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			What people are saying about . . . 

			Jurisdiction: A cop and a pastor talk about life

			As a retired chief of police and follower of Christ, I found Jurisdiction to be the most compelling true-life testimony for the redemptive power of Christ. Authors, Jim and Jon McNeff combine the human depravity seen through the eyes of a cop,  with the restorative promise as shared by a pastor. This is one of the most powerful testimonies I've read. It touched my spirit, and I know it will also touch yours.  

			—Scott Silverii, PhD, chief of police (ret.), Thibodaux Police Department, Louisiana, founder, Brick Breakers Men’s Ministry, co-founder, Marriage Matters Ministry

			Jon and Jim McNeff have crafted a unique approach to describing the ills of our society through stories of the law from the viewpoint of a pastor and a cop. It is only fitting they break it down into criminal activities, because all of us are lawbreakers. But don’t be fooled into thinking these are just “detective” stories because they aren’t. They mirror the human condition and the wrong thinking that lead to sadness and ultimate defeat. These gentlemen have hit the nail on the head about truth and consequences.

			—Ron DiCianni, bestselling artist and author

			To be able to listen in on the experiences of a cop and pastor as they tackle challenging questions of God’s Jurisdiction and sovereignty can have wide impact on believers and non-believers alike. This clear, compelling, and thorough offering provides answers for anyone seeking solace, healing, or hope. All you have to do is peel back the cover and start reading.

			—Mike Major, chief (ret.), Bureau of Investigation, 
Orange County District Attorney’s Office, California

			Freedom is not doing what you want but being what God created you to be. According to the Bible, the good life is a life lived in accordance with the will and pleasure of the Creator. In their helpful book, Jon and Jim McNeff remind us that life is God's Jurisdiction and therefore a matter of joyful submission on the part of man toward God. May this compelling book remind us all that death not life, bondage not freedom, and despair not joy results from a life that declares autonomy from the Creator. As Jon and Jim will argue, being on top of life requires coming under the rule of Jesus Christ!

			—Philip De Courcy, senior pastor,
Kindred Community Church, Anaheim Hills, California
Bible teacher, national radio broadcast Know the Truth 

			Jurisdiction will lead the reader to traumatic homicide scenes, gruesome traffic collisions, and the reality of death row. The journey's purpose is to discover God is graciously in charge, regardless of our limited perspective. Jurisdiction illuminates eternal truth that is undeniable when the Bible is the foundation.

			—Sara Delaney, JD, inspector (ret.), 
Marin County District Attorney’s Office, California 

			“As a cop, you work for God” . . . or so you’re told. It’s truly hard to appreciate when your world is filled with those who claim to be him. Jurisdiction clears the muddy waters that keep officers from understanding who God truly is, what he came to do, and the difference it makes. Read it, apply the truth contained in its pages and discover the profession’s greatest resource. 

			—Jim Bontrager, national board member, 
Fellowship of Christian Peace Officers – USA

			Any book written by a cop and a pastor deserves attention, but Jurisdiction commands it. Jon and Jim tell the truth about who God is and who we are, compelling us to live for and under the rule of Jesus Christ. Here is a rare combination of hard-hitting narrative and life-giving doctrine that makes for a riveting work I heartily recommend!

			—Dr. Kent Dresdow, senior pastor,
NorthCreek Church, Walnut Creek, California

			As a career cop, I have had the opportunity to see things I would never have been able to see, and the misfortune to see things I wish I’d never seen. This no-nonsense and relatable book has enhanced my abilities in speaking with others about the most compelling and important subject there is, God's Jurisdiction.

			—Houston Gass, chief of police, Fritch, Texas

			Jurisdiction answers questions regarding God’s sovereignty in creative, yet straightforward ways using illustrations from the criminal justice system and connecting them to biblical doctrine. It is a persuasive and undeniable education.

			—Tina Jaeckle, Ph.D., L.C.S.W., B.C.E.T.S., F.N.C.C.M., 
Sociology and Criminology Department of Social Sciences, 
Flagler College, St. Augustine, Florida

		


		
			We dedicate this book to our wives, Anne and Jamie. Anyone who knows us knows that we definitely “married up.” Their encouragement in the writing of this book is a small part of our marriages that have been marked by unquestioned commitment, undeserving love, constant encouragement, and a true partnership in all of life. We dearly love both of you!

		


		
			Contents

			Foreword

			Gratitude and Acknowledgements

			Introduction

			OUR UNIVERSAL PROBLEM

			Chapter One: Houston, We Have a Problem!

			Chapter Two: Who Ya Gonna Call?

			Chapter Three: Black and White Fever

			Chapter Four: You Can Run, but You Can’t Hide

			Chapter Five: The “Selfie” Syndrome

			GOD’S INTENTIONAL RESPONSE

			Chapter Six: Godisnowhere

			Chapter Seven: The Breath of God

			Chapter Eight: The Long Arm of the Law

			Chapter Nine: God Meant It for Good

			THE ULTIMATE REALITY

			Chapter Ten: One Second After You Die

			Chapter Eleven: It’s Impossible

			Chapter Twelve: The Good Bishop

			Chapter Thirteen: Post Tenebras Lux

			About the Authors

			Index

		


		
			Foreword

			When one man shares the life experiences of a police officer, and his brother, who has pastored for more than forty-years applies biblical answers, it is insightful. These men combine remarkable life stories and solid theological skill in a compelling presentation that moves logically from skepticism to belief.

			Truth is always relevant. It is never in need of being updated. And yet it must be presented clearly to bring understanding. Jurisdiction presents the seemingly opposing truths of the sovereignty of God and human responsibility in a way that brings clarity and understanding. Along the way they deal with other tough questions that many are afraid to ask, let alone answer. Is man a sinner or just sick? Can Jesus be your Savior without being your Lord and Master? Is there such a thing as hell? What will heaven be like? How can one know that they are going to heaven? These are some of the issues illustrated in life and answered from the Scriptures.

			Integrating truth and life into written form is not easy. But these men have done it well. They show the relationship between life and theology in a seamless manner that presents a logical and reasonable worldview. Moreover, it provides a path for skeptics searching for answers and a hope that closes the gap of doubt for believers. 

			The authors do not offer pat answers or pious platitudes. The story in the last chapter of a woman who lost her husband and two of her sons in the span of a couple of years, will touch your heart. But reading of God’s comfort and sustaining power will bring hope. This is where the book shines brightest. The application of theology to the deepest questions of life shows a willingness to wrestle with both in an honest and forthright fashion. 

			Having been a book addict for most of my life, I found Jurisdiction to be well worth my time. The authors have done their homework and lived many years with broken, desperate, and even unlawful people. God’s Word has been a lamp unto their feet. They share the light God has shown them. You need not live in quiet desperation if you choose to read this wonderful work and accept the answers offered.

			—Dr. Phillip Howard 

			senior pastor, Valley Bible Church, 

			Hercules, California

		


		
			Gratitude and Acknowledgements

			Completing Jurisdiction with the quality we hoped to achieve would have been a daunting task without the help of Dave McNeff, Lois Gonzenbach, Jim Daggs, Dr. Kent Dresdow, Dr. Phil Howard, and Ron DiCianni. They freely offered their time to provide feedback, insight, editorial assistance, and simply buoyed our effort. We offer our heartfelt gratitude for the gifts they have extended on our behalf.

			We appreciate the law enforcement and ministry professionals who took the time to review the manuscript and provide an endorsement. Their stamp of approval convinced us that we were on the right trail.

			We also thank Carol Rhodes for writing her story for us to use in this work. Ultimately, her faith in our sovereign God is a reflection of the truth contained in the book. This is especially true of the doctrine of heaven as it appears in the final chapter.

			Finally, there are many police-related tales from Jim’s career that are used for illustrative purposes in Jurisdiction. While the stories are authentic, we have primarily used pseudonyms in lieu of true identities.

		


		
			Introduction

			The term jurisdiction might be ambiguous or hold several meanings for people, yet it is defined this way:


			
					The power, right, or authority to interpret and apply the law.

					a. The authority of a sovereign power to govern or legislate b. The power or right to exercise authority: control.

					The limits or territory within which authority may be exercised.1

			

			Every law enforcement agency has jurisdiction somewhere. If it had no authority to enforce laws, there would be no need for its existence. Jurisdiction is established between cities, townships, parishes, counties, states, and the federal government.

			Criminal and civil cases are funneled into the appropriate court with authority to handle the legal matters before it. Each agency has policies and procedures that further clarify how to perform duties within their specific area of responsibility. Jurisdiction is not restricted to law enforcement agencies. Other organizations within the criminal justice system have defined areas of responsibility and jurisdiction as well.

			It sounds simple, but as many working within the system know, it can get confusing and downright confrontational at times. Countless professionals within the law enforcement community can share a horror story or two about a confrontation surrounding jurisdictional issues involving a criminal investigation, prosecution, or other function related to duties of justice. When such conflicts exist, we rely upon policies, procedures, and codified law to determine where authority rests as we resolve discord. At times the answers appear clear, at other times they remain vague. Ultimately, someone is required to determine jurisdiction and take action to provide the service required to fulfill professional obligations.

			Many parallels can be seen in life. Most people naively believe they have ultimate jurisdiction over their lives. In our selfie generation we are repeatedly told that man is the master of his fate and personal opinion is the ultimate authority. Of course, that view implodes when confronted by the realities of broken relationships, financial reversals, sickness and disease, and ultimately, death.

			Jurisdiction was written using police stories to illustrate and connect biblical principles to practical use—to help the reader understand God’s jurisdiction. The stories at the beginning of each chapter provide powerful evidence of the need for the content that follows each story. If all we had in life were stories like this, we would be completely lost with no hope of meaning or redemption. 

			But the undeniable realities contained in the stories are complemented in the theological section that follows. Please don’t let the word theological intimidate you. In its most simple form the word means “God’s word.” As we present the stories of the heartbreak, pain, and suffering of this world, doesn’t it seem fitting to at least see how God views them? 

			This book is written for the skeptic who questions the existence of God and thus rejects the concept of His control over the world. But the flow of the book will show the objective reader that the realities of life dictate a different worldview. Read with an open mind, this book will show that the pain and suffering endemic to our world can only logically be explained through the lens of a loving and just God who is the author of the only approach to life that is coherent, just, and true. In the end, it is the only way that the soul of man can be truly satisfied, as he is made right with God and enabled to enjoy His presence forever. 

			But the one who believes in God’s sovereign control over this world will also profit from this book. The arguments presented are logical and truthful. They are presented in such a way that they will instill a greater awareness of the truthfulness of God’s existence and His loving and just control of the affairs of man. God does not exercise His rule as an absentee landlord who cares about nothing except collecting the rent or a tyrannical dictator who squashes all dissent under His oversized thumb. The arguments given for the jurisdiction of God will bring confidence and encouragement to one who already believes them.

			The design of this book is to trace the trajectory of God’s sovereign jurisdiction from initial skepticism and unbelief, through man’s efforts to find meaning in life, to God’s response. Along the way, we will attempt to answer the questions that confront everyone in the journey of life. We will provide logical, coherent answers to troubling questions. “Does God exist?” “Has He revealed Himself to man?” “What did He say?” These questions are not incompatible with truth or faith. As you will see, even the most brilliant scientists and philosophers of our world cannot provide convincing arguments that cause one to answer these questions negatively. 	

			The book is divided into three sections that move from skepticism to resolution. The first section focuses on man’s basic problem in life. If you don’t know what the problem is, you will never figure out how to fix it. In chapter one we will argue that the undeniable force in mankind that causes bad things to happen is moral in nature. It is sin, not sickness. Given the drastic nature of the problem, the next chapter will examine man’s haunting search to find an answer for his problem. Chapters three and four will expose man’s inevitable awareness that God is watching what we do and yet our natural propensity is to run from Him. The last chapter in this section will introduce the subject of free will as man’s attempt to solve his problem.

			Section two introduces God’s solution to man’s problem. Chapter six does this by providing compelling evidence for the existence of God, and chapter seven shows how God has revealed Himself in His divine book, the Bible. The sovereign decree of God is explained in chapter eight, while chapter nine tackles the conundrum of merging God’s decree with the free will of man.

			The last section of the book begins in chapter ten by presenting the inevitable conclusion of God’s jurisdiction for those who reject it. Chapters eleven and twelve clarify God’s solution for addressing the problem of man by asserting that man can do nothing on his own to save himself because it is only through God’s grace that the sin problem of man can be solved. The last chapter of the book presents the beauty and glory of heaven as the end of all human suffering and the eternal destination for all who respond to God’s sovereign claims on their lives.

			A final word of introduction might be helpful. One might ask, “Why are you writing this book?” That question reminds us of the ancient words of King Solomon in the book of Ecclesiastes when he wrote, “the writing of many books is endless, and excessive devotion to books is wearying to the body.”2 One might infer from that statement that the writing of another book is merely more yammering about something that’s been written before or is completely unnecessary.

			While we acknowledge that the content of this book has certainly been written about before by more able authors, we feel it is appropriate to write about it again because it is so needed. In that same section of Ecclesiastes quoted above, Solomon also said, “The words of wise men are like goads, and masters of these collections are like well-driven nails; they are given by one Shepherd.”3 Our hope and prayer is that the words of this book will serve as goads that provoke critical thinking, and well-driven nails that hold together a well-constructed argument about life from the Author of Life.

			There are two primary reasons for the writing of this book. The first reason is to counter the prevalent worldview that there is no credible reason to believe in God and the Bible. Dostoevsky said, “If there is no God, then all things are permissible.”4 That is a true statement, but no one can truly live like that. Those who claim God does not exist want to maintain a system of morality and order that defies their atheistic beliefs. Those beliefs need to be countered by logical, coherent thinking that reflects the reality of human relationships. Leaving everything up to chance, even over billions of years, is simply not a viable option.

			Tim Keller quotes Alvin Plantinga in offering an illustration on a smaller scale that shows how vast numerical odds still do not add credibility. 

			Imagine a man playing poker and dealing himself twenty straight hands of four aces in the same game. Would you think he was cheating? What if he claimed that there were an infinite number of parallel universes so that in any one universe at any given time it would be mathematically possible to deal yourself four aces in twenty straight hands in the same game, and he just happened to be living in that universe?5 

			Would you believe him then? I’m not a poker player, but I think that would still stretch the credibility for anyone, despite the appeal to vast mathematical odds.

			We will show that the strident atheistic worldview is inherently inconsistent and cannot be logically defended. There are better answers to life than to believe that everything came about by mere chance with no reason or meaning.

			A second reason for the writing of this book is to offer a positive, healthy alternative to the toxic worldview that permeates our culture. Tragically, it seems that many in our world are living with an incoherent worldview that offers no reason or hope for life. But merely going through the motions of life doesn’t bring fulfillment. There are also many others who live in the poisonous cesspool that is the result of a worldview that offers nothing but more of the same. This demands a response.

			An observation by Tim Challies illustrates the need to address this. In 1910 an educator named Abraham Flexner wrote a report entitled Medical Education in the United States and Canada that was released by the Carnegie Foundation. This report offered a number of recommendations on how to educate doctors. Many of these recommendations brought about changes in health care in America that continue to be felt today. 

			One of Flexner’s most significant recommendations involved the proper order of classes in medical school. Flexner recommended four years of intense medical training, the first two devoted to basic science and the last two given to clinical training. The first section was broken into two blocks of science, “the first year being devoted to learning normal human anatomy and physiology and the second year focusing on abnormal physiology and the disruptions of disease.” The idea was to focus on what is normal first, so the students would have a good basis of comparison before they moved on to study disease and abnormality.6 

			It seems obvious to any objective observer that our world is increasingly fascinated with the abnormal, corrosive events of life, not the healthy ones. Russian-born Pitirim Sorokin, the first professor and chairman of the Sociology Department at Harvard, made this observation over sixty years ago. His book, American Sex Revolution pulls no punches as he observes:

			There has been a growing preoccupation of our writers with the social sewers, the broken homes of disloyal parents and unloved children, the bedroom of the prostitute, a cannery row brothel, a den of criminals, a ward of the insane, a club of dishonest politicians, a street corner gang of teenage delinquents, a hate-laden prison, a crime-ridden waterfront, the courtroom of a dishonest judge, the sex adventures of urbanized cavemen and rapists, the loves of adulterers and fornicators, of masochists, sadists, prostitutes, mistresses, playboys. Juicy loves, ids, orgasms, and libidos are seductively prepared and served with all the trimmings.7 

			That was over sixty years ago. Think of how far we have fallen since then. We need more than a mid-course correction. We need a new playbook that ensures emotional and spiritual health. Without this, Thoreau’s statement is accurate. He said, “The mass of men lead lives of quiet desperation. From the desperate city you go into the desperate country. A stereotyped but unconscious despair is concealed even under what are called the games and amusements of mankind.”8 Thoreau’s caustic evaluation seems to be even truer today.

			Dietrich Bonhoeffer, a Lutheran pastor who was imprisoned and eventually hanged for plotting the assassination of Adolph Hitler in WWII said, “If you board the wrong train, it’s no use running along the corridor in the opposite direction.”9 If you are doing this, maybe it’s time you stop long enough to understand your plight and change trains. Even though we ultimately come to this position by faith, it is our hope and prayer that this book will lead you to faith and convince you that recognizing God’s jurisdiction is not only logical and reasonable, it is the only way to live a healthy, fulfilling life and find peace with God.
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			OUR UNIVERSAL PROBLEM

		


		
			Chapter One: Houston, We Have a Problem!

			“I do not know what the heart of a bad man is like. But I do know what the heart of a good man is like. And it is terrible.”10
—Ivan Turgenev, 19th century Russian novelist

			What’s wrong with us?

			“Houston, we have a problem” has become synonymous with a crisis. It is frequently used when events have tumbled out of control. On April 14, 1970, each astronaut aboard the Apollo 13 command module Odyssey contributed to what morphed into the famous phrase when they experienced a major explosion in their service module while 200,000 miles from earth.

			Fred Haise: “Okay, Houston—”

			Jack Swigert: “I believe we’ve had a problem here.”

			Jack Lousma: This is Houston. Say again please.”

			Jim Lovell: “Houston, we’ve had a problem. We’ve had a main B bus undervolt.”11

			Mission control in Houston was faced with an enormous problem that almost ended in tragedy for the Apollo 13 astronauts. In a similar way, we could say the same thing about humanity.

			“You can’t make this stuff up.” Law enforcement officers often repeat this phrase when they come across a scene that is bizarre and twisted. When analyzing the evidence, they shake their head and ask, “What in the world is going on?”

			BRUTAL CRIMES

			My police agency had such a case in March of 2009. I was the Detective Bureau commander and responded to the scene of an attempted murder. The forty-seven-year-old male victim looked like he had been run over with a lawn mower. But, in reality, he had been bludgeoned with a machete that severed most of his nose, some of his scalp, and several fingers. His skull was cracked, and he had defensive wounds consistent with someone who desperately tried to ward off his attacker. He was left for dead, lying in a pool of blood in the alley behind his apartment—but he did not die. 

			The paramedics skillfully collected Tom and his body parts, rushed him to the University of California Irvine Medical Center where over the course of the next few days, doctors worked hard to put him back together. Plastic surgeons successfully reconstructed his nose and face, but one hand remained permanently maimed, as three fingers could not be saved.

			Investigative process

			As the investigative process began, our detectives collected evidence and interviewed family members and neighbors. Unfortunately, we had no eyewitness who could describe the attacker other than he was dressed like “the grim reaper.” Since the viscous assault occurred at dawn, one witness described “sparks flying” when the machete ricocheted off the victim and scraped the asphalt. We had no apparent motivation, as robbery was ruled out since no property was taken. The attack seemed to be personal. Someone wanted Tom dead, but why?

			The man sliced and diced by a machete was a dutiful FedEx driver. The heinous crime occurred as he departed his apartment, fitfully adorned in his black and purple work uniform, clothing that was now stained crimson red. 

			We interviewed co-workers but came up empty on theories related to his employment. They each seemed to provide similar details regarding “Ordinary Tom,” . . . no highs nor lows, a few friends, but no known enemies.

			Behavior analysis is a dynamic tool when investigating crime. For instance, how was the eye contact? Were there unnecessary grooming techniques used? Was the body language consistent with the spoken word? Did the person divert attention during direct questions? . . . and so on. 

			Analyzing behavior can be fragile if solely relied upon for evidence, but it is a goldmine when determining where the focus of the investigation should be directed. In this case, the focal point shined brightest on the family and a live-in acquaintance—a very quirky man.

			Tom was married and living with his wife, Hilda, and their three children, ages sixteen, eleven, and ten. Tom and Hilda had a friend who appeared to be down on his luck and lived with them. We found it creepy that Herbert, their mid-30s friend, slept in the same bedroom with Kayla, the sixteen-year-old daughter. Hilda and Kayla were each protective of Herbert steering us away from allegations of any kind. 

			Herbert was a tall, chunky man, with pale skin, and dark greasy hair. His sunken eyes spoke words that were not uttered by his lips. Untrustworthy-stooge was the unanimous perception by each investigator on our team.

			Unkempt and portly Hilda was also far more concerned with their finances than Tom’s welfare. Once upon a time, this woman had some appealing glamour shots, but those days were long ago. She waddled when she walked, and her droopy face matched her somber disposition. Think of Eeyore, the pessimistic, gloomy, depressed, donkey who is a friend of Winnie-the-Pooh, when trying to understand the individual we encountered. 

			At one point, Hilda stopped by the hospital in her attempt to collect Tom’s ATM card without even asking about his wellbeing—like whether his nose or fingers would ever work again. After he came out of a coma she tried to convince him to sign a power of attorney giving her access to one of his investment accounts. Everything she did or didn’t do pointed toward guilt, not the grieving spouse she pretended to be.

			Neighbors said Herbert and another friend frequently wore black trench coats and dueled in the courtyard with swords. 

			Really, we pondered? Grown adults dressed in Gothic garb jousting in the apartment complex? Consequently, we theorized that Hilda and Herbert were having an affair and conspired with another friend to kill Tom. Now we needed to identify Herbert’s jousting partner and hope that DNA evidence would place him at the scene of the crime. 

			Barboza the butcher

			We interviewed more friends and conducted surveillance. Finally, we identified Herbert’s ally as Barboza who worked as a butcher in a local grocery store. 

			Our detectives followed Barboza from a distance for days hoping for a chance to surreptitiously collect DNA left behind. After much anticipation, an opportunity presented itself. 

			Barboza drove into a parking lot, got out of his car, and hawked a gob of spit onto the ground. While we preferred a discarded soda or beer bottle, the spit would do. Now the shortest tenured detective on the surveillance team was tasked with collecting the nastiness from the asphalt in the parking lot. 

			A few days after submitting the sample to the crime lab, we had the results. Bingo! It was a match. The DNA from his saliva matched DNA from drops of blood, which had been found leading away from the scene of the crime. Now we had our suspect identified.

			When detectives served the search warrant at Barboza’s home, they also interviewed his girlfriend, Brittney Mae.

			Brittney was loyal to a point, but she wasn’t going to jail for the butcher. She quickly confirmed that Barboza was absent from his residence at the time of the attack. She also admitted to helping him burn his clothes in a backyard fire pit when he returned. 

			Moreover, a personal check from Hilda was located in Barboza’s car, as was Tom’s schedule. Finally, Brittney led us to the machete used to disfigure Tom. It was securely taped to the backside of a dresser in his bedroom.

			As a result, we arrested Barboza. However, the butcher was resilient as he resisted all methods of interrogation and never confessed. 

			Meanwhile, our investigators re-interviewed Hilda and Herbert. I watched their stories crack via closed circuit TV. There is a time to play nice during the interview process, and a time when pleasantries are thrown out the window and the true interrogation begins. It was time to “go for the jugular” in an effort to break through the lies and deceit. Now was the time, and our detectives were good at it. We drove a truck through their testimonial inconsistencies and behavioral irregularities. 

			Eventually, both Hilda and Herbert confessed. They had been planning Tom’s demise for more than six months. Even Hilda and Tom’s 16-year-old daughter, Kayla, had been privy to the plan—which included hiring Barboza for a modest fee of $5,000 to “butcher Tom to death.” 

			A band of scoundrels 

			The band of scoundrels mistakenly believed killing Tom, while leaving for work, would net them a life insurance settlement from FedEx, and they would be able to live happily ever after on a ranch in Wyoming. The murderous plot was justified in their minds because of Tom’s excessive drinking and violent behavior, even though neither had been documented in local police files. Self-righteous, co-conspirator Herbert said he asked God how an undeserving man like Tom deserved to have a wife and kids.

			As the case progressed through the criminal justice system, Hilda, Herbert, and Barboza each pled guilty to attempted murder and mayhem in 2013. Hilda and Herbert received a fourteen-year prison sentence, while Barboza the butcher received twenty-five to life as his punishment.

			Several years later, Tom suffers from post-traumatic stress and has trouble using a walker to get around. There are also three children whose mother is in prison for conspiring to murder their father. 

			Unfortunately, this case is all too common in our culture today. What should be the safest place of all—the home—can be more volatile than a building demolition. Why is that? A more difficult question is why did Herbert and Hilda devise a plan to kill her husband? Most people would say they were “sick,” thus insulating themselves from ever thinking that they could fall prey to the same problem.

			WHAT’S WRONG WITH US?

			But what if they were not sick. What if they were just normal people who made some “wrong” decisions? And what if we have that same “ability”? What if it is part of who we are as members of the human race? What if we are all “sick”? What if “normal” people are capable of doing really bad things? Upon further examination, this seems to be true. A story from WWII illustrates this possibility.

			At the end of WWII, many of the war criminals were brought to trial. In 1960, Israeli undercover agents apprehended Adolf Eichmann, one of the most notorious masterminds of the Holocaust in a daring raid on his South American hideout. He was returned to Germany for trial. When he was brought before his accusers a string of concentration camp survivors were called as witnesses. One of them was a man named Yehiel Dinur, who had escaped death at Auschwitz.

			The YouTube video of this trial is gripping. Dinur is ushered into the witness box. Facing him, behind a bulletproof glass shield, is Eichmann, who had personally executed many Jews and had ordered the extermination of millions of others. Dinur hadn’t seen him in eighteen years. 

			The presiding judge asks Dinur to place a skullcap on his head, and place his hand on the Bible as he is sworn in. He seemed shaken. Mortified might be a better word. Dinur answers a few simple questions about his birthplace, his occupation, and his two years in Auschwitz. Nine minutes into his testimony Dinur attempts to stand in the witness box but begins sobbing uncontrollably as he faints and collapses onto the floor in a heap. The judge declares a recess because it is apparent Dinur cannot continue his testimony.

			Why did he collapse? Was he overcome by grief? Hatred? The heinous nature of the crimes Eichmann committed? The mere presence of this madman in front of him? No. In an interview on 60 Minutes that aired on February 16, 1983, host Mike Wallace asked Dinur about his response that day. 

			Dinur replied that, as he looked into the face of Eichmann, he did not see the personification of evil he had expected. Instead he saw an ordinary man. In that one moment when time stood still, Dinur came to the realization that whatever was in Eichmann is part of the human condition. “I was afraid about myself,” Dinur explained. “I saw that I am capable to do this . . . exactly like he.”

			Wallace then faces the camera and asks several poignant questions. “How is it possible . . . for a man to act as Eichmann acted? Was he a monster? A madman? Or was he perhaps something even more terrifying: was he normal?” 

			Yehiel Dinur concluded, “Eichmann is in all of us.”12

			Is that true? Do “normal” people do these kinds of things? Many people would contest this, saying that it’s only the really “bad” people who do these appalling crimes. The rationale is that people like Eichmann and his madman boss, Adolph Hitler, and other lunatics like them, are the ones who are really “sick.” But is that true? A more contemporary story suggests it’s not only the Eichmanns and Hitlers of this world who are capable of heinous acts. 

			HIDING AMONG US

			In 1999 Sara Jane Olson was living an idyllic life in Minneapolis. She was married to a physician, lived in an upscale part of town, and played the part of a doting soccer mom to her three daughters. Involved in her community, she was a lay minister at the Minnehaha United Methodist Church, narrated the Christmas pageant, read to the blind, prepared meals for the homeless, and taught English as a second language. Nice lady.

			She was also a criminal. On June 19, 1999 the FBI arrested her. Unknown to her husband and daughters, her real name was Kathleen Soliah. She had been a fugitive for the past twenty-three years after fleeing Los Angeles in the wake of her participation in a crime spree while she was involved with the Symbionese Liberation Army, the group that rose to fame with the kidnapping of newspaper heiress, Patty Hearst. Soliah was involved in several bank robberies. One that occurred in Carmichael, California, resulted in an innocent victim, Myrna Opsahl, being killed. Four months later, Soliah planted bombs beneath two police cruisers, attempting to kill the officers in them. Fortunately, the explosives were discovered and defused before they could detonate.

			What part of that is “normal”? What part is “sick”? What part is something else? Were her actions mistakes or oversights? It doesn’t seem so. A mistake is when you miss a freeway exit. An oversight is when you forget to carry the five on your income tax return. Some would argue that she gets a pass because her political views were justified. Tell that to the family of Mrs. Opsahl or to the police officers she intended to kill. It is apparent that something much darker lies beneath the surface of Mrs. Olson/Soliah. This was something deeper than “sick.” “Normal” people don’t do these types of things. Or do they?

			GROUPTHINK

			We can also see the results of “normal” people committing heinous acts against humanity in large groups. This is often called the power of groupthink. The events that happened in Jedwabne, Poland, in 1941 serve as an example of this. For three hundred years Jews and non-Jews existed peacefully in Jedwabne. They lived next to each other. They went to school together. They sold goods to one another. In short, they coexisted peacefully with each other. 

			But all of that changed in the course of a single day. On July 10, 1941, by the order of Mayor Marian Karolak and the occupying German military, forty Jews were rounded up by their fellow citizens, herded into a pre-arranged empty barn and shot. Later the same day, most of the remaining Jews, around 250, were also rounded up and herded into the same barn before it was set on fire. Anyone attempting to escape was shot.13

			What caused former neighbors to turn on their fellow citizens and kill them? Was it anti-Semitism? Hate? Resentment? We get some clue by noting that the German soldiers who occupied Jedwabne told the non-Jewish citizens that the Jews were the cause of their problems. They told them, “You can kill them if you want and take their land, their farms, and their possessions.”14 So maybe their heinous actions were motivated by nothing more than old-fashioned greed. But is this the cause or merely a symptom of something deeper? Worse yet, were these “normal” people?

			NORMAL PEOPLE

			If we probe deeper, we can see that criminals and certain neighbors are not the only ones who have a dark side. We are all aware, for instance, that people can steal without ever being labeled a criminal. Not only are they not identified as criminals; many don’t even look like thieves. Many of them are white-collared, BMW driving, respectable members of their golf club. 

			But they can also be affected with the same problem as war criminals and convicted murderers. They might look respectable, but they are also evil. As C.S. Lewis wrote:

			The greatest evil is not done in those sordid ‘dens of crime’ that Dickens loved to paint . . . it is conceived and . . . moved, seconded, carried, and minuted . . . in clean, carpeted, warmed, and well-lighted offices, by quiet men with white collars and cut fingernails and smooth-shaven cheeks who do not need to raise their voices.15

			Noted psychiatrist M. Scott Peck wrote of the insidious nature of man over thirty years ago in his book People of the Lie. He acknowledged the presence of evil in every person, even the most ordinary. 

			They live down the street—on any street. They may be rich or poor, educated or uneducated. There is little that is dramatic about them. They are not designated criminals. More often than not they will be “solid citizens”—Sunday school teachers, police officers, or bankers, and active in the PTA.16

			Peck makes a valuable distinction between the “bad” people like Hitler and “normal” people who are also evil. In discussing the common thread of evil that runs through everyone he asks,

			How can this be? How can they be evil and not designated as criminals? The key lies in the word “designated.” They are criminals in that they commit “crimes” against life and liveliness. But except in rare instances—such as the case of a Hitler—when they might achieve extraordinary degrees of political power that remove them from ordinary restraints, their “crimes” are so subtle and covert that they cannot clearly be designated as crimes.17

			And what are the subtle and covert crimes that go undesignated. We all know what they are. You lie about taking a “sick” day from work or use your company car for personal business. No harm, no foul, right? But what about finding out your husband has cheated on you with your best friend, or your 16-year-old son comes home drunk, or your high school daughter tells you she’s pregnant? Issues like these are not crimes, but we intuitively know there is something wrong with them.

			And what about the common crimes that we still punish with fines and jail time? We still call the police when our home is burglarized. If someone punches us in the face with his fist, we know this is clearly wrong. And in a land of sexual freedom, everyone still understands that rape is more than just “offensive.” It is wrong, clear and simple.

			So where does this leave us? In our discussion so far, we have a wife and friend who tried to kill her husband, a war criminal, a soccer mom, and the inhabitants of a whole village who all illustrate the same point. What’s wrong with these people? The prevailing opinion seems to be that people like this
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