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nthe August 9, 2002 on-line edition of World Net Daily, inan
article entitled Why are Christians Losing America?, David
Kupdianwrites:

Most Americans call themselves Christians.

Twice they chose as their supreme leader Bill Clinton — a
sexual predator and pathological liar who regarded the “reli-
gious right” as enemies and radical
homosexuals as friends, and who
by any meaningful and historical
measure was a traitor.

After that, millions of Christians came
within a hair’'s breadth of electing
Clinton’s partner in crime, Al Gore — an-
other pathological liar, a radical environ-
mentalist who reveres “Gaia” but be-
lieves the internal-combustion engine -
should be outlawed (according to his
book, “Earth in the Balance”).

Christians have stood on the side-
lines during the breathtaking trans-
formation of their once-great Judeo-
Christian culture into today’s neo-pa-
gan, Sodom-and-Gomorrah-style
freak show.

Christians have lost the 30-year war
to protect the unborn. Even easy victories — like partial-birth
abortion, which virtually everyone opposes — have eluded
them.

Christians have lost the war for America’s schools — which
have been scrubbed antiseptically clean of the Christian prin-
ciples and traditions that once guided those institutions, and
are now filled instead with every conceivable form of propa-
ganda and perversion.

Christians have lost their former influence in politics, in
the press, in entertainment, in literature — in virtually every
major area of life.

And now, Christians are losing the war for their very
own institutions — their churches. The clergy sex scandal
is the tip of the iceberg. Both the Catholic Church and
most of the major Protestant denominations are literally
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AMERICA AT WAR

—Witith derselfF

By Don and Joy\Veinot

being ripped apart -'from within — by double agents who
pretend to be “faithful” but actually loathe Christianity’s
historical precepts and values.?

Arethingsreally that bad? |s Americalost? Are most Ameri-
cans truly Christians? And will genuine Christians be able to re-
gain some of the ground they have lost in the past 25 years or so?
We agree our beloved country isintrouble
and that the church has been largely inef-
fectivein stemming thetide of cultural de-
cay. We believe millions of people who
consider themselves Christians (because
they may attend church, or follow the
golden rule, etc.) are not truly Christians.
But, we disagree with Kupelian's conclu-
sion. He believesthe major probleminthe
church today is that too many Christians
hold to the idea “I’m saved, so it doesn’'t
matter how | live,” so they go right ahead
and live like the Devil. Many Christians
may abuse God's grace and live contrary
to their calling, but that certainly would
not explain the millions of Catholics and
otherswho do not hold to the“ once saved,
always saved” belief and yet mirror the culturein their daily lives
and attitudes. Webelieve abetter explanationisthevast propagandiz-
ing power of the popular cultureto mold themindsof thecitizenry. Just
imagine our grandparents and great-grandparents being dropped into
our culturefor atime. With their frame of reference being the cultural
times in which they lived, they would be dumbfounded—shocked
speechless—by the things we see every day. But our frame of refer-
ence, our context, is twenty-first-century America; and most people,
especialy those with no knowledge of history, are unaware of how
absolutely bizarre and ungodly our culture (and the problemisglobal,
not just American) has truly become. And even when Christians do
realize how far society has sunk and understand what is going on,
many are reluctant to swim against the current.

(Continued on next page)
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“War” (Continued from page 1)
The Counterculture

Back inthe60s, the" counterculture’ was
the vanguard of socia change, made up of
those seeking toradically remakeaconserva
tive society that was largely “ Chrigtianized”
if not Christian. Theseradicals, seeking com-
pletefreedom from the sexua (and other) re-
gtraints of the past, were running counter to
themainstream American cultureof thetime,
Make love not war! ... Burn Baby
burn! ... and all that. The sexual revolution
really took off.

Now, however, |eftist radicalsno longer
comprise the counterculture—they are the
culturetoday—right in the mai nstream of so-
ciety! They just don't seem that radica any
more! Now it is discerning Christians who
make up the counterculture—wearetheones
out of the mainstream of “Middle America’
today. Cool, huh? Far out, man! Psycheddlic!
Unfortunately, being counter to the culture
today is not considered al that codl, like it
wasin the 60's, and Chrigtians, for the most
part, don’t want to be on the fringe. Mot of
usyearnto“fitin” to“Middle America” but
we cannot do so and remain faithful to our
faithand our LORD.

The Leftward Drift
“MiddleAmerica’ iscaledthat because
they areinthemiddle. © “Middle America’
isnot overly committed to theideology of the
right or theleft. They are busy working their
jobs, providing for their families, saving for
vacations, sending the kids to college, and
trying to provide for their retirement years.
When an anti-abortion radical blows up an
abortion clinic or kills an abortion provider,
“Middle America’ shifts left. On the other
hand, when aradical leftist takes some out-
landish action like attacking flag displays or
the Pledge of Allegiance, “Middle America’
shifts right. They traditiondly are not that
comfortablewith* activism” from either camp.
Yet, their views have been subtlety shaped
over aspan of years and decades by the me-
diain wayswhich many of them do not fully
comprehend. Since the vast mgjority of our
mainstream medialeansto theleft, and since
the mgjority of “Middle America’ getstheir
news from these tainted sources, the country
had been drifting further and further to the
left of center in recent times. The media por-
traystheir predominately leftist view as cen-
trist and the “normal” view (and any oppos-
ingview) asradica rightwing extremiam. Asa
result, many of our countrymen arequite con-
fusedintheir thinking and influenced heavily
by theliberal mediawhich generaly disguises
its agenda by using the language of “per-

sonal liberty” or “civil rights,” yet still hold-
ing onto many of the “values’ (such as re-
spect for lifeand the care of theweek) derived
from our Judeo/Christian heritage. Our cul-
tureisrifewith contradictionsstemming from
thisclash of opposing worldviews. Oneclash
involvesthetraditional American respect for
lifeversusthe “right” of awoman to choose
to end her pregnancy on any grounds.
Americans, dways big on personal free-
dom, generdly believe people should be able
to do pretty much as they please as long as
“nobody getshurt.” Over the last quarter cen-
tury or so, though, “MiddleAmericd’ hasbeen
sold thehill of goodsby the now-cultura dites
that “ persond liberty” encompasseseven such
things asthekilling of the unwanted pre-born,
whileignoringtheinconvenient truththat some-
one does get hurt in such acase—namely the
poor littleoneinthewomb.
Truth Is Not Absolute, But Relative
After undergoing relentlessindoctrination
by popular culture—movies, popular music,
stcomtdevison programs, and network news,
etc—most Americans (yes, evenmany Chris-
tians®) havebecomemord reativists, believ-
ing weought not makeany judgmentsat al on
mora grounds. Adultery, living together with-
out benefit of marriage, homosexudity, no-fault
divorce—d | of thesethingsareeither protected
“personal choices’ or issues a person is seen
as having no control over—"they were born
that way”—and who are we to judge? Ameri-
can sense of fairness has been exploited by
“multicultural” mord relativistsbent onbrain-
washing usto believe dl persona choicesare
equa—that there are no truly right or wrong
choicesor lifestyles, just “ different strokesfor
different folks”
Thereligiousarenahaslikewise experi-
enced agreat seaof changein our times. The
view of thedlites, which hastrickled downto
agreat number of the common folk, is that
religionasoisjust amatter of persond choice
or taste—there is no ultimate truth to know,
no one to save us, and indeed, nothing to
saveusfrom. Singit friends. “Thereain't no
good guys, there ain't no bad guys—there's
only you and me, and we just disagree...”
This love affair with rdigious pluraism—
whichisthereligion of the cultural dlites, the
onlyreigionthatisbdievedtoberedly TRUE
©—nhas brought considerable wrath down
on Christianity withitscore beliefsthat there
isaTRUTH toknow, aHell to shun, and Jesus
isthe only way to the Father. On any given
night, you can find various televison pro-
gramsthat cast doubt onthetruth of theBible
and the claims of Christ. We are bombarded
by shows purporting to expose the “myths’

Page2

Fall 2002

.. Journal



of the Bible such as Noah's flood, the Bible “story” of Sodom and
Gomorrah, and on, and on ad infinitum. One program defended the
biblical Queen Jezebd asjust ardigioudy oppressed woman defend-
ing her right to hold onto her foreign gods and beiefs amidst the
“intolerant” culture of ancient Isragl. Of coursg, itisnot just thepeople
of Israel, but the God of Israel Whoisdefamed by thischaracterization.

Recently, Peter Jennings hosted aprogram on primetime network
television attacking the person of Christ and Chrigtianity, which fea
tured many of those liberal scholars of the type that David Kupelian
fears (with good reason) are taking over our churches and Chrigtian
ingtitutions. Of course, al of these attacks show the hypocrisy of the
liberdl leftin claiming to believein religious pluraism. Wouldn't you
think, for example, if Jenningsand hisilk really believed dl religionsare
equal and al religiousbdlief equally valid, that they would not persis-
tently and continually portray our belief inthe most negative possible
light?1t remindsusof Orwell’s Animal Farm, whereall theanimdsare
equal, but some are more equal than others. ©
Schizophrenic Nation

Those Neanderthals who refuse to bow down at the dtar of reli-
giouspluralismand multiculturaism arearrogantly dismissed as* nar-
row minded,” “judgmental,” or “extremist,” which are some of the
worgt things you can be called today. But what much of “Middle
Americd' has not yet redized isthat, because of religious pluraism,
multiculturdism, and moral relativism, our cultureisat war withitsalf.
We have atruly schizophrenic society herein the States and the west-
ernworld.

While Americansgenerally may nolonger hold tightly to* moral-
ity” in the sense that it was understood 50 years ago—i.e. chadtity
outsideof marriage, maritd fiddlity, etc., westrugglevadiantly toholdto
our “vaues.” We bdievethe powerful should not exploit the average
man—think Enron. The strong should not subjugate the weak—think
rape and incest. Minorities and women should be protected from the
presumably racist, sexist mgority. Theold should havetheir Medicare,
the young should be provided with a good education. The handi-
capped should have specid parking privileges, and d ow learnersshould
have Specia Ed. And perhapsour strongest value: All children (those
born at least) should be protected—from sexua predatorsto schoolyard
bulliesto low self-esteem. Yet, with Chrigtianity discredited and Dar-
winian Evolution as the underpinning of our secular culture, we have
no real basis for the “values’ we hold dear based, as they were, on
“old-fashioned” biblical morality. Asthelate, very popular evolution-
ist Stephen J. Gould pointed out in the PBS documentary A Glorious
Accident, morasand valuesare about “ oughts,” and the evol utionary
process is not about “oughts.”? In Darwinian Evolution, the only
thing that mattersis surviving and reproducing. The strong subjugate
the weak, and that's al thereisto it. Nothing is right and nothing is
wrong; natureknowsonly predator and prey. Yet, themagjority of Ameri-
cans accept as fact that we are mere products of evolution—that we
clawed our way up theevolutionary chain by killing or subjugating the
weak; but they also supposewe“ ought” to behavein certain civilized
waysthat fly in the face of that belief!

Is Rape Natural?

Recently, Randy Thornhill (from the University of New Mexico)
and Craig T. PAmer (fromthe University of Colorado-Colorado Springs)
published a book that created consternation and caused quite a stir
among theacademic dlites. Thebook wasentitled ANatural History of
Rape. Thesetwo scientistsargue that rapeisanatural mechanism that
enables |ess-desirable males, who might otherwise be rejected by fe-
males, to successfully reproduce.

Now everyoneknowsitisastrongly held valuein our society that

rapeisacrimeof violenceand power agai nst women, which should be
severely punished. But this“value,” though still widely held, is actu-
ally just aholdover from the Judeo/Christian erawhen God informed
usof what wasright and wrong. Violence and power arethemainstays
of Darwinian Evolution. How could any specieshopeto survive with-
out them? Thornhill and Palmer may haverun afoul of our values, but
they aremerely exhibiting consistency intheir thinking. Infact, if Dar-
winian Evolutionistrue, thereisno such thing asracism, sexism, or all
the other “isms.” We may as well ask pigs to curtsy asto expect the
“human animal” to respect these values if they are merely cultura
taboos. Natureis not polite, sensitiveto “feglings,” or politically cor-
rect. Theanimal kingdom isdriven by thedesireto surviveand procre-
ate. Nicetieslikeasking permissionto tekeamatearejust not dreamed
of inthejungle, field, or barn. If menaremereanimals, and somewomen
are convinced of it ©, why should they behave any differently than
salionsor bulls. Yet, weignoretheseinconsistenciesin our logic—to
our peril—and plow ahead.

Who Are The True Bigots?

One areawhich showsthe fuzzy thinking of the“ palitically cor-
rected” istheissueof homosexudlity. If aChristianeventimidly asserts
practicing homosexuality is a sin*—no different than adultery, lying,
stealing, etc., we are excoriated as narrow-minded, bigoted
“homophobes.” But is judging sin redly rejected by the PC crowd?
No, they have merely chosen different “sins’ to denounce. Are they
not judging bigotry and homophobiaare “sins’ which should be con-
demned? Of coursethey are! Arethey “tolerant” of opposing views?
Areyoukidding?No! “ Tolerance’ of theliberal stripeisonly shownto
other liberals.

Where Are We Headed Next?

We held an apologetics conference at aloca area Bible Church
just a few years ago. The last session was a question and answer
forum where we and our guest speakers made up a panel and the
audience asked us different cultural and apol ogetics questions.

Onequestionwewereasked was, “Whereisour culture heeded—
what sort of changes do we see occurring on the cultural front in the
next 25 years or 07" We answered the question by asking them to
contemplate the changes that had been wrought in the last 25-30
years—thelegalization and embrace of abortion, the blasé acceptance
of “living together” asan adternativeto marriage, the acceptance of the
“gay” lifestyle, casua divorce, etc. All of these were considered
WRONG, even IMMORAL (such an outdated word!) 25-30 yearsago
by the overwhelming mgjority of Americans—Christian or non-Chris-
tian. And since the radical left never rests but keeps pushing the
boundaries ever further, we can sadly assume and expect that what
“Middle America’ generally holds as being WRONG today will be
perfectly acceptable in another 25 or 30 years. So we suggested that
wemay expect pedophilia, now considered by “Middle Americans’ to
be an unspeakable crime, would someday in the not-too-distant fu-
turebe" normalized”—and if you dareto speak out against it, you will
be considered theworst kind of bigot just asyou are now for rejecting
the “normalcy” of homosexuality. The audience had a hard time ac-
cepting that seven years ago; but to our revulsion, we are seeing this
prediction beginning to cometrue right before our eyes.

Clashing “Values”

Here sthe problem with “values.” Va ues, as opposed to morals,
are based on popular opinion and so are as changeable as the wind.
That isnot to say that most of our commonly held“values’ arebad, it's
just they may not hold their value astimegoeson. Another problemis

that vaues often clash, which resultsin rather strange paradoxes. To
(Continued on next page)
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“War” (Continued from page 3)

illustrate one of our more vexing cultural inconsistencies, we need
look no further than two stories that dominate the news today. The
mediais openly excoriating the Catholic Church (and rightfully so!)
for admitting pedophilesIN to its priestly ranks where they have ac-
cess to children, while condemning the Boy Scouts of Americafor
trying to keep pedophiles OUT and away from their kids! Which
“value” will prevail in the end—are we going to protect our precious
children or protect the precious “rights’ of child predators?

Is Pedophilia More Common Amongst
Homosexuals?

Whistleblower magazine reportsthat despitetheangry denia by
Gay activigts of any link between homosexuality and pedophilia,

“Research confirms that homosexuals molest children at a
rate much higher than heterosexuals, and the mainstream ho-
mosexual culture commonly promotes sex with children. Ho-
mosexual leaders repeatedly argue for the freedom to engage
in consensual sex with children, and blind surveys reveal a
shockingly high number of homosexuals admit to contact with
minors. Indeed, the homosexual community is driving the world-
wide campaign to lower the legal age of consent.” #

NAMBLA (North AmericaMan Boy L ove Association) consid-
ersitsdf to be ahomosexud group and makes common cause with
Gay Rights activists. One of the missions of NAMBLA and other
similar groups is to lower the age of consent so its members may
openly and legally engage in sex with children! Lest we think only
males are involved in this type of perversion, a website out of the
Netherlands openly touts sexua relations between lesbian woman
and prepubescent girls! Theweb site’' snameis Butterfly Kisses (sub-
titled celebrating love between women and girl), and the introduc-
tion has thisto say:

Hello and welcome to “Butterfly Kisses.” This web site is
about and for women who are attracted to pre-teen and ado-
lescent girls. Our primary goal is to give women and girls a
tool for expressing their feelings and their love about this con-
troversial topic, and to get people to open their minds to ideas
about romantic and erotic attraction between women and girls
that our society in the past has not been able to discuss openly
and rationally. We also want to provide a place where women
and girls can express themselves and can learn about their
love in an atmosphere where they are encouraged to feel
good about themselves and their sexuality.

Obviously, the information presented here is of an open
and frank sexual nature and there is no “tap dancing” around
sensitive topics. Hopefully, this will actually be a comfort to
everyone because it will present the “touchy” subject of female
childlove to people to think about, without having to be influ-
enced by sex-oppressed media, religion and governments.
The topics discussed, articles/essays posted and the sto-
ries/poetry written on this site are different from what society’s
expectations of women and girls are, and as such this site
strives to liberate women and girls from the oppression im-
posed on their sexuality.

Within the pages of Butterfly Kisses you will find sexual
issues and topics of female, and particularly lesbian pedo-
philia, and some of them will probably make some people
uncomfortable. ...Many of these topics, if we will just stop over-
reacting to them and calmly, rationally think about them, may
turn out to be less controversial than we thought.

If wejust think rationally about these issues, they “may turn out
to be less controversial than we thought...” THAT pretty much spells
out the game plan of the radical |eft. This agenda has worked before
like a charm with the normalization of homosexuality, so thereisno

reason to think the same strategy will not work again—this time to
normalize pedophilia

Incidentally, the web site denounces the Boy Scouts of America
for the stand they have taken against allowing known homosexualsto
beBoy Scout |eaders. The Girl Scoutsof America, ontheaother hand, is
praised as being far more “open” and “tolerant” of leshians. The site
even provides links to the web site of the Big Sisters and the Girl
Scouts so these child predators can get involved with these organi za-
tions and influence and “ mentor” young girls. It istruly sickening.
The Blueprint for Social Transformation

We do not believe most homosexuds condone pedophilia today;
just asthevast mgjority of heterosexuad sarevery opposedto child moles-
tation, yet, some heterosexuas are pedophiles. So we are not trying to
single out homosexuals as worse sinners than the rest of us (ALL of us
aresnnersandal variety of snsarean affront to God' sholiness); butitis
very ingructivetolook a how homosexudity was* normaized” andthen
accepted into the mainstream of our culture to seethe blueprint for even-
tua acceptance of pedophiliaand other perversions.

Firg of dl, homosexudity underwent atransformation froma“sin”
to a sckness—a mentd illness. The common thinking among mentd
hedlth professionas became homosexudity should not be condemned
but understood. Within the span of afew short years, however, the APA
decideditwasnot anillnessafter dl—homosexudity wasanormal vari-
ant of human sexudity. Aslong asthe sexua experiencewas consensud,
it was not harmful to anyone and no longer needed to be understood or
cured but accepted. And it has been accepted—so accepted that to
oppose the homosexua lifestyleisconsidered bigotry, hatred, or aresult
of irrationd fear. Infact, protecting homosexua sfrom“ hate crimes’ has
becomethenew causecdibre in American culture,

Webelievethe exact same path taken by “ Gay Rights’ advocates
and activistswill inevitably lead ustolegdlization and then widespread
acceptance of pedophilia. Pedophilia today is outlawed; yet at the
sametime, therapists “treat” pedophilesfor their “illness.” That con-
fusestheissue, doesn'tit? Most people, it seems, think child molesta-
tion is so very awful that the pedophile must be sick rather than evil.
After dl, who couldintentionally harm achild in thisway?Peoplehave
lost the ability to see evil asevil. And they are not taking into account
the fact that pedophiles do not see what they are doing as harmful to
childrenat al. Many, if not most, pedophilestruly believethey are not
hurting anyone—that thereisno traumainvolved in child sexud abuse,
and the child actually enjoysthe experience!

The Radical Goes Mainstream

Althoughtheideapedophiliaisharmlessiscurrently afringeidea
in society, it is a concept gaining ground and going mainstream. In
1999, the Nationa Association for Research and Therapy of Homo-
sexuality (NARTH) published afact sheet warning that the American
Psychological Association (APA) had published a study that was
“opening the way to the normalization of Pedophilia” Here is what
NARTH reported:

This latest article appears in the A.P.A.’s own prestigious
Psychological Bulletin.® It provides an overview of all the research
studying the harm resulting from childhood sexual abuse.

The author’s conclusion? That childhood sexual abuse is
on average, only slightly associated with psychological harm—
and that the harm may not be due to the sexual experience, but
to the negative family factors in the children’s background. When
the sexual contact is not coerced, especially when it is experi-
enced by a boy and is enjoyed, it may not be harmful at all.

The article proposes that psychologists stop using judg-
mental terms like “child abuse,” “molestation,” and “victims,”
using instead neutral, value-free terms like “adult child sex.”
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...The authors conclude that behavior which psychotherapists
commonly term “abuse” may only constitute a violation of so-
cial norms. Religion and society, these writers argue, are free
to judge behavior as they wish...but psychiatry should evalu-
ate behavior by its own set of standards.

InMarch of 1999, Dr. L aura Schlessinger brought thisissue (of the
APA's publication of the “study”) to public atention on her popular
nationaly syndicated radio program. Schlessinger (who is a Jewish
Conservative) rightly condemned the APA for their apparent sanction
of pedophiliaand very quickly had that organi zation on the defensive.
While a spokeswoman for the APA, Rhea Farberman, admitted
Schlessinger’s criticism was vaid, she contended the APA's position
on pedophiliaisthat itisamental disorder that isextremely harmful to
children and should remain illegal. However, she then criticized
Schlessinger for “making a big issue of the piece.” Onewonders how
one should react when an organization as prestigious as the APA
publishes a piece apparently sanctioning a practice that Farberman
herself assertsis* extremely harmful” to children?

There arethosewho may want to dismissNARTH and Dr. Laura
as radicd right-wingers who may have misinterpreted the study or
ripped quotesfromtheir context in order to makethe APA look bad. We
can assure you the APA needs no help in looking bad, and their pub-
lished " study” indeed impliespedophiliaisfar lessharmful than gener-
aly believed. We read the report oursalves, and it is il out there on
the net for those who care to check it out for themselves.” We found
NARTH and Schlessinger were absol utely correct in their assessment
of thereport and not being “adarmist” at dl. If anything, wefound it to
be even worse than expected.

But evenwith an organization ashighly esteemedin our cultureas
the APA. seemingly endorsing these radical claims, is it possible
“MiddleAmerica’ will ever accept pedophiliaasanorma human vari-
ant giventhe current loathing of the practice? Webdlieve so. No matter
how reviled and hated the practiceistoday, the day isprobably coming
whenitwill benormaized and accepted, and only “ sexualy suppressed
and oppressive bigots’ will opposeit. Therewill inevitably be a gen-
erational “changing of the guard” and younger and more heavily PC-
indoctrinated (and even lessbiblicaly influenced) peoplewill become
the movers and shakers of our society. On what basis will they reject
pedophiliaasjust another “dternative lifestyle?’

We hope to be proved wrong, but such a*“tolerant” stance taken
by an organization so prestigious and influentia asthe A.PA. islike
the distant hoof besats of approaching horsemen—we can watch the
horizon and wait for their appearance—and it’s not going to be Roy
Rogersand Dale Evans! Furthermore, the articlein the Psychol ogical
Bulletinis not the only sign thetimesthey areachangin.” The repug-
nant philosophy—that “adult-child sex” isnot awaysharmful to chil-
dren and may be beneficia to some—isechoed in anew book recently
published by University Press of Minnesota. Thetitle of the book is
Harmful to Minors: The Perils of Protecting Children From Sex.
Newhouse News Service, who interviewed the author Judith Levine,
quoted her as saying a sexual relationship between a priest and a
youth could “conceivably” be positive? If it isa“conceivably” posi-
tive relationship, who except for bigots could be againgt it? I sthisjust
afringe book with no possibleinfluence on the populaceat large? The
foreword of thisbook waswritten by Joycelyn Elders, former Surgeon
Genera of the United States! While Eldersis definitely considered a
“fringe element” by awide swath of Americans, she obvioudy does
exert influenceon many. Weareadivided nationin many areas, andwe
forget that to our peril.

They Were Born That Way

One of the primary arguments for the acceptance of the “gay

lifestyle’ isthat “they were born that way” and cannot change even if
they want to. The argument is aready being made by psychologists
that pedophilia is “a compelling desire that will not go away with
medication, time or therapy.” “Pedophilia,” reports The Seattle Times,
“is a sexual disorder” that “remains a mystery.”

Psychologists struggle to treat it without even fully under-
standing its causes. It cannot be cured, even when an offender
wants to change...“The only thing we know for sure is that it is
not a voluntary choice,” said Fred Berlin, a psychologist and
founder of the Sexual Disorders clinic at John Hopkins Univer-
sity in Baltimore. “No one decides that they want to be attracted to
children.” ...Psychologists say it's time for society to start treat-
ing pedophilia as a public-health issue, conducting the research
that's needed to uncover its causes and develop other treat-
ments. “One of the problems is that pedophilia has always
been looked at as a moral issue, and it is a moral issue, but
there are also legitimate questions of science and biology that
need to be addressed.”

Pedophiliais a “disorder” that should be trested, even though no
trestment, no medi cation—nothing can or will changethesexud orienta:
tion of apedophile. If it becomeswidey believed pedophiles, likehomo-
sexuds, were destined by nature or God with acertain sexud orientation
and cannot change, can “normalization” and “acceptance” be far be-
hind? How shdl we deny the pedophile's“right” to sexud stisfaction?
Where Has All The Tolerance Gone?

We now have the spectacle of the Catholic Church caught in the
crossfire of two contradicting “values,” (protecting children versus
protecting the “rights’ of pedophiles) like a startled deer in the head-
lights, wondering just where they went wrong. They have been con-
sistently castigated by the elites for being “regressive’” and generaly
“intolerant.” Well, weren't they being extremely “tolerant” and “pro-
gressive’ in therapeutically “treating” pedophiles rather than expel-
ling them from their positions? You would think they would get some
credit for keeping up withthetimes! But they are getting no credit, only
condemnation from the same elites who argue for the acceptance of
homosexuality asjust an dternative lifestyle. Why are they being so
“intolerant” about the dternatelifestyle of the pedophile priests. If we
must tolerate everyone's personal choices, wouldn't that include the
personal choices of pedophiles? Sadly, giventime, it probably will. It
should be pointed out that the Catholic Churchisnot donein exercis-
ing exceedingly poor judgment intheir handling of thisissue. Because
of the late-twentieth-century’s love affair with psychotherapy, many
churches of al stripes have turned to therapy to “help” leaders and
layman caught in homosexuality, incest and pedophilia.

Sick or Evil?

TheChicago Tribune PARADE magazine contained avery interest-
ingleadarticletitled, “What WeMust Do. .. To Protect Our Children” by
Contributing Editor and Attorney Andrew Vachss. Heis concerned and
outraged about the sexua assaults on minors. Of course, we share his
concerns. He bemoans the fact there seems to be such confusion in our
society about whether pedophilesare sick or evil. He assartstheissueis
not dl that complex. In fact, he believesthe complexity “is an illusion.”®
He then goes on to give some working definitions to help the reader
understand what he is talking about. Writes Vachss:

Sickness is a condition—evil is a behavior and is always a
matter of choice. Evil is not thought; it is conduct. And conduct
is always volitional. And just as evil is always a choice, sick-
ness is the absence of choice. Sickness happens. Evil is in-
flicted.™*

Theseare not bad definitions—downright refreshing viewsto be
foundinasecular magazine! It isthisconfusion of action with thought

(Continued on next page)
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“War” (Continued from page 5)
(temptation to do evil) that hasled peopleto believeahomosexua or a
pedophile is someone who desires to engage in homosexual behavior
ortomolest children. Thisiscompletely untrue. Someonewhoistempted
to steal isnot athief—someonewho stealsisathief! Thepersonwhois
tempted tolieisnot alia—hehasto actualy liefirst! A homosexual is
not a person who is tempted—attracted to a person of the same sex—
ahomosexud issomeonewhoindulgeshisdesireand actualy engages
inthe behavior. By the sametoken, ashard asthisisto understandto a
person who doesn't battl e this particular temptation, apedophileisnot
someone who is atracted to children sexually and tempted to act on
this evil desire, but someone who actually seduces or molests a child.
Our society consistently (intentionally?) midabels homosexuals as
peoplewho are atracted to persons of the same sex, who aretempted to
engage in homosexual behavior. Casein point: A few years back, our
newspaper had an article about the issue of whether or not a homo-
sexual can change. One manwas quoted as saying hetried the“ straight
life’ butitdidn’'t“work.” How did heknow it didn’t “work?’ Heknew it
didn't “work” because the temptation was till with him.
Hope For Sinners

Biblicaly speaking, we know homosexualsare not predestined to
the behavior and can change, because the Apostle Paul refersto some
of the Corinthiansasformer homosexuals.

“Donot bedeceived: neither thesexuallyimmoral nor idola-
ters nor adulterers nor male progtitutes nor homosexual of-
fenders nor thieves nor greedy nor drunkards nor danderers
nor swindlerswill inherit thekingdom of God. Andthat iswhat
some of you were. But you were washed, you were sanctified,
you werejustified in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ and by
the Spirit of our God" 12

Some of the Corinthians WERE homosexuals, thieves, greedy,
drunkards, etc—past tense. Does this mean none of them were ever
againtempted to engageinimmora behavior, thievery, drunkenness, or
homaosexudlity after their justification? Certainly not. Weareall tempted
invariouswaysall of our lives!

God Made Me This Way?

Severd of those interviewed for the aforementioned newspaper
articleclaimed they had to accept thefact God had made them that way,
asthough God designed some people to be homosexuals and othersto
be “draight.” We do not deny that people seem prone (tempted) to
different typesof sn. Andweareuniversally proneto sinin oneway or
another! That'sthe human condition asaresult of TheFall. Peoplewere
not designed by God to have seria partners or to engage in same-sex
sexual relations; nor was any child designed by God to be an object of
sexual desire. Nor did God design peopleto stedl, lie, cheat, murder, and
dander. God didn’t make usthisway, our sin nature makesusthisway!
We readll battling something! Temptation aley iswherewelive. Butitis
not our temptations but our behavior that counts. Moreover, we are dl
goingtobebattling varioustemptationsour wholelives. Thereisnomagic
bullet. Wemust just continuethestruggleuntil weareddiveredfromthese
bodies “prone’ to sin. The Bible does not consder homaosexudlity, any-
morethanthievery, asa“condition” to beddivered from; but itisabehav-
ior which must beforsaken no matter the cost or persond effort required.
Therefore, we thoroughly agree with Vachss when he dates,

...Ifthe individual chooses to act upon those feelings, that conduct
is evil. People are not what they think; they are what they do.*®

But as much aswe agree with Andrew Vachssin so much of what
he said, he unwittingly sets up the refutation for the very foundation of
hisargument in the article itself when he asserts:

We, as a society, determine whether something is sick or evil.1*

He certainly doesn't redlizeit, but heisarguing for mob rule. What
happensif thetime comeswhenthe*mob” decidespedophiliaisperfectly

acceptable, aslong as* no one getshurt?” Or what if the*mob” further
decidesthat it doesn't even matter anymoreif someonedoesget hurt? A
thoroughly paganized society may very well return to behaviors that
“worked” for pagan societies in the past—such as human sacrifice or
gladiatorial contests. Under these systems, people certainly got hurt;
but therewas no legdl sanction againgt such vile practices. By theway,
don't ever buy the argument that pagan societies of the past were
peaceable, gentle, and civilized folksliving in complete harmony with
nature and each other. Nonsense! Just take a good honest 1ook at the
“civilized” Romans or the “peace-loving” Mayans where the blood
fredy flowed! Whenhuman opinionisthemord arbiter of asociety, look
out! Human opinion changeswith thewind that blows, asis proved by
our own rapid descent to debauchery.

And what about the fact our own society deemed it socialy
acceptable to hold daves? Were the abaolitionists wrong to fight the
evil that society had determined wasgood?No, theabolitionistswere
right, society was wrong. The truth is, society cannot be trusted to
determinewhat isgood and evil. Mora sare not determined by demo-
cratic rule or human opinion. Morals are based upon God's opinion
as spelled out in His Word—the Bible. As we, as a society, reject
God's Word to a greater and greater extent, and as our “Christian
hangover” continues to wear off, we shal dide ever deeper into
hedonism and barbarism. Wecan dl find waystojustify any behavior
wedesireto engagein from murder to genocide. Even mass murder-
ersdon’t seethemsalvesasevil people. TotheNazis, killing 6-million
Jews was necessary. The Khmer Rouge believed daughtering the
Cambodian middle class—the* proletariat”—wascrucia in order to
establish amore just society. Kids are taught multiculturalism from
grade-school—the lie that al cultures are basically equal and that
one's society determines right from wrong. Once these kids gain
control of society’s ingtitutions and the government, what will keep
them from determining anything and everythingisright if that iswhat
the magjority wants? And who can argue with these opinions if all
opinions are equal?

What Can Christians Do?

As citizens of a republic with the right to vote, we have the
responsibility to beinformed on theseissues and vote for candidates
to elective office who most reflect Christian views and morals—we
haveto say “most reflect” because our choicesarelimited tofallible
human beings—which meansthere are timeswhen we are forced to
votefor the lesser of two undesirables. © That alonetellsuspolitics
will never beour “savation.” Beyond that, however, what canwedo?

We resdlize our culture may betoo far goneto ever return to the
days of Ozzie and Harriet. Lassie may never come home. And it is
important to realize our job as Chrigtiansisto serve as God' sambas-
sadors in whatever culture we find ourselves—to try to persuade
peopleto bereconciled to God. Our jobisnot to save our culture, and
we may be just as unable to do that as the Prophet Jeremiah could
turnthecultura tidein ancient | srael when the mgjority of the people
weredetermined to reject God and Hismessenger. Thisdoesn't mean
we should abandon our culture and head for the hills, but we should
beredigticin our expectations and not get sidetracked from the goal
of winning people one by one. Having said that, if al believersin
Jesus Christ thought like Chrigtians, lived like Christians, and loved
like Chrigtians, wewould certainly beaforcefor good in our society.
Love Like Christians

How can we win people to Christ in a culture that grows more
paganized with each passing year? It isingtructive to take alook at
how the early Christiansturned their pagan culture upsidedown. Our
day ismorelike the early days of Chritianity than any other timein
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between. “ Civilized” paganism wastheculture of the Roman Empire.
Inthe Greco-Roman culture, homosexuality and pedophiliawas com-
mon and quite acceptable. Something changed the attitudes and be-
havior of that civilization which lasted until 30 or so years ago. The
early believersdidn’'t have money or palitical clout. They didn’t have
television and radio stations or print media. They didn't even have
large buildings of their own to meet in. But they turned the world
upside down. It is a matter of historical record that one way they
impacted their culture was through charity. These early Chrigtians
truly cared for the pagansaround them. Julian, thelast pagan emperor
of Rome (360-361 AD), attempted to resurrect the pagan religionsin
hopes of rebuilding the former grandeur of Rome. He poured money
into pagan temples, education, and the priesthood. It didn’'t seem to
help. We get aglimpseinto the reason why in aletter he wrote to the
high priestin Galatia, Arcasuis:

Why do we not notice that it is their kindness to strangers,
their care for the graves of the dead, and the pretended holiness
of their lives that have done most to increase atheism [Christian-
ity was consdered “ atheism” sinceit rejected theideaof multiple
gods]? | believe that we ought really and truly to practice every
one of these virtues. And it is not enough for you alone to practice
them, but so must all the priests in Galatia, without exception...In
the second place admonish them that no priest may enter a
theatre or trade that is base and not respectable...in every city
establish hostels in order that strangers may profit by our gener-
osity; | do not mean for our own people only, but for others also
who are in need of money...for it is disgraceful that, when no Jew
ever has to beg and the impious Galileans [Chritians] support
both their own poor and ours as well, all men see that our people
lack aid from us.*®

Jesustold His followers people would see their good works and
glorify the Father in Heaven, and the early church seemsto haveredly
put that into practice. Yet, charity isn't al thatisinvolvedinloving our
fellow man. Loving our fellow man involves sharing the Gospel with
him or her—mesting their most desperate need for forgiveness and
reconciliation with God. What useisit to only meet the physical needs
of peopleif they ultimately wind upin Hell? FrancisA. Schaeffer sooke
directly to thisissue:

| have a question in my mind about us as Evangelicals. We
fight the Liberals when they say there is no Hell. But do we
really believe people are going to Hell?¢

We can't leave evangelism up to the “professional Chrigtians,”
pastors, and such. We are surrounded by lost people who matter to
God and should matter to us aso. All of us need to be involved in
reaching thelost. We cannot influence the people God has put in your
path, and only we can reach thosein our circle.

This Is Scary

We know evangelism is scary, especialy since the root of the
Gospel is that human beings are lost in sin which, frankly, offends
peoplewho have cometo believe1’ m okay, you'reokay.” Sharingthe
Gospel likewise involves asserting that Jesus is the only way to the
Father, whichfliesinthefaceof thepaliticaly-correct, rdigious-plurdism
fantasy. So couragewill be needed for thistask, although probably not
asmuch courageasit took for first-century Christianstofacethelions.

All of us can reach out to individuas who are struggling through
thislifeand ontheir way to Hell. Jesushad great compassion onSinners,
eventhe“untouchables” and extended friendship to them. How canwe
helpthosewhomwewill not “touch” or associstewith? Thereisa” Chris-
tian” group led by Fred Phelps that regularly shows up a gay events
sporting largesignswith such dogansas* God hatesfags’ and “Nofags
in Heaven.” How many hearts do you suppose are changed by such a

mean-spirited display?Heartswill only befurther hardened to the Gospel
and turned away from the God they perceive such peopleareserving. In
fact, we can't think of amore wrongheaded gpproach to “evangelism!”
Wedon't haveto seek out gatheringsof snners—they’ reeverywherel ©
Weadl know individuas who need the loving touch of God in their life.
Homosexuds, feminigts, obvioudy lost hedonists and, for that maiter,
just-as-lost mordists, young and old, rich and poor, red and yellow, black
and white, they are preciousin Hissght, and should be preciousto usif
wehavethemind of Chrigt. If wedon't careabout |ost people, something
isdreadfully wrong!

Shouldn’t Christians Shun Immoral People?

Now wait just aminute, Veinots—aren't Christians supposed to
avoidimmoral peopleliketheplague? Areweredly to associate with
them? Maybe we should let the Apostle Paul answer that:

| wroteyou in my letter not to associatewith immoral people;
| did not at all mean with theimmoral people of thisworld, or
with the covetous, and swindlers, or with idolators; for then you
would havetogoout of theworld. But actually, | wrotetoyou not
to associate with any so-called brother if he should be an im-
moral person, or covetous, or anidolator, or areviler, or adrunk-
ard, or a snindler —not even to eat with such a one. For what
havel todowith judging outsders? Do you not judgethosewho
are within the church? But those who are outside God judges.
Remove the wicked man from among yourselves”

It is the immora people inside the church Paul says should be
judged and removed. God will judge outsiders—we don't haveto!

But doesn’'t James say “ friendship with theworld isenmity with
God?” (James4:4). Yes, but what doesit mean to befriendly with the
world?Doesit mean (as somewould haveit) we cannot befriendswith
unbelievers?No. Friendship with theworld involvestaking onworldly
attitudes and living like the world as evident from the context of the
passage. Don't open your mind to the world's belief system, but do
open your heart to your non-Chrigtian neighbors. In order to extend
God's love and compassion to lost people, we are going to have to
befriend the lost.

Wanted—Humility

Wearenot goingtoreschthelogt if wedon't know any, andwecan't
reach them if we go around with a* holier-than-thou” chip on our shoul-
der. We may not be homosexua , we may never have had an abortion, we
may never have abusad drugs, but we certainly are sinners Have we
categorized Sins to such an extent that we fed superior to the “terrible
snners out there?’ That kind of self-righteous attitude is a grievous
terrible Sn in and of itsdf, and add to that the fact we are yet full of
“impurities’ ourselves. Who among uscan daimto havearrived &t holi-
ness?L ook a theligt of sinsto befoundin Romans1:29-31 (NIV):

They havebecomefiled with every kind of wickedness, evil,
greed and depravity. They arefull of envy, murder, strife, de-
ceit and malice. They are gossips, danderers, God-haters, in-
solent, arrogant and boastful; they invent ways of doing evil;
they disobey their parents, they are senseless, faithless, heart-
lessandruthless.

Notice gossip, envy, and disobedience to parents are right up
there with the redlly “bad” sins! We are just sinners saved by grace;
and if we keep thisfact uppermost in our mindsin our dealings with
others, wewon't betempted to “talk down” to thosewe hopeto reach.
We shouldn’t be out to set people straight, but throw them alifeline.
They, too, just like us, can find forgiveness and peace with God.
Live (And Think) Like Christians

Itisnot enoughtolovelike Chrigtians, wemust livelike Chrigtians

(Continued on page 15)
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Examining The Teachings of Goerge Malkmus

tion to find the “fountain of youth.” Indians had told him

of a miraculous spring that rejuvenated those who drank
from it. Instead of finding a miraculous fountain, he discovered
Florida. In 1521, he waskilled by the arrow of an Indian. Death
had found Juan.?

Theyearning in Juan to live eternally is not foreign to any
of us. God created us with this desire. It is natural to want to
liveandto liveahealthy life. The thought of deathis, at |east at
somelevel, difficult to embrace. Asthe Apostle Paul said, “ For
tome, toliveisChrist andtodieisgain. Butif | amtoliveon
in theflesh, thiswill mean fruitful labor for me; and | do not
know which to choose” (Phil. 1:21-22).

Inthe Garden of Eden, death wasalien. It was ascene of com-
plete perfection where God dwelt with Hiscreation. But sin entered
the world when Adam and Eve disobeyed God. The result was
expulsion from the garden, toil in thisworld, and certain death. This
istheworld in which we now live.

The short life on earth God has given each of us should be
cherished. Wisdom in our care for the physical body should be
sought. We should have the same attitude as Paul who wanted to
liveto have* fruitful labor” for Christ. But thefactis: The physical
body, asweknow it, will die. It isthen each and every one of uswill
givean account to God for what we did on thisearth. The condition
of our body or the length of our lifewill not be of importance. Itis
the heart of man that will be judged.

George Malkmus believes too little attention has been given
by the church to the physical body. The diet he prescribes suppos-
edly causes one to retain youth, stay healthy, and live along life.
Thisdiet—called the Hallel ujah Diet—is not merely away to health,
but according to Malkmus, it is“God'sway to health.”

The Birth of the Hallelujah Diet

George Makmus was diagnosed with colon cancer in 1976.2
His mother just died of cancer after following standard medical
treatment. Malkmus decided to combat his cancer with a method
“...that did not contradict the teaching of the Bible, as did the
administering of drugs.” He changed his diet. This was the begin-
ning of what he now callsthe Hallelujah Diet.

TheHadlelujah Diet entailsesting certain foods at certaintimes.
Breakfast consists of one tablespoon of Barleygreen* and a piece
of fresh fruit later in the morning if you get hungry. At lunch, an-
other tablespoon of Barleygreen and afreshly extracted 8 oz. glass
of carrot juice; and 30 minuteslater, somefresh fruit or vegetables.

I n March of 1513, Juan Ponce de L edn launched an expedi-

By Randall Birtell

Supper again beginswith atablespoon of Barleygreen and another
80z. glassof freshly extracted carrot juice. Thirty minutes|ater, you
can eat a large green, leafy vegetable salad and, then, the only
cooked food of the day. Some choices for this cooked food can be
a baked potato, brown rice, whole-grain pasta, or steamed veg-
etables. Theideal diet will be 85% raw food and 15% cooked food.*

What can’t be eaten on the Hallelujah Diet ismeat of any kind,
dairy products, sdlt, sugar, whiteflour, and caffeine. Makmusclaims
“Eighteen years of research has revealed meat as it is produced
today to be the single most dangerous food that we put into our
body.”™ The reason he believes meat is dangerous is because he
claimsit isthe main cause of colon cancer, breast cancer, prostrate
cancer, and adult-onset diabetes.® Dairy products are taboo be-
cause they, too, come from an animal source. Malkmus states that
“The only source of bad cholesterol (LDL) is animal products!
Animal products are not good food!!!” [emphasisin original]” Salt
is excluded from the diet because it “is an inorganic sodium com-
pound formed by the union of sodium and chlorine that is ex-
tremely toxic to the body, causing it to retain fluid in an effort to
keep this protoplasmic poison in suspension and out of the cells.”
According to Makmus white flour “...clogs up your intestines,
creates excess mucus in your sinus passages and white flour
depletes your nutrient levels as your body works to digest it.”
Finally, he calls caffeine an “extremely dangerous substance” and
something we should completely eliminate from our diet.

These claims made by Makmus are serious charges against
the standard food groups with which most of us grew up. | would
certainly agree with Malkmus that most Americans need moreraw
fruits and vegetables in our diet and less hamburgers and fries.
However, Makmus does not back up hisdogmatic claimsabout the
ills of such food with hard evidence. Rather, he uses the testimo-
nies of himself and others as hisfield of research.

Several scientific and dietary responses have been given to
the Hallelujah Diet. Dietary experts Ellen Coleman and Rebecca
Long have thisto say about the Hallelujah Diet: “Although a veg-
etarian diet can be healthful, the extreme diet advocated by
Malkmus may result in malnutrition, especially in children and
adolescents. The National Council Against Health Fraud has re-
ceived reports of individuals not suffering any particular illness
who adopted this diet only to become thin and gaunt looking,
lacking energy and vitality, but claiming that they feel the best they
have at any time previously.”

The Bible: God’s Manual for Diet
| have spoken personally with Makmus on two occas ons.2 Our
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conversations focused on his interpretation of certain passages of
Scripture. As| expressed my concernswith histwisting of Scripture,
hisrebuttal swould ultimately alwaysturn pragmatic. He uses Scrip-
ture out of context and selects only the portions that seem to sup-
port hisbeliefs. Let usnow investigatethefailed attempt of Malkmus
to use the authority of the Bible to advance the Hallelujah Diet.

MalkmusbelieveshisHallelujah Diet is God’'sWay to Ultimate
Health.** He saysthat in Genesis 1:29 God prescribed the perfect
diet for mankind. In thisverse, Moseswrote: “ Then God said, ‘ Be-
hold, | have given you every plant yidding seed that is on the
surface of all the earth, and every tree which has fruit yielding
seed; it shall be food for you.” ” Malkmus teaches that “the only
nourishment God ever intended to enter these body temples of
ours is raw fruits and vegetables. Period! That's it!!!"1®

The idea people did not eat meat prior to the flood is not
without warrant. The Zondervan NIV Sudy Bible states
that based on Genesis 1:29-30, “People and animals
seem to be portrayed as originally vegetarian.*
Further boosting this idea is the specific declara-
tion God gave to Noah after the flood. “Every
moving thing that is alive shall be food for
you; | give all to you, as | gave the green
plant” (Gen. 9:3).

The meaning of Genesis 1:29 is
clear. In the Garden of Eden, God com-
manded Adam and Eveto eat fruit and
vegetables. The denotation of Genesis 9:3 is
equally clear. God now gave them the opportunity to
eat the meat of animals. It isin his interpretation of the
latter passage where Malkmus goes seriously off course.

Malkmus understands the events of the first nine chaptersin
Genesisinauniqueway. First, “When God created man, He placed
him in a garden and told him his diet was to consist of raw fruits
and vegetables.””® Second, man “lived an average of 912 years
without any recorded sickness.”® Third, “Sickness did not begin
at the fall. | was taught that all through my life. Sickness, my
friend, didn’t begin until almost two-thousand years after the fall.”’

It isthe contention of Makmus that God purposely gave meat
to people so their life would be shortened. The people had messed
up, and God was going to wipethem out. But Noah found favor with
God, so He changed His mind and decided not to let man live so
long.®® Meat was the tool God chose to carry out this task.

The Bible: God’s Manual for Faith and Practice

This understanding of Genesis 1-9 is an absolute torture of
thetext and an attack on the Gospel itself. Theresult of sinisdeath
(Rom. 6:23). God created Adam and Eve and placed them in a
pristine garden. He commanded them not to eat from the Tree of
Knowledge of Good and Evil (Gen. 2:9) for if they did they would
die(Gen. 3:3). God set before Adam and Evetherules of thisnew
world. However, they chose to attempt to define their own rules
and ate of thefruit (Gen. 3:6). They immediately became aware of
their own nakedness (Gen. 3:7), were not allowed to eat of the Tree
of Life, and death becameimminent (Gen. 3:22).

Degth entered the world because of The Fall of Man. A neces-
sary predecessor to death is sickness of one or more body systems.
People do not die of old age. Before any death occurs (natural or
accidentd), at least one part of the body failsto function correctly—
itissick. Sicknessiis, therefore, a mandatory condition that befell
mankind when Adam and Eve were displaced from the garden.

Itisthe very fact of the bodily resurrection of Christ that our

sinsare covered. AsPaul told the Corinthians, “ ...if Christ hasnot
been raised, your faith isworthless; you are still in your sins” (1
Cor. 15:17). It was sin that brought death to mankind, and it was
Christ who brought uslife. In eternity, our soul will bereunited with
our body. It will befor usasit wasfor Adam and Eveinthe Garden
of Eden.

Makmus, himself, cannot separate the ideas of sickness and
death. “Sickness and disease and physical problems are not nor-
mal! They are the penalty one pays for violating God’s natural
laws!™® Malkmus thus believes sickness and disease were not a
result of spiritual disobedience as Genesis 3 explains. He asserts
sickness only came into the world when God gave man meat to eat
after the flood. He gives no cohesive explanation for why or how
death was a part of the world before the flood. But thefact is, death
comes only as the result of sickness. Thus, sickness was present
before the flood because death was present before the flood.

According to Malkmus “one of the greatest tragedies in his-
tory is the change in diet man made from the original raw
vegetarian/fruitarian diet God gave to mankind in the
gy, Garden of Eden in Genesis 1:29 to one of meat
}’G and cooked and artificial foods.” If thisis
; true, thenthe greatest tragedy” of all time
must be credited to none other than God
Almighty. It was God who made the dietary
change in Genesis 9:3. However, the decree
of Genesis 9:3 was not atragedy.
Thegiving of meatin Genesis9:3ispart
of alarger pronouncement by God. Thefirst four
wordsof chapter nineare* And God blessed Noah”
(Gen. 9:1a). God did not give meat to curse man. He
gavethebirdsof theair and the creatures of the ground
asabless-ing to Noah.

Makmus completely tortures Genesis 9:3 by reading his own
meaning into the passage and then mi sappropriates Genesis 1:29 as
God'sdiet for man. He boldly proclaims, “Yes, heart disease, can-
cer, stroke, diabetes and a host of other diseases can be elimi-
nated if Christians will return to the Bible and observe the natural
laws God gave man thousands of years ago!"*

As a pastor, Malkmus saw a steady dose of sickness, disease,
and death. When he was cured of cancer, he felt the call of God to
take his dietary information to the people of God so they might not
suffer like those in his church. There is little doubt Malkmus is
passionate about his message.?? However, his use of Hosea 4.6 to
substantiate his ministry is completely without warrant.

Makmus chooses only to quote “my people are destroyed for
lack of knowledge.”® The verse in its entirety is: “My people are
destroyed for lack of knowledge. Becauseyou haverejected knowl-
edge, | also will reject you from being My priests; since you have
forgotten the law of your God, | also will forget your children.”

Hosea was not speaking to Israel about the Hallelujah Diet.
Israel was not following the law of Maoses, and the Israelites were
thus being destroyed. God was calling His peopl e back to the knowl-
edge of Him, specifically—thelaw of Moses.

Onefinal exampleof hishiblical ineptnessisfoundinhisinterpre-
tation of Mark 5:25-26. In this passage, awoman with aflow of blood
for 12 years could not be healed by physicians. These are the verses
Malkmususesasasubtitleinthefifth chapter of hisbook When Chris-
tians Get Sck.?* In thischapter, hewarnshisreaders of theineffective-
ness of the medical community and the drugs they prescribe.

Whatever one thinks of the medical community, we can be as-
(Continued on next page)
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“Diet” (Continued from page 9)

sured Mark 5:25-26 does not address this issue. The point of the
story of the bleeding woman was to show the divine power of
Jesus. Man could not heal the woman but Jesus miraculously did.
Jesus was God, and the people should have heeded His words.
Barleygreen

Popeye the sailor man was birthed from the imagination of
Elzie Segar in 1929. Popeye began hisstellar career inacomic strip
asaminor character. He hit the silver screenin 1933 and still can
be seen in various places today. Most will remember the promi-
nence spinach played in the stories. Popeyewould bein adesper-
ate situation with his nemesis Brutus and would say something
like, “Tha's al I can stands, and | can’'t stands no morel” With
that, Popeye would pop open a can of spinach and snarf it down.
His body would be energized with strength, and he would finish
off hisfoe.

Spinach became asymbol of strength for an entire generation.
Consumption of spinach in the 1930's rose 33 percent. If it was
good enough for Popeye, it's good enough for me! Popeye was
seen as such an advocate for spinach that a statue was erected in
his honor in the spinach-growing community of Crystal
City, Texas.®

For Malkmus, Barleygreen generates similar ex-
citement as spinach did for Popeye. Of al the ele-
ments of the Hallelujah Diet Malkmus declaresit is
“the single, most important food | put into my body,
and | always consume at least three tablespoons £
daily.”

The one component of the Hallelujah Diet
that cannot be grown in your garden is A
Barleygreen. Barleygreenisapowder first cre-
ated in the twentieth century by Yoshihide
Hagiwarafrom barley grassjuice.?® According
to American Image Marketing (A1M), it contains
18 amino acids, vitamins, minerals, and chlorophyll.Z It
should be noted that healthcare professionals and dieticians
find the nutrientsin Barleygreen are “insignificant.”*

Barleygreenisaprocessed substance distributed by AIM. They
explain the production process as follows: “The barley used for
BarleygreenO is organically grown and harvested when the leaves
contain the widest spectrum of nutrients. The leaves are then juiced
(not milled, as many other barley grass products are) and spray-
dried, using a patented, low-temperature processing method. Brown
rice and kelp are added, and the result is Barleygreend.”s* While
there are severa other products® based on Hagiwara's process,
Malkmus will only use the AIM product. In his words, “It is vitally
important to me that the BARLEYGREEN powder | use comes from
AMERICAN IMAGE MARKETING and that it contains kelp.”

So what does Barleygreen do for the body? Malkmus con-
sumes Barleygreen because it builds “new, strong, healthy, vital,
and vibrant cells.”** These claims are not validated by AIM. Inan
e-mail | received from the AIM On-Line Team, they state, “AIM
does not make specific health claims for any of our products
including Barleygreen.”s Thisdenial of any health benefits seems
to stem from an FDA order in 1988 ordering AIM “to stop making
unproven claims for the product and to stop disparaging the
American food supply.”®

AlIM isamultilevel marketing company of whichMakmusisa
representative. Hallelujah Acres™ sellsa70z. canister of Barleygreen
for $34.34.% They also sell other AIM products, juicers, books,
and avariety of health foods and literature.

The pleato return to a Genesis 1:29 diet consisting of raw
fruits and vegetablesisthe constant message of Malkmus. Why,
then, is Barleygreen arequired element of the Hallelujah Diet?
Since Barleygreen was only created in the late-twentieth cen-
tury, it would have been impossible for anyone to follow God's
diet prior to that time. The hard facts are that Adam and Eve did
not eat Barleygreen. The Hallelujah Diet is Malkmus' way to
ultimate health, not God’s.

It's True Because it Works

In the introduction of his book God's Way to Ultimate Health,
Malkmus addresses his critics: “If you find something in the text of
this book a little hard to swallow, then start paying closer attention
to the testimonials of people who have actually put these teach-
ings to practice. These are real people with real testimonials.
Again, the bottom line is results.”®

Personal testimonies are the foundation of thefor-profit minis-
try of Hallelujah Acres. Testimoniesare displayed on their web site,
books, newsletters, and most everywherethe Hallelujah Diet ispro-
moted. It is evident from the words of Malkmus that results are all
that matter. Malkmus uses this pragmatic justification to deflect
criticism of the Hallelujah Diet and hisnovel biblical interpretation.
Some of hisclaims seem astounding. For instance, he states

when animal fat isremoved from one’'sdiet “they re-

duce their chances of ever having a heart attack or

stroke by over 96 percent” [emphasisin original].®

His claims about how to avoid cancer are equally as

dogmatic. “If a person doesn’t smoke or eat animal

products or consume sugar, their chances of ever de-
veloping cancer are practically nil.”*

Malkmusgiveslittle medical or scientific docu-

L /- mentation to support his claims. Rather, he uses dog-

matic assertions that certain foods are bad, and he rein-

forces these claims by the thousands of testimonies he

has received. The lack of hard evidence supporting the

benefits of the Hallelujah Diet lead health professionalslike

Stephen Barrett of Quackwatch* to conclude the dietary
methods of Malkmus are not trustworthy.*?

It is the strength of Malkmus' assertions regarding the effec-
tiveness of his Hallelujah Diet that is most disturbing. These kinds
of allegationslead people away from sound medical treatment.

Most Americans should eat more raw fruits and vegetables
and less food that is high in fat. Barrett notes, “It is well estab-
lished that low-fat eating lowers blood cholesterol levels and
that high intakes of fruits and vegetables are associated with
lower incidence of cardiovascular disease and certain can-
cers. ...For these reasons, the risk of these conditions is lower
for users of Hallelujah Diet than it is for the average American
diet. However, the difference for most people is probably not
great...”#

Theresults of the Hallelujah Diet in the life of Malkmus have
recently been challenged. On Thursday, July 12, 2001, he had a
stroke.*® Ma kmus believesthe stroke was caused by a hectic sched-
uleand stressin hislife.*

Malkmus has strong words concerning the effectiveness of
modern drugs. He writes, “People cannot be drugged (poisoned)
into health! Drugs create problems, rather than solve them! To
regain health, the sick person must cleanse the body of the drugs
and toxic substances that have accumulated and then provide the
body with the proper building materials and influences that will
allow the body to purify, repair and rebuild itself!™+

Inthe process of regaining his health after the stroke, Malkmus
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chose to ignore such advice. In Health Tip #194 he writes. “l am
currently working closely with a medical doctor, taking two low-
dosage blood pressure medications, and have seen my blood
pressure drop to normal levels.”® So it appears, even in the life of
Malkmus, at | east some problems are solved with medicine.
Conclusion

Makmus is an energetic and friendly man. | do not question
his genuine concern for the people who come to him with health
and diet concerns. What is alarming is the message he preaches.
His gospel is perfect health for the physical body. This good news
will not last for Malkmus or anyone else. The ultimate sickness of
death finds each and every living being.

Contrast thiswith what the good news of Scripture says about
this temporal world. “For this perishable must put on the imper-
ishable, and this mortal must put on immortality. But when this
perishablewill have put on theimperishable, and thismortal will
have put on immortality, then will come about the saying that is
written, ‘ Death isswallowed upin victory. O death, whereisyour
victory? O death, whereisyour sting? The sting of death issin,
andthepower of sinisthelaw; but thanksbeto God, who givesus
thevictory through our Lord Jesus Christ” (1 Cor. 15:53-57). Our
hope is an eternal hope of which this world knows nothing of.

We will al get sick and die. Barring the imminent return of
Christ, there are no exceptions. Yet, thisdoes not give uslicenseto
abuse our body. The body is a creation of God and should be re-
spected. There will be a one-to-one correspondence between the
body that perishes on earth and the one that is “raised in glory”
(1 Cor.15:43).

To claim God has a specific diet we must follow is a serious
declaration. Thisis precisely what Malkmus does. He attempts to
lay abiblical foundation for hisassertions by pouring hisown mean-
ing into Scripture. But mere scattered Biblereferences do not make
ateaching biblical. When the words of Malkmus are tested in light
of the Word of God, they fail miserably.

A look at the ministry of Jesus also presents an insurmount-
able attack on a God-ordained meatless diet. Jesus fed the multi-
tudes fish (Matt. 15:36; John 6:11), helped the disciples catch fish
(John 21:6), and ate fish (John 21:10, 15). Jesus, being God, could
not contradict hisown teaching. It seemsclear that at |east oneform
of meat—fish—was not prohibited by God.

Upon further examination of the New Testament, other evi-
denceisfound that meat is not prohibited from our diet. The Lord
reveal ed to Peter whilein Joppaeven the animalsthat Jewsformerly
saw as unclean were clean and good for food (Acts 10:11-13). Paul
even rebuked Cephas because he withdrew from eating with the
Gentileswherethey most certainly atemeat (Gal. 2:11-12).

Those who chooseto eat only fruit and vegetables do so under
the freedom of the Gospel. Those who eat meat and other foods do
so under the same freedom. We do not find favor with God by what
we put in our stomachs. Our relationship with God is sealed by the
work of Jesus Christ on the cross.

God's Word is the fina authority. The letter to the Romans
reads, “ Now accept the one who isweak in faith, but not for the
purpose of passing judgment on his opinions. One person has
faith that he may eat all things, but hewho isweak eats vegetables
only. Theonewho eatsisnot to regard with contempt the onewho
does not eat, and the one who does not eat is not to judge the one
who eats, for God has accepted him. Who are you to judge the
servant of another? To his own master he stands or falls; and he
will stand, for the Lord isableto make him stand” (Rom. 14:1-4).

The message of Malkmusisdivisive. Heclaims hisdietary
method is superior to all others becauseit is God'sway to eat.
Those who do not follow hisway are conforming to the world
and are breaking the principles of God. He states, “As a result
the Christian community lives in constant violation of almost
every fundamental principal of life God established when it
comes to the body/temple God gave us and how we should
live here on earth. We violate God'’s principles by what we
feed our bodies and minds, and then when they break down,
we violate God’s principles in how to get well. Yes, sadly the
Christian community has conformed to the world to which
God said “be not conformed.’ ” [emphasis in original]*

So according to Malkmus, those who are not on the Hallelu-
jah Diet are violating principles of God. The author of Romans
encourages freedom in the area of diet. Malkmus draws alinein
the sand separating the standard American diet as the diet of the
world and the Hallelujah Diet asthe diet of those following God's
principles.

By proclaiming the Hallelujah Diet is God's way of eating,
Makmus leads peopl e into the bondage of legalism. In contrast,
Jesus brings broken and imperfect people into His eternal king-
dom, where perfect health ultimately will berealized in Heaven.

Thereisnot aspecific dietary formulaa Christianisbound to
follow. God's ultimate way to health is through Jesus Christ and
Him aone. It is only when the believer receives a glorified body
that sickness and death are conquered. Then the words of John
the Revelator will cometo pass. “ [A]lnd He will wipe away every
tear fromtheir eyes; and therewill nolonger beany death; there
will no longer be any mourning, or crying, or pain; the first
thingshave passed away” (Rev. 21:4).

All quotations are taken from the New American Standard Bible.

*Barleygreen is a registered trademark of AIM (American Image Marketing).
*Title of George Malkmus’ 1995 hook.
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In
Zhe Shads\
“Crod’s ADOYNKND

Breaking Free From
An Unbiblical Concept

By Ron Henzel

As for you, the anointing which you
received from Him abides in you ...
and just as it has taught you, you

abide in Him.

—The Apostle John —
1John2:27[NASB]

her to be your leader. Or, perhaps, someone else pointed to

/' another person and told you that person had aspecial “anoint-

ing” from God's Spirit to be your teacher, shepherd, or whatever.

That may have sounded pretty wonderful at thetime, andif so, you

undoubtedly began looking up to that individual, idealizing him or

her, and marveling over the fact God would bless you so much by
bringing such a person into your life.

Hey! —was that a beam of sunlight or did some kind of halo
seem to be forming around his head when they called him the
“anointed” man of God?

How those early days seemed so heavenly at times!

But after awhile, theword “ anointed” began totakeon adiffer-
ent connotation. Maybe it started when you first heard asermon on
the text “ Touch not mine anointed!” (1 Chr. 16:22; Psa. 105:15).
Suddenly, to question the anointed |eader was to question God!

In the beginning when followers spoke of the leader’s anoint-
ing, the stress was on his spiritual gifts; now the stress was on his
supposed spiritual authority. How did this subtle shift occur? Was
it because you missed something they explained earlier? Or did a
new meaning sneak in through the back door?

If you even dared to let yourself entertain that last thought, it
was only for amoment. You realized if any other followers had the
dlightest idea of what you werethinking it could mean big trouble.
Were you already starting to question God's ancinted? You de-
cided to “leaveit in the Lord's hands” for the time being, hoping
He' d eventually help you better understand it all.

But over weeks and months, this teaching became more fre-
guent, more emphatic, and more burdensome. Didn’t David refuse

V ou may have heard someonetell you God “ anointed” him or

=
—
!

L)

to opposethe evil King Saul, even though hewas out to kill David,
because Saul was“the Lord’sanointed” (1 Sam. 24:6)? Therefore,
how dare you disagree with your leader or call into question his
moral judgments! He'sthe anointed of God! Evenif youthink he's
morally wrong—even if he asks you to do something that goes
against your conscience—to go against him isto go against God!

Then it dawned on you something like that was bound to
happen. It seemed inevitable you would eventually run into some
kind of conflict with the leadership. Even though you knew of no
immediate problems, your common sensetold you it would be just
amatter of time.

Your leader had many in hisflock, and to help managethemall,
he declared (on his own authority) several of his assistants were
“anointed” |eaders over various sections of the congregation; and
they, in turn, had “anointed” leaders under them. Eventually, you
realized you could hardly do anything without going through one
of “the anointed,” and each one had obvious shortcomings and
noticeable personality quirks. So it had to happen, and one day it
did. You did everything in your power to carefully and respectfully
express your sincere convictions and do what you thought God
wanted without making any waves, but you soon found yourself
accused of harboring “rebellion” in your heart—rebellion against
God's anointed, no less! And that was only the beginning of one
long, horrendous nightmare.

You’ ve been out for sometime now, but all the Scripturesthey
used and arguments they brought to bear against you still churn
ferociously through your head, haunting you in the darkness
through the echoes of sobs that were once your only company
through many deepless nights. You hope the worst of your de-
spair isover. Theempty, frightened shell of aperson you were (and
sometimes still are) when you escaped, occasionally senses aray
of sunshine. But recalling the trauma of that departure can till
drain al color from the most beautiful of days and replace the
happiest of moments with an aching hollowness.

You wonder: Werethey right? Have | sealed my fate by rebel-
ling against God's anointed? All those verses! Do | have any
right to think | understand the Bible better than they?

When your mindisn’t racing for answers, it’sstuck in akind of
cerebral mud, not even bothering to spin itswheels out of a sense
of futility asthe gloom of another hopel ess day oozes down around
you.

| know how itis. I’ ve spent many amonth trapped inside such
spiritual bleakness.
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God put me under that spiritual authority and | rebelled!
What will become of me?

Thoughts like these can form a kind of emotional undertow
that takesyou away from your family and friends every bit asmuch
as did your former leader. To the casual observer, you may appear
liberated; but inside, you're still drowning in a tormented sea of
unresolved questions.

For quite awhile, | searched desperately for aquick fix. Each
day renewed my quest for “the breakthrough” | hoped would res-
cue me from unrelenting spiritual torture. For quite some time, |
wondered if I'd ever find my way back to aclose walk with God.
“How long, O LORD? Will You hide Yourself forever?”
(Pslm 89:46, NASB).

Andthenit dawned on me: My ex-leader didn’t messup all my
thinkinginasingleday. Hedid it methodically, and hence, slowly—
over along period of time. So, | shouldn’t expect to be ableto clean
out all his mental garbage overnight. In fact, | realized the whole
concept of “the breakthrough” was something he’d saddled me
with as he rode me up and down hisemotional roller coaster. Each
time he won another battle to gain further control of my life, he
credited mewith having a“ breakthrough” (which, in practical terms,
simply meant he'd conquered yet another area of my Christian
freedom)! He' d found away to break through the proper bound-
aries between biblical fellowship and carnal control, and he encour-
aged meto keep letting him have more control by flattering mewith
talk of my “breakthroughs.”

God doesn’t work that way. Yes, He does give us flashes of
spiritual insight, but not in order to fool us into surrendering to
Him. Yes, He enlightens our minds (Lk. 24:45), but He doesn't re-
place our minds, nor do our thinking for us. He renews our minds,
but not apart from our own efforts to think seriously about His
truth.

So, | finally resigned myself to the fact the path back to sanity
would be long, and that it led straight through God's Word. To
ensure my dependence on him, my spiritual abuser had worked
hard to destroy any confidence that | could understand Scripture
without hishelp. God, on the other hand, tellsusHisWord is clear
enough for anyone to understand it’s primary message
(2 Tim. 3:16-17). Would | believe God or my ex-leader?

On apurely intellectual level, it was an obviously simple
choice, but | had to live it out on a spiritual battlefield where
Satan took advantage of the fact | was badly out of practicein
the use of my spiritual armor (Eph. 6:11-17). On some days, it
was truly terrifying; but | lived to talk about it. I’m confident
you will, too. Meanwhile, | wouldn’t mind discussing a few
things| learned about the whol e business of “anointed” church
leaders with you. It all boils down to a fundamental misunder-
standing about how to interpret Scripture.

Perhaps you' ve noticed all the Scriptures those people used
to support their “anointed” teaching came from the Old Testament.
There's a good reason for that: no verse in the New Testament
supports it.

Why isthat? Isit because the Old Testament waswrongin
this area, and the New Testament corrected the error? Is it be-
cause Christians can’'t learn anything from the Old Testament?
Certainly not.

Instead, it's because of the relationship between the Old and
New Testaments. You see, the Bible is abook of progressive rev-

elation—over the many centuries during which His Word was be-
ing written, God progressively revealed more of Himself, more of
His purpose, and more of His plan to more of His people. And this
progress meant change, because God was working toward a goal,
and therealization of Hisgoal wasgoingto makeahuge difference
in human history. Christ and His cross would change everything.
Thisissomething so many Christians, including those who should
know better, fail to take into account when trying to apply Scrip-
tures from the Old Testament.

Therewerethings practiced in the Old Testament that became
obsolete in the New Testament, because they had fulfilled their
purposes, and God said it wastimeto replace them with something
better. A case in point: The Old Testament anointings have been
replaced by something better. What, you ask, could be better than
an anointing? The fulfillment of what the anointings symbolized!

You see, the relationship between the Old Testament and the
New Testament is much like the rel ationship between a prediction
and itsfulfillment. Once the fulfillment arrives, the prediction has
served its purpose and has actually stopped being a prediction.
It's now a fulfilled prediction and no longer points to the future
because the future it foresaw is now in the past. Thus, the predic-
tion should no longer command the center of our attention, and we
should no longer cling to it, because the fulfillment was the whole
point of the prediction. Thefulfilled prediction now only servesto
remind us of the reliability of the One Who madeit.

So what did those Ol d Testament anointings symbolize? They
were symbolic predictions (or figurative foreshadowings) of Christ.
Now that we have Him, we don’t depend on Old Testament predic-
tions and foreshadowings; and, therefore, we no longer depend on
Old Testament anointings. God doesn’t have awholelot of usefor
them, either, other than remindersto usof Hisfaithfulness. They're
also useful for apologetics purposes, but not for current Christian
practice.

The Bible makes this same comparison in metaphorical form
when it teaches the rel ationship between Old and New Testaments
islike the relationship between a shadow and the person casting it
(Coal. 2:16-17; Heb. 8:4-6, 10:1). Before Christ came, theancient |sra-
elites only had predictions and foreshadowings of Him. All those
centuries before He came can be compared to timeswhen someone
iscoming our way, but all we can seeisthe person’s shadow. While
wemay get excited if werecognizeit asthe shadow of someonewe
love, seeing the shadow doesn’t excite us nearly as much as look-
ing into our loved one's eyes when we finally have him or her in
front of us.

Those who cling to “anointings’ and “anointed leaders’ are
unwittingly clinging to mere shadows of Christ and losing sight of
the substance of His Person. Instead of looking straight into His
eyes, beholding Him, and honoring Him, they’ recrawling around in
avain effort to grasp His shadow, usually without even realizing
that that’swhat they’ redoing. They certainly don’t appreciate how
much of Christ they’ remissing. And He'snot at all happy about it.

How can you know what I'm saying istrue, you ask? Please,
bear withmeas| explain.

Theonly peoplewho were anointed in the Old Testament were
prophets (1 Kgs. 19:16), priests (Ex. 28:41) and kings (1 Sam. 15:1).
These three offices symbolically foreshadowed our Lord Jesus
Christ, Who is the ultimate and final Prophet, Priest and King.

Inancient Isragl, the act of anointing (by pouring perfumed oil

on the subject’s head) was the standard way of declaring a person
(Continued on page 14)
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“Trapped” (Continued from page 13)

to be chosen by God as a prophet, a priest, or aking. It might be
helpful to think of the anointing of kings, for instance, as compa-
rableto the kind of coronation ceremony we still occasionally wit-
ness in countries that have monarchs. Every culture on earth has
somekind of ceremony that effectively installsnew leadersin their
offices.

These days, we inaugurate presidents and prime ministers
whom the el ectorate chooses. We ordain ministerswhom churches
choose. Inancient Isragl, they ancinted prophets, priestsand kings
whom God chose—and those three offices combined foreshad-
owed Christ Himself.

While God isfreeto send prophets whenever He chooses, it's
asimplefact that, in morethan 2,000 years, other than Christ Him-
self, He hasn't sent a real prophet since John the Baptist. That's
because He wants us to remember Christ is our Prophet!

We also no longer have priests who regularly offer sacrifices
for sins, because Christ’s death on the cross was the perfect sacri-
fice, that covered al our sins, and put acomplete end to any further
need for that type of priest. Christ isnow our great and sympathetic
High Priest!

Furthermore, Christiansdon’t (or shouldn’t) go around anoint-
ing “kings’ for believersto follow, because we have our anointed
King — the Lord Jesus Christ!

But, someone might ask, can’t we talk about Christians being
“anointed” in a more general sense? Maybe we can't talk about
anointing one Christian as the leader of all believers, but can't we
talk about Christians being “anointed” as leaders, say, over local
churches or denominations?

That'safair question. Now, let me ask you aquestion: IsChrist
the sufficient sourcefor all of your spiritua life—both inthisworld
and in the world to come? If so, why would you want to “anoint”
someone besides Him? If He's not that sufficient source, then you
need to re-read your New Testament (especialy Colossians2)! I'm
afraid thereal reason so many clamor for “anointed ministry” these
daysisbecausethey aren’t satisfied with Jesus. They act asthough
the “anointed” person they can see, hear, and potentially touch is
somehow more“real” than the Anointed One Who sits at the right
hand of the Father, when precisely the oppositeis true. Any self-
proclaimed, “anointed” minister is as phony as a lunar real estate
agent.

But, | won't dodgethe question. Yes, it'strue many Christians
talk about “ancintings’ today. They talk about everything from
anointed leaders (for example, over local churches), to anointed TV
preachers, to anointed singers, to anointed puppet ministries. They
meanwell. They’ resimply trying to honor those whom they believe
are truly gifted and called by God to their ministries, so | would
never condemn them for thispractice. | just wish they’d find amore
appropriate word. The New Testament doesn’t support this use of
“anointed,” and it plays straight into the hands of those who teach
we must obey “anointed” human leaders the same way we obey
Christ. Once the word becomes commonplace among a group of
Chrigtians, al cult leaders, fal se shepherds, and other spiritual abus-
ers have to do is string together a few Old Testament verses to
create massive confusion and enslave God's children. We' ve seen
thistimeandtimeagain.

In sharp contrast to that authoritarianism, notice the only time
the New Testament uses the word “anointed” — other than in
reference to Christ — iswhen it discusses the anointing shared by
all believers (2 Cor. 1:21-22; 1 Jn. 2:20-28). The New Testament

teachesthere is no special class of “anocinted” Christians. Instead,
it teachesall believersreceiveaspiritual anointing from the Christ
of Scripturethat remainsin us, reminding usto stick closeto Him—
not to some human leader (1 Jn. 2:27); and, thus, He will be our
source of security and stability (2 Cor. 1:21-22).

All believers have the Holy Spirit's anointing (1 Jn. 2:20-28).
Therefore, just because someoneisa* Christian leader,” it doesn’t
automatically follow the“leader” hasmore of God's Spirit than any
other run-of-the-mill Christian. This being the case, true Christian
leaders will not ask believers to do anything that violates their
consciences (Ac. 5:29). True Christian leaderswill not order others
around liketheir own personal servants, but will servetheminstead
(Mk. 10:45). And true Christian leaders will not make accusations
against other believersthat cannot be proven in keeping with Scrip-
ture(Mat. 18:15-17). Under these criteria, doesyour former (or even
current!) leader sound like atrue Christian leader?

True Christian leaderswill remind their followersthat, in Chrigt,
believers enjoy arelationship with the Father that is better than the
onehad by Old Testament believers. In Galatians 3:23-26, the Apostle
Paul comparestheir positionto that of spiritual children, in contrast
to our position of spiritual adulthood. Through the transforming
events recorded in the gospels—Christ’s life, death, resurrection,
and ascension—God's people came of age. We grew up, asit were;
and, thus, we no longer need the things children need. We don’t
need the Law to act asour spiritual babysitter (Gal. 3:25). We don’'t
need ahuman “king” to rule over us so we can livein hisreflected
glory. We don’t need “anointed” leadersin whom to take pride.

Theproblemis, however, that like so many children, we don’t
want to grow up. Being adults meanstaking responsibility for our-
selves, and that seems pretty scary at times. We' d rather pawn that
responsibility off on somebody €else, and let them take care of us.
Just as|srael demanded aking so they could power posturelikethe
other nations (1 Sam. 8), we want someonewho will strut back-and-
forth and say the things we're too timid to say in public so that
we'll respect him enough to do whatever he says. We want to go
backwards in God's plan, and there are all-too-many preachers,
gurus, and shepherds out there who' d be more than happy to take
usthere. True Christian leaderswill get out of God’sway and let us
grow up. Isthat the kind of leader you have?

When God transitioned His people from the Old Testament to
the New, things changed. The nature of ancinting changed be-
cause Christ’scoming changed therole of human |eadership among
His people. Inthe Old Testament, anointing was physical; and the
role of human leadership in Israel wasto foreshadow the authority
of Christ. Inthe New Testament, anointing isspiritual; and therole
of human leadership in the Church is to declare and defer to the
authority of Christ.

Therefore, your leader—whoever he or sheis—does not have
Christ’sauthority. Only Christ has Christ’sauthority (Mat. 28:18),
and He never “delegates’ it to anyone. Therefore, your leader can-
not exercise Christ’'sauthority. He or she can only call uponyouto
submit to Christ’s authority.

Doesthismean thereis no such thing as church discipline? Of
course not, but that’s a discussion for another time.

Just remember: Church leaders are appointed according to
scriptural qualifications (Tit. 1:5), not anointed. This means be-
lievers don’t need any special “anointing” beyond what they

(Continued on top of facing page)
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“Trapped” (Continued from page 14)
already have as Christiansto serve in church leadership. How-
ever, it also means leadership appointments are as fallible as
those who do the appointing. There is no such thing in the
Bible as “appointment for life” or “once an elder, always an
elder.” So, if an appointed leader is subject to recall, how much
more suspect are the credentials of a self-appointed leader?
Such “leadership” is more than merely worthless—it’s down-
right dangerous!

Christ has come, and He remains with us each day even though
He'sascended into heaven (Mat. 28:20). Theanointing Herecelvedis

far superior to anything ever had by anyonee se(Heb. 1:9; Psa 45:7).

So, why be afraid of those who can’t harm your soul (Mat.
10:28)? Why waste another minute of your life wondering if you
rebelled against God by having adifference of opinion with some-
onewho can't tell his own random thoughts from Scripture? Why
worry about anointings that don't exist, claimed by people whose
cruelty renderstheir Christian testimonies suspect? Many of their
kind will wake up one day to realize that blowing all that hot air
during their lives was a rehearsal for their eternal occupations.
Meanwhile, you' re heading in the opposite direction, and it’stime
you started doing that joyfully!

“War” (Continued from page 7)

aswell. The church today, rather than collectively influencing society
for the better, has allowed hersdlf to beinfluenced by theworld and to
reflect the culturein which wefind ourselves.

Christian Pollster George Barna has been sounding awarning to
the church for many yearsnow. Thelatest issue of Christianity Today
has afesture article on Barna. They quote him as saying:

“There was such a radical gap between what we heard
Christians professing they believed and the values and the
lifestyle that grew out of the values.™?

Chrigtianity Today goes on to report Barna's findings:

Marriages, for example, were as likely to come unglued for
believers as for unbelievers. Churchgoers didn’'t seem to have
any real understanding of the Bible’s distinctive message;
many practicing Christians believe that the Bible teaches that
“God helps those who help themselves.” A morally relativistic
American culture was shaping Christians more than Chris-
tians were shaping the culture.

More frustrating yet, churches seemed barely aware of the
problem. “You go talk to pastors, and hear them talk about all
the programs and all the numbers and the money and the
buildings,” Barna says. “But you almost never hear them talk
about how the lives of their people were so demonstrably dif-
ferent that people had to pay attention to the cause of Christ
and take it seriously.™®

Sadly, wedon't live or think &l that differently from the outside
world. Why should they forsake their sinif we don’t forsake ours? It
seems we' re more into “therapy” and “self esteemn” than repentance
and sdlf control. We should be dealing with unrepentant sin within the
church. It isway past time for usto clean house.

Moreover, we need to think differently than the culture. Many
Chrigtians are, themselves, mord rdativists who do not believe in
absolutetruth. Why should our non-Christian friends believein abso-
[utetruth if we don’'t? We need to begin judging what we think by the
Bibleinstead of judging the Bible by what feelstrueto us. We need to
understand these issues and to be able to explain to others—starting
with our children!—why we say relativism as a philosophy is bank-
rupt, and how we know Chritianity is TRUE! We need to be able to
answer the arguments posed by various factions within our culture—
why dowergect Darwinian Evolution, multiculturalism, moral rel ativ-
ism, and the other falsehoods swamping our culture?

These issues go beyond the scope of thislittle Journal article,
but there are some great resources out there to equip Chrigtians to
understand these issues and be able to make a defense for the Chris-
tian worldview. Reason in the Balance by Phillip Johnson, The Death
of Truth by Dennis McCalum, Legidating Morality by Dr. Norman
Geider and Frank Turek, Pagans in the Pews by Peter Jones, and
Relativism—Feet Firmly Planted in Mid-air by FrancisBeckwith and
Gregory Koukl arejust afew of the well-reasoned books out therefor

Christianswho arewilling to learn to defend the faith from thelies of
our culture,

Further, we should practice biblical discernment to judge fase
teachings that have crept into the church and are devastating the
flock. Weshould likewise be unafraid to judgefa se prophetsand false
teacherswho exercisegreat influencewithinthechurch—Benny Hinn,
TD Jakes, Bill Gothard, Kenneth Copeland, Gwen Shamblin, Joyce
Meyers, Harold Camping—thelist goes on and on. We should not be
afraid to name names and give them the boot, no matter how much
popularity they enjoy (cf. 2Tim2:15-17, 4: 3-4).

In short, we need to begin living much more like the first-century
believers. Befriend and help non-bdlievers, andlet God work onthem. We
must engage in red training in the home and churches. Young people
need to be taught, not only the Scriptures, but how to think, reason, and
ask questions—traintheminlogic—aswell asreading, writing, and arith-
metic. Equipthemtointeract with theculture—arts, politics, news, media,
university professors, and other professons—without selling out to the
culture or buying into its lies. Teach them compassion, humility, and
charity. Show them—by example—that you do believein Hell and care
enough about the logt (even the “untouchables’) to pray for them and
reach out to them, speeking thetruthin love.

We may, indeed, |ose the culture war, and our beloved land may
go the way of past civilizations that rose and fell. However, when
history wraps up, it won't be as important that we lived in a great
country, but that we served the LORD to the best of our ability for the
timeweweregiven.
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