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“For this, Thou shalt not commit adultery, Thou shalt not kill, Thou shalt not steal, Thou shalt not 

bear false witness, Thou shalt not covet; and if there be any other commandment, it is briefly 

comprehended in this saying, namely, Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thyself.  Love worketh no ill 

to his neighbour: therefore love is the fulfilling of the law” (Romans 13:9,10). 

 

 

 What Is “Racism”? 
 

  “Racism” is broadly defined as: 1) the belief that one’s own race is superior to another’s, and 2) 

harming someone of a different race based on the belief that one’s own race is superior.  

  In short: “racism” is defined as what one believes about those of another race, and how one acts 

towards those of another race.  

  I will be using the word “race”, even though a far better term is “people group”.  For in truth, there is 

only one “race”: the human race.  God “hath made of one blood all nations of men for to dwell on all 

the face of the earth” (Acts 17:26).  All human beings are descendants of the same parents, Adam and 

Eve.  But I will be using the word “race”, because the subject is that of “racism”, and this just makes it 

easier. 

 

 Is “Racism” a Sin, and Should It Be a Crime? 
 

  Multitudes of professing Christians, today, believe that “racism” is a sin.  But is this actually so?    

  It is vital that Christians have a biblical answer to this question.  For in today’s world, accusations of 

“racism” are bandied about everywhere.  It has become one of the most odious things a person may be 

called.  To be considered guilty of “racism” is to be guilty, in the eyes of multitudes, of one of the 

greatest sins and one of the worst crimes imaginable.   

  But the Bible nowhere speaks of a sin called “racism”!  You will search in vain for this word in the 

Bible, or (accepting that the word was not in use at the time the King James Version was translated) for 

any word equivalent in meaning to the word, “racism”.   

  So then: if the Bible does not mention it at all – and only God can define what is sinful – is it a 

manufactured “sin”?  A man-made “sin”, which is then not a true sin?    

  What is the truth? 

 

  The truth is that biblically, there is no “sin” of “racism”.  But – there is hatred, violence, murder, etc., 

committed by one person against another - and these are sins.  When such sins are committed by a 

person against someone of another race, the commission of them is called “racism” today; but 

biblically, they are simply sins.  The race of the person is irrelevant. 

  This may at first seem confusing, and therefore, in order to understand this issue properly, we need to 

examine the definition of “racism” given at the beginning, in the light of Scripture.  We will start with 
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how one acts towards those of another race, and thereafter consider what one believes about those of 

another race. 

  And furthermore, many professing Christians, as well as multitudes of others who make no profession 

of Christianity and therefore do not speak of sins, nevertheless believe that everything branded as 

“racism” should be treated as a crime, with those guilty of committing it deserving to be punished by 

law.  And so, in studying this issue we will do so under these two headings: is it a sin, and should it be 

a crime? 

 

 Harming a Person Physically is a Sin 
 

  With regards to harming someone physically, of course it is sinful!  For although it is true that no sin 

is given the name of “racism” in the Bible, yet when one physically harms a person of another race, 

this is the sin of not loving one’s neighbour as oneself (Rom. 13:9,10; Lev. 19:18; Matt. 22:35-40)!  If 

I love my neighbour as myself, then I will not harm him; for love works no ill to one’s neighbour.  And 

as taught so clearly by the Lord Jesus in the parable of the Good Samaritan (Lk. 10:29-37), one’s 

neighbour is not only someone of the same nation as oneself, but anyone.   

  But having said this, it is vital to make the following point.  “Racism”, in modern times, is made out 

to be the very worst sin a person may commit against another.  But if one physically harms a person of 

another nation or race, or if one physically harms a person of the same nation or race as oneself, it is 

sinful in either case!  The sin is not because the person harmed is of another race.  The sin is that 

someone was harmed.  The sin is that I did not love my neighbour as myself.  It is not a greater sin 

because the person harmed belongs to a different race than the person who harmed him.  The person’s 

race is irrelevant.   

 

 Harming a Person Physically Should be a Crime 
 

  It is a crime, to be punished by the civil authorities.  It is every government’s duty to protect its 

citizens from being physically harmed by anyone, either in their persons or their properties.  This is 

clearly taught in Rom. 13:1-5 and elsewhere.  The Lord has given to the civil authority the power of 

the “sword” to punish evildoers. 

  But again, the crime should be simply that someone was harmed.  The crime should be in the deed. It 

should not be a greater crime because the person harmed belongs to a different race from the person 

who harmed him.   

  When a black man murders another black man, is his crime less heinous than when a white man 

murders a black man?  Those who love to cry “racism!” at every opportunity would say it is; but is it?  

Absolutely not.  As far as the victims are concerned, the result is the same in either case: they are both 

dead!  It is not a greater crime when the victim is of a different race to the murderer, and it should not 

be treated as such by the courts.   Either way, the victims are dead.  They were both murdered.  Yet 

tragically, today the so-called “racist” crime is so often treated as being worse. 

  If a group of black men beat up a white man because he is white, or if they beat up another black man 

merely because they went out looking to pick a fight with anyone they could find, the crime is in the 

fact that a man was beaten up, not in the race of either the perpetrators or the victim.  The crime should 

not be considered a greater one when the victim is harmed because of his race.  A so-called “racist” 

crime is not worse than any other crime involving harm being done to another person.  As far as the 

victims are concerned, both were harmed!  And a victim, if he is of the same race as the perpetrator, 

does not say, “Yes, I was beaten up and ended up in hospital; but at least those who beat me up were of 

the same race as I am, so they must not be punished as severely as those racists who beat up the man in 

the hospital bed next to me!”  That would be absurd in the extreme! 

  Hitler was responsible for the deaths of vast numbers of people of another race, and Mao Tse-tung 

was responsible for the deaths of vast numbers of people of his own race.  Was Hitler a greater 

criminal because his massacres were racially based?  No.  Murder is murder, genocide is genocide.  Is 

it a worse crime when committed against people of another race?  The victims would tell you – if they 
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could – that it is not!  Either way, they are dead, because someone had them murdered.  

 

  The crime is in the deed committed.  The crime is the crime of murder, or violence, or torture, etc. – 

regardless of the race of either the perpetrator or the victim.  

 

 Harming a Person Verbally is a Sin 
 

  As with harming someone physically, so with harming someone verbally: of course it is sinful to 

harm someone in word!  For again, this is not loving one’s neighbour as oneself.  Speech which incites 

to violence or harm being done to someone else is certainly sinful speech; and it is also sinful to lie 

about someone, slander them, ruin their good name (“whisperers, backbiters”, Rom. 1:29,30), etc.  

  But again, although harming someone of another race by what one says of him is sinful, the sin is not 

because the person harmed is of a different race.  The sin is that someone was harmed.  It is not a 

greater sin because the person harmed belongs to a different race than the person who harmed him.  

The person’s race is irrelevant. 

 

 Harming a Person Verbally Should be a Crime 
 

  Certainly, speech which incites people to cause physical harm, or which maliciously harms a person’s 

reputation, etc., should be a punishable offence.  But again – this should be so, regardless of the race of 

either the perpetrator or the victim.  It should not be a worse crime if such speech is racially motivated.  

The victim is not going to feel better if he is told that because the harm done to him by the speech of 

someone else was not racially motivated, the offence was not as heinous as it would have been if a 

racial element was involved!  He is not going to say, “Oh, that’s all right then – I have far less cause 

for complaint.”  What nonsense! 

 

 Offending a Person with the Truth is Not a Sin 
 

  Yes, it is sinful if a person harms another verbally, by lying about him, slandering him, destroying his 

good name and reputation, or inciting violence against him.  This is, truly, to harm someone by the 

words said (or written) about him.  But here we must be very careful to distinguish between words 

which sinfully cause harm to someone in the ways mentioned, and words which are not sinful in God’s 

sight even though they may be harsh, or cause offence!   

  If words addressed to someone, or about someone, are truthful and necessary, even though they may 

be harsh and painful to hear, this is no sin at all!  For example, consider the strong, indeed harsh words, 

addressed by Paul the apostle, filled with the Holy Spirit, to the sorcerer and false prophet Elymas.  

Paul said to him: “O full of all subtlety and all mischief, thou child of the devil, thou enemy of all 

righteousness, wilt thou not cease to pervert the right ways of the Lord?” (Acts 13:10).  Paul spoke 

very forcefully to him, and he used harsh words – in today’s hyper-sensitive world it would be labelled 

“calling the man offensive names” – but in truth, Paul did not sin in what he said to this man!  For 

what he said was truthful, and necessary.   

  Today, if the person at the receiving end of such strong language happens to be of another race to the 

one who is rebuking sin and error in this way, the accusation of “racism” is almost automatic.  

Shouting “racism!” has become a very convenient way to silence all criticism, rebuke, reproof, etc.  

For example, if a white Christian preacher says to a black African that the worship of his ancestors is 

demonic, he may instantly be accused of being a “racist”.  And once that label is applied, he is viewed 

as someone who hates blacks, wants to harm blacks, and all the rest of it.  But this is utterly false.  No 

harm has been done to the person by the words used, when he is told that he is a sinner, hell-bound, a 

follower of a false religion, etc.  He has not been harmed physically, his reputation has not been 

harmed, he has not been slandered or lied to.  He has simply been told the Gospel truth, and it is the 

truth regardless of the race of the person.   
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  It is not “racist” to tell the truth, no matter how one might “feel” about what is said.  If words are 

truthful and necessary, and spoken out of love and concern, then even if they hurt someone’s feelings 

they are not sinful.  As the old saying goes, the truth often hurts.  When a parent tells a child that they 

have been very wicked, the child’s feelings may be hurt, but the rebuke was truthful and necessary.  

Love, not hatred, is what motivates the parent to rebuke sin in a child; and love, not hatred, is what 

motivates Christians to preach that men are sinners and on their way to hell unless they repent before 

God, and believe savingly in the Lord Jesus Christ.  It would be hatred to remain silent!  It is love to 

speak up.  What would we think of a man who, seeing another man about to fall over a precipice to his 

death, kept silent and did not warn him, arguing that “he might think I’m an alarmist, or that I’m better 

than him because I didn’t get into the danger he’s in, so I’d better just remain silent; after all, that 

would be the loving thing to do”?  We would think that man to be a scoundrel!  It is hatred to remain 

silent when a man’s eternal soul is in danger.  It is love which warns him of the danger of where his 

sins will take him unless he repents of them. 

 

  In addition, today if the person at the receiving end of the kind of strong language used by Paul is of 

another race to the one who is rebuking his sin and error, it is often branded as “hate speech”.  

“Racism” and “hate speech” are frequently tossed around in the same breath.   But it is not hatred to 

tell the truth.  It is not hatred just because a man does not mince his words and cushion them in nice, 

sweet, soft, inoffensive language.  The only true definition of “hate speech” should be speech which 

incites to physical harm, or which falsely destroys a person’s good name, etc.  Merely using strong and 

truthful language is not “hate speech” at all. 

 

 Offending a Person Should Not be a Crime 
 

   Speech which leads to physical harm, or speech which spreads lies about a person, should be a crime 

and punishable by law.  But speech which is merely offensive to someone else should not be a crime, 

punishable by law.  For example, if a person calls another person a name that may be offensive to him, 

or if he says something about him that may be offensive to him, this kind of speech should not be a 

crime in the eyes of the State.  There are times when it may be a sin before God; but whether it is or 

not, such speech should not be punishable by law.  Tragically, however, it is increasingly becoming a 

punishable offence all over the world. 

 

  But why should such speech not be a crime, to be punished judicially? 

  The old saying, “Sticks and stones may break my bones, but words will never harm me”, is very true, 

and provides an easy-to-understand answer.  Throughout human history men have called one another 

offensive names, or said other offensive things to one another.  Even children in a playground say such 

things to one another!  This is the way this fallen world is, and sensible parents teach their children 

from a young age that the world is full of people who will at times be unkind to them, call them names, 

say hurtful things about them.  These are not matters for a court to resolve!   

  Making all speech that may be offensive to someone punishable by law simply creates a nation of 

cry-babies, who behave like little children and go blubbering off to the courts every time they feel 

“hurt” or “offended” by something someone said about them.  A person’s “hurt feelings” should never 

even be entertained in a court of law.  Such immature people do not need legislation to protect their 

sensitive and childish emotions – what they need is simply to grow up.  But alas, Marxism has so 

successfully penetrated into the very fibre of society, that the masses have come to believe that the 

State should be all-powerful, it should be Big Brother, it should watch over them and control all 

aspects of their lives from the cradle to the grave.  And the cult of psychology has turned people into 

wimps and whiners, always looking inward to their over-sensitive and easily-bruised emotions and 

feelings, and indoctrinated into the lie that Big Brother is there to mollycoddle them from birth to 

burial and see to it that no one “hurts” their “feelings” by “hurtful speech”.  And so, like little children 

who run to their mothers whining that “Johnny called me a name!” these people run to the courts 

whining that they have suffered great “emotional distress” because of some words spoken by someone, 



 

5 

 

demanding redress – and all too often getting it! 

 

  To police and punish such speech is not the God-given duty of the State!  The government’s duty is to 

protect the lives and property of the citizens of the country.  Therefore, whatever truly harms them 

should be punished by the authorities, whether in word (slander, incitement to violence, etc.) or deed 

(acts of violence, theft, etc.).  But if speech is merely “offensive” to someone, this falls outside the 

God-given lawful authority of the State to criminalise or punish.  This is to intrude unlawfully into a 

labyrinthine minefield, and inevitably provides the State with dictatorial powers over the people.  For 

the fact is that the State has not been ordained by God to control and police every aspect of the 

citizens’ lives from the cradle to the grave.  It is not there to punish what people say to one another in a 

thousand and one contexts every single day.  To claim this authority is nothing short of an absolute 

dictatorship.  

  No authority on earth can legislate away what people will say to one another in their day-to-day lives.  

Nasty, unkind, rude things are said by people all the time.  Should they be monitored by the police, and 

arrested as criminals when they call one another names?  Even common sense tells us how absurd this 

is. Yet this is precisely the kind of power governments are claiming over their citizens.  And when a 

people hand over such awesome power to their governments, they have truly lost the plot.  They have 

sold their freedoms for the dubious “protection” of the all-powerful State.  When Big Brother tells 

them what they may or may not say, this is a dictatorship, not a free society.  When a people become 

afraid to open their mouths, they are bondservants to the State.  In a word, they are slaves. 

 

  And inevitably, such power in the hands of any State leads to the persecution of Christians, and others 

as well.  For what is truth to a Christian is “offensive” to someone else.  It is offensive to fallen men to 

hear that they are sinners, on their way to hell as a just punishment for their sins.  But this is the truth 

of the Gospel, and Christians must proclaim it.  And speech should not be criminalised when the 

speaker believes it is truthful, even if another may find it harsh or offensive.    

  Once, after Jesus had been preaching to the scribes and Pharisees, and had used very strong language, 

very straightforward speech, the Scripture says, “Then came his disciples, and said unto him, Knowest 

thou that the Pharisees were offended, after they heard this saying?”  Now today, people could scamper 

off to the courts, snivelling about how they felt “offended” by such words, and how their “feelings” 

had been “hurt”.  But what did Jesus reply? “But he answered and said, Every plant, which my 

heavenly Father hath not planted, shall be rooted up.  Leave them alone: they be blind leaders of the 

blind.  And if the blind lead the blind, both shall fall into the ditch” (Matt. 15:12-14).  He did not 

apologise for His “offensive” words.  What He said was the truth.   

 

  Today, governments are using so-called “hate speech” legislation to prosecute Christians for 

preaching the Gospel.  This is the inevitable result of clamping down on speech that merely offends, 

but does not cause harm.  

  If a person of one race says that people of another race should (for example) be hunted down and 

killed, this is most definitely harmful speech!  This is, in fact, the only true form of what has been 

termed, in our day, “hate speech”, and which is so wrongly applied to all kinds of speech!  And yes, 

such speech should indeed be a criminal offence, because it is incitement to cause bodily harm, even to 

murder.  Likewise, any speech which spreads a lie about someone, regardless of their race, ruining his 

good name, should be a crime as well.  

  But should mere name-calling be criminalised?  Should it be termed “hate speech”?  Absolutely not!  

True “hate speech” should refer to speech which incites to bodily harm, murder, etc.  It should never 

refer to mere words addressed to someone, whether of the same race or of another race.  If a person of 

one race calls a person of another race something insulting, rude, unkind, or offensive – what have his 

words actually done to that person?  He has not been harmed physically, nor has his reputation been 

harmed.  All that has been hurt are his feelings.  Now in the past, what would people have said to him 

in such a case?  They would have told him to get over it!  They would have told him to stop being such 

a cry-baby.  People say unkind things all the time.  Always have, always will.  No law of man will ever 
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stamp this out.  It is part of living in a fallen world, and dealing with fallen fellow-creatures.  

 

  We must go even further: even if a man hates another man because of his race, this should not be a 

crime.  It is certainly a sin in the eyes of God, but it should not be a crime in the eyes of the State.  

Why not?  It should not be a crime because, as sinful as it is in the sight of God, men have always 

hated other men, for all kinds of reasons, but hatred in the heart still does nothing to a person 

physically – and as no government in the world can even know, much less police, a person’s thoughts, 

so it has no legitimate authority over the hearts and minds of men.  The Orwellian concept of the 

“Thought Police” is a nightmarish one indeed, which is being given serious consideration by various 

governments.  Governments would love to claim the right to control people’s thoughts.  But in truth, 

no government on earth has been given the God-ordained authority to do so – even if it could.  This is 

to exceed the lawful limits of governmental authority.  Governments may punish acts, but not thoughts.  

And therefore, only if a man acts upon the hatred in his heart, and physically harms another person, 

should it be criminal. 

  And even if a man hates another man because of his race, and expresses this hatred in words, this 

should still not be a crime (unless his words are an incitement to actual physical harm).  Why not?  It 

should not be a crime because, as sinful as it is in the sight of God, when a man says he hates another 

man, he has done nothing to that man physically, nor has he incited any other man to harm him 

physically.  Words are not sticks and stones which may break the bones.  And the “bones” of men 

(their bodies) are what a government should protect.  It has no authority over what their ears hear, or 

their minds process. 

 

 When It is Sinful to Believe that Some Races are Superior to Others 
 

  A person may believe that some races are superior to others.  But is this belief sinful, in God’s eyes? 

  If a person believes that his own race is better than another, by nature, and in the sight of God, this 

belief is sinful, for it is contrary to the Word of God.  All men and women who have ever lived, are 

living now, or will yet live, are sinners in the sight of God.  In this sense, one race is no better than 

another.  They are all the same!  “What then?” writes Paul, “are we [Jews] better than they [Gentiles]?  

No, in no wise: for we have before proved both Jews and Gentiles, that they are all under sin; as it is 

written, There is none righteous, no, not one” (Rom. 3:9,10); “For all have sinned, and come short of 

the glory of God” (Rom. 3:23).  To believe contrary to this clear teaching of the Word of God, is 

sinful.  These days many people call this “racism”; but the Bible simply calls it sin.    

  Also, if one believes there is a difference in the way of salvation between one race and another, or 

that salvation is for one race but not for another, this too is a sinful belief: the Bible says that God “put 

no difference between us [Jews] and them [Gentiles], purifying their hearts by faith” (Acts 15:9); “for 

there is no difference” (Rom. 3:22) in men as regards the fact that all are depraved by nature, and all 

who are saved are saved in the same way.  “For there is no difference between the Jew and the Greek: 

for the same Lord over all is rich unto all that call upon him” (Rom. 10:12) – whether Jew or Greek, 

whether European or African, whether of this “race” or that one. 

 

 When It is Not Sinful to Believe that Some Races are Superior to Others 
 

  If by “superior”, one means that based on the evidence, one believes that one’s own race is better 

morally, or better behaved, or more decent culturally, or more advanced technologically, than another 

race, this is not a sinful belief.  For as unpalatable as it may be to the multiculturalists of today, history, 

common sense, and simple observation amply bear out the fact that some races are, culturally, superior 

to others.  Furthermore, the Bible itself tells us this is so!   

  In those long-gone times when certain European peoples were influenced to a great extent by the 

teachings of the Bible (even though the majority were not true Christians), it was accepted that they 

were a far more moral people, overall, than, say, the degraded cannibals of the South Sea islands.  But 

today it is considered “racist” to even think such a thing.  Yet branding it “racist” does not change the 
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truth of it!  Facts are stubborn things.  And the fact of the matter is that some races are morally 

superior, and consequently do behave better, than others.  And some cultures are more decent than 

others.  And some people have made far greater strides, technologically, than others.  These things are 

plain and simple facts, easily verifiable, plainly observable to anyone with eyes who is not blinded by 

“political correctness”.  The races of the world simply do not exist on a level plain.   

  Once upon a time it was just understood as common sense to recognise these facts.  One would say, 

for example, that the Germans were more efficient and productive than certain other “races”.  One 

would say that the Asians generally were extremely hard-working.  Or that the European nations were 

far more technologically advanced than, say, the South American Indians or the Bantu tribes of Africa.  

Mere observation proved conclusively that this was so.  Ah, but that was in those far-off days before 

the politically correct busybodies decided that such statements, even such beliefs, were “racist”. 

  And yet, believing this does not automatically mean that one will be a “racist”.  Most nineteenth-

century European missionaries, for example, certainly believed that their own cultures, etc., were 

superior to those of the people they were ministering to in Africa or Asia – but they did not hate them 

because of it!  They longed for them to be saved, and to be uplifted from the degraded state to which 

their heathenish cultures had brought them.  This was, in fact, precisely why those godly missionaries 

left their own cultures and went to live among people of cultures inferior to their own: to preach the 

Gospel to them, pray for them, love them, and work for their eternal good!  Believing one’s own 

culture is superior to another does not automatically mean a man is a hate-filled “racist”.   

  These are matters I have covered in my book, The Madness of Multiculturalism.1  It a detailed study 

of these things, and gives numerous examples. 

 

  And this is what the Bible teaches!  For example, Paul wrote, “What advantage then hath the Jew 

[meaning, over other people]? or what profit is there of circumcision [of being a Jew]?  Much every 

way: chiefly, because that unto them were committed the oracles of God” (Rom. 3:1,2).  The Jews had 

been given the priceless treasure of the Holy Scriptures, which no other nation or race of men had ever 

been given.  They were then far superior to other nations, in the blessings bestowed on them!  And 

Paul was not afraid to say so, because he lived in a day before such a manufactured “sin” as “racist 

belief” had been created.  Later in the same epistle he listed other advantages the Jews had over all 

other peoples (Rom. 9:4,5). 

 

  Today it is called “racism” to believe that one race is superior to another, in the ways outlined above.  

But this is a manufactured “sin”.  If this is “racism” – if this is the label some people choose to apply 

to it – then there is little that can be done about it.  In such a case, one may be a “racist” in certain 

men’s eyes, yet would not be sinning in God’s eyes.  

  Many terms are applied to people to whom they do not truthfully belong.  True Christians have been 

called “heretics” by the Papacy.  They are not heretics at all, but this is what evil men call them.  Well, 

then, so be it.  With Paul they can say, “after the way which they call heresy, so worship I the God of 

my fathers” (Acts 24:14).  And likewise, if those who believe that certain races are superior to others in 

various fields are going to be called “racists”, well then, so be it.  They may call it “racism” or 

anything else; it matters not.  Calling something by a particular term does not make it so. 

  In today’s bizarre, politically-correct world, Christians are called “bigots”, “sexists”, “homophobes”, 

and various other labels.  These are nothing but empty terms.  And likewise, when Christians are called 

“racists” even though we do not hate people of another race, and even though we do not seek to harm 

them at all, well then, so be it.  Names will always be bandied about.  Let it be water off a duck’s back.  

Again, “sticks and stones may break my bones, but words will never harm me.”  Even though the 

dictionary defines the word “racism” as not only harmful actions against a person of another race, but 

even the belief that one race is superior to another, Christians know that they never seek to harm 

someone of another race and are therefore not “racists” according to that definition of the term, even 

though they may believe (as the Bible teaches) that one race is superior to another in certain respects, 

and therefore are going to be called “racists” according to this definition of the term (in the eyes of the 

worldly).  And the definition of “racism” is constantly evolving.  For example, many claim that only 
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whites can be racists, and even that all whites are racists.  Now if this lunacy ever becomes an accepted 

definition of the term, then all white Christians will be branded as “racists”.  But if we were not called 

“racists”, we would be called something else.  The world loves to call Christians names.  We are 

wrongly called “bigots”, “sexists”, and “homophobes”; so if the world wrongly throws the world 

“racist” at us as well, so be it.  We have been wrongly branded with many names through the centuries.  

Yet all that matters to us is: what does the Lord call us?  If we are His people, His children, His 

beloved ones, His redeemed ones, His saints, His bride, His jewels, then we bear the loveliest names of 

all! 

 

  In summary: to believe that some “races” are better, by nature, in the sight of God, than others, is 

sinful in God’s sight.  But to believe that some “races” are superior to others, culturally, morally, 

technologically, etc., is not a sin in God’s sight.  In this second sense, men have manufactured a “sin” 

based on one’s beliefs, thoughts, and opinions,  called it “racism”, and applied it to people who simply 

acknowledge what all men can see if they are honest – that some “races” are superior to others 

morally, culturally, technologically, etc.  When such a belief can be branded “racism”, this just 

demonstrates how far men have fallen, even from common sense. 

 

 It Should Not be a Crime to Believe that 

Some Races are Superior to Others 
 

  Absolutely not!  And this is the case, whether applied to the sinful belief that one race is better, by 

nature, than another in the sight of God, or whether applied to the belief, which is not sinful, that some 

races are superior to others morally, culturally, technologically, etc.   

  Why should even the sinful belief not be a crime?   

  The reason is simple: the God-given authority of the State does not extend to a person’s beliefs, 

whether true or false beliefs. One’s beliefs, opinions, or feelings are outside the God-given authority of 

earthly governments.  The sole purpose of earthly government is to protect the physical lives and 

property of the people of the land over which it governs (Rom. 13:1-7).  The earthly authorities have 

the power of the “sword”, but this is to be used to punish and restrain evildoers – not those they may 

consider to be evil thinkers, or evil believers.  An earthly government has no business interfering in 

what people think or believe.   

  Whenever governments have arrogantly claimed to have power over what people believe, persecution 

at the hands of the government inevitably follows.  This is seen throughout history.  The Roman 

Catholic institution saw to it that governments persecuted those who did not believe as the Roman 

Catholic institution demanded.  Communist governments did the same, and still do so; as do Muslim 

governments.  And today, increasingly, secular humanist governments, liberal governments, etc., are 

making the same demand.  They claim the right to police people’s thoughts, opinions and beliefs.  On 

paper they often speak grandly of “freedom of speech” and “freedom of religion”, but in practice they 

hate these freedoms and seek to suppress them. 

  In the twentieth century George Orwell wrote that one day there would be such a monstrosity as the 

“Thought Police”.  That day has now come.  Government agencies now assume the right to demand of 

the citizens that they not only act in a certain way, but think and believe in a certain way as well – and 

if they refuse to comply, they are increasingly being punished by law.  

  If a man’s thoughts towards another man are sinful in the sight of God, God will punish him in due 

time.  Thoughts may be sinful in the sight of God, but this does not make them criminal in the eyes of 

the State.  For the State is not God; it does not have divine power.  It cannot monitor or police people’s 

thoughts and beliefs.  It cannot force them to change their thoughts and beliefs.  It can only act 

legitimately when it acts to apprehend and punish a person who commits a sinful deed, not a sinful 

thought. Hatred in the heart, although a sin before God, should not be a crime to be punished by 

earthly authorities, for the punishment of heart-sins is not within the power of any earthly authority to 

monitor, to police, to prevent or to punish. 

  Once governments begin to claim jurisdiction over thoughts, opinions and beliefs, it is a slippery 
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slope to outright persecution of Christian believers. 

 

 Conclusion 
 

  As Christians, we need to approach every single matter biblically.  We need to examine it carefully in 

the light of what God’s Word teaches.  We are never to be misled or bamboozled by the people of the 

world and their ideologies, which are antagonistic to biblical truth.  We are to have, and to maintain, a 

biblical worldview at all times.   

  Such is the world we live in today, that real sins are ignored, even glamourised and praised, while 

manufactured “sins” are condemned in the strongest possible terms.  Men and women of the world, 

and even many wolves in sheep’s clothing within the professing “Church”, will loudly scream about 

the “sin of racism”, the “sin of homophobia” (another manufactured “sin”), the “sin of sexism” 

(another one) and the “sin of destroying Planet Earth” (yes, another one), but will gloss over all that is 

truly sinful, as revealed in the Word of God! 

  Do not let the world, nor the devil’s false “Church” in all its forms, dictate what is, and is not, sin.  

What does the Bible say? This must always be all that matters.  Repent of all that is truly sin within 

yourself; mourn over it; pray for deliverance from it; resist it; pray for those who are still in bondage to 

sin; and pray for your brethren in Christ, for they all (just like you) struggle against the world, the flesh 

and the devil, and find sin to be their great and terrible enemy.  But waste no time whatsoever on the 

manufactured “sins” which the people of this fallen world dream up, that they may push their own 

wicked agendas using the guilt of the masses to do so! 

 

  “Love worketh no ill to his neighbour: therefore love is the fulfilling of the law.”  
 

 

 

Shaun Willcock is a minister, author and researcher.  He runs Bible Based Ministries.  This 

pamphlet was first published in February 2017.  For other pamphlets (which may be 

downloaded and printed), as well as details about his books, audio messages, articles, etc., please 

visit the Bible Based Ministries website; or write to the address below.  If you would like to be on 

Bible Based Ministries’ email list, please send your details.  

 

 

ENDNOTE: 
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