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All over America voices were crying out, “Where was God!?
How could He allow such a thing to happen!?”  What
has become of America that such an atrocity can occur

in an elementary school—an atrocity that saw the brutal gunning
down of twenty innocent children and six adults? Barack Obama
appealed to the nation that something must be done “now”!
Immediately the demand went out for stricter gun-control laws,
even in the face of evidence that there are more gun crimes where
gun laws are most strict. The National Rifle Association’s execu-
tive vice-president Wayne LaPierre blamed the tragedy on lax
mental-health laws, and called for increased secu-
rity in public schools, even suggesting that teach-
ers be trained in firearm use and be allowed to
pack guns in the classroom. He also suggested that
violent computer games, movies and television
programming are partly to blame.

LaPierre’s suggestions were met with derision
in the mainstream media and among left-leaning
politicos, but not everyone in public office has
been against the idea of arming teachers to
defend their pupils. And numerous studies do
suggest that consistent exposure to violence in
the media and in games desensitizes children
and leads to bullying.

What is truly sad is that such suggestions
would even have to be considered. At the same time we are told
violent crime in America is lessening, public schools are becom-
ing the target and the arena for increased violence, from bully-
ing on the playground to crazed gunmen stalking the corridors.

Of course, bullying has been a staple of every society from
ages past. To expect it to cease entirely is unrealistic. That
doesn’t mean efforts to stem aggression by the stronger against
the weaker should be discarded. It is the duty of all adults in
authority to exercise good judgment in acting against such
aggression. The greater evil is the targeting of innocent victims
by deranged people bent on inflicting as much harm as possible
against as many targets as possible. And although violence on
school grounds has in the past been limited to higher education,
of late the targets have been middle schools and high schools.
With Sandy Hook Elementary School, the problem of serial
violence has struck where no one would ever in their wildest
imagination expect.

We’ve heard of middle school and high school students
wanting to take revenge on their tormentors; their targets have
been teachers and students at their own schools. Columbine
High School in Jefferson County, Colorado, is unarguably the
most horrific example of such a vendetta. But it would reason-
ably be expected that elementary school children should be safe
from such mayhem. After all, such children would never be
expected to use a gun to settle a dispute. So far that expectation
has not met with disappointment. But the danger from without
has been demonstrated to be very real.

Where American society has failed, is in not
expecting some deranged adult or even adoles-
cent from taking out his frustration and/or
anger on innocent babes.

The details of the Sandy Hook shootings are
well known so it isn’t necessary to rehash every-
thing here. But there are issues which every
believer should consider. Those issues range
from concern about truth, to defense of the
innocent, to guns and violence in our midst. As
much as believers in Christ would like to dis-
tance themselves from these issues on the basis
that we are not of the world, the truth remains
that these issues have struck close to home—in
some cases in the home—for Christians.

We know that the Lord is in control, and that we must trust
Him for all things. Yet He has allowed us to live in an increas-
ingly dangerous world in these last days. It behooves us to
understand His Word and to trust His Spirit living within us for
guidance. We cannot rely on the world, and certainly not on the
government, to give us the truth or to enable us to act in
accordance with our heavenly Father’s will.

WHERE WAS GOD?
The question “Where was God?” was asked by many—primar-

ily those who do not believe in God in the first place. This was
more than a rhetorical question; it was meant to express the idea
that God either doesn’t exist, or, if He does, He doesn’t really
care about the innocent. However, there is some validity to the
question. Indeed, where was God when twenty-year-old Adam
Lanza gunned down twenty children and six staff members at
Sandy Hook Elementary School, as well as his own mother?

(Continued on page 3)

SANDY HOOK: WHERE WAS GOD?
AMERICA’S CULTURE OF DEATH EXAMINED

By Albert James Dager
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Media Spotlight is a ministry to the Body
of Christ, bringing understanding of the ways
in which the world shapes our thinking and
lifestyles through the influence of the mass
communications media.

God’s Word exhorts, “buy the truth and
do not sell it” (Prov. 23:23). Therefore we do
not sell Media Spotlight. Begun in 1977,
Media Spotlight was the first ministry on a
national scale to address the ungodly nature
of the secular media—motion pictures, tele-
vision, toys, games and myriad other things
that contribute to Christians living no differ-
ently than the rest of the world.

The mass media have impacted the Body
of Christ as much as they have society. Many
Christians are so dependent upon the media
that they aren’t aware of how lukewarm they
have become. We have many testimonials
from readers who tell us that, because of
Media Spotlight, they have become aware of
the effect the media have on their thinking,
and are now more selective in their choices.

But the problem of ungodliness is not
exclusive to the secular media. Of major
concern are the religious media that present
messages contrary to God’s Word. Media
Spotlight addresses the impact that religious
teachers have upon believers in Christ,
whether for good or for evil.

It has escaped the understanding of many
Christians that what they believe is more
often shaped by the teachings and traditions
of religious men and institutions than by
Scripture. Most teachers in the institutional
churches rely more upon their theological
disciplines than on the pure Word of God.
Yet the wisdom of the world is no substitute
for God’s Word, even if offered from the
pulpit or in the Christian media.

Jesus tells us in Matthew 24:24 that in the
last days false christs and false prophets
would arise and would show great signs and
wonders, “so that, if possible, they will
deceive the very elect.” He also states in
Matthew 24:12 that in the last days the love
of many toward Him would grow cold
because evil would increase in the world. If
we believe Him, then we would be foolish
not to guard ourselves against deception.
There is little time to waste in the short span
of life granted us by God. We must choose
today whom we will serve.

Scripture quotations in Media Spotlight are from the
King James Version of the Bible, rephrased in modern U.S.
English unless otherwise stated.

A Personal Note
COPYRIGHT ©2013, MEDIA SPOTLIGHT

WHY MEDIA SPOTLIGHT?
Dear Friends,

We’d like to thank all those who so patiently
waited to receive their copy of The Day of Yahweh. We
fully expected to be able to send it out before the end
of January, but some glitches developed in getting it
printed, and some work had to be redone. By now, all
should have received their copies, which went out
around the middle of February. So far the response
has been positive concerning the unconventional

eschatology that is presented in the book.
By unconventional we do not mean it cannot be supported by Scripture and

history; on the contrary, we believe the preponderance of Scripture and the
testimony of history that come together in the book make it substantially different
from the generally accepted eschatologies popular today.

The Day of Yahweh, and our other books are now available on Amazon.com,
although we will continue to sell them through Sword Publishers at a considerable
discount. We are hoping that many who are unfamiliar with Media Spotlight will
be exposed to the availability of our books through this resource.

Our books have never found favor in Christian bookstores, but that doesn’t
mean they are purposely blocking us out. Let’s face it: they want to carry only the
most popular authors because their shelf space is valuable to them. Unfortunately,
most of the popular authors today are not biblically reliable. And to add something
that critiques them might cut into sales.

Again, the U.S. Post Office has raised its rates. And again, the one-cent raise for
a first-class letter does not reflect the exceptionally high increases for business class
and bulk rates. Whereas one penny represents about a 2% increase for your letter,
the rates that we and other ministries and businesses pay for packages has increased
at least 10% in most cases. Foreign postage is now so high it costs more than the price
of a book to send it to any country, including now Canada and Mexico. We will be
investigating the possibility of having our books printed through a print-on-demand
source in Europe and having them drop-shipped to those who order them. The
print-on-demand cost to publish is considerably higher per book, but the postage
rates are so high it may prove more economical for those who buy them from us.
Otherwise, foreign buyers will be priced out of the ability to purchase them.

This is a problem that threatens the stability of many small businesses that wish
to engage in foreign commerce. It seems as if soon only the big companies and
ministries that have large constituencies will be able to sustain their foreign markets.

But this is in the Lord’s hands. We will do the best we can to keep costs down
for those who purchase from us. We will continue to hold the line on the prices we
have for our books at this time, but will have to increase the postage for foreign
orders. Domestic orders will still be sent postage-free.

Our lead article in this issue will generate a lot of controversy, we’re sure. But
it was not written without a lot of prayer, as well as the usual fear and trembling,
not of man, but of our Father. We do not want to mislead our brethren in even the
slightest way, but we know that there are passionate feelings about the topics we
deal with. It would even be good if senators and representatives could read this lead
article in the hope that it may stir some consciences.

Thanks to all of you who continue to support us with our prayers and gifts. We
are now entering our thirty-sixth year of ministry.

In Jesus’ love,

Al and Jean
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The answer is that God was taken out of the public school
system decades ago when Madalyn Murray O’Hair and her
atheist cohorts brought lawsuits in America’s courts to impose
secularism in the classroom. Creationism was not only chal-
lenged by the theory of Darwinian evolution, it was kicked out
entirely. Ever since God was purposefully removed from the
American public school system that had originally been found-
ed upon the Bible as the core curriculum, societal conditions
have steadily worsened. For those who don’t care about God’s
truth to ask, “Where was God?” is incongruous. They are the
ones responsible for students’ consciousness of God being
virtually eliminated, and with it the moral foundation that
could protect them from the evils of modern society.

That is the issue with Sandy Hook Elementary School, as it is
with all public schools. To kick God out is to invite the Devil in.

Truth be told, although these anti-Christ forces have won
their days in court, God is still in the classroom. Men cannot
kick God out of anywhere; it would be more accurate to say that
the best (or worst) men can do is ignore Him to their own peril.
And peril lurks in every public school in America. Sandy Hook
Elementary just happened to be the worst example to date.

Were the students and staff members at Sandy Hook more
evil than those in other public schools? Of course not. They just
happened to be in the wrong place at the wrong time. It is as
Jesus explained to those who told Him about the Galileans,
whose blood Pilate had mingled with their sacrifices:

And answering, Jesus said to them, “Do you sup-
pose that these Galileans were sinners above all the
Galileans because they suffered such things? I tell you
no, but unless you repent, you shall all likewise perish.

“Or those eighteen on whom the tower in Siloam
fell and killed them, do you think that they were
sinners above all men that lived in Jerusalem? I tell you
no, but unless you repent, you shall all likewise perish.”
(Lk 13:1-5)

Evil things happen to all kinds of people, from innocent
babes to the most despotic rulers. That’s because we live in a
world ruled by Satan, the god of this world (2Co 4:4). And
although the true God does at times intervene on behalf of His
children, He is not obliged to do so. On the contrary, He tells
us in His Word that even His saints will suffer in this world,
largely at the hands of those who hate Him:

“If the world hates you, you know that it hated Me
before it hated you. If you were of the world, the world
would love its own. But because you are not of the
world, but I chose you out of the world, therefore the
world hates you. (Jn 15:18-19)

If our heavenly Father would allow His own children to
suffer in this world, why would we expect that the children of
men in general—good and evil—would not suffer as well?

Suffering in this world is not the end of things. Of far greater
importance is our eternal destiny.

This is not to minimize the suffering of those Sandy Hook
victims or their families. We abhor what took place on that evil
day. Rather, it is to give hope to all men that our heavenly
Father holds even these tragedies in His hands. He will dispense
justice and mercy according to His perfect character.

Just because men have attempted to cast Him out of their
presence doesn’t mean He doesn’t still love them.

For when we were still without strength, in due
time Christ died for the ungodly. For one will scarcely
die for a righteous man (yet perhaps for a good man
some would even dare to die) but God exhibits His love
toward us in that, while we were still sinners, Christ
died for us. (Ro 5:6-8)

What about Guardian Angels?
I recall being told as a child that each of us has a “guardian

angel” who will protect us from evil. Raised a Roman Catholic,
I was encouraged to pray to my guardian angel for that protec-
tion. But it is not only a Roman Catholic belief; many non-
Catholic Christians believe in guardian angels.

So where is the scriptural evidence that such angels exist?
And if they do, what guarantees are there that they assure us of
escaping harm?

Scripture does say that God’s angels are ministering spirits,
sent forth to minister to those who are heirs of salvation (Heb
1:14). And throughout the Scriptures we read of accounts where
God’s angels have intervened to serve His people in times of
need. We know that we are surrounded by the heavenly armies
of God, invisible to our mortal eyes. But there is no scriptural
evidence that each of us has a personal guardian angel.

More important, angels do not act primarily on our behalf,
but on behalf of our heavenly Father. Even in Israel’s battles
with its enemies, Israel could count on the aid of these warriors
only insofar as that aid benefited the will of God:

And it happened, when Joshua was by Jericho, that
he lifted up his eyes and saw, and, look! There stood a
man over against him with his sword drawn in His
hand. And Joshua went to Him and said to Him, “Are
You for us, or for our adversaries?”

And He said, “No. But as captain of YHWH’s army
I have now come.”

And Joshua fell on his face to the earth, and wor-
shipped, and said to Him, “What does My Lord say to
His servant?”

And the captain of YHWH’s army said to Joshua,
“Loosen your shoe from off your foot, for the place
whereon you stand is holy.” (Jos 5:13-15)

These are the same words and similar circumstances that
Moses experienced when he approached the burning bush on
Mount Sinai and encountered the Angel of Yahweh (Ex 3:2–
4:17).

SANDY HOOK:
WHERE WAS GOD?

(Continued from page 1)
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Russia enacting laws
against ‘homosexual
propaganda”?
The Russian parliament is considering legislation that would

outlaw openly homosexual activities such as “gay pride”
parades and displays of homosexual affection in public.

The move in Russia to ban all public acknowledgment of
homosexuality has been a work in progress for over a year. In June,
2012, the Moscow City Court upheld a district court’s decision
to ban gay pride parades in Moscow for the next 100 years.

With the Winter Olympics scheduled to be conducted in
Sochi, Russia, in February, 2014, LGBT activists fear that the
Russian government will impose restrictions on homosexual and
lesbian participants from other nations. Russian officials have
already rejected an application for a “Pride House” at the Olym-
pic village. A Pride House is a place where LGBT people can
gather to fraternize. The Olympic Pride House was approved for
the first time during the London Summer Olympics in July and
August, 2012.

An LGBT publication, The Advocate, has expressed concern
about how a law considered by the parliament and backed by
President Vladimir Putin might affect the games. The Advocate
reports that, as of February 7, “Already lawmakers have given it
preliminary approval on a vote of 388 to 1 by members of the
State Duma.”

Under the law, anyone publicly engaging in anything that
promotes homosexuality to young people may be prosecuted and
punished.

Since the collapse of the Soviet Union the Russian Orthodox
Church has gained considerable influence within the govern-
ment. Many suggest that the church is behind the push to outlaw
LGBT influence among the Russian public. In January, 2013,
LGBT activists who staged a public “kiss-in” outside the Russian
parliament were violently attacked and beaten by people who
identified themselves as members of the church.

COMMENTARY
At a time when the United States government is champion-

ing so-called gay rights and the “marriage” of same-gender cou-

ples, the formerly atheistic parliament of the new Russia is
actively working to ban public LGBT activities. Is Russia more
righteous than the United States? Or is there something more
to this?

Believers in Christ might think that government sanctions
against homosexuality are to be desired, and it would certainly
go a long way in keeping things in the closet where they belong.
But when a government acts on behalf of a religious institu-
tion, there are various dangers to consider. We must remem-
ber that religious persecution is one of Satan’s greatest tools to
achieve his aims. This is particularly true when the rank-and-
file members of any religious establishment engage in violence
against any group of people, whether or not that group is
engaging in sinful activities. It is one thing to outlaw particular-
ly offensive sins; it is another to take a hateful approach, or to
endorse those who take a hateful approach, toward those who
engage in those sins.

The Lord has called us to love all men, including our
enemies. Those caught in sin are to be pitied, not hated. We
may rightfully be vocal against the movements that promote
sin, such as the LGBT propaganda and the “gay pride” activi-
ties. We may even approve of those things being outlawed. But
we must not lose sight of the lost condition of those poor souls
caught in the trap of sin.

And let us not forget that, along with Jews, Christians, the
feeble in body and mind, Hitler’s pogrom of purification also
included homosexuals. Just as Jews had to wear a Star of David
on their clothing, homosexuals were forced to wear pink
triangles which, today, is a badge of pride to them.

We may sometimes think we are on the right side of things
when, in truth, we are siding with the Devil.v

Arkansas Senate
overrides veto of
abortion bill
The Arkansas Senate voted February 28 to override

Governor Mike Beebe’s veto of a ban on abortions from
the 20th week of pregnancy. Gov. Beebe, a Democrat,

expressed concerns about the cost to the state of defending the
law against federal lawsuits due to the 1973 Roe v. Wade
decision which legalized abortion up to the point that a baby
is viable outside the womb, which is around 22 to 24 weeks.

The Republican-led effort to compress the time allowed for
abortions was approved 19-14 along party lines. After overrid-
ing the governor’s veto, the Senate voted 26-8 in support of
another measure that would outlaw abortions before the 12th

week of pregnancy with few exceptions. Beebe also vetoed that
measure, but it, too, was overridden by the Senate.

Rita Sklar, executive director of the American Civil Liber-
ties Union of Arkansas, expressed disappointment in the
Senate’s vote and said her organization may bring suit.

The ban on abortions approved by the Arkansas Senate is
based on the disputed claim that a fetus can feel pain by then
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and therefore deserves protection from abortion. The 12-week
ban bill is based on the idea that a fetus should be protected
once a heartbeat is detected during an abdominal ultrasound.
Seven states have enacted similar laws based on a 20-week ban.

In a related story, the Republican controlled South Dakota
Legislature passed a bill 24-9 to extend the waiting period for
women who seek an abortion. Currently women must wait
three days after seeing an abortion clinic doctor before they can
have an abortion. The new law would eliminate weekends and
holidays in calculating the three-day waiting period. Governor
Dennis Daugaard, also a Republican and a long-time opponent
of abortion, is expected to sign the bill.

A number of Republican-controlled legislatures have enact-
ed stronger anti-abortion laws in recent years.

COMMENTARY
It appears as if the tide on abortion may be turning, at least

a little, in the United States. Fewer people approve of abortion
now than even a few years ago. This may be due to the growing
Hispanic demographic for various reasons from births to immi-
gration, and the strong Roman Catholic influence among them.
Whatever the reason, this is a bright spot in an otherwise dark
history of infanticide, particularly since Roe v. Wade.

The battle within government circles seems to be waged
primarily by Republicans. For the most part, Democrats seem to
favor convenience to women over the lives of babies. This is not
to take political sides, but merely to point out the facts. Certain-
ly there are some Democrats who oppose abortion, but the
leadership within the Democrat Party continues to take a hard
line stance against the right to life.

Yet as welcome as these efforts on the part of some politi-
cians to protect the lives of the unborn, the best they seem able
to do in view of court decisions and public opinion influenced
by the leftist mainstream media, is to limit the number of
abortions. There are no moves to ban abortion outright.

The argument that abortions should be permitted until a
baby is viable outside the womb is subjective. Premature babies
have been born and survived prior to the accepted viability age.
The youngest on record is Amillia Taylor who was born at 21
weeks and six days into her gestation on October 25, 2006 in
Miami Florida. This was an entire two weeks before the existing
abortion cutoff.

Shortly after Amillia’s birth and subsequent good prognosis,
health bosses (a term for medical authorities in the U.K.)
declared that as many as thirty more babies like Amillia would
survive each year if there were the creation of three specialist
neonatal intensive care centres. Dr. Anthony Emerson, a con-
sultant neonatologist at St. Mary’s in Manchester, England, has
stated, “Our ability to care for these infants is improving all the
time, but in cases like these we work with the parents to decide
what treatment is appropriate.”

Dr. Emerson believes the survival of such young premature
babies should reopen the debate about abortion time limits.

For this reason, too, Republican supporters of the Arkansas
ban believe babies in the womb should be given a chance at life
at a much earlier stage of gestation.

But even if the baby were not viable, why should his life be
treated as anything other than human? Does a heartbeat make
a person human? Does the ability to breathe without assistance
make a person human? Not if we consider the herculean efforts
made by the medical community to sustain life when hearts and
lungs lose their functions. Many are kept on life-support systems
while awaiting organ transplants.

As far as pain goes, just because a baby’s internal screams
cannot be audibly heard doesn’t mean that baby isn’t feeling the
pain of being ripped apart by the abortion procedure.

Mere common decency, let alone God’s oversight of life,
requires that we err on the side of caution when it comes to
sustaining life.

As good as these efforts on the part of the state legislatures
trying to mitigate the evils of abortion, it is clear that the United
States has a long way to go before it can clear its conscience of
shedding innocent blood. I doubt we have that much time
before the hand of providence brings down the gavel of
judgment.v

Poll: Catholics want
modern pope
According to a recent New York Times/CBS News poll,

Roman Catholics in the U.S. believe the next pope
should lead the church in a more modern direction. A

majority believe the hierarchy is out of touch with the feelings
and needs of the average person, particularly when it comes to
abortion, same-sex marriage, women in the priesthood, married
priests and other social issues on which the church has tradition-
ally taken a conservative stance. Most want the next pope to make
the church’s teachings more liberal.

The nationwide telephone poll revealed that the “one thing”
most would like to see the next pope accomplish were, in order:
bring people back to church; modernize the church; unify the
church; do something about sexual abuse within the church.
Sixty-two percent were in favor of same-sex marriage—a higher
percentage than the 53% of Americans as a whole.

One respondent, John Sadel, 28, said, “I’m not saying
change everything the church stands for, but you need to evolve
with the times if you want to remain a viable religion.”

COMMENTARY
Sadel is correct. Any religion that wants to remain viable

must evolve with the times. Otherwise it is bound to die out, or
at least suffer significant loss of its constituency. But what about
God?

I am YHWH; I do not change.” (Mal 3:6)

Our Lord remains the same, yesterday, today and forever
(Heb 13:8).

So what are the chances that the next pope will follow the
lead of his church’s adherents in the U.S.? Frankly, I don’t see
this poll having any significant effect among the hierarchy. For
one thing, it was a poll of U.S. Catholics, who tend to be more

(Continued on page 31)
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THE MINISERIES
A REVIEW

By Albert James Dager

The Christian world is abuzz about the new television
miniseries The Bible, produced for television by Mark
Burnett and his wife Roma Downey. Downey gets top

billing, perhaps because she is better known for her role in the
CBS drama series Touched by an Angel, while her husband has
been the behind-the-scenes producer of such hit TV programs as
Survivor, The Voice, Shark Tank and The Apprentice, among others.
Downey heads the large international cast in the role of Mary,
the mother of Jesus. The narrator for the series is Emmy winner
for voice-over performances, Keith David, supported by a musical
score by Oscar- and Grammy-winning composer Hans Zimmer.

On March 2, a “Series Premier Launch Event” was video
streamed from Saddleback Church in Lake Forest, California,
to a number of subscribing churches. Featured were fifty min-
utes of clips from the series, along with Burnett and Downey
expressing their hearts behind the making of The Bible. Rick
Warren, pastor of Saddleback Church, spoke of how his and
other churches are using the series for outreach and discipleship.

Many Christian leaders are strongly endorsing the series.
I have not been able to view the entire series, but I was able

to view the fifty-minutes of clips, and saw the first two episodes.
I also looked at many of the trailers that have been available on
television and on-line. So I can’t say this is a definitive review of
the entire series. It may be necessary to cover it more extensively
in the future, but I felt it good at this time to offer a few of my
impressions from what I’ve been able to see.

Due to advances in computer-generated graphics technology,
the visual effects are better than 20th Century Fox’s 1966 The
Bible: In the Beginning produced for theaters by Dino De Laurentiis
and starring George C. Scott and other big-name stars.

No one can say the producers lacked the desire to make the
Bible “come to life” for the masses. The technical and artistic
elements are as good as anything Hollywood has produced in
the realm of biblical epics. But The Bible doesn’t come to life; it
dies a slow, agonizing death.

In The Bible the acting is off-and-on good and bad, although
one wonders why in this, as in most biblical epics, so many speak
with British accents. (e.g., David doesn’t call himself a shepherd,
but “a shepahd.) It seems as if British accents are de rigueur for
biblical epics (except for Noah, who was obviously Scottish, and
whose ark leaks badly, by the way).

[This is The Bible. The names are the same; only the facts have
been changed to protect the artistic license of the producers.]

There are very few actors cast as Hebrews who look even
remotely Semitic. Most are Western European, including “Jesus”
who, in keeping with most portrayals, is another pretty face. He
is played by Diogo Morgado (33), one of Portugal’s leading TV,
film and stage actors.

Although the producers insist that they strove for accuracy
and authenticity with the help of a team of theologians and
scholars, there are a lot of departures from both accuracy and
authenticity.

One departure is the casting of Nonzo Anozie, a black British
actor of huge stature, as Samson (who manages to bring down
the temple of Dagon right after being blinded and before his hair
grows back). This Samson has a full head of dreadlocks rather
than the seven locks the real Samson sported.

One must wonder why a Hebrew character would be por-
trayed by a black man. Samson was from the tribe of Dan,
fathered by Jacob through Bilhah, Rachel’s handmaid.

Perhaps the series is relying on the theory posited by some
“scholars” who speculate that Dan may have come from a group
of people called the Denyen who ostensibly joined with the

Hebrews. But this is speculation of the weakest kind. Besides, the
Denyen were said to have originated in Europe, not Africa.
There is no history of Bilhah prior to the biblical account of her
bearing Dan and Naphtali, nor is there anything to suggest that
Samson would have been anything other than Semitic. Why
would the producers introduce such a distraction?

Another, similar, distraction is the casting of a black man
and an Asian man as the two angels who led Lot out of Sodom.
In keeping with the stereotype, the Asian angel engages in some
pretty nifty Ninja-styled sword work to dispatch the bad guys
(something Scripture seems to have overlooked).

Although there is a lot of gaiety in Sodom, there aren’t any
“gays.” And how did the black angel get his bloody head wound
from fighting the men while separated from the other angel? It’s
a little disconcerting to learn that angels can be beaten up by
men.

The Captain of God’s army whom Joshua meets near Jericho
is also a black man. I don’t know of any Scriptures that reveal
ethnic angels, but in any case, the Captain of God’s army is
actually the pre-incarnate Christ (cf., Ex 3:2-4:17; Jos 5:13-15).

DIOGO MORGADO AS ‘JESUS’
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As long as we’re on the sub-

ject of equal opportunity mis-
casting, how did David and
Bathsheba end up with a black
kid? And David doesn’t get sus-
picious?  At least Solomon turns
up white, though.

My concern isn’t that ethnic
actors had significant roles in a
biblical epic; it is the political
correctness and graphic depar-
ture from Scripture while claim-
ing to be meticulously scriptural.

That’s the problem with
graphic portrayals of Scripture,

and especially images of what is
supposed to be the Son of God (see our article, “Who is Jesus,”
Vol. 21-No. 1). I’ve never seen one major portrayal of Scripture
that did not depart from Scripture in many ways.

And did I really hear someone yell, “Move it!” as the Israel-
ites scurried across the (wet) floor of the Red Sea? I never heard
that Hebrew colloquialism before!

Moses has a near-perennial maniacal grin and looks like
some guy they dragged off skid row; John the Baptist sports
dreadlocks; Pharaoh’s menacing, oft-repeated “Arrrrrgh!” as he
pursues the Israelites in his chariot is comical.  He never does
encounter a pillar of fire or cloud of smoke, nor does he drown
in the sea as Scripture tells us happened.

Rather than being mortally wounded by a Philistine arrow
and asking his armor bearer to kill him, a perfectly healthy Saul
decides to commit suicide on his own.

These are not by any means all the discrepancies in The Bible.
A preponderance of words and actions from “Jesus” and other
characters are fabricated; many are left out; many are changed
significantly from the biblical accounts. Left out, for example is
the entire history of how the Israelites became slaves in Egypt.
The narrative jumps from the birth of Jacob to Moses.

In all fairness, it is impossible to be 100% true to Scripture
by compressing it into essentially seven hours without commer-
cials. Liberties are taken, but, sadly, there are too many liberties
taken even in the scant portions I’ve seen.

Admittedly, there are some moving moments that would
impress the average person who has little or no knowledge of
Scripture. There is much high drama involving the stories of
Abraham, David, Moses, Jesus, et al. Yet I found several unbib-
lical problems with how those stories are related.

On the other hand, there are those who would say that at
least some truth is coming forth, and perhaps it may spur the
unlearned to search the Scriptures for more truth.

I’m not one of those. Although I confess that God can use
anything to accomplish His purpose, why must He be given such
poor material with which to work? If the Lord is truly behind
anything that has to do with His Word would it not be absolute-
ly accurate regardless of production problems relating to time or
the need for artistic license? Artistic license may be fine for
secular productions, but not when it comes to Scripture.

THE CATHOLIC CONNECTION
One may ask why Ananias baptizes Paul by pouring water

over his head (after chastising him for persecuting Christians).
Now you know. When I saw that trailer I thought, “Roman
Catholic?”

Roma Downey is a devout Catholic sees God in everyone
and everything. She has had readings with alleged psychic-necro-
mancer John Edward on his TV program Crossing Over, in which
she sought contact with her deceased mother. For many Catho-
lics, seeking contact with the dead is not wrong. After all, if they
can speak to the saints, why not their departed loved ones? Yet
Deuteronomy 18:10-12 says:

There shall not be found among you anyone who
makes his son or his daughter pass through the fire, or
who uses divination, or an observer of times, or an
enchanter, or a witch, or a charmer, or a consulter with
familiar spirits, or a wizard, or a necromancer. For all
who do these things are an abomination to YHWH.

The Bible is supported by the Roman Catholic evangelistic orga-
nization, Catholics Come Home, whose founder, Tom Peterson,
saw The Bible as a great vehicle for evangelization, stating:

Imagine how many viewers of all different faith back-
grounds—and many fallen-away Catholics—and even peo-
ple on their faith journey for the first time will be
watching the series on the popular History Channel!
Though I haven’t seen the whole miniseries yet, I do know
the impact that our “Epic” ad could have on the audience.
How great it would be if we could join together to pro-
mote the Good News of the Catholic Church that Jesus
founded by airing Catholics Come Home® commercials
during this highly-acclaimed national programming.

Sure enough, there came the ad about half-way through the
first episode, promoting the ecumenical “Good news (gospel) of
the Catholic Church” (rather than the “Good News of Jesus
Christ”).

Even before the Catholics Come Home ad, I knew there was
a reason why I never felt this series was anointed. And although I
know full well that God can use anything for His glory, The Bible
lacks too much scriptural credibility.v

MARK BURNETT AND ROMA DOWNEY
WITH TOM PETERSON OF CATHOLICS COME HOME

NONZO ANOZIE
AS SAMSON
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On December 13, 2012, reporter John Stossel hosted a
debate on his program, Stossel, on the Fox Business
Network. Participants were atheists, Michael Shermer,

founder of Skeptic magazine, and Lawrence Krauss, a physicist
from Arizona State University, and Christians, Dinesh D’Souza,
producer of 2016, Obama’s America, and Ian Hutchinson,
professor of nuclear physics at MIT.

Following are excerpts from that program and my analysis of
the participants’ comments.

Stossel began by asking Shermer how he knows there is no
God; he can’t be certain. Shermer’s reply:

Well, I can’t be certain there’s no God, but I can be
reasonably confident as a social scientist that the an-
thropology of religion, the psychology of religion shows
that people invent gods to explain causality in the
world. You want to know why there’s storms, there’s
accidents, why do people die, why did the tree fall over.
From hunter-gatherers all the way up to the modern
world, humans construct gods to explain things. And
there—these are different gods, different religions, and
so we’ve come down to monotheism, but what are the
chances that those 999 other gods are false gods, and
this one is the one true God, that most people happen
to believe in today, or that they’re all socially construct-
ed—psychologically constructed?

If Shermer can’t be certain there’s no God, then he can’t
very well claim to be an atheist, because atheists state with
certainty that God doesn’t exist. At the most, he must claim that
he is an agnostic—one who doesn’t know if God exists.

He is “reasonably confident” that according to the “anthro-
pology and psychology of religion, people invent gods to explain
causality.” Reasonable confidence cannot stand up in a court of
law, let alone in the scientific world. Reason demands, at the
minimum, compelling evidence that is so overwhelming it
instills absolute confidence. It may be argued by Shermer and
his fellow skeptics that there is no compelling evidence for the
existence of God, but in order to do so they would have to have
delved into virtually all the evidence, from observation of the

laws and mechanics of nature to the spiritual implications of
Scripture.

Because there are different religions that, as he correctly
states, have invented gods, doesn’t preclude the existence of the
true God. The different false gods did not come down to
monotheism. Monotheism did not evolve from various reli-
gions. Historically, there has been only one source for monothe-
ism, and that traces to Seth, the son of Adam, down to Noah,
continuing to Abraham. The Hebrew Scriptures are ancient
enough to have predated the vast majority of polytheistic reli-
gions that have existed at least since the time of ancient Egypt.
By definition, God is the Supreme Being. So the answer to
Shermer’s question, “What are the chances that those 999 other
gods are false gods?” is 100%. There cannot be multiple gods.
There may be multiple beings of a lesser stature, but they must
have been created.

Unfortunately, Dinesh D’Souza didn’t fare well, either. In
response to Stossel’s question, “What are the chances?” D’Souza
replied:

Well, I think, when we think about God you can
almost think about a tall mountain. God’s at the top of
it; none of us can see Him; we’re standing at the base.
And we’re just seeing these little tributaries of informa-
tion come down, and the different religions are efforts
to call what’s at the top. It’s not surprising that they tell
a slightly different story, but they’re all looking in the
same direction. So I would say all the 999 religions are
right in positing a transcendent god—a deity that actu-
ally is responsible for it all.

The idea of God being at the top of a tall mountain and all
religions being efforts to call to Him is contrary to God’s Word
which states, as Shermer also states correctly, that all gods other
than Yahweh are constructs of human imagination. Most false
gods are not transcendent; they are immanent to the creation:

But I say that the things that the Gentiles sacrifice,
they sacrifice to devils, and not to God. (1Co 20a)

There are not many ways to God; there is only God’s way to
God, provided by God:

Jesus said to him, “I am the way, the truth and the life. No
man comes to the Father except by Me.” (Jn 14:6)

The false religions do tell slightly different stories, as
D’Souza states. But those slightly different stories are vastly
different from that declared by God in His written Word. All
religions suggest how men may become either deified or “saved”
in some manner through their own efforts. Even some forms of
Christianity teach this. But there is a difference between Chris-
tianity and biblical faith which rests firmly on the basis of
Christ’s atoning sacrifice as the only means to eternal life with
Him. This distinction D’Souza failed to make. So, in truth, the
false religions may well be looking in the same direction, but it
is not in the direction of the true God.

D’Souza and Shermer entered into a discourse about why
their particular philosophies are superior. It came down to,
“because it works.” Shermer appeals to hundreds of years of
science which he believes proves that God does not exist.

TELEVISION

Atheists, Christians
debate on Stossel
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D’Souza countered with the idea that belief in God works, too,
partly because we have to give an explanation of how it all got
here. Said D’Souza:

Just as scientific knowledge progresses, there’s no
reason religious knowledge can’t progress. One of the
things about science is it takes the trump card of saying,
“We get to get smarter over time, but religious people
don’t. So we’re going to now judge religious people by
what they believed 10,000 years before.”

This exchange between D’Souza and Shermer did nothing
to establish the truth for either side. First of all, we don’t have
to “give an explanation for how it all got here.” There are at least
hundreds of millions of people who don’t care a whit about any
of this; they just want to get through life as unscathed as
possible. Religious/irreligious discourse is largely a mental exer-
cise of wills. Truthfully, Shermer’s rationale is just as valid as
D’Souza’s rationale. The only difference is that D’Souza bases
his rationale on the existence of God, whereas Shermer bases
his on a misplaced trust in fallible human observation.

Shermer’s assumption that material reality is all there is
simply because “it works” fails to see beyond his material senses.
But D’Souza’s insistence that “the explanation of God works,
too” is just as lacking. Neither is based on spiritual reality that
can be discerned only by those who are made alive spiritually
through the power of God. Because something “works” doesn’t
make it truth. It may “work” for some people, but not for
others. Both Shermer and D’Souza are basing their conjecture
on what they observe with the natural mind (what they perceive
“works”), not with the spiritual insight afforded by God’s Holy
Spirit only to those who are born from above spiritually.

What is truly disconcerting is D’Souza’s statement that
“there’s no reason religious knowledge can’t progress.” Reli-
gious knowledge doesn’t progress. False religions are in the
same darkness they’ve been in from the beginning of man’s
rebellion against the true God.

It is true that knowledge of truth may progress for individu-
als as they seek truth from God’s revealed Word. But those
truths have been there from the beginning, and have not been
hidden by God:

I have not spoken in secret, in a dark place of the earth. I did
not say to the descendants of Jacob, “You seek Me in vain.” I,
Yahweh, speak righteousness; I declare things that are right. (Isa
45:19)

God’s truth is not lacking. It is man who refuses to seek out
His truth, that is lacking.

Stossel interjected, “But religion doesn’t change much.” To
which D’Souza replied:

Sure it does. First of all, there’s an evolution within
religion from polytheism to monotheism. But second,
even within religion—see, one of the things that I think
religious people learn from other types of knowledge—
so for example, the Bible says God made the universe,
and God made man, but the Bible doesn’t say how. So
I see no problem in saying, “I can learn from evolution;
I can learn from the Big Bang.” It’s a sort of filling out.

How Christians can think that monotheism evolved from
polytheism is beyond understanding. Monotheism was the first
religion of Adam and his sons, and it continued through the
faithful lineage of Shem to Abraham to the present day.

D’Souza is correct that the Bible doesn’t say how God made
the universe, but he errs by suggesting the Bible doesn’t say how
God made man. Genesis 1:1 merely says, “In the beginning,
God created the heavens and the earth.” But it is silent as to
exactly how the universe was created from nothing. There are
many Christians who believe in an ancient creation, but atheis-
tic and agnostic skeptics—some scientists; some non-scientists)
focus only on those who insist on a young creation.

Regarding evolution, Genesis 1:11-25 states plainly that all
creatures extant were created after their own kind. This is
especially critical to how man was created, specifically in the
image and likeness of his creator.

And this is where science falls flat. It has no explanation of
how man is so uniquely superior to all living things. It is
pseudoscience that insists man evolved into an intelligent being
because of natural selection and need. The myriad complex
aspects of man’s nature compared to even the most “intelligent”
animal may be attributed to only one thing: man is far more
than a physical structure. He possesses a spiritual nature that
causes him to transcend the rest of creation. That is what makes
him uniquely the image and likeness of God.

Skeptics may attempt to explain how man evolved, but their
explanations rest on odds that are far beyond the odds that God
exists. Nor can they explain how intelligence and all the tran-
scendent spiritual qualities of man came into existence.

It is arrogance and pride—even foolishness—for man to deny
the existence of God out of hand (Ps 14:1a).

Stossel took the conversation in another direction, address-
ing the subject of apologetics, which he originally thought
referred to apologizing. “As it turns out,” he said, “an apologist
is someone who does what Dinesh does—who argues why there’s
a God. D’Souza answered:

Well, it comes from a Greek word, apologia, which
means to give a defense. It has nothing to do with
making an apology, or kind of repenting for some-
thing. And I want to emphasize that apologetics is done
on the basis of reason alone. It doesn’t appeal to
Scripture; it doesn’t appeal to revelation. It’s based on
the same language of reason, and that leaves room for
a skeptical attitude toward the world.

D’Souza again errs by saying that “apologetics is done on the
basis of reason alone” without an appeal to Scripture. Apologet-
ics is nothing more than “a branch of theology having to do
with the defense and proofs of Christianity.”1 There is nothing
in the definition of the word to suggest that Scripture may not
be used in exercising that theological discipline. What good
does it do to defend Scripture without citing Scripture? The
problem is that many theologians, as does D’Souza, try to reason
with human understanding the things that can be only spiritu-
ally discerned (1Co 2:14). (Continued on page 25)

1 Webster’s New College Dictionary, (Cleveland, OH: Wiley Publish-
ing, Inc., 2009).
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(Continued on page 10)
Both Moses and Joshua had met the pre-incarnate Christ.
The angels of God do not stand on the side of man; they

stand on the side of God. Only insofar as men act in obedience
to the will of the Father do His angels act on their side.

This is a hard lesson not only for the world, but for many
believers. Many want to believe in angels that will do their
bidding. To be blunt, many Christians want to believe in fairies
and genies, but to assuage their “Christian” sensibilities they call
them “angels”—even “guardian angels.”

Here is the unpleasant truth about Sandy Hook, Columbine,
and all the places where seemingly innocent lives are snuffed out
en masse: they are not under the protection of God, simply
because the government under which they operate is not under
His protection. In truth, the government is under His judgment
for having rejected His truth and righteousness. This includes all
the modern American governmental system from Congress
down to the president, down to his administration, and branch-
ing out into all the state and local governments affected by it. It
is all under judgment from God, and for good reason.

THE CULTURE OF DEATH
Our present government reflects the ungodliness of the na-

tion’s citizens at large. The citizens continue to elect men and
women who are ungodly even from the world’s standards. Con-
gress and the office of the president have been populated by some
of the most dishonest and self-serving, even vile, people for the
past one hundred years at least. Each generation of politicians
builds more evil upon the foundation of those it has followed.

This isn’t to say there have not been, and are not, some
honorable members of Congress among them. But they are few
and far between, and are largely vilified by the administration
and the mass media. The closer they adhere to the principles
upon which the nation was founded, and to the Word of God
in their personal beliefs and conduct, the worse the vilification.
As a whole, the government has become so morally bankrupt
that the bankruptcy into which it is driving the economy pales
in comparison.

Barack Obama might want an unlimited deficit, but he and
the majority of politicians are far more deficient morally. Their
hypocrisy is evident in the crocodile tears they shed for the
innocent lives lost at Sandy Hook Elementary School. While
they exercise themselves to the point of creating hysteria among
the populace, they continue to champion the wholesale slaugh-
ter of innocent lives in the womb—lives that are far more
vulnerable than even those young children at Sandy Hook.

The Culture of Death in America is not centered on gun
ownership, as these leftist politicians and their media syco-
phants would have us believe. There are far more—multi-mil-

lions more—innocent lives lost to abortion than there are to
gun-wielding maniacs.

According to reports from the two primary sources on abor-
tion figures (Centers for Disease Control [CDC], and The Gutt-
macher Institute [AGI], which is the research center for Planned
Parenthood), the number of babies killed in the womb has
averaged about one-and-a-quarter million each year since Roe v.
Wade made abortion legal across the United States in 1973.
That equates to some fifty million living, breathing, and feeling
babies knifed, sucked into pieces, or otherwise butchered under
allegedly “sanitary” conditions, including partially birthed. From
1999 to 2010 (the only range available from CDC), the number
of children from less-than-one-year-old to six (the age of Sandy
Hook students) who died from gunshot wounds is a total of
1,197. That’s not much more than the number of children in
that age group that died from natural/environmental deaths
(746), and virtually the same number who died from poisoning,
whether intentional or not (1,181).

These deaths are not to be minimized, but to be honest,
abortion accounts for far more deaths of innocent children than
does gun violence. The CDC and AGI figures compile to offer
this comparison:

Abortion deaths per year:    1,250,000
Child death (0-6 years old) by gunshot per year:           109
By this comparison abortion doctors are over 1,000 times

more deadly than guns.
Additionally, we find that the vast majority of abortions

have nothing to do with health. The reasons given for abortions
as of 2009 are as follows:

75% said that having a baby would interfere with work,
school or other responsibilities;

50% said they do not want to be a single parent, or are
having problems with a husband or partner;

12% included a physical problem with their health;
1% reported they were survivors of rape.
So while Obama and his anti-Christ leftist ideologues create

hysteria over the evils of what they call “America’s love affair
with guns,” they not only condone, but push for the wholesale
mutilation and death of innocent babies in the interest of
“women’s rights.”

These people are immoral—no, amoral—to the core. They
have no real conscience about anything; their only goal is to
foist their ungodly, perverted agenda upon an American society
that at one time would have lynched them for their murderous
ways. There is far more blood on these people’s hands than on
those of Hitler (11 million).

The Constitution’s design to uphold the Declaration of
Independence’s guarantee of life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness, is being undermined by the U.S. Government.

The guarantee of life is nullified by the legalization of abor-
tion; the guarantee of liberty is nullified by overly burdensome
taxation and a bankrupt economy foisted upon the citizens by a
morally bankrupt government; the guarantee of happiness is
nullified by citizens living in fear of a government that imposes
trillions of pages of laws, many impossible to decipher without
the (hopefully) expert advice of expensive legal counsel.

SANDY HOOK:
WHERE WAS GOD?

(Continued from page 3)
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THE WAR ON GUNS

In view of the bloodlust perpetrated by the left against the
vulnerable babies chopped to pieces in the abortion mills, I find
it easy to think that some of these leftists are secretly happy
about what happened at Sandy Hook Elementary School. De-
spite statistics showing that gun violence has steadily decreased
since the Clinton-era ban on certain types of guns (so-called
assault rifles) was lifted, they have been hoping for any excuse to
renew their vendetta against law-abiding gun owners.

It isn’t that they don’t like guns; their promotion of wars
that are aiding in the bankrupting of the United States indicates
that they love guns—in the hands of the government, and used
to abet whatever perverse agenda they seek to promote.

It isn’t our intention to take up the cause of gun ownership.
Suffice it to say that an armed citizenry is the best guarantee
against tyranny. But tyranny over a nation may well be in God’s
plan, particularly when a nation turns from Him and His Word.
The U.S. Government is largely lawless, not only in terms of
God’s Word, but in terms of the basic principles of its founding
documents. Lawlessness leads to tyranny. And the only defense
against tyranny is the ability to inflict as much damage on the
tyrant as possible.

Today’s federal government is far removed from that formed
by those who drafted the Declaration of Independence and the
Constitution. Not only the government, but a large segment of
the population has lost sight of Abraham Lincoln’s well-phrased
words declaring that our government is “of the people, by the
people, and for the people.” Now the government exists for its
own benefit, and the people be hanged (and no doubt many will
be, one day).

As long as the government can convince the people that the
purpose of the Second Amendment is to allow them to shoot at
paper and clay targets, and to hunt, but not to defend them-
selves against others, and especially not against the government,
the people can be led into the indentured servitude that the
Constitution prohibits.

What has happened in other countries can certainly happen
here. Germany was a democracy when Adolph Hitler was named
Chancellor. His takeover was gradual and carefully plotted. One
of the first things he did was to have all the guns in the nation
registered. Once registered, those guns were subject to confisca-
tion because the government knew where they all were. Heavy
penalties awaited those who refused to comply. The rest is history.

Barack Obama has certainly demonstrated a penchant for
skirting the Constitution to implement his desired goals. His
Marxist ideology is suited to dictatorship. (See our special re-
port, Is Barack Obama a Marxist?) Obama may (or may not) have
“proven” his birth to be on American soil, but he was never
raised an American. His mindset was formed by his communist
father and numerous Marxist mentors throughout his lifetime.
He has all the traits of a dictator.

If we are headed for a dictatorship we can be sure that it is
the Lord’s will as a means to judge the nation for its sins of
immorality and infanticide. And with a man in the White House
who claims to be a Christian while championing ungodliness at
all levels, we could certainly reap the whirlwind in short order.

GUNS AND BELIEVERS
As the warfare against guns increases, Christians are going

to have to come to grips with some difficult decisions, particu-
larly here in the United States. Let’s face it, we grew up Ameri-
can. We have lived in a nation that was founded on revolution.
So how do we respond to the whole “God, Guns and Glory”
mentality that has characterized many Christians since the
founding of the United States of America? Should believers in
Christ own guns? If so, should they use them against other
people? If so, in what circumstances should they use them
against others?

These are difficult questions that have the potential of
polarizing people who are otherwise closely compatible.

We must always look to the Lord as our example, particular-
ly as He was when He walked the earth as a man. We are not yet
like Him as He is in His glory; that will come with the resurrec-
tion. In the meantime, we are to walk the earth as He walked
the earth—with a meek and humble spirit.

There are true believers who stand on different sides of the
gun issue, and it is not up to us to separate from those who see
things differently than we do. The Lord is the judge of His
servants and makes His will known to us through His Word and
His Holy Spirit. We must recognize that true believers are in
different stages of maturity and understanding. Some are more
versed in the Scriptures than others. Spiritual understanding
and the strength to act accordingly come in stages. We are not
all at the same place. However, it is up to those who are stronger
in the faith to help those who are weaker, yet in a spirit of
humility and gentleness.

The American spirit says, “No one is going to push me
around; if anyone messes with me, I’ll stand up for myself!”

In truth, that is the spirit that built this great country in the
first place. We can be thankful for the brave pioneers who
founded this nation at the risk of their lives, their fortunes and
their sacred honor. Would that those men were with us today
to set the usurpers in their place.

But as believers in Christ we have to rise above the mundane
and allow Him to lead us by His Spirit. And this is where we
must surrender our wills to the will of our heavenly Father, no
matter how much it grates against our soulish nature.

Faith vs. Fear
Today we hear of believers who are reacting against the

proposed outlawing of certain types of weapons by stockpiling
guns and ammunition, as well as food and other vital supplies
against the possibility of a breakdown in society. Anticipating
roving bands of lawless gangs, they are prepared to hunker
down and defend their cache against marauding hordes.

Or, they just want to be sure they are secure in their posses-
sions should someone break into their home and attempt to rob
them.

Others say they just trust the Lord to protect them, and they
are critical of those taking precautions. They would say they are
acting in faith while the others are acting in fear.

I don’t believe it’s quite as simple as that.
First, we all try to act prudently to protect the things we

possess. We sometimes forget that we own nothing; it is the
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Lord who owns everything—including us. Yet wisdom and
God’s commandment, dictate that we not test the Lord our
God (Dt 6:16). But there are passive and non-passive ways to use
wisdom. The basic passive way in which we protect our posses-
sions is to make use of locks.

I am reminded of a dear brother who has gone to be with
Christ. He bought a house in Santa Ana, California, back in the
late 1970s. He leaned toward the word-faith teachings, and he
decided he was going to “trust the Lord” by not locking his
house when he went out. The first week he was there, he came
home one day to find that he had been cleaned out by burglars.

Wisdom tells us to lock our doors. That is the minimal
precaution we take, and it is passive enough not to offend those
who claim to trust fully in the Lord.

Another passive way is to have burglar alarms installed,
and/or to keep a dog on the premises. It isn’t lack of faith to
take these precautions; it’s simply wisdom based on the truth
that God does not always intervene when we act contrary to
common sense.

No believer can legitimately argue against these passive
means of protection in the face of an ungodly world. It is in the
area of non-passivity that the dispute arises.

Self-Defense
What if someone breaks into a believer’s house, and the

believer and his family are there? And what if the intruder is armed?
Those who claim to rely strictly on faith would say that we

don’t have to be concerned about it; the Lord will protect us.
I’m inclined to agree with that assessment—up to a point.

Generally, I do believe the Lord will protect us. But the truth is
that bad things happen to believers in Christ, too. There are no
guarantees that such a scenario would not occur.

What it comes down to, it seems, is that some think those
who keep a gun in their house are not trusting the Lord, and are
inviting someone to break in on them as a consequence of their
lack of faith.

It’s a kind of fatalism: own a gun, God will make sure you
get attacked; don’t own a gun, God will make sure you don’t get
attacked. It’s almost a word-faith kind of thinking in itself. Or
perhaps we could call it an act/no-act-faith act.

For the sake of argument, let’s say that the unthinkable comes
to pass. How far should a believer go in protecting what he owns,
or protecting his family? There is a different answer for each.

The Lord instructs us to give our coat to anyone who
demands it, and to add to it our shirt as well. This is a good
starting point, but there may be more to it than this.

The Lord was speaking in the context of our profession of
faith. We are not to resist, but we are to bless those who
persecute us for our faith. This may or may not apply to some-
one invading our home and threatening our families without
any reference to our faith.

We all would like to be able to sit the person down and
witness to him of Christ. But barring that possibility, I see
nothing wrong in trying to prevent him from making off with
the family’s valuables. Still, it is not worth a life to protect
possessions. Society may defend a man who shoots and kills an
intruder in order to protect his property, but believers in Christ

do not place their possessions above the life of another person,
no matter how evil that person may be.

The real problem arises should that person attack members
of the family. It’s fine for some to take the Quaker approach and
say they wouldn’t do anything to protect their family because it
would be un-Christ-like to engage in violence. To them I would
ask if it would please the Lord more to prevent violence against
their innocent children or their wife than to employ whatever
means necessary to protect them. And did the Lord not employ
violence when he scourged the moneychangers in the temple—
after taking time to plait the whip by which He did so?

And if the sanctity of the temple held value, how much more
an innocent human life? I believe the Lord would forgive
someone for acting against those who threatened his family,
even to the use of deadly force if necessary. However, we should
pray that such a situation never arise.

These same rules should apply to attacks on the street. If
someone attacks us for our faith we are not to resist. But if some
thug jumps us from a dark alley, and particularly if he is threat-
ening other innocents, including wife and family, I see no reason
not to use whatever force is necessary to stop him (or them).

But what about 2 Corinthians 10:3-6?

For though we walk in the flesh, we do not wage
war after the flesh because the weapons of our warfare
are not carnal, but mighty through God to the pulling
down of strongholds, casting down imaginations, and
every high thing that exalts itself against the knowledge
of God, and bringing into captivity every thought to
the obedience of Christ, and being ready to avenge all
disobedience, when your obedience is fulfilled.

Paul was writing to express how, through his authority as an
apostle of Christ, he does not use physical force to impose truth.
Rather, his weapons are spiritual—mighty through God—in
casting down any teaching that would exalt itself against the
Word of God within the assembly. He was not addressing self-
defense against physical attack.

Even so, when he was persecuted for His faith and ministry
he did not resist beyond appealing to his Roman citizenship to
avoid a scourging (Acts 22:25).

Some might say that deadly force (say the use of a gun)
would be ungodly; the most they would do employ a non-lethal
approach, perhaps bopping the intruder on the head with a
blunt instrument. That assumes that a bop on the head would
suffice. It does no good to bring a frying pan bat to a gun fight.

Also, what about multiple intruders? And why is violence
with any instrument any more godly than violence with a gun?
A hit on the head could paralyze a guy for life, or even kill him.

And would the pacifist believer judge harshly another who
came to his and his family’s defense while he sat motionless?

I’m not advocating violence; I’m asking rhetorical questions
to put things in perspective. Consider the Lord’s words to His
disciples that they should arm themselves when He is gone:

And He said to them, “When I sent you without
bag, and purse, and shoes, did you lack anything?”

(Continued on page 27)
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Hi Al,

I am surprised how you handled the Angus T. Jones article
[Christian actor at crossroads”; Winter, 2012]. Seventh Day

Adventists are not Christians.
I thought you would make sure that you stated this in the

article.
It’s the same as Billy Graham removing references to Mor-

monism as a cult.
It should have been stated to pray for him to get out of that

cult.
G.H., Monroe, WA

Dear G.H.,
Seventh-day Adventism (SDA) has some aberrant teachings,

but I don’t judge individuals within the various institutions that
call themselves “Christian.” Many do believe in Jesus’ atoning
sacrifice and hold to Him as the Word of God incarnate. I’ve
found that a lot of them don’t really know or understand a lot
of their organizations’ teachings.

The issue, as I saw it, is one of knowledge vs. faith. I see
Jones as a babe in Christ who has not matured to the point of
understanding a lot of things, but his public stance on his faith
in Christ gives me reason to hope that the Lord is working on
him.

Thankfully, we are saved by faith, not knowledge. None of
us knew or understood much about “orthodoxy” when we came
to Christ. Knowledge comes with study of the Word, but one
may be a believer while misunderstanding a lot of truths. Some
never come to much maturity, but their rudimentary faith in
Jesus as Savior and Lord might place them in the category of 1
Corinthians 3:1-15.

I’ve found when confronting people in various churches
about what their organization teaches, there is ignorance of, and
even disagreement with, some of their church’s tenets. That’s
why I don’t judge individuals, but only institutions and teachings.

To address the problems with SDA would have taken far
more than I could adequately cover in that article. The purpose
was to show how believers have to make choices regardless of
the consequences.

But I appreciate your question, and I believe there should be
some clarification.

There are four SDA doctrines that need addressing: 1) total
annihilation of the lost; 2) soul sleep; 3) the requirement to
keep the Sabbath; 4) investigative judgment.

Truthfully, I don’t see at least the first three as disqualifica-
tion for salvation, and I see the fourth as so nebulous that most
SDA members probably couldn’t explain it. However, these do
need to be addressed out of love and concern, not only for SDA
members, but for the sake of other brethren who might be
influenced by these teachings. They are not peculiar to SDA,
but others hold to one or more of them as well.

First, however, we should acknowledge the biblical truths to
which SDA holds, which I have determined from the official
SDA Web site and from an official SDA publication, Seventh-day
Adventists Believe….

Important Scriptural truths held by SDA are 1) the deity of
Jesus; 2) the Bible is the inspired, infallible Word of God; 3) the
nature of man, made in the image and likeness of God, yet
flawed through the sin nature inherited from Adam; 4) Satan a
created being as God’s adversary; 5) the bodily resurrection of
Jesus; 6) baptism through immersion as identification with the
death and resurrection of Jesus; 7) salvation by grace through
faith; 8) the bodily Second Coming of Jesus; 9) the physical
resurrection of the faithful saints.

Like all institutions, Seventh-day Adventism has some be-
liefs and practices that are unbiblical and/or extra-biblical. The
major areas of disagreement with Scripture follow with quotes
from the two main sources referenced above:

Lack of consciousness in death: “The wages of sin is
death. But God, who alone is immortal, will grant
eternal life to His redeemed. Until that day death is an
unconscious state for all people. When Christ, who is
our life, appears, the resurrected righteous and the
living righteous will be glorified and caught up to meet
their Lord. The second resurrection, the resurrection
of the unrighteous, will take place a thousand years
later. (Rom. 6:23; 1 Tim. 6:15, 16; Eccl. 9:5, 6; Ps.
146:3, 4; John 11:11-14; Col. 3:4; 1 Cor. 15:51-54; 1
Thess. 4:13-17; John 5:28, 29; Rev. 20:1-10.)”

Apart from the statement that “death is an unconscious state
for all people,” there can be found no fault with this. SDA
teaches a bodily resurrection, first of the righteous in Christ,
then, one thousand years later, the unrighteous. However, none
of the New Testament Scriptures cited can legitimately be used
to support an unconscious state of the dead—particularly all the
dead, which would include believers in Christ. Yet we must deal
with the Old Testament Scriptures that SDA cites. We will use
the KJV, on which this doctrine was originally based:

“For the living know that they shall die: but the
dead know not any thing, neither have they any more
a reward; for the memory of them is forgotten.

“Also their love, and their hatred, and their envy, is
now perished; neither have they any more a portion for
ever in any thing that is done under the sun.” (Ecc 9:5-6)

This Scripture has been mistaken by others besides SDA to
mean that the dead have no knowledge of anything, period. But
the context is what is done under the Sun, that is, what tran-
spires on the earth. The dead have no knowledge of what the
living are doing. This, by the way, should put to rest even
non-SDA Christians who believe that the dead are watching
over them. The memory of them being forgotten doesn’t refer
to the memory of the dead, but that, eventually, they are forgot-

Q & A
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ten. This is a general rule, of course, because prominent people
are remembered throughout history.

Put not your trust in princes, nor in the son of man,
in whom there is no help.

His breath goeth forth, he returneth to his earth; in
that very day his thoughts perish. (Ps 146:3-4)

We can see how misunderstanding could arise from this
passage. As with all difficult passages of Scripture we must
consult other portions for clarity. Does this mean that once a
person dies bodily his soul and spirit do not retain conscious-
ness? Considering the following Scriptures, we must say that it
does not mean this:

Luke 16:20-31: Jesus relates the account of poor Lazarus and
the rich man, both of whom die and are aware of their circum-
stances in Hades, Lazarus in the place for the righteous (Abra-
ham’s Bosom), the rich man in the place for the unrighteous.
All, including Abraham, are conscious and carry on a conversa-
tion wherein the rich man asks Abraham to send Lazarus back
to warn his brothers. This is not a parable; the Lord’s testimony
is that this actually took place.

1 Peter 3:18-20: Jesus preached to the spirits in prison, that
is, in Hades, when He descended into the place of departed
spirits during the three days and three nights after His own
death. Peter again refers to this in 4:6: “For this cause was the
gospel preached also to them that are dead, that they might be
judged according to men in the flesh, but live according to God
in the spirit.”

Matthew 22:23-32: Jesus answered the Sadducees who did
not believe in the resurrection, and tested Him with the ques-
tion of whose wife a woman would be who married seven
brothers after the death of each in succession. His final com-
ment referring to the Scriptures: “God is not the God of the
dead, but of the living.”

2 Corinthians 5:6-8: “Therefore we are always confident,
knowing that, whilst we are at home in the body, we are absent
from the Lord:

“(For we walk by faith, not by sight:)
“We are confident, I say, and willing rather to be absent

from the body, and to be present with the Lord.”
What can be more clear than this?
When Jesus died, was He unconscious? According to Scrip-

ture, no. For three days He proclaimed the Gospel to the dead.
Then, according to Ephesians 4:8, “When He ascended up on
high, He led captivity captive, and gave gifts to men.”

Jesus led the righteous out of Hades to be with Him in
Heaven until the resurrection of their bodies. So the dead in
body are not unconscious while awaiting their resurrection,
either to eternal life or eternal condemnation.

But does one’s salvation rest on understanding this? Or are
all those who, although having faith in the atoning work of
Christ on the cross, yet lack understanding of this truth, con-
demned? I don’t believe so. None of us has perfect knowledge
of all truth. And many within all the church institutions lack
knowledge and understanding of much biblical truth. That is
why our lives are characterized by continual learning.

Total Annihilation of the Lost: “The context of the
entire Bible makes clear that this ‘second death’ (Rev.
21:8) that the wicked suffer means their total destruc-
tion. What then of the concept of an eternally burning
hell? Careful study shows that the Bible teaches no
such hell or torment.” (Seventh-day Adventists Believe…)

To answer the SDA position on this issue would take far
more space than is available here. The problem stems from the
word, hell, which is not a proper translation of the Hebrew Sheol
or the Greek Hades. Nor does it refer to the lake of fire. There
are many Scriptures that refer to physical punishment of the
wicked after the second resurrection, but the eternal nature of
that suffering is legitimately in question (see our special report,
Does Hell Exist? Is It Eternal?). However, we can address the idea
of eternal punishment somewhat briefly here.

The best interpreter of Scripture is Scripture itself. While
the Old Testament has little to say about eternal punishment, it
has much to say about the eternal God and eternal salvation.
The New Testament also has much to say about all these things.
With minimal exception, the words translated “eternal,” “ever-
lasting,” “forever,” and “ever” in the New Testament come from
the same Greek root word aion. It is from this that we get the
English word eon, meaning a very long period in world history.
Aion is generally translated “ever.” Its two primary derivatives,
aidios and aionios, are translated “eternal,” and “everlasting.”

The following are just a few verses that speak of eternal or
everlasting damnation. There are only two in which aionios is used:

But he that shall blaspheme against the Holy Ghost
hath never forgiveness, but is in danger of eternal
[aionios] damnation. (Mk 3:29)

And the angels which kept not their first estate, but
left their own habitation, he hath reserved in everlast-
ing [aidios] chains under darkness unto the judgment
of the great day.

Even as Sodom and Gomorrha, and the cities about
them in like manner, giving themselves over to fornica-
tion, and going after strange flesh, are set forth for an
example, suffering the vengeance of eternal [aionios]
fire. (Jude 1:6-7)

More often, aionios is translated “everlasting” when speaking
of eternal damnation:

Wherefore if thy hand or thy foot offend thee, cut
them off, and cast them from thee: it is better for thee
to enter into life halt or maimed, rather than having
two hands or two feet to be cast into everlasting fire.
(Mt 18:8)

Then shall he say also unto them on the left hand,
Depart from me, ye cursed, into everlasting fire, pre-
pared for the devil and his angels:…

And these shall go away into everlasting punish-
ment: but the righteous into life eternal. (Mt 25:41-46)

(Continued on page 29)
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THE DAY OF YAHWEH: A
Biblical Eschatology with a
Study on the Book of Revela-
tion
Albert James Dager - 360 pages

The result of 25 years of research
into biblical prophecy and human his-
tory. Readers will be startled and perhaps
even dismayed to find that their eschatol-
ogy, based on the teachings of trusted
“experts” in the field of last-days teach-
ings, has been largely misguided.

Subjects of debate among Christians
of varying persuasions are finally able to
be settled.

The answers to many questions are
often contrary to what you may have
learned.

B-1109 paperback  $18 - 2 lbs.

THE WORLD CHRISTIAN
MOVEMENT: A Great Delusion
Leading to the Religio-Political
State of the Anti-Christ
Albert James Dager - 233 pages

The Gospel of Jesus Christ is being
compromised as we learn that it is no
longer proper to proclaim Jesus Christ as
Savior unless done so within the context
of the world’s pagan religions. We are told
that God speaks through Buddha, Moham-
med, Confucius and other “holy men.”

Major Christian voices are sounding
this siren song of compromise and denial
of Christ. Will you recognize the decep-
tion in your church? This book offers the
only information available on the World
Christian Movement–an important subject.

B-1055   Paperback $14 - 1 lb.

WHAT DO YOU BELIEVE? Why Do You
Believe It?
Albert James Dager - 102 pages

What we believe, whether a religious or secular
philosophy, impacts our lives. What you believe is
important not only to you, but to those whom you
influence in life. Yet most people cannot offer empir-
ical evidence for their beliefs, resting rather on
emotion and their upbringing. Can you give a rea-
soned explanation for why you believe what you
believe? Can you say for a certainty that your beliefs
are superior to all others? You may accept or reject
what the author says, but at least you will be able to
assess your own beliefs as true or false.
B-1075   Paperback     $10 - 1 lb.

WHAT IS THE TRUE GOSPEL?
Albert James Dager - 110 pages

Jesus proclaimed what He called “the Gospel of
the Kingdom.” He then commissioned His disciples
to go into all the world and proclaim the Gospel of
the Kingdom to all the nations. But even from the
beginning there have been false gospels proclaimed
by those claiming to be messengers of God. Today
we are witnessing a great apostasy based largely on
institutional traditions. Many false gospels emanating
from pulpits, radio, and television–even many that
seem to glorify Jesus–differ from the Gospel pro-
claimed by Jesus. This book points the reader back to
Scripture to discover the original Gospel.
B-1081        Paperback  $8 - 1 lb.

THE HOUSE ASSEMBLY: Recapturing
the First-Century Model For The Gath-
ering of the Saints
Albert James Dager - 221 pages

Many Christians are experiencing the inevitable
results of religious institutionalism: denominational
traditions; abusive pastors; false teachings; anecdotal
sermons; favoritism and other unscriptural teachings
and practices. This book is a guide for those desiring
to start a house assembly after the pattern of the
first-century ekklesia. Includes examples of the
author’s experiences in the house assembly, as well
as biblical models for elders, teaching, fellowship and
other aspects of gathering in love.
B-1074   Paperback     $12 - 1 lb.

VENGEANCE IS OURS:
The Church in Dominion
Albert James Dager - 283 pages

A militancy is stirring in the breasts of some
Christians desirous to “take dominion over the earth.”
A call for vengeance on God’s enemies and a restruc-
turing of society under God’s Law is being heard.

But is it the Christian’s responsibility to take
control of society and reconstruct it in accordance with
God’s Law?’

Vengeance Is Ours is the only book that analyzes
the various forms of dominion theology, from Mani-
fested Sons of God to Christian Reconstruction.

B-1001   Paperback     $10 - 1 lb

Books From Sword Publishers
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PREYING ON OUR CHILDREN
Dusty Peterson  171 pages

Sexual abuse of children is more
prevalent in all denominations than is
realized by most. This book exposes
the degree of abuse and how it is
growing, while offering scriptural
advice on how to avoid it for your
children. A must read.
B-1105 Paperback $11 - 1 lb.

A DIFFERENT GOSPEL
D.R. McConnell  225 pages

An exposé of the word-faith move-
ment from a theology instructor at Oral
Roberts University, Traces the origins
of word-faith from E.W. Kenyon’s
science-of-mind connections to the
plagiarism of Kenneth Hagin and
beyond.
B-1005 Paperback $14 - 1 lb.

WEIGHED AND FOUND WANTING
Bill Randles  209 pages

A Pentecostal pastor looks at the
Toronto Blessing. Read why the author
believes that this current “Renewal” is
actually a judgment from God, and
possibly the great delusion spoken of
in 2 Thessalonians 2!

B-1008 Paperback $10 - 1 lb.

BEWARE THE NEW PROPHETS
Bill Randles  132 pages

Randles has touched on a subject
of great importance: the re-emergence
of the Latter Rain Movement with its
aberrant theology and careless escha-
tology. Will help the uninformed as
well as those already aware of this
deception to understand its threat.
B-1043 Paperback $10 - 1 lb.

A WONDERFUL DECEPTION: The
Further New Age Implications of
the Emerging Purpose Driven
Movement
Warren Smith  229 pages

A former New Ager reveals how
Christian leaders, whether wittingly or
unwittingly, are guiding followers into
spiritual deceptions.
B-1099 Paperback $15  - 1 lb.

YOGA & THE BODY OF CHRIST
Dave Hunt   170 pages

Yoga is revolutionizing the fitness
movement and extending its reach
directly in the churches and lifestyles
of Christians. Every Christian should
be informed about the true origins and
effects of yoga and its ungodly roots in
Kundalini “serpent power.”
B-1096 Paperback $9 - 1 lb.

THE POWER ELITE AND THE
SECRET NAZI PLAN
D. L. Cuddy, Ph.D. 169 pages

While the world celebrated the
defeat of Hitler’s Germany, his second-
in-command secreted billions of dollars
in foreign banks to finance the spread
of global socialism. Startling facts that
shed light in many dark areas.
B-1107 Paperback $13 - 1 lb.

A FALSE DOCTRINE OF SUBTLE
PURPOSE
Albert James Dager - 106 pages

Thousands of churches and tens of
thousands of pastors are being strongly
influenced by the writings of Rick
Warren. But are Warren’s teachings truly
biblical? This book reveals many of War-
ren’s unscriptural teachings.
B-1080      Paperback  $10 - 1 lb.

THE FLEECING OF CHRISTIANITY
Jackie Alnor  221 pages

A look at the shadowy world of
the TBN dynasty. The author reveals
some personal secrets of Christian
media “stars,” but she tries to keep the
polemic down. We don’t agree entirely
with her eschatology, but this book is
worth the read.
B-1100 Paperback $12 - 2 lbs.

MORMONISM
Kurt Van Gorden  94 pages

With its emphasis on family values
and conservative ethics, Mormonism is
being given by Christian leaders much
credibility as a valid expression of
biblical faith. Peel back the facade and
you will find a heretical cult with roots
in immorality, racism and violence.
B-1108 Paperback $11 - 1 lb.

NEW PSYCHOHERESY
Martin & Deidre Bobgan   468 pages
Revised & expanded from 259 pages

This greatly expanded edition
offers almost twice as much in new
evidence on the fallacies of psycholog-
ical counseling and psychotherapy.
From experts on the field of psychol-
ogy and its inroads into the churches.
B-1011 Paperback $18 - 2 lbs.

CRI GUILTY OF PSYCHOHERESY?
Martin & Deidre Bobgan   144 pages

A response to Bob and Gretchen
Passantino’s series on psychology in
Christian Research Institute’s Christian
Research Journal. The authors charge
the Passantinos and CRI with psy-
choheresy–the integration of psycho-
logical theory with Scripture.
B-1028 Paperback $10 - 1 lb.

PERSON-TO-PERSON MINISTY
Martin & Deidre Bobgan   250 pages

Reveals the innate sinfulness of
problem-centered counseling; shows
how it leads Christians into feeding the
flesh and quenching the Spirit. Gives
reasons why Christians must abandon
the problem-centered approach in favor
of becoming Christ-centered.
B-1097 Paperback $12 - 1 lb.

HYPNOSIS: Medical, Scientific, or
Occultic?
Martin & Deidre Bobgan   142 pages

Hypnosis induces an altered state
of consciousness no different from
shamanic states of consciousness.
Although passed off as scientific, and
even medical, hypnosis is at its core
occultic and potentially lethal.
B-1085 Paperback $10 - 1 lb.

Books From Other Publishers

THE DAY OF ISLAM: The Annihila-
tion of America and the Western
World
Paul L. Williams  288 pages

Not a Christian book, but every
Christian should read it. One caveat:
you’ll wish you hadn’t. This book will
spur many Christians to get serious
about their walk and their prayer life.
B-1090 Hardback $23 - 2 lbs.

THE TORCH OF THE TESTIMONY
John W. Kennedy 251 pages

A 2,000-year history of the Chris-
tians and churches that have stood
outside the Catholic-Protestant tradition.
Originally published in India in 1964;
little known in the West. We don’t
recommend some of this publisher’s
other items, but this is a gem.
B-1022 Paperback $14 - 1 lb.

THE PILGRIM CHURH
E. H.Broadbent  448 pages

The real story of the faith is not
the one recorded in secular or religious
history, which has largely been tainted
by Roman Catholic influences. This
classic will trill you with stories of
unknown heroes of the faith who have
stood firm for God’s truth. Wonderful.
B-1053 Hardback $23 - 2 lbs.

CHRIST-CENTERED MINISTRY vs.
PROBLEM-CENTERED COUNSEL-
ING: A Radical Proposal
Martin & Deidre Bobgan   134 pages

A call to overthrow intimidation
from the psychological and biblical
counseling movements, and to free
believers to minister to fellow believers
in a biblical manner.
B-1103 Paperback           $10 - 1 lb.

STOP COUNSELING!  START
MIINISTERING!
Martin & Deidre Bobgan   325 pages

Why Christians should be opposed
to all forms of counseling. Reveals how
counseling, which is problem-centered,
involves sinful conversations. Offers
ways to equip those in need to live a
biblical life.
B-1102 Paperback    $16 - 2 lbs.

12 STEPS TO DESTRUCTION
Martin & Deidre Bobgan   247 pages

Exposes the codependency/recovery
heresies that have affected the churches
through “Christian” psychology. Written
for those who are suffering from the trials
of life and for those who want to help
them. Also for both those currently or
formerly in 12-step recovery programs.
B-1014 Paperback      $12 - 1 lb.

NEW 101 HYMN STORIES: The
Inspiring True Stories Behind 101
Favorite Hymns
Kenneth W. Osbeck     288 pages

Uplifting, encouraging accounts
of many who wrote songs of praise and
worship in circumstances that severely
tested their faith—songs that find no
equal in modern Christian music.
B-1106 Paperback $12 - 1 lb.
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Books From Other Publishers

HOMEGROWN JIHAD: Terrorist
Camps Around the U.S.
PRB Films   105 Minutes

The explosive documentary with
never-before-seen footage of terrorist
compounds in the U.S. under the lead-
ership of radical Pakistani cleric Sheikh
Mubarak Gilani. “Soldiers of Allah” are
being trained to wage war in the U.S.
DVD-2029   $15 - 1 lb.

THE GREAT APOSTASY: the Lost
Sign
The Christian Sentinel 90 Minutes

Somewhat amateurish, but dyna-
mite expose of charismania at its worst.
A wake-up call, and a show-and-tell
demonstration of the unclean spirit of
anti-Christ in our midst.

DVD-2019   $20 - 1 lb.

CROSSING THE LINE: The Inti-
fada Comes to Campus
Imagination Productions 40 Minutes

Shows how the Mideast conflict
is evoking deep anti-Jewish sentiments
among college professors and students.
Reveals financial ties between Middle
East Studies programs and Arab states’
proliferation of anti-Semitism.
DVD-2030    $20 - 1 lb.

TERRORISM: The New War on
Freedom
Jeremiah Films  50 Minutes

Tells the truth about the violent
nature of Islam. Hatred of everything non-
Islamic is fundamental to that religion,
not just to the “radical” elements. This
video offers strong documentation of the
anti-Christ, anti-Jewish agenda of Islam.
DVD-2023   $24  - 1 lb.

THE THIRD JIHAD:
Radical Islam’s Vision for America
The Clarion Fund 72 Minutes

Banned by the NYPD under
pressure from “moderate” Islamic
organizations in America. Indicts the
media and government for keeping
us in the dark. Well documented,
and most important.
DVD- 2032     $15 - 1 lb.

Order Form

PLEASE SEND ORDER TO:
SWORD PUBLISHERS
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SEQUIM, WA 98382-4310

(360) 477- 4180
www.swordpublishers.com
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1 lb. $15.00    $18.00
2 lbs. $22.00    $25.00
3 lbs. $28.00    $32.00
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DVDs

EARTH’S EARLIEST AGES
G.H. Pember       332 pages

This is a 19th-century classic that
addresses the pre-Adamic theory and
the early history of Satan, and offers a
biblical account of the Fall of Man and
the Flood eras, and modern distortions
of the texts and contexts of both. It is
considered controversial by some.
B-1104 Paperback    $12 - 2 lbs.

MASONIC & OCCULT SYMBOLS
ILLUSTRATED
Dr. Cathy Burns  543 pages

A researcher into the New Age,
Freemasonry, and the occult uncovers
the hidden meanings behind symbols
that we see around us every day: logos,
hand signals, illustrations, etc.

A handy reference for researchers.
B-1026 Paperback $18 - 2 lbs.

WHILE THE EARTH ENDURES:
Creation, Cosmology and Climate
Change
Philip Foster  238 pages

Challenges the myth of man-caused
global warming, trusting God’s Word
that, as long as the earth endures, it will
provide for man’s sustenance. Also
challenges some Christian traditions.
B-1098 Paperback $12 - 1 lb.

OBSESSION:
Radical Islam’s War Against the West
The Clarion Fund     60 Minutes

Does Western Civilization have
much time left? Unique footage from
Arab television reveals a plan to destroy
the West and entrench Islam over the
entire world. A warfare we are not
allowed to know about.
DVD-2031        $15 - 1 lb.
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Latest statement from
Wycliffe seems to
obfuscate truth
We received an e-mail from a brother in Christ who said

he was going to reproduce our Wycliffe article for his
church’s bulletin when one of the elders sent him a

link to a Christian Post Web site featuring an article by Post
reporter Michael Gryboski titled, “Bible Translators Deny
Removal of Familial Terms From Arabic Translations.” The
article states that Wycliffe and SIL deny the allegations regarding
their removing the Father-Son relationship of Jesus to His Father
in its Arabic language translation. It turns out that both Wycliffe
and SIL have posted new position statements on their Web sites,
which give the impression that there was never such a proposal
in the first place. We have reproduced excerpts from the Christian
Post article, as well as Wycliffe’s and SIL’s statements, with our
analysis. We leave it up to the reader to decide if Wycliffe and/or
SIL are being totally truthful, or if they are obfuscating the truth
in order to give a false impression.

Quoting Wycliffe’s denial, the Christian Post article also has
a statement from SIL that, “Campaigns of misinformation can
be damaging if left unchallenged, so SIL encourages readers to
take time to investigate the erroneous information that has been
written elsewhere.”

The article further states:

According to the SIL International website, there is
a certain methodology regarding translating familial
terms into other languages. SIL explains that there are
some instances where literally translating familial terms
could lead to misunderstandings for prospective readers.

“There are some cases in which it can be shown that
a word-for-word translation of these familial terms
would communicate an incorrect meaning,” reads an-
other statement by SIL.

“In these situations, the translations convey the
accurate meaning by using terms that clearly have famil-
ial meaning but do not imply a procreative relationship.
Where necessary, Scripture translations should include
an explanation of the meaning of divine familial terms.”

We went to the Wycliffe and SIL Web sites to look at their
most recent statements regarding this issue.

The SIL Web site emphatically denies that SIL would ever
remove the familial terms for the Father-Son relationship as
found in the original languages of Scripture:

Is it true that SIL supports removing “Son of God”
and “God the Father” in Scripture translations? No.

(January 2012) In response to various recent public
accusations, SIL restates emphatically: SIL does not
support the removal of the divine familial terms, “Son
of God” or “God the Father” but rather requires that
Scripture translation must communicate clear under-
standing of these terms.

Without reservation, SIL's Scripture translation
practice is to use wording which accurately communi-
cates to the intended audience the relationship of
Father by which God chose to describe Himself in
relationship to His Son, Jesus Christ, as is stated in the
original languages of Scripture. SIL affirms the eternal
deity of Jesus Christ and insists that it be preserved in
all translations.

SIL appreciates assistance in dispelling the false-
hood that “SIL supports the removal of the divine
familial terms.” Campaigns of misinformation can be
damaging if left unchallenged, so SIL encourages read-
ers to take time to investigate the erroneous informa-
tion that has been written elsewhere. Please feel free to
link to this page explaining SIL’s position and refer
others to this information.

In April, 2012, SIL also composed a position paper titled,
“SIL International Statement of Best Practices for Bible Trans-
lation of Divine Familial Terms,” which was “produced at the
Consultation organized by SIL International in Istanbul, Tur-
key in August of 2011.” The purpose of the Consultation was
to consider the use of familial terms regarding the Father-Son
relationship in Arabic translations of Scripture. The consensus
was that the familial terms must be retained without equivoca-
tion. And this is the course SIL says it will follow.

What SIL doesn’t say is that the reason for the Consultation
was largely due to concerns voiced by Christians who learned
that SIL was, indeed, considering substituting other terms in
place of the familial terms. In its “Statement of Best Practices,”
SIL says:

Prior to the Istanbul Consultation, it was being
debated whether God’s Messiah or Word of God are
acceptable as translation alternatives for Son of God in
the text, together with Son of God explained in the
paratext [e.g., footnotes]. One of the main outcomes of
the consultation was that neither God’s Messiah nor
Word of God adequately conveys the “divine familial”
meaning of Son of God. The purpose of the Istanbul
Statement is to present a set of guidelines or best
practices to ensure that the “divine familial” compo-
nents of meaning are communicated well in the trans-
lated text itself, not just in the paratext. This, however,
should not be misunderstood as a claim that this is the
only possible meaning in every occurrence of the term
Son of God.

UPDATE
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SIL’s decision to maintain the familial terms in its Arabic

translations seems unequivocal, at least in most instances as
implied by the final sentence to that paragraph. However, SIL
also admitted to considering removal of the familial terms,
which is why the controversy arose in the first place. So al-
though we commend them for their proper conclusion, it would
have been good had SIL thanked their detractors for pushing
them to that conclusion.

The situation is a bit different with Wycliffe, which is
curious, considering Wycliffe’s and SIL’s “familial” relationship
for so many decades.

On Wycliffe’s Web site we found what Wycliffe calls “a
summary of the controversy intended to help those who are
newly interested in the topic.” In it we read:

For almost eighty years, Wycliffe has engaged in the
important and challenging ministry of Bible transla-
tion, serving millions of minority language speakers
around the world. One particular challenge—the trans-
lation of the terms used to describe the unique rela-
tionship between God the Father and the Son of God
in some languages that are spoken in communities
dominated by Islam—has gained public attention. As
an online petition circulated early in 2012, some began
to make claims that Wycliffe is taking the term “Son of
God” out of Scripture and making “Muslim-friendly”
Bibles that include translation choices designed to
appease Muslims. These claims are not true.

Wycliffe remains unashamedly committed to the
integrity of Scripture and the doctrine of the Trinity—
God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy Spirit.
We want to assure you that we are not removing terms
for “God the Father” and “Son of God” from the Bibles
that we are translating into other languages. Instead, we
are seeking the most accurate way to translate those
terms from the original Greek and Hebrew texts.…

Wycliffe is committed to maintaining the integrity
of God’s Word. Contrary to what some have suggested,
we are not ashamed of the truth of the Gospel and of
Jesus’ identity as the Son of God. Motivated by our
deep commitment to integrity and by our conviction
that we serve as part of the whole Church, we have
asked a respected third party—the World Evangelical
Alliance (WEA)—to review our practices. We anticipate
their response by April 2013. Our dedication to this
process includes our commitment to submit to the
translation guidelines approved by this panel.

While the WEA is conducting their review, we have
put those few projects in question on hold.

We contacted Wycliffe via e-mail (they do not provide a
phone number for media requests), asking to speak with some-
one qualified to answer a few questions. We have not yet re-
ceived a reply.  Thus, we are left to ask those questions in this
forum, hoping to get that clarification from someone in the
know.

In particular, we wish to know what is meant by the follow-
ing statement:

As an online petition circulated early in 2012, some
began to make claims that Wycliffe is taking the term
“Son of God” out of Scripture and making “Muslim-
friendly” Bibles that include translation choices de-
signed to appease Muslims. These claims are not true.

Wycliffe remains unashamedly committed to the
integrity of Scripture and the doctrine of the Trinity—
God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy
Spirit. We want to assure you that we are not removing
terms for “God the Father” and “Son of God” from the
Bibles that we are translating into other languages.

If Wycliffe says, “These claims are not true,” why has Wyc-
liffe engaged the World Evangelical Association to make a
determination of whether or not the removal of the familial
terms is proper? Wycliffe certainly did not deny that they were
doing this when the controversy first arose. Why, now, does
Wycliffe say the claims are not true? The claims are true.

By saying, “We want to assure you that we are not removing
terms for “God the Father” and “Son of God” from the Bibles
that we are translating into other languages,” the question
arises, does this mean all languages “other” than English, or all
languages other than Arabic? It isn’t clear. It certainly implies
that this includes Arabic translations, but it doesn’t. It merely
includes “other translations.”

So it seems as if Wycliffe is merely not removing these terms
from Bible translations in languages other than Arabic, because
the statement ends with Wycliffe affirming their commitment
to the WEA’s conclusion on the issue, and saying that they have
put these Arabic projects on hold until the WEA’s review is
completed.

So nothing has changed since our last report. Wycliffe is still
awaiting the WEA's conclusions (which were to originally come
by the end of 2012).

If the claims are not true, why did Wycliffe not say that in the
first place months ago? Instead, they defended their position.
Now they are acting as if the allegations were never true in the
first place. This is not honest, and does not befit an organization
that works to promote the Gospel, as Wycliffe claims it does.

Wycliffe’s wording on “other translations” appears to be
another case of obfuscating the truth. Obfuscation is the same
as a lie. It is especially egregious when used to confuse or placate
the Body of Christ.

Contrary to what some may think, we truly want to think the
best of Wycliffe and SIL. Their long history of faithfulness to
the Gospel through translation into many languages must be
acknowledged. But now they continue to act as if they never had
it in mind to obscure the Father-Son relationship in their
Arabic translations, and their detractors are irrational or antag-
onistic for no good reason.

We don’t enjoy having to again update this sad state of
affairs. But believers in Christ are entitled to the truth. Wyc-
liffe’s and SIL’s obfuscation of the truth does not reflect well on
their current leadership.v
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In our previous installment of this series we addressed the
Reformation under the leadership of John Wycliffe and Jon
Hus in England, Martin Luther in Germany, and Huldrych

Zwingli in Scandinavia, particularly Switzerland. These were the
primary movers and shakers within the early years of the
Reformation. Although they held tremendous sway among the
European populace, major conflicts remained between their
adherents and Roman Catholics, and even between the various
Protestant sects. One of the most significant conflicts arose in
England where the Church of England, at the time of Wycliffe
and the Lollard Movement, remained loyal to the papacy. King
Henry VIII remained a devout Catholic, resulting in the
suppression of Wycliffe’s influence. Wycliffe himself died a
Roman Catholic even while attempting to bring reformation to
the Catholic Church.

One of Satan’s tactics is to foment spiritual error in different
camps within Christianity, then pit those camps against one
another. Thus, many Christians found themselves fighting vig-
orously, even militarily, to preserve one error against another
error. Such is the case with how the Church of England came
to split from the papacy under Henry the VIII.

Despite his devout adherence to Romanism, even to the
point of authoring a book critical of Martin Luther, Henry
found himself at odds with his church when he sought an
annulment of his marriage to Catherine of Aragon. Catherine
had borne only one surviving child, Mary, causing Henry to fear
that lack of a male heir would jeopardize his descendants’ claim
to the throne. He wanted to put away Catherine in order to
marry again in the hope of producing a male heir. Pope Julius
II denied Henry’s request, and that denial was reinforced by
Julius’ successor Pope Clement VII.

In defiance of the pope, Henry divorced Catherine. On
January 25, 1533, he married Anne Boleyn, the Marquess of
Pembroke and daughter of Thomas Boleyn, 1st Earl of Wilt-
shire. As a result, Pope Clement VII pronounced the sentence
of excommunication against Henry VIII and Thomas Cranmer,

the Archbishop of Canterbury who at first opposed Henry’s
marriage to Anne, but later approved it.

On September 7, 1533, Anne gave birth to her first child,
Elizabeth, which disappointed Henry. After Anne suffered three
miscarriages and was still unable to produce a male heir for
Henry, he began to court Jane Seymour, the great-great-grand-
daughter of King Edward III of England.

In 1534, Henry VIII was granted by the English Parliament
the first Act of Supremacy, declaring the King of England “the
only supreme head on earth of the Church in England.”

In that same year, the Parliament of England also passed the
Treasons Act which condemned to death under the charge of
treason anyone who protested the Act of Supremacy.

With the Act of Supremacy came the formal split from
Roman Catholicism. Under Thomas Cromwell, the chief min-
ister to Henry VIII from 1532 to 1540, and a strong advocate of
the English Reformation, the Dissolution of the Monasteries
went into effect, disbanding Roman Catholic monasteries, prio-
ries, convents and friaries in England, Wales and Ireland. In all,
825 Roman Catholic religious communities were dissolved.
Large amounts of land and property owned by the Roman
Catholic Church was confiscated by the Crown and ultimately
passed to the nobility and the gentry, creating a strong force in
favor of the English Reformation.

Under Henry VIII the English Reformation came into full
bloom. But unlike the Reformations in other European na-
tions, the English Reformation retained much of the formal
religious trappings of Roman Catholicism.

Additionally, in March, 1534, Parliament passed the First
Succession Act which disavowed Princess Mary, daughter of
Henry by Catherine as illegitimate, and therefore unqualified to
succeed to the throne. This was done in the hope that the yet
unborn child of Henry with Anne Boleyn would be a son. To
Henry’s disappointment Anne bore a daughter who would be
Elizabeth. The First Succession Act required all subjects to
swear an oath to recognize it and the king’s supremacy over
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religious matters. Anyone who refused to take the oath was also
subject to execution under the charge of treason.

Sir Thomas More, an English lawyer, philosopher and Re-
naissance humanist, who was also a counselor to Henry VIII,
and served as Lord Chancellor for a season, believed that “no
temporal man may be the head of the spirituality.” More was a
strong opponent of the Protestant Reformation, so when the Act
of Supremacy was passed, he openly refused to accept Henry VIII
as the supreme head of the Church of England, and opposed
separation from the Roman Catholic Church. He was subse-
quently convicted of treason and was beheaded on July 6, 1535.

Wishing to marry Jane Seymour, Henry had Anne investigat-
ed for treason in 1536. On May 2 of that year Anne was arrested
and imprisoned in the Tower of London. There she was tried
and convicted of adultery, incest and witchcraft, all of which are
viewed by modern historians as trumped-up charges. On May
19, 1536, Anne was beheaded, leaving Henry ostensibly free to
marry Jane, which he did on the thirtieth of that month.

Henry again hoped to have a male heir, this time with Jane.
So in June, 1536, Parliament passed the Second Succession Act,
declaring Elizabeth illegitimate, like Mary, leaving both ineligi-
ble to succeed to the throne.

On October 12, 1537, Jane gave birth to the future King
Edward VI, after which she became gravely ill. There are con-
flicting reports of the cause, but she died on October 24.

Ten years later, on January 28, 1547, Henry VIII died,
content that he had a male heir to the throne. However, Edward
died on July 6, 1553 at the young age of fifteen, after naming his
cousin, Lady Jane Grey as his successor in an attempt to keep
the throne from reverting to Roman Catholic control. His
choice was disputed on the basis of the Third Succession Act
which, under Henry VIII’s reign, restored both Mary and Eliza-
beth to succession behind the then Prince Edward.

Although Lady Jane Grey was first acknowledged as the
Queen on July 9, 1553, with Mary gaining popularity, the Privy
Council of England, made up of senior members of both
Houses of Parliament, gave their allegiance to Mary, and Parlia-
ment declared her the rightful queen in September. Jane was
subsequently declared a usurper of the throne.

Thus, under the Third Succession Act, Mary ascended the
throne as the first sovereign Queen of England. Lady Jane Grey
and her husband, Lord Guildford Dudley, were charged with
treason along with two of Dudley’s brothers and Thomas Cran-
mer who had supported Jane’s succession to the throne. Ulti-
mately, all were found guilty and executed, Jane and Dudley by
beheading.

Jane’s execution was delayed by Mary in order to give Jane a
chance to be converted to Roman Catholicism. Jane refused to
convert, and went to her death a Protestant.

Mary had remained a Catholic, and her accession to the
throne of England undid the reforms of Henry and Edward.
She lost no time in restoring the Crown’s loyalty to the papacy.
Although she initially issued a proclamation stating that she
would not compel any of her subjects to embrace Catholicism,
she soon had leading English reformers imprisoned, among
them John Bradford, John Rogers, Hugh Latimer and Thomas
Cranmer. Her first Parliament declared her mother’s marriage to

Henry VIII valid, and overturned Edward VI’s Protestant laws.
In her brief five-year reign she waged a brutal pogrom against
Protestants, condemning over 280 to burning at the stake, thus
earning her the ignominious nickname, “Bloody Mary.”

Hoping to produce an heir that would prevent Elizabeth, her
successor under the Act of Succession of 1544, to follow her to
the throne, and to keep the Crown under papal rule, Mary wed
Spain’s Prince Philip. Their betrothal precipitated a Protestant
rebellion led by Thomas Wyatt the younger in January, 1554.

The marriage of convenience, which exhibited no genuine
love between the two, produced no heir, although Mary seemed
to suffer from two false pregnancies. She died from influenza at
age 42 at St. James’s Palace, and was succeeded by Elizabeth.

Separated from each other by royal duties of Spain and
England, Philip was not with Mary at her death. He wrote to his
sister Joan: “I felt a reasonable regret for her death.”

With Elizabeth’s accession to the throne England began
again to separate from papal authority.

Parliament passed the Act of Supremacy of 1559 which
re-established the Church of England’s independence. Another
decree of Parliament, the Act of Uniformity of 1559 outlined
the form of Protestantism for the Church of England and
re-established the Book of Common Prayer. The two acts com-
prised what would be called the Elizabethan Religious Settle-
ment, which dealt with the divisions created between Mary I’s
reign and Henry VIII’s and Edward VI’s reigns.

Parliament also created the Reformation Bill that estab-
lished the form of worship and the doctrines of the Church of
England. The bill defined the “Holy Communion” according to
Reformed Protestant theology as opposed to the Roman Catho-
lic doctrine of transubstantiation. While retaining the name
“Mass” for the Eucharist within Anglican tradition, the terms
most commonly used are “Holy Communion,” “Holy Eucha-
rist,” or “the Lord’s Supper.”

With the coronation of Elizabeth I, England again removed
herself from papal domination. In 1563, the Church of Eng-
land established the Thirty-Nine Articles of Religion which defined
the church’s doctrines in distinction to those of Roman Cathol-
icism and Calvinism, the latter of which had influenced the
majority of Christian churches in continental Europe.

From that time until the present, the Church of England has
maintained its independence, although there have been over-
tures made by some toward returning to “Mother Church.”

Anti-Christ’s influence within the English Reformation is
evident in the bloody battles for control, not only between
Roman Catholic and Church of England factions during the
reign of Henry VIII, and later Elizabeth I, but between the
Protestant factions that fought for supremacy within the
Church of England and the Crown. In truth, much of the
Protestant Reformation was stained with the blood of martyrs
on all sides of the religious disputes. So while we recognize
God’s hand in opening His Word to better understanding of
His grace, Satan successfully manipulated many of the human
instruments God used to bring about spiritual enlightenment.
This does not negate the truths they discovered and propagated;
it merely demonstrates how something godly can be turned into
something evil when men succumb to their base nature and
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exercise zeal to the extreme. Anti-Christ is well aware of the
soulish penchant of man to allow pride to reign in his heart, and
begin to think that he is the author and finisher of the faith.

PURITANISM
Soon after the accession of Elizabeth I to the throne of

England, a contingent of English Protestants was emboldened
to express a particular theology which would become known as
Puritanism. These were largely Protestants who had been exiled
during Mary’s bloody reign. Considered radicals within the
Church of England, the Puritans were not allowed any influ-
ence within the Church’s body politic. Restricted by English
laws on religion, the Puritans took to immigrating first to the
Netherlands, then to Ireland and Wales, and eventually to New
England in North America.

The Puritans rejected the episcopal model for their religious
community, and adopted the practice of worshipping on the
Sabbath. Their eschatology was millennial, a departure from
most of the Protestant traditions that continued to follow their
former Roman Catholic amillennial eschatology.

Although initially shunned by the Church of England, the
Puritans eventually became a major political force after the First
English Civil War (1642-1646).

The name “Puritan” was applied by their detractors as a
pejorative because the Puritans did not consider the Church of
England’s reforms to be sufficiently removed from Roman
Catholicism. They demanded more “purity” in teachings and
practice than what they observed in Protestantism in general.
They also promoted education for the general population in
order that they could read the Scriptures for themselves.

The Puritans adopted a form of Reformed theology similar
to Calvinism, yet held to a premillennial eschatological posi-
tion, expecting that Christ would come to establish His millen-
nial reign on the earth, contrary to the amillennialism of
Calvinism and Reformed theology in general.

THE COUNTER-REFORMATION
At the same time England was embroiled in its own intrigues

over religious and political power, the Roman Catholic Church
began to embark on its response to the Protestant Reformation.
The Roman Catholic Counter-Reformation, or Catholic Reviv-
al, began with the Council of Trent which convened from 1545
to 1563, initiated by Pope Paul III (reigned 1534-1549). Al-
though the original Reformers wished only to bring needed
change to the Roman Catholic Church, with no desire to
separate from it, they found nothing but resistance from the
papacy. Thus they were forced to establish their own sectarian
institutions. By the mid-sixteenth century the Catholic Church
recognized the legitimacy of many concerns brought to the
forefront by the Protestant Reformation, spurring Pope Paul III
to commission his cardinals to consider certain institutional
reforms. Most of these centered on financial abuses, including
the selling of indulgences, and on ferreting out corruption
among the priesthood and bishoprics.

Rejecting outright the doctrinal reforms adopted by Protes-
tantism, the Council of Trent maintained the Roman Catholic
sacramental system and religious orders, adhering closely to its
Medieval heritage. The Council also reaffirmed the veneration

of Mary and the Catholic saints, as well as relics associated with
them, among other things that angered the Reformers.

The most notable changes had to do with bringing the
Catholic clergy to more accountability with the intention of
healing the divide between the clergy and the laity. Many priests,
particularly in rural areas, were poorly educated and lacked
theological training. There began a move toward educating the
clergy in Latin, Roman Catholic theology and apologetics by
incorporating the humanist approach toward art and liturgy.
The purpose was to address the need for discipline within the
Church while enhancing the administrative qualities of its
clergy. This has had the effect of creating even a greater divide
between the religious establishment and the laity—one of anti-
Christ’s primary methods of destroying true faith and the priest-
hood of all believers.

At the same time, the Council did try to establish some form
of reasonable integrity to the institution. Bishops could no
longer be appointed for political reasons, and were required to
be responsible for their priestly duties. Many were bishops in
name only, being absent from their dioceses due to responsibil-
ity for their vast land holdings. They were to exercise more
power over all aspects of the religious lives of their flocks.

The Catholic Reformation also saw the rise of a new spiritu-
ality which would morph into what is commonly called Roman
Catholic mysticism. Some of the well-known and influential
among the Catholic mystics were Ignatius of Loyola who found-
ed the Society of Jesus (Jesuits), Teresa of Avila, John of the
Cross, Francis de Sales and Philip Neri. Out of Roman Catholic
mysticism came spiritual exercises that focus on bringing God
into one’s presence through meditation and contemplative
prayer. Much Roman Catholic mysticism focused then, and
does today focus, on devotion to the Virgin Mary. In this way,
anti-Christ has used the religious spirit within man to create
interlopers to the relationship Jesus established between His
disciples and His Father. Mary became the central figure in that
deception.

It was to Mary that victory at the Battle of Lepanto in 1571
was credited. This battle in the Gulf of Corinth saw the main
fleet of the Ottoman Empire defeated by the Holy League, a
coalition of Roman Catholic Mediterranean maritime states
tasked by Pope Pius V with breaking the Ottoman Turks’
control of the eastern Mediterranean Sea.

Although we have seen how anti-Christ was instrumental in
the birth and growth of Islam, the Ottoman Empire was allowed
to go only so far in establishing anti-Christ’s power over the
nations through Islam. That power is kept in abeyance by God,
to be released in the very last days which will see Islam as one of
two major religio-political forces that will form the anti-Christ’s
kingdom. (See our latest book, The Day of Yahweh, Sword
Publishers, 2013). The Lord used one anti-Christ power (The
Holy Roman Empire) to keep Islam from gaining too much
control until that time.

We have seen numerous instances where anti-Christ has
fomented one evil after another, but has lost absolute control
over each of them as they have come into conflict with one
another. Satan’s house divided will not stand.
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The Counter-Reformation was not confined to reformation

within the Catholic Church; it was primarily focused on at-
tempts to regain control over the lands that the Reformers had
gained. The many political and military campaigns saw more
bloodshed, further engorging the appetite of anti-Christ to see
Christians killing Christians. Although the Catholic Church
saw a modicum of success in these campaigns, the Reformation
had taken sufficient hold in enough major European countries
to keep them out of the papacy’s control. Italy, France, Spain
and Portugal, as well as some Baltic countries, were all that
remained of the papacy’s European domain. Much of Eastern
Europe and Asia Minor had long before given allegiance to the
various Eastern Orthodox religions. Yet in spite of the terrible
wound to the Holy Roman Empire, the Catholic Church today
remains by far the largest Christian denomination in the world
with some 1.2 billion adherents, surpassed in number only by
Islam which boasts over 1.6 billion souls.

THE THIRTY YEARS’ WAR
The Reformation continued into the seventeenth century

with a series of religious wars, primarily fought throughout
Central Europe and involving most European nations. These
wars are encompassed within a single historical reference as The
Thirty Years’ War, and lasted from 1618 to 1648. Beginning as
a religious war between Protestants and Catholics within the
Holy Roman Empire, the conflict spread to become one of the
most destructive and protracted conflicts among European na-
tion states.

The Thirty Years’ War began with a cessation of conflict
between German Lutherans and Catholics through the Peace of
Augsburg (1555) ratified by Charles V, Holy Roman Emperor.
According to the Peace of Augsburg, the rulers of the 224
German states could choose between Lutheranism or Catholi-
cism as the official religion for their particular realms, and could
impose their choice upon their subjects. Lutherans were al-
lowed to keep the lands they had seized from the Catholic
Church, but the prince-bishops who had converted to Lutheran-
ism were required to surrender their territories to the Holy
Roman Empire.

The Peace of Augsburg brought an end to certain hostilities,
but it did not resolve major religious differences. Nor did it
address the spreading influence of Calvinism in Germany,
confining its terms to Lutheranism and Catholicism. But more
important, it did not assuage the smoldering undercurrents of
the religious conflict among other nations. France, Spain, Swe-
den, and other portions of the Holy Roman Empire continued
to vie for preeminence with Europe.

Thus, although it began as a religious war, the Thirty Years’
War morphed into a battle for political power which was really
a continuation of the Bourbon-Hapsburg conflict for European
dominance. Again, Christians were pressed into bloodshed of
one another under earthly rulers whose aims were anything but
faithful to the Gospel. Anti-Christ fomented one conflict after
another, enflaming all of Europe and soaking its ground with
the blood of men professing faith in Jesus Christ. The devasta-
tion came not only through weapons of war, but disease and
famine which resulted from the wars.

Mercy was cast aside and brutality was the order of the day.
Pillaging, rape and wholesale destruction of entire villages and
towns reflected the ungodliness of war waged in the name of God.

The Thirty Years’ War came to a conclusion through a series
of treaties, culminating in the Peace of Munster on May 15,
1648. On October 24 of that year the Treaties of Munster and
Osnabrück were signed, marking the official end of the War.

The result of The Thirty Years’ War was the further weaken-
ing of the Holy Roman Empire, which effectively ended the
Reformation period. The European power structure was drasti-
cally altered, and the Protestant states were left in peace.v

Laura Bush demands
retraction from HRC

The National Organization for Marriage (NOM) has
revealed that the Human Rights Campaign (HRC) has
begun an advertising campaign touting statements from

various former GOP officials such as Colin Powell and Dick
Cheney, urging Republicans to accept the idea that same-sex
marriage is “inevitable,” as a tactic to water down opposition.
The HRC included among the GOP elite Laura Bush who was
among those featured in an ad from the mis-named “Respect for
Marriage” coalition. When Mrs. Bush found out about it she
issued a demand that her image and comments be removed. The
HRC coalition had to comply.

COMMENTARY
This is another example of how the mainstream media

ignore newsworthy stories. Had Mrs. Bush snubbed some con-
servative organization we can be sure it would be front-page news.

NOM is in the forefront of political action to combat the
increasing acceptance of same-sex marriage in the United States.
NOM was a strong force behind passage of the Defense of
Marriage Act (DOM) which is currently under attack by the
Obama administration.

We empathize with NOM in its efforts, but we also under-
stand that the destruction of the family in a nation that has
turned its back on the true God is one of His judgments. As the
Supreme Court begins to weigh the arguments against the
Defense of Marriage Act which is threated to be declared
unconstitutional, and Obama and his cohorts continue their
ungodly assault against not only God’s truth, but common
decency, the inevitability of same-sex marriage as a federally-
mandated law becomes more pronounced.

Marriage was the first human institution created by Yahweh.
It is a sacred act that requires defense. And although we may
disagree with the various philosophical and religious back-
grounds of many who join forces in that defense, and thus are
unable to join with them for any social causes, we believe it is
incumbent upon all believers to expose evil in our midst—first
within the Body of Christ, but also in those areas where the
world encroaches upon the Body of Christ and the thinking of
our brethren.v

NOT IN THE NEWS
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It is precisely because theologians try to reason from the
mind that they fall short in their attempts to persuade skeptics
to the truth.

After the discourse between D’Souza and Shermer, Stossel
introduced two scientists:

Ian Hutchinson is a Christian who teaches nuclear
physics at MIT. Lawrence Krauss is a physicist from
Arizona State; he’s an atheist whose new book asserts
that the universe came from nothing. Nothing?

Said Krauss:

Absolutely. The key question is, when you have this
kind of debate, do you need a god; is a god necessary?
Is there evidence for God? And is it rational to believe
in a god. And the answer is, no, no, no. You don’t need
God to create something from nothing. Natural laws
do it all the time. The ancient distinction between
something and nothing—like most of the ancient ideas
that Dinesh has talked about are, have now been
changed or thrown out by science. There’s absolutely
no evidence that there’s any purpose to the universe,
and it’s clearly not rational—forgive me Dinesh—it’s just
not rational; it’s much more rational, as Michael sug-
gested, to force your beliefs to conform to the evidence
of reality rather than the other way around.

Natural laws create something from nothing all the time? If
that’s true, why are things not consistently (or at least occasion-
ally) appearing out of thin air? What empirical evidence is there
for such a statement? Can you imagine the chaotic condition of
a universe where such a thing could occur? Why has there been
only one “Big Bang”? Are we to live in fear that another one
could occur and push the present universe into oblivion? Does
Krauss have the confidence to speed down the highway without
worrying that there may suddenly appear some object that
nature just created from nothing bringing his car to an abrupt
halt?

In what manner have the “ancient distinctions between
something and nothing” been thrown out by science? Is he
speaking of quantum physics, the existence of dark matter, or
some other scientific theorem? This is subjectivism to the max.
Things do exist. And there is no empirical evidence that nature
has ever created something from nothing. Rather than redefine
words, it would be better for scientists to conjure some new
words to mean what they say. Otherwise their pontificating is
nonsense.

If there is no purpose to the universe, then there is no
purpose to mankind. And if there is no purpose to mankind,
then there is no purpose to mankind’s science. My goodness,
then there is no purpose to Lawrence Krauss. And if there is no
purpose to Lawrence Krauss, there is no purpose to Lawrence
Krauss’s “science.” In fact, Lawrence Krauss’s science is then
judged irrational.

If, on the other hand, Lawrence Krauss is in error, then
rational thought must lie on the opposite end of the spectrum
from his position. Rationally, God does exist, and He has given
purpose to the universe.

Stossel turned his attention to Ian Hutchinson, saying, “I’m
impressed. You’re a professor of nuclear science, so I take it you
look at the evidence, and yet you’re confident that there’s a
God. Why do you think there’s an intelligent design? What
convinced you?”

Said Hutchinson:

What convinces me most about the truth of Chris-
tianity is the person, the life, death and resurrection of
Jesus Christ. That seems to me to be evidence. It’s not
scientific evidence, so if you insist that scientific evi-
dence is the only type of evidence that you will listen
to, then you will, yes, rule out religion, but you will also
rule out a whole host of other types of human knowl-
edge like history or philosophy, and so on.

I appreciate Ian Hutchinson’s confidence in the life, death
and resurrection of Jesus. That is the basis on which our salva-
tion rests. But as Hutchinson says, “if you insist that scientific
evidence is the only type of evidence that you will listen to, then
you will, yes, rule out religion.”

To the unregenerate mind what Hutchinson said is foolish-
ness. What, after all, does Jesus’ life, death and resurrection
have to do with it?

Sadly, nothing. Unless we can demonstrate from the rule of
compelling evidence that what Scripture says about Jesus and all
the other issues at hand are true. The only compelling evidence
is that of prophecy, which is peculiar to Scripture. To wit: all the
ancient prophecies relating to the history of Israel, the birth,
life, death and resurrection of Jesus as the Son of God, the
ancient histories of Egypt, Assyria, Babylonia, Persia, Greece,
Rome, and a yet coming world empire, have been fulfilled
without error, with the exception of those pertaining to that
coming world empire and the Lord’s Second Coming.

Regardless what people say, there are no other writings that
offer such compelling evidence of God’s signature on their
words.

At one point, D’Souza put his foot in his mouth:

D’Souza: So the key question is, can we say, based
on everything we know, that scientific laws are true
always and everywhere, and there are no exceptions to
them? Notice that even Lawrence doesn’t say that. He
slipped into “what probably,” because it was the philos-
opher Hume, two hundred years ago, who pointed out
that from no amount of empirical generalizations,
however large, can you draw a conclusion that is true
as a matter of logic. All you can say is that every time
we’ve measured light it goes at speed C. But you don’t
know that on a star a hundred light years away it goes
at that speed; we’ve never measured.

Krauss: We do. We’ve measured it.

D’Souza: We don’t; we assume it.

Stossel
(Continued from page 9)
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Krauss: No, we measure it.

D’Souza: You measure it?

Krauss: The spectra of—the light emitted by that
star is directly related to the speed of light by the laws
of electromagnetism, and you can measure that.

Points for Krauss. Don’t argue science with a scientist.
Said Stossel, “Alright, too science wonky for me. Do you two

[D’Souza and Hutchinson] believe that people are good because
of religion, and wouldn’t be otherwise?”

D’Souza’s reply:

No, I think that there is a universal morality built
into the human nature. But I also think that religion
historically is the transmission belt for teaching morality.
I mean, think of how few people have learned their
morality from Kant, or Hegel, or Schopenhauer. People
have learned their morality from Christianity and Juda-
ism and Hinduism.

Unfortunately “morality” is subjective to particular cultures.
There are many things that one culture may consider moral,
which other cultures may consider immoral, and even amoral.
Morality is the great deceiver that salves the consciences of
people who wish to choose which morality suits them. It isn’t a
matter of morality but of God’s truth. What man deems moral
is irrelevant. What God deems holy is the essence of how we
should live our lives.

Shermer took the lead to say that he has a problem with the
resurrection, and that people who believe “God sacrificed Him-
self to Himself to save us from Himself” are “barking mad.”

This generated animated responses from D’Souza and
Hutchinson who basically argued that all religions have beliefs
that some would consider “barking mad.” Neither addressed
Shermer’s misunderstanding about the nature of salvation. God
did not “sacrifice Himself to Himself to save us from Himself.”

The Word of God, who is God in essence (that is, divine)
came forth from the Father. It was through the Word of God
that all things were created (Jn 1:1-14). The Word of God
became a man in order to provide the sacrifice for mankind that
would reconcile mankind to God. So the Father sacrificed the
Son in order to save us, not from God, but from the consequenc-
es of our sins. We are redeemed  God, not saved  God.

Those who believe in the resurrection are not barking mad,
nor is the logic of salvation barking mad (although Shermer did
get it all wrong). There is no more logic to Shermer’s unbelief
than there is to D’Souza’s belief. Nothing was solved here but
to pile more insults on those who believe in salvation through
the substitutionary atonement of Christ.

Krauss went on to say that “humans are clearly hardwired to
want to believe. As Michael was saying, we created gods from the
time we’ve been human. And we have to recognize, as scientists,
that we want to believe, and we have to work against that.“

Why must Krauss work against his natural instinct to be-
lieve? If it’s natural, then it’s scientific. Even man’s instincts are,
in the skeptic’s thinking, merely natural elements of his physical
nature. Unless, of course, there is more to man than material
existence. Krauss’s argument is illogical in view of his skepticism.

Next came another exchange on the validity of miracles with
Krauss stating that to believe in miracles is irrational.

To this, D’Souza replied:

Well, first of all, I think science itself teaches us that
things that seem stupendous at one time—right?—prove
to be not so stupendous in another time. So for exam-
ple, the idea of making a blind man see, to you and me
seems preposterous. Or the idea of bringing a dead
person back to life. Now what if it was the case a
hundred years from now that, due to technology, we
actually could make blind people see? Suddenly the
idea that blind people can see won’t be so preposter-
ous. So we are prisoners of the limitations of current
knowledge, and consider everything that we don’t
know to be so out of bounds that it’s unthinkable.

D’Souza tries to rationalize miracles by comparing them to
scientific breakthroughs. Should man someday discover scientif-
ic means for the blind to see, it would not be equivalent to a
miracle. What a sad attempt at apologetics. But, then, if apolo-
getics is an art form based on reason alone without appeal to
Scripture, D’Souza must resort to rationalism to win his point.
The problem is that God is not glorified through it.

Stossel again took the conversation in another direction,
asking Krauss if he is comfortable with the idea that when he dies
“it’s just done, over, nothing.”

Krauss responded:

Absolutely. It’s like what it was like before you were
born. People ask, “What is it like after you’re dead?” I
say, “What was it like before you were born?”

Just as there is compelling evidence that the universe was in
existence without us before we were born, which scientists
believe even though they weren’t here to witness it, there is
compelling evidence that God exists and created everything.
Again, that compelling evidence is His signature on Scripture
through fulfilled prophecy.

If skeptics are going to rely on compelling evidence to
“prove” what they admit they cannot prove, then it is just as
rational, if not more so, to rely on compelling evidence that still
rests with us in the form of God’s written Word.

The discourse ended on that note. Stossel then introduced
a video segment with Bill Nye, AKA “the science guy.”

Nye’s position rested almost entirely on the illogical premise
that, because the earth is billions of years old, it proves that God
does not exist. This faulty reasoning, of course, is based on the
insistence by some creationists that the earth is merely 6,000 to
10,000 years old. But because the earth may be more than
10,000 years old does not negate the truth that God created it.
Nye’s reasoning is illogical: the earth is ancient, therefore God
doesn’t exist.

Again, his reasoning is based on the belief that everyone who
believes in God also believes in a young earth. Not all do. And
even if all did believe that, it wouldn’t mean God doesn’t exist. It
would mean only that they may be in error as to the age of the earth.

More often than not, those who insist on logic are as illogical
as those they accuse of being illogical.
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It is no more scientific to leave God out of the equation than

it is to put Him into the equation, particularly when there is no
empirical evidence to say evolution is an absolute fact, and that
God doesn’t exist as a matter of fact. In view of man’s superior-
ity over all nature, which is at least to some degree evidence of
his being a special creation, it would not be unscientific to
suggest that God had a part in the creation of the universe. By
leaving God out of the equation you are robbing children of the
opportunity to choose what to believe. And you wonder why
modern man is losing hope, being a prisoner to the pragmatic,
soulless, sterility of science, so-called.

Nye continued to trumpet his belief in evolution, saying that
when you pursue the answers to the questions of “Where did we
come from?” and “Are we alone?” you make discoveries, one of
which is evolution.

But, no, evolution is not one of the scientific discoveries.
Evolution still, after all these decades, lacks empirical evidence
to support it. Yet it has become (illogically) the mantra of
skeptics who have commandeered the scientific community,
even to the point of persecuting those who disagree with them.

Stossel pointed out that “there’s no evidence of that spark
that created actual life. Why can’t that be God?”

Nye responded “Well, if you want to say it’s God, it is
unknowable. As we say, you can’t test—you can’t prove a negative,
and so that is to say I can’t prove it’s not, for example, but the
earth is not ten thousand years old. Ancient dinosaurs did walk
this planet up to sixty-five million years ago. Evolution is not a
top-down thing where there’s a plan and a design on a drawing
board—or the spiritual equivalent of a drawing board—and then
organisms are created. Instead, it’s bottom-up that once life gets
going, it creates mutations and these mutations lead to us.”

Again, there is no incompatibility with an ancient universe
and the existence of God. This icon of science is one of the most
illogical persons to have such a large platform from which to
peddle his pseudoscience.

Stossel pressed further, “But you just slipped in the line,
‘once life gets going.’ I mean, why should we believe that wasn’t
done by God?”

Now, if you want to claim that God started life, and
then three-and-a-half billion years went by and here we
are, well I, that’s very difficult to disprove. On the
other hand, if you say that the earth is only 10,000
years old, that’s very straightforward to disprove.

Again, a skeptic admits he can’t know, in spite of his refusal
to believe. In truth, it is impossible to disprove that God exists.
Yet if all the skeptics would take some time to search the
Scriptures with an unbiased desire to know the truth, not for
intellectual gratification, but out of an honest heart to know if
God exists, and, if so, to give their lives to Him, He will reward
them with knowledge of His mysteries—mysteries far beyond
anything man’s science is able to discover.

The humble shall see this, and be glad, and your
heart that seeks God shall live. (Ps 69: 32)

Let us put away our human pride and humble ourselves
before God and men to search out the truth.v

And they said, “Nothing.”
Then He said to them, “But now, he who has a bag,

let him take it, and likewise his purse. And he who has
no sword, let him sell his clothing and buy one.

“For I say to you that this which is written must yet
be accomplished in me: ‘And He was reckoned among
transgressors,’ for the things concerning Me have con-
cluded.”

And they said, “Lord, look, here are two swords.”
And He said to them, “It is enough.” (Lk 22:35-38)

Some say that the Lord was telling them that they may need
swords to protect them against wild animals, not against people.
Those who want to defend themselves in all circumstances say
this is proof that the Lord wants us to defend ourselves against
men. But would they not already be prepared for wild animals?

We know that the Lord has instructed us to not resist those
who persecute us for our faith, but He is silent about resisting
those who attack us for any other reason. It’s unlikely He had
wild animals in mind.

As far as His statement, “It is enough,” it doesn’t necessarily
mean that they were limited to two swords among them, or that
He was saying, “That’s enough!” as a suggestion that they not
bring it up.

He clearly told them that if they didn’t have a sword, they
should sell something in order to buy one. But He didn’t make
a great deal of it. Nor does Scripture give any examples of the
Lord’s disciples defending themselves against human predators.
On the other hand, Scripture gives no examples of them being
engaged by human predators other than for their faith.

Scripture is silent in these matters apart from God’s praise
of those who defended Israel. Yet those who are too eager to use
these Old Testament verses to justify violence, even in self-
protection, have to ask themselves why they are so eager. Some
believers brag that they’re ready to kill to protect what is theirs—
possessions as well as family. That is the wrong spirit.

Whenever force is used for right it must be with sorrow and
reluctance. We must not rejoice when our enemy falls (Pr 24:17).

Ultimately, how far one goes in protecting one’s family is
between him and the Lord. If one who prepares for such an
eventuality by owning a gun is looked upon as lacking faith, let
the Lord be his judge. It’s a different degree than using locks,
alarms and dogs, but it’s the same basic principle: protection
from an evil world.

If, on the other hand, one who refuses to own a gun is
looked upon as naïve or weak, let the Lord be his judge as well.
He has chosen to go only so far in his protective mode.

In all things, let us be sure we are not acting out of hatred or
greed, considering the life of a lawbreaker less valuable than the
“treasures” we wish to protect.

And let us not judge our brother based on how we perceive
“faith” when it comes to issues of life that are not spelled out in
an absolute fashion by God’s Word.v

SANDY HOOK: WHERE WAS
GOD?

(Continued from page 12)
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New pope pops
up from nowhere

Pope Benedict XVI stunned the
world with his announcement
that he would retire from the

papacy, the first pope to resign in almost
600 years. His departure has stirred

much speculation about who might follow. There were a number
of lists of prospective successors, compiled from various news
agencies and religious sources.

It wasn’t a dramatic choice, and certainly not one that was
expected. Out of the 115 Roman Catholic cardinals that were
being considered to replace Pope Benedict XVI, Jorge Bergoglio
of Argentina was not even among the top twenty candidates.
But he seems to be the answer to some who were looking for a
non-European to break the two millennia old tradition of
choosing European popes. Considering that Latin American
Catholics make up about half the 1.2 billion members world-
wide, perhaps the College of Cardinals deemed it prudent to
give them a voice.

Although spiked with enthusiasm, the response of the crowd
outside St. Peter’s Basilica was relatively subdued in greeting
Francis I compared to those which welcomed Benedict XVI
and, especially, John Paul II. It was almost as if the largely Italian
gathering was at to some degree disappointed.

I was somewhat surprised at the decision, considering the
credentials of some of the leading candidates. Especially intrigu-
ing was Cardinal Angelo Scola, Archbishop of Milan. Scola is a
scholar on Islam and Christian-Muslim dialogue. I expected that
had he been elected he might work at solidifying Roman
Catholic/Muslim relationships. This might have been seen by
the College of Cardinals as especially prudent considering the
central role of Islam in virtually all the world’s turmoil today. If
not Scola, I thought perhaps someone from a third-world coun-
try—but one that is at least somewhat westernized. Although
Argentina is not in the class of the most dire third-world coun-
tries, it is certainly not first-world. But it is westernized.

The West is slowly distancing itself from support of Israel,
and the current administration in the U.S. is sympathetic to
Islam. Despite the large Zionist lobby in Washington, D.C.,
Obama may be waiting for a good reason to at least begin to
divest the U.S. of responsibility for Israel’s security. This could
lend strength to both Islam’s and Catholicism’s claims to Jerusa-
lem. (See my book, The Day of Yahweh, Sword Publishers, 2013).

It seems things have gone in another direction, at least for
the time being. God’s timetable is not necessarily in step with
how we perceive things. We will have to wait and see how
Francis I addresses these important issues. As a reformer in
Argentina, I expect he will promote social and economic reform
worldwide.

In view of Bergoglio’s choice of Francis I as his papal name,
it would be good to put to rest once and for all the alleged
prophecies of “Saint” Malachy, a 12th-century archbishop of
Armagh, Ireland. Malachy’s “prophecies” were first published
by Benedictine monk Arnold de Wyon in 1595, and are pur-
ported to predict the succession of future popes, the very last to
be named Petrus, or Peter. Historically, out of respect for Peter,
whom Catholicism claims was the first pope, no successor to the
papacy has ever taken the name Peter. Nothing has changed.

The next-to-last pope would be Number 265, who is Bene-
dict XVI. The final pope would be Benedict’s successor, who,
according to the prophecy, would reign during the Apocalypse.

According to Malachy, the next-to-last pope’s motto is “Glo-
ry of the Olive,” which allegedly links Benedict XVI to his
namesake, Benedict of Nursia, founder of the Benedictine
Order, one branch of which is the Olivetans. Another link is his
dedication to peace and reconciliation, which the olive branch
symbolizes. The final portion of Malachy’s alleged prophecy,
written in Latin, reads in English:

In the final persecution of the Holy Roman
Church, there will sit.

Peter the Roman, who will pasture his sheep in
many tribulations, and when these things are finished,
the city of seven hills will be destroyed, and the dread-
ful judge will judge his people. The End.

Considering that even Satan can prophesy accurately on
occasion, we must remember that such prophecies are not God’s
Word, nor are they immune from God’s ability to overrule them.

Scholars have determined that the accuracy of the “prophe-
cies” ends with 1590, five years before they were first published
by Wyon. After that year the accuracy suffers, giving reason to
believe that Wyon’s attribution to Malachy was either the result
of his being fooled by whomever he got them from, or his being
complicit in a scam to lend an aura of God’s favor on a particular
candidate for pope. The Roman Catholic Church has judged
them a forgery.

It is, however, curious that as we see the biblical prophecies
of the last days unfolding, Malachy (or Wyon) would choose to
end the list with the upcoming pope. If, by God’s allowance,
these predictions are even partially true, and the final prediction
is accurate, then the next pope could be the last.

 The Catholic Church believes that the pope is chosen by the
Holy Spirit. Although we know that the institution itself is
man-made and fraught with evil, they are not too far off the
mark. God does not choose the pope as the shepherd of His true
flock. But as the one who establishes all authority on earth, He
does choose the pope as his instrument to implement His divine
plan, just as He chooses all secular authority, even the most evil.

True believers in Christ need not fear whatever transpires.
We know the present world system is condemned, but we are
not subject to that condemnation.v

EDITORIAL
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Q&A (Continued from page 14)

And to you who are troubled rest with us, when the
Lord Jesus shall be revealed from heaven with his
mighty angels,

In flaming fire taking vengeance on them that know
not God, and that obey not the gospel of our Lord
Jesus Christ:

Who shall be punished with everlasting destruction
from the presence of the Lord, and from the glory of
his power. (2Th 1:7-9)

And the smoke of their torment ascendeth up for
ever and ever:

and they have no rest day nor night, who worship
the beast and his image, and who so ever receiveth the
mark of his name. (Rv 14:11)

And the devil that deceived them was cast into the
lake of fire and brimstone, where the beast and the
false prophet are, and shall be tormented day and night
for ever and ever. (Rv 20:10)

For true and righteous are his judgments: for he
hath judged the great whore, which did corrupt the
earth with her fornication, and hath avenged the blood
of his servants at her hand.

And again they said, Alleluia. And her smoke rose
up for ever and ever. (Rv 19:2-3)

The question is whether these Scriptures refer to eternal
punishment or merely punishment of long duration. The truth
is that it could mean either. Athough it is possible that these
words may mean of long duration, they are also used extensively
to describe eternal life, the eternal God, and all that pertains to
eternity as unending—without beginning and without end. If we
wish to pick and choose which definition to apply to eternal
damnation based on what we think it should be, we may find
ourselves straying significantly from the truth.

L. Berkhof, in Systematic Theology, (Grand Rapids: Wm. B.
Eerdman’s Publishing Co., 1939, 1941, 1974) states it this way:

In Matt. 25:46 the same word describes the duration
of both, the bliss of the saints and the penalty of the
wicked. If the latter is not, properly speaking, unending,
neither is the former; and yet many of those who doubt
eternal punishment, do not doubt everlasting bliss.

If the idea of eternal torment for the lost is repugnant to us,
we must take that up with the Father. Who are we to counsel
God? It is by His pleasure that all things exist; it isn’t up to the
creature to correct the Creator.

At best we may speculate that “eternal” does not mean
without end as it is found in all instances. But one may not be
dogmatic about it, as some have been. In view of the preponder-
ance of Scriptures that speak of eternal life, the eternal God-
head, and all the things we want to be without end, using the
same words to describe the fate of the lost, we would be going
contrary to reason to insist that the condition of the lost is not
eternal.

Technically, “hell” does not exist as it is characterized in
English culture and tradition. If “hell” is Sheol or Hades, it will
be cast into the lake of fire. It is the lake of fire that will continue
for eternity, not Sheol or Hades or “hell.” That both sheol and
geena are translated “hell” indicates a lack of understanding of
this biblical truth. But this is, again, where myth must give way
to God’s Word if we are to understand His truth.

Given the uncertainty of the use of these terms, it would be
wrong to condemn Seventh-day Adventists for choosing to
believe contrary to the traditional Evangelical Christian belief
in eternal damnation. Yet we cannot accept the SDA position
out of hand either.

Investigative Judgment: “And as during the typical Day
of Atonement the cleansing of the earthly sanctuary
removed the sins accumulated there, so the heavenly
sanctuary is cleansed by the final removal of the record
of sins in the heavenly books. But before the records are
finally cleared, they will be examined to determine who
through repentance and faith in Christ is entitled to
enter His eternal kingdom. The cleansing of the heaven-
ly sanctuary, therefore, involves a work of investigation
or judgment that fully reflects the nature of the Day of
Atonement as a day of judgment. This judgment, which
ratifies the decision as to who will be saved and who will
be lost, must take place before the Second Advent, for at
that time Christ returns with His reward ‘to give to every
one according to his work’ (Rev. 22:12). Then, also,
Satan’s accusations will be answered (cf. Rev. 12:10).

“All who have truly repented and by faith claimed
the blood of Christ’s atoning sacrifice have received
pardon. When their names come up in this judgment
and they are found clothed with the robe of Christ’s
righteousness, their sins are blotted out and they are
accounted worthy of eternal life (Luke 20:35). ‘He who
overcomes,’ Jesus said, ‘shall be clothed in white gar-
ments, and I will not blot out his name from the Book
of Life; but I will confess his name before My Father
and before His angels’ (Rev. 3:5).”

This doctrine is perhaps the most severe. It posits that
believers are not fully “clothed with the robe of Christ’s righ-
teousness,” nor are their sins blotted out, nor are they account-
ed worthy of eternal life, until they are judged. In essence,
although we have received pardon, our position is not secure
until the judgment.

Now, it is true that all these benefits will not be fully realized
until the resurrection and the judgment of believers by Christ
Jesus. But through genuine faith in His atoning sacrifice our
sins are blotted out now; we are accounted worthy of eternal life
now; we are fully clothed with the robe of Christ’s righteousness
now. The work of salvation was finished on the cross; it will not
be finished in a future “investigation.” There is no need to be
investigated. By virtue of inclusion in the first resurrection we
will already have been judged righteous. It is for rewards in
relation to our faithful service that we will be judged, not for
salvation.
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I believe most SDA members would agree with this, but the

unfortunate wording (even the existence) of this doctrine leaves
the institution subject to judgment on the part of other believers.

The Sabbath: “The beneficent Creator, after the six
days of Creation, rested on the seventh day and institut-
ed the Sabbath for all people as a memorial of Creation.
The fourth commandment of God’s unchangeable law
requires the observance of this seventh-day Sabbath as
the day of rest, worship, and ministry in harmony with
the teaching and practice of Jesus, the Lord of the
Sabbath. The Sabbath is a day of delightful communion
with God and one another. It is a symbol of our re-
demption in Christ, a sign of our sanctification, a token
of our allegiance, and a foretaste of our eternal future
in God’s kingdom. The Sabbath is God’s perpetual sign
of His eternal covenant between Him and His people.
Joyful observance of this holy time from evening to
evening, sunset to sunset, is a celebration of God's
creative and redemptive acts. (Gen. 2:1-3; Ex. 20:8-11;
Luke 4:16; Isa. 56:5, 6; 58:13, 14; Matt. 12:1-12; Ex.
31:13-17; Eze. 20:12, 20; Deut. 5:12-15; Heb. 4:1-11;
Lev. 23:32; Mark 1:32.)”

In perusing various SDA sources, I find that the institution is
careful not to condemn outright those who do not keep the
Sabbath. Whereas SDA does strongly condemn Roman Catholi-
cism, and rightly points out that it was Roman Catholicism that
changed the day for Christians to worship from the Sabbath to
Sunday, SDA teaches there are true believers in all institutions,
including those who worship on Sundays. So those who continue
to worship on Sunday must be careful to apply Colossians 2:16
in their own judgment:

Therefore, let no man judge you in food, or in
drink, or in respect of a holy day, or of the new moon,
or of the Sabbath days, which are a shadow of things to
come. But the body is of Christ.

(For a more in-depth study on the Sabbath, see our special
report, Facts and Fallacies of the Resurrection.)

Two historical problems with SDA were its trying to set the
time for the Lord’s return (which shouldn’t disqualify them for
salvation), and regarding Ellen G. White as a prophetess (a
serious error in judgment, but, again, can we say people are lost
for placing their trust in her any more than some evangelicals
place their trust in other men or women above Scripture?) It’s a
human failing to place one’s total trust in anyone other than
Christ, but many true believers do just that because they either
don’t or won’t find time to study the Word for themselves.
Their failure to do so will result in stunted spiritual growth, but
will not necessarily disqualify them for salvation.

So while I would say that the SDA organization is in error in
these and a few other areas, I can’t bring myself to judge all their
members as non-Christians. Certainly, just as in all religious
institutions, some are unbelievers, and others may easily be
misguided Christians. That’s what we find in every church,
including fundamentalist, evangelical churches.

Ultimately, the Lord Himself will be the judge of every soul.v

Brother Al,
I received the book, The Day of Yahweh. I’m so excited! Thank

you so much. I’m mesmerized by the picture on the cover. That
picture made the hairs on the back of my neck stand up. Praise God!

I’m going to read it more than once and study it thoroughly
with the Bible. The book will also be used in our Bible study
group. I promise to be a good Berean.

I was wondering what is your take on Peter S. Ruckman? I
ask because we have a new brother who just joined our Bible
study group that has a great deal of admiration for this Bible
teacher. He simply thinks that the KJB is the Bible to use.

Well, we all agree. The Bible we use for our group is the KJB,
but anyone is welcome to come join us.

I read a small pamphlet by Dr. Ruckman. It was pretty strong
stuff, and he’s real dogmatic on his stand for the A.V. 1611.
Please let me know if I should be careful with this teacher.
Thank you. Your ministry has made a difference in my life.

Your brother in Christ,
V.R., Wasco, CA

Dear. V.R.,
Thank you for your kind and encouraging letter, and for

enthusiasm about The Day of Yahweh. We are blessed that you
and your fellow inmates are growing in the knowledge of the
Lord and His Word. By all means, be a Berean. I encourage our
readers to test all we say by God’s Word, and because The Day of
Yahweh is a different take on eschatology than what is popularly
accepted today, it is especially important to do so.

Peter Ruckman posits that the KJB is the only true inspired
Word of God that corrected alleged errors in the original He-
brew and Greek autographs. Even the newer KJB’s are suspect
to him. He believes the KJB is fulfillment of God’s prophecy that
He would preserve His Word. Elaborate theories have been
developed to “prove” this, but they ultimately fail.

The King James scholars were members of the Church of
England which was founded upon the sin of Henry VIII who
sought to separate from Rome only because he wanted to
divorce his first wife. They were greatly influenced by that
church’s theology which was not far removed from that of
Roman Catholicism. The Anglican Church is only slightly re-
moved from Rome, not being a part of the original Reforma-
tion, but separating itself from all others on the basis of Henry
VIII’s headship. The kings and queens of England are the popes
of the Anglican Church, in title if not generally in practice.

God’s Word was preserved throughout the centuries before
King James commissioned his Bible. As great a work as it is, it is
lacking in respect to the original manuscripts and their faithful
(or near faithful) reproductions. The King James translators did
not use only the Byzantine text, but consulted the Latin Vulgate,
the Septuagint and other prior English translations.

I believe the KJB is still the best translation, primarily be-
cause it is based on the majority Byzantine Greek texts rather
than the Westcott-Hort compilation of texts that differ to vary-
ing degrees. That is why I use the KJB as the basis for my quotes,
although I do update the language, spelling and syntax. But I do
not believe it is superior to the original Hebrew and Greek.

Al
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liberal than Catholics worldwide. Were a similar poll conducted
in predominantly Roman Catholic countries the outcome
would be very different. There is far more veneration toward the
church and its traditions there.

The cardinals, most of whom are traditionalists, would most
likely act apart from what any poll says. They may be politicians,
but they are not beholden to the people for their positions.
Worldwide public opinion may sway them somewhat, but a
small national poll isn’t going to push them over the edge.

In short, Catholics might change a lot, but the Catholic
Church doesn’t change much.v

City bans ‘Christ’ from
council prayers
Christian ministers have conducted invocations at the

Kelso City Council meetings since the 1950s. But the
Kelso-Longview Ministerial Association in Washington

State has said it will no longer provide invocations for the
Longview City Council meetings after the mayor said they could
not mention Jesus Christ. Mayor Don Jensen fears that mention
of “Jesus” or “Christ” could expose the city to lawsuits.

COMMENTARY
We commend the ministerial association for its decision to

stop providing the invocation or the city council meetings. It
may mean that a person of another religion will take over, but
so what? It is clear that the world, even in the “Christian”
United States of America, increasingly wants nothing to do with
our Lord and Savior. It isn’t just that other religions are gaining
ascendency in the U.S.; Christianity is still by far the majority
religion. But a majority of those who call themselves Christians
have no true conviction of the faith. Nor do they really under-
stand or care about the majesty of Christ.

Is this not what the Lord told us all along?

If the world hates you, you know that it hate Me
before it hated you. If you were of the world, the world
would love its own. But because you are not of the
world, but I have chosen you out of the world, therefore
the world hates you.

Remember the word that I said to you: the servant
is not greater than his lord. If they have persecuted Me,
they will also persecute you; if they have kept My saying,
they will keep yours also.

But they will do all these things to you for My
name’s sake because they do not know Him who sent
Me.…

He who hates Me hates My Father also. (Jn 15:18-23)

I don’t know Mayor Jensen, but I doubt he is a Buddhist,
Hindu, Muslim, Jew or atheist. It doesn’t really matter; he is a

politician, and politicians are sold out to the world system. This
is why it is virtually impossible for a true believer to hold public
office. If he were true to God’s Word one or more of these
consequences would follow: 1) he would have to tolerate unrigh-
teous laws or be declared lawless himself; 2) he would be con-
stantly fighting his peers for passage of righteous laws; 3) he
would become frustrated with the inability to remain true to
Scripture while conducting his official duties; 4) he would have
to compromise in areas that directly affect his faith; 5) if he
managed to succeed at all, he would be drummed out of office
through an incessant attack by the secular media.

Does this mean that no politician in the United States is a
true believer in Christ? Not necessarily. But at the least it means
that those who may be true believers are compromising God’s
Word somewhere, even if it is by remaining silent where speech
is necessary to expose evil and/or to right wrongs.

We must not judge them; we must pray for them. But let’s
not think this world system will ever become righteous. It is
under Satan’s dominion until the Lord returns. Jesus Christ is
the only leader in whom we can place our unequivocal trust.v

Al-Jazeera buys Al
Gore’s Current TV
The Pan-Arab news channel Al-Jazeera has completed its

purchase of the left-leaning Current TV channel which
was co-founded by former Vice President Al Gore. Prior

to the sale, Al-Jazeera’s reach into American homes was limited
to a few large metropolitan areas including New York and
Washington, D.C. It now has almost ten times the reach into
some 40 million households. Al-Jazeera is owned by the govern-
ment of Qatar, and has come under fire from some American
politicians for telecasting messages from al-Qaida.

COMMENTARY
Now we go from far left to potentially radical Islam while a

former vice president reaps the profit.
It’s legal. But is it right?v

NEWS
(Continued from page 5)

Why does The Bible TV series
lack biblical accuracy?

Consider the Board of Advisors:
Rick Warren - Pastor of Saddleback Church, California;
Joel Osteen - Pastor of Lakewood Church, Lakewood, TX;
T.D. Jakes - Pastor of The Potter’s House, Dallas, TX;
Cynthia Hale - Senior pastor, Ray of Hope; Co-chair, Women
     in Ministry for Obama;
Cardinal William Wuerl - Archdiocese of Washington, D.C.;
Bishop Anthony Taylor - Catholic bishop of Little Rock, AR;
Richard Mouw - President & Professor of Christian
     Philosophy at Fuller Theological Seminary;
Samuel Rodriguez - National Hispanic Christian Leadership
     Conference;
Dr. Miroslav Volf - Yale Univ. Center for Faith and Culture.



WWW.MEDIASPOTLIGHT.ORG

DON’T READ THIS BOOK
IF YOU WANT TO BELIEVE ALL YOU’VE  HEARD FROM

YOUR FAVORITE “PROPHECY TEACHERS”

T HE DAY OF Yahweh is the result of 25 years of research into biblical prophecy
and human history. Readers will be startled and perhaps even dismayed to
find that their eschatology, based on the teachings of trusted “experts” in

the field of last-days teachings, has been largely misguided.
Subjects of debate among Christians of varying persuasions are finally able to be

settled.
� Will there really be a Millennium when Christ will reign over all the nations from

Jerusalem?
� If so, why will the nations continue to worship false gods?
� Will there really be a temple built in present-day Jerusalem?
� What is the difference between prophetic history and human history?
� How many “great tribulation” periods are there? Are they worldwide or local to

Jerusalem?
� Is America found in biblical prophecy?

The answers to these and many other questions are likely contrary to what you
may have learned.

THE DAY OF YAHWEH IS AVAILABLE FROM SWORD PUBLISHERS
www.swordpublishers.com

By mail: Sword Publishers - P.O. Box 640 - SEQUIM, WA 98382 Item #B-1109 Paperback $18 Free U.S. Postage

“Be kind to one another, tenderhearted, forgiving one
another, even as God for Christ’s sake has forgiven you.”
(Ephesians 4:32)

Remember that old song, Little Things Mean a Lot?  Who
isn’t blessed by the small kindnesses that surprise us
from time to time? While chatting with a friend, she

related how, when she was a girl, her mother frequently
commented, “Your sister has the brains, but you have a big
heart.”

I don’t know about the first part of her mother’s observa-
tion, but she was right about the second part. This dear friend
is so in tune to other’s needs, never failing to make herself
available. Hospitality is also part of her nature. Inviting
friends to impromptu dinners is not unusual. All who know
her appreciate her for the sweet ways she extends to others.

A kindhearted woman gains respect. (Pr 11:16a.)

While sorting through some Media Spotlight mail, my eye
was immediately drawn to an envelope containing a greeting
card. Curious, since it’s not birthday time, I opened it.  It was
an Easter card from a prison inmate.

Easter aside, this was particularly kind because I know he
wanted the card to be a special blessing to us. How very
heartwarming it is to know that.

Out of the blue one day, a sister-in-the-Lord who attends
our house assembly meeting brought me a little gift—a leopard
print scarf. She said it made her think of me when she saw it
(I love leopard print anything), and she just had to get it for
me. What a delightful surprise! I was so blessed by her
thoughtfulness!

Acts of kindness are simple ways of showing consideration
toward others. Being patient behind a slow driver no matter
how irritated we feel; simply being courteous to people
around us, remembering to say “thank you” often; being
generous toward that wait person whose service might not be
the greatest; being careful to express appreciation where it’s
due; being faithful in taking time to pray for someone’s
needs, or, more important, making an effort to put other’s
needs before our own.

 Love is silence –when your words would hurt.
 Love is patience – when your neighbor’s curt.
 Love is deafness – when a scandal flows.
 Love is thoughtfulness – for other’s woes.
 Love is promptness – when stern duty calls.
 Love is courage – when misfortune falls.

  (Unknown author)
Al and I are always blessed by the kind words of encourage-

ment our readers send our way. They truly offset some of the
harsh criticism that also comes along.v

The Bible is the only book whose Author is
always present when one reads it.

   By Jean Dager




