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Camping with Gwen

Or, Will the True Remnant Please Stand Up?

n 1956, CBS launched the television game show To Tell the

Truth. It ran weekly until 1968, at which time it went into

syndication. The popular program has been revived from
time to time—the latest incarnation was hosted by John O’ Hurley
(of Seinfeld fame). For thosewho are unfamiliar with the program,
the To Tell the Truth web site gives
thefollowing description:

by Don and Joy Veinot

sights, and we ever will be easy prey unless we seriously heed the
warnings given to usin Scripture.

The Apostle Paul was very concerned about thisissue. As he
met with a group of elders for the
last time, he pleaded with them to

“To Tell the Truth is the
classic game show that
features three contes-
tants all claiming to be the
same person. Following
the host’s introduction of
the contestants, an affi-
davit is read describing
the life, activities and/or
unique experiences of the
individual who all three
contestants are claiming \
to be. The featured celeb-
rity panel then asks the
three contestants ques-
tions, in hopes of trying to
determine which one is

protect the flock from savage
wolveswho would worm their way
into the Church or arise within the
Church to draw away unsuspect-
ing sheep with their benign appear-
ance:

“Be on guard for yourselves
andfor all theflock, amongwhich
theHoly Spirit hasmadeyou over-
seers, to shepherd the church of
God which Hepurchased with His
own blood. | know that after my
departure savage wolves will
come in among you, not sparing
the flock; and from among your

telling the truth and which

two are lying. Following the question session, each pan-
elist has to vote for the contestant he thinks really is the
person described in the affidavit.”

After al the votes are in, the host finally asks the contestant
identified in the affidavit to “please stand up,” thus the panelists
and audiencefind out who wastelling the truth and who was|lying.
It may be entertaining to try to figure out who is telling the truth
and who islying on atelevision show where the stakes are pretty
low. What'sthe harm, after all, if you arefooled into thinking Peter
the plumber isthe King of Spain?Butinreal life, it'snot awaysa
benign experienceto be fooled by false claims—it can, in fact, be
dangerous to your health, or wealth, or perhaps, even your life.
Real peopleget hurtinreal life scams. Thisisastrueinthe Church
asin society. Religious con men and women haveall of usin their

own selves men will arise, speak-
ing perverse things, to draw away the disciples after them.
Therefore be on the alert, remembering that night and day
for aperiod of threeyears| did not cease to admonish each
one with tears.”?

The True Remnant?

Throughout the Christian era, there have always been religious
charlatansrising up to challengethe Church; but thelast few centu-
rieshave been avirtual hotbed of false-prophet activity. Many men
(and women!) haverisen up claiming true Christianity was“lost” at
some point in the past, and the modern church has become so
corrupt that God has abandoned her and raised up their group as
the only “true remnant” of God's people on Earth. Currently on
stage are the two newest contestants for the “true remnant” role.
Our first “player” isHarold Camping of Family Radio, and the sec-
(Continued on next page)
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“Camping” (Continued from page 1)

ond is Gwen Shamblin of Weigh Down
Workshop fame. They are making their
cases and promoting their groups as the
“true remnant” of Scripture. Innumerable
groups have claimed this title throughout
theyears, but we don't believeany can hold
acandle to these two asfar as having their
prominence and influence within the church
community today. We wish it was as easy
as asking the true remnant to “ please stand
up,” but ferreting out thefalseinreal lifeis
never that easy.

Like so many beforethem, Shamblinand
Camping see agreat many problemsin the
Church; which, they believe, hasled Godto
abandon her. To be sure, there are amulti-
tude of problems in the Church, but that
has been the case since the first century.
Many seem to be unaware that the majority
of the New Testament was written to cor-
rect errors in the first-century Church. As
we can see, thingsreally haven't improved
with age. Nevertheless, God loves the
Church “which Hepurchased with Hisown
blood” (Acts20:28). Asexasperated asone
might get with the problemsin the Church,
itisstill God's Church.

Pastors, elders, and deacons are called
to protect the Church from predators, but
sadly, intoo many cases, they have shirked
that responsibility rather than take a stand
against popular false teacherswho are rav-
aging the flock. Today, discernment is
needed morethan ever, because thewolves
arebusier than ever in our day. Let'sexam-
ine the grandiose claims of these two new-
est contestants and determine if either one
of themis, in fact, the true remnant of God.
Should we pack our bags and flee to one of
their camps? We'll examine the teachings
of Harold Camping first and then those of
Gwen Shamblin.

Harold is on a Camping Trip

Harold Camping heads up the radio
ministry of Family Radio which has been
around for approximately 42 years. In re-
cent years, he seems to have wandered off
the beam—hi's ego seems to have trumped
his common sense. In 1992, he wrote the
book 1994?, which contains his own par-
ticular view of end-time events and prog-
nostications. The gist of this book was that
the rapture of the Church would occur in
1994, and if anyone differed with hisview,
he or shewould beleft behind with theinfi-

Asfar aswe are aware, Camping has
never renounced this false prophecy; yet,
here we are in 2002 (almost 8 years since
theworld ended) and Camping (left behind
withtheinfidels) isstill preaching the Gos-
pel to poor lost souls who cannot possibly
be saved! In his own words:

“... we have no other excuse for
existence except that we might faith-
fully declare the Gospel to the world.™

Talk about an exerciseinfutility! If the
end has come and gone, one wonders why
Camping’sministry (Family Radio) hasn’t
closed their doors and turned off thelights.
If theend did not come as Camping thought
it would, what business does he have mak-
ing further bold pronouncements now? Em-
barrassment alone should make him leery
of repeating his past mistakes. But Camp-
ing seemingly has no qualms about it. Do
you remember what happened in 1994?We
don't either. There was surely some presi-
dential scandal or other—but what didn’t
happen was the end of the world! And
praisethe LORD, lots of people have been
saved sincethen. Not being easily deterred,
Camping hasdecided he now really knows
what the Bible is teaching on this subject
and isready for another go-round. He now
knows the plan of God regarding what is
soon to become of the churches—and it’s
not good news!

Flee for Your Lives from the Church!

In September of 2001, Mr. Camping de-
clared the Church is dead and al true be-
lieversneed to leavetheir churchesor come
under the judgement she receives.

“This plan shows that a time will
come when God will no longer use
the churches and congregations to
bring the Gospel to the world. They
instead will come under the wrath of
God ... No longer are you to be un-
der the spiritual rulership of the
church. This command is given be-
cause God is finished with the era
of churches being used of God to
evangelize ... The message should
be clear. We must remove ourself
[sic] from the church.™

How did he cometo these startling con-
clusions? In our opinion, thisis acontinu-
ation of the dogmatic and egocentric think-
ing evident in Camping’'s 19947 Camping
cannot seem to conceive of the possibility
hemight just be mistakenin hisbiblical in-
terpretations. G. Richard Fisher, researcher
and writer for Personal Freedom Outreach

and make this ministry possible. dels. In thiswork he stated unequivocally:
“When September 6, 1994 ar-  Journal, wrote the following in 1993 con-
He rives, no one else can become  cerning Camping's cocksure pronounce-
saved. The end has come.™ mentsin that book:
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“This book presents all of the strange views of Camp-
ing, who is orthodox in the essentials but dogmatizes on
many peripheral and prophetic themes."®

Camping's prodigious use of typology, symbolism, and nu-
merology has driven him to abandon much of the plain sense of the
Scriptures (and to nullify selected Scriptures aswe shall see) ashe
calls his remnant of followers to flee their churches and worship
around the Family Radio.

“In many areas there might be somebody in a church
who decides, okay, | wanna be obedient and | see this. |
can't be part of a church. And they may have to fellowship
around the radio.”

Thereisacertain amount of typology and symbolismin Scrip-
ture, but if one employstheseinterpretive methods excessively (as
Camping does), the Bible can be made to say most anything. In
studying the Bible (or any literature for that matter), there are cer-
taininterpretive rules called hermeneutical principlesthat must be
followed to arrive at the true meaning of any given passage. Such
guestions as who is the author, who was he writing to, when was
this written, and why was it written must be taken into consider-
ation to achievethe correct historical and grammatical understand-
ing of the Scripture in question. Camping has abandoned proper
hermeneutics and has resorted to a mystical interpretation which
strangely pointsto the end of the Church—and the rise of Family
Radiotoreplaceit.

How does Camping convince people his astounding progno-
sisiscorrect? He begins with an undeniabl e truism and then wan-
ders off the pier into Haroldism. Camping points out “No one can
honestly say that all is well in today’s congregations.” While this
is true, it certainly doesn’t prove his wild and weird subsequent
claims, such as:

*... Satan has occupied the churches and has become
victorious over the saints.”

It is a monumental desertion of both sound biblical teaching
and logic to go from “the Church has problems’ to “Satan is run-
ning the Church.” But Camping undeniably hasthe ability to make
this unsound reasoning ring true to those who have great faith in
him asaBibleteacher. Step one: There are problemsin the Church.
Step two: Satan causes problems. Camping's conclusion: Satanis
running the Church. Two true premises, but one very flawed con-
clusion!

The Paganized Church

What biblical evidence does Camping offer to support this
declaration?Well, hefirst talks about God'swarnings of judgment
on Israel in Leviticus 26:30 and Ezekidl 6:3-4 for building “ high
places.” Thehigh placeswerealtarswhich wereerected in order to
worship and offer sacrificesto fal se gods. Camping, to support his
view of God's abandonment of the Church, accuses the Church of
erecting “high places’ of its own. One of these “high places” is
divorce, even, by the way, divorce for the reason of immorality,
which he equatesinimportance with | sragl’ sworshipping and sac-
rificing to false gods.

“The high places of the church are the doctrines held by
the church which are not true to the Bible. Some of these are
embedded in the Confessions but additional wrong doc-
trines are also taught. Divorce for fornication is an example
of such perversion of the law of God."°

To be sure, the Churches' teaching on divorce is an important
topic, but it is not an issue upon which one's salvation hinges.
Does taking a position contrary to Camping's “sanctified one”
qualify as a “high place”? If so, then Moses and Jesus have a

serious problem. The question was posed to Jesusin Matthew 19:7
as to why Moses allowed divorce. Jesus replied in verse 8, “Be-
cause of the hardness of your heart Moses permitted you to di-
vorce your wives; but from the beginning it has not been this
way.” In other words, God'sdirect will wasone man marriedto one
woman for life. His permissive will allowed for divorce dueto the
hardness of men’s hearts. However, God never allowed idol wor-
ship due to the hardness of men’s hearts. Obviously, God did not
place divorce on the same level of importance as He did the wor-
ship of falsedeities. Here again, Camping createsafal se criteriain
an attempt to support a very false teaching. Why is the “high-
places’ teaching important? Because, according to Camping, I srael
isatype of the Church!

“To see this plan we must carefully examine Old Testa-
ment Israel. They, without question, typify the New Testa-
ment church which the Bible speaks about.”*

In order for this to work, one must buy into Camping’'s false
presuppositions. His first false presupposition is that Israel is a
type of the Church. Next is his assertion Israel was judged for
erecting high places, and the “high places’ were the reason God
ultimately set Israel aside. Thisislikewisefalse. |srael wasjudged
for false worship, but Israel was set aside due to their rejection of
the Messiah. Next, he claims doctrinal disputes within the Church
are equivalent, in God's sight, to worshipping and sacrificing to
false deities. Thisiscompletely untrue. Falseteachings arewrong,
and disputing false teachings is one of the primary obligations of
the Church! The only way to avoid doctrinal disputes is to set
someone up as the final authority on all matters of doctrine and
practice. Who could be trusted with such a responsibility? The
Pope? We don't think so, and that is one good reason we “dispute”
with the Catholics! Harold Camping, of course, is appointing him-
self to this position; but hewill nomore*“ get it right” than the Pope
does. Finally, Camping asserts that, due to the Church’s refusal to
abandon its“high places,” God has set aside the Church just asHe
did Israel; hence, the churches are now all under Satan’s control.

Although Camping claimsto be biblical and although he cites
passages of Scripture, they are twisted beyond recognition as he
interprets them through his grid of mysticism and predetermined
conclusion. He saysit was when he was teaching a Bible study on
the Book of Hebrews, that he began |ooking at Hezekiah and started
seeing these things concerning the Church in the Scriptures. L ater,
he found confirming “evidence” of his developing view of the de-
mise of the Church while studying Acts, Ezekiel, and John.

“When we came to Acts 21 we found that it was guiding
us down the same path, exactly the same path ... That there
is going to come a time that the church age has come to an
end. Well, I'll tell ya, | can testify that in many class times as
| was teaching that | said very candidly, ya know, I'm scared.
I’'m frightened at where this was going because | saw where
it was going. That at some point it looks like we're going to
come to a point where the Bible is teaching the church is
dead.”?

He can only arrive at this scary conclusion by reading the
Church into passages whereit isnot found by any normal reading.
Since Camping asserts Isragl isjust atype of the Church, every-
thing that ever happened historically to Israel must also befall the
Church. And he teaches Jerusalem is also atype of the Church, so
the same holdsfor all the Scriptureswhich refer to Jerusalem. Oh,
and if that’s not enough, the two witnesses of Revelation are the
Church, and King Hezekiah isthe Church, and by tomorrow, Queen

(Continued on next page)
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“Camping” (Continued from page 3)

Jezebel or your Aunt Betty might be the Church, too! It seems
everything from Genesisto Revelationisnot really about God and
HisPlan of Salvation; it isactually about the collapse of the Church
and theraising up of Family Radioto replaceit.

“| began to see that the Bible is very clear as we read in
Revelation 11, there comes a time when the work of the
church is finished. But God’s work to present the Gospel is
not finished. It's gonna go right up until the end because
Christ said occupy until | come. But his methodology was
going to change. And because it is such a drastic change
after more than nineteen-hundred years, God has written
about it all the way from Genesis, and He's written about it
in Jeremiah, in Daniel, in Revelation, in Matthew, and Mark,
and Luke, and Second Thessalonians, and there’s infor-
mation about this sprinkled all through the Bible.”?

How do weknow it istrue God isfinished with the Church and
hasturned to Family Radio asamoreworthy alternative? Camping
believesthis scenariois“plainly in evidence.”** Now that the Church
is“plainly” kaput, wemust read the Biblealittle differently aswell.
When someone raised aquestion about 1 Timothy 3:1-2, Camping
responded by saying:

“That chapter no longer applies because that applied
for 1900 years to the church. That was God’s divine organ-
ism to get the Gospel out. But if the church age has come to
an end—if their work is finished, that does not apply.”*®

Oh dear. That seemslike aproblem—abig problem! How are
we to know exactly which chapters and verses “no longer apply.”
Not toworry—it'svery likely Camping will tell us.

What about Israel’s redemption? Will the Church rise
again?

Hereisanagging question: What about all the Scripturesthat
teach of Israel’ s ultimate redemption? Do these apply to the Church
as well? The Apostle Paul makes very clear in Romans 11:25-32
that, in Histime, God's favor will return to Israel and “all | srael
will be saved.” Although set aside for atime for unbelief, “ God's
giftsand hiscall areirrevocable.” God LOVES Israel, so eveniif
the Church is a type of Israel (which she is not), sheisin good
hands.

Actually, Camping has a similar problem with the “two wit-
nesses’ of Revelation. They supposedly represent the Church and
they died—which Camping construes to depict the death of the
Church—Dbut what about the fact that they were resurrected three
days later?

Where should we go?

Camping insists the safest place to be is outside the Church.
(Incidentally and very conveniently, Camping claims Family Radio
has always been outside the Church.’®) So, if the safest place to be
is outside the Church, what replaces the Church in the life of the
believer? After all, gathering around the family radio can berather
isolating and pretty lonely. Camping claims Christians are now to
be part of a“fellowship.” Thisisreally adifference without adis-
tinction. Church (Gr. ekklesia) only means “a called out assem-
bly.” The word doesn’'t even apply exclusively to Christians, to
worship, or even to religious gatherings. It applies to any group
which “comes out” or “gatherstogether” for any purpose. It “was
used among the Greeks of a body of citizens ‘gathered’ to dis-
cuss affairs of state, Acts 19:39.”Y It was used of Israel (Acts
7:38), of amobwhichwasrioting (Acts19:32, 41), aswell asChris-
tian gatherings (Matt. 16:18, Eph. 1:22, and other places).t®

Okay, let’s follow the pea here. Camping asserts the Church
(ekklesia) is dead and Satan-ruled. So, Camping is starting a fel-

lowship (ekklesia) to replace the Church (ekklesia). What will be
the purpose of the fellowship? It will be corporate prayer, Bible
study and worship. Soundsalot like ... achurch! Except, of course,
these fellowships will be handicapped by their belief that much of
the New Testament does not apply to them, but to the now-dead
church. Who will determine what parts of the Bible apply to these
“fellowships?’ After all, most of the New Testament waswrittento
churches! So, how will they study the Word of God?

Forget about looking to pastors or elders to teach the Word—
Camping claims there is no longer any spiritual leadership or au-
thority (no pastors, elders, deacons, membership, etc.) and no bib-
lical teaching on how this structure should operate. A Jehovah's
Witness, then, who might stumble into one of these “fellowships’
would be on an equal footing with everyone else, and there would
be no onein authority to keep him from teaching heretical doctrine
to the others. Camping supposes he guards against such a situa-
tion by saying if such an event occurred, the board of directors
could make some rules about this.® But doesn’t that mean the“ board
of directors” would be serving the same function as pastors, el ders,
and deacons? The churches are dead, so we now have to come out
of the churches and start or join a “fellowship” so we can pray,
worship, and study with other believers. The pastor/elder role has
been done away with, so we'll have to depend upon a “board of
directors’ tofill that role, but without biblical teaching on how this
structure should operate. Thisisgoing to beamessfolks! How will
the“board” makethe“rules?’ Won't they be severely handicapped
by their inability to use the New Testament as their guide, since
most of the Scriptures therein “applied to the Church?’ And there
goes the egalitarian aspect of Camping's fellowships right out the
window—after all, they who “make the rules’ are therulers! So,
what happensif the* |aypeopl €’ (hon-board members) disagreewith
theruleslaid down by therulers? How will they challenge the power
of these ruling board members if they cannot appeal to the
“Church’s” Scriptures?

The Buck Stops Where?

And what or who will bethe ultimate authority for Camping's
remnant? For example, what happensif the board of directorsof the
Los Angelosfellowship disagreeswith the board of directorsof the
Chicago fellowhip about “the rules’ or about doctrine? Or even
more seriously, what if they decide to reject some of Camping’s
teachings? We think it wouldn’t be long before this fellowhip is
kicked out of the true remnant altogether and falls under the same
condemnation as the Satan-ruled churches! Do Camping’'s
“fellowships’ comprise the true remnant of Scripture? We hope
people will be very careful when evaluating his claims. Be even
more skeptical when it comes to evaluating the claims of Gwen
Shamlin, contestant number two.

Enter Contestant #2
“... evil men and imposters will go from bad to worse,
deceiving and being deceived” (2 Timothy 3:13).

If you have never heard of Gwen Shamblin or do not know
anything about her claims, you must be new to the MCO Journal.
We wrote several articles about Shamblin in the past two years—
two for this Journal and one that was published in the Christian
Research Institute Journal.

“Many of our readers will remember that in August of
2000 we had a number of queries concerning Shamblin’s
view of the nature of God. After reviewing her web site, and
seeing for ourselves that she denied the Trinity and the Deity
of Christ, we called Shamblin personally to ascertain if she
really meant to write what appeared there. To our dismay,

Page4

Spring/ Summer 2002

.. Journal



she vehemently denied the Trinity and the Deity of Christ on
the phone and was unmovable in her heretical position. We
then issued a press release documenting her view in this
area and warned that she was starting her own religious
movement and fully intended to take her devotees out of the
churches and into her group, the Remnant Fellowship. Gwen
seemed unconcerned about the controversy—brazenly say-
ing that women don’t care about doctrine. ‘They don't care
about the Trinity. This is going to pass. What women want is
weight loss.” "%

Since that time, Shamblin has become even more resolute in
her denial of the Trinity, and madly careens*from bad toworse” in
other areas of doctrine as well. She promotes egregious errorsin
the area of grace and forgiveness, and she has no clue about the
true Gospel of Christ. Jesus, according to Shamblin, took on human
form for the purpose of showing us how to be obedient and to die
for our past sins only.? In her article “New Jerusalem” on her
Remnant Fellowship web site, shewrites:

“The grace of God and the Blood of Christ is [SiC] to wash
us of our past sins (rejection of God as authority), and this
blood allows us to once more come back under the author-
ity of the One Sovereign Father."?

She claimsour eternal destiny isin our own hands, literally:

“And in the New Covenant, by the way, one of the major
themes is that each person will be responsible for his own
sins.”®

But how can this be? Are we really capable on our own?
Shamblin, who is referred to as the “ global authority” by her fol-
lowers, certainly thinks so. But then, according to her, human be-
ings do not have a sin nature to contend with.

“God did not weave rebellion to Him (sin) into the fabric
of His babies.”*

The Jesuswhom Shamblin portrays cameto provideaway for
usto make ourselves acceptable in God's sight; and by sheer force
of will, wecandoit.

The Holy Family

Evidently, Shamblin has managed to convince her flock she
has gotten her own righteousness well in hand. David Martin, co-
founder of Remnant Fellowship, gushes:

“This past weekend, we—the Martins, had the honor and
incredible privilege to travel with the most righteous family
any of us know—the Shamblins—to New York, NY, to spend
a weekend with Remnant Manhattan. ... What a blessing
from God! First of all, hearing this generation’s prophetic
messenger Gwen Shamblin deliver the message of the
Gospel and the warning to flee FALSE TEACHERS is al-
ways a humbling experience ... God has indeed spared
New York City because of the righteous Remnant Manhat-
tan. ... We all owe Gwen and the Shamblins eternal thanks
for being TOTALLY obedient.”®

Her holinessisnow teaching 9/11 wasajudgment from God. |
wonder how many of our readers are aware New York City was
“gpared” because of the righteous Manhattan branch of Remnant
Fellowship and thetotal obedience of the new “ holy family?’ Wow—
what delusion—and what arrogance!

The Harry Potter of Heaven

Heresy begets heresy. Shamblin not only has concocted alittle
Jesus—whom she asserts is not God, but she has created a very
puny God aswell. In her book Rise Above, she portrays God as sort
of the Mel Gibson of Heaven. He was so handsome, so good |ook-
ing, and so athletic that he had to make himself invisible so we
wouldn’'t immediately fal in love with him. But even with all
Shamblin’s God has going for him, heisvery much alimited physi-

cal being. Her WD Advanced video series advances her finite-god
theology. It offersavery silly allegory of God'srelationship to the
Devil that really gives one an idea of how small her god really is.
This portrayal is of a little god who uses magic to increase his
power and has no idea of what goes on behind his back.

The Parable of the “Magic Chair”

“This particular employee [Satan] found that he had his
own idea of how the office should run. He implemented
some of these ideas or plans for the business since the
great CEO was not always around. He tried just making
decisions without getting permission by the CEO. He
seemed to get away with it. He did it again, and then again;
and he liked not submitting to anyone, and he loved the
praise of man when things went well.”*

“The CEO was out of the office a lot. He [Satan] found it
really a trip to just sit in the boss’s chair behind His desk.
The chair was magic. You could do what you wanted to do,
when you wanted to do it, with no one to stop you. There
were many perks being in the magic chair behind the desk.””

“This employee [Satan] was always careful to give praise
to His face and in front of others; but behind His back, he
was putting down authority which is absolutely essential if
you're going to get to the top. Now one day the boss re-
turned and caught him sitting in His very own chair. This
was shocking. Such defiance. He confronted this employee;
and yet, the great CEO was so kind, that He accepted a
‘sorry’ and let him return to work.”?

Shamblin views God as alimited physical being—somewhat
bigger and more powerful than the average man but just barely so.
Far from omnipresent, sometimes God is “out of the office.” And,
when Heis“out of the office,” Hehasno ideaof what isgoing onin
there, so He is obviously not omniscient either. We already know
from her earlier teachings that Shamblin does not view God as
omnipotent, since He actually might have reason to fear us—we
might stage acoup, kill thegreat CEO, and take over Heaven! (We
know what you are thinking, but we’ re not making this up! ©)

But let’sget back to Shamblin’s* magic chair” narrative. While
God was “out of the office,” Satan could do pretty much what he
wanted to do as long as God didn’t find out. God thought things
were going pretty well until one day, when He walked in unan-
nounced and was shocked to find Satan sitting in God's very own
“magic chair.” Not only is Shamblin’s god limited, but he seemsto
be a blithering idiot! He had no idea Satan’s “sorry” was feigned
(How would heknow?), and “let him return to work.” Isthetrue God
such afool ? The Bible teaches otherwise! God knows everything,
even before it happens—He is never taken by surprise—not
“shocked” by the actions of men or angelic beings (Isaiah 46:10,
Matthew 12:25)! There is nothing Satan has ever done that God
doesn’t know about. Neither isHetaken in by flattery or deceived
by anyone’'s righteous demeanor, but He reads the heart
(Psalm139:1-12, John 6:64). Shamblin herself may be ableto con-
ceal her sinful naturefrom thelikes of David Martin, but God knows
her alot better than Martin does.

Shamblin’sgod is much closer to the finite gods of the Greco-
Roman Pantheon than the God who hasrevealed Himself in Scrip-
ture. The true God of Scripture is spirit (John 4:24,
2 Corinthians 3:17). He is everywhere present (omnipresent—
Jeremiah 23:24, Matthew 18:20), all knowing (omniscient—
Isaiah 44:7-8, Colossians 2:3), and all powerful (omnipotent—
Jeremiah 32:17, Hebrews 1:3). Hehasno need of a“magic chair”’ to
give him a power boost now and then.

(Continued on next page)

.. Journal

Spring/ Summer 2002

Page5



“Camping” (Continued from page 5)
The “Counterfeit Church”

Unlike Harold Camping who isteaching the Church Ageisoffi-
cially over, Shamblininsiststhe Church (which hasenriched her in
excessof one-hundred-million dollars) isacounterfeit. Until recently,
she had insisted it became apostate five-hundred years ago with
Luther and the Reformers and their false gospel of salvation by
grace alone, through faith alone, in Christ alone. We and others
asked, “Why doesn’t Shamblin just go back to Rome?’ After all, if
the false gospel came in with the Reformation—why not rejoin the
Church fromwhich the Reformersbroke away? 1t isstill there, and it
no more believes in free grace than she does! But Shamblin is not
really interested in joining any established church; instead, she seems
intent upon building her own churchin her image. Recently, Shamblin
hasreveal ed the Catholic Churchismerely “the firstborn counterfeit
church.” Concerning God'simminent judgment on the Roman Catholic
Church, shewrites:

“This destroyer has been deployed; this death angel is
now at the door of the firstborn counterfeit church—the Catho-
lic Church. It is older and ripe for destruction.”?

After that, however, Shamblin assures us “The destroyer will
proceed through all of the churches.” Similar to Harold Camping
seeing everywhere proof of the Churches demise, Shamblin sees
everything as being the “counterfeit church.” Egypt was the coun-
terfeit church, America is the counterfeit church; in fact, Egypt,
America, and church are synonymsfor counterfeit church. (Dust of f
Aunt Betty—she might be next!)

Recently, Shamblin has reinstituted the Old Testament feasts,
and she equates Israel’s deliverance from Egypt as asymbol of the
Remnant’s exodus from the “counterfeit church” that had enslaved
them.

“God commanded that in the month of Abib, we are to
observe and celebrate the Passover of the Lord our God.
This is the month of Abib, and Passover begins Wednesday
night at twilight. This is the first month of the calendar year,
for all of God’s children who were called out. You were to
start the year off with this remembrance of this Exodus from
a counterfeit church, from churches that enslaved the true
children of God so that they could not worship God."!

“Three years ago this month, at the end of March, it just so
happened that God coordinated our own Exodus from the
counterfeit church—the Shamblins and the Martins were
called out in the month of Abib. It's very symbolic.”*

It's All “Symbolic”

Most pseudo-Christian movements have this same arrogant
tendency that Shamblin exhibits here—the propensity to“find” them-
selves or their perceived enemies (usually the Christian church) in
every passage of Scripture, whilelosing the gospel of Christ along
theway. Like Harold Camping, the Watchtower Bible and Tract So-
ciety (Jehovah'sWitnesses), or any number of falsereligiousmove-
ments, Shamblin handlesthe Bible asjust so much symbolism that
can be twisted to mean anything she wishes. Jehovah’'s Witnesses
view their organization as the 144,000 of Revelation. They arethe
locust army of Joel that is“tormenting” the Church with their sting-
ing criticism. The seven trumpets of Revelation are seven Watch-
tower Society conventions held in the early 1900's. (Puleeeease!)
Shamblin misuses Scriptures in this same egotistical manner. Be-
sides “finding” herself and her group in whatever Scriptures con-
cern God's favor, her hatred of historic Christianity causes her to
find judgment for the Church throughout Scripture where no objec-
tive parallel exists. She seesthe 9/11 event as evidence the Church
is now beginning to suffer the plagues of Egypt.

“Destruction is going on during the Passover. We are
not only just celebrating what happened in the past, but as
| said 3% years ago, the churches are going to come down
and sin was going to become a high wall. | feel a stirring
going on of proportions that parallel the plagues and de-
struction of Egypt. September 11" was Plague #1. The
financial recession is Plague #2. Egypt is about to be
struck. It has actually already begun.™

The attack and collapse of the World Trade Center couldn’t
have come at a more convenient time for dear Shamblin. Sheis
exploiting these tragedies for all they are worth. Inconveniently
for Shamblin, plague number two isn’t going so well—the reces-
sion seems to be receding. We can sympathize with her; it can be
so disheartening when God doesn’t do what you want. Of course,
itisalways possible God has dipped off the “magic chair” and/or
istemporarily “out of the office.” If sheis patient, another reces-
sion is sure to come aong soon enough. In the meantime, we
breathlessly await word on the next eight plagues. If our experi-
ence with false prophetsis any indication, she will not announce
the calamitiesin any great detail until after they have occurred, at
whichtime, shewill claim she saw them coming. © Vague predic-
tions of doom are a false prophet’s best friend.

It doesn’t seem to occur to Shamblin or her followers that
even if 9/11 and the recession that resulted were judgments of
God upon the Church, it would not indicate God was through with
the Church or that the Church is a counterfeit. The Bible teaches
God disciplinesthose He LOV ES—thosewho arehisCHILDREN
(Hebrews 12:5-6)! But in her blazing hatred of those God loves,
Shamblin hopes for the worst and seeks to make hay of the trag-
edies of others.

Meanwhile, like tossing a boulder to a drowning man, she
offersto rescue people from the plagues to come by pulling them
away from the “counterfeit church” with its infernal message of
grace. Says Shamblin:

“I'm ready to pull you off of this sinking ship and get you
safely into the lifeboats of DOING."*

All Aboard the “Lifeboats of Doing”

How does the “global authority” (as Shamblin has been la
beled) persuade peopl e to abandon the biblical teaching of salva
tion by grace alone, through faith alone, in Christ alone and jump
into the leaky “lifeboats of doing?” She abuses the Scriptures, of
course, by ripping verses out of their context. We will look at just
afew examples. Shamblin quotes Romans 2:5-6 fromthe NI V:

“But because of your stubbornness and your unrepen-
tant heart, you are storing up wrath against yourself for the
day of God’s wrath, when his righteous judgment will be
revealed. God ‘will give to each person according to what
he has DONE." "%

Without considering the context, this verse would appear to
back Shamblin’semphasisonworksfor salvation. All good people,
the text says, will be admitted into Heaven on the basis of their
good deeds. Paul here clearly statesthat in the Day of Judgment,
God will “render to every man according to his deeds.” Those
who perseverein doing good will gain eternal life (v.7).

The Good News

This is the heart of Shamblin’s gospel, and it may superfi-
cially appear to be good news. All anyone hasto do to gain eter-
nal lifeisto perseverein doing good (Romans 2:6-7)! How hard
could that be? Well, | guess we need to ask what it means to
persevere? According to Webster, it means to “persist against
obstacles, to continue steadfastly.” Steadfastly means “con-
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stantly,” constantly means*“ continuously,” and continuously means
“ALWAYS.” Aye, there' stherub. ® Do you know anyonewho has
ALWAY S done good? We tend, in our humanness, to think perse-
verance means “keep trying,” when, in reality, it means “not ever
failing.” Thestandard is perfection. You must bat 1000 your whole
lifethrough from the moment you are born. Onemeasly strikeout in
your whole career will keep you from attaining that perfect aver-
age no matter how many home runs you subsequently hit. You can
talk about being a“good person” all day long, but are you willing
to reveal your stats?

The Bad News

Once perseverance has been factored into the mix, the GOOD
NEWS doesn’t look so good anymore. But when you consider
what Paul says next, the situation becomes downright alarming!
Here'sthe BAD NEWS. ... “ To those who are selfishly ambitious
and do not obey the truth, but obey unrighteousness, wrath and
indignation” (v. 8). Now trust us, you don’t want wrath and indig-
nation to happen to you! Paul goeson, “ There will be tribulation
and distressfor every soul of man who doesevil...” (v. 9).

But wait aminute! Paul istalking about evil peoplehere! Some-
one would have to do something pretty bad to be called evil,
wouldn’'t he? We could say, “ Yes,” but wedon't liketolie. No, “evil
people’ are described right across the page in the first chapter of
Romans, verses 29-32. What sins are these “evil people” commit-
ting? Pretty much the garden variety sinsof al humanity, wewould
say. Please note “ gossip” and being “ disobedient to parents’ are
listed right up there with “malice” and “murder” without men-
tioning which sins are venial and which are mortal. The truth is
ALL sinsare mortal sins, and every single person throughout his-
tory—but One—is thereby condemned.

The Bad, Bad News!

But Paul doesn’t stop with the BAD NEWS of Romans 2. He
wants usto get the picture—to see what ahopelessfix we'rein, so
he spellsit out for dense humanity who is under the delusion we
candoit on our own. Thisiswhere context becomesthe enemy of
afalseteacher every time. Paul deliverstousthe BAD, BAD NEWS
of Romans 3:10-18. “THERE ISNO ONE RIGHTEOUS’, hede-
clares,“NOT EVEN ONE.” Uhoh. “THERE ISNO ONE WHO
DOESGOOD, NOT EVEN ONE.”

This presents aMAJOR problem for self-made saints—there
has only been one good man in all of human history; and that man
is Jesus Christ. God's standard of goodness is Himself, and Jesus
isGod madeflesh (contrary to Shamblin’steaching). Remember the
man who came to Jesus and called Him “good teacher” (Mark
10:17-18)? Like Shamblin, he wanted to approach Jesus as a peer,
merely a“ good man” among reasonably “good men.” Very signifi-
cantly, Jesus did not deny that He was good. He would have been
lying if He had! But by asking the man, “Why do you call me
good?” He made the man rethink the issue. Only God is good,
Jesustold him. Theinference: If | amtruly GOOD, thenl amGOD in
human form and not merely a“good teacher” in arelative human
sense.

Very often, those caught up in the works-type salvation plans
(like the man who approached Jesus) do not have God's perfect
standard in mind, but are, in effect, grading themselveson acurve.
They believethey are good compared to some*“ lessgood” people
around them.

Those who believe they can merit Heaven through a “70-
year job interview” [from WDW staff devotionstape] don’t com-

they can match or beat. Conveniently, there are some very un-
savory characters they can look at to feel better about them-
selves (murderers, rapists, thieves, politicians), and then, they
rely on their consciencesto tell them wherethey fit in the pack.
They only need to make sure they are north of the demarcation
line! After all, God hasto let someoneinto Heaven, doesn’t He?
Back to Romans

Well, back to the BAD, BAD NEWS of the Book of Romans.
Paul says in Romans 3:19-20 that, because we do not meet the
righteous requirements of thelaw, all of usare accountableto God.
Weare dl silenced—thereis nothing we can say on our behalf. We
cannot point to the greater misdeeds of others as any excuse, be-
cause it doesn’'t make a dime’'s worth of difference who is further
fromthemark. If God wereto leaveit at that—that the good will be
blessed with Heaven while the bad are tormented in Hell—none of
us would have any hope since none of us are good, all of us are
bad, and we can neither earn Heaven nor avoid Hell by anythingwe
have done or can do.

Jesusis not only fully God, but Heis fully man aswell. Jesus
alone, out of all humanity, istruly good—sinlessly perfect. Think
of the life He lived on earth in the context of the passage we've
been looking at in Romans chapter 3. Jesus was perfectly righ-
teous, He had understanding, and He persevered in doing good:
steadfastly, constantly, continuously, and always. He deserves
Heaven, and He s, in fact, the only person who does; yet, He left
Heaven in order to rescue the helpless likes of you and me.

The good, good news!

That iswhy wecall Romans 3:21-26 the GOOD, GOOD NEWS.
Paul tells us there is “ a righteousness from God” which we can
receive by faith alone—without regard to our deeds. God is offer-
ing to give us, as a free gift, the very righteousness of His Son. In
return, we give Him the only thing we haveto offer Him—nothing.
That's a good trade, friends, so please do not neglect to receive
God's gift of righteousness. A gift offered can be a gift refused.
What do we do with thisrighteousness once we receive it? We put
iton, just likeabeautiful garment, and “wear” it. When God looks at
us from that day forward, He sees us “clothed” in the righteous-
ness of His Son; and He credits that righteousness to our account
as though we had earned it ourselves. God's Son aready has been
voluntarily punished for our sins, so we can be released from cap-
tivity. And not only are we released from bondage, but we—who
were enemies of God—are now at peace with Him.

“Therefore, since we have been justified through faith,
we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ,
through whom we have gained access by faith into thisgrace
in which wenow stand” (Romans5:1).

What About James?

After sufficiently discouraging and scaring her followersinto
abandoning the context of Scriptureand misusing the Apostle Paul’s
Epistleto the Romans, Shamblin blithely skipsalong afew sentences
later in her “New Jerusalem” piece, in an attempt to recruit James
as support for her claims. She writes:

“America is under judgment. Salvation is the issue at
hand and we must seek it. | have thousands of verses to
show you — but let's just look at one, NT verse: ‘You see that
a person is justified by what he DOES and not by faith alone.’
(James 2:24)"%

But isit true Jamesis making the case, as Shamblin is assert-
ing, that we must earn our salvation? The answer is, “ Absolutely
NOT!!!" This is another one of those abused and misused pas-

pare their performance to God's perfection, but to someone (Continued on page 14)
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(ADVENTURE I?

A writer takes us on a
jJjourney down the Rabbit
Hole Into Gary Ezzo’s

Ay
[

Growing Families | |

\ By Frénglork

International

Adventurein Wonder|and, Alice meets Humpty Dumpty and
begins a rather frustrating conversation with him over the
correct meaning of words.

During their conversation, Humpty Dumpty uses the word
glory in away that has no relationship to its dictionary definition.
When challenged by Alice on his misuse of this word, Humpty
Dumpty becomes indignant and tells her: “When / use a word, it
means just what | choose it to mean—neither more nor less.”

When Alice confronts him with the fact he can’t make aword
mean so many different things, he scornfully responds: “The ques-
tion is, which is to be master—that’s all.”

Humpty Dumpty and self-styled, parenting guru Gary Ezzo
have much in common. Both redefinewordsto suit their own agen-
das.

Ezzo and his wife, Anne Marie, are co-founders of Growing
Families International (GFl), afor-profit publishing company the
Ezzo's promoteto churchesasa“ministry.” A business, of course,
isnot aministry. Aswith Humpty Dumpty, Ezzo frequently defines
wordsto mean what he wants them to mean, which may havelittle
or nothing to do with their dictionary definition.

| fell down the Ezzo Rabbit Hole on April Fool’s Day in 1996
when | went on staff asthe Ezzo’seditorial director. It wasafright-
ening two-year experiencethat mercifully ended with my firing on
May 11, 1998. Thefirst two weeks of my employment wereapleas-
ant honeymoon. This ended when what | can only describe as the
dark side of Ezzo was revealed within few weeks after | went on
staff. | quickly learned Ezzo's public persona was a fagade that
covered apersonality that might best be described as deceitful and
vengeful.

My wife, Barbara, and | first encountered the Ezzo's parenting
curriculum, Growing Kids God's Way, when wewereinvolvedina
ministry to single moms at our church in Colorado Springs. We
were looking for a curriculum that would help these struggling
mothersraise decent, God-honoring children. | wasalso goinginto
my ninth year asan editor in the Public Policy Department at Focus
ontheFamily.

When we ran across Growing Kids God's Way, we ordered it
for our single parent outreach. Asmy wifewas|ooking at the back
cover photo of the Ezzos, sherealized Anne Marie was the daugh-
ter of her mother’sfriend from their childhood in Belmont, Massa-
chusetts. Barbara had gone to school with Anne Marie's brother

I n Through the Looking Glass, Lewis Carroll’ssequel to Alice’s

" and sisters but had lost contact with the family 30 years before. -

We soon learned the Ezzo’ swere coming to Colorado Springs
to conduct a parenting seminar. While attending the conference,
we introduced ourselves to the Ezzos and were immediately se-
duced by their seeming warmth and friendliness. We would dis-
cover later this was less than genuine. The following evening we
went out to dinner, and Barbaraand Anne Marie attempted to catch
up on three decades of family news.

Ezzo, however, dominated the conversation when he found
out | wasan editor at Focus. For morethan an hour, he peppered me
with questionsand then offered meajob to cometowork for himas
his editorial director in California. By the end of the evening, we
had agreed to fly out to Californiato meet his staff.

Oncein California, we spent an evening at the Ezzo’ swith their
three vice presidents and wives. Present were Robert Garcia (who
married the Ezzo'sdaughter Amy), Tom Buell, Nick Carter, and their
wives.

It was an uncomfortable evening. It seemed as though | was
violating some unspoken rulesknown only to the“initiated.” | was
also not sure | wanted to go through the initiation if thisiswhat it
led to. Aswe were getting ready for bed that night, Barbaraand |
discussed our uneasy concerns about the rigidity and coldness of
our dinner experience. We agreed we probably would not accept
the Ezzo'sjob offer.

During our visit, however, we drove with the Ezzos out to
Riverside, Cdliforniafor an“ Evening with the Ezzos’ sponsored by
alocal church. The Ezzos sat on chairs on the auditorium stage
while young, naive parents asked them questions about their
parenting philosophy.

Aswe were preparing to sit down, we were thrilled to see the
face of one of our dearest friends from our former days at achurch
in Pasadena. It turned out she and her husband were involved with
GFI and oversaw eight Ezzo classes at their church. They told us
how much they enjoyed the Ezzo's material and how it had ben-
efited their family. Their testimonia s overrode our uneasiness about
the Ezzo dinner experience. This encounter tipped our decision to
jointhe staff at GFI. We took thisto be one of those “ divine coinci-
dences’ that we didn’t feel we could ignore.

We accepted the Ezzo's offer and made plansto moveto Cali-
fornia. | gave my two-week’s notice at Focus and began work for
the Ezzo'son April 1, 1996 from our homein Colorado Springs. We
relocated to Simi Valley, Californiain June of the sameyear.
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Down the Rabbit Hole

My experience of working for Ezzo was like dealing with a
mixture of two characters: Humpty Dumpty and Mafia Godfather
Michael Corleone (portrayed by Al Pacino) in The Godfather tril-
ogy.

After going on staff, Ezzo’' sson-in-law Robert Garciagave me
the job of surfing the Internet to “monitor” Ezzo’s enemies. En-
emies, | thought? Why would a man who is teaching parents to
raise “Godly” children have any enemies? | was puzzled, but |
dutifully started reading materialsfrom three anti-Ezzo web sites. |
was stunned at what | was reading and began compiling reports
for Ezzo'sreview, and | kept copiesof everything for my files.

The more | read, the more questions began surfacing in my
mind about Ezzo's character and hislack of expertisein areaswhere
he claimed to be an expert. | was also having a growing concern
over babies whose lives were being threatened by malnutrition,
failure-to-thrive, and low weight-gain and the claims these were
theresults of following Ezzo's misinformed medical advice.

Moreand more, my personal encounterswith Ezzo seemed to
confirm what | was reading on these anti-Ezzo sites. The longer |
worked for Ezzo, the more | noticed he had ahabit of lying. | also
realized, in Ezzoland, there are only three kinds of people: Blindly
obedient employees, Ezzo worshippers, and enemies. | wasbeing
forced—Dby his questionable behavior—into the third category.

As| began to sink into a depression over my bad decision to
work for GFI, one of my co-workers invited me out to lunch and
asked me what was wrong. When | expressed my concerns about
Ezzo'slying, he confirmed my worst fearsby tellingme: “Oh, it's
generaly understood by the upper management that Gary is a
liar.”

| felt trapped. | had just moved my family half way acrossthe
country, bought a new home, and found a good church. We had
no savings account to cushion afall. | wastrying to make the best
of avery bad situation, but | wasfearful of confronting Ezzo. One
of hisvice presidents had aready warned me never totell Ezzo he
was wrong about anything. | feared being fired on the spot for
daring to utter any criticism of hismaterialsor hisbehavior. | prayed
daily for away out.

| also wondered how his staff could stand by and accept this
behavior from a man who traveled the globe teaching churches
about “biblical ethics.” By my observation, | eventually came to
the conclusion he controlled his staff by giving them high sala-
ries, cars, and prestige. Healso controlled them by fear. Like Michael
Corleone, Ezzo controls hisfamily members and staffersthrough
fear of reprisals. Employees operated under an “ Omerta,” or Ma
fia-like code of silence.

Michael Corleone and
Humpty Dumpty Converge

Within afew weeks after moving to California, Ezzo called me
over to his home office and asked me to proofread a response he
wasmaking to an articlecritical of GFI written by Roy Maynard for
WORLD magazine. It was published in May 1996. Ezzo called
Maynard and challenged hisfactsin the article.* After two phone
conversations, Ezzo constructed a Q& A dialog which was pre-
sented asa“verbatim” transcript of hisinterviewswith Maynard.

When | asked Ezzo if | could listen to histaped conversation
with Maynard in order to make certain the Q& A wasverbatim, he
told me he hadn’t taped it. All he had was alegal pad with afew
scribbled notes on it. When | compared the scribbled notesto the
detailed interview, it was apparent he had fabricated most of

Maynard's answers, but he was going to post the Q& A on the GFI
web site as though it had actually happened.

“Humpty Dumpty” Ezzo was not only changing the meaning of
words to suit his purposes, he was now creating entire conversa-
tions that never took place.

He aso claimed he had heard rumors Maynard and WORLD
publisher, Marvin Olasky, had prison records. Hewanted meto con-
tact police departments and then publish their alleged criminal
records on the GFI web site. It appeared to me Ezzo would stop at
nothing to get revenge against his perceived enemies. (This behav-
ior iscoming from aman who claimsto teach “biblical” ethics?)

Ezzo'sHumpty Dumpty ethics carried over into his Community
Per spective newsl etter—a publication that | edited. In the summer
of 1997, | interviewed Scot Shier about hiswife Patty’suse of Ezzo
Preparation for Parenting materials after she gave birth to quintu-
plets. Shier told me heand Patty had |earned about Ezzo's parenting
curriculum at achurch camping trip in 1994. Shier said he and Patty
had noticed well-behaved children at the camp and discovered two
common threads. They had been home-schooled and were being
raised according to Ezzo's philosophy. | quoted Shier verbatim in
the article and then sent the article to Ezzo for his approval.

In the final version of the article (printed in the Summer/Fall
1997 issue of the Community Perspective), Ezzo removed the fac-
tual reference to home schooling and then created a totally false
quote for Shier. He had Shier saying, “They [the children] would
come to their parents when called and they would ask for permis-
sion to do something rather than tell their parents what they were
going to do. Most amazingly was watching these kids politely touch
their parent’s elbow if they needed to talk to a parent who was
engaged in another conversation.” This entire quote is fabricated.
Shier never said it, and | never wrote these words in my original
article. Like Roy Maynard's allegedly “verbatim” interview, Ezzo
simply made up Shier’squotefromthin air. Why was hewas playing
fast and loose with words and the truth? Couldn’t GFI stand up on
its own under honest evaluation?

Not only did | observe Ezzo “making up” quoteslike hedid for
Roy Maynard and Scot Shier, but recent evidence has surfaced
which seems to indicate he aso plagiarizes the work of others. In
late February 2002, an historian who has been along-time critic of
Ezzo's materials posted her discovery of Ezzo's plagiarism on an
Ezzo Internet debate forum on ParentsPlace.com.

She compared Ezzo'sarticle“ Parental Affection and Character
Development”s (available onthe GFl web sitein early 2002) to“ The
Killer Narcissists’ written by psychologist Barbara Lerner in the
National Review on May 17, 1999.6

A side-by-side comparison of these two articles reveals how
Ezzo freely copied her words nearly verbatim and never gave her
credit for them. It appears Ezzo lifted large portions of Lerner’sar-
ticle, but one example should suffice. In Lerner’s 1999 article, she
writes:

“Only the narcissist matters, and because his sense of
self-importance is so grossly inflated, his feelings are easily
hurt. When they do get hurt—when others thwart him or fail to
give him the excessive, unearned respect he demands he
reacts with rage and seeks revenge, the more dramatic the
better.”

InEzzo's 2002 article, he says:

“To the narcissist only self matters, and because his
sense of self-importance is so grossly inflated, his feelings
are easily hurt. When they do get hurt, when others thwart

(Continued on next page)
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“Ezzoland” (Continued from page 9)
him or fail to give him the excessive, unearned respect he
demands, he reacts with rage and seeks revenge.”

Therest of Ezzo's articleisfilled either with Lerner’s exact
wording or similar phrasing. In my opinion, her description of a
narcissist seemsto describe Ezzo himself: “... when others thwart
him or fail to give him the excessive, unearned respect he de-
mands he reacts with rage and seeks revenge ...”

Beware of the Invitation of the Godfather

In Godfather, Part 2, Michael Corleone has his brother Fredo
taken out in asmall fishing boat by one of Michagl’s bodyguards.
As Fredo quietly recitesa“Hail Mary” in hopes of catching fish,
the bodyguard shoots him in the back of the head. In Godfather,
Part 1, Michael has his brother-in-law gunned down.

Ezzo doesn't physically harm hisfamily members. But he does
demote and humiliatethem. Ezzo'sshameful trestment of hisbrother-
in-law Tim Howard demonstrates this heartless attitude.

A few monthsafter | went on staff at GFI, Tim Howard (mar-
ried to Susan, Anne Marie's sister), relocated his wife and four
daughtersfrom New Hampshireto Californiato start work for GFI
asavice president. (One of hisdaughterswas already living with
theEzzos))

During his brief tenure as a vice president, one of Howard's
daughters got into some minor trouble at her local high school.
She repented and the issue was resolved. Resolved for everyone
that is, except Ezzo and Garcia. Ezzo and Garcia viewed this as
evidencethat Howard's parenting skillswere flawed. According to
former GFI insiders (who arestill too fearful to speak out publicly),
itisEzzo'sconviction that parentswho raise children according to
hisphilosophy will not have problemswith their teenagers. Howard
had to be punished for the sins of his daughter. She apparently
had not been properly “ Ezzofied.”

Howard was demoted and placed in charge of customer ser-
vice. We were forbidden (by Garcia) to discuss Howard's demo-
tion with him. He eventually left GFl and now servesasapastor at
alocal churchin Simi Valley. The Howards and Ezzos seldom see
each other.

Ezzo’s War Against

Focus on the Family and Dr. John MacArthur

One of the things that constantly annoyed Ezzo was the fact
Focus on the Family maintained a letter on file that was sent to
people who wondered where Dr. Dobson (founder and president
of Focus) stood on Ezzo's parenting philosophy. The letter stated
inpart:

“... our ministry has received numerous letters from
parents, pastors, midwives, physicians, and lactation pro-
fessionals regarding cases of failure-to-thrive in infants
subjected to the Ezzos’ program. We don't believe their
experience [sic] should be ignored.”

Ezzo and Garcia directed me to write aletter to Focus on the
Family asking the Correspondence Department to stop sending
out this very damaging letter to Focus constituents. At thistime,
Dr. John MacArthur’s Grace Community Church had alsoissued a
damning indictment of Ezzo's parenting materials. Grace Commu-
nity Church’s statement was posted on the Internet.

| was required to create alengthy letter to Focus on behalf of
Garcia. Init, | had to create the appearance GFI and Focus had
similar parenting goals for children. | knew thisto be false since,
prior to being asked to write this conciliatory letter to Focus, | had
been given the job of writing a pamphlet for Ezzo parents that

would explain why Ezzo parenting was “biblical” while Dobson
parenting was humanistic and based on secular psychology. On the
one hand, Ezzo was attempting to undermine Dr. Dobson’s influ-
ence among churches while at the same time pretending GFl and
Focuswereallies.

Ezzo also waged a secret war against Dr. John MacArthur. In
early May of 1997, Ezzo called meinto the GFI conferenceroom and
held afinger to hislipsashesignaled for meto be quiet. Ezzo closed
the door to the conference room and asked meif | knew of a good
non-profit lawyer who could give him some legal advice. He ex-
plained he wanted to contact alawyer who could give him an opin-
ion on an alleged practice at Dr. MacArthur’'s Grace Community
Church that he thought violated Internal Revenue Service code.

| told him | knew avery good lawyer in Washington, DC, who
wasaformer IRS attorney, but hewould charge at |east $200 an hour
for hisservices. Ezzo agreed. | was asked to contact the lawyer from
my home, pay for his services with a persona check, and | then
would be reimbursed with apersonal check from Ezzo.

Therewas no doubt in my mind what Ezzo was doing. Hewas
hatching aplot to turnin Dr. MacArthur to the IRSfor an audit. He
was using meto conceal hisinvolvement in getting the legal opin-
ion by having metake care of it from my homeand paying for it with
my personal check.

Fearing for my family’seconomic future, | did asinstructed, but
| kept copies of the check signed by Anne Marie as well as the e-
mail from the attorney. Ezzo al so asked meto get the address of the
locd IRS office near Grace Community Church. Several months after
| had left GFI, | derted Grace Community Church to what Ezzo had
done.

Failure-to-Thrive Infants

| continued to spend nearly every day on the Internet monitor-
ing anti-Ezzo web sites and downloading information to send along
to Ezzo. One of the most alarming siteswas LACTNET,? adiscus-
sion forum for lactation consultants and pediatric nurses who were
exposed to what they termed “ Ezzo Babies.” These were typically
newborns who were being malnourished, alegedly due to Ezzo's
badly flawed “ parent-directed” feeding control schedules.

| compiled numbers of these cases and gave them to Ezzo. In
the beginning, | naively assumed he simply was uninformed about
these cases—and surely would want to investigate them and change
his parenting advice. | was wrong. Ezzo brushed aside my reports
by saying these cases were either “fabricated” or “exaggerated.”

Thefollowingisonetypica casel sentto Ezzofrom LACTNET.
Thewoman writing isa Registered Nurse and a certified L actation
Consultant:

“Well, it has happened again! The doctor’s office referred
a mother to see me yesterday because the baby had NOT
gained ANY weight for the past 2 months, from it's 4 month
to 6 month checkup! Baby had gained fine up until 4 months,
in fact doubled it's birth weight, then stood still. She is fol-
lowing the ‘Growing Kids God’'s Way’' (Ezzo’s) course and
the very scheduled feeding plan. She stated that she will do
anything BUT feed more often then every 3 hours ...” (posted
on LACTNET, February 28, 1997).

Public Rebukes and Ezzo’s Response

Ezzo hasahistory of relational problems. Inthe spring of 1998,
therespected Christian Research Institute [CRI] Journal published
an in-depth expose on Ezzo and GFI’s strange parenting philoso-
phy. Thearticle“More Than aParenting Ministry? The Cultic Char-
acteristicsof Growing Families|nternational”° wasapainstakingly
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accurate portrayal of Ezzo's character problems and the cult-like
organization he heads.

In response, Ezzo issued a mind-numbing and confusing refu-
tation of the article that waslonger than the articleitself. Ezzo ques-
tioned the motives of the authors as well as the accuracy of their
statements.

CRI responded to Ezzo’sliesand half truthswith thefollow-up
article" A Matter of Bias: Examining the Response of Growing Fami-
lies International to Criticism™* which appeared in the Fall 1998
issue of the CRI Journal. Both of these CRI articles are accurate
and reflect the truth about Ezzo and GFl. The footnotes in these
articles are as valuable as the articles themsel ves!

Ezzo has also been dishonest in his response to the public
rebukes he has received by two of his former pastors—Dr. John
MacArthur of Grace Community Church and Pastor Dave Maddox
of Living Hope Evangelical Church.®2 Their public rebukes have
been posted on the Internet and were quoted in an article about GFI
(“Unprepared to Teach Parenting?’ %) in the November 2000 issue
of Christianity Today.

In this Christianity Today article, Dr. MacArthur stated Gary
Ezzo is disqualified “from Christian leadership or public ministry in
any context.” The Elder Board at Pastor Maddox’s church issued the
following comments. “Because of his persistent unwillingness to
respond to biblical admonition ... we are fearful that Ezzo's heart
has been hardened. ... In the end, it was his impenitence that
caused us to put him out of the church.”

Andimpenitent, Ezzo remains. Infact, early in 2001, he began
circulating two lengthy letters to Ezzo-supportive churchesin an
effort to discredit Dr. MacArthur, Pastor Maddox, and many others.

Ezzo hasalso spread liesabout hisformer accountant and friend
Chris Hamilton who was brought in by Ezzo to conduct an investi-
gation into the embezzlement of funds from GFIl. When Hamilton
confirmed Ezzo’s son-in-law Robert Garcia had misappropriated
nearly ahalf-million dollars of company funds, Ezzo told Hamilton
he had “loaned” the money to Garcia. Garcia, however, admitted to
Christianity Today he had, indeed, misappropriated the funds.*

Hamilton’s accounting firm immediately severed its relation-
shipwith Ezzo over thisincident. Ironically, Ezzo and Garciaare now
friends again. Yet, the Ezzo's honest son-in-law Paul Luedke re-
signed from GFI and now works for Chris Hamilton’s accounting
firm. In addition, Mark Severance, the Ezzo'sformer personal assis-
tant, also left GFI and is on Hamilton’s staff.

Multnomah’s Deceit and Ezzo’s Guilt

In January 2001, | decided towritean “ Open L etter to Multnomah
Publishers’®® to ask them to conduct a thorough investigation of
the charges being made against Gary Ezzo by myself, his former
accountant, former friends, and former pastors. (Multnomah pub-
lished all of Ezzo's secularized versions of his parenting materials.
Thisincluded On Becoming Babywise.) In an effort at damage con-
trol, Ezzo responded to my Multnomah letter by privately circulat-
ing aletter to “ Ezzofied” churches attacking my professional writ-
ing abilities and my mental health. | responded to his blatant dis-
honesty point by point in aletter’® which | posted on the Internet.

To my surprise, | got an e-mail from Jeff Gerke, an editor at
Multomah, telling me he' d been given the assignment of investigat-
ing the charges against Ezzo. | was wary of this contact because |
believed Don Jacobson (president of Multnomah Press) and his
brother Matt were* Ezzofied” parents.

| was surprised when Gerke submitted an honest report to
Jacobson at Multnomah. It appeared the decision makers at

Multnomah decided to very carefully sever their relationship with
Ezzo and to return publishing rights to him. Christianity Today
broke this story on March 3, 2001 before Multnomah wanted the
publicity. Thearticle, “ Babywise Publisher Plans Contract Cancel-
lation,” " quoting Gerke' s private e-mailsto apediatrician was |l ater
followed up by “Babywise Almost Dropped,”® an article that also
guoted some of Gerke's private e-mailsdescribing theinternal de-
bates going on at Multnomah over Ezzo. Jacobson then issued a
statement saying the investigation was still “ongoing.” Gerke no
longer works at Multnomah.

Oddly enough, the day after 9/11, Multnomah issued a small
notice on its web site saying it was returning publishing rightsto
Ezzo. The statement blamed hiscriticsfor being unwilling to recon-
cilewithhim.

This raises severa interesting questions. If Ezzo is innocent
of the charges against him, why did Multnomah sever the publish-
ing relationship?If Ezzo'scriticsare correct, why didn’t Multnomah
thank them for drawing attention to the truth about Ezzo's materi-
als? In Ezzoland, however, everything is backward and upside
down—the critics are painted asthevillains, while Ezzo playsthe
victimology card.

Ezzo is now back self-publishing hisbooks, hismaterialsare
still being taught in churches, and he's still being invited by pas-
tors to teach on biblical ethics and parenting.

TheMichael Corleone of the parenting movement isstill prof-
iting off of naive pastors and young parents who are hypnotized
by what can best be described as his Clintonesque charm—and
they still willingly give him their money and their undiscerning
allegiance.

One can only wonder when rational Christianswill riseup and
put him out of the Church—as Living Hope Evangelical Fellow-
ship did to him for hisliesand unrepentant heart. Or, have church-
goersadopted the Gary Ezzo/Humpty Dumpty philosophy of truth:
It can mean whatever they say it means? Only timewill tell.

Frank York is a freelance writer working from his home office in
Nashville, Tennessee. His newest book (co-authored with Concerned
Women for America Attorney Jan LaRue) is Protecting Your Child in an
X-Rated World published by Focus on the Family and Tyndale Publishers
in April 2002. Protecting Your Child... teaches parents how they can
protect their children from the scourge of pornography.

(Endnotes can be found on page 15)
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he terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, that claimed

the lives of thousands of unsuspecting people, have

prompted widespread attitudes of anxiety and skepticism
toward the obscure teachings of Islam. It seems many people
arejust no longer comfortable being ignorant of areligion that
was used by some of its followers as a warrant for crashing
hijacked airlinersinto buildings.

Karen Armstrong, in her article written for Time titled “The
True, Peaceful Face of Islam,” suggests, “If the evil carnage we
witnessed on September 11 were typical of the faith, and Islam
truly inspired and justified such violence, its growth and the in-
creasing presence of Muslims in both Europe and the United
States would be a terrifying prospect.” Armstrong may be right.
Islam boasts of over 1.2-billion adherents globally and is consid-
ered to be the world's fastest growing religion.2 Muslim families
live in practically every community in the United States, and
mosques exist in every major city in the world. Muslims shop at
Wal-Mart, eat at McDonald's, study at state universities and local
colleges, runfor public office, serveinthe American military, have
jobs, and own businesses. Thefact isvery few people do not have
regular contact with Muslims. Therefore, inthewake of September
eleventh, the question many people are asking is, “Can | trust my
Muslim neighbors?’

In anoble attempt to answer this question and simultaneously
calm the fears of a now-apprehensive American audience, many
public figures and so-called “experts’ have resorted to preaching
an ideology of tolerance, harmony, and mutual respect. On Septem-
ber 20, in ajoint session of Congress and the American people,
President George W. Bush claimed that the Muslimswho performed
and supported terrorism represented “a fringe movement that per-
verts the peaceful teachings of Islam.” Then, directing his speech
specifically to American Muslims, Bush added, “We respect your
faith ... its teachings are good and peaceful ... the terrorists are
traitors to their own faith, trying, in effect, to hijack Islam itself.”
Bush has said elsewhere that Islamic terrorists “profane a great
religion.”

Muslim scholar Sayyid MujtabaMusavi Lari, inhisarticle“ls-
lam and World Peace,” eloquently portraysIslam asareligion that
“brings to human living the delicate feelings of brotherhood and of
belonging together. It designs a beautiful pattern of longsuffering,
gentleness, and goodness in the hearts of people; and omits all
the ugly tears and rents and weaknesses that injustice and the
pulling and hauling of rival interests cause in a fabric.”® Finally,
Armstrong, who in addition to her article in Time has written a
number of books on religion including Islam: A Short History, ar-
guesthat Isam is essentially a peaceful religion that opposes ter-
rorism and violence.”

While suchidealistic sentiments areindeed politically cor-

ISTAM: ®

.“. The Missing Peace

By Cody Lorance

rect and easily palatable for Western consumption, they are
factually inaccurate and fail to provide a faithful representa-
tion of the inherently aggressive teachings of Islam as set forth
in the Qur’an. There are five key mistakes Armstrong, Lari,
Bush, and others make when trying to depict I slam as a peace-
ful religion: they misinterpret the word “1slam;” they misrepre-
sent the historical origins of the religion; they miscommunicate
the meanings of various Qur’anic passages; they ignore the
misanthropy of 1slamic teachings; and they misappropriate re-
sponsibility for religiously motivated violence.
Misinterpreting the Meaning of Islam

The first mistake people like Armstrong make regarding
the “true face of Islam” is with the meaning of the word Islam
itself. Armstrong proclaims the Arabic word islam “is related

o0 ... salam, or peace.” Thisidea, however, is, at best, astretch.
Whileit is true both islam and salam are derived from the in-
finitive—salama, this does not necessarily mean their defini-
tions are similar. Consider some of the other words derived
from salama, like salima which means “to escape danger” or
others which mean “the stinging of asnake” or “the tanning of
leather.” Inreality, IsSlamisbest interpreted by the English word
“submission.” Together with its derivative, Muslim, they de-
scribe the heart of a religion that emphasizes an attitude of
unguestioning obedience to the commands of its god.
Misrepresenting Islam’s Historical Origin

Armstrong also claims Islam’s founder, Muhammad ibn-
Abdullah, was motivated by apersonal mission to bring “an end to
the kind of mass slaughter we witnessed in New York City and
Washington.” She says Muhammad's attention was devoted “to
building up a peaceful coalition of tribes” and succeeded through
“an ingenious and inspiring campaign of non-violence.”t®
Armstrong’'s comments, however, could not be farther from the
truth.

Islam’s roots are traced back to the birth of Muhammad in
Mecca, located in present-day Saudi Arabia, sometime between
A.D. 570 and 580.%* Muhammad, the greatest prophet of Islam,
began introducing “Islamic Monotheism” in the early seventh cen-
tury to the idolatrous Arabs after claiming to have received mes-
sages from an angel while meditating in adesert cave.? Undoubt-
edly acharismatic leader, he quickly developed afollowing among
daves, the poor, and the oppressed. His movement also quickly
amassed opposition from the pagan majority, and Muhammad was
forced to flee Mecca.™®

On September 20, 622, Muhammad and his band of follow-
ers arrived at the predominately-Jewish town of Yathrib. He
conqguered the town, established a theocratic dictatorship un-
der his authority, and renamed it “Medina.” His conquest in-
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volved a systematic extermination of the local Jewish commu-
nity.** From there, the early Muslims began conquering other
Jewish tribes such as the Banu Qurayza, Banu Qaynuga, and
the Banu Nadr. In these cases, men were killed, women and
children were sold into slavery, and property was confiscated
unless aransom called jizya was paid to Muhammad.*® In 630,
the Muslims conquered M ecca and two years later Muhammad
died.’® Islamic conquest, however, had just begun.

In the years following Mohammad’s death, Muslims engaged
in aseries of brutal conquests that expanded their territory to Pal-
estine, Syria, Irag, Persia, Egypt, Tripoli, Spain, and India. Future
conquests led the Muslims to Crete, Sicily, France, and various
parts of Africa.’

Armstrong says by 632, Muhammad “had almost single-
handedly brought peace to war-torn Arabia.”® Indeed, war had
finally stopped, but not until every one in Arabia either had been
killed, converted to Islam, or wasforced to pay thejizya. After the
death of the prophet, there was an eraof immediate and widespread
apostasy (known as the Ridda) among the conquered tribes, fur-
ther indicating Muhammad had created anything but a peaceful
and content society.’®
Miscommunicating the Meaning
of Qur'anic Passages

According to President Bush, those who commit evil in the
name of Allah (thegod of Islam), “blaspheme the name of Allah.”®
Armstrong agrees. “extremists such as Osama bin Laden like to
quote ... verses [from the Qur’an to justify their violent acts], but
do so selectively.”?* She claims the proper context of the Qur’an’s
“more ferocious passages” contains “exhortations to peace ... in
almost every case.” According to her version of Islam, “warfare is
always evil.”??

It'sinteresting, however, to actually examinethe varioustexts
Armstrong usesin her defense of I1dlam. Shefirst quotesfrom Surah
4:89 which orders Muslims not to form friendships with former
Muslims who have turned away from Islam. The text teachesif a
Muslim should “... turn back [from Islam], then take them and kill
them wherever you find them ...” (Surah 4:89). Verses like these
provided clear justification for thewars of Ridda that immediately
followed Muhammad’s demise. Verse 90, which Armstrong usesas
her classic example of an “exhortation to peace,” teaches peace
should only be offered if the former Muslim joins up with another
group with which the faithful Muslims have formed atreaty.

Armstrong incorrectly states that |slamic warfareisonly per-
missible if it is necessary for self-defense.?® She refers to Surah
2:190 which commands all Muslims to “fight in the way of Allah
those who fight you.” Muslim scholars Dr. Muhammad Tagi-ud-Din
Al-Hilai and Dr. Muhammad Muhsin Khan have commented on
this verse, saying that it describes, “Al-Jihad or holy fighting in
Allah’s cause with full force of numbers and weaponry [which is]
given the utmost importance in Islam and is one of its pillars ... by
Jihad Islam is established.”?*

In the verses that follow, “those who fight you” are identified
specifically asthose who commit Al-Fitnah. Al-Fitnahisgenerally
defined asdisbdief in Isamic monotheism. Al-Hilali and Khantrans-
late the word as “disbelief and worshipping of others along with
Allah.”? In short, Al-Fitnah describes al non-Muslims. With thisin
mind, the command of verse 193 becomes very disturbing. It says,
“fight them until there is no more Fitnah.” Of course, Armstrong is
not completely wrong; thereisan exhortation of peaceincludedin

ceasein their disbelief—in other words, if they embrace or re-em-
bracelslam.

Armstrongisalso correct in saying Muslim terroristslike bin-
Laden are choosing selectively when they use verses from the
Qur'antojustify their actions.® Thefact is, they haveto be highly-
selective when choosing Qur’ anic verses that advocate violence
against non-Muslims, for the choices seem almost limitless. A per-
son reading just thefirst several Surahs of the Qur’an will find the
plethora of passages advocating violence and enmity against Al-
Mushrikun, non-Muslims, impossible to overlook. In the end, the
Qur’ anic messageisvery clear:

“Fight against those who believe not in Allah, nor in the
Last Day, nor forbid that which has been forbidden by Allah
and His Messenger and those who acknowlede not the
religion of truth among the people of the Scripture, until they
pay the Jizyah with willing submission, and feel themselves
subdued (Surah 9:29).”
Ignoring Islamic Misanthropy

The word misanthropy describes a generally hateful attitude
toward humanity. In the teachings of Islam, misanthropy iscodified
by numerous verses that express a negative and hateful attitude
toward al non-Mudims, but specifically toward Christiansand Jews.
Armstrong denies such an attitude is prevalent in the Qur’an and
instead claims Surah 29:46 is an example of how Muslimsare “con-
stantly ... enjoined to respect Jews and Christians, the ‘People of
the Book,” who worship the same God.”

A closer examination of the verse, however, reveals the word
“respect” is not mentioned or even referred to. Instead, the verse
condemns Christians and Jews because they are disobeying the
god they claim to be worshipping. The only instruction the verse
gives for Muslims regarding Christians and Jews is to not argue
with them “unless it be in [a way] that is better,” presumably in
order to guarantee winning the debate.

Thetrueface of Islam reveals an incredibly negative attitude
toward Christians, Jews, and other non-Muslims. Various Qur’ anic
passages such as Surah 2:221 and Surah 5:51 denounce marriage or
even friendship with people from other religions. Often the Qur’ an
calls non-Muslims “losers’ (cf. Surah 2:27, 121, among others);
and in Surah 2:65, it actually warnstransgression will cause a per-
sonto beturned into amonkey. Finally, the lslamic attitude toward
non-believersis expressed in Surah 5:33 which threatens the pun-
ishment “of those who wage war against Allah and His Messen-
ger,” which includes disbelief or Al-Fitnah, is “that they shall be
killed or crucified, or their hands and feet be cut off from opposite
sides, or be exiled from the land.”

Misappropriating Blame for
Religiously Motivated Violence

Whenever Muslims are confronted about the violent teach-
ings and history of their religion, they inevitably begin pointing
fingers at other violence conducted in the name of religion. They
are quick to point to the Crusades and the Spanish Inquisition as
examples of violence within Christendom. In the same spirit,
Armstrong equates bin-Laden with people who attack abortion
clinics or kill people in mosques saying it is a “grave mistake” to
suggest these maniacs are “authentic representative[s]” of their
professed religions.?

Pointing fingers at the violent acts of others, however, failsto
providejustification for dismissing the inherent violence of Islam.
Jihad isnot more excusable simply because some one el se commit-
ted acrimeinthe nameof religion; and terrorismisnot permissible

the verse. Those who commit Al-Fitnah should be spared if they (Continued on page 15)
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“Camping” (Continued from page 7)

sageswhich all cultsuseto subvert the Gospel of Grace. First of all,
it must be understood these words are written to those who are
already believers (1:2, 18; 2:1), not to those who are wondering
how to merit acceptance by God.

The Bible teachesjustification is to be declared legally righ-
teous by God, as a gift, solely on the basis of our faith in the
ransom sacrifice of Jesus, apart from theworks of thelaw (Romans
3:24, Romans5:6-9).

So what did James mean when he said apersonis*justified”
by works? Doesit mean God accepts you on the basis of theworks
you do? It is very important to realize words may have more than
one meaning in Scripture, and the meaning must then be deter-
mined by the context. Does the word justify (or justification) al-
ways have the meaning of being declared righteous in the legal
sense before God? No. Biblically, the term justify can also mean
“prove” or “vindicate,” asat Matt. 11:19 whereit says, “ Wisdomis
justified by her children.” Thisverse meansthe results of agiven
action vindicates or proves the wisdom of that course of action.
Show And Tell

Additionally noticein the context of this passagein James, he
is speaking of men showing each other their faith—nobody is
showing God anything here. God knows the heart. Just aslovein
the heart isinvisible without outward expression of word or deed,
so faith without works of righteousnessisinvisible (except to God)
and useless toward helping a brother or sister in need.

Abraham'’s justification is an excellent example of these two
uses of the word justification: before God and before men. James
2:21 says Abraham was “justified” by hisworkswhen he offered
up Isaac and refers back to Genesis 22:9. Yet, though it was here
Abraham proved his inward faith by his outward actions, he had
beenjustified in the legal sense, or declared righteous before God,
for many years already at this point in his life. We find this legal
justification recorded at Genesis 15:6, where God saw that Abraham
believed God and counted this belief as righteousness. Abraham
was—from that time on—righteous before God purely on the ba-
sisof hisfaith; hisproof was offered 20-30 years|ater. Paul speaks
of thisin the fourth chapter of Romans, correcting the faulty view
that Abraham wasjustified (declared legally righteous before God)
by hisworks. Thisisvery interesting. Paul says, “ For if Abraham
wasjustified by works, he has something to boast about, but not
before God ...” (Rom. 4:2). Who, then, could Abraham boast be-
fore? Other men only—’1l show you and you show me ...

Thisshowing and telling iswhat Shamblin’sreligionisall about,
but it is an unrighteous standard—not based upon God's Word.
David Martin and many others of Shamblin’'s disciples are con-
vinced of her great righteousness based upon what they believe
they seein her. In that sense, sheis certainly justified by her fol-
lowers, but God—who knows her heart and motives—has yet to
be heard on the issue of Shamblin’s holiness. One thing is abso-
lutely certain according to God'sWord, and that isthat NO ONE is
righteousintheir ownright (Rom 3:10). Thereare NONE righteous—
all of usfall short of God's standard.

Don't jump out of God’sgrace and into Shamblin’sleaky “life-
boats of doing,” friends. You won't be able to bail fast enough to
keep them from going down.

The Verdict

What'syour verdict, friends? Which of these two remnantsis
the true remnant of God? Neither—they are both imposters, but
unfortunately, it is not a game they are playing. They are playing

with the lives of those who are deceived by them.
Jesus Himself givesthese words of warning in Matthew 7:15:
“Beware of false prophets, who cometo you in sheep’s
clothing, but inwardly are ravenous wolves.”

He wanted His followers to be discerning, aert, on the look-
out for those who would claim to be speaking with the authority of
God. What would these flim-flam people look like? Sheep! They
wouldlook, for al-the-world, like thetrue people of God. They may
be carrying Bibles and operating apparently godly ministries, but
they are savage wolves in disguise. They seek, for whatever hid-
den motivation, to drag away God's people and take afollowing for
themselves. Thereis no time like the present to be on the aert for
the wolves who seek to ensnare the flock, whether they come to
you on the radio, through a weight-loss program, or right to your

door.

All Bible quotations are from the New American Standard Bible unless other-
wise noted.
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“Ezzoland” (Continued from page 11)
ENDNOTES:

1.) Lewis Carroll, Through the Looking Glass, Chapter 6, Electronic Text
Center, University of Virginia, http://etext.lib.virginia.edu/etcbin/toccer-
new?2?id=CarGlas.sgm&images=images/modeng&data=/texts/english/
modeng/parsed&tag=public&part=6&division=div1 2.) Ibid. 3.) Dr. Matthew
Aney’s Collection of Files, at www.ezzo.info. 4.) Roy Maynard, “The
Ezzos know best: Controversial parenting curriculum is sweeping the
church, May 25-June 1, 1996, WORLD magazine. Web article: http:/
www.worldmag.com/world/issue/05-25-96/national_4.asp. 5.) Gary Ezzo,
“Parental Affection and Character Development,” GFI Web site: http:/
www.gfi.org/java/art_ParentalAffection.jsp. 6.) Barbara Lerner, “The Killer
Narcissists,” National Review, May 17, 1999, Web site: http://
www.nationalreview.com/17may99/lerner051799.html. 7.) Focus on the
Family Statement, published on the Ezzo.info web site: http://
www.ezzo.info/Focus/FOTFstatement.htm. 8.) “John MacArthur Com-
ments on Gary Ezzo's Break with Living Hope Evangelical Fellowship,” at:
http://www.ezzo.info/ GCC/macarthur.htm. 9.) LACTNET can be accessed
at: http://peach.ease.Isoft.com/archives/lactnet.html. 10.) Kathleen Terner
and Elliot Miller, “More Than a Parenting Ministry? The Cultic Characteris-

tics of Growing Families International,” on the Christian Research Institute
Web site: http://www.equip.org/free/DG233.htm. 11.) Kathleen Terner and
Elliot Miller, “A MATTER OF BIAS?: Examining the Response of Growing
Families International Criticism,” on the Christian Research Institute Web
site: http://www.equip.org/free/DG234.htm. 12.) Pastor Dave Maddox,
“Living Hope Evangelical Fellowship’s Statement About Gary Ezzo,” at:
http://www.ezzo.info/LHEF/Ihef nov_2000.htm. 13.) Kathleen Terner, “Un-
prepared to Teach Parenting? — Two churches long associated with
Babywise author Gary Ezzo denounce his character and fitness for Chris-
tian ministry,” Christianity Today, November 13, 2000. This is available on
Christianity Today’s Web site: http://www.christianitytoday.com/ct/2000/
013/6.70.html 14.) Ibid. 15.) Frank York, “Open Letter to Multhomah Pub-
lishers,” posted on the Ezzo.info web site: http://www.ezzo.info/York/
yorkletter.htm 16.) Frank York, “A Response to Gary Ezzo’s Misstatements
About a Former GFI Employee,” posted at: http://www.ezzo.info/York/
yorkresponse_feb2001.htm. 17.) Corrie Cutrer, “Babywise Publisher Plans
Contract Cancellation,” Christianity Today, posted on C.T.'s Web site on
March 23, 2001: http://www.christianitytoday.com/ct/2001/112/54.0.html.
18.) Corrie Cutrer, “Babywise Almost Dropped,” Christianity Today, July 9,
2001 and posted on the C.T. Web site on June 22, 2001: http://
www.christianitytoday.com/ct/2001/009/12.20.html.

“Islam” (Continued from page 13)

simply because“ everybody elseisdoingit.”
Muslimsshould refrain from “tattletaling” on
other religiousgroupsand allow Ilamto bear
responsibility for the aggression itsdoctrines
have inspired. Besides, neither the Crusades nor

the Inquisitionswere conducted by or approved of by Christianity’s
founder, Jesus Christ, or any of itsearly leaders. The aggression of
Islam, however, was prescribed and modeled by Muhammad him-
sf.

Armstrong closes her article by stating, “the vast majority of
Muslims ... horrified by the atrocity of September 11."2 This is
undeniably true. Indeed, many Muslims are peace-loving people
who sincerely believe such attacks are morally wrong. In fact, non-
Muslims have little reason to fear Muslims for the simple reason
there is a wide gap between true Isam and the practices of the
many peoplewho say they follow Muhammad'sreligion and teach-
ing. Nevertheless, | slamic terrorists who wish to engage in unpro-
voked warfare against Americans, Israglis, or others need to look
no further than the Qur’ an in order to obtain a divine mandate for
their brutal attacks.

Of course, it is understandable with the tensions of recent
events and the ever-increasing number of Islamic adherentsin the
United States, people like Armstrong have tried to dissect and
reconstruct the religion of Muhammad in order to make it appear
gentle, charitable, and kind. Morethan ever before, thereisagreat
need to promote mutual respect among religious groups. However,
superimposing a false “face” on a centuries-old religion and,
thereby, misrepresenting itstrue teaching is not the way to accom-

plish that goal. In the end, Armstrong's efforts resembl e someone
tryinginvainto assemblealargejigsaw puzzle, but never succeed-
ing because they do not have al the pieces. In this case, ISlam is
the puzzle, and the missing pieceis peaceitself.

Rev. Cody Lorance is a recent graduate of the University of Science
and Arts of Oklahoma where he specialized in cross-cultural communi-
cation. He is a frequent speaker and Bible teacher currently residing in
Oklahoma City where he and his wife, Katherine, serve in the college
ministry of Trinity International Baptist Church.

ENDNOTES:

1.) Karen Armstrong, “The True, Peaceful Face of Islam.” Time. (Time
Incorporated, 1 October 2001) p. 15. 2.) Joseph P. Gudel, “Islam Grows
Into a Strong Presence in America.” Christian Research Journal 23, 4.
(Christian Research Institute, 2001) p. 7. 3.)Pres. George W. Bush. Ad-
dress to joint session of Congress and the American people. 20 Septem-
ber 2001. 4.) Ibid. 5.) Pres. George W. Bush. Address to the nation. 7
October 2001. 6.) Sayyid Mujtaba Musavi Lari, “Islam and World Peace,”
Light of Islam. http://home.swipenet.se/islam/articles/Worldpeace.htm,.
2001, p. 1. 7.) Armstrong, p. 15. 8.) lbid., p. 15. 9.) Ibid., p. 15. 10.) Ibid.,
p. 15. 11.) Bernard Lewis, The Arabs is History. Rev. Ed. (New York:
Harper and Row, 1967) p. 38. 12.) Robert Payne. The Crusades: A His-
tory. (Hertfordshire, Great Britain: Wordsworth Editions Limited, 1998)
p. 22. 13.) Lewis, p. 40. 14.) Lewis, p. 45. 15.) Walter Martin. “Islam: The
Message of Muhammad.” Kingdom of the Cults. Rev. 30th Anniversary Ed.
Hank Hanegraaff, General Editor. (Minneapolis: Bethany, 1997) p. 616.
16 Payne, p. 23. 17.) Martin, p. 616. 18.) Armstrong, p. 15. 19.) Lewis,
p. 51. 20.) Bush, September 2001. 21.) Armstrong, p. 15. 22.) Ibid., p. 15.
23 Ibid., p. 15. 24.) Dr. M. Al Hilali and Dr M. Khan trans. The Noble Qur’an.
(King Faud Complex for the Printing of the Holy Qur'an) p. 39. 25.) Ibid.,
p. 40. 26.) Armstrong, p. 15. 27.) Ibid., p. 15. 28.) Ibid., p. 15.
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