ISIT RIGHT FOR A CHRISTIAN TO OWN A
GUN AND DEFEND HIMSELF AND HISFAMILY?

INTRODUCTION

For anumber of yeas now there has been much controversy abou outlawing
guns. It seemswith every violent crime involving a gun the proporents of gunlegislation
gain asizable pieceof groundtoward their goal. Some dso subscribe to the ideathat
Christians fioud suppat the disarming of law-abiding citi zens.

Consider, onthe other hand, a hypotheticd situation pased by one author:

It's3am. Youwakefrom adee sleg to hea noises downstairs.
Someone is bre&king into your house! What doyou d@ Youread
for the phore, bu it isdead. Yougo ou into the hallway. Therein
your living room isaman you dort know! Heturnsto youandyou
see aarge knifein hishand He says, "go get your wifel" What
doyou da@? (Dan Peters).

IsaChristian suppase to be passvein situations like this and dfer no
defense for hisfamily? Isit inline or out of line with the Bible for a Christian to have a
lethal wegponfor protedion?

TO ANSWER THIS QUESTION...

. WE NEED TO CONSIDER A PRECEDENT WHICH WASSET IN THE
OLD TESTAMENT

The Scriptures have much to say abou wegpors. The word "sword" is mentioned
in some 400 \ersesin the Bible. And some of these verses doindeed apply to Christians
andtheright to bea arms for the defense of one's family.

It is pedficdly stated in Exodus 22:2-4 that a home-owner has the right to bea
arms and to exercise deally forcein defense of hisfamily. Inthis passage we seeif a
thief was kill ed duing the night the home-owner was not liable for his deah. But if he
was kill ed during the day, it was murder.

From this O.T. law it can be seen that the Bible gives suppat to use deally force
by individuals to proted their family. But it does not give suppat to use deadly force by
individuals to proted their property. Theright to kegp and bea armsis omething
asumed inthe O.T. to be aGod-given right.



[I. WE NEED TO CONSIDER CERTAIN PRINCIPLESWHICH APPLY TO
CHRISTIANS TODAY

It is evident from Luke 11:21-22 that the Lord Jesus assumed that aman had a
right to defend hisfamily. The peacespoken o herein aman's palaceor homeisthe
result of being armed, nd disarmed.

From this passage we nedal to grasp an important principle which is operative in
thisold sinful world - An armed haneis a safe home.

Surveying the N.T. for principles which apply to Christians we findin Luke 22:36
the Lord Jesus adually instructed His disciplesto buy asword ar wegponfor defense.
When two swords were foundamong the twelve He said it would be enough.

From this incident we may conclude that Jesus did na prohibit His disciples from
having alethal wegponfor defense.. We may see &so another principle mncerning
beaing arms - sometimes awegonmay be more valuable than ather things.

Some will cite Matt. 2647-52 as an argument for Christians not to bea arms but
the Lord Jesus didn't say His srvants have noright to fight. He said rather His kingdom
was nat to be brought in by physicd wegors. In ather words the gospel isnat to be
sprea by the sword.

Oftentimes Isa. 2.4 is used to tead padfism and dsarmament for the Christian
but this passage refers to the situation which will charaderize the millennial kingdom
when Christ Himself will rulewith arod d iron.

But what abou Matt. 5:39 ddn't the Lord Jesus tead that Christians shoud turn
the other cheek in resporse to violence? It must be seen that thisrefers to lessthan lethal
force Christians shoud all ow themselves to be defrauded and even abased to further the
cause of Christ (Rom. 1217-21; | Pet. 4:14-16), but thisin noway contradicts a
Christian'sright to defend hisloved ores from violent criminals

Some will argue that the sixth commandments prohibits the use of arms, as well
as, any kind d killi ng. But this commandment prohibits deli berate and premeditated
murder. Such an ad iscondemned also inthe N.T. (I Pet. 4:15).

[11. WE NEED TO CONSIDER THE PREDICAMENTSWHICH COULD COME
OUT OF THE DISARMAMENT OF LAW-ABIDING CITIZENS

Acoording to | Sam. 1319-22 wegpors confiscation was a method wsed by the
Phili stines to make slaves out of the people they ruled. And thiswas the predicament the
Isradites werein just prior to Saul's exploitsin war.



Noticewhil e there ae many arguments waged today in favor of gun-control they
fall to seethe predicament law-abiding citizens would faceif that were the case.

History has snown when people ae disarmed and have no means of proteding
themselves tyrants rule.

Andwhowould be so naive ato think that disarming law-abiding citizens would
make society safe. Thetruthis, criminals would find ways of acquiring and wsing
wegoors of deally force and law-abiding citi zens would be left completely defenseless

In conclusion several things shoud be kept in mind. First of al, the second
amendment to the Constitution gives a dtizen theright to "kegp and bea arms’ and this
right shoud be upheld by Bible-believing Christians redi zing that an armed haneisa
deterent to violent crime.

Sewndy, Christians sroud be oppased to any legislation which would lead to the
disarming of law-abiding citi zens redi zing the dangers this could pcse, na only of
tyranny under padliti cd leaders, bu also lossof seaurity in ore's home.

Finally, while thereis no Biblicd basis for a Christian to take personal revenge or
to spread Christianity by the means of arms, there is abasis for self-defense and to proted
one's family from violent criminal assault.



