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The headline from a Christian “prophecy” letter caught my
attention: “New DNA Science Research Confirms… ‘Jews’
Are Not Descendants of Abraham.” Following was a

quote from Revelation 2:9: “I know the blasphemy of those
which say they are Jews, and are not, but are the Synagogue of
Satan.” The gist of the article is that the Jews who possess the
modern state of Israel are not biological Jews, but are descendants
of a Turkic clan known as Khazars who originated in the
Caucasus area of Southern Russia and converted to Judaism.
Thus, we are told, the land of Israel should rightly be occupied
by the Palestinians who can trace their ancestry to Abraham.

This may seem like startling news, but it isn’t a new hypothesis.
I recall hearing this when I was managing Poor Richard’s Book-
store in Hollywood, California, in the early 1960s. It is only lately
that it has made it into the Christian mainstream via some news-
letters that seem to focus on the illegit-
imacy of the Jews and their alleged plot
to conquer the world through Zionism.

This Christian “prophecy” newslet-
ter cites historian Shlomo Sand’s book,
The Invention of the Jewish People (Brook-
lyn: Verso, 2009) as evidence that mod-
ern Jews are usurpers of the land
promised to the descendants of Abra-
ham. The newsletter offers further
strength to that claim by also citing
news of a 2012 DNA study conducted
by Dr. Eran Elhaik, geneticist research-
er at Johns Hopkins University School
of Medicine. According to the newslet-
ter, Elhaik’s research has found that “today’s ‘Jews’ originated from
Khazaria and not Israel. They are not the seed of Abraham.”

The citing of Sand’s book, combined with Elhaik’s research,
compelled me to dig deeply into these claims to see if they truly
are not just credible but verifiable beyond a reasonable doubt.
My prayer in beginning this study was that only the truth would
come forth, and if my understanding has been erroneous it
must be corrected. With that, I set out to study both Elhaik’s
research paper and Sand’s book. What I have concluded will
dismay some and hearten others. But regardless where the
reader stands on this issue at present, it is my prayer that all will
acquiesce to the truth and thus honor the Lord.

THE BASIS FOR THE CLAIM
According to Shlomo Sand, there is no archaeological or

historical evidence that the Jews were ever a “people” who
established a kingdom of any significance, nor were they exiled
from the land of Judea by the Romans. He does not accept the
Bible as a historical book in the least, but as a collection of
myths invented by a minor tribal community to embellish its
history. He believes that virtually the entire Bible is metaphor.
Says Sand:

The various ancient authors and editors sought to
create a coherent religious community, and drew lav-
ishly on the glorious politics of the past to prepare a
stable, durable future for a cult center in Jerusalem.
Concerned to isolate it from the idolatrous population,
they invented the category of Israel as a sacred, chosen

people whose origins lay else-
where, in contrast to Canaan, a
local anti-people of hewers of
wood and drawers of water. This
text-group’s appropriation of the
name Israel was perhaps due to
its rivalry with the Samaritans,
who saw themselves as heirs to
the kingdom of Israel.

…Some of the leaders, judges,
heroes, kings, priests and prophets
(mainly the later ones) who popu-
late the Bible may have been his-
torical figures. But their time, their
relationships, their motives, their

real power, the boundaries of their rule, their influence
and manner of worship—that is to say, what really matters
in history—were the product of a later imagination. Like-
wise, the intellectual and religious consumers of the
biblical story cycles—namely, the early Jewish faith com-
munities—took shape much later. (p. 126)

The idea that the Bible is myth invented by the Jews is not
new. In his book, Table Talk, in which he recounts a conversa-
tion with Nazi Party head Martin Bormann, Adolph Hitler
called the Bible “a myth invented by the Jews.” This is a chorus
of all anti-Christs, and Sand bases his argument on that chorus:

(Continued on page 12)

ARE NOT THE JEWS, JEWS?
THE KHAZARIAN HYPOTHESIS EXAMINED
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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,

This issue contains a number of in-depth articles on important subjects that
affect the Body of Christ in serious ways. Our lead article, as you can see,
addresses the increasingly accepted claim that Jews—particularly Eastern
European Jews who comprise a large segment of the population in the State of
Israel—are not really descendants of Abraham.

What will this do to much of the pro-Israel Christian Zionist movement? Our
analysis of this movement looks at the claims of DNA researchers and historians
who challenge the validity of a Jewish race.

The World Evangelical Alliance (WEA) has completed its review of the
Wycliffe/SIL move to eliminate the Father-Son relationship in their Arabic-
language Bibles. Our analysis of the WEA Review Panel’s recommendations
reveals a mixed-bag of vacillation that the WEA claims does not necessarily
reflect the views of the organization. Some of the Panel’s comments reflect the
concerns voiced by those in opposition to Wycliffe/SIL’s plans; some reflect
Wycliffe/SIL’s position. Those not involved in Bible translations are told
outright they have no business criticizing what those involved in it do.

Martin and Deidre Bobgan, whose ministry has set the benchmark for
analysis of psychological integrationism, have graciously allowed us to edit and
reduce their three-part series titled “Focus on the Family: A Sham and a Shame”
which demonstrates the unbiblical direction its current president has taken in
fellowshipping with the LGBT community without ministry of the Gospel. It’s a
hard but necessary read at which many Christians will no doubt take offense.

We are aware that many readers don’t care for lengthy articles, but in order
to do justice to these subjects it was necessary to be thorough. Some subjects
cannot be dealt with in just a few paragraphs. We hope this will not deter you
from taking some time to read and absorb the important information these
articles contain.

Our new book on eschatology, The Day of Yahweh, has received a number
of expressions of joy from readers who recognize the truths it contains—truths
that rub against many accepted tenets of last-days teachings. One brother
purchased a case of 32 books he wanted to share with others. We hope many
more will be willing to have the “accepted wisdom” of the leading “prophecy
teachers” tested.

As always, we are grateful to those of you who support Media Spotlight with
your prayers and gifts, particularly in this faltering economy. We pray for you,
our readers, as well, remembering those who are suffering in varying ways. Our
growing list of prisoners encourages us that there are many coming to the Lord
while incarcerated, and we are blessed to be able to help them in their walk with
our publications.

In Jesus’ love,

Al and Jean
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Obama addresses
Planned Parenthood
Low moral character revealed

Barack Obama has the distinction of being the first man
to address Planned Parenthood while occupying the
White House. In his appearance before Planned Parent-

hood on April 26, Obama blasted Republicans who have
proposed the federal government stop funding the organization,
promising Planned Parenthood’s president and the audience
that he would continue to fight those efforts.

“When politicians try to turn Planned Parenthood into a
punching bag, they’re not just talking about you,” he said.
“They’re talking about millions of women you serve. When they
talk about cutting off your funding, let’s be clear: They’re
talking about telling many of those women, ‘You’re on your
own.’ They’re talking about shutting those women out at a time
when women need it most, shutting off communities that need
more health care options for women, not less.”

Obama apologized for missing out on the organization’s
opening day party for its convention. “I understand it [the party]
was a little wild,” he said.

“No matter how great the challenge, no matter how fierce
the opposition, there’s one thing the past few years have shown
us: Planned Parenthood is not going anywhere,” he said to
cheers. “As long as we’ve got to fight to make sure women have
access to quality health care, and as long as we’ve got to fight to
protect a woman’s right to make her own choices about her
health, I want you to know that you’ve got a president who’s
going to be right there with you.”

COMMENTARY
Obama’s vociferous support for Planned Parenthood reveals

just how despicably low in moral character is the leader of the
Free World. We have consistently been treated by Obama to his
support for deviant sexuality and same-gender marriage, as well
as his support for killing innocent babies in the womb. It is no

wonder that he would support Planned Parenthood which has
received federal taxpayer funding to the tune of $500,000,000.
That’s half a billion dollars!

But aside from the hundreds of thousands of abortions and
millions of birth control aids provided by Planned Parenthood,
Obama seems to like the wilder side of Planned Parenthood.

American Life League (ALL), an anti-abortion organization,
has produced a six-and-a-half minute video for its Web site
which exposes the agenda of Planned Parenthood to indoctri-
nate children as young as pre-teen into deviant sexuality under
the guise of sex education. Through community activities,
Planned Parenthood reaches not only adults but the very young-
est children with sex-themed apparatuses, food, costumes and
other paraphernalia displayed openly at their festival booths
and parades. Planned Parenthood has produced a number of
books and videos aimed at children by which they encourage
them to experiment with every type of sexual activity including
homosexuality and lesbianism. The organization gets away with
this by claiming that their materials for youth are “scientific”
and “age-appropriate.” But what, exactly, does “age-appropriate”
mean? And who is to judge what is truly “age-appropriate” for
other people’s children? Evidently Planned Parenthood has
decided that full, graphic dialogue with pictures that would
otherwise be considered pornographic is “age-appropriate” for
very young children.

According to ALL, “Just as the goal of a drug dealer is to
make drug addicts, Planned Parenthood’s goal is to make sex
addicts.” One of Planned Parenthood’s books for ten-year-olds,
titled It’s Perfectly Normal, contains graphic images of nude boys
and girls, as well as adults, engaged in sexual activity. For ten-
year-olds!

If your neighbor showed your children equivalent sexually-
explicit books they would be arrested for contributing to the
delinquency of a minor and required to register as a child sex
offender.

That’s about all I’m going to say at this point, simply because
to describe all that is contained in this book and other Planned
Parenthood materials for youth is far too graphic. And it is a
shame even to speak of those things that are done by them in
secret (Eph. 5:1-16). This is not done in secret, which makes it
all the more shameful.

How far we have come that the evil done by the ungodly is
no longer in secret, but is exposed to the world in prideful and
haughty indifference to the holy God to whom all will one day
answer.

How far America has come that it has elected twice, a man
who has displayed the lowest moral character to not only en-
dorse Planned Parenthood, but vow to vigorously defend spend-
ing the hard-earned money of the nation’s taxpayers to support
its deviant, murderous activities.

How far the churches of America have come that they focus
more on social and economic policies than on the righteous
Word of God which, if heeded, would solve the social and
economic problems that plague the nation and put to shame
those who so openly defy our heavenly Father.

Yet how far God’s mercy extends to this fallen world that
progressively grows further from Him and His righteousness.v
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WEA Completes
Wycliffe/SIL “Father-
Son” Report

By Albert James Dager

On April 26, 2013, the World Evangelical Alliance Global
Review Panel finalized its report for conveyance to
Wycliffe Global Alliance and Summer Institutes of

Linguistics International (SIL) on the controversy surrounding
Wycliffe’s and SIL’s Arabic translations of the Bible. As we
reported in our previous two issues, these ministries with
excellent histories of translating the Bible into other languages—
primarily minor languages—intended to produce Bibles that
compromised the Father-Son relationship of Jesus with His/our
heavenly Father who has revealed in His Word His proper name
as Yahweh. This compromise is centered on the desire to not
offend Muslims through Wycliffe/SIL’s Arabic translations.
Because of the outcry of many who accused Wycliffe and SIL of
compromising the truth of God’s Word in an area central to the
Gospel, Wycliffe and SIL engaged the World Evangelical
Alliance (WEA) to review their position and make recommen-
dations to which Wycliffe and SIL promised to adhere.

I was privileged to join with Dr. Robert Simonds of National
Association of Christian Educators/Citizens for Excellence in
Education in sending a statement outlining our strong disagree-
ment with the compromises found in Wycliffe’s and SIL’s
Arabic translations. (See Media Spotlight, Vol. 35 – No. 2; Vol.
35 – No. 3; Vol. 36. – No. 1.) Following is our analysis of the
recommendations by WEA’s Global Review Panel which con-
sisted of thirteen Bible scholars led by Panel moderator Dr.
Robert E. Cooley.

Admittedly, the task at hand for the Review Panel was not
only difficult, but extremely critical to the conveyance of the
Gospel, not only to Muslims, but to all men everywhere. If, in
order to not offend any particular people group, trusted transla-
tors of Scripture can establish legitimacy in compromising the
truth of a central tenet of Scripture in regard to even one
language—particularly one of the major world languages such as
Arabic—the door is left wide open to compromise in any and all
languages. After all, why should Muslims be the only ones to
fear offending (other than, of course, the Muslim tendency to
resort to violence against anyone deemed “offensive” to their
god Allah and their alleged “prophet” Muhammad).

As difficult as the task confronting WEA’s Review Panel
was, they seemed on one hand reluctant to toy with the Father-
Son relationship in definite terms, and on the other hand
fearful of offending Muslims (and perhaps others) by being
absolutely literal in all instances. As a result, the report tends to
be a mixed bag that most likely represents input from some on
the Panel who may have wished to adhere to the strict applica-
tion of Scripture without compromise, and others who were
willing to compromise but with reservations.

The report is 33 pages in length, and it is not possible to
duplicate it in the limited space we have, so we will address the
more important points, both pro and con.

To begin, I will state that, although three of the Panel
members are from countries with Muslim majorities, no Mus-
lims were part of the Panel. It is not stated if any Muslims were
consulted, and there is no reason to think so.

At the outset WEA states a disclaimer:

WEA remained totally independent from the work
of the Panel, and it was agreed that the outcomes of the
process would not necessarily reflect the official view of
the WEA. (p. 2)

This effectively frees WEA of any responsibility as far as
complaints may be tendered toward the results. My question is
how any true believers can involve themselves in any such study
and not bear responsibility for its consequences. But of course
we are dealing with a non-personal entity here, aren’t we?

Wycliffe and SIL may also shirk responsibility to some
degree, because as far as they are concerned whatever course
they take from this point on will only be according to the
Panel’s judgment to which they agreed before knowing what
that judgment would be:

Both Wycliffe and SIL International have agreed to
accept the outcomes of the Panel’s work and recom-
mendations. They will communicate this work and [its]
recommendations clearly and broadly. Funding for the
Panel’s work was provided by several of the Wycliffe
Global Alliance Participating Organizations. (p. 2)

This demonstrates Wycliffe’s and SIL’s complete trust in
men (and women) to determine what is right for their works. Is
it not foolish to commit to someone else’s judgment prior to
knowing what that judgment would be? Wisdom dictates that
we should know exactly to what we are committing before
publicly vowing to follow it.

Yet I understand how, right or wrong, under pressure from
so many believers in Jesus, leaders of a bureaucratic institution
would be inclined to put the onus of their unsupportable
practices on the backs of “neutral” negotiators.

Early on, the Panel acknowledges “the invaluable work
Wycliffe and SIL personnel have done and are doing in making
God’s Word available to new audiences.” The Panel also ex-
pressed appreciation for Wycliffe’s and SIL’s “commitment to
the accurate communication of the Word.” But the Panel also
sends a veiled chastising aimed at those who have challenged
Wycliffe’s and SIL’s compromises on the accuracy of their
Arabic translations:

We also acknowledge that it is not appropriate for
outsiders who do not know the target language of a
given translation to dictate to translators skilled in that
language how they should do their work or to make
sweeping judgments, allegedly valid for all target lan-
guages, about the translation task. (p. 4)

In other words, if you are not involved in Bible translation
you should keep your opinions to yourself. In the first place, if
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anyone has dictated anything to Wycliffe and/or SIL how to do
their work, I am not aware of it. Those of us who have expressed
our concerns have appealed in brotherly love to the leaders of
Wycliffe and SIL to reconsider the direction they were taking.
Some have certainly written strong condemnation of the at-
tempts by these organizations to alter the purity of God’s Word
for the sake of not offending Muslims, but certainly all brethren
in Christ have not only that right, but that duty (Jude 3).

In the second place, the term “sweeping judgments” implies
that Wycliffe’s and SIL’s detractors on this issue are boxing at
air, as if there were not legitimate reason to protest what they
are doing.

Four Primary Contexts
The Panel suggests there are four primary contexts to consid-

er “if the message of the Bible is to be accurately and clearly
communicated to an intended audience today.” The first two
contexts are certainly valid:

The first context is the Old Testament, focusing on
the covenant relationship between God and Israel and
the development of the concept of Son of God as
Messianic King. The New Testament, the second con-
text, builds on this Old Testament context and focuses
on Jesus Christ as the unique Son of God who is the
Messianic King, and the fulfillment of the Old Testa-
ment covenant relationship in believers, the sons and
daughters of God. (Ibid.)

But then the Panel adds to other contexts it considers
necessary for accurate communication of the Bible:

The translators’ own cultures are the third context,
which involves their cultural milieu, the interpretive
tradition in which they work, and their methodology
for understanding Scripture. The fourth is the context
of the intended audience. Good communication will
take place only if significant attention is given to under-
standing the receptor audiences, in this case various
Muslim groups, and their cultures. (Ibid.)

I can certainly understand how culture may play a part in
understanding Scriptural truth. But these cannot be put on an
equal footing with the first two contexts. Either God knew
about these cultural contexts when He inspired His Word to be
written, or He didn’t know about them. If He did not know
about them, then of course man must make up for God’s
ignorance by devising his own methods to convey God’s truths.
But God was not ignorant of cultural distinctives, either in the
days of the prophets and apostles who put His Word in writing
or in these last days. It is not man’s prerogative to meddle with
the sacred texts in order to avoid offending any culture.

What has been lost sight of is that God’s Word is for His
people; it is not primarily for the world, although we lead the
lost to the Word for witnessing to them. It is not primarily a tool
for witnessing; it is an instruction manual for how His people
are to live.

Of course Scripture is used in witnessing to the lost. But that
is a secondary purpose. The Gospel is a witness of who Jesus
is—the only-begotten Son of God who came forth from the

Father. It is in the course of our witnessing that we explain how
that can be without the sexual connotation applied by Muslim
imams who use that canard to protest the Scriptures as “corrupt-
ed” by followers of Christ throughout the centuries. But the
written Word itself must not be tampered with in an effort to
hopefully lead unbelievers into somehow understanding who
Jesus is. To engage in such tampering is to employ guile and
deception with the human reasoning that God will bless that
guile with converts and rewards for those who use it.

Our heavenly Father does not inspire the use of guile to
accomplish His purposes.

Recommendations
The Panel presented to Wycliffe and SIL ten recommenda-

tions on how to proceed with their promised adherence to the
Panel’s decision:

Recommendation 1 states that “When the words for ‘father’
and ‘son’ refer to God the Father and to the Son of God, these
words always be translated with the most directly equivalent
familial words within the given linguistic and cultural context
of the recipients. In the case of languages that have multiple
words for “father” and “son,” translators should choose the
most suitable words in light of the semantics of the target
language.

The Panel rightly acknowledged that “The words for ‘father’
and ‘son’ are among the most common ways the New Testa-
ment describes God and Jesus.”

There followed myriad Scriptures (not included here) of-
fered by the Panel to support this conclusion. We cannot
disagree with the following statement:

These references show the prevalence and centrality
of the words for “father” and “son” in the New Testa-
ment. This prevalence testifies to the importance of
fatherhood and sonship in the biblical presentation of
God, an importance that constrains translators to ren-
der these words with the most direct equivalents possi-
ble. (p. 13)

Nor can we disagree with the following:

The words for “father” and “son” are among the
most important ways the New Testament conveys the
central truth that Jesus is and has always been in a
relationship as Son to his Father—derived from God
and possessing the same divine characteristics (and
thus fully divine), and yet distinct from God the Father
as well. (Ibid.)

Notice also Jesus’ striking statement in John 5:26
that the Father has life in himself—distinguishing him
from all creatures, and in the same way, the Father has
granted the Son to have life in himself. The Son’s life
is both non-contingent—thus putting him on the same
level as God—and derived/granted—thus making him
Son and not Father. Notice also Jesus’ affirmation in
John 17:20-26 that love, unity, and glory, have charac-
terized his relationship with the Father from before the
foundation of the world. (p. 14)
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The New Testament uses other means as well to

emphasize that the Son has always been Son to the
Father (see John 1:1-3 for the use of the word for
“Word” to state the same truth), but the words for
“father” and “son” are a crucial part of the way the New
Testament reveals this truth. Translators should render
such crucial words as directly as possible. (Ibid.)

The word for “son” is among the most important
ways the New Testament links believers to Jesus and at
the same time distinguishes us from Jesus. He is the
unique Son of God, and we become adopted sons (and
daughters) through faith. (Ibid.)

Citing some Scriptural passages, the Panel continues on the
correct course:

These passages indicate the centrality of the word for
“son” in the biblical presentation of salvation, and this
centrality as well demands that translators render the
word with the most direct equivalent possible. (p. 15)

Addressing the problem of Muslims’ claim that the Scrip-
tures have been corrupted over the centuries, the Panel drafted
a statement that I doubt anyone else could have done better:

Most Muslims know that Christians believe Jesus is
the Son of God and have heard that the Bible describes
him as such. Non-direct translation of the words for
“father” and “son” may create problems in that Muslims
will think our new translations have altered the Scriptures.

 One longstanding obstacle in reaching out to Mus-
lims is the deeply-rooted Islamic conviction and claim that
the current Bible we have (both Old and New Testa-
ments) is corrupt. Christian apologetics in the Middle
East have long responded to this accusation by challeng-
ing those who make it to bring out any evidence that
Christians have falsified the Bible. In many cases, apolo-
getics depended on the fact that problematic issues in the
biblical text were neither removed nor softened in the
course of history, but rather retained and maintained (as
manuscripts and textual critical studies show when com-
paring older texts with current translations). Translating
the words for “father” and “son” in non-direct or less
direct ways could belie the Christian heritage of apolo-
getics and add substance to the Muslim claim that Chris-
tians have corrupted the Bible. (Ibid., emphasis mine)

After starting out so well, the Panel begins a slow slide into
compromise, starting with the following:

Therefore, translators should have very strong reasons
for departing from a word for “son by nature” in favor of
a word for “social son” or the like.… The use of com-
pound phrases in place of the simple words for “father”
and “son” may be the best way to present the truth of
Jesus’ relationship to God (he is of the same nature, and
the Father has eternally loved him), of exposing the
inadequacies of a given culture’s understanding of father-
hood, and of showing the similarity and difference be-
tween Jesus’ relationship to God and ours. (pp.16-17)

What “very strong reasons” might translators come up with
to depart “from a word for ‘son by nature’ in favor of a word for
‘social son’ or the like”? There is no sense in which Jesus may be
considered a “social son” as opposed to the Son of God by
nature. A “social son” may be adopted either formally or infor-
mally, but he is never a son in the familial sense. Otherwise
there would be no need to distinguish him as a “social son.”
Neither should Jesus under any circumstances be regarded as a
“social son” in order to avoid offending someone.

Recommendation 2 states in relation to potential misunder-
standing of the words for “father” and “son,” especially by
Muslims, “in case of difficulties, the Panel recommends that
translators consider the addition of qualifying words and/or
phrases (explanatory adjectives, relative clauses, prepositional
phrases, or similar modifiers) to the directly-translated words for
‘father’ and ‘son,’ in order to avoid misunderstanding. For
example, as the biblical context allows, the word for ‘father’
might be rendered with the equivalent of ‘heavenly Father’
when referring to God, and the word for ‘son’ might be ren-
dered with the equivalent of ‘divine Son,’ ‘eternal Son,’ or
‘heavenly Son’ when referring to Jesus. The Panel also encourag-
es translators to use paratextual material to clarify and avoid
misunderstanding in these cases. (p. 18)

This is somewhat the same thing Dr. Simonds and I suggest-
ed, particularly with the use of footnotes and/or other means of
explanation. Granted, it could be cumbersome to use these
methods throughout the Scriptures, but far better to be cumber-
some than to compromise the integrity of God’s Word.

Up to this point, there is little with which to find fault in the
Panel’s recommendations. But suddenly things take a bad turn.

Recommendation 3 states “when and if necessary, the Panel
recommends that translators convey nuances of meaning from
the biblical context in the translation through the addition of
qualifying words and/or phrases (explanatory adjectives, relative
clauses, or prepositional phrases). For example, the phrase for
“Son of God” in a context of Messianic kingship might be
rendered with the equivalent of “anointed Son of God” or
“royal Son of God.” (p. 21)

Here the Panel begins to acquiesce to Wycliffe’s and SIL’s
original contention that it is sometimes necessary to depart
from the literal translation of God’s Word in order to avoid
misunderstanding and/or offense. The phrases “anointed Son
of God” and “royal Son of God” are not equivalent to “Son of
God” in its accurate meaning. In view of Scripture’s reference
to believers and angels also as “sons of God,” merely adding the
appellation “anointed” does nothing more than convey the
possibility that a true believer in Islam is an anointed son of
God. “Royal Son of God” works no better. A believing king or
magistrate of almost any level might be able to lay claim to being
a “royal son of God.”

The problem is the willingness to play with the nature of
Jesus in the context of Messianic kingship. As Messiah His
position transcends human royalty. His role as Messiah goes
beyond eventually ruling the nations; it also applies to spiritual
salvation from sin.

But this is probably the lesser of two evils with Recommen-
dation 3. The worse of the two is the rationale for it:
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There are several important aspects to the Ancient

Near Eastern and Greco-Roman background to the way
the phrase for “Son of God” is used in the Bible. First,
the phrase grows out of the Ancient Near Eastern con-
cept of covenant, in which the suzerain (king) called his
vassals (subjects) “sons,” and the vassals called the suzer-
ain “father” (e.g. 2 Kings 16:7). Correspondingly, the
suzerain was himself regarded as a son of the gods. This
background informs the understanding of Israel’s messi-
anic king as God’s son in Psalm 2, Psalm 110, and 2
Sam 7:14, and these passages in turn inform Luke 1:32
(“he will be called the Son of the Most High”) and the
quotation of 2 Sam 7:14 in Heb 1:5. In light of this
background, the phrase for “Son of God” in the New
testament sometimes has the connotation of “royal
Son.” (Ibid.)

The term “Son of God” in Scripture is uniquely inspired by the
Spirit of God; He did not borrow from pagan sources to describe
His Son as He does. The pagan background does not “inform” the
understanding of Israel’s messianic king as God’s Son. He stands
alone on His own merit based on His unique nature as God in the
flesh (which, by the way, is never mentioned in the Panel’s report,
nor are the terms “God incarnate” or “God in man”).

The Panel continues with Recommendation 3 by citing an-
cient Near Eastern and Greco-Roman literature wherein fathers
determined much of the identity of their sons inasmuch as sons
followed their fathers’ footsteps in life. Therefore, they would be
considered “similar” to their fathers. Applying this to Scripture’s
appellation of “Son of God” to Jesus in some circumstances, the
Panel states:

In light of this background, in certain New Testa-
ment passages, the phrase for “son of God” may mean
little more than “similar to God.” This is especially the
case when the phrase “son of God” is on the lips of a
Gentile, as in Mark 15:39. The centurion’s statement
that Jesus was “the Son of God” may mean that Jesus
was like God, that he had characteristics the centurion
associated with God, such as righteousness/innocence
(cf. Luke 23:47). Jesus, he thought, was “the righteous
Son of God.” (p. 22)

We are all encouraged to be “similar” to God. Jesus tells us in
Matthew 5:48, “Therefore, you be perfect, even as your Father
who is in Heaven is perfect.”

Theologians may argue over what the word “perfect” means,
but the point is Jesus wants us to be “similar” to the Father. In
that way we may be “similar” to Jesus, and made in the image of
God, but we cannot be so similar to Jesus that we attain His
nature as the only-begotten by the Father.

And what do the members of the panel know about the mind
of the centurion? He said, “Truly this was the Son of God” after
witnessing the things that occurred in relation to Jesus’ death,
including the great earthquake. The centurion was in great fear;
he knew he wasn’t witnessing the death of an ordinary man who
may have been “similar” to God. Many Romans had heard of the
claims associated with Jesus; many even believed in Yahweh, if

not perfectly. God saw fit to include that centurion’s testimony
in His Word for a good reason—to demonstrate the reality of
Jesus as His only-begotten Son.

Recommendation 3 continues by stating:

The biblical precedent of adding qualifying adjec-
tives or phrases to the word for “father” may be
followed to add nuance to the word for “son” when
applied to Jesus.

In the Panel’s discussion of recommendation 2, it
was indicated that in Matthew, Jesus often adds the
word for “heavenly” or the phrase for “in heaven” to
the word for “father” when speaking of God. The
Panel believes that this precedent can be followed not
only to avoid misunderstanding, but also to add nu-
ance to the readers’ understanding of the phrase for
“Son of God.” Phrases equivalent to “royal Son,”
“anointed Son,” or even “righteous Son” will help
convey the nuances of the uses in the individual
contexts, when translators deem that simply explain-
ing the nuances in the paratextual material will not be
sufficient. (Ibid.)

The biblical precedent of adding qualifying adjectives or
phrases to the word “father” was the result of Holy Spirit
inspiration; God did not inspire the writers to add these
qualifying adjectives to the word “Son” in any way other than
as His only-begotten Son. What gives any man the right to add
to the Word what God did not include in the first place?

It may be argued that Jesus is also called Mary’s “firstborn,”
God’s “beloved Son,” “Son of David,” “Son of man,” “the
carpenter’s son,” and “Joseph’s son,” but none of these are
qualifiers to convince unbelievers of Jesus’ true nature.

Again, terms such as “royal Son,” “righteous Son,” and
“anointed Son” may legitimately be applied to righteous sons
of God by adoption. Capitalizing the word “Son” does not
abate that possibility in the minds of unbelievers.

Even the term “unique Son” would not convey what “only-
begotten” Son conveys—that Jesus is the Word of God incar-
nate who became a man through the power of the Holy Spirit.
To try to come up with adjectives that set Jesus apart as
“unique” doesn’t do anything more than how a Muslim sees
Muhammad as “unique.”

Recommendation 4 of the Panel rightly states that “Trans-
lation does not stand alone in the process of evangelism and
discipleship.” Other means such as tafsir (Arabic for “commen-
tary”), qusas al-anbiya (stories of the prophets), and sirah (life
stories) may also be used to communicate the Gospel to Muslims.

Christians may prepare culturally-sensitive presen-
tations of the life of Jesus and other Christian events
and use these in ministry. Because these are stories
drawn from the Bible, rather than translations of the
Bible itself, translators and ministers may see fit to
describe God and Jesus more generically in these
stories, rather than using the divine familial terms.
These stories could be used to introduce Muslims to
the gospel message while delaying dealing with the
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potential misunderstandings that the divine familial
terms present until inquirers have shown more interest
in Jesus. (p. 24)

Is this not exactly what Wycliffe and SIL was doing in the
first place—describing Jesus “more generically” by eliminating
the Father-Son relationship?

And why must the Lord’s familial nature in the Father be
deferred to a later time after “inquirers have shown more
interest” in Jesus? Is the truth of His nature not to be expressed
to the world? Are we to hide truth in order to win souls? That is
man’s way—using deception; it is not God’s Way. John’s Gospel
is the model used for centuries by believers to convey the truth
of Jesus’ nature as God in the flesh. Are we to toss that out for
fear that unbelievers may recoil at its truths?

The Panel continues:

In any specific case, options or possibilities to use
stories drawn from the Bible need to be carefully re-
searched. Such genres should never be confused with
or presented as translations of the Bible and should not
be called Injil (Gospel) or the “Meaning of the Gospel.”
(p. 24)

Then why bother? Either we present the Gospel, or we
present something religious that is inoffensive.

Now thanks be to God, who always causes us to
triumph in Christ and makes known the fragrance of
His knowledge through us in every place. For we are to
God a sweet fragrance of Christ in those who are saved,
and in those who perish.

To the one we are the fragrance of death unto
death, and to the other the fragrance of life unto life.
And who is competent in these things?

For we are not as many who corrupt the Word of
God, but  from sincerity, but as by God, in the sight of
God we speak in Christ. (2 Cor. 2:14-17)

Because I am not ashamed of the Gospel of Christ,
for it is the power of God unto salvation to everyone
who believes – to the Jew first, and also to the Greek.
For in it the righteousness of God is revealed from faith
to faith, as it is written, “The just shall live by faith.”
(Rom. 1:16)

Most of what the WEA Review Panel has recommended
comes more from intellectual reasoning than from the Spirit of
God. It is done from an intellectual viewpoint with a Bible
background. None of it takes into consideration that God’s
ways are not man’s ways, and His thoughts higher than man’s
thoughts (Isaiah 55:8-9). Nor does it consider that God purpose-
ly blinds those who will not believe. But for those who will
believe, we need not try to coerce or fool them into believing. In
either case, when conveying God’s truth to men—whether those
who will hear, or those who will not—we are not to tamper with
God’s holy Word.

But if our Gospel is hidden, it is hidden from those
who are lost—in whom the god of this world has blind-
ed the minds of those who do not believe lest the light

of the glorious Gospel of Christ—who is the image of
God—should shine upon them. For we do not proclaim
ourselves, but Christ Jesus the Lord—and ourselves
your servants for Jesus’ sake. (2 Cor. 4:3-5)

The remaining six Recommendations deal with advice on
how to implement SIL’s Best Practices Statement with regard to
translations, and with technical and other aspects of Wycliffe’s
and SIL’s approach to how to publicize and explain their posi-
tions. They do not require addressing here.

In closing, the Panel wrote the following Postscript:

In our work as a Panel, we have attempted to take
into consideration the different sides of the current
debate about divine familial terms. We have endeav-
ored to affirm as valid the concern of some translators
to do all that is possible to mitigate or remove the
severe misunderstandings that the words for “father”
and “son” may create in the Muslim world. At the same
time, we have also sought to affirm as valid the concern
of other translators that the translated text point clearly
and consistently to Jesus as God’s unique Son. Our
research and deliberations have led us to what we
consider to be a biblically-grounded method of preserv-
ing both of these concerns. We offer these recommen-
dations with the hope that they will not add to the
divisions that currently exist, but that the Holy Spirit
may use them to promote a more united and powerful
witness on the part of ministers of the gospel in the
Muslim world and beyond. (p. 26)

How might the Holy Spirit use these recommendations to
“promote a more united and powerful witness” to the lost—
especially Muslims? God has already given His Word. When He
did so, was He not aware of these problems that would spring
up in these last days? It isn’t our place or job to convert anyone.
Our place is to be witnesses of the truth of Jesus Christ as the
only-begotten Son of God who, as the Word of God, became a
man whose purpose was to die for the sins of the world and one
day redeem the entire creation from the clutches of Satan.
When confronting false religious systems instigated by Satan,
God’s Word is not to be tampered with or watered down.

While taking into consideration the different sides of the
current debate, the Panel has lost sight of an essential biblical
truth: there is only one side—God’s side—which is based on
absolute biblical truth. Is that too simplistic for those who
would tamper with God’s Word?

Joshua learned the truth of God’s side being the only side
when he approached the Angel of Yahweh as recorded in
Joshua 5:13-14:

And it happened, when Joshua was by Jericho, that
he lifted up his eyes and looked, and, behold, 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.”
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And Joshua fell on his face to the earth, and wor-

shipped, and said to Him, “What does my Lord say to
His servant?”

I do not accuse the Panel of purposely setting out to compro-
mise the truth. But by taking “into consideration the different
sides of the current debate about familial terms” rather than
standing on the inviolable Word of God without regard for the
opinions of men (even our opinion), the Panel has succumbed
to the ungodly dialectic process. It has opted for the debate
between thesis (truth) and antithesis (untruth) in order to find
a common ground for consensus.

The dialectic approach is not God’s invention; it was Satan’s
invention to obfuscate truth and implant in men’s minds
doubts as to what truth really is.

The WEA Panel’s report will impact more than Wycliffe and
SIL. Other Bible translation organizations are looking to it for
guidance as well. An example is OneBook (formerly Global
PartnerLink Society), which has announced that it will adopt
the WEA’s recommendations regarding translations targeted
for Muslims.

My prayer for these men and women, as well as for Wycliffe
and SIL, is that they will all realize this and repent of their
error.v

Chuck Smith denounces
Calvary Chapel support for
Palestinians

The founder of the Calvary Chapel movement has publicly
denounced the actions of North Coast Calvary Chapel
which hosted a presentation by Palestinian activists. The

seminar, titled “Hope for the Holy Land,” is sponsored by World
Vision, an international Christian relief organization.

One of World Vision’s outreaches is The Palestinian Church
Engagement Initiative (PCEI), which works to “strengthen eco-
nomic opportunities for Palestinian households.” Through PCEI,
Christian churches are presented with the Palestinian narrative in
hope of turning them from their historical support for the nation
of Israel. From its inception some forty-five years ago, Calvary
Chapel has presented a united front in support of Israel.

On his World News Briefing program, aired on HisChannel,
a conservative Christian network, Chuck Smith expressed dis-
may at North Coast Calvary Chapel’s presentation.

“I’m really shocked,” said Smith. “I understand that one of
the Calvary Chapels down in the San Diego area is having these
fellows who are really friendly to the Palestinian cause, and
anti-Israel, and they’re having them speak there at a church that
is affiliated with Calvary Chapels. I just have such a difficult
time with that, to try to understand why a pastor would have an
anti-Israel speaker in these days.”

COMMENTARY
Although PCEI’s stated purpose is to aid both Palestinian

and Israeli children, its “Hope for the Holy Land” takes a strong
stance against the state of Israel, blaming the nation for the
plight of the Palestinians, while ignoring the complicity of the
Arab states in keeping many Palestinians in poverty as a means
to exploit them for their propaganda against Israel.

Evangelical churches are increasingly being targeted by the
anti-Israel forces, resulting in many evangelical churches jump-
ing on the pro-Palestinian/anti-Israel bandwagon. Our review of
the anti-Israel video, With God on Our Side (Vol. - No. ), caught
this move in its early stages. It is now progressing at a rapid pace,
and to have a Calvary Chapel go against the traditional stance of
its affiliation is not unexpected.

According to last-days prophecy, Israel must be left virtually
alone in her attempt to survive the onslaught of anti-Christ when
he unites the nations to rid the world of the most troublesome

stumbling stone to peace. For that to happen, the United States
must also abandon Israel. If American Christians can be persuaded
to stop supporting Israel, Zionist influence here would be greatly
hampered. Christian support is critical to Israel’s political survival.

The Zionist influence in American politics is strong in its
own right, strengthened all the more by the influence of the mass
media which is largely influenced by Jewish owners and media
personalities. But Zionism would have much less pull without
significant support from the Christian community. That support
has been on the wane ever since the mainline Protestant church-
es began to be influenced by Higher Criticism and a leftist social
and political mindset. For the transformation to be complete,
evangelical Christians must be propagandized against Israel. The
sad plight of the Palestinians, particularly the refugees, provides
ample material for the anti-Israel elements to sway evangelicals.

The anti-Israel cause will gain additional strength because of
leading Christians whose influence reaches into the most con-
servative evangelical churches. Men like Bill Hybles, whose wife
Lynne spoke at the aforementioned Hope for the Holy Land
seminar at North Coast Calvary Chapel, will become more
outspoken against the “military occupation” of Palestinian land
(although there never was any such thing as a Palestinian state).
Where Hybels goes, Rick Warren is likely to follow. And where
Rick Warren goes, most evangelical pastors are likely to follow.

Add to this the influence that World Vision has among
evangelical churches, and we can see the pro-Israel stance of
American Christianity crumbling into dust in the near future.

The Palestinian people (as opposed to their treacherous lead-
ers) are victims in all this. The Arab states use them as propaganda
fodder; the Israelis keep them subdued in the interest of self-
preservation. It’s a lose-lose situation for Palestinians. But no
matter how much we may sympathize with the Palestinians,
believers in Jesus must not be swayed by the anti-Israel propaganda.

On the other hand, neither should we have the attitude
Israel-right-or-wrong. Israel is an anti-Christ nation at this point.
It is only when the Lord appears in the sky to receive His people
that a remnant of true Israelites will look upon Him whom they
pierced, and will mourn (Zech. 12:10).

In that day, when Jerusalem has become a burdensome
stone for all people, Yahweh will be strong for His people, Israel,
and will fight for them against the nations that surround Jerusa-
lem (Zech. 12:1–2:9).

We are seeing ancient Hebrew prophecy being fulfilled in
our time. How astounding is that?v
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Rick Warren, Luis
Palau laud Francis I

Rick Warren, regarded by
many as the pastor to
America’s pastors, wel-

comed the news of Argentine
cardinal Jorge Bergoglio as Pope
Francis I with the words, “Habe-
mus Papam!” (“We have a pope!”),
adding, “You have our prayers.”

In an interview with Christi-
anity Today, international evan-
gelist Luis Palau stated that the
election of Jorge Bergoglio as
Pope Francis I was exciting,
largely because of the pope’s
“openness toward evangelical
Christians.” “I got kind of emo-

tional, simply having known him,” said Palau, who believes the
pope knows God the Father personally. Palau was especially
impressed with the spontaneous manner in which the pope
prayed during his first address to the throngs in the square at St.
Peter’s Basilica.

“He’s a very Bible-centered man, a very Jesus Christ-centered
man,” said Palau. “He’s really centered on Jesus and the Gospel,
the pure Gospel.

COMMENTARY
Pope Francis I has received many accolades attesting to his

humility and his love for the poor and for youth. Although the
first Jesuit to become pope, Francis seems far removed from the
history of his order which was at the center of the Inquisitions.
He is lauded as a humble man, but true humility is reflected in
obedience to God’s Word. When it comes to spiritual truth, we
must be willing to separate the man from his office. As pope of
Roman Catholicism he is still not only bound spiritually, but he
heads an institution that holds many aberrant doctrines that
negate “the pure Gospel.” The gospel of pope Francis is not the
true Gospel.

As for his “spontaneous” prayer lauded by Palau, early on in
his initial address to the public, Francis called upon the Virgin
Mary to protect Benedict XVI:

First of all, I would like to offer a prayer for our
Bishop Emeritus, Benedict XVI. Let us all pray togeth-
er for him, that the Lord will bless him and that Our
Lady will protect him.

After reciting the Lord’s Prayer and the “Hail Mary,” Francis
reaffirmed the Catholic claim to supremacy over all churches:

And now we begin this journey—the bishop and the
people—the journey of the Church of Rome which
presides in charity over all the churches, a journey of
brotherhood, in love, of mutual trust. Let us always
pray for one another. Let us pray for the whole world
that there might be a great sense of brotherhood. My
hope is that this journey of the church that we begin
today, together with the help of my cardinal vicar, may
be fruitful for the evangelization of this beautiful city.
Now I will give the blessing to you, but first I want to
ask of you a favor. Before the bishop blesses the people,
I ask that you would pray to the Lord to bless me—
asking the blessing of their bishop. Let us say this
prayer—your prayer for me—in silence.

There is a subtlety to this address that can be missed by most
believers, yet is blatantly obvious to anyone who knows the
ecumenical outreach of the Catholic Church toward its “separat-
ed brethren.” The pope made it clear that his church has never
abandoned its claim of ownership over all Christians regardless
of their non-Catholic religious affiliations. His comment that
“the Church of Rome which presides in charity over all the
churches” means that all churches are subject to the Church of
Rome even if they don’t realize it and are presently disobedient.

Francis closed his initial appearance with these words, again
referencing the “Virgin Mary” as protector:

Brothers and sisters, I leave you. Thank you for
your welcome. Pray for me, and we will see one another
soon. Tomorrow I want to go and pray to Our Lady,
that she may protect Rome.

Do evangelical leaders to laud Francis I pray to Mary as well?
If they recognize this serious error, why do they not call it out?

On March 20, Francis addressed representatives of various
churches, ecclesial communities and other religions gathered at
Rome in celebration of the official start of his papal duties. In
his address he alluded to the “very special spiritual bond”
between Christians and Jews, and referred to the Muslim god as
“the one God, living and merciful”:

And now I turn to you distinguished representa-
tives of the Jewish people, to which we are joined in a
very special spiritual bond, since, as the Second Vati-
can Council affirms, the Church of Christ acknowledg-
es that “the beginnings of her faith and her election are
already, according to the divine mystery of salvation, in
the Patriarchs, Moses, and the prophets.”…

I then greet and cordially thank you all, dear friends
belonging to other religious traditions; first of all the
Muslims, who worship the one God, living and merci-
ful, and call upon Him in prayer, and all of you.

We may love the Jewish people, but true believers in Jesus
do not have a spiritual bond with them. All who reject Christ
are anti-Christ.

RICK WARREN

LUIS PALAU
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The one God is not the Muslim god; this is an affront to our
heavenly Father. It is a satanic lie bought by evangelical leaders.

Rick Warren’s ecumenical association with false religions
including Islam is well known. Obviously, neither he nor Palau
regard the Roman Catholic gospel different from the true Gospel.

Palau has had a strong history of sharing Christ with masses
of people through his crusades. According to his Web site, he
has shared the Gospel with more than one billion people via
evangelistic events and the media. At one time he kept a dis-
tance from Roman Catholicism, largely because for a long time
the Catholic Church treated evangelical Christians harshly in
Latin America. Recognizing it was losing many Catholics to
unbelief as well as evangelical Christianity, the Catholic Church
decided it would be better to join the enemy and work to keep
its members through cooperative “evangelistic” efforts. With
the advent of Pope John Paul II, the Catholic Church has
cooperated with evangelicals, provided they not funnel the
Catholics they reach into other churches. Thus Roman Catho-
lic counselors can be seen at evangelical crusades and festivals,
including Palau’s and Graham’s, guiding Catholics and ex-Cath-
olics back to “Mother Church.”

This false front of unity is meant to mask the true ecumeni-
cal doctrine of Vatican II that all evangelism and ecumenical
outreach be for the benefit of the Catholic Church, to bring as
many Christians under papal authority as can be accomplished.

Jesus warns us that in the last days “false christs and false
prophets will arise and show great signs and wonders, insomuch
that, if it were possible, they will deceive the very elect” (Matt.
24:24). The stage is being set for those signs and wonders, and it
should not surprise true believers if among those false christs and
false prophets the pope of Rome rises to deceive our brethren
even more than what we are witnessing today.

Warren and Palau are not the only ones succumbing to the
mesmerizing influence of the papacy. Millions of non-Catholic
Christians have drunk the evangelical/papal Kool-Aid.

Ignorance, apathy and naiveté may account for ecumenical
cooperation on the part of some leaders within evangelical
Christianity. But it seems that most of these leaders are willing
to compromise the faith in order to further their own agendas.

They are purposely looking to outward expressions of humil-
ity as evidence of God’s Spirit at work in the Roman Catholic
Church, rather than clinging to pure doctrine and heeding the
unadulterated Word of God which warns us not to have any-
thing to do with the unfruitful works of darkness.

It’s one thing to have Catholic friends as we do; it’s another
thing to sanction the institution to which they are bound,
especially if one is disposed to join in fellowship while unwilling
to share the true Gospel with them.

Is this unloving? Of course not. We love all men, including the
popes who are deluded by their religious traditions, most often
schooled in them from an early age. Love does not ignore the evil
of false religious institutions; love compels those who know victims
of those institutions to encourage them to leave. Certainly Chris-
tian leaders who laud proponents of false religious systems do not
love those in their care. If they compromise with the Vatican they
are Judas goats, leading their flocks to the slaughter.v

In Memoriam

Dave Hunt
1926 – 2013

A strong defender of the faith, David Charles
Haddon Hunt went to be with the Lord in April.
Dave’s ministry, The Berean Call, has reached

around the world to help the brethren discern truth from
error in many important areas. His landmark book, The
Seduction of Christianity, opened many eyes to the decep-
tions that plague the Body of Christ—deceptions that
come in the name of Christ Jesus.

Dave certainly had his detractors, even among other
true brethren who also exercise good discernment. Some
condemned him as a “false teacher” because he took a
stand against some Calvinist teachings; others con-
demned him because, in spite of that stand, he also
believed in eternal security. Some even questioned some
of his associations, particularly on those same bases. Yet
he would be among the first to readily admit that none
of us has perfect understanding of all truth. And when
it came down to the integrity of God’s Word, I know of
no one who was more dedicated to upholding that
integrity than Dave.

Although Dave and I had some disagreements over
eschatology and eternal security, I do not believe those
are issues of “false teaching.” I respected him as an older
brother in Christ, and enjoyed the few times we were
able to meet together. He will be missed by many.

In the past few years Dave’s illnesses kept him from
continuing in the ministry. But the legacy he left behind
will continue to impact many lives for the Lord.

Our condolences go out to Dave’s wife Ruth, and to
his family and close friends. We know that he has left
The Berean Call in capable hands in the person of Tom
McMahon, to whom we also express our sympathy.

Our sympathy is not for Dave, whom we are certain
is with the Lord. In that, we rejoice with his loved ones
who understand the truth of salvation through the shed
blood of our Savior. With them, we look forward to the
day we will meet again on that “distant shore.”v

������
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...How and why did the Bible, an impressive theologi-
cal library (though no one really knows when its vol-
umes were composed or edited), become a reliable
history book chronicling the birth of a nation? To what
extent was the Judean Hasmonean kingdom—whose
diverse subjects did not all speak one language, and
who were for the most part illiterate—a nation-state?
Was the population of Judea exiled after the fall of the
Second Temple, or is that a Christian myth that not
accidentally ended up as part of Jewish tradition? And
if not exiled, what happened to the local people, and
who are the millions of Jews who appeared on history’s
stage in such unexpected, far-flung regions? (p. 20)

Sand’s book purports to answer these and other questions
regarding the validity of a “Jewish People.”

He cites an essay by nineteenth-century historian Heinrich
von Treitschke who held a respected chair at the University of
Berlin in the 1870s.  The essay, “One Word about Our Jewry,”
says Sand, “was arguably the first academic legitimation of
scholarly revulsion for the Jewish identity.” But then Sand
reveals Treitsche’s motivation behind his essay:

The respected historian’s chief anxiety was demo-
graphic. Waves of Jewish immigrants from Eastern
Europe had enlarged the Jewish presence in Germany,
which was perceived as a threat to the German nation’s
very existence.

Believing in the superiority of the German race, Treitsche
was a proponent of Social Darwinian theories of brutal compe-
tition among races. He claimed that “magic” emanated from
“eastern German soil” which had been fertilized by “noble
German blood.” Although he challenged what he believed was
the mythical origins of the Jews, his objective to give historical
legitimization to Germanizing the Poles and other eastern terri-
tories was based on a mythical migration by German ancestors.

Treitsche’s fears incited Germans to view the nation’s Jews
as aliens who threatened to alter the German way of life. He was
one among other public figures who encouraged anti-Semitic
attacks and accused German Jews of refusing to assimilate into
German culture and society. He popularized the phrase, “Die
Juden sind unser Unglück!” (“The Jews are our misfortune!”).
In later years this phrase was adopted as the motto for the Nazi
publication Der Stürmer. His rage against the Jews laid the
groundwork for Hitler’s “final solution” to rid not only Germa-
ny, but the world, of the Jews. One must wonder why Sand, a
purported Jew, would cite a virulent anti-Semite to support his
thesis.

Sand attributes the common acceptance of the Jews as “an
ethnos that shared a single origin” to reticence on the part of
historians to deal honestly with the historical evidence:

Different approaches have, of course, been em-
ployed in the extensive historiography of Judaism and
Jews. …When occasional findings threatened the pic-
ture of an unbroken, linear Jewish history, they were
rarely cited; when they did surface, they were quickly
forgotten, buried in oblivion. National exigencies creat-
ed an iron–jawed vise that prevented any deviation
from the dominant narratives. The distinctive frame-
works within which data about the Jewish, Zionist, and
Israeli past is produced—namely, those exclusive depart-
ments of Jewish history that are completely isolated
from the departments of general and Middle Eastern
history—have also contributed much to the astonishing
paralysis and stubborn refusal to open up to new
historiography that would soberly investigate the origin
and identity of the Jews. (p. 18)

Yet Sand conveniently slips in a caveat:

…Please note: the present work, which proposes that
the Jews have always comprised significant religious
communities that appeared and settled in various parts
of the world, rather than an ethnos that shared a single
origin and wandered in a permanent exile, does not
deal directly with history. Given that its main purpose
is to criticize a widespread historiographic discourse, it
cannot avoid suggesting alternative narratives. (Ibid.)

In other words, what he is about to offer in his book is not
empirical historical evidence, but a suggested “alternative narra-
tive” evidently based on his personal ideological revulsion to-
ward the State of Israel. This will become more clear as we
proceed. But at least he is honest enough to admit to subjectivity:

Though this lengthy plunge into the history of the
Jews differs from the usual narratives, it may not be free
of subjectivity, nor does the author claim to be free of
ideological bias. He intends to present some outlines
for a future counterhistory that may promote a differ-
ent kind of culturally constructed memory—a memory
that is aware of the relative truth it contains, and that
aspires to help forge emerging local identities and a
critical, universal consciousness of the past. (p. 22)

What is Sand’s ideology? He admits to being an atheist and
to holding Communist sympathies (he speaks fondly of his
father, a Lodz Communist). This, sadly, is not unusual among
today’s Jewry. But although Sand, because of his Jewish identity,
may be perceived as objective (what Jew would betray his own
people?), he is not the first, nor will he be the last, Jew to speak
against not only the State of Israel, but the Jewish people as a
whole. His admiration of Heinrich von Treitschke betrays his
irrational anti-Semitism.

Why, one might ask, would any Jew be against the state of
Israel? Wouldn’t that be treason, or at best irrational?

ARE NOT THE
JEWS, JEWS?

(Continued from page 1)
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There are basically four elements that make up the current

Jewish mindset. These are general descriptions and do not apply
to every person within the four groups. Two of them are pro-
Israel and fall within the scope of Zionism:

1) Religious Zionists believe the state of Israel is the precur-
sor to the coming of the Messiah. They believe in the prophecies
of the Tanach, and want desperately for them to be fulfilled.

2) Irreligious Zionists feel that, due to the historical persecu-
tion of Jews throughout the centuries, they are owed a home-
land of their own. Although they are not religious, they appeal
to the religious traditions based on the Tanach, and use it to
justify their position of occupying the Holy Land.

Two of them are not pro-Israel as a state:
1) Ultra-Orthodox Jews believe only the Messiah can estab-

lish a legitimate government for Israel; they see the Zionist’s
efforts as contrary to the faith, even though they live in the
modern state.

2) Atheistic Jews have no allegiance to their ancestry and, in
many cases, are antagonistic toward it. Reasons may vary, but in
some cases there is certainly a conflict between their unbelief
and having to face the religious traditions of their people.

Sand would best fit within the last group. He lauds Marx-
ism’s contribution to the idea that the entire concept of the
nation-state is illegitimate:

The Marxists’ significant contribution to the study
of the nation was to call attention to the close connec-
tion between the rise of the market economy and the
crystallization of the nation-state. They argued that the
advance of capitalism destroyed autarkic markets, sev-
ered their specific social links and opened the way to
the development of new species of relations and con-
sciousness. “Laissez faire, laissez aller,” the first war cry
of capitalist commerce, did not in its early stages lead
to sweeping globalization, but enabled the conditions
for the rise of market economies within the framework
of the old state structures. These economies formed the
basis for the rise of nation-states, with their uniform
language and culture. Capitalism, the most abstract
form of property control, required, above all, a system
of law that sanctified private property, as well as the
state power that ensured its enforcement.

Significantly, the Marxists did not ignore the psycho-
logical aspects of the national changes. From Bauer to
Stalin, they involved psychology in their central polemics,
though in simplistic terms. For Bauer, the famous Austri-
an socialist, “the nation is the totality of men tied by
community of destiny to the community of character.” (33)

Sand attributes his questioning of the roots of identity as a
Jew to a number of writers opposed to the nation-state as a
legitimate concept. This allowed him “to extricate himself from
the many layers of memory that, since childhood, had been
heaped upon his own sense of the past.”

If the concept of the nation-state is illegitimate, then certain-
ly the concept of a Jewish state is illegitimate, particularly when
Israel is at odds with Communist-backed Arab determinism.

Toward the end of the twentieth century and in the
early twenty-first, “ethnicity”—which Étienne Balibar
rightly described as entirely fictitious [“The Nation
Form: History and Ideology,” in Race, Nation, Class,
London: Verso, 1991, 96.]—has experienced a resur-
gence in popularity. This French philosopher has reit-
erated that nations are not ethnic, and that even what
is deemed to be their ethnic origin is dubious. It is in
fact nationalization that creates a sense of ethnic iden-
tity in societies—“represented in the past or in the
future as if they formed a natural community.” Unfor-
tunately, this critical approach, which warns against
ethnobiological or ethnoreligious definitions, has not
had sufficient impact. Various theoreticians of nation-
ality, like nationality-supporting historians, continue to
thicken their theories and hence their narratives with
essentialist ethnicist verbiage. (p. 29)

Contrary to this reasoning, at least in their early develop-
ment nation-states were founded upon ethnic origins. The
Chinese and other Asian nations have maintained a strong
ethnic character for centuries. So have Arab and other Middle
Eastern nations. It is only recently that the European nations
have become ethnically diverse due to liberal immigration poli-
cies. The United States, of course, was originally Western Euro-
pean in its demographic, but, also due to liberal immigration
policies, it is fast losing that ethnic identity.

The argument against ethnicity is a convenient yet dishonest
approach toward instilling a globalist mentality among the
masses in order to achieve the internationalist one-world gov-
ernment desired by leftist ideologues. To deny the existence of
races and ethnic diversity is to deny the truth of God’s dealing
with mankind at the Tower of Babel. That is a major reason why
the Bible must be denigrated as myth by those leftist ideologues,
among whom is Shlomo Sand.

As a globalist, Sand views mankind as a single ethnic, global
humanity, and nation-states as illegitimate usurpers of common
ownership of the earth. This is contrary to God’s Word that tells
us He establishes the nations and sets their boundaries, which
any true believer must admit includes Israel:

God, who made the world and all things in it, seeing
that He is Lord of Heaven and earth, does not dwell in
temples made with hands, nor is worshipped with men’s
hands as though He needed anything, seeing He gives to
all life, breath, and all things, and has made from one
blood all nations of men to live on all the face of the
earth, and has determined the times before appointed,
and the borders of their habitation. (Acts 17:24-26)

This matter is by the decree of the watchers, and the
demand by the word of the holy ones, to the intent that
the living may know that the most High rules in the
kingdom of men, and gives it to whomever He will, and
sets up over it the lowest of men. (Dan. 4:17)

My critique of Sand to this point does not necessarily negate
what he has to say about the State of Israel or Jews in general.
Just because he associates with and cites dubious sources to
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support an ungodly ideology does not mean he is entirely wrong.
And so we must dig deeper into his claims if we are to come to
an honest and proper conclusion regarding the legitimacy of the
State of Israel and of Jews as an authentic, distinguishable
people. Because if Sand and those who cite him are correct, then
the State of Israel is not a legitimate homeland for the Jews, in
which case it cannot be a precursor to the Lord’s return.

MODERN ISRAEL FOUNDED ON MYTH
Sand insists there is no historical evidence to justify the exis-

tence of the State of Israel in the area which in historically recent
times had come to be known as Palestine, but that it is founded
on mythological stories in the Bible. Addressing various myths
associated with other nations, Sand states somewhat sarcastically:

For Israelis, specifically those of Jewish origin, such
mythologies are far-fetched, whereas their own history
rests on firm and precise truths. They know for a certainty
that a Jewish nation has been in existence since Moses
received the tablets of the law on Mount Sinai, and that
they are its direct and exclusive descendants (except for the
ten tribes, who are yet to be located). They are convinced
that this nation “came out” of Egypt; conquered and
settled “the Land of Israel,” which had been famously
promised it by the deity; created the magnificent kingdom
of David and Solomon, which then split into the king-
doms of Judah and Israel. They are also convinced that
this nation was exiled, not once but twice, after its periods
of glory—after the fall of the First Temple in the sixth
century BCE, and again after the fall of the Second Tem-
ple, in 70 CE. (p. 16)

The ancient myths were still pervasive in the first
century, and the human deeds related in them could be
seasoned with otherworldly events. … It should be remem-
bered that the distilled biblical “truth” was not a universal
narrative about the history of humanity, but the story of a
sacred people whom a secularized modern reading turned
into the first nation in human history. (p. 65)

Sand’s claim that a secularized modern reading turned the
Israelites into the first nation in human history is puzzling.
Secular history confirms the existence of other nations prior to
the first kingdom of Israel which was established sometime in
the eleventh century BC. Many nations had arisen before then.
An example is the first Chinese dynasty, founded around the
seventeenth century BC. Perhaps I am misunderstanding Sand’s
meaning, but it seems as if he has erred on this point at least.

According to Sand, Zionism invented the idea of a nation-
state for Jews by using the biblical “myth” of an ancient home-
land from which the Jews were expelled by the Romans. Writing
of Israel’s first prime minister, David Ben-Gurion, Sand says:

The biblical stories served him as a basis for every-
day political rhetoric, and seemingly he genuinely iden-
tified with Moses and Joshua. Much as the leaders of
the French Revolution felt they were assuming the
roles of ancient Roman senators, so Ben-Gurion and
other leaders of the Zionist revolution, senior military
figures, and national intellectuals felt they were recapit-

ulating the biblical conquest of Canaan and the con-
struction of a state along the lines of David’s kingdom.
Current action became significant in the context of
paradigmatic events of the past. In both cases the
revolutionaries dreamed of creating a completely new
man, but the materials they used in his construction
were taken from a mythical past. (p. 108)

If Sand is correct, then the State of Israel is illegitimate. But
if there truly was an ancient nation once inhabited by an Israel-
ite and/or Jewish people who were driven from their land, then
there is at least some historical justification for today’s Jews who
wish to return to the land of their ancestors. For non-believers
in Jesus there may be any measure of acceptance for that propos-
al. For believers in Jesus there can be no other recourse but to
believe that the biblical accounts of an Israelite history are true
and not myth. According to one’s understanding, a believer in
Christ may not accept the idea that modern Jews should re-
inhabit the land of their forefathers, but they cannot oppose it
without risking offending the Lord simply because it is the Lord
who has established the State of Israel just as He has established
all nations from the creation of man to the present. To deny that
truth is to deny the Word of God. We may expect that denial
from false brethren such as the liberal higher critics who occupy
places of leadership within some churches, but we should not
expect it from those who call themselves Bible-believers such as
those who, in the name of Jesus Christ, produce such polemic
diatribes against the Jews and the State of Israel.

This doesn’t mean we have to accept everything Israel does;
we don’t have to fall into the Christian Zionist trap of acquiesc-
ing to “Israel, right or wrong.” The nation is still largely com-
prised of anti-Christs who hate Jesus. But we must recognize
God’s Word that informs us that the Jews will occupy Jerusalem
when He returns. If we want the Jews to leave that occupancy
for the sake of political and social ideology, can we really say we
are looking forward to His return?

Or do we take the side of anti-Christs such as Adolph Hitler
and Shlomo Sand who tell us the entire premise for Jewish
occupation of the city is based on a Jewish myth? I believe it is
incumbent upon true believers in Jesus to accept the biblical
truths regarding the Jews inhabiting Jerusalem in the last days:

“Look! I will make Jerusalem a cup of trembling to
all the people around, when they are in siege both
against Judah and against Jerusalem.

“And in that day will I make Jerusalem a burden-
some stone for all people. All who burden themselves
with it shall be cut in pieces, though all the people of
the earth are gathered together against it.

“In that day,” says YHWH, “I will strike every horse
with astonishment, and his rider with madness, and I
will open My eyes upon the house of Judah, and will
strike every horse of the people with blindness.

“And the governors of Judah shall say in their heart,
‘The inhabitants of Jerusalem shall be my strength in
YHWH of hosts their God.’

(Continued on page 19)
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the various forms of dominion theology, from Mani-
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be informed about the true origins and
effects of yoga and its ungodly roots in
Kundalini “serpent power.”
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17

MEDIA SPOTLIGHT • VOL. 36 - NO. 2 • SUMMER 2013

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

PO BOX 640
SEQUIM, WA 98382-4310

(360) 477-4180
www.swordpublishers.com

INTERNATIONAL POSTAGE RATES
     CANADA/MEXICO      OTHER FOREIGN

1 lb. $15.00    $18.00
2 lbs. $22.00    $25.00
3 lbs. $28.00    $32.00
4.lbs $35.00    $40.00

5+ lbs.: Inquire by e-mail at contactus@swordpublishers.com

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.

      ITEM #                           TITLE                    QUANTITY        $/UNIT                 AMOUNT

SUB-TOTAL

Washington Residents Sales Tax 9.5%

Foreign Postage (See Chart Below)

TOTAL:

 CHECK ENCLOSED

NAME____________________________________________________________________________

COMPANY________________________________________________________________________
ADDRESS ________________________________________________________________________
CITY_____________________________________ STATE_______POSTAL ZONE______________
COUNTRY______________________________________ PHONE (________) _________________





19

MEDIA SPOTLIGHT • VOL. 36 - NO. 2 • SUMMER 2013

“In that day I will make the governors of Judah like
a hearth of fire among the wood, and like a torch of fire
in a sheaf, and they shall devour all the people round
about, on the right hand and on the left, and Jerusalem
shall be inhabited again in her own place, even in
Jerusalem.

“YHWH shall also save the homes of Judah first, so
that the glory of the house of David and the glory of the
inhabitants of Jerusalem do not magnify themselves
against Judah.

“In that day YHWH shall defend the inhabitants of
Jerusalem, and he who is feeble among them at that day
shall be like David. And the house of David shall be
like God—like the angel of YHWH before them.

“And it shall come to pass in that day, that I will
seek to destroy all the nations that come against Jerusa-
lem. And I will pour upon the house of David, and
upon the inhabitants of Jerusalem, the Spirit of grace
and of supplications, and they shall look upon Me
whom they have pierced.”

And they shall mourn for Him, as one mourns for
his only son, and shall be in bitterness for Him, as one
who is in bitterness for his firstborn. (Zech. 12:2-10)

This prophecy did not relate to the time Jerusalem was
surrounded by the Romans. In all the sieges against Jerusalem
throughout history God has never delivered the city but has sent
its inhabitants into exile. This is prophecy for the future, and it
relates specifically to Judah (the Jews) and Jerusalem. Therefore,
it will be necessary for the Jews to occupy Jerusalem when the
Lord returns to set foot on the earth.

Jesus tells us in Luke 21:24 that after the destruction of the
second temple Jerusalem would be trodden underfoot by the
Gentiles until the time of the Gentiles is finished. We are
currently in the time of the Gentiles. Toward the end of this
time Jerusalem must again be inhabited by Judah, which we are
seeing in this day.

Why do otherwise sound believers in Scripture insist on
denigrating what God is doing in bringing His ancient people
back into the land He had promised their forefathers?

Some tell us that Israel already received the promise of
inheriting all the land; once they were expelled for their unfaith-
fulness the promise became null and void. To prove this they
cite Joshua 21:43:

And YHWH gave to Israel all the land that He
swore to give to their fathers, and they possessed it and
lived in it.

But those who use this Scripture to say the Jews will never
again possess that land neglect Jeremiah 30:3:

“For look! The days are coming,” says YHWH,
“that I will again bring the captives of My people Israel
and Judah,” says YHWH, “and I will cause them to
return to the land that I gave to their fathers, and they
shall possess it.”

Jeremiah wrote this during the Babylonian Captivity after
Israel was expelled from the land. Israel had been scattered from
the time of the Assyrian Captivity, and Judah, although returning
to the land for a time, never possessed all the land that unified
Israel possessed as related in Joshua 21:43. That time of reposses-
sion is yet future after the Lord returns to establish His Millenni-
al Kingdom. In the meantime, per Zechariah 12:2-10 as quoted
above, Judah must occupy Jerusalem before the Lord returns.

ARE JEWS REALLY JEWS?
We have established biblically that the Jews must again

possess Jerusalem in the last days, and few true believers in Jesus
would deny that all the signs point to these times in which we
live being the last days. (For evidence of this, and an in-depth
look at the promises to Israel and Judah to possess the land
again in the last days, see The Day of Yahweh [Redmond, WA:
SwordPublishers.com, 2013].) Now we must deal with Sand’s
claim that there is no such thing as a Jewish ethnos, but that it,
like biblical history, is a myth. To establish his claim, Sand cites
archaeology, history and genetics.

History
Sand claims there is no history of a Jewish people—certainly

no history found in the archives of other civilizations—that
would establish them as a major ethnos at any time. He rather
allows for a greater kingdom of Israel:

The kingdom of Israel under the Omride dynasty
was clearly greater than the kingdom of Judah under the
House of David. It is about the former that we have the
oldest extrabiblical evidence: the inscription on the so-
called Black Obelisk of Shalmaneser III of Assyria, the
famous Mesha stela, and the inscription found at Tell
Dan. All the grand structures previously attributed to
Solomon were in fact later projects of the kingdom of
Israel. At its zenith, it was one of the most populated and
prosperous kingdoms in the territory between Damascus
in the north, Moab in the east, the Mediterranean Sea in
the west, and the kingdom of Judah in the south. (p. 121)

Because Israel was decimated by the Assyrian invasion and
the people scattered throughout the known world at that time,
it is easy for naysayers to allow for the existence of an ancient
Israelite kingdom of some renown. In their eyes that kingdom
poses no threat to their globalist society. Judah, however, must
not be acknowledged as being of any significance for the simple
reason that the Jews, having been dispersed from Judea, are the
major component of the return from diaspora. The foundation
for Sand’s rejection of that return is the historical truth that the
Romans did not send into exile the people it conquered:

ARE NOT THE
JEWS, JEWS?

(Continued from page 3)
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…[Zionist leaders] knew perfectly well that there was no
exile in the first century CE, and they logically conclud-
ed that the great mass of the Jews had converted to
Islam with the arrival of Arab forces in the early sev-
enth century.…

For my own part, I believe that today’s Palestinians
derive from a variety of origins, just like all contempo-
rary peoples. Each conqueror left his mark in the
region: Egyptians, Persians and Byzantines all fertilized
the local women and many of their descendants must
be there still. And yet, though this is not so important
in my view, I believe that the young Ben-Gurion was
correct—if imprecise—it is quite likely that an inhabit-
ant of Hebron is closer in origin to the ancient He-
brews than are the majority of those across the world
who identify themselves as Jews. (p. 318)

Sand is correct that there is no evidence that the Romans
engaged in a forced exile; they certainly did not want the Jews
in Rome. But the conditions under which Judea suffered during
and after the Roman siege of Jerusalem certainly caused many
Jews to flee for their lives. There may not have been a forced
exile, but there was an exile none the less. Even Sand admits
there was an exile from Judea, albeit not under the Romans as
much as under the Muslims:

The way the Roman Empire gradually reduced the
political power of the kingdom of Judea was important,
but not as important as the historical development that
actually led to the exile. The invasion of the country by
desert dwellers in the seventh century, and their seizure
of Jewish-owned lands, changed the country’s demo-
graphic character. Emperor Hadrian’s decrees had, of
course, expropriated lands in the second century, but
the arrival of the Muslims greatly accelerated the pro-
cess and eventually led to the emigration of the Jews
and “the creation of a new national majority in the
country.” Until that time, the Jews had constituted the
majority of the population, and Hebrew was still the
dominant language. The arrival of the new settler-con-
querors altered the country’s cultural morphology and
put an end to the presence of the Jewish people in its
land. (pp. 140-141)

This is an interesting statement from Sand, considering he
currently believes the Jews are usurpers of the land occupied
previously by the Palestinians. But he cannot deny the historical
evidence that the Muslims first displaced the Jews and stole
their land from them, driving them out of the land.

But now the Lord is returning the land to the Jews in
preparation for His return.

Exactly where all those Jews ended up is lost to antiquity, but
they no doubt joined with their Israelite brethren who had been
scattered throughout the known world after the Assyrian captiv-
ity of the northern kingdom.

Another revealing statement by Sand belies his consistent
rhetoric that there is no such thing as “the wandering Jew”:

Historians from Heinrich Graetz to present-day
Israelis have always proposed an alternative to the
highly unsatisfactory theory of expulsion (which, as we
have seen, was chronologically problematic): Jewry’s
amazing expansion between 150 BCE and 70 CE was
the result of an extensive migration of Judeans to all
parts of the world. Following the upheaval of the wars
of Alexander the Great, the restless inhabitants of
Judea began to emigrate en masse, to wander from
country to country, while producing numerous off-
spring. Moreover, this migration was not wholly volun-
tary, but impelled by hardship. Numerous captives
were taken, but many people of Judea rose up and left
their beloved homeland because they had no other
choice. It stands to reason, because ordinary people do
not leave their homes voluntarily. And it was this
dynamic, if painful, process that produced the thriving
Israelite diaspora. (p. 146)

So the myth of the wandering Jew is not a myth after all.
Those who are true Israelites will be sorted out by the Lord

when He returns; in the meantime, the Jews must occupy
Jerusalem when He does appear to catch up His saints. Speaking
of the nations that will attack Jerusalem just prior to the Lord’s
return, Zechariah sets the following scenario, proving that Ju-
dah will be in Jerusalem at that time:

And it shall come to pass in that day, that a great
tumult from YHWH shall be among them, and they
will lay hold everyone on the hand of his neighbor, and
his hand will rise up against the hand of his neighbor.

And Judah also shall fight at Jerusalem, and the
wealth of all the heathen round about shall be gathered
together—gold, silver and apparel, in great abundance.

And so shall be the plague of the horse, of the mule,
of the camel, and of the ass, and of all the beasts that
shall be in these tents, as this plague.

And it shall come to pass that everyone that is left of
all the nations which came against Jerusalem shall go up
from year to year to worship the King, YHWH of hosts,
and to keep the feast of tabernacles. (Zech. 14:13-16)

The context is the Lord’s return to defend Jerusalem just
prior to His Millennial reign. Judah (the Jews) will also fight
against its enemies that will surround them under the anti-
Christ.

So regardless what we know about who are the true Jews, the
truth remains that the true Jews will be in Jerusalem in the last
days.

The bottom line is that while Sand consistently denies the
reality of the Jews as a nation of any significance, he also
consistently speaks of them as a nation.

Archaeology
In particular, Sand states there is no archaeological evidence

for the united kingdom of David and Solomon:

The next biblical story to lose its scientific historici-
ty as a result of new archaeological discoveries was the
jewel in the crown of the long national memory. Ever
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since Graetz, through Dinur and the Israeli historians
who followed, the united national kingdom of David
and Solomon was the glorious golden age in Jewish
history. All the future political models fed on this
paragon of the biblical past and drew from its imagery,
thinking and intellectual exhilaration. New novels em-
bedded it in their plots; poems and plays were com-
posed about the towering Saul, the fearless David and
the wise Solomon. Excavators discovered the remains
of their palaces, and detailed maps completed the
historical picture and outlined the boundaries of the
united empire that spread from the Euphrates to the
border of Egypt.

Then came the post-1967 archaeologists and Bible
scholars, who began to cast doubt on the very existence
of this mighty kingdom, which, according to the Bible,
grew rapidly after the period of the Judges. Excavations
in Jerusalem in the 1970s—that is, after the city had
been “reunified forever” by the Israeli government—
undermined the fantasies about the glorious past. It
was not possible to dig under the Haram al-Sharif, but
explorations at all the other sites that were opened up
around it failed to find any traces of an important
tenth-century kingdom, the presumed time of David
and Solomon. No vestige was ever found of monumen-
tal structures, walls or grand palaces, and the pottery
found there was scanty and quite simple. At first it was
argued that the unbroken occupation of the city and
the massive construction in the reign of Herod had
destroyed the remains, but this reasoning fell flat when
impressive traces were uncovered from earlier periods
in Jerusalem’s history.…

The inescapable and troublesome conclusion was
that if there was a political entity in tenth-century
Judea, it was a small tribal kingdom, and that Jerusalem
was a fortified stronghold. It is possible that the tiny
kingdom was ruled by a dynasty known as the House of
David. An inscription discovered in Tell Dan in 1993
supports this assumption, but this kingdom of Judah
was greatly inferior to the kingdom of Israel to its
north, and apparently far less developed. (p.120-121)

The post-1967 archaeologists and “Bible scholars” are those
who are philosophically aligned with higher criticism—the con-
certed effort to find any evidence, no matter how scant, that
might cast doubt on the veracity of Scripture as either a credible
historical book or the Word of God. So although earlier archae-
ologists found evidence of David’s and Solomon’s reigns, their
discoveries have been diminished in the sight of the more
“enlightened” who choose to believe the Bible is just a compila-
tion of primitive myths.

Yet we cannot ignore what Sand has to say. Is it true that
there is no genuine evidence of an extensive Israelite kingdom?
Admittedly, there is little historical evidence of David or Solo-
mon, yet even the “higher critics” admit they did exist, and that
they were monarchs of some stature, if not of the glorious
stature attributed to them in the Bible.

The most noteworthy critics of the Davidic kingdom are
Israel Finkelstein and Neil Silberman, authors of The Bible
Unearthed: Archaeology’s New Vision of Ancient Israel and the Origin
of Its Sacred Texts. They posit that David and Solomon ruled over
a kingdom that was little more than a small city-state.

On the other hand are historians such as William G. Dever,
Helga Weippert, Andre Lemaire and Amnon Ben-Tor who
criticize the critics. Lemair authored Ancient Israel: From Abra-
ham to the Roman Destruction of the Temple, in which he states that
the principal points of the biblical accounts of Solomon are
“generally trustworthy.” Most historians and archaeologists be-
lieve Solomon’s influence was considerably greater than what is
attributed to him by the higher critics.

It is true that, when compared with the great empires of the
world throughout history, the Davidic kingdom would be rela-
tively minor in stature. Israel never sought to conquer the world
as did Alexander the Great, or the empires of Rome, the
Ottomans, Assyria, Babylonia and others. It stands to reason
that the Davidic kingdom would be confined to the city of
Jerusalem as its headquarters, and would extend no farther than
the land given to Israel by God.

Nor did Israel necessarily establish deep roots in the land they
occupied for such a short time. The northern kingdom was given
over to idolatry and mingling with the heathen from the start.
There would be no strong evidence of a Davidic kingdom there.
Judah was for the most part given to the same sins, but preserved
until the Babylonian captivity. The united Davidic kingdom
lasted only from around 1002 BC to 931 BC—some 71 years. Of
course in that short a time there would be scant evidence of the
kingdom as great, and it certainly wasn’t far-reaching. After
Solomon’s death the kingdom was split between northern Israel
and southern Judah, and both were consistently fighting for their
existence, eventually to be exiled for the most part.

Regardless what modern “Bible scholars” and biblical mini-
malists among archaeologists and historians say, the ancient
historian Josephus, writing for the Roman Empire, gives credence
to the glory days of David and Solomon, short-lived as they were.

Given the choice between anti-Christs with an agenda to
cast doubt on the veracity of Scripture, and the integrity-filled
writers of Scripture themselves, as well as ancient historians,
true believers should opt for the latter group.

Genetics
History and archaeology are not exact sciences. They are

open to much interpretation clouded by ideological proclivities
on the part of those involved. Just because archaeology has not
unearthed evidence to support a biblical account does not mean
the evidence is not there; it merely means that if the evidence is
there it hasn’t been found as yet.

History is likewise often subjective, particularly where ideol-
ogy is concerned. Even in our modern times we’ve witnessed the
Orwellian tactic of consigning historical fact to the Memory
Hole. Revisionist scholars have turned upside down much of
America’s history in order to misinform students as a means to
lead them away from nationalism toward globalist ideology.

If the major civilizations of the world did not pay much
attention to the history of Israel and Judah it should not sur-
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prise us. They were mainly concerned with their own histories
of conquest, and the short-lived Davidic kingdom was protected
by God from those conquests. The nations that did conquer
Jerusalem included those conquests in their histories, proving
that the divided kingdoms, at least, did exist. But they had no
reason to chronicle the history of a people they could not
conquer. It was left to the prophets of Israel and Judah to record
the history of God’s people. But because faith in Yahweh was
central to their history, the Scriptures are disregarded as unreli-
able. Now modern “Bible scholars” schooled in higher criticism
either try to explain how the miracles recorded in Scripture were
merely extraordinary displays of natural phenomena, or they
deny them outright as myths. They are unaware, or uncon-
cerned, that unfailing biblical prophecy is the signature of God
upon His Word. They ignore those prophecies or consider their
fulfillment as either somehow contrived or written after the fact.

But what about genetics? Is genetic research an unimpeach-
able source of evidence tracing the lineage of people groups?

 There is no doubt that DNA has played a major role of late
in solving criminal cases through identification of perpetrators’
genetic material. DNA, though still in the infant stage of genetic
testing for medical treatment and disease control, has been used
to link individuals to one another, even as far back as several
generations. For these reasons the average person has come to
expect that DNA research is infallible in all other areas, even in
determining the ancestry of people groups. But it isn’t as simple
as pseudo-scientists would have us believe. Yet some historians,
including Shlomo Sand, have based their anti-Semitic conclu-
sions on evidence which purports to prove that the Jews of
today—particularly those of Eastern European extraction—are
not descendants of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob. The truth is that
the various attempts to reach definitive conclusions as to the
ancient ancestry of today’s Jews have resulted in widely disparate
conflicts. Even Shlomo Sand reveals this, although he chooses
to believe the studies that support his anti-Israel ideology:

As of today, no study based on anonymous DNA
samples has succeeded in identifying a genetic marker
specific to Jews, and it is not likely that any study ever
will. (p. 319)

So who really knows who are true Jews or Israelites? God does,
and that’s what matters. This must be kept in mind as we proceed.

The Khazarian Hypothesis
Central to Sand’s theories is what has come to be called “the

Khazarian hypothesis.” Briefly stated, it is that the European
Jews, who made up a majority of the original settlers in the
nation of Israel at its birth, are not descended from Abraham,
but from a people called Khazars. The Khazarian hypothesis is
what fueled the research by Eran Elhaik cited in the Christian
newsletter that prompted this writing. His research paper is
titled, “The Missing Link of Jewish European Ancestry: Con-
trasting the Rhineland and the Khazarian Hypotheses.” Elhaik
opens his treatise with an explanation:

…the Khazarian hypothesis suggests that Eastern Euro-
pean Jews descended from the Khazars, an amalgam of
Turkic clans that settled the Caucasus in the early

centuries CE and converted to Judaism in the 8th

century. Mesopotamian and Greco-Roman Jews con-
tinuously reinforced the Judaized empire until the 13th

century. Following the collapse of their empire, the
Judeo-Khazars fled to Eastern Europe. The rise of
European Jewry is therefore explained by the contribu-
tion of the Judeo-Khazars. Thus far, however, the Khaz-
ar’s contribution has been estimated only empirically,
as the absence of genome-wide data from Caucasus
populations precluded testing the Khazarian hypothe-
sis. … Our findings support the Khazarian hypothesis
and portray the European Jewish genome as a mosaic
of Near Eastern-Caucasus, European, and Semitic an-
cestries, thereby consolidating previous contradictory
reports of Jewish ancestry. We further describe a major
difference among Caucasus populations explained by
the early presence of Judeans in the Southern and
Central Caucasus.

As I read this intriguing study I found quite a number of
ambiguous statements that allowed for Elhaik’s caution in never
stating he has proven anything, but that his conclusions “sup-
port” the Khazarian hypothesis. He even qualifies his research
by stating that the Jews’ ancestry “remains debatable between
geneticists, historians, and linguists.” Further, he states, “The
Khazarian hypothesis posits that European Jews are comprised
of Caucasus, European, and Middle Eastern ancestries,” sug-
gesting that, certainly they have their roots in the Middle East.

No one is suggesting that some Jews did not migrate to the
Khazarian region. But if they somehow managed to convert the
entire nation to Judaism, it would suggest also that the migrato-
ry group was pretty large. That would account for the preserva-
tion of their religion, and allow for Jewish ancestry springing
from intermarriage between the Jews and the Khazars. This
would not negate their descendants being true Jews, albeit
influenced by the Eastern European contingent that developed
into today’s Yiddish-speaking people.

A telling statement by Elhaik leads to further ambiguity:

…Therefore, we do not expect to achieve perfect match-
ing with the surrogate Khazarian and Judean popula-
tions but rather to estimate their relatedness.

Regarding these “surrogate” populations, Elhaik states:

…contemporary Middle Eastern and Caucasus popula-
tions were used as surrogates. Palestinians were consid-
ered proto-Judeans because they are assumed to share
a similar linguistic, ethnic, and geographic background
with the Judeans and were shown to share common
ancestry with European Jews. … Similarly, Caucasus
Georgians and Armenians were considered proto-Khaz-
ars because they are believed to have emerged from the
same genetic cohort as the Khazars. [emphasis ours]

“Assumed” and “believed to have” may allow for founda-
tional research, but if what is “assumed” or “believed to be” is
faulty, then the research will prove faulty. This is particularly
important where the Palestinians are concerned. It is assumed
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by Sand and Elhaik that the Palestinians are descendants of
Abraham in the same manner as are the Arabs through Esau.
However, the Palestinians did not originate in the Middle East.
They are (with mixed ancestry through the centuries) primarily
descendants of the Philistines mentioned in Scripture. The
Philistines were non-Semites who migrated from Crete, the
Aegean Islands and Asia Minor. They were the enemies of the
Israelites who conquered them to settle in the land promised to
Abraham. The important point to consider, again, is that they
are not Semitic people (although over the centuries they inter-
married with Semitic people, including Jews). So the DNA pools
of both the Jews and the Palestinians are certainly muddied.

One finding of Elhaik’s research further complicates the
Khazarian hypothesis:

As both Caucasus and Middle Eastern ancestries are
absent in Eastern European populations, our findings
suggest that Eastern European Jews acquired these
ancestries prior to their arrival to Eastern Europe.

So what’s the problem? They were Jews before they became
Khazars? More ambiguity.

This isn’t to say that Elhaik’s research was not vigorous and
far-reaching. Genetic research is a complicated and imprecise
science, if it may be called that. But Elhaik begins his research
paper with these words:

The question of Jewish ancestry has been the subject
of controversy for over two centuries and has yet to be
resolved.

So as much as the anti-Israel Christians want to tout Elhaik’s
research and Sand’s anti-Christ hypothesis based on the Bible as
myth, the ground on which they stand is sinking sand.

Even in view of Elhaik’s and Sand’s caveats, I am not contest-
ing the idea that many of today’s Jews are descended from Jewish
Khazars. But what is a Jewish Khazar? Is he to be classified as
only a Khazar, or may he be classified as a Jew with Khazarian
DNA mixed in? And were the Khazars somehow inferior beings
to be denigrated for the purpose of discrediting today’s Jews?
They intermarried; so what? The Jews have intermarried with
many diverse peoples throughout the centuries. The important
question is, are there any today who God can trace back to
Abraham through their paternal lineage? If not, then God’s
promises have failed:

And the Word of YHWH came to Jeremiah, saying,
“YHWH says this: ‘If you can break My covenant with
the day, and My covenant with the night so that there
would be no day and night in their season, then may
also My covenant be broken with David My servant,
that he should not have a son to reign upon his throne,
and with the Levites the priests, My ministers.

“‘As the host of Heaven cannot be numbered, nor
the sand of the sea measured, so I will multiply the seed
of David My servant, and the Levites who minister to
Me.’”

Moreover the Word of YHWH came to Jeremiah,
saying, “Do not consider what this people have spoken,

saying, ‘The two families that YHWH has chosen, has
He cast them off?’ Thus they have despised My people,
that they should be no more a nation before them.”

“YHWH says this: ‘If My covenant be not with day
and night, and if I have not appointed the ordinances
of heaven and earth, then I will cast away the seed of
Jacob, and David My servant, so that I will not take any
of his seed to be rulers over the seed of Abraham, Isaac,
and Jacob. For I will cause their captivity to return, and
have mercy on them.’” (Jer. 33:19-26)

So none of this anti-Israel posturing proves anything but that
Sand and many Jewish geneticists are ignorant of God’s means
of dealing with His people.

Of course it would be difficult to conclusively point to any
group of people as being one hundred percent “Jewish.”
Throughout history the Israelites from all the tribes have inter-
married with non-Israelites. Contrary to the ignorant Sand and
those attempting to compile the impossible, it was not forbidden
for Israelite men to marry non-Israelite women. Nor was it
uncommon. They were not to marry heathen women who might
draw them away from the true God, Yahweh, but beyond that,
there were no restrictions. They could marry non-Israelite wom-
en who had faith in Yahweh.

Faithful women from other nations comprised many Israelite
households, including those of David and Solomon. Solomon
went beyond what was right and married heathen women who
led him astray. But right or wrong, the truth remains that the
DNA of the Israelites was certainly mingled with the DNA of
other nations. The fact that Israel and Judah were dispersed
throughout the world over the centuries, and certainly married
outside their tribes, does not negate the truth that there are still
true Israelites populating the earth. The mere fact that Judaism
(although a corrupted version of Moses’ faith) has been preserved
under such inhospitable conditions testifies of God’s ability to
keep among the hodgepodge of humanity a remnant He has
promised to restore to their ancient land promised to their fathers.

CONCLUSION
There is much more that could be said about the inconsisten-

cies and outright erroneous thinking evident in Sand’s writings,
as well as in the genetic research of Eran Elhaik. It would take a
book to do full justice to them. The crux of the matter is this:
Christians must avoid questionable “research” and revisionist
history offered by those with ideological agendas based on the
misconception that the Bible is nothing more than myth and
unreliable historical trivia.

God’s Word is sure: the Jews and their ancient brethren the
Israelites are still being preserved by God for the day the Lord
Jesus returns to the earth to gather them again into the Promised
Land. Let’s put aside these anti-Christ ideological fables and just
learn to trust our Father and take Him at His Word.

We may not agree with the modern State of Israel on every-
thing; we may even be concerned about any injustices commit-
ted by it. But the nation is no more ungodly than any other
nation on earth. To beat up on Israel is to wish for our Father’s
faithful promises to fail.

On whose side would that put us?v
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As Protestantism and Catholicism battled for control of
Western Europe during the Reformation, anti-Christ
found opportunity to spread his religion of conquest in

the East through the expansion of the Ottoman Empire.
Beginning its conquests in the late thirteenth century, the
Ottoman Empire reached its height during the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries, especially during the reign of Suleiman
the Magnificent (reigned 1520-1566). The boundaries of the
empire stretched from the southern borders of the Holy Roman
Empire in the west to the Caspian Sea in the east, encompassing
western Persia (modern Iran). From north to south it stretched
from the southern borders of Poland to Egypt, and much of
North Africa. Although kept from conquest of the West through
the might of the Holy Roman Empire and the rise of Protestant
Western Europe, from the time of the Ottomans’ greatest reach
to the present, the anti-Christ’s religion of Islam has continued
to dominate the religious and social culture of most of those
lands in Asia Minor and northern Africa.

Ottoman expansion into Western Europe ended with the
empire’s defeat at the Battle of Vienna in September, 1683.
Besieged by the Ottoman army for two months, Vienna was
defended by the Holy League—the Holy Roman Empire in
union with the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth and the
Venetian Republic.

Historians are divided on the cause for the Ottoman defeat,
some suggesting that the Battle of Vienna marked the turning
point of the 300-year conflict between the Ottoman Empire and
the Holy Roman Empire. Others attribute the defeat to the
already-decaying strength of the Ottomans. The truth most
likely lies in a combination of both factors. The Holy Roman
Empire was still a formidable force even after the Protestant
Reformation, and the Ottomans’ strength had been sapped as
the result of constant military campaigns from its inception. In
any case, the Lord did not allow the dominance of Islam to
spread into the West. And as much as we may condemn the
Roman Catholic Church for its aberrant doctrines and practic-

es, had it not been for the Holy Roman Empire, Islam would
have certainly overrun most of Western Europe. We can only
speculate on what that may have meant to the birth of the
United States of America had God not used the Roman Catho-
lic Church to that end. The United States of America never
would have existed.

As it is, the seventeenth century saw North America and
Canada colonized by Western Europe as explorers and traders
settled in the New World. Here, a new battleground for the
struggle between anti-Christ and God’s people would develop.
Western Europe had become entrenched in religious rivalry
and confusion. Much of Protestant Europe, having been given
the opportunity to free itself from the religious oppression of
the papacy, developed its own form of oppression. They made
outcasts of believers in Jesus who did not fit within either
Roman Catholic or specific Protestant theological parameters
according to their centers of power.

The discovery of the New World was largely the result of
Western European nations attempting to find alternate routes
to the East because of the fall of Constantinople to the Turks in
1453. Unable to easily travel the trade routes previously open to
them, and with their merchant ships plundered in the Mediter-
ranean Sea and the North Atlantic Ocean  by the Barbary
pirates serving the Ottoman Empire, the Western European
nations were forced to seek other routes to maintain their trade
and ensure their wealth. Thus the Age of Discovery, which
began in the Middle Ages, was spurred on to greater heights as
ships began to head west in search of an alternate route to India
and Asia.

The voyages began in earnest after 1492 when Christopher
Columbus discovered the Bahamas, which gave no indication
of the great continent in the western hemisphere that lay be-
yond. It did not enter anyone’s mind that God was directing
their paths for the founding of what would become the greatest
nation ever to flourish from the time of Adam to the present.

By Albert James Dager
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Although the Viking Leif Ericson is credited as the first

European to discover the Americas in the eleventh century, it
was not in God’s plan that the Vikings would colonize the New
World. Largely a pagan people, although Ericson converted to
Christianity, the Vikings would have no doubt established
something quite different than what came about through the
settlement of Pilgrims much later. As it turned out, anti-Christ
was largely responsible for that fortuitous outcome. For were it
not for anti-Christ’s dominance in the East, it is doubtful that
any nation in the West would have ventured into the unknown
and hazardous expanse of the Atlantic Ocean. And were it not
for anti-Christ’s influence in Western European Protestantism—
particularly in the Church of England’s persecution of dissent-
ers, there would have been no impetus for the spread of the
faith from Europe to the New World.

The beginning of the persecution that led to the Pilgrims
leaving England for the New World is found in the Gunpowder
Plot (November 1605) which was instigated by Catholic Guy
Fawkes who intended to blow up the English Parliament when

King James I would be
present. Fawkes was
found out and subse-
quently executed, but
his actions resulted in
the English Parlia-
ment enacting the
Popish Recusants Act
1605, which forbade
Roman Catholics
from engaging in law
and medicine and
from acting in fiducia-
ry manners as guard-
ians or trustees. The
act also required an
oath of allegiance,
and required recu-
sants to be fined £60
or forfeit two-thirds of
their land if they did

not receive the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper at least once a
year in the Church of England. It was also made high treason to
obey the pope rather than the king.

King James I’s oversight of the Church of England would
result in persecution of certain non-Catholic dissidents as well.
Those dissidents, pejoratively known as Pilgrims, had their
foundations in the Marian exiles of the sixteenth century,
having fled persecution under the Catholic Queen Mary I (aka
“Bloody Mary” for her persecution of Protestants).

After Mary’s imprisonment and the accession to the throne
by Elizabeth I, Puritanism became an activist movement within
the Church of England.

Upon Elizabeth’s death with no heirs, Mary’s son, King
James VI of Scotland, took the throne, adding the title of King
James I of England. Under James, Puritanism co-existed with
the Church of England for a time. But anti-Christ, ever desirous
of causing schisms within Christianity, found fertile ground for

persecution among the diverse doctrines of Puritanism and the
Church of England. Yet the schism that resulted from Puritan
dissension was a necessary element to the continuation of the
Reformation process, even though the Reformation was for all
intents and purposes ended, having caused sufficient departure
of many from Roman Catholicism.

The Puritans believed that the Protestant Reformation had
not gone far enough, and that the Church of England was still
largely Roman Catholic in many beliefs and practices, particu-
larly sacramentalism. The Puritans’ dissatisfaction with the
Church of England’s ecclesiology led to the Hampton Court
Conference in 1604, which brought King James I together with
representatives of the Church of England and leading English
Puritans. At the conference the Puritans set forth their com-
plaints which were considered by James and his bishops. James
managed to broker some agreeable outcomes between the two
conflicting elements, primarily in the area of tolerance. The
Puritans won a great victory in their insistence that individual
believers should be able to learn God’s Word without the
influence of ecclesiastical intermediaries. This led to James
commissioning the Bible in the English language, which would
become known as the Authorised Version. That is, it was the only
version authorized to be read in churches, superseding the
Great Bible and the Bishops’ Bible. First published in 1611,
over time it came to be called The King James Bible.

Thus, anti-Christ’s attempt to cause a deep schism in the
Church of England resulted in one of the greatest benefits God
has bestowed upon His people, not only in England but
throughout the world. For over 300  years the King James Bible
had been the staple for biblical studies until the turn of the 20th

century which saw modern translations come into existence.
In spite of that great victory, not long after the conference

the Archbishop of Canterbury, John Whitgift, died, to be
succeeded by the anti-Puritan Richard Bancroft who demanded
that Puritan ministers adhere to the Thirty-Nine Articles of the
Church of England. This brought even greater dissension be-
tween the Puritans and the established church.

The Puritans found themselves in constant conflict with the
Church of England on many issues, including personal living.
This led to James I, ever seeking compromise, issuing a number
of declarations including his “Declaration of Sports” (aka The
Book of Sports) in which the king sought to resolve a dispute
between the Puritans and the gentry in Lancashire. Many of the
gentry were Roman Catholics. The Puritans insisted that Sun-
day, being the alleged “Christian Sabbath” was to be kept as a
time to worship God. Frivolous activities, particularly sports,
were forbidden among the Puritans and they wanted the king to
impose those sanctions on all others under his domain. Seeking
a compromise, James determined some sports to be acceptable,
while others were forbidden. Allowed were archery, dancing,
“leaping, vaulting, or other such harmless recreation,” as well as
“May-games, Whitsun-ales and Morris-dances, and the setting
up of Maypoles.” Among prohibited activities were bear- and
bull-baiting, and bowling.

James made his declaration universal throughout his king-
dom, effectively rebuking the Puritans and others he deemed

KING JAMES I OF ENGLAND
(WIKICOMMONS)
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“precise persons.” On the other hand, he condemned those
who did not first attend church services in their parish, and
specified that only those who had first done so were allowed to
participate in recreation afterward.

This did not appease the Puritans, and the conflict drew
more attention to their differences.

The Puritans taught purity of doctrine and worship, as well
as personal purity and piety. By the early part of the seventeenth
century the Puritans were considered dissenters from Church of
England polity and thus met with persecution. That persecution
spurred some Pilgrims to embark on the fateful journey to the
New World in order to establish lives free from domination by
traditional Protestantism and Roman Catholicism.

Although the Pilgrims erred in their adoption of Reformed
theology, God used them to establish faith in Christ further
westward.

The Puritans’ migra-
tion to New England be-
gan in support of the
Massachusetts Bay Colo-
ny, an English settlement
situated in the area that
would become present-day
Salem and Boston. The
first attempt to settle New
England at Cape Ann was
less than successful, but
the company’s second at-
tempt resulted in some
20,000 people migrating
during the 1630s, many of
them Puritans whose spiri-
tual leaders strongly influenced the governance of the colony.

Elected offices were limited to freemen—men who were
landholding male Puritan church members. Yet again, anti-
Christ found fertile soil to cause schism between Christians, as
members of other churches, including Anglicans and Baptists,
were not allowed to hold office.

Although Roman Catholics were the first major religious
group to colonize the Americas, having come from Spain and
Portugal and, later, France, it was the Pilgrims who brought to
North America the foundations for personal freedom and
self-governance which greatly aided the prosperity of what
would become the United States of America. For reasons
known only to God, He provided for a nation that would be the
most unique and godly (although not perfect, by any means)
expression of human government in the history of mankind. As
such, however, the nation would become a target of anti-Christ
from its inception.

The early immigration did not go well. Death and sickness
accompanied the brave settlers, and for a while it looked as if
the efforts on the part of those holding to the Protestant biblical
ethic to colonize the New World would be thwarted. Had that
happened, virtually all of North America would have ended up
like Central and South America—Third World, oppressed Ro-
man Catholic countries. There are many reasons we may sur-
mise why the Lord allowed the United States to be birthed,

from establishing it as the means for evangelization throughout
the world, to the present-day holding off of the Muslim nations
that threaten modern Israel as the precursor to the last-days
fulfillment of biblical prophecy. While the rest of the world
wallowed in pagan dissipation and misery, bound by the anti-
Christ spirit of witchcraft, shamanism and voodoo, Europe
muddled through conflicting anti-Christ religious philosophies
centered in Christianity. But among those Christian religious
philosophies there emanated from the hearts of individual
believers the light of the Gospel, which would enlighten the
New World with a fresh start at developing a godly society.

It began with the voyage of the Mayflower, and the Plymouth
Colony settlement at New Plimoth, a site previously surveyed by
Captain John Smith. There the Pilgrims established the first large
permanent settlement in New England, basing much of their law

on Old Testament penal
sanctions. Although rarely
imposed, the sentence of
death was placed upon cer-
tain egregious crimes such
as murder, adultery, sod-
omy, witchcraft, youthful
rebellion against parents,
and treason, among others.

In their fledgling state,
the original colonies that
followed after Plymouth
were imperfect but neces-
sary to establish the biblical
ethic that would guide the
great nation to follow. If
there were any nation on

earth that could be classified as a “Christian nation,” it would be
the United States of America. Not because all its citizens are or
have been Christians, or that God rules over it as a theocracy, but
because Christianity in varied forms was the religion of the
overwhelming majority of its founders and early settlers.

America’s founders were not all true believers in Jesus, but
at worst some were Deists; all believed in Divine Providence
based on the God of the Bible, if not  the God of the
Bible. That belief generated within the hearts of the founders a
care for personal freedom which, if submitted to the will of God,
would result in blessings beyond measure. History, of course,
demonstrates that the life of the nation has not always been so
devoted to the will of the true God. But there is little difference
between a nominally Christian nation and a theocracy. The only
true theocracies in history were ancient Israel and Judah, and
even they failed to live up to the standards set by God.

Still, the foundation upon which this nation rested for
much of its history, at least in its early stages, has been the Bible.
That is reflected in the various official documents of the early
settlers and later colonialists.

The Mayflower Compact, the first written law for the initial
settlers, the Pilgrims, stated:

In the name of God, Amen. We, whose names are
underwritten, the Loyal Subjects of our dread Sover-

Mayflower in Plymouth Harbor by William Halsall (1882)
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eign Lord, King James, by the Grace of God, of Eng-
land, France and Ireland, King, Defender of the Faith,
e&. Having undertaken for the Glory of God, and
Advancement of the Christian Faith, and the Honour
of our King and Country, a voyage to plant the first
colony in the northern parts of Virginia; do by these
presents, solemnly and mutually in the Presence of God
and one of another, covenant and combine ourselves
together into a civil Body Politick, for our better Order-
ing and Preservation, and Furtherance of the Ends
aforesaid; And by Virtue hereof to enact, constitute,
and frame, such just and equal Laws, Ordinances, Acts,
Constitutions and Offices, from time to time, as shall
be thought most meet and convenient for the General
good of the Colony; unto
which we promise all due
submission and obedi-
ence. In Witness whereof
we have hereunto sub-
scribed our names at
Cape Cod the eleventh of
November, in the Reign
of our Sovereign Lord,
King James of England,
France and Ireland, the
eighteenth, and of Scot-
land the fifty-fourth. An-
no Domini, 1620.

The Plymouth Charter,
granted by King James I in
1620, stated that the colony
was established “In the hope
thereby to advance the enlarge-
ment of the Christian religion,
to the glory of God Almighty.”

Eleven of the thirteen colonies were established between
1607 (Virginia) and 1681 (Pennsylvania). Delaware and Georgia
would follow in 1702 and 1732 respectively. The first colony,
Virginia, stated in its charter, “To the glory of His divine Majes-
ty, in propagating of the Christian religion to such people as yet
live in ignorance of the true knowledge and worship of God.”

The Massachusetts Charter of March 4, 1629, stated in part:
For the directing, ruling, and disposeing of all other

Matters and Thinges, whereby our said People may be
soe religiously, peaceablie, and civilly governed, as their
good life and orderlie Conversacon maie wynn and
incite the Natives of the Country to the Knowledg and
Obedience of the onlie true God and Savior of Man-
kinde, and the Christian Fayth, which in our royall
Intencon, the Adventurers free profession, is the prin-
cipall Ende of the Plantacion.

The Delaware Charter established the purpose of the colony
“To further propagate the Holy Bible.”

The Rhode Island Compact states: “We submit our persons,
lives, and estates unto our Lord Jesus Christ, the King of Kings
and Lord of Lords.”

The original governing body of New Hampshire declared in
1639:

Considering with ourselves the holy will of God
and our own necessity, that we should not live without
wholesome laws and civil government among us, of
which we are altogether destitute, do, in the name of
Christ and in the sight of God, combine ourselves
together to erect and set up among us such government
as shall be, to our best discerning, agreeable to the will
of God.

When the thirteen colonies decided to unite as a single
nation they drafted the Declaration of Independence which,
although not naming Jesus Christ, declared certain truths to be

self-evident: “that all men
are created equal, that they
are endowed by their Cre-
ator with certain unalien-
able rights, that among
these are life, liberty and
the pursuit of happiness.”

No one can say honestly
that the “Creator” to whom
the Declaration referred is
not the God of the Bible;
the men who signed it may
not all have been true be-
lievers in Jesus, but when
they spoke of God they had
no pagan god, Muslim god,
Mormon god or any other
false god in mind. Most of
them were at least nominal
Christians who recognized
the superior moral and spir-

itual qualities of religion based on God’s Word. Even the Deists
among them knew of no other God than the God of the Bible,
as much as they misunderstood His nature.

The biblical ethic of those men formed the basis for a new
“nation, under God,” that would become the envy of the
world—and the target of anti-Christ.

Anti-Christ has been allowed to control only so much of the
world’s population directly through his religion. Yet indirectly
he controls the entire world. His spirit permeates the cultures of
the pagan-dominated East, and is fast gaining more and more
influence over the Christendom of the West.

From the time of the first settlers in the seventeenth century,
anti-Christ sought to destroy this bastion of biblical truth. Wars,
disease, famine, schism among various Christian denomina-
tions were all part of his plan to undo the unique thing that
God had wrought among the nations. The next three centuries
would see unleashed upon the world the greatest suffering of
mankind in general as anti-Christ would use traitors from
within and enemies from without to accomplish his ends. The
blessings of God would be turned into occasions to remove
many hearts from the nation’s First Love.v

The Pilgrims Landing by Edward Moran
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Focus on the Family
A Sham and a Shame

By Martin & Deidre Bobgan

This article is condensed and edited to fit this publica-
tion. The full text of the three-part series can be accessed
via the Psychoheresy Awareness Ministries Web site:
http://www.psychoheresy-aware.org/articles.html. Scroll
down to the heading, “Psychoheresy and Christian Organi-
zations.” (All Bible quotes are from the KJV.)

We have written extensively about Focus on the Family
during the years that Dr. James Dobson founded and
headed the organization, including our book titled James

Dobson’s Gospel of Self-Esteem & Psychology. These expose Focus on
the Family’s unbiblical and unscientific support of self-esteem and
psychology. Simply said, during the entire time he headed Focus
on the Family, Dobson was guilty of what we call “psychoheresy”
and its spread world-wide, which we document in our writing.

The influx of psychology is one of the greatest heresies,
subtle seductions, and demonic deceptions in the American
churches today, and Dobson has been a powerful contributor.
What is that heresy, seduction, and deception? It is bowing
down to the unproven, unscientific wisdom of men rather than
having total confidence and dependency upon the miraculous
power of God and His Word in matters of the soul.

We use the term psychoheresy because what we describe is a
psychological heresy. It is a heresy because it is a departure from
the fundamental truth of the Gospel.  It is a denial of the
sufficiency of Scripture for the issues of life, substituting psycho-
logical and humanistic ideas that utilize the very wisdom of man,
about which God has warned His people (1 Cor. 2). Psychohere-
sy undermines the sufficiency of the Word of God, thereby
opening the door to other worldly philosophies and practices.

A Sham & a Shame
On the Focus on the Family Form 990 Federal IRS return

we find: “Briefly describe the organization’s mission or most
significant activities”; and the Focus on the Family answer:
“Focus on the Family SHARES THE GOSPEL OF JESUS
CHRIST WHILE PROMOTING BIBLICAL FAMILY VAL-
UES” (uppercase in original).

We say bluntly that Focus on the Family is a sham. The
dictionary defines sham as “something that is not what it purports
to be; a spurious imitation…a cover or the like for giving a thing
a different outward appearance.”  Focus on the Family is “not
what it purports to be” and it is a “spurious imitation.” Focus on
the Family has a Christian facade with a sound biblical mission
statement that serves as “a cover…for giving a thing [psychologi-
cal, humanistic integrationism] a different outward appearance.”

At first glance, the “SHARES THE GOSPEL OF JESUS
CHRIST” mission statement sounds like the “faith which was
once delivered unto the saints” (Jude 3), but the faith that is
really often being celebrated by Daly and promoted at Focus on
the Family is faith in psychological and humanistic ideas and
their therapeutic mindset. The Focus on the Family sham

attracts and deceives naïve Christians, including those who are
the promoters, as well as the ones who buy into the Bible-plus
-psychological/humanistic-ideas.

One of Focus on the Family’s greatest errors is that they, too,
often preach psychological and humanistic messages without
one iota of their sole mission to “PRESENT THE GOSPEL OF
JESUS CHRIST.” Focus on the Family’s nationally syndicated
Q&A columns in newspapers across America are good exam-
ples of the disconnect between Focus on the Family’s sole
mission and their literal practice. Every Question has potential
for sharing “THE GOSPEL OF JESUS CHRIST WHILE PRO-
MOTING FAMILY VALUES,” but not one Answer includes
even a hint of their mission statement. And much of the other
material on their Web site follows the same error.

Utilizing unverified psychological and humanistic theories and
techniques instead of biblical truth reveals an insufficient confi-
dence in Scripture. Focus on the Family broadcasts a constant
signal that the Word of God and the work of the Holy Spirit are
not enough for life and godliness. Such integration implies that
God gave commands without providing all the necessary means of
obedience until the recent psychological and humanistic age.

Every outreach of Focus on the Family, including the
Q&As, newspaper and online articles, radio broadcasts, help
offered to individuals, etc., should be put to the Great Commis-
sion evangelism test. Grievously, Focus on the Family too often
gives psychological and humanistic answers to questions that
have obvious spiritual implications, which leads us to conclude
that those at Focus on the Family do not believe in the full
sufficiency of the Bible for the issues of the soul. If they did,
there would not be the extensive use of psychological and
humanistic answers often absent the Bible.

This is all the more distressing when we realize that the daily
Focus on the Family radio program reaches an estimated 220
million listeners all over the world. It is carried on 2,000 radio
outlets in the United States alone. Additionally, Focus on the
Family, as a worldwide organization, has an extensive Web site.

Jim Daly and the Homosexual Agenda
In 2005, Jim Daly succeeded James Dobson and is now the

main host of Focus on the Family. Although Daly has a biblical
grasp of the orthodox doctrines of Scripture, it is his unortho-
dox application of those biblical doctrines and their often
notable absence that we will note in this review.

Daly has as his co-host, Dr. Julie Slattery, a licensed psychol-
ogist. Slattery’s presence continues the pro-licensed-psychologist
position of Dobson, also a licensed psychologist. The use of
Slattery and other psychologists continues the Focus on the
Family position of the-Bible-plus-psychology/humanistic-ideas,
and many times it ends up being just plain psychology and/or
humanistic ideas without the Bible.

Daly also continues Dobson’s practice of referring callers to
only licensed  professional counselors, or “licensed Christian
counselors” in one’s local area.

All this is merely a lead-in to address Focus on the Family’s
blatantly unbiblical approach to two particular sins that are plaguing
the world today: homosexuality and abortion—sins that beg God’s
judgment upon a nation.
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In the Questions and Answers (Q&A) section on the Focus

on the Family Web site are found the following questions:

� “If I suspect my teen is gay, how do I approach this?”

� “How should we respond to our children befriending
our gay neighbor?”

� “Why did God create homosexuality?”

� “How should we respond to the school pushing
‘gay’ curriculum?”

� “Why don’t Christians care about homosexuals and their
families?”

� “What should we do about our son who says he’s a
‘gay Christian’?”

� “Can you explain and defend your ministry’s perspective
on homosexuality and same-sex marriage?” (Bold in origi-
nal for each question.)

In the seven answers to the above questions with serious
biblical consequences, four lack any Bible verses and there is a
repetitious offer to “provide you with a local counselor referral
[state-licensed, of course] from our carefully screened data base,”
or to call Focus on the Family directly to speak with a licensed
professional counselor. Focus on the Family says, “We can’t
overemphasize the importance of enlisting the help of a profes-
sional counselor.” In none of these answers is there a quote from
the Bible regarding homosexuality. But, then, why would we
expect there to be any, considering Daly’s open fellowship with
homosexual activists.

As we reveal Daly’s theology about and fellowship with homo-
sexual activists, keep in mind the following verses: Leviticus
18:22; 20:13 and Romans 1:21-32, which show the progression
of sin from not honoring God to “dishonor[ing] their own bodies
between themselves” (sexual sin in general) to the point where:

God gave them up unto vile affections: for even
their women did change the natural use into that which
is against nature: And likewise also the men, leaving the
natural use of the woman, burned in their lust one
toward another; men with men working that which is
unseemly, and receiving in themselves that recompence
of their error which was meet. And even as they did not
like to retain God in their knowledge, God gave them
over to a reprobate mind, to do those things which are
not convenient. (Romans 1:26-27)

In addition to the above Q&As, we looked at other Focus on
the Family materials, read articles, listened to many broadcasts,
and have not yet found an exegetical explanation of what the
Bible teaches about homosexuality and the Bible’s application
to practicing homosexuals. Why should it be so difficult to find
expository teaching on homosexuality that should be easily
apparent in responses from a ministry that claims to be Chris-
tian, is so well-financed, and reaches so many people worldwide?

In contrast to God’s clear condemnation of homosexuality
and lesbianism, the Focus on the Family answer to the second
question above includes the following statements:

Perhaps the best
place to begin is to
be reminded of this
important biblical
truth: lesbians are
no greater sinners
than anybody else.
Why mention this?
Because the chal-
lenges you’re facing
with these neighbors
are in many ways no
different than those
confronting you in connection with any other family on
the block.

Take the lead by inviting the lesbian  couple and
their kids over for dinner. Prepare a hot meal and
deliver it to their front door. Look for chances to chat
with them over the garden fence and help them out in
practical ways. (Bold added.)

In answer to the third question, Focus on the Family says:

Please don’t misunderstand. In arguing this way,
we’re not suggesting that homosexuals  are somehow
“sicker” or more “diseased” and “defective” than anyone
else. Far from it. What we are trying to say is that there’s
an important sense in which we’re all “abnormal”—some
in one way, some in another. (Bold added.)

The Focus on the Family answer to the fifth question is:

It doesn’t matter who you are and what you’ve
done, or how you feel about your sexual identity. God
loves you unconditionally. He wants you to know His
love in a deep and personal way. This is the Christian
message in a nutshell. (Italics in original.)

In the answers to questions two and three above, replace the
words lesbians, lesbian, and homosexuals  one at a time with the
words bisexual and transgender and read them again, and you will
get the full impact of what Focus on the Family is saying. Note
that Focus on the Family refers to what they call an “important
biblical truth: lesbians are no greater sinners than anybody else”
and, “we’re not suggesting that homosexuals are somehow ‘sick-
er’ or more ‘diseased’ and ‘defective’ than anyone else.”

In another place, Daly warns “evangelicals to be ‘careful to
not create a “super sin” out of homosexuality.’” This reveals that
Daly and those at Focus on the Family must be biblically igno-
rant of the truth that while all sin is an offense against God,
there are some sins worse than others.

God’s Word says:

Flee fornication. Every sin that a man doeth is with-
out the body; but he that committeth fornication sinneth
against his own body. What? know ye not that your body
is the temple of the Holy Ghost which is in you, which
ye have of God, and ye are not your own? For ye are
bought with a price: therefore glorify God in your body,
and in your spirit, which are God’s. (1 Cor. 6:18-20)

Focus on the Family’s Jim Daly
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The unbiblical belief that one sin is no worse than any other

underlies much of Daly’s unbiblical teaching, and probably
influences his view of how to work with LGBT (lesbian, gay,
bisexual, transgender) and other activist groups.

As one of his reasons to fellowship with LGBT and other
activist groups, Daly repeatedly refers to God’s unconditional
love outside the context of the rest of the Bible in his speaking,
teaching, and writing, which is another one of his major flaws.
In one of his daily broadcasts, Daly tells a story of fellowshipping
with a homosexual activist, where he said to the man, “I know
that God loves you as much as he loves me,” but he neglected to
say more than that. What a perfect opportunity to at least begin
to fulfill Focus on the Family’s officially stated mission “to
present the Gospel of Jesus Christ”! However, nothing was said
about that in Daly’s story, and it is also absent in many of his
similar stories that we have heard and read.

In support of practicing God’s unconditional love with homo-
sexual activists without the rest of the Gospel, Daly quotes Titus 3:9:
“But avoid foolish questions, and genealogies, and contentions,
and strivings about the law; for they are unprofitable and vain.”

Daly then says, “There are two neon signs in the New
Testament: Salvation is through Christ and Christ alone and
don’t become a Pharisee.”

There are, of course, many “neon signs” throughout the
New Testament, but we know of no biblically-knowledgeable
Christian who would highlight “Don’t be a Pharisee” as one of
only two. Two serious omissions from Daly’s two “neon signs in
the New Testament” are the Great Commandment and the
Great Commission! Daly has a habit of inferring that his ap-
proach is irenic and the other approach is Pharisaic. Daly uses
this verse to teach against argumentation and for conversation
with the LGBT activist groups. However, he has quoted these
Scriptures out of the context of the whole counsel of God.  And
note that Daly avoids the rest of the passage, which is found in
the next two verses:

A man that is an heretick after the first and second
admonition reject, knowing that he that is such is
subverted, and sinneth, being condemned of himself.
(Titus 3:10-11.)

Many homosexuals claim to be Christians. In none of Daly’s
reported conversations have we seen an attempt to find out if a
homosexual claims to be a believer, and in none of his reported
conversations have we seen one “admonition,” let alone a sec-
ond “admonition,” as the apostle Paul would recommend.
While believers are called to love and evangelize the lost, includ-
ing homosexuals, Paul warned believers “not to keep company”
with those who claim to be believers but who continue in
fornication, which, according to the Bible, would include the
sexual activities of homosexuals. (See 1 Cor. 5 and Rom. 1:18-32.)

Daly also quotes 2 Timothy 2:23-26:

But foolish and unlearned questions avoid, know-
ing that they do gender strifes. And the servant of the
Lord must not strive; but be gentle unto all men, apt to
teach, patient, in meekness instructing those that op-
pose themselves; if God peradventure will give them

repentance to the acknowledging of the truth; And that
they may recover themselves out of the snare of the
devil, who are taken captive by him at his will.

The above passages support lovingkindness to one another
and indeed to all, but there needs to be wisdom in what God
would have us say and do in particular situations. We are to
treat all people with the love of God, but remember that God’s
love includes both mercy and truth. Therefore, if a believer is
to have intentional, meaningful dialogue with LGBTs who
continue to adamantly live in sin and promote a sinful lifestyle
by being an activist for it, there must be much more than saying,
“I know that God loves you as much as He loves me.”

As followers of Jesus, we must speak the truth of God and give
reasons for our faith in Christ and our concern about any unbe-
liever’s lost condition, while being “gentle to all men.” We support
those who struggle with homosexual temptations yet keep them-
selves pure in the Lord. But Daly’s approach is to not confront
these activists with the biblical truth of their lost condition.

In his desire to convince people of his soft-sell approach,
Daly presents the views of other Christians with whom he
disagrees, at times referring to these others as “we” and saying
such things as, “We act as if the people who oppose us are
beyond God’s reach.” He accuses others of a “fortress mentali-
ty” and, regarding the woman taken in adultery, says, “We too
would be ready to throw the first stone.” Daly creates a group of
Christian straw men and contrasts their so-called treatment of
others to his own. In his book ReFocus: Living a Life that Reflects
God’s Heart, Daly often refers to other Christians as “they” and
“them” and casts aspersions on “they” and “them.”

In ReFocus, Daly is less charitable and more critical of other
Christians than of the LGBT and abortion-activist leaders with
whom he has fellowshipped. The book is a justification for his
initiating fellowship with LGBT and abortion-activist leaders,
and at the same time it is critical of those who do not share his
so-called biblical understandings. His reason for doing so is to
promote his new-to-Focus on the Family, so-called “evangelistic”
approach (minus “the Gospel of Jesus Christ”) to LGBT activ-
ists, abortionists, and, by extension, to people of other unbibli-
cal cultural, religious, and irreligious persuasions.

Daly expresses satisfaction with his new fellowship with
those activist organizations that should be regarded as God’s
enemies, and this book is a justification for it from beginning to
end. One of the stellar examples of how Daly practices this
new-in-the-history-of-the-church approach is how he boasts
about working with the local Independent (Indy) newspaper
through its editor. The Indy is a radically pro-LGBT and abor-
tion-rights sentinel of the news.

As a result of this friendship, the Christian ministry Focus
on the Family and the radically pro-LGBT and abortion-
rights Indy have partnered on a number of community projects.
When Focus on the Family joins together with the Indy  for a
concert to raise funds for a good cause—to help families who
had suffered loss from the Colorado Springs fire, for example—
one must wonder why they had to yoke together for such an
event. The loud message here is that believers in Christ need to
join with the world and its ways in order to be heard. Warren
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Wiersbe rightly warned: “The attitude of too many Christians
today is that the church should court and please the world in
order to try to win it. Nothing could be further from the truth!”

Fellowship with Works of Darkness
To follow Daly’s biased biblical justification for fellowship with

activist leaders, one would have to rewrite Scripture and have Peter
seeking fellowship with the Pharisees and with the money chang-
ers in the temple, and saying to them, as Daly does to a homosex-
ual activist, “I know that God loves you as much as He loves me.”

Daly seeks a common ground of agreement, such as with LGBT
activists helping children who are without parents get taken care of,
and with abortion activists, such as Planned Parenthood, prevent-
ing pregnancy. In this way he overlooks the evil while working on
“common ground.” His tone is, “Let’s love and respect each other,”
but it is absent “the Gospel of Jesus Christ.” He is inadvertently
following a “cultural” mandate that has no biblical grounds. Daly’s
initiating fellowship with LGBT and abortion activist leaders is
light years from how Jesus and the apostles ministered to sinners.
He fails to minister “the Gospel of Jesus Christ” to these activists
whose practices, politics, and activities are leading people to perdi-
tion, in contrast to the way Jesus ministered to sinners.

In explaining and justifying his fellowshipping with LGBT
and abortion activist leaders, Daly says:

In my role at Focus on the Family, I’ve felt convict-
ed to do what I can do to break down the barriers in
my little corner of the kingdom. This is why I’ve en-
gaged homosexual activists and even abortion provid-
ers in conversations. I want to get to know them. I want
to listen to them and hear the pain in their hearts.

In addition to fellowship with Planned Parenthood, Daly has
also fellowshipped with the National Abortion and Reproductive
Rights Action League (NARAL), “an organization in the United
States that engages in political action to oppose restrictions on
abortion and expand access to abortion.” To justify his flirting
with Planned Parenthood and NARAL, Daly says:

While some abortion-rights activists truly are uncon-
cerned about the senseless deaths of pre-born children,
my research and conversations with individuals from
these opposition camps suggest many are deeply troubled
and riddled with guilt. I have personally met with people
inside the abortion industry, and some of them are
distressed about the consequences of legalized abortion.

Jeremiah 17:9-10 tells us that:

The heart is deceitful above all things, and desper-
ately wicked: who can know it? I the LORD search the
heart, I try the reins, even to give every man according
to his ways, and according to the fruit of his doings.

Daly is grossly out of touch with the hearts and minds of the
LGBTs and abortionists. The activists are as confidently mili-
tant and zealous for their causes and beliefs as are committed
activists of any religion or cult.

Our experience with LGBT and abortion activists is that,
almost to a man and woman, they differ from Daly’s description.
By saying there is “pain in their hearts,” Daly implies that there

are pangs of conscience about their beliefs and practices. We
challenge Daly in his next fellowship time with LGBT and abor-
tion activist leaders to suggest to them that they have “pain in
their hearts” because of their sinful lifestyle and separation from
God—something, according to the evidence, he has never done!

Daly’s comment that abortion rights activists have pain in
their hearts and that “many are deeply troubled and riddled
with guilt” is contrary to our own experiences. We have never
heard any abortion activists confess that they have “pain in
their hearts” or that they are “deeply troubled and riddled with
guilt” because of their involvement in murdering innocent
pre-borns. If they were, they would certainly abandon their
involvement in the wholesale slaughter of the innocent. It is
doubtful that Daly would even dare to suggest this in conversa-
tions with them! It is doubly doubtful that Daly has ever given
the Remedy for their guilt to “many,” according to him, that
are “deeply troubled and riddled with guilt.”

In making the case for his new approach, Daly refers to
Jesus’ response to the woman taken in adultery to support his
position on how one should approach activist groups. In de-
scribing this situation, Daly conveniently overlooks the truth
that Jesus said to the woman taken in adultery, “Neither do I
condemn thee: go and sin no more” (John 8:11).

We have read a number of Daly’s interviews, and read much
advice given by him, but  in no case have we seen him say, as
Jesus said to the woman taken in adultery, “Go and sin no more”!

In the Sermon on the Mount, Jesus says: “Therefore all
things whatsoever ye would that men should do to you, do ye
even so to them: for this is the law and the prophets” (Matt.
7:12). Therefore we Christians should give others what we
ourselves would desire if we were in their shoes—that is, the
biblical truth about God’s love and His provision for salvation
from a sinful life of homosexuality, abortion, atheism, cults, the
occult, and those personal sins associated with the flesh.

Conclusion
It is apparent that Christians—even leaders in the churches—

feel ill-prepared to deal biblically with issues of the soul because
of the intimidation of organizations like Focus on the Family. It
is much easier for them to slough off the difficult cases that
require consistent and concentrated biblical ministry to “profes-
sionals” whose impressive degrees promise at the best outward
conformity to societal norms for behavior.

Daly and those at Focus on the Family have truly bollixed up
the Bible in their rush to embrace the Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual,
Transgender and pro-abortionist individuals and organizations
that are politically and personally active in leading others into
these unbiblical abominations before God!!

In closing, we ask: Where are the voices of those in the faith
who are against the Daly/Focus on the Family embrace of the
biblically loathsome corrupters of God-given sexuality, and the
murderers of those whose lives have been given by God and are
the most vulnerable? Why are those Christians who are gifted
and known nationally and internationally not crying aloud about
Focus on the Family’s fellowship with the LGBT and abortion
activists and organizations and their biblically reprehensible activ-
ities that are a serious offense against God and His Word?!!!v
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Driving through a long, dark tunnel with no end in
sight describes the desperation felt when going
through very painful life experiences. Not only do

we despair for ourselves, but also for loved ones and others
who are undergoing suffering. Hope ebbs away. We ques-
tion whether the pain will ever end. I was reminded of a
friend in California beset with multiple family problems.
She would say, “This too shall pass.” It was her way of coping.

At a recent prayer meeting, a spirit of heaviness fell
upon us as we remembered those presently in dire need of
the Lord’s special touch. Someone commented that some
people seemed to have more than their share of trials. As
we prayed, we all knew that what seems impossible to our
finite minds is altogether possible with our Almighty God.
Often I think of the Scripture in Isaiah 55:8-9 which
reads: “For My thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are
your ways My ways, says the Lord. For as the heavens are
higher than the earth, so are My ways higher than your
ways, and My thoughts than your thoughts.”

We prayed for one of my acquaintances, Irma, a Ukra-
nian woman in her 70’s who suffered a severe stroke several
years ago causing a crippling of her right side. She speaks
halting English, having learned it only three years ago. She
lives alone but has family nearby. She faithfully attends the
YMCA three times a week to work out both in the fitness
room and with the water aerobics group. She relies on
either the Access or city bus to get around. Just recently,
while playing with her grandchildren, she fell and broke a
hip. She had to be transferred to a rehab center. This was
such heartbreaking news! I could just picture her languish-
ing away in a nursing home and never being able to walk
again. Well, to my amazement, she’s already up and getting
around with the aid of a walker.

There is light at the end of a tunnel after all! God is
faithful and He answers prayers even when we lack faith
because of things appearing to be impossible.

This is a wonderful example for me never to lose hope
because God is sovereign, and through Him all things are
possible. His Word is true. Our heavenly Father has prom-
ised that someday we shall be witnesses of the time when
there will no longer be any suffering for His children:

And I heard a great voice out of Heaven, saying,
“Behold, the tabernacle of God is with men, and
He will dwell with them, and be their God. And
God shall wipe away all tears from their eyes, and
there shall be no more death, nor sorrow, nor
crying; neither shall there be any more pain, for
the former things are passed away.” (Rev. 21:3-4)

   By Jean Dager


