human over an animal, which is a key factor to maintaining a “healthy, balanced state of mind,” as described in Cesar’s Way (Millan 43).

Third, animal rights activists claim that animals used for entertainment are abused. Some of their arguments have to do with the treatment of elephants in circuses. One specific argument currently on PETA’s website—in the year 2009—is against the Ringling Bros. Circus. However, Ringling Bros. provides a detailed 7-page booklet describing the care of their animals, specifically their elephants. According to this booklet, entitled Animal Care FAQ’s, “We are committed to the health and wellbeing of all our animals and we meet and exceed the standards of the Animal Welfare Act, the federal law that governs proper animal care” (2). The booklet goes on to say that animal rights activists often manipulate videos of abuse so that they appear to be from the Ringling Bros. (5). Among activists’ arguments is the argument that the bullhook—a tool used to train elephants—is used as an abusive tool and the argument that the transportation of the animals is cruel (PETA). The Ringling Bros.’ response to the first argument is as follows: 

If you watch the way the elephants respond to the trainer you will see that they are comfortable both with the trainer and the guide…. The guide is a USDA [U.S. Department of Agriculture] approved tool that can be used as an extension of the handler’s arm. (3)

They also respond to the second argument, saying, “Independent studies funded by the U.S. Department of Agriculture of Ringling Bros. big cat and elephant transport facilities found that they were appropriately insulated and ventilated and had no adverse effects” (2). Who, then, should be believed, the animal rights activists, or the Ringling Bros.? Whereas PETA provides no sources that can be looked up and confirmed, Ringling Bros. cite the U.S. Department of Agriculture, the International Elephant Foundation, the American Zoo and Aquarium Association, and several other sources. They also give testimony from several authoritative people, such as veterinarians and zoologists. If one really wanted to confirm what PETA says, he/she would have no way to do so, but if he/she wanted to confirm Ringling Bros.’ booklet, he/she could look up each and every one of the many sources given.

The use of animals for entertainment complies with the three basic Biblical truths that guide a Christian’s dealings with God’s creatures. Man may use animals for his purposes as long as he deals kindly with them and does not exalt them above himself or God. Training animals to perform tricks builds upon abilities that already exist in the animals, and is not an abusive practice. Furthermore, training animals establishes the dominion of men as the leaders of animals.
In conclusion, animal rights activists base their ideas on false premises, such as their beliefs that humans should not eat animals, humans should not wear animals, and humans should not force animals to perform for entertainment. God has given man dominion over the animals, and neither eating, nor wearing, nor training animals is Biblically incorrect. Moreover, God takes good care of all of His creatures and asks His people to do the same. While the arguments of animal rights activists sound both compassionate and reasonable, they are based on the wrong premises. Activists appeal to the emotions of others in order to achieve an ultimate goal: a world where animals are given even more rights than humans; a world where a sheep has the right not to be sheared but a human does not have the right to shear a sheep; a world where men worship “the creature rather than the Creator” (The Student Bible, Rom. 1.25). Proverbs 12:10 says, “A righteous man has regard for the life of his animal.” This proverb means that man should take care God’s creatures. This is the order that God established in the world. But animal rights activists tend to elevate animals over man. In the words of Dr. George Grant, “The right thing done in the wrong way always leads to disaster.” Animal rights activists are doing the right thing when they show concern for the wellbeing of animals, but they deal with their concern in the wrong way. They go to the opposite extreme, where, instead of treating animals badly, they treat animals like kings. The disaster that results is the loss of a true perspective of the value of man. Man was made in the image of God (The Student Bible, Gen. 1.26-27). Does that fact not make the human race special? Even though “all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God” (Rom. 3.23), man is “more valuable than many sparrows” (Mat. 10:31). Animal rights activists do not agree. Peter Singer, one of the leading animal rights activists, is also a major supporter of abortion and infanticide (Preece 14). What sort of disaster has the world come to? The animal rights movement has gone so far as to give more rights to animals than to babies. All activists argue that animals cannot speak and therefore need humans to speak up for them. A baby cannot speak either, but if given the chance to live, the baby will one day use its voice to form words. That voice could make such a difference in the world and in history! Christians today, if they know the right thing to do in any situation should stop and read God’s Word so that they know the right way to act, and so that they do not end up with a disaster on their hands.
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