


2



3

 Table of Contents
Mission and Vision............................................................................................................................ 4

Editorial Board......................................................................................................................................5

Who We Are..............................................................................................................................6

Editorial Essays 

Understanding the Struggle Against Pornography by: Eleanor Mroczenski, Senior Editor ..............7-11

Christianity and Capitalism: an Intersection at the Ethical 
by: Ambrose Shaltanis, Senior Editor ..............................................................................................12-16
 
On the New Economy of Gender by: Isaiah Mudge, Senior Editor .................................................17-27

 

This publication was made possible by a grant from the Robert W. Plaster Foundaation. 



4

Our Mission
Quaestus is a student-led journal 

presenting ideas about Liberty, Faith, and 
Economics from a Christian perspective in 

order to promote human flourishing.

Our Vision
We aim to inspire the next generation 
of Christian thought and leaders by 
addressing global issues with sound 

moral and economic principles.

For what does it profit a man to gain the whole world and forfeit his soul?

Mark 8:36
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So... What is Quaestus?
A Letter from the Editor

 The following periodical includes transcriptions from the 2023 Liberty, Faith, and Economics 
LFE) Summit at Concordia Wisconsin. This event is run by the Concordia Free Enterprise Center in asso-
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States as of 2001, the pornography industry is 
a stubborn reality of the American free market 
landscape (Rich, 2001). Therefore, Christians 
must go beyond passively holding an ethical or 
philosophical stance on pornography to respond 
to this crisis on economic, political, and spiritual 
levels with boycotts, legislative support, and the 
gospel.

 As an agent within the free market, 
economic measures like boycotts can allow 
Christians to oppose the pornography industry 
through individual choices. While a Christian 
paradigm opposes the usage of pornography, 
a study of American evangelicals revealed an 
increase in reported pornography viewership 
“at rates identical to other Americans” (Perry & 
Cyrus, 2018). Therefore, as 64% of Americans 
are Christian as of 2020, the elimination of 
pornography from Christians lives would 
signiýcantly detract from the consumer base 
and impact revenue (Pew Research Center, 
2022). However, one could question whether 
that change would be enough to affect this 
mammoth industry, especially when Christians 
are not the target consumers.  Yet if done with 
media coverage targeted towards one high-proýle 
company, boycotts can cause drops in stock prices 
that further incentivize companies to change 
(King, 2017). Quantitative historical research 
suggests that only 3.5% of a population needs 
to participate in active and sustained protests 
and boycotts for change to occur (Chenoweth & 
Stephan, 2011). Thus, if done with high publicity 
and open support, boycotts could be effective 
methods to at least raise awareness of the anti-
pornography movement and at best implement 
substantive change. While Christians may ideally 

 In a free market, agents can advertise, 
sell products, and support charitable causes 
as they desire, within legal limits. Presently, 
the advertisements, products, and donations of 
companies reþect the growing shift in American 
culture and society away from a Christian 
worldview. A primary example of this is the 
pornography industry, which 70% of 18- to 
30-year-old US citizen admit to consuming at 
least once a month (Dwulit &Rzymski, 2019). 
Christians consider the usage of pornography a 
sin, as the sixth commandment condemns adultery, 
which includes pornography as “everyone 
who looks at a woman with lustful intent has 
already committed adultery with her in his heart” 
(Matthew 5:27). Nevertheless, pornography 
remains highly prevalent, even when coupled with 
natural consequences. Pornography is shown to 
ýt the framework of addiction in neurobiological 
studies, and it is found to effect relationships 
and wellbeing. Married Americans who watch 
pornography – no matter the frequency – are twice 
as likely to experience divorce (Perry, 2018). One 
study found that those who view pornography 
more frequently are 17% more likely to report 
emotional abuse, and this same study predicted 
that pornography usage also corresponds to higher 
levels low-self-esteem and depression (Spadine 
et al., 2022). Thus, by reason from the natural 
consequences and by faith and adherence to the 
commands of the law, the Christian worldview 
opposes pornography and can support this 
opposition through extrabiblical evidence and 
logic. The moral and social implications of 
the pornography pandemic transcend religious 
beliefs. However, estimated to make $10 billion 
to $14 billion annual revenue in the United 

Understanding the Struggle 
Against Pornography

Written by: Eleanor Mroczenski, Senior Editor 
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Currently, the Miller test, established by Miller 
v. California, is the current test for obscenity. It 
evaluates whether the work appeals to “prurient 
interest” when “contemporary community 
standards” are applied; “whether the work depicts 
or describes, in a patently offensive way, sexual 
conduct speciýcally deýned by the applicable state 
lawò; and ñwhether the work, ótaken as a whole,ô 
lacks serious literary, artistic, political, or scientiýc 
value” (Esmaili (Ed.), 2017). When applied to 
pornography, it does not condemn the industry as 
a whole. By the current deýnitions from the Miller 
test, the First Amendment does not protect child 
pornography nor pornography deemed obscene, 
which does not directly include violence (Hudson, 
2009). Thus, Christians can support legislation 
that seeks to further reign in what is considered 
obscene in the context of pornography given 
its known consequences. Opponents argue that 
broadening the deýnition of obscenity to include 
the majority of pornography leads to censorship 
of ideas, which are not in and of themselves 
illegal, even if they are regarding topics that are 
“immoral, sinful, or even illegal” (Arthur, 2019). 
While censorship is a risk, one must recognize 
that these ideas model a reality. Nonetheless, the 
argument for a broader deýnition of obscenity 
to regulate content and distribution can become 
quickly muddled, and a political approach that 
advocates regulations regarding age restrictions is 
more feasible and effective.

 Presently, some of these age regulations 
are coming into effect in states like Texas, Utah, 
and Louisiana, among others. Louisiana House 
Bill no. 142 was passed in 2022, and it hold 
internet pornography companies liable if they “fail 
to perform reasonable age veriýcation methods to 
verify the age of individuals attempting to access 
the material” with some form of government ID 
(ACT No. 440, 2022). With age veriýcation in 
place, “according to Ethical Capital Partners, 
the private equity company that owns Pornhub, 
[website] trafýc in Louisiana has dropped 80 
percent” (Novicoff, 2023). In other states with 
such laws, PornHub stopped operations altogether 
(Novicoff, 2023). While these matters do not 
prohibit pornography, they reduce availability to 

desire the elimination of the pornography industry 
altogether, the most attainable measures to curb 
the problem involve limitations and changes to 
implement content and age restrictions. Thus, 
public boycotts and poor press can achieve 
revenue and public relations impacts large enough 
to affect change in the pornography industry, 
as well as other industries contrary to Christian 
worldviews.

 Through vocal economic resistance, 
Christians can inþuence political change, but 
how does one articulate the problem to a broad 
audience? And what speciýc changes should 
be advocated? The arguments for further 
legislation about pornography, whether prohibited 
or regulated, may be colored by religious 
perspectives, but they should be presented as 
an argument against vices for public safety and 
wellbeing. Establishing a line of reasoning that 
appeals to the data and to American morals 
will persuade both those inside and outside of 
Christianity of the need for change, providing 
a broader base of support. Although the Bible 
explicitly condemns the adultery and lust that is 
pornography, even those unfamiliar with the law 
have “requirements of the law written on their 
hearts, their consciences also bearing witness” 
(Romans 2:15). Thus, one can recognize the 
dangers of pornography and the need for further 
legislation, whether they are Christian or not. 
Therefore, Christians must reveal the dangers of 
pornography to constituents and political leaders, 
trusting that their reason and conscious will 
recognize the truth of the Word, even if it is not 
directly presented.

 With the problem deýned to a general 
audience in a non-religious context, Christians can 
take further steps to support speciýc legislature.  
One can clearly establish that pornography 
contains and causes issues, yet there are matters 
with the First Amendment and censorship to 
be reckoned with. Under the First Amendment, 
obscenity is not protected. Obscenity generally 
refers to ñlewd, ýlthy, or disgusting words or 
pictures,” but determining whether something 
is obscene is not so easy (Esmaili (Ed.), 2017).  
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modeling-the-future-of-religion-in-
america/

Rich, F. (2001, May 20). Naked Capitalists. New 
York Times Magazine. 

https://www.nytimes.com/2001/05/20/magazine/
naked-capitalists.html
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overtake many technologically oriented tasks.5 
This automation cannot easily be halted either. As 
one conservative commentator explains, “Even 
if many of the tech executives themselves have 
valid concerns about their long term consequenc
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distance between the ideological mask and the 
reality, but it still ýnds reasons to retain the mask. 
This cynicism is not a direct position of immoral-
ity, it is more like morality itself put in the service 
of immorality…the cynical reaction consists in 
saying that legal enrichment is a lot more effec-
tive and, moreover, protected by law.”2  In Ģiģekôs 
model, the cynic acknowledges the charade of 
a certain system, but uses legal regulations to 
uphold it regardless. Ģiģek is not the only one who 
realizes the war between morality and immorality 
occuring in the background. Luther also advocat-
ed for government intervention when necessary. 
“Luther called on the people of his day to nip the 
monopolistic spirit in the bud – and if an individ-
ual couldnôt or wouldnôt control his or her own 
propensity to sin in this regard Luther called on 
the government to check the sin via regulation and 
law.”3

 There is a key difference between the way 
the two ýgures see the role the government has in 
capitalism. The cynicism which Ģiģek describes is 
a feature which is exclusive to reactionary theo-
ries, notably not capitalism. Ģiģek criticizes capi-
talism as the immorality that is upheld by leaders 
who recognize its þaws. While Ģiģek may attempt 
to critique capitalism with his ideology, his dis-
tinction in actuality serves to prove why capitalism 
functions properly: precisely because it is not be-
holden to his cynicism. His cynicism only happens 
when there is a direct imposition on the economic 
system, which does not occur in the purest form 
of a free market. Likewise Luther only takes issue 
with a speciýc outcome of capitalism, but not the 
system itself. Every position that Luther has on the 
þaws of capitalism can also be pushed back to a 
deeper, root, problem that absolves capitalism by 
leaving it alone as an economic structure.

 While a proper institution of an ethical 
structure is required for a return to traditional 
morality, it must be placed correctly. Tucker is 
2 Žižek, Slavoj. The Sublime Object of Ideol-
ogy, (Verso, NY: 1989). 26.
3 Mobley, Van. “Economic Systems, Voca-
tion, and Human Flourishing from a Lutheran 
Perspective”, June 2021.

two: an imposition of the ethical that is placed 
after the laws of the economy take place. This 
means that if altercations are going to be made to 
the economy, they must be done by those inside 
the capitalist structure, not by those attempting to 
change it from the outside.

 Capitalism as a structure of society is the 
key to the debate. A free market economy has 
proven to materially increase production and 
wealth far more than any other economic system, 
but beyond that, it is fundamentally separate from 
all other schools of economic thought.

 Socialism, communism, mercantilism and 
the like all are reactionary theories. They recog-
nize a problem within a society and aim to correct 
it through interference with the economy. Without 
government regulation, the economy is beholden 
to certain laws, an invisible hand which guides it 
to natural ends. These laws wait for no man, and a 
free market economy exempliýed in capitalism is 
the most efýcient way to allow these natural laws 
to run free. The other forms of economic structure 
result from governments composed of þawed peo-
ple who desire to impose their set of ethics upon 
the natural laws of the economy in order to warp 
it to their desired outcome. Capitalism is set apart 
by the very fact that any ethical regulation must be 
placed after the fact. Another prominent political 
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in spirituality and some adverse effects of capital-
ism contribute to the real cause of societal disor-
der, it is a marriage between the two which causes 
it. It is the fallen morals acting upon the economy, 
which result from a decline in traditional western 
values, that interfere with the natural order. The 
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On the New Economy of Gender
Written by: Isaiah Mudge, Senior Editor

Beautiful People Part I
 A note to the reader: before we begin, 
I want to acknowledge that this is a sensitive 
subject. It is related to serious anxiety and 
suffering which many people have had to endure. 
My intent in writing this is to demonstrate why 
many Christians are resisting gender-afýrming 
care because of the value they place in gender. 
This may be a different account of the subject than 
you yourself hold. If you ýnd yourself becoming 
angry at my perspective, remember that we are 
both trying to achieve the goal of betterment 
for suffering people. We live in a time where 
people refuse to listen to ideas which give them a 
negative gut reaction. I encourage anybody who 
disagrees to submit a dissenting opinion to be 
published in Quaestus next year. Letôs engage in 
dialogue for the sake of beautiful people.

Part I 
a. Introduction
b. Deýnitions
   i. Value
   ii. Biological Sex
   iii. Gender
      1. Gender as Social
      2. Gender as Relational
c. The Modern Social Account of Gender
   i. Examples of the Modern Social 
Account
   ii. The Modern Social Account Causes the 
Social Gender Contradiction
   iii. The Modern Social Account Deýnes 
Gender Too Broadly
   iv. The Effects of the Modern Social Account 
on the Value of Gender

Part II

d. The Christian Relational Account of 
Gender
   i. Biological Sex in Genesis
   ii. The Human Body Teaches Us About 
God
   iii. The Christian Relational Account Unites 
Biology and Gender
   iv. Gender as Relational Clariýes Identity 
   v. The Christian Relational Account 
Promotes Human Wellbeing
   vi. The Christian Relational Account Values 
and Afýrms Gender
e. Conclusion: Beautiful People

 Introduction
 This is an essay written principally on the 
topic of valueðspeciýcally, the value of gender 
through the lens of economics. One of the issues 
in discussing this topic is the deýnition of gender, 
since various ideologies deýne it differently. 
One of the most prevalent deýnitions of gender 
in the United States deýnes gender as social and 
unrelated to biology. This account (The Modern 
Social Account of Gender) will be compared to 
an alternative account (The Christian Relational 
Account of Gender), and it will be shown that the 
Relational Account values gender more. 

Definitions
 Value
 Value in this paper simply refers to what 
something is worth. Especially because economics 
is being considered, worth will be measured 
in terms of price set by supply and demand. 
Whatever price a buyer and seller agree upon for 
an object, that is its worth and therefore its value. 
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the United States, gender is now an exchangeable 
commodity. This reduces the value of gender 
because it indicates that gender has moved from 
the priceless category of American capitalism to 
the exchangeable aisle.

 As a case study of the Modern Social 
Account, consider the recent boom in gender-
afýrming care provided by Planned Parenthoodð
an organization which explicitly deýnes gender 
as a social construct that does not have a basis in 
biology. Yet, according to Planned Parenthood 
itself, “most of our health centers provide 
hormone therapy and other gender-afýrming 
services1 for transgender and nonbinary patients,” 
(Planned Parenthood, 2024b). Numerically, 
that means most of Planned Parenthoodôs 600 
locations and 41 of its 49 afýliates are providing 
hormone therapy and gender-afýrming care to 
patients (Planned Parenthood, 2023). Thatôs up 
nearly 2000% from the 32 Planned Parenthood 
centers that offered gender afýrming care in 2016 
(Brown, 2016). As noted by their yearly reports, 
the quantity of visits Planned Parenthood saw for 
“other procedures,” which includes “transgender 
services” rose from 15,902 in 2021, to 256,550 
in 2022. Thatôs a 1,600% increase in one year 
(Planned Parenthood, 2021; Planned Parenthood, 
2022). Again, according to Planned Parenthoodôs 
own data, between 2021 and 2022 in the state of 
Ohio alone there was “a 544% increase in gender-
afýrming care visits,ò which Planned Parenthood 
describes as, “indicating high demand and need 
for this care among Ohioans,” (Nieman, 2023).

 Because it can be exchanged the value 
of gender in the United States, according to the 
Modern Social Account, is somewhere between 
$121 and $25,000. Planned Parenthood, for 
instance, notes that for gender-afýrming care ñthe 
self-pay fee for a visit will be $250 plus additional 
cost for labs. For a follow up visit, it will be $200 
plus additional cost for labs if needed,” (Planned 
Parenthood, 2024c). It does not appear that 
1 These services include “Estrogen and 
anti-androgen hormone therapy, Testosterone 
hormone therapy, Puberty blockers, and Surgery 
referrals,” (Planned Parenthood, 2024).

broadly called internal experiences.
3. Each individual has total authority over 
their own gender selection and gender identity. 
This is because gender selection is based on 
internal experiences, and the only person who 
can discern these is the individual feeling them. 
Whatever a person desires or believes themselves 
to be, that is what they are licensed to be. 
4. When biology is altered to afýrm gender, it 
means gender afýrmation surgeries afýrm internal 
human experiences and disafýrm biological sex. 
Because gender is based on personal attitudes, the 
term ñgender afýrming,ò means that the speciýc 
thing being afýrmed is a personôs attitude, self-
impression, or desire for self-expression. Since 
biology is changed to match gender, biology is 
disafýrmed and gender is given priority.

 The Modern Social account of gender 
deýnes gender too broadly, unlinking it from 
biology. The result is that gender is essentially 
identical to your impression of your own identity 
or your own internal experience.

The Effects of the Modern Social Account on 
the Value of Gender
 If gender is not deýned by biological sex 
then there can be incongruity between gender and 
biological sex, which is evidently occurring now. 
The solution, according to the Modern Social 
Account of gender, includes biological alterations 
to afýrm gender. The result is that demand 
for biological solutions to gender incongruity 
arises in a nation. This demand is created by the 
contradictory Modern Social ideology which 
supports biological solutions to social gender 
problems.

 This high demand is precisely the problem, 
because in a capitalist system supply rises to 
meet demand unless tempered by ideological 
constraints. When people demand something, 
like the capacity to transition gender or sex, and 
it is not prevented in a free market, other people 
capitalize on that demand. One of the only things 
that can prevent something from being bought 
and sold in a capitalist country is a prevailing 
ideology that it is too valuable to buy or sell. In 
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value on gender than the Modern Social Account 
does. When examining this perspective, remember 
our two guiding questions: what is the account 
of gender given and what is the value that this 
account brings to gender?  

Biological Sex in Genesis
 The book of Genesis in the Bible speaks 
of the human biological male/female dichotomy 
as one of the most, and perhaps the most, 
important part of creation. Genesis chapter 1 
gives an account of the creation of the universe, 
ending with the creation of man and woman and 
culminating with the powerful statement that, 
“God saw everything that he had made, and 
behold, it was very good,” (Genesis 1:31). With 
this declaration of “very good,” God is saying 
creation is perfect. Now contrast this with chapter 
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made in different ways so that we can care for 
each other. In this way the Christian Relational 
Account of Gender both teaches us about 
ourselves using our very bodies and encourages us 
to value and cherish the differences between us. 
Thus, the Christian Relational perspective results 
in biological sex being viewed as a priceless thing, 
something to be accepted as a part of human 
identity, something to be learned from and not 
something to be changed. 

The Christian Relational Account Unites 
Biology and Gender
 The Christian Relational account holds 
that oneôs personal experience of life is different 
based on biological sex because the biological 
sex one has determines many of the relationships 
one can have. Only a male human can be a 
father, only a female human can be a mother, and 
whether one experiences life as a father or mother 
drastically changes the experience of life one has. 
Whereas the Modern Social account bases gender 
on internal experience, the Christian Relational 
account sees experience as largely based on 
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Without it we would not even know who we 
are.

The Christian Relational Account Promotes 
Human Wellbeing
 One of the primary concerns of the 
Modern Social Account of gender is behavior. The 
concern is that a person should be able to exhibit 
whatever behaviors they please, that they should 
not be constrained into behaving a certain way 
because their culture has an expectation for how 
their gender will behave. This is a fair critique. 
Different cultures do have different expectations in 
general for men and women which makes it seem 
that there is no universal, objective standard for 
how the genders should behave. 
 
 While the arbitrariness of many behaviors 
is important to keep in mind, the primary concern 
of the Christian Relational Account is whether 
humans are being cared for. According to the 
Christian Relational Account our behavior is 
meant to be oriented towards loving the people 
with whom we have biological relationships. If a 
person is a son, his responsibility is to care for his 
parents and vice versa. If a woman is a wife, she 
has a responsibility to care for her husband and 
vice versa. This is the essence of gender identity. 
The focus is not whether you are behaving in the 
way you would like to, but whether you are loving 
those around you.

 The behaviors a person can exhibit are 
extensive and somewhat arbitrary. There is no 
universal law that men should wear pants and 
women should wear dresses. The focus should 
not be on what you are doing, but who you are 
trying to care for. The goal is to avoid becoming 
obsessed with what is happening inside of us 
and to focus on the needs of those around us. If 
there are gendered expectations in a society and 
a person is deviating from them because they 
are rejecting their gender identity and therefore 
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do you even need to be a Christian to see the 
powerful emphasis that the Bible places on human 
sex distinctions. Biblically, one of the greatest 
aspects of all creation is the distinction between 
male and female in humans and the capacity of the 
two to work in concert. Our differences, indeed, 
the most drastic differences between us, make the 
foundation for the greatest gifts we can give to 
one another. The highest of these is the way our 
relationships show us God.

 This account of gender is a high one 
indeed. In it, male and female, man and woman, 
are all irreducibly unique. Gender is indispensable. 
Sex is priceless, and there is no value high enough 
that could be assigned to it. To exchange it would 
be to give up an image of God and to forsake a 
responsibility to those around us. It is a required 
aspect of your identity, but it is a gift, not a cage. 
It is a part of your being that teaches you how to 
know who you are, not something that is to be 
determined individually. Ultimately, gender is 
primarily oriented around the giving of ourselves 
to those around us based on our unique skills 
and gifts, valuing the relationships we have. This 
makes gender priceless, not only to each of us 
individually but also in our relationships with one 
another.
 
Conclusion: Beautiful People
 There seem to be two broad conversations 
over gender occurring in the United States, and 
they are in conþict because they do not mean the 
same thing when they use the word “gender.” 
The Modern Social approach views gender as 
unconstrained, as malleable and changeable. 
It roots gender in personal identity and has 
resulted in biological operations being viewed as 
commodities that claim to alter personal identity 
for a price. The Christian Relational approach 
views gender and biological sex in union, as gifts 
which are to be learned from and used to help 
other people. It roots gender in the relationships 
we have with people who love us, and according 
to the Christian perspective there is no price on 
this earth high enough that it could be given in 
exchange for gender. 

 Many people are reluctant to accept an 
identity that they did not choose, especially when 
that identity directs the behaviors that person 
should take. Yet the result is an account of gender 
that involves caring for the people around us, 
rather than simply deýning gender as an internal 
attitude. This Christian Relational Account of 
gender naturally supports human wellbeing and 
encourages healthy social cultures. It is for this 
reason that the Christian Relational Account 
views gender as priceless. If gender becomes 
exchangeable, this social fabric breaks down 
because people no longer deýne themselves by the 
most critical relationships in their lives.

The Christian Relational Account Values and 
Affirms Gender
 The Christian Relational Account of 
Gender is both gender-afýrming and gender-
valuing. Christianity is gender-afýrming because 
it views gender as something that should be 
personally accepted and afýrmed, not changed. A 
gender transition is a rejection, not an afýrmation, 
of the gender and gender roles that a person 
currently has. Remember, however, that “gender” 
means something different in the Christian 
Relational perspective than it does in the Modern 
Social perspective. According to the Christian 
Relational perspective, afýrming gender means 
accepting the parts of our identity that are beyond 
our control but that still make us who we are. 
Whether you grow up as a son or a daughter, 
spend more time around males or females, all 
these things can subtly inþuence your personality, 
and the experiences you have on account of your 
identity are caused in part by your biological 
sex. A Christian Relational approach to gender 
involves accepting the identity placed upon us and 
attempting to serve others as best we can. Gender 
is valued in this account because it views gender 
as an unchangeable aspect of identity, one that 
must not be exchanged for any price.

 Christianity places such high value on 
sex and gender because Godôs creation design is 
intentional, it is meant to reveal His works and 
majesty. You do not need to believe the Genesis 
account is true to understand these points, nor 
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