
Sermon 18: The Argument of Christian Hypocrisy and Injustice

Outline

The nature of Christian hypocrisy
Answering the charge of hypocrisy

Introduction

One of the most common objections to Christianity goes something like this: I would never 
join the church because there are too many hypocrites in it; or, if the church is supposed to 
be preaching the truth, why is it responsible for so much evil.  Or as famous Atheist Madalyn
Murray O Hair put it, ‘Religion has caused more misery to all of mankind in every stage of 
human history than any other single idea.’  

I have mixed feelings about how good an argument against Christianity this really is.  On 
the one hand I am sympathetic to the fact that a messenger can discredit a message, and 
credibility is lost when the church that claims to believe and follow the truth ends up 
denying the truth it preaches.  However, I also think there is a logical fallacy here, an Ad 
Hominem argument.  The words Ad Hominem literally mean to the person, and it is a cheap 
tactic in logic when you attack a person and not examine the argument they are proposing. 
Irving M. Copi in his text book Introduction to Logic explains how the ad hominem argument
works: ‘The way in which this irrelevant argument may sometimes persuade is through the 
psychological process of transference.  Where an attitude of disapproval toward a person 
can be evoked, it may possibly tend to overflow the strictly emotional field and become 
disagreement with what that person says.  But this connection is only psychological, not 
logical.  Even the most wicked of men may sometimes tell the truth or argue correctly.’1  
This is a very effective way of swaying public opinion and the cheap and common tactics 
used by politicians to try and discredit one another in order that their policies will also be 
rejected.  We do not believe that the truth of Christianity is established by the perfection of 
its followers, there is no philosophy or set of ideas that is perfectly practiced; this does not 
necessarily infer that they must all then be false. 

In fact I would suggest that this is one of the best starting points for arguing for 
Christianity, it is a very helpful argument to clarify what Christianity actually is and how it 
differs from other religious perspectives.  There are two things I want to do in this message.
Firstly, I want to explore the nature of Christian hypocrisy, it is so broad a category as to be 
unhelpful.  Secondly, I want to answer the charge with some more positive arguments.

The nature of Christian hypocrisy

We must begin by saying that the charge of hypocrisy is not to be taken lightly.  Christians 
are called to be representatives of God and to honour His name in how we conduct 
ourselves.  We cannot have an apathetic response to his charge because we do not approve
of or condone hypocrisy.  We believe that it should be remedied and addressed.  But like 
anyone who gets painted with a broad brush we take offense at being grouped with those 
who we would consider are not Christians or faithful representatives of the message of the 
bible.  It is true that Christians often fail the message they are called to uphold, but it is also
true that there are many things in the name of Christian hypocrisy that we cannot accept as 
relevant criticisms.  Just as many Americans would take offense at the notion that Trump is 
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the definition of the quintessential American; or Lucinda Arden the Quintessential Kiwi.  As 
Christians we demand the right to define ourselves according to the bible and not be 
automatically and reductionistically grouped together with those who we feel do not fit the 
biblical description of a Christian.  

For example, we would want to distinguish true Christianity from cultural Christianity.  Today
Islam looks at the nations of America and England and dubs them Christian countries.  And 
so because many Americans look at porn, have a high divorce rate, encourage abortion on 
demand, dress in immodest ways, and have sex outside of marriage, many Muslims wrongly
confuse Westerners with Christianity.  Another example is the famous war between 
Protestants and Catholics in Ireland.  This is usually held up as one of the typical examples 
of religion causing damage and division.  However, it must be clearly shown that the conflict
is political not religious, when someone leaves a bomb, they do not leave behind and 
evangelistic tract that someone should become a Catholic or Protestant.  It may be that the 
parties involved have an association historically or by birth with Christianity, but not 
everything done in the name of Christianity is representative of its true beliefs.  It would be 
foolish to say that because a Kiwi molests a child therefore all Kiwis are child molesters.  We
must separate cultural Christianity from the real thing.  

The true test of whether someone is a true representative of Christianity is whether they 
fulfil the descriptions of what the bible outlines to be a Christian.   A Christian is not merely 
someone who was born in a Christian home, or so called Christian nation, but someone who
realises that the message of the bible is true and makes the appropriate response.  The 
message of the bible is a simple one.  God made us to be in a relationship with Himself.  But
we are sinners who naturally rebel against God.  In His love, instead of pouring out His 
judgement upon us, He sent His Son to pay for our crimes by His death on the cross and 
offers an amnesty to all who will trust in Christ.  He invites all of humanity to believe in 
Christ and return to the holy life which we were made for.  A Christian is someone who has 
seen these facts and has believed and is now living a life of faith seeking to be holy as God 
commands.  This is not someone who claims to be perfect but someone who fails.  There 
will be Christians who are real who blow it, but this is not because the holy life they are 
called to is wrong but because of their imperfect practicing of the holy life.  If someone bad 
drives a Mercedes Benz and crashes it, it does not mean that the Mercedes is a bad car but 
that the driver is a bad driver.  
In the same way a Christian is someone who confesses what the bible outlines to be 
Christians beliefs.  We would insist that the JWs who historically have forced suicide on their
people by refusing blood transfusions; or the historic practice of polygamy by Mormons; or 
the mass suicides under David Koresh and Jim Jones, are not true representations of biblical
Christianity and should not be used as evidence against its claims.    

A vital point to remember when considering whether Christianity is inherently wrong 
because of Christians is whether the internal message of Christianity promotes the obviously
wrong things that Christians are doing.  For example, think of the crusades, the Pope called 
upon the French nobility to stop fighting each other and to fight the Muslims who had 
inhabited Jerusalem and were attacking pilgrims who were on their way to the various holy 
sites in the middle east.  Here were actions based on a false view of holy sites, that the 
Church should hold possession of the Holy Sepulchre, actions based on political expedience, 
that the French nobility would stop killing itself, and a false view of bringing in the kingdom 
of God and dealing with enemies.  Compare this with the teaching of Jesus towards 
enemies, Matt. 5:38-45, ‘"You have heard that it was said, 'An eye for an eye and a tooth 
for a tooth.' 39 But I say to you, Do not resist the one who is evil. But if anyone slaps you 
on the right cheek, turn to him the other also. 40 And if anyone would sue you and take 



your tunic, let him have your cloak as well. 41 And if anyone forces you to go one mile, go 
with him two miles. 42 Give to the one who begs from you, and do not refuse the one who 
would borrow from you.  "You have heard that it was said, 'You shall love your neighbour 
and hate your enemy.' 44 But I say to you, Love your enemies and pray for those who 
persecute you, 45 so that you may be sons of your Father who is in heaven. For he makes 
his sun rise on the evil and on the good, and sends rain on the just and on the unjust.’  

We can see by the bible’s internal standards that those who take the name of Christ and 
who practice the opposite, they are not commended by the bible but condemned by it.  This
in fact does not make the Christian message seem implausible but more plausible.  It has 
been pointed out that many criticisms against the church are already criticisms in the bible 
against false practitioners already.  It must be highlighted that Christ’s teaching on how to 
treat enemies, and that we are to bring in the kingdom not through the sword but through 
preaching the gospel, that this is very different from say Islam which does in fact encourage
the use of the sword in the promotion of religion.  The difference between Christianity and 
Islam is that when Christians use the sword to promote religion they are disobeying the 
truths of Christianity, but when Muslims use the sword to enforce Islam they are obeying 
the teachings of Islam.  We too can condemn the crusades as unbiblical and not a true 
representation of Christ or a faithful obedience to His word.  

We must also admit that there is legitimacy in the criticism that Christians are hypocritical 
sinners.  Some have even raised the point that there are non-Christians and non-religious 
people who are who have better lives and characters than some Christians.  How do we 
respond to this point?  Timothy Keller has given three responses.  Firstly, he points out that 
God’s common grace, His goodness which He pours out upon all creation causes unbelievers
to be richer, smarter and more likable people than others.  
His second response is to remind us that we can also have a slanted perspective.  For 
example, since good character in large part derives from a stable upbringing and healthy 
home environment, an unbeliever who has had such a blessing will be a more adjusted 
individual than someone who has come from a dysfunctional background with a number of 
bad habits and is only a few years into their faith.  It is true that as Christians we grow in 
holiness, but this growth is incremental, we do not change and become perfect overnight.  
So a person who has come from a bad background who has overcome many large obstacles
may appear to be less ‘good’ than someone from a wealthy and stable background, but 
relative to the rich person the poor person may have made huge strides in overcoming bad 
character traits and habits.   

The third thing and the most important thing we need to say is that Christians are saved by 
sheer grace not by being good.  It may be that those who level the charge of hypocrisy 
have a wrong understanding of what Christianity thinks about salvation.  Christians do not 
believe that Christians are somehow better than other people and are worthy of going to 
heaven because they have been so good.  It is not a religion for the morally superior.  Some
Christians can give a wrong impression by the way they criticise sin in others.  Instead of 
speaking about sin in a way that recognises that we are all sinners and all in need of 
forgiveness and God’s help.  Sometimes Christians because of a false view of God’s grace 
come across as self-righteous and judgemental and present no willingness to draw alongside
and help another in their plight.  Let me highlight that those Christians that think and speak 
this way are condemned by the bible.  Jesus in His ministry encountered the Pharisees who 
were the religious teachers of Israel.  However, they had a self-righteous view of themselves
and believed that their salvation depended upon how good they were.  As a result they 
misrepresented God’s grace and willingness to save sinners because they could not see their
own brokenness in sin.  It was these religious leaders who created an us-and-them culture 



that made everyone who did not measure up feel like they could not be saved because 
salvation was on the basis of works not grace.  As a result they felt superior and made 
others feel inferior.  Jesus gives us a wonderful example of this in the parable of the 
Pharisee and the Tax Collector, Luke 18:9-14, ‘He also told this parable to some who trusted
in themselves that they were righteous, and treated others with contempt: 10 "Two men 
went up into the temple to pray, one a Pharisee and the other a tax collector. 11 The 
Pharisee, standing by himself, prayed thus: 'God, I thank you that I am not like other men, 
extortioners, unjust, adulterers, or even like this tax collector. 12 I fast twice a week; I give 
tithes of all that I get.' 13 But the tax collector, standing far off, would not even lift up his 
eyes to heaven, but beat his breast, saying, 'God, be merciful to me, a sinner!' 14 I tell you, 
this man went down to his house justified, rather than the other. For everyone who exalts 
himself will be humbled, but the one who humbles himself will be exalted."’  Jesus stood 
against religious hypocrisy, but instead of taking away the category of sin, instead He 
reminds us that we are all sinners, that there are no good people.  This includes those who 
are critical of Christianity.  

Answering the charge of hypocrisy

It is most often the secular atheist who insists that religion is hypocritical and discredits itself
as being true.  We want to agree and say that many terrible things have been done in the 
name of religion and even Christianity.  But I hope we have demonstrated that the internal 
message of Christianity differs from its bad practitioners.  I want to give a little push back 
and challenge the view that says that religion is the cause of the most suffering.  Let me 
read you some comments from John Blanchard’s book, Does God Believe in Atheists? As he 
shows the track record of atheism in the 20th century.
‘in 1991 the British Journalist William Rees-Mogg told readers of The Times, ‘The emotional 
power of religious belief can reinforce evil as well as oppose it, yet no religious tyranny in 
history has matched that spawned by atheism.’  Even if we confined ourselves to just one 
example of human history, the evidence for this is overwhelming; during these ten decades 
more people were killed by atheistic states than in all other wars throughout history.  It was 
atheism. Not religion (of any kind) which triggered Nazism that led to wholesale slaughter.  
In The Rise and Fall of The Third Reich, journalist William Shirer indicated that the Nazi 
regime’s ultimate goal was to destroy biblical religion and substitute ‘the old paganism of the
early German gods and the new paganism of the Nazi extremists.’  It was atheism not 
religion, which fuelled the Marxist-Leninist agenda and resulted, directly or indirectly, in the 
deaths of over sixty million men, women and children in Eastern Europe in the space of fifty 
years.  It was atheism, not religion, which crushed the life out of seventy million people in 
Mao Tse-tung’s China and left 1.3 million dead in Pol Pot’s Cambodia.’2  

And unlike Christianity atheism has no way of critiquing and self-correcting its wrongs 
without borrowing moral capital from the Christian worldview.  If we are here by chance, 
and those that are the genetic offspring of those who killed others to be here.  If there is no
God, no ultimate standards of right and wrong, then there is no self-critique which can say 
that atheists are misrepresenting atheism and we should look more deeply into it.  

Many are ready and willing to point the finger at the bad things done in the name of 
Christianity but let me take some time to talk about the good things that have been done in 
the name of religion.  It is a sad and shallow critique which suggests that religion makes you
stupid and aggressive.  This is the one sided critique of the new atheists, but history tells a 
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very different story.  Here are a number of reports which show how the bible and its 
message have produced some of the best good humanity has seen.  
‘When Charles Darwin first visited Tierra Del Fuego, he found the inhabitants in a state of 
misery and moral degradation, but when he returned some years latere, after the bible had 
been introduced by missionaries, ‘The change for the better was so indescribable that he not
only testified his astonishment but became a regular contributor to the missionary society.’  
Many of the most profound social changes which took place in Great Britian during the 
nineteenth century were triggered by men and women who found their motivation in 
Scripture.  A handful of examples speak for many others.  While he was still a young lawyer,
William Wilberforce (1759-1833) began campaigning against the slave trade.  By the time he
became a Member of Parliament, he was pouring most of his energies into the cause, 
slavery was eventually abolished in 1807.  Elizabeth Fry (1780-1845) pioneered prison 
reform in Britain and Europe, sponsored social work among the London’s homeless, and 
formed a society for the care and rehabilitation of discharged criminals.  The Seventh Earl of
Shaftesbury (1801-1885) was at the forefront of revolutionising the working-class conditions
that had been created by the industrial revolution, and improving the status and conditions  
of the mentally ill.  He championed the cause of women and children working in mines and 
collieries, promoted legislation to protect children used as sweeps and devoted a prodigious 
amount of time to direct social work.  Thomas Barnado (1865-1905) established a home for 
destitute children in 1870.  By the time he died, nearly 60 000 children had been admitted 
to homes, 20 000 had been helped to emigrate and a further 250 000 had been given 
material help of one kind or another.
After the famous mutiny on the Bounty in 1879, the nine mutineers were put ashore on 
Pitcarin Island, along with six native men, ten native women and fifteen-year old girl.  Soon 
afterwards, someone succeeded in distilling a crude form of alcohol, a ‘success’ which led to 
widespread abuse, the deaths of nearly all the mutineers, and several savage murders.  
Somewhere among the belongings of those who had died, a Bible and a Common Book Of 
Prayer were found.  Reading the Bible led James Adams and Ned Young to a radical change 
of life and to a determination to build among the natives a society in which the bible would 
be the island’s rule of life.  The change was so dramatic that several years later visitors 
found what virtually amounted to a model society, with crime unknown and life and property
completely safe.
In his well-known book Miracle on the River Kwai, Ernest Gordon tells of the amazing 
transformation which took place in a Japanese prisoner of war camp in Burma between 
Christmas 1942 and Christmas 1943.  In 1942, the prisoners were living in a filthy, muddy 
mess and subjected to brutal treatment by Japanese guards.  There was hardly any food, 
and the law of the jungle prevailed—every man for himself.  Twelve months later, the camp 
ground was cleared and cleaned.  The bamboo bed-slats had been debugged, Green boughs
had been used to rebuild the huts, and on Christmas day 2,000 men were at worship.  What
had brought about such an amazing change?  During the year, a dying prisoner had shared 
his last crumb of food with another man who was also in desperate need.  Among his 
belongings someone found a bible and was convinced that it was this book that contained 
the secret of its owner’s life and of his willingness to deny himself for the benefit of others.  
By the end of the year, there had been a moral and spiritual revolution in the camp as the 
prisoners applied the Bible’s teaching to their lives.
Some years ago, Reader’s Digest carried a story entitled ‘Shimabuku—the village that lives 
by the Bible.’  It told how an advanced patrol of American troops liberating the island of 
Okinawa were approaching a particular village when they were confronted by two old men 
carrying a bible.  Suspicious of a trap, they called for the chaplain, who said he felt they 
could go on.  Entering the village, they found it spotless, the fields tilled and fertile, and 
everything a model of neatness and cleanliness—totally unlike the other run-down villages 
they had seen.  They soon discovered the reason for this amazing contrast.  Thirty years 



earlier, an American missionary on his way to Japan had called at Shimabuku and stayed 
long enough to leave behind two men who had come to believe in God.  He also left a 
Japanese Bible, which he urged them to live by.  Without any other outside human help, the
community had gradually been transformed.  There was no jail, no brothel, no drunkenness,
no divorce, a high standard of health and a remarkable spirit of social unity and happiness.  
Clarence Hall, the war correspondent who wrote the story, quoted the words of his 
dumbfounded driver: ‘So this is what comes out of the Bible…Maybe we are using the wrong
weapons to change the world!’3        

Once in India an Indian man said to a Christian that he could not become a Christian 
because of all the hypocritical Christians.  When this Christian went to an older Christian and
reported this, the older Christian said something like, ‘Well I have some good news for this 
man, the gospel is about receiving Christ not Christians.’  Faulty Christians are not argument
against Christ but another reason why Christ is essential.  We are all sinners who need a 
Saviour.  I want to end by challenging anyone who may have used this sort of an argument 
against Christianity.  In the end it is a tactic of evasion which does not deal honestly with 
the claims of the Christian message.  To say Christians are sinners is still to have no answer 
for whether you are a sinner and whether you need Jesus as your Saviour.  To point out 
hypocrisy in religion is to have evaded whether the claims of the bible about Christ are true. 
The message of the bible is that you are a sinner who needs Jesus to die and pay for your 
crimes against God’s law.  He invites you to come to Him to be saved, to receive salvation 
as a free gift.  He wants to save you and restore you to the true way of bein human that 
you were always meant to live.  Christ never sinned, He was never a hypocrite, the 
challenge of the bible is not to accept Christians but to accept Christ, what will you do with 
Christ?                       
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