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EXPOSING THE FALSE HISTORY OF THE WTBTS

n the July 1, 1994 WarcHTower,* page 5, under the heading

“Wheat and Weeds,” there appears this interesting state-
ment: “ Jesus Christ himself taught that true Christianity would
temporarily disappear from view.” Did Jesustruly teach that in
time true Christians would “disappear from
view?"” Frankly, thereis no such teaching in \ ;
the Bible. Jesus did say weedswould be sown R Lo
among thewheat (Matt. 13:25), and thesetwo B
groups would “grow together” until God's
angels are sent to harvest “the crop” at the
end of the age (Matt. 13:30). The “wheat” | \{a
(genuine Christians) would not disappear, they [ Y \\\
just would be mingled in the same field with /i~
the“weeds’ (falseor pseudo-Christians). This
isthe situation today, and it will continue until
the “harvest” at the end of the age.

Why would the Watchtower Bible and
Tract Society (WTBTS)** twist Jesus’ words
in this fashion? It's just another example of
necessity proving to be their mother of inven-
tion. They need a “disappearance” teaching,
because they must find away to explain away
the mysterious absence, down through his-
tory, of their brand of “Christianity” (the
“wheat” of Jesus illustration) led by the so-

/
/ dutiful homage!*

by Joy A.Veinot

of the so-called “great crowd” JWs—their hapless “ subjects”
on the earth.?2 They are the ones who interpret the Bible for the
general membership, and they protect their monopoly in this
area by teaching that no person can understand the Bible with-
out their “help.”® While they portray themselves as the oh-
so-humble leaders of “Jehovah’s Organization,” in reality,
the “slave” is the organization to whom all JWs must pay

When did “Jehovah’s Organi-

zation” come into being?

An objective person, looking at the
cold, hard facts, would rightly conclude
the WTBTS cameinto existencein 1879
when the WatcHTOwER magazine began
to be published by founder CT Russell.
Thisfoundingiswell documentedin his-
tory. The Jehovah’sWitness organization
(the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society)
began with Charles Taze Russell when he
broke away (and took afollowing) from
the Second Adventistsinthe 1870's. Early
on, thesefollowersof Russall wereknown
simply as Bible Students because of
Russell’saversion to organized religion.®

Who established the Watchtower

called “Faithful and Discreet Slave.”

Who is the “Faithful and Discreet Slave?”

Anyone who reads the WaTcHToweR magazine on aregular
basisisfamiliar with this character. The often-alluded-to “ Faith-
ful and Discreet Slave” (F&D slave) is a pseudonym for the
|eadership of the WTBTS (eisegesis: Matt. 24:45). Supposedly
made up of all “anointed” Jehovah's Witnesses (JWs)' on the
earth at any given time,! inreality, the F& D slave only speaks
the opinions and gives the orders of the governing body (a
handful of very elderly men) of the WTBTS (a.k.a. “Jehovah’s
Organization™). Ironically, though they refer to themselvesasa
slave, they wield the power of popes and kings over the lives

%\\\\ Bible and Tract Society?
\\ w\ Although their 1993 history book JEHOVAH'S WIT-
- NESSES PROCLAIMERSOF GOD’ SKINGDOM tracesthe
history of the WTBTS back to the 1870's and no further; at the
sametime, it makesthe claim there were " witnesses of Jehovah” in
thefirst century. They even assert the first-century existence of the
“governing body” and teach that the first-century Christian church
wasbasically amirror image of the modern-day WTBTS organiza-
tion. They claim the organization was established, not really by
Russell inthe 1870's, but by Jesus Christ inthefirst century! Russell,
they claim, merely “restored” true Christianity after long, dark centu-
(Continued on next page)
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“Weeds” (Continued from page 1)

ries of apostasy. Of course, any group can
claimto betrue Christianity “restored” and,
infact, many other groups—from the Mor-
monsto Gwen Shamblin’s Remnant Fell ow-
ship—make this exact same claim. The
“great apostasy” teaching is very conve-
nient indeed! But, it does create a very
thorny problem—if therewasa JW organi-
zation in the first century that apostatized
andfell out of favor with God, how are JW's
purer and superior (as they continually
boast) to “ Christendom?’

The“slave’'s”role in
“Christendom”

The one thing you really need to un-
derstand about the Jehovah's Witness or-
ganization is that they hate the Christian
Church with a passion! All Christian de-
nominations and sects are together deroga-
torily labeled as “Christendom”—the
“weeds’ of Jesusillustration—an evil reli-
gious entity that apostatized early on in
Christian history and continues to mislead
the deluded masses today. Ironically
though, if the WTBTS story about the great
apostasy istrue, it was the JWsown F&D
dave from the first century who “lost the
faith” that needed to be restored by CT
Russell in the 1870's. If the original F&D
dave (commissioned by Jesus) had only
remained FAITHFUL, no apostasy or Pa-
gan teaching would ever have taken hold!
But, no. Astheoriginal F& D slave aposta
tized and took on Pagan beliefs,
“Christendom” was born. Therefore, the
“F&D slave” was an integral part of
Christendom for many centuries, sharedin
all her aleged errorsin theology and prac-
tice, aswell as her wars, crusades, and in-
quisitions. Somehow, thislogical inference
escapes the average JW. So, to make sure
theissueremainssufficiently fuzzy to keep
their adherentswith the program, it became
necessary for the current F&D dlavetoin-
vent an aternate history for itself—one not
so bedded with evil “Christendom.”

Thisdternategtory claimsthe F& D dave
did not really apogtatize (so, who did?). They
allegedly existed down through history asa
group receiving their ingtructionsfrom God,
remaining completely faithful and loyal to
Him, and dispensing truth (“food at the proper
time”) tothe peopleof every erafromthefirst
century to our present day. They have mas-

lying cover-up that they are.

The two-story two-step

Keepingin mind Story #1—the* great
apostasy,” nineteenth-century-restoration
theory, we move on to Story #2. Revisiting
the parable of the “wheat and the weeds,”
the WTBTS's aforementioned book
JEHOVAH' SWITNESES PROCLAIMERS
OF GOD’SKINGDOM states on page 44
that “True Christianity then, was never
completely stamped out.” Thearticlegoes
on to name some “truth lovers’ (Wycliffe,
Tyndale, Second Adventist George Storrs,
and others) who were on the scene at vari-
ous pointsin church history. The implica-
tionisthat some of them were of the* wheat
class,” (ak.a. true Christians, ak.a. JWs,
ak.a. the F& D dave organization) hoping
the reader will come away believing good
“wheat” did exist down through history and
did not participatein Christendom’s*“sins’
or her supposedly Pagan teachings. Yet,
they weasel around actually labeling these
men as “wheat” saying:

“Although we cannot positively
identify any of such persons as the
wheat of Jesus’ illustration, cer-
tainly ‘Jehovah knows those who
belong to Him."”

Thisisasmokescreen, like so much of
the WTBTS's verbiage. They cannot just
identify these “truth lovers’ as Christians,
because some sharp person might just “ no-
tice” Tyndale, Wycliffe, and yes, even
Russell’s Adventist associate George
Storrs, were NOT Jehovah's Witnesses—
in either doctrine or practice—by any
stretch of theimagination. And those of us
familiar with WTBT Steachingsknow if they
were not JWsreceiving their spiritual food
solely from the F& D slave class organiza-
tion of Jehovah’sWitnesses, they were not
true Christians. Remember, accordingtothe
WTBTS, nobody can hope to understand
the Bible without the F&D dave's provi-
sion of study guides, magazines, etc.

“... Besides individually pos-
sessing God’s Word, we need a
theocratic organization. Yes, be-
sides having God'’s Spirit of illumi-
nation, a Christian needs
Jehovah’s theocratic organization
in order to understand the Bible. He
needs to attend the meetings ar-
ranged for by that organization and
to study with fellow Christians ...
Jehovah God is dealing with his or-
ganization, and does not deal with

and make this ministry possible. ;
yp t.erfully woven th.&ee two conFradlgtor){ sto- individuals who are outside of his
M rfestogether. It will be our object, in thisar- organization or who defiantly try to
ticle, to separate and unmask them as the actindependently of it.”®
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“Jehovah God ... does not deal with individuals” —keep this
in mind aswe proceed. So, the vague intimations some of these
men might have been true Christians or “wheat” is merely a
rabbit trail. It is offered because the WTBTS cannot produce a
single, solitary scrap of historical evidence that even one JW
(or any person holding their doctrines but going by another
name) existed before their real beginning in the 1870’s. Much
less can they show an organized group (the F&D slave) has
been on the scene—century after century, generation after gen-
eration since appointed by Christin 33 AD (or CE, asthe WTBTS
would have it)—faithfully interpreting the Bible and providing
spiritual food to “truth lovers” (JWs) of every age. Yet, we
shall see that thisis exactly what they teach as fact.

The phantom “slave”

Why isthere no evidence for the F& D slave’'s existencein
the historical record? My dears, the answer to that is simple—
the inconsistent and highly contradictory history of the “faith-
ful and discreet slave” (as taught by the WTBTS) is a phan-
tom—a lie—a preposterous fraud! They are dancing the two-
story two-step, and both stories are bogus!

Getting the story straight
What arethetwo storiesagain? L et’slook at them together for
the sake of comparison:

Story #1: True Christianity apostatized soon after the
death of the Apostles. Thisapostasy did not take place all at
once, but involved a syncretization process that came about
likethis: After Christ’s Apostlesdied, their followersor dis-
ciples began slowly to mix elements of the true faith with
elements of Paganism. This resulted in a totaly apostate
church (a.k.a. thevileand evil “Christendom™) within afew
centuriestime. True Chrigtians (a.k.a. “thewhesat,” ak.a“truth
lovers”) existed, but they wereindependent individual s scat-
tered here and there among “ Christendom’s” various denomi-
nations and movements, and no one can say for a certainty
who they were.

Story #2: TrueChrigtianity never reallyapostatized at all.
The true Christians (the “wheat,” the Christ-appointed F&D
dave) remained LOYAL AND PURE down through the centu-
ries, one generation of the F&D dave faithfully feeding the
next. Being found faithful at Christ’sreturn, the F& D davewas
rewarded by being appointed over al the Master’sbelongings.
Imitation Christians appeared on the scene after the death of
the Apostles, but never gained dominanceover the F& D dave,
nor turned the F& D daveto disloyalty or to false teaching.

So, whilethe WTBTS asserts there was a “ great apostasy” in
the early centuries and most believersfell away into Pagan teach-
ing, they teach (according to Story #2, anyway) a remnant of be-
lievers (JWs, naturally) resisted the urge to “Paganize” and re-
mained ever true to Jehovah with their light getting ever brighter.
This supposed remnant of anointed JWs is the “the faithful and
discreet dave’ of Matthew 24 whom Jesus allegedly found and
rewarded when he“returned” invisibly intheyear 1914.” Only one
problem: The two stories—the “ great apostasy” and the “faithful
remnant”—are completely incompatible and show the WTBTS's
history to be afairy tale.

Let'stake alook at the confounding contradictions about the
history of “Jehovah’'s Organization” and its ever faithful “save”

that are espoused by the WTBTS out of both sides of its mouth.

The “F&D slave” has been in continuous existence
down through church history, though its identity
may have been “unclear”
In the article entitled, “Do you appreciate the Faithful and
Discreet Slave?” theMarch 1, 1981 WatcHTowER States, on page 24:
“Beginning with Pentecost, 33 CE and continuing
through the 19 centuries since then, this slavelike con-
gregation has been feeding its members spiritually, doing
so faithfully and discreetly ... Especially has the identity of
this ‘slave’ become clear at the time of Christ’s return or
presence.”
Note the slave has not only been in continuous existence,
but it continued throughout the centuries faithfully feeding the
flock of JWs.

The slave has always been a group, not individu-
als scattered here and there
Isit possible the slave did exist down through history but
was only an individual here and there and so “ disappeared” for
that reason? NO. Not at all! For, asthe WTBTSitself proclaims:
“Witnesses of Jehovah understand that the ‘slave’ is
comprised of all anointed Christians as a group [emphasis
theirg] on earth at any given time during the 19 centuries
since Pentecost.”®
In addition, as we should all know by now, Jehovah God
never works through individuals—He only works through His
organization!

The slave would remain loyal, and the evil slave
would never gain dominance over them

It is amost important point that the slave did not aposta-
tize along with “ Christendom”—*"he” remained LOYAL to Je-
hovah since 33 CE.

“Shortly after Jesus’ resurrection and ascension to
heaven he formed the Christian congregation, on Pente-
cost day of the year 33 CE. There the ‘faithful and discreet
slave’ class, with Jesus’ apostles taking the lead, began
to feed theindividuals in God’s newly formed ‘household
of faith’ with spiritual food. This slave class, the spirit-
anointed Christian congregation, would remain loyal right
down to the time of Christ’s coming to destroy the present
wicked system of things.”®

The slave remained loyal, did it? Later we shall detail ex-
actly what loyalty to Jehovah means, according to the WTBTS.
But for now, we shall just comment that if the slave had re-
mained faithful and loyal, the slave would never have gotten
involved in any of the practices identified by the WTBTS as
being Pagan, such as holiday celebration, use of the cross,
Phrenology, Pyramidology, participation in war, etc. If at any
time they had done any of these things, they would have gone
into DARKNESS, and the light would have blinked out and
they immediately would have become weeds just like everyone
else. Yet, of course, according to Story #1, the slave was “ soiled”
by all of these things, but did not become weeds, just weedy!
This seems to be most inconsistent.

Would the weeds ever gain dominance over the wheat? No.
Christ would not allow that.

“Christ would not let any such disloyal ones have domi-
nance over or break up his congregation and stop the

(Continued on next page)
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“Weeds” (Continued from page 3)
work itis doing.”1°

This statement makesit hard to understand just how the dlave
could “ disappear from view.” And, if the weeds could not break
up the congregation or stop thework it wasdoing, why havewe no
record of their work down through history?

The “slave” fed not only itself but also each suc-
ceeding generation from Pentecost until now

The Jan. 15, 1975 WAatcHTOWER Say's on page 46:

“Jesus had said: ‘Look! l am with you all the days until
the conclusion of this system of things.” (Matt. 28:20)
Jesus Christ is the Head of the congregation, his slave,
and his words show that he would strengthen them to
feed his “domestics” right down through the centuries.
Apparently one generation of the “slave” class fed the
succeeding generation thereof, as well as continuing to
feed themselves ... no individual could have provided so
well. But with family effort, all are well fed. As a family
[emphasis theirs] they are one body, just as the ‘faithful
and discreet slave’.”

The slave was not an individua or individuals, but it was a
family, a body, an organization. Yes, the organization itself dates
back to the first century, according to the WTBTS.

“... if you were a true worshipper of Jehovah in the first
century, you had to be a part of his Christian organization.”

And “God has always used an organization,” and eterna
lifeisunattainablewithout it:

“A third requirement [for eternal life] is that we be as-
sociated with God’s channel, his organization. God has
always used an organization.”?

Nor would Jehovah have used the slave to feed each succeed-
ing generation if they wereisolated, independent individual s scat-
tered here and there across the globe.

“Jesus Christ himself called attention to this method
of feeding his people—not as isolated, independent indi-
viduals, but as a close-knit body of Christians having real
love and care for each other.”

Since the WTBTS teaches the slave fed itself and all ensuing
generations, “he” (the slave) had to be an organization to accom-
plish this. Scattered individuals could not feed even themselves,
much less others. The JWs apol ogetics manual, Reasoning from
the Scriptures, on pages 282-3, makesit very clear that “true Chris-
tians would be an organized people,” and faithful servants of
God could not be individuals who are scattered in the various
churches of Christendom. In fact, the slave, either corporately or
individually, could not possibly have beeninvolved in Christendom
in any way because:

“How clear itis that, as in times past, Jehovah God has
avisible organization today! ... However, we cannot be part
of God’s organization and, at the same time, be part of
falsereligion ... for what fellowship do righteousness and
lawlessness have? Or what sharing does light have with
darkness? ... we could not be obeying that command by
remaining a part of, or of giving support to, areligious orga-
nization other than the one Jehovah is using.”**

So much for the “truth lovers’ the WTBTS lauds in the
PROCLAIMERSbook—they were not thewheat, not thedave! They
were WEEDS pureand simple, part of fa sereligion—" Christendom.”
Why would the WTBTS praise these apostates, anyway?

The “slave’s” food is “progressive” and the light
always gets “brighter and brighter”
Any person at all familiar with the WTBTS knowsthey claim

toreceive“new light” from Jehovah all thetime. Thedavefaithfully
feeds its subjects and the “spiritual feeding program” is progres-
sive. The light keeps getting brighter and brighter astime goes on,
which conveniently gives the WTBTS cover for al of its now-
discarded, former “truths.” © So, sincethelight isprogressive, the
slave'slight, if hereally existed down through the years, must have
kept right on getting brighter and brighter over the centuries be-
tween Pentecost when they werefirst appointed until modern times.
In other words, the slave’s understanding of scriptural truth had to
continually build upon itself, which would necessarily mean the
slave had much greater light in the sixth, tenth, or fifteenth centu-
ries than did the Apostles in the first century CE. It would also
mean the slave’s understanding of the truth could never have been
even temporarily darker than in the apostolic period. The slave
would enjoy the privilege of knowing everything Peter and Paul
knew plustherich additional information (light) they had received
in the ensuing centuries. Are you with me so far?

About the progressive nature of the food dispensed, the July
15, 1960 WaTCHTOWER States:

“Down through the years the slavelike congregation
has been feeding its true members faithfully and dis-
creetly. From Pentecost, AD 33, up to this very present
hour this has been lovingly and carefully performed. Yes,
and these ‘domestics’ have been fed on progressive spiri-
tual food that keeps them abreast of the ‘bright light that
is getting lighter and lighter until the day is firmly estab-
lished.” All this has been proved to be ‘food at the proper
time’ as stated by Jesus.”

Wouldn't you think, then, with all that faithful feeding going
on, that the day would have been firmly established by 600-700 AD
or so?But, no, not according to Story #1. Theslave by 700 AD was
in very deep weeds, if you' |l pardon the expression.©

The path of the unrighteous righteous

The teaching of “progressive light,” which is the WTBTS's
justification for the shifting nature of the “truth” it expounds, is
supposedly backed upin Scripture at Proverbs4:18. | think it would
beworthwhileto examinethat Scripture before moving on. Inlook-
ing at the passage, we see there are two paths spelled out there.
There is the path of the RIGHTEOUS, which is the path that had
been allegedly trod down through the centuries by the F& D slave
(the“wheat”). Now, what about the other path? Oh, that isthe path
of the UNRIGHTEOQOUS (the“weeds”) of which Prov. 4:14-15 says:

“Into the path of the wicked ones do not enter, and do
not walk straight on into the way of the bad ones. Shunit,
do not pass along by it, turn aside from it, and pass along.”

What would happen to any who would not listen to this ad-
vice? Verse 19 states:

“The way of the wicked ones is like gloom. They have
not known at what they keep stumbling.”

Therefore, we must ask what would happenif, at any time over
the centuries, the slave had chosen the path of the wicked. Well,
the light would blink out, of course. That would be the end of the
progressive feeding program right there, and they would now
stumble aong with therest of the weedsin the gloom. According to
Story #1, that is exactly what happened, but Story #2 denies that.

Now you see him, now you don’t, now you do again
The July 15, 1960 WatcHTOWER States on page 435:
“From the 1870’s onward the thin line of true Chris-
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tians began to come to historic view again as in the days
of the first century.”
Thisisimportant. Thedavehasnow “come to ... view again.”
If Story #2 hasany truth init at al, and the dave has indeed existed
down through the centuries as “wheat,” one generation feeding the
next, they will be loyal, they will be a group, and their teachings
would have been progressively getting “ brighter” down through his-
tory. Yet, amazingly, the WTBTSdeniesthis, and informs usthat:

The slave was not a group, but was made up of
scattered individuals who were part of
Christendom—the “weeds”

“A decided move was made by many of the wheat
group to disassociate themselves from the many weedlike
sects of Christendom.” ¢

Now this creates a real problem, doesn't it? Why would the
“wheat” (the slave) need to disassociate itself from Christendom?
When and how did they become associated with Christendom, the
weeds?Hadn't they stayed LOYAL all through the centuries? Story
#2 demandsit!

“ After speaking of the faithful and discreet slave that
would be loyal till his coming ... We note that Jesus did
not say that the ‘faithful and discreet slave’ would turn
disloyal ... Jehovah God will have only loyal tested ones
as inheritors of the Kingdom.”

If the dlave had at some point apostatized and disloyally got-
teninvolved with evil Christendom, they, of course, would no longer
bethefaithful and discreet slave, right? They would be weeds just
like everyone elsewho fell into apostasy. However, let’sgo on:.

“This gathered group of Christians from many
parts of the earth formed a new association that
later came to be known as Jehovah’s Witnesses.” 1

Here is another major problem. Why would the slave class
need to be gathered? When had it gotten scattered? Remember the
WTBTS saystheloyal slavewasalwaysagroup—never individu-
als, and Jehovah God does not ever work with individuals or give
them any light on the Scriptures. He always and only worksthrough
theorganization! Logically then, if they wereindividuals, they were
not the faithful and discreet slave. And if they were any part of
Christendom, they a so wereeliminated asbeing the dave, of course,
since one “cannot be a part of God’s organization and at the
same time, be part of false religion.”

Oops—The slave had not remained loyal, his
light had to be “restored”

The July 15, 1960 WATCHTOWER, page 435, goeson to say:
“Yes, the ‘domestics,’ orindividual anointed ones, were
being spiritually revived with increasingly restored light
of Bible truth by the collective ‘slave’ group.”

The “collective slave group” revived its members with re-
stored light? Huh? What kind of double-talk is this? How did the
collective slave, scattered as it was, get revived in order to revive
individual membersof itself?Wheredid the“restored light” come
from?Who could revive the lave once he had fallen into apostasy
and had become aweed, no different from therest of Christendom?
Could CT Russell have doneit? Could he have read the Bible and
“discovered” these lost truths and gathered together the “slave
individuals” and taught them? No, because according to the
WTBTS, NO INDIVIDUAL can understand the Bible without the
faithful and discreet slave! Jehovah God never works with indi-
viduals—He always uses organization!

The wheat (slave) did survive and shone as brightly
as the sun

The July 15, 1960 WaTtcHToweR al so asks the question, on the
same page:

“Would Satan entirely succeed, with no wheat left af-
ter the master’'s absence of 1900 years? Jesus confi-
dently answers that question in the above-referenced-to
illustration of the sower by saying, ‘Just as the weeds are
collected and burned with fire, so it will be in the consum-
mation of this system of things. At that time, the righteous
ones will shine as brightly as the sun in the kingdom of
their Father.’ So it was indicated that many of the ‘wheat’
class of righteous ones, anointed ones, would survive
here on earth up to and during the ‘time of the end.””

This scenario is impossible for this reason: If the slave has
indeed been scattered, has associated with the weedlike
Christendom, and become an unfaithful, evil slave, why would it
not be burned along with the rest of the weeds? Of courseit would!
Yet, according to the WTBTS, the dlave is righteous and shining.
However, Scripture tells usthat if a person gets on the path of the
wicked, heisunrighteous, and the light would not get brighter and
brighter for him at all (Prov 4:19). How would such aone shine?

The slave was an awake spiritual watchman with
unclean garments from long association with
Christian apostasy

Just how bad was this apostasy? The July 15, 1960 WAaTcH-
TOWER, page 435:

“Under the direction of this religious corporation the
great world-wide campaign to announce the 1914 end of
the ‘times of the nations’ was undertaken, as mentioned
earlier. The Watchtower Witnesses of Jehovah proved to
be awake spiritual watchmen. But the scriptures describe
them as having unclean garments because of their long
association with Christian apostasy.”°

Long association? Just how long of an association did the
slave have with weedy Christendom? How many generations ago
had the slave lost hislight? How did “he” get it back?

The slave’s practices and beliefs were similar to
weedlike Christendom
“They had many practices, characteristics and beliefs
similar to the weedlike sects of Christendom. So from
1914 to 1918 a period of fiery testing came upon them,
not unlike the ancient period of Babylonish captivity of the
Jews back in 607-537 BC.”

Israel was sent off to Babylon for blatant apostasy. Is this
what the slave was guilty of—blatant apostasy of the highest or-
der? Of course! The WTBTS aways teaches that apostates make
up the EVIL SLAVE—but here they aretelling us the loyal F&D
slave was made up of apostates too.

The slave was worldly, unclean, polluted, and
weedlike, so Jehovah god reproached the slave
and sent the slave into Babylonish captivity for
apostasy
“All this came to pass in connection with transgression
on their partin having the fear of man, not conducting them-
selves in a strictly neutral way during the war years, and
being tainted with many religiously unclean practices.”®
Can thisgroup of apostates be the same group who on the last
page (page 435 of this same WatcHTower) was called “ shining righ-

teous ones?’ Let’s go on: (Continued on next page)
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“Weeds” (Continued from page 5)

“Jehovah and Jesus Christ permitted these witnesses
to be reproached, persecuted, banned, and their officers
imprisoned by the nations of this old world. Notice, how-
ever, that this watchman’s voice was not stilled until they
had completed their pre-1914 phenomenal work of warn-
ing the peoples of the nations.”

Puuuleeeeease! If their pre-1914 work was phenomenal, it was
phenomenally foolish! The apostate davewas“ warning the peoples
of the nations” of something that never came to pass—they were
prophesying Armageddon was to occur in 1914, and that the great
battle had, in fact, aready commenced (see Sudiesin the Scriptures,
vol. 2, p101, 1907 edition)! Why would God wait until they had finished
broadcasting thisfal se prophecy dl over theworld before taking them
off into captivity? Did Hehaveto wait and seeif they would turn out to
be right? Oy vey! The WATCHTOWER goes on to say:

“As we now know, this watchman class of the ‘faithful
and discreet slave’ was being cleansed for still greater
watchman service in the turbulent years to follow their
restoration in 1919.”

They have just told us that this group was world tainted, having
the fear of man, garment polluted, religioudy unclean, weedlike, and
sent off to captivity for apostasy. By what logic do they then refer to
the dave as “faithful and discreet?” The phrase “to follow their
restoration in 1919” isinteresting aso, since we have seen that the
dave had aready been“restored” and“revived” inthe 1870's. How
many times did they have to be restored? Why would they have to be
restored anyway, since Story #2 claims the dave faithfully fed itself
“food at the proper time” down through the centuries, which could
only have resulted in brighter and brighter light?

How does this work out in practice? If someone in the slave
class decided to teach or “feed” some Pagan theory (such as
Pyramidology) totheflock asCT Russell DID, would thisnew pyra-
mid teaching be“ brighter” than the light they had prior to receiving
it? I wouldn’t think so. Even the WTBTS today admits the
Pyramidology they taught is a grossly Pagan teaching. So, if the
dave'slight does not always get brighter but sometimes gets much
darker, how can the WTBTS use Prov 4:18 to excusetheir errors?

The slave was sent into captivity because they
held many false doctrines

The book Jehovah’'s Witnesses in the Divine Purpose on page 91
explainswhy they were sent into thisBabyl onish captivity in thisway:

“There were many false doctrines and practices that
had not been cleaned out of the organization ... With con-
siderable misunderstanding they had accepted earthly
political governments as the ‘superior authorities’ that God
had ordained according to Romans 13:1.”

Yet, this supposed “considerable misunderstanding” that
earthly political governments are the superior authoritiesis exactly
what they teach today! What’s up with this? Can thelight get darker
and then lighter again? How are we supposed to know what isreally
true for all time?

The Bible speaks

How doesthis scenario fit the Bible anyway? The verse quoted
by the WTBTS to back the all-important F&D slave teaching is
Matthew 24:45:

“Who really is the faithful and discreet slave whom his
master appointed over hisdomestics, to givethem their food
at the proper time? Happy is that dave if his master on
arriving finds him doing so. Truly | say to YOU, He will

appoint him over all hisbelongings.” %

Where in this passage does it even imply that if the master
found the slave UNFAITHFUL upon hisreturn that the faithless
one would still be appointed over al of the master’s belongings?
According to this passage, woul d the master (Jesus) return to find
his slave in apostasy and send “him” into Babylonish captivity?

At what point should we imagine Jesus said to the Watch-
tower dave, “Well done?’ Before he sent them into captivity?
After? Whether before of after, WHY ? What had they accom-
plished that waswell done or good and faithful ? Even punishment
with captivity would not make them faithful and discreet; at best it
would only make them penitent. But the passage does not men-
tion a penitent unfaithful slave rewarded with “new lofty ser-
vice.” It doesgo ontotalk about an evil unfaithful slave, however,
but for some reason the WTBTS thinks that title refers to some
other unfaithful apostates! Matthew 24:48-51 states:

“Butif ever that EVIL SLAVE [emphasisours] should
say in hisheart, ‘My master isdelaying,” and should start
to beat hisfellow slaves and should eat and drink with the
confirmed drunkards, the master of that slave will come
on a day that he does not expect and in an hour that he
does not know, and will punish him with the greatest se-
verity and will assign him his part with the hypocrites.
There is where [his] weeping and the gnashing of [hig]
teeth will be.” 2

It isthe evil dave who is punished when the master returns.
JWsneed to really consider theimplications of this. Note the evil
dlave thought he knew exactly when his master was supposed to
arrive, and so believed the master was delaying. As far as the
beating of fellow slaves is concerned, that sounds like a spiritu-
ally abusive situation to me. Maybe the evil dave told its fellow
davesthey werereally supposed to serve and obey him as God's
supposed representative on earth? Maybe he told them that, if
they wanted to gain eterna life, they had to please him, follow his
directives, and obey his rules?®

The slave was brought back from captivity and
rewarded with “new lofty service” even though
they continued in the same Pagan practices
long after 1919
“A faithful remnant of some thousands of the ‘domes-
tics’ of the ‘faithful and discreet slave’ class survived
this time of testing. From the spring of 1919 forward they
began to rise from the dust of inactivity to their new lofty
service as watchmen to the world.”?

They say this even though they have already taught the slave
class had already been employed as “watchmen to the world,”
warning the nations erroneously about all they prophesied would
happenin 1914, but that did not happen. Why did God grant them
a“new lofty service” after they had just come out of apostasy?
Then again, why say they came out of apostasy at all, considering
they celebrated birthdays and holidays until the late 20's, still
displayed crosses for years, and taught the world was now going
to end in 1925, and that Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob were to be
resurrected at that time? Worse, they erected a nine-foot pyramid
at Charles Taze Russell’s gravesite in 1919 right after they were
released from this so-called captivity. Reasonably then, why would
the Lord have released and rewarded them?

The slave was “rich in its loyalty and integrity,”
and “strong in its ancient faith,” and “obedient,”
which is why it was rewarded with kingdom
service, which Jehovah surely would not leave
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“in the hands of a novice organization of spiri-
tual babes”

The last paragraph of page 436 of the July 15, 1960 WAaTcH-
ToweR really capsit. It states:

“Now that the long-expected Kingdom had become an
established reality in heaven, surely its growing interests
in the earth after 1919 would not be left in the hands of a
novice organization of spiritual babes. And that proved to
be true. It was the 1900-year-old ‘faithful and discreet
slave,’ the old Christian congregation, that was entrusted
with this precious Kingdom service.”

This“faithful” 1900-year-old slave had apostatized some un-
specified number of years prior to its “restoration,” although no-
where is it spelled out how any restoration was possible with no
one UN-apostatized to teach the others. To reiterate, no one can
understand the Bible without the slave, and the slave had lost his
light on the Scriptures. Where did the light comefrom to restore the
truth? The WatcHTOWER goes on extolling the slave:

“Richinits loyalty and integrity, long in its patient
suffering and of persecution, strong in its ancient
faith in Jehovah’s precious promises, confident in
the leadership of its invisible Lord, Jesus Christ, obe-
dientinits centuries-old commission to be witnesses
in the earth, finally cleansed by a fiery test by 1918,
the matured ‘slave’ as represented by aremnant now
stood ready for new assignments of service.”

How can this be the same group spoken of across the page?

What was it about the leadership’sjail time that made them loyal,
obedient etc.? Another thing we could imply from thisisthat it is
quite possible to be a faithful obedient slave, rich in loyalty and
integrity and still celebrate birthdays, Christmas, Easter, display
crosses, etc. If it were not possible, then neither would the slave
have been doing any of those things.

What does it mean to be loyal?

Sincethe WTBTS maintainsthe 1900-year-old davewas“rich
in loyalty,” the question begsto be asked—what doesit mean to be
loyal to Jehovah? Naturally, we don’t have to speculate—the
WTBTStelsusin no uncertaintermswhat loyalty is, and what you
have to do to remain loyal to Jehovah God. The March 15, 1996
WATCHTOWER, On page 15 states:

“Loyalty to Jehovah God will also keep us from
doing anything that would bring reproach upon his
name and kingdom ... loyalty to God also involves not
yielding to the fear of man ... thus, we do not compro-
mise when faced with persecution ... If we are loyal
to Jehovah God, we will avoid making friends with his
enemies ... loyalty to Jehovah’s organization means
having nothing to do with apostates.”

So, if the slave existed at all down through the centuries, as
taught in Story #2, he certainly was NOT loyal to Jehovah! The
dlave compromised the truth, brought reproach on his name and
kingdom, made friends with God's enemies, and as far as having
nothing to do with apostates—they joined “ Christendom!!!”

(Continued on next page)
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Let's wrap it up

L ook at thischart. According to the WTBTS's conflicting claims:

The WTBTS’s Conflicting Claims of its History

The faithful and discreet slave organization was
founded by Jesus in 33 CE

The slave organization was founded by CT Russell
in the late 1870's

The slave has been in continuous existence down
through the centuries feeding ever-brighter truth to
itself for 1900+ years

The “great apostasy” washed over and overwhelmed
the little faithful slave soon after the death of the
Apostles, and “he” became associated with
“Christendom”

The slave has always remained a cohesive group—
not scattered individuals; true Christians would never
take part in false religion

The slave was comprised of individuals scattered
amongst weedy Christendom who took part in false
religion

God always works only through organization—no
interpretation or understanding of the Bible is given
to individuals, no matter how much Bible reading
they do

God worked through CT Russell—giving him the
ability to understand and interpret Scripture and
restore the “truth” which had been “lost” for cen-
turies ... Russell immediately led the group into
Pagan Pyramidology, Phrenology, and other late-
nineteenth-century heretical movements and
ideas so wacky that even evil “weedy”
“Christendom” never adopted them

The slave remained loyal, and the evil slave did not
gain dominance over them

The slave did not remain loyal, but was part of weedy
Christendom, which thoroughly dominated them

The slave fed not only itself, but each succeeding
generation fed the next—everyone was well-fed

The slave could feed no one, since “he” was scat-
tered soon after the death of the Apostles, becoming
part of false religion.

The light the faithful and discreet slave receives is
progressive and it always gets brighter and brighter.

The slave’s light blinked out and the slave was in
total darkness—his light needed to be “restored”

The slave was revived and his light restored in the
late nineteenth century

After the “great apostasy,” there was no cohesive F&D
slave organization to receive the light needed to “re-
store” the lost truth

The “wheatlike” slave remained righteous and shone
as brightly as the sun

The slave’s practices and beliefs were the same as
weedy Christendom'’s

The slave was rich in loyalty and integrity and
strong in its ancient faith, which is why “he” was
rewarded by Christ upon His invisible return

The slave’s garments were polluted and unclean
from long association with Christian apostasy, which
is why he was sent into Babylonish captivity

The slave was released from Babylonish captivity in
1919 and given even greater privileges now that they
were cleansed

After the slave’s release from captivity, “he” immedi-
ately (in 1919) built a huge Pagan stone pyramid
near Russell’s gravesite in a cemetery outside of
Pittsburgh PA and continued to lead the flock into
Pagan ideas and practices long after 1919

Jehovah God surely would not put kingdom inter-
ests in the hands of a novice organization of spiritual
babes

Jehovah God placed all of his kingdom interests in the
hands of a novice organization that had just recently
emerged from, but still clung to, many of the beliefs
and practices of weedy Christendom plus some
strange Pagan teachings the slave found elsewhere

How can these claims be assessed? Logically, the slave can-
not at the same time be: Faithful yet unfaithful; dispensing only
ever-progressive light, yet gone into darkness; obedient, yet apos-
tate; finally cleansed, yet still dirty; associated with “weed”
Christendom, yet still “wheat” who would not be burned; a group
dispensing spiritual food to itsindividual members, yet scatteredin
variousreligious organizations; righteous shining lights, who were
sent into captivity for their Pagan practices and apostasy.

What difference does it make anyway? Should we care the

WTBTS's teaching of its history does not match up to the facts?
Yes, Gentle Reader, it makes all the difference in the world. The
WTBTS bases its authority on Matthew 24 and claims to be that
slavewho isthe only God-approved religion who isresponsiblefor
providing spiritual food for all. People are actually asked to put
their faith in the slave organization to attain salvation! % Pretty big
claimsfor alate-nineteenth-century-arrival religiousgroup! Never-
theless, they expect us to pay homage to them and actually wor-
ship God through them!% All their boasting about the slave re-
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minds me of Dorothy and her group and their encounter with the
Wizard of Oz. All that buildup of hopes and expectations, but what
happened? They saw something the “wizard” did not intend them
to see—the little man who really was the one running the show.
What did “thewizard” say to them when herealized hewasfound
out?* Pay no attention to the man behind the curtain!” Don’t look,
don’t see, and don’t investigate. Just believe | am what | pretend
['am.

If the “slave” has existed throughout the centuries dis-
pensing food at the proper time, and, in fact, was approved for
whatever reason by Jesus in 1919, and appointed as the one
true channel of God's truth, we should all be following him.
However, if this history isbogus, then we could read the Bible
for ourselves, could we not? We wouldn’t need to come to any
manmade organization for salvation, but could come directly
to Jesus, as He invites all to do.

Lovetoal,

*The WaTcHTOWER is one of two bi-monthly publications of the Watchtower
Bible and Tract Society (also known as Jehovah's Witnesses) which keeps

the members abreast of the Organizations latest teachings.

**The Watchtower Bible and Tract Society (also referred to as “Jehovah’s
Organization”) is the government or clergy of the Jehovah's Witnesses.

tJehovah's Witnesses are the members of the Watchtower Bible and Tract
Society.

ENDNOTES:

1. The religion of the WTBTS is a rather bizarre two-class
system—the upper crust “anointed” JWs which number less than
10,000 people, and the lower class “great crowd” comprised of all
the other millions of JWs. The upper class JWs are the only ones
who are supposedly born again, who have Jesus as their
mediator, and who will eventually rule over the earth (and the
great crowd) with him. The great crowd or “other sheep” are their
loyal subjects who may eventually earn eternal life on Paradise
earth if they faithfully and unquestioningly obey the dictates of the
“anointed,” now and forever.

2. The WatcHTOWER, June 15, 1957, p370: “It is vital that we
appreciate this fact and respond to the directions of the “slave” as
we would to the voice of God, because it is His provision.”

The WaTcHTOWER, February 15, 1976, p124 : “Would not a failure to
respond to direction from God through his organization really
indicate a rejection of divine rulership?”

3. The WatcHTOWER, June 15, 1951, p375: “...Besides individually pos-
sessing God’s word, we need a theocratic organization. Yes, be-
sides having God’s spirit of illumination, a Christian needs Jehovah's
theocratic organization in order to understand the Bible.”

4. The WaTcHTOWER, February 1, 1952, p79-80: “God interprets and
teaches, through Christ the Chief Servant, who in turn uses the
discreet slave as the visible channel, the visible theocratic
organization ... The truth we are to publish are the ones provided
through the discreet-slave class organization, not some personal
opinions contrary to what the slave has provided as timely food.

5. CT Russell, ZION'S WATCH TOWER, September 1, 1893, p266:
“There is no organization today clothed with such divine authority to
imperiously command mankind. There is no organization doing this
today; though we are well aware that many of them in theory claim
that they ought to be able to do so.”

6. The WaTcHTOWER, June 15, 1951, p375 and the WATCHTOWER,
October 1, 1967, p587 state: “The Bible is an organizational book
and belongs to the Christian congregation as an organization, not to
individuals, regardless of how sincerely they may believe that they
can interpret the Bible.”

7. YOU CAN LIVE FOREVER IN PARADISE ON EARTH (New York,
NY: Watchtower Bible and Tract Society of New York, Inc., 1982)
p193: “On his return in Kingdom power in the year 1914, did Christ
find a ‘faithful and discreet slave’ class providing spiritual ‘food’ or
information? Yes, he found such a ‘slave’ made up of the remaining
ones on earth of his 144,000 brothers.” Very inconveniently for the
sake of this story, Russell and his followers believed in 1914 that
Russell ALONE was the “slave.” Moreover, Russell emphatically
taught that the “slave” could not have been a class of people but
must be ONE individual only! So if Christ returned in 1914 and found
a faithful slave GROUP, and rewarded them for their faithfulness,
watchfulness, etc., they never knew it! Even after Russell died, his
followers continued to look to him as the faithful servant, even
believing that he gave them direction from heaven! The slave-as-
class teaching came on the scene some years later.

8. The WatcHTOWER, March 1, 1981, p24.

9. The WatcHTOWER, February 15, 1975, p109.

10. The WaTcHTOWER, February 15, 1975, p110.

11. YOU CAN LIVE ..., op. cit., p193.

12. The WaTcHTOWER, February 15, 1983, p12.

13. The WATcHTOWER, January 15, 1975, p47.

14. YOU CAN LIVE ..., op. cit.,, p202.

15. The New World Translation of the Holy Scriptures, (New York,
NY: Watchtower Bible and Tract Society of New York, Inc.,1984)
p812.

16. The WaTcHTOWER, July 15, 1960, p435.

17. The WaTtcHTOWER, February 15, 1975, p110.

18. The WAaTcHTOWER, July 15, 1960, p435.

19. Ibid.

20. Ibid., p436.

21. The New World Translation ..., op. cit., p1207.

19. Ibid.

22. The WatcHToweR, August 1, 1981, p26: “Your attitude toward the
wheatlike anointed brothers of Christ and the treatment you accord
them will be the determining factor as to whether you go into
‘everlasting cutting-off’ or receive ‘everlasting life.” Prove yourself to
be a loyal companion of the anointed ‘wheat’ class, the ‘faithful and
discreet slave,” whom Christ has appointed to provide spiritual ‘food
at the proper time.””

23. The WATCHTOWER, July 15, 1960, p436.

24. The WatcHToweR, March 1, 1979, front cover states: “PUT FAITH
in a VICTORIOUS ORGANIZATION;” and the WatcHTowER, November
15, 1981, p21: “... now the witness yet includes the invitation to
come to Jehovah's Organization for salvation.”

25. The WatcHTOowER, December 15, 1961, p748: “Jesus Christ is the
Foundation Cornerstone, and all true followers anointed with God’s
spirit are this superstructure built upon him to form a living house in
which God can dwell by His spirit ... It is through the agency of this
living spiritual temple that all mankind must henceforth render
acceptable worship to God.”

The foregoing is an excellent topic to discuss with JWs who
come to your door. Please feel free to write or e-mail us to re-
quest a document pack that can be used to present this material
to a JW. Joy Veinot; bjoyful@aol.com
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I have great hopes that we shall learn in due time how to
emotionalize and mythologize their science to such an ex-
tent that what is, in effect, a belief in us (though not under
that name) will creep in while the human mind remains closed to
belief in the Enemy. The “Life Force,” the worship of sex, and
some aspects of Psychoanalysis may here prove useful. If once
we can produce our perfect work—The Materialist Magician, the
man, not using, but veritably worshiping, what he vaguely calls
“Forces” while denying the existence of “spirits"—then the end of
the war will be in sight.*

C.S. Lewiswrotethesewordsin 1942, whilethe now-thriving
neo-Pagan movement was still initsinfancy. Lewis put thesewords
into the mouth of the sinister, but priggish, arch-devil Screwtape
who isinstructing his demon nephew Wormwood in the ways of
winning the spiritual war. While Lewiswould never consider the
above quote asaprophecy, the frightening fact isthat Screwtape’s
plan has become reality. Thousands of peoplein America are do-
ing just as Screwtape envisioned. They are worshiping “forces’
while denying the existence of the satanic spirits, and they are
doing it cloaked in psychobabble and carrying the banner of sexual
anarchy. Neo-Paganism and itsworldview arefacets of our culture
Christian apologetics must deal with. It is a group of people to
whomwemust “ givean answer for the hopethat iswithin uswith
gentlenessand respect.” 2 Apol ogetics and counter-cult researcher
Don Veinot contends that America's current spiritual climate is
more like the first century than any other time in history.® From
what we know of the first century, the greatest obstacle to Chris-
tianity was not Atheism (asit wasin thefirst half of the twentieth
century), it was Paganism. Lack of belief in God was not the prob-
lem, devotion to aplethoraof godswas. Paganism has come of age
in this country. It is couched in the terms of Jungian psychology,
wrapped in the shroud of Hindu pantheism and reincarnation, and
fueled by adistastefor Christian patriarchy and morality. How are
Christians to respond and communicate the Gospel to those who
do not even believein an objective reality? How are apologists to
defend the cosmological argument with people who do not even
acknowledge the supremacy of logic?

First we must understand why Pagans do not care about cos-
mology—why logical first causes are not an issue for them. Then
wemust find away to convince them that logic and first principles
are a reality with which they must cope. Then we should apply
those principles to the inconsistencies within the Pagan cosmol-
ogy. Confronted with this, most Paganswill admit thereisnoratio-
nal reason for their religion. However, they will continue to prac-
ticeit becauseit “ bringsthem peace” or it “ givesasense of power.”
One 16-year-old Pagan practitioner told me it was “the rush of
having control over energy.”* Thisisnot belief based on fact, but
rather Hedonism based on preference. In other words, Pagansrefuse
to accept the logic of Christian theism not because they have

notance of the Infinite:

Pagans, Logic, and God

by Jonathan Miles

assurance their experience is reality, but rather out of rebellion to
the implications of Christian morality. As Margot Adler explains,
“Many people said that they had become Pagans because they
could be themselves and act as they chose, without what they
felt were medieval notions of sin and guilt.”® Thisisat the heart of
the resurgence of Paganism in modernity. At thispoint, apologetics
must give way to evangelism. The only thing in existence that can
draw a human heart away from moral rebellion is the Holy Spirit
through the Gospel. As noted Apologist Norman Geidler has said,
“Apologetics can lead the horse to water, but only the Holy Spirit
can make him drink.”®

It should be noted that, aswith all apol ogetics and evangelism,
the entire exchange should be done with prayer and respect, for |
contend much of the reason Pagans refuse to discourse with Chris-
tians is because of theill-informed and belligerent responses they
receivefromthem.

Whilethisarticlewill deal with all aspectsof thisapologetic, it
will concentrate on the illogic of the Pagan’ cosmology and how
this subsequently nullifies the Pagan worldview. Once the argu-
ment is made for the inadequacy of Paganism as a viable under-
standing of reality, then the Christian can bare witness of a God
whoisrational, knowableand moral.

A Willful Ignorance: Pagans, Logic, and Reality

Before any apologetic can be utilized, the barrier of relativism
and irrationalism that pervades the Pagan mindset must be ad-
dressed. When anyone attempts to do apologetics with neo-Pa-
gans, onething continually blocksthe processto arguing the valid-
ity of or invalid nature of any system of belief. Logic just isn’'t
appreciated. Pagans object to any Christian apologetic with the
criticism that the apol ogist isbeing too rational and dogmatic about
hisor her own particular perspective onreality. We are charged with
using logic to destroy abeautiful experience. Sincelogicisjust one
aspect of reality, and reality itself is either relative or unknowable
objectively (depending on which Pagan you talk to); then logic is
not the only way of knowing truth and, therefore, not necessarily a
validway of determining what isright or believable. Wiccan author
Starhawk explainsthat witchcraft or the” Craft” has awaysbeen a
religion of poetry rather than theological belief 2 Experienceispre-
ferred over theological doctrine based onlogic. Adler describesher
own “conversion” to Wiccain terms of experience not belief:

“Like most neo-Pagans, | never converted in the ac-
cepted sense— never adopted any new beliefs. | simply
accepted, reaffirmed, and extended avery old experience.
| allowed certain kinds of feelings and ways of being back
into my life ... belief has never seemed very relevant to the
experiences and processes of the groups that call them-
selves collectively, the neo-Pagan movement.”®

Unlike Christianity, which groundsits experiencein the nature
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of arational God, Paganism sees such rationality as unnecessary
and even a straightjacket to experience:

“Anyone who believes in an orthodox truth—is like a
great tree which will be toppled and destroyed by the hur-
ricane of change that blows through this century, where
the Witch is like the reed which bends with the wind and
survives.” 0

Indeed, the perceived superiority of the Pagan worldview is
that one’s intell ectualism does not have to be sacrificed, since the
Craftisnot anti-intellectual but rather above theintellect:

“... | became sure that the Craft could be religion for
us skeptical middle class intellectuals: because it did not
require us to violate our intellectual integrity because it
operated nonintellectually, [sic] striking deep chords in
our emotional roots, because it could alter our state of
consciousness.”

Theintellect is seen as only one way of truly knowing reality.
Argument, thevehicleof logic, isseen asnot just onein amyriad of
waysof knowing reality. Logic (being by nature exclusive and abso-
lute) is seen as a poor way of knowing reality and rather close-
minded. One Pagan | know stated that one of the reasons Pagans
won't debate with Christians is that many of the Pagan religions
had been “demonized” by the Church and driven underground.
“Wiccans refuse to be intolerant of other’s [sic] religions.”?
Argument and debate about objective truth is seen as ineffective,
intolerant, and even an excuse to disparage.

Somehow the apologist must get beyond this philosophical
barrier to discourse. Otherwise, any critique of cosmology and ex-
planations of first causesis seen asjust one more perspective, and
therefore, there is no need to abandon the Pagan perspective in
favor of a Christian one. But, thisis exactly what Christianity de-
mands! When Jesus says, “No one comes to the Father except
through me,” ¥ Heis creating an impassabl e dilemma. The Gospel
requires oneto reject any other belief system and any other means
of understanding ultimatereality. In order for someoneto accept the
Gospel, they must also reject any other perspective that is contra-
dictory. Jesus statement is not just an egotistical demand; it isthe
epitome of rational thought. Logic dictates that if Christianity is
true, then anything that is opposed to Christianity must be false
and, therefore, rejected. Thisis precisely what the neo-Pagan will
not accept, and it is what must be dealt with first in the apol ogetic
process.

There are two questions an apologist must successfully an-
swer and defend before any argument for cosmology can be at-
tempted. 1) Isthere an objectivereality?2) Can the objectivereality
be known objectively? One is a question of metaphysics* and the
other is a question of epistemology.** When attempting to answer
the metaphysical question, what the Christian must realize is that
Pagans are staunch relativists. Everything isrelative, so redlity it-
self must berelative, and therefore, not objective.

Some Pagans, however, will concedethereisan objectivereal -
ity that is true—usually when they see the irrationality of being a
staunch relativist. However, they then say whilereality isobjective,
our perception of reaity isnot. It istotally subjective, and therefore,
no one can make objective claims about reality—especially thein-
comprehensible idea of theinfinite. Thisis Kantiant phenomenol-
ogy run amuck. Since reality is known only in the categories the
mind gives (and each mind isindividual), then reality can never be
known objectively. Druid Isacc Bonewits declares: “ Every sentient
being lives in aunique universe.”** AsonePagan explainedit tome:

“While we may believe that there is an objective truth,

we believe that the objective truth has been filtered
through many subjective paths. Your subjective path
[Christianity] to the objective truth differs from mine, and
that’s the way it is, and we accept that. We accept that
your subjective truth differs from ours because of your
perspective, and we don’t wish to quibble over the sub-
jective. We find all subjective truths to be equally valid
ways of reaching towards the objective truth.”

We can never be certain our observation is objective, because
the act of observing changes the thing observed. The same Pagan
guoted above states as much: “Is any observation truly objec-
tive? Observation, it has been stated, changes both the ob-
server and the observed. Observation is never quite as objec-
tive, my dear, as we would like it to be.”® To answer these two
major objections, we must affirm the objective nature of logic as
exemplifiedinfirst principles. If it can be proven everyone usesthe
same mode of thinking (regardiess of experience, regardless of
religion, and regardless of perspective), then we have a common
ground to judge any system of thought. We can test Paganism and
Christianity by the same objectivereality. That common groundis
therulesof logic and first principles.

First principles can bedefined as* principles of thought that
cannot be denied without affirming them.”” For instance, the
principle of existence says something exists. Thisis afirst prin-
ciple because to deny something exists, something hasto exist to
deny it. Therefore, to deny existence one hasto exist todoit. The
principle of non-contradiction is a first principle. It says oppo-
sites cannot both be true. Like all first principles, it istrue for all
people no matter what their perspective. When aWiccan exclaims
“thelaw of non-contradiction doesn’t really apply toredlity,” heis
affirming it cannot both apply and not apply at the sametime and
in the same relation. First principles are inescapable and funda-
mental to all human thought. It isinteresting that most neo-Pagans
operateintherealm of first principles (like the law of non-contra-
diction), whenitisconvenient to their cause, all thewhiledenying
the principlesexist.

One thing | have found helpful in getting Pagans to see the
inevitability of first principlesis to take one tenet of their belief
system in which they are emotionally invested. One such idea |
find useful is the concept of the threefold law.®® It is called the
Wiccan Rede of Three and states, “ And harm none. Do as thou
wilt.” | ask if thethreefold law isboth real and not real at the same
time. | once spent several hours with a Druidic Pagan who would
not accept thelaw of non-contradiction until | asked, “Isthelaw of
Karmareal or unreal ?’

She replied vehemently, “It is very real. Believe me | have
experiencedit.”

| said, “Ok, what if | said that thelaw of Karmadoesn’t exist.”

She saw where the conversation was headed and replied,
“Well that would be sad for you, but | would respect your right
to believeit.”

I quickly confronted her with the reality—not the morality—
of theissue: “| appreciatethat. However, | am not talking about the
preference of it. If | said that Karma does not exist, could | be
correct?’®

Shetried to avoid saying | waswrong, but she was caught on
thehornsof adilemma. If shesaid | would bewrong, she sacrifices
her relativism and must affirm thefirst principle of non-contradic-
tion. If she says | would be right, then she sacrifices something
that, deep down, shebelievesisafundamental law of the universe.

(Continued on page 12)
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“Ignorance” (Continued from page 11)

It seemsto be effective. She admitted that if | said this, | would not
only be sad, but | would be wrong about reality. She affirmed first
principles. | could not be both wrong and right at the sametimein
the same rel ation—the principl e of non-contradiction!

| liketo usethisanalogy in explaining how wetalk about first
principles. There is some basic furniture of reality we all use and
from which we cannot get away. All of us are in aroom with the
same set of chairs. What we must do is continue to place the same
chair in front of our Pagan friends. If they bump their kneesinto it
enough, eventually they will acknowledge it is there. Sometimes
this takes many patient conversations, but once we settle this, we
then can stop all subjective speculation and get down to the busi-
ness of testing our views. Until thisisdone, nothing will be accom-
plished. Without some objective principles common to Christian
and Pagan alike, we are just examining preferences of religion and
not testing that which correspondsto what really is. However, once
first principles are accepted, we have atest for all ideas. Thelaw of
non-contradiction states opposites cannot both be true. Any con-
tradictory ideato known reality must befalse. Likewise, any ideaor
system of thought that contradictsfirst principles must be rejected,
since first principles themselves cannot be rejected because they
arefundamental.

In fact, first principles lead to the answer to the metaphysical
question. If there arefirst principles that are objective (not depen-
dent on experience), then there must be an objective reality that is
knowabl e because we can know thefirst principleswhich are unde-
niable and objective. The principle of causality isalso afirst prin-
ciple. Every contingent event or being hasacause. It isundeniable
that something can not be caused by nothing. Nothing cannot
cause something, because nothing cannot exist and only existent
things can cause things to exist.

Oncefirst principles are accepted, including the principle of
causality, then we have an objective way to test the claims of
Pagan cosmol ogy against the claims of Christian cosmology. But it
isaways necessary to begin with thefirst principles of logic. Our
apologetic must affirm that there is an objective reality to which
God corresponds and we can know this objective reality. Further-
more, we can test what is true by means of the objective logic
commonto all people, inall places, and for all times.

Defining Pagan Cosmology

| really think the soft spot in the armor of Paganismisin its
concept of cosmology. This is where al the inconsistency and
irrationality comesto the fore. When | have gotten Pagans to ac-
cept first principles, | then get them to examine their cosmology
based on those principles. Any view of the world must correspond
(and not contradict) with thefirst principles, or it isfalse according
to the af orementioned principle of non-contradiction. When | ask
Pagans about the nature of the god and the goddess (or “Lord and
Lady” asthey refer to them), | usually get the objection that one
really doesn’'t need to understand the nature of the goddess to
worship her. Thisistrue. Young Christians who have little under-
standing of the nature of God may worship Him. What is at stake,
however, is not the mechanics of worship but rather the validity of
belief about the object of worship. Does the Goddess correspond
to reality? Does she line up with the first principles? These ques-
tions of metaphysics determine who or what is worthy to be wor-
shipped. If the object of our worship is shown to be contradictory
to first principles, then it must not correspond to redlity. If thisis

the case, we are worshiping afalse deity that does not exist—one
not worthy of worship.

Every worldview must have some sort of cosmology—some
way of explaining how theworld cameinto being or how it iseter-
nal. There must be some way to explain the relationship between
the divine and the human—the spiritual and the material. When |
do apologetics with Pagans | always ask, “ Arethe Lord and Lady
eternal or are they just manifestations of the eternal?’ and “Are
they separate entities or are they simply two sides of the same
coin?’ How they answer this question revealstheir understanding
of the nature of the divine and, subsequently, their cosmology.

Some are Pantheists. They believethe Lord and Lady are just
manifestations of the eternal Onereality. These gods are avatars of
the divine much like Krishna in Hinduism. We are all part of the
divine and the gods are ways of focusing our divinity. Others say
the Lord and Lady are two sides of the same coin—yin and yang.
Some (likeWiccan Starhawk) claim thefemaleprinciplewaseterna,
and she divided herself into a male and female part. The physical
worlditself isonly an extension of thedeus materia. Thisisaform
of Panentheism. Theworld isto the divine like abody isto asoul.
Thedivineisconstantly changing, because theworld is constantly
changing. A very few are Polytheists. They claim the Lord and
Lady are actual entities who exist as finite beings. They must be
finitesinceitisalogica impossibility to havetwo infinite beings.

When it comesto cosmol ogy, Paganswill accept Pantheism,
Polytheism, and even Panentheism. The one cosmology they will
not accept isthat of Christian theism which states that God isthe
eternal first cause, and that He created the world ex nihilo—out of
nothing. | will undertake to define each of these cosmologies as
Pagans understand them and then give acritique of each view from
first principles.

Pantheism: The Ignorance of Separation

Pantheism isthe most popular worldview among Pagans. Ac-
cording to Pantheism, all isGod:

“God pervades all things, contains all things, subsumes
all things and is found within all things. Nothing exists
apart from God, and all things are in some way identified
with God. The world is God, and God is theworld ... All is
God and God is all.”?

Adler, once again, quotes one Pagan as echoing thisidea: “I
believe that all so-called gods are thought-form emanations of
human beings toward the One Consciousness of which we are
all a part.” 2 In this sense, the god and goddess are manifestations
of the one deity shared by all. Adler even cites a witch's creed
which says, “Divinity isimmanent in nature ... Thou art God Thou
art Goddess” %

Pantheism has someinherent logical inconsistencies. The prin-
ciple of non-contradiction says opposites cannot be true. Yet, Pan-
theism requires usto believe Man is God. The principle of causality
says something cannot come from nothing. The principle of contin-
gency followsfrom this. Ultimately, acontingent being cannot have
caused itself. A contingent being must have a cause outside of itself
by its nature. There must be a non-contingent (or necessary) some-
thing to cause al contingent beings. So then, whatever causes all
finite/contingent beings to exist must itself be infinite/non-contin-
gent. Therefore, Pantheism collapses because Man cannot be con-
tingent and non-contingent at the same time. To put it in asimpler
form, manwho isfinite cannot beinfinite. Man cannot betheinfinite
divine, because he is finite. Pantheism teaches that without the di-
vine, therewould be no material functioning humanity; yet, humanity
is said to be infinite. This is salf-contradictory. According to the
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inescapable first principle of non-contradiction, contradictions can-
not betrue. Therefore, Pantheism isto be rejected.

Furthermore, if the Oneby itsnatureisindivisible, then how is
it possible for the world to be part of the divine? The indivisible
cannot be divided, yet the world is divided into amyriad of sepa-
rate things. Thisisthe problem with separation. If reality isfunda-
mentally one, then why does reality seem to be so separate? Why
are there many diverse things rather than one? Now it may be
objected that all of the separateness we see is merely an illusion,
but this, initself, is self-defeating. A mind would have to be sepa-
rate from the illusion to make any claim about the illusion. How
could we even talk of anything being an illusion without being
separatefromit?

A Chinese proverb brilliantly expresses the dilemma: “If you
want to know about the water; don't ask thefish.” The fish cannot
know anything outside of the water for heisimmersed init. Like-
wise, we cannot know all separatenessisan illusion without being
separate from it to make the observation.

Other objective realities seem to crumble the Pantheistic
worldview. If we are just modes of the one divinereality, then why
isit that we must discover this truth or be reminded of it? Thisis
what apologist H.P. Owen calls* metaphysical amnesia.” > Suppos-
edly all non-Pantheists are deceived into believing the divine and
human are separate. Yet, what can account for this deception? If
reality isall God, then what isleft to deceive us? If itisthe divine,
then we are deceiving ourselves since we are the Divine. In addi-
tion, all self-deception has some reason—some cause of belief out-
sideof the self. For instance, if | deceive myself into thinking | ama
banana, there must be an objectiveideaapart from myself towhich
| latch onto falsely—namely the idea of a banana. However, in
Pantheism there is no separate cause. Everything is caused by the
divine, and every effect isdivine. Thisis contradictory.

Thisbrings up another problem. If we areall emanations of the
divine One, then what isthe cause of evil? It isacommon observa-
tion al people (including Pagans) recognize some form of evil. In
fact, they often associate the evils of the Inquisition with Christian
theology. Thisbegsthe question. If all people are ultimately divine,
where does the impetus for this evil come from? It cannot be self-
caused, since the One divine is perfect. It cannot be caused by
another since this violates the all-is-one principle of Pantheism.
The only other solution isto claim evil isanillusion, and thereis
neither right or wrong, good or evil; in which case, the claimed
torture of nine-million witches by Christiansis not really any big
dedl.

AsBill Honsberger notes, if neo-Paganismistrue, and thereis
no mora absolute; then “burn the witch, drown the witch, take
the witch to lunch”? are all equally ethical alternatives. This, of
course, is existentially unacceptable for most witches and puts
them once again on the horns of the dilemma. A solution to
Pantheism’s problem of separation can then be offered in the the-
ism of Chritianity, which sees God related to theworld like a painter
to a painting. The painter is at once above the painting in that he
causes it, but heisaso in it—in the sense that it bares his image
and his mind. Evil is caused by those persons who are separate
from Him but still bare Hisimage.

The Ignorance of Causality:
Starhawk’s Panentheism
One attempt to solve this dichotomy is found in the

Panentheism of Wiccan author Starhawk and her concept of the
“spiral dance.” Traditional Panentheism is associated with the

philosophy of A.N. Whitehead and Charles Hartshorne.
Panentheism sees the relationship of the world and the divine as
two poles of the same idea. God is bi-polar with an actual and a
potential pole. Thedivineisto theworld asasoul isto abody. The
world needsthedivineto giveit life and causation, and God needs
theworld to reach his potential. The divineis constantly changing
and growing. Theworld iscreated ex materia. As Geisler explains
thisview:

“The present universe is co-created by God and man
out of the preexisting ‘stuff.” God, of course, is the prime
Transformer or Shaper of each world and of each world-
state ...theworld is God’s cosmic body and ... those crea-
tures who make up the world are like cells in his body ...
the creatures in the universe contribute value to God’s
life. The inclusive aim or goal of all creatures is to enrich
God’s happiness and thus help him fulfill what he lacks.”

Comparethiswith Starhawk? who says, “ In Witchcraft, how-
ever, what happens in the world is vitally important. The God-
dess is immanent, but she needs human help to realize her
fullest beauty.”? She affirms the creation ex materia and ex deo.
“The world is born, not made, and not commanded into be-
ing.”%® The Goddess is eternal, but she creates all other existence
within herself and gives birth to the world. Some part of her be-
comes masculine; and then, there is the endless interplay of the
masculine and feminine, the swirling of opposite energiesthat fuel
the universe: “Existence is sustained by the on-off pulse, the
alternating current of the two forces in perfect balance.” ®

This spira swirling of everything provides a solution to the
apparent separateness of the observable redlity:

“The mythology and cosmology of Witchcraft are rooted
in that ‘Paleolithic shaman’s insight:’ [sic] that all things
are swirls of energy, vortexes of moving forces, currents
in an ever-changing sea. Underlying that appearance of
separateness of fixed objects within a linear stream of
time, reality is a field of energies that congeal, tempo-
rarily, into forms. In time, all ‘fixed’ things dissolve, only to
coalesce again into new forms, new vehicles.”

The separateness of reality isonly temporary then. All things
are constantly changing in an endless dance. Starhawk’s modified
form of Panentheism isactually more plausiblethan the Pantheism
of other Pagans. It solvesthe problem of separateness while main-
taining an essentially monistic view. However, it failsintwo crucial
areas. First of all, Starhawk’s cosmology has a self-caused being:

“Alone, awesome, complete within Herself, the God-
dess ... floated in the abyss of the outer darkness, before
the beginning of all things ... She saw her own light [sic]
her radiant reflection, and fell in love with it. She drew
forth by the power that was in Her and made love to Her-
self, and called her “Mira the Wonderful ...Their ecstasy
burst forth in the single song of all that is, was, or ever
shall be ... waves that poured outward and became all the
spheres and circles of the worlds.”3*

We know Starhawk’s goddessis a self-caused being, because
she is mutable. A mutable being cannot be infinite. If a being is
mutable, it can change. To change means it goes from one state to
another. But if it doesthis, then it istemporal—intime. A beingwho
isin time cannot be eternal and is, therefore, limited. If abeingis
limited, it cannot beinfinite by definition. If Starhawk’sgoddessis
finite, then sheis contingent (since all finite things are contingent
and need a cause according to the principle of contingency).

There are only two options for the cause of this goddess. One
is that the goddess is caused by another non-contingent and

(Continued on page 14)
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“Ignorance” (Continued from page 13)
uncaused being. However, if thisisthe case, then Starhawk’s god-

dessisnot an ultimate being at all but only afinite creature. Once
again, we are worshiping something not worthy of an ultimate de-
votion. The only other option is that the goddess is self-caused.
However, thistoo is a violation of first principles. A self-caused
being must have had a beginning, because you cannot have an
infinite regress of finite causes. There must have been some mo-
ment in which the causing started; otherwise, thereis no cause but
an eternal state. But, if there was a moment when the goddess
began to be caused, and she is the only being able to cause any-
thing, then she would have to exist before she was caused to exist.
An effect cannot be prior to its cause. The goddess would have to
exist and not exist at the sametime and in the samerelation. Thisis
aviolation of the principle of non-contradiction. Therefore, this
goddess cannot be self-caused. We have already shown Starhawk’s
goddess cannot be eternal, since sheistemporal. According to the
principle of non-contradiction, something cannot both betemporal
and eternal (itsopposite) at the sametime and in the samerelation.
Starhawk’s goddessfailsthetest of first principlesbecause sheisa
self-caused being. Since first principles are our test of reality.
Starhawk’s goddess cannot exist.

The Ignorance of Causality: Polytheism

A very few Pagans are true Polythei sts—oneswho believe the
gods and goddesses to be separate beings. As it was pointed out,
these beings must be finite, since it is impossible to have two
infinites. Pagans differ as to the cause of these beings. Some be-
lieve they are caused by nature. They are primordial powers that
give shape and meaning to existence. Adler citesDavid L. Miller's
The New Polytheism: Rebirth of the Gods and Goddesses: “ The
gods for Miller, are informing powers, psychic realities that give
shape to social, intellectual, and personal existence.” % Others
believe they are metaphysical extensions of the thoughts and be-
liefs of those who seek to worship them. Once again, Adler quotes
Gwydion Pendderwen, “ The gods are really the components of
our psyches. We are the gods, in the sense that we, as the sum
total of human beings, are the sum of the gods.” 3¢ It should be
noted that, at first glance, one might be tempted to see Miller and
Pendderwen’sview as simply some psychoanalytical metaphor for
human experience—a Jungian exercise to understand human psy-
chological harmony. Indeed, some Pagans do see the gods this
way. The majority do talk alot about the gods in the context of
psychology:

“I do not believe in gods as real personalities on any
plane, orin any dimension. Yet, | do believe gods as sym-
bols or personifications universal principles. The Earth
mother is the primal seed—source of the universe ...” ¥

Yet, in the same explanation, this Pagan reaffirms some real
existent power manifestedinnature: “... 1 believe in gods perceived
in nature; perceived as a storm, a forest spirit, the goddess of
the lake, etc. Many places and times of the year have a spirit or
power about them. Perhaps these are my gods.”

This kind of dichotomy functions smoothly in a worldview
that putslittle, if any, value on reason and logic. However, oncefirst
principlesare applied to the view, the dichotomy revealsitself. The
gods must either exist asbeings or exist only asideas. They cannot
exist asideas and as beingsin the same relation. They can exist as
ideas and beings at the same time in the following relation. A ba
nana can exist in my mind as an idea and exist physically as a
banana. But my ideaisnot abanana, and the physical bananaisnot

an idea. In the same way, the idea of a god is not the same as a
being, and a being is not ontologically an idea. Once again, their
worldview bringsthe Pagan to adilemma. If they say the gods are
just psychic metaphors, then they have yet to explain the cause of
a contingent universe. The principle of causality says nothing
cannot cause something. If the gods are only metaphors, then we
have no cause for the contingent universe. We are essentially
worshiping something that has no intrinsic reality. We are wor-
shiping an idea. The debt of causality never gets paid, and in
reality, there are no gods at all. The gods are not ultimate in their
power. Worship existentially iswhat Paul Tillich called an ultimate
commitment to an ultimate.® Yet, according to the principle of cau-
sality, something has to be ultimate and the first cause. So then, if
this version of Polytheism is adopted, we have people who are
worshiping ideasintheir mind rather than any ultimate being. This
is Atheism by ignorance.

If, however, the Pagan saysthe gods are existent in someway,
then they have to explain how they have existence. What is the
source of the existence? If the gods are finite (and, therefore, con-
tingent), then what caused them? The principle of contingency
ultimately says a contingent being cannot be the cause of another
contingent being. There cannot be an infinite regress of finite
causes. If the Pagan says the gods are caused by nature, then the
gods are still contingent beings and not ultimate. Whatever is
caused by something elseis dependent on that something.® If the
universe makes the gods, then what makes the universe? The uni-
verse seems, by al scientific evidence, to have had a beginning.
Something has to be a first cause according to the principle of
causality. That cause cannot be contingent or finite according to
the principle of contingency. But, in Polytheism, the gods are con-
tingent and nature (the universe) is contingent. Therefore, neither
the gods nor nature can be the first cause. This leaves only two
options. Either natureis eternal, in which case we are back to Pan-
theism with all its problems, or there is a necessary (non-contin-
gent) being who isinfinite and thefirst cause of all else—the pre-
ciseview of Christiantheism.

The Roots of Ignorance: Moral Rebellion

The Pagan worldview (whether it be Pantheism, Panentheism,
or Polytheism) does not stand up to the test of rationality accord-
ing to first principles. The gods and goddesses of Paganism just
don’'t measure up to the way things really are. In fact, they are
contradictory to the first principles which are the same for Pagan
and Christian alike. When confronted with this undeniable fact,
most Pagans will simply beg off the argument and return, once
again, tothetrite assertion that al thislogicis merely word games.
One Pantheist | spoketo ignored the implications of our argument
by saying, “Well, that's your logic and first principles. | don’t
accept your logic.” When | asked if there was another kind of logic
hewould liketo offer, he, of course, had no reply. Thereisno other
logic but the first principles. They are not arbitrarily dictated by
some belief system. All belief systemsaretested by them. Tousea
crude analogy, they are“woveninto the very fabric of reality.” We
are all subject to the same logic. Thisis our common ground. |
asked him, point blank, why he did not accept my logic in light of
the fact he had no other logic to offer as a substitute. His answer
wasvery telling. Hereplied, “ If | accepted your logic, | would have
to accept your God.”*° And that is the one thing he would not do.
His answer strikes at the heart of all Pagan belief, indeed, at any
belief contrary to the true nature of God. His problem was not that
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he could not accept my God; it wasthat he refused to accept my God.
The problem ultimately is not philosophical, but moral. Thisisech-
oed in Paul’s address to the Romans:

“Thewrath of God isheing revealed from heaven against
all the godlessness and wickedness of men who suppressthe
truth by their wickedness, since what may be known about
God isplain to them.”

All men ultimately know there is one eternal, intelligent, and
moral being. It isnot aquestion of there being enough evidence. The
evidence is adequate and the logic is inescapable. The problem is
one of moral rebellion. Thisleadsto adepraved mind and falsewor-
ship:

“For although they knew God, they neither glorified Him
as God nor gave thanks to Him, but their thinking became
futileand their foolish heartswere darkened. Although they
claimed to be wise, they became fools and exchanged the
glory of theimmortal God for images madeto look like mor-
tal man and birds and animals and reptiles.”#?

Notice the mind is depraved first due to rebellion, and then, the
falseviews of reality and Paganism are aresult. Why isPaganism so
hostile to the notion of a Christian God who is rational according to
first principles, knowable, infinite, and moral ? Because, if suchaGod
exists, then we are all accountable to Him for our actions and our
lives. Thisisthe God of the Bible. Jesus Himself claimed to be this
God manifest in human flesh, and He proved He was not aliar or a
lunatic by His resurrection from the dead. The neo-Pagan is right
about their assessment that Christianity is exclusive and dogmatic.
First principlesdemand all truth be exclusive and dogmatic. The prin-
ciple of excluded middle saysthat something either isor isnot true.
There is no middle ground. When Jesus says, “1 am the way, the
truth, and the life. No one comes to the Father except through
me,” *® Heisaffirming what first principlesmake undeniable. Thereis
an objectivereality, and it can be known. But, Jesus goesfarther. Not
only doesHeclaimto betheinfinite, He claimstheinfinite earnestly
seeksthefinite. Thedivine seeksthe human with alove unsurpassed.
Heclaimstruth isknowable because, “| am thetruth and | am know-
able.” He saystheway is singular because, “1 am theway and | am
singular.” Hesaysalifeof relationshipispossible because, “1 amlife
and arelationship with meispossible.” He does not claim, “ | have
the truth.” He says, “I am the truth. All reality correspondsto Me.”
Thisiswhy Christianity must be exclusive because first principles
demand that if Christ is truth, then all that is contradictory to Him
must be false.

Our Pagan friends must be confronted with the reality their
worldview does not work logically. The Christian worldview does.
God hasmade Himself plainto them, and furthermore, He seeksthem
out. Oncefirst principles are seen asthetest for truth, and the Pagan
worldview is rejected; then the tenets of Christianity can be tested.
Thisincludes the reliability of the New Testament, the proof of the
resurrection, and atonement. It is beyond the purview of this article
to touch on those subjects. In that part of the apologetic, Christian-
ity is shown to be true in that it does correspond to first principles
and presents arational worldview. Oncethisisaffirmed, apologetics
can do no more. Only the Holy Spirit can quicken the heart toward
salvation. The task of the apologist is to remove the barriersin the
mind—to till the ground for the seed of evangelism.

*metaphysics. the branch of philosophy that deals with first principles and seeks to
explain the nature of being or redlity (ontology) and of the origin and structure of the
world (cosmology): it is closely associated with the theory of knowledge (epistemol-

ogy). (Webster’s)

**gpistemology: the study or theory of the origin, nature, methods, and
limits of knowledge. (Webster’s)

tKantian phenomenology: the philosophy of Kant, who held that the
content of knowledge comes a posteriori from sense perception, but that its
form is determined by a priori categories of the mind: he also declared that
God, freedom, and immortality cannot be denied and must necessarily be
presupposed, although they cannot be proved. (Webster’s)

Endnotes
1) C.S. Lewis, The Screwtape Letters (New York: Macmillan, 1975),33.
2) 1 Peter 3:15 (NIV) 3) Designer Faith, Midwest Christian Outreach,
Taped Seminar: Foundations of Faith Conference, 1999. cassette.
4) Anonymous Pagan, interviewed by author, approx. 21 December
1997. 5) Margot Adler, Drawing Down the Moon, (New York: Penguin/
Arkana, 1986) 23. 6) The Need for Defending the Faith, taped seminar,
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experience is with the Wiccan version of Paganism. Many of the quotes
and examples will come from the Wiccan perspective. While it is true
that paganism is myriad and varied, most if not all of the evaluation will
be relevant to other traditions within paganism. 8) Starhawk,The Spi-
ral Dance, 10th Anniversary ed. Revised and Updated, (San Fran-
cisco: HarperCollins, 1989) 22. 9) Adler, Drawing Down the Moon, 20.
10) Ibid, 171. 11) Ibid, 165 12) Anonymous Pagan, interviewed by the
author, 17 November 1999. 13) John 14:6 (NIV) 14) Adler, Drawing
Down the Moon, 25. 15) Anonymous Pagan, interviewed by the author,
17 October 1999. 16) Ibid. 17) Norman Geisler, The Encyclopedia of
Christian Apologetics (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1999) 250.
18) The three-fold law says that any good or evil act or spell done by
someone will return three times as great upon the person committing
the act. It is similar to the idea of Karma accruing in the next life from
Hinduism. The only difference is that the effect is experienced in this
life not the next. 19) Anonymous Druid, interviewed by the author,
approx. April 1998. 20) There cannot be two infinites because, by
definition, an infinite being has no limits. If one being differs from an-
other in some way such as form (i.e. there are two forms; two tokens
of the same substance), then there is not an infinite. If the two beings
do not differ by anything, then there are not two beings but one. To
differ by nothing is not to differ. Logically, there only can be one infinite
being and all others must differ from the infinite by their finitude. This is
precisely what Christian theism holds. God is infinite, and we are finite.
21) Nota Bene: Pagans define all of these ideologies somewhat differ-
ently than we will define them here. Margot Adler admits this in Draw-
ing Down the Moon (25). For instance, Adler says Pagans see Poly-
theism as an “attitude or perspective that affect more than what we
consider to be religion.” (24) | will categorize Pagan cosmologies ac-
cording to their classical definitions. Christians should be careful to not
take Pagans at their own categories but clarify terms. In Pagan thought,
one could be a Polytheist in attitude and a Pantheist in their basic
understanding of the relationship between the divine and the world.
Adler affirms this: “Many other neo-Pagans emphasized that polythe-
ism allowed for both unity and diversity and several asserted that they
were Monotheists at some moments and Polytheists at others.” (35)
22) Geisler, Encyclopedia, Pantheism, 580. 23) Adler, Drawing Down
the Moon, 139. 24) Ibid, 25. 25) Geisler, Encyclopedia, 581. 26) “Why
Not Burn Witches” Midwest Christian Outreach Journal (November/
December 1995) 11. 27) Geisler, Encyclopedia, Panentheism, 577. 28)
Nota Bene: Starhawk’s Panentheism is not as developed as that of
Whithead’s or Hartshorne’s. The standard idea of Panentheism is of-
fered here as a context and support. The two ideas are not identical.
The reader is cautioned not to draw too many parallels between the
two. 29) The Spiral Dance, (San Francisco: Harper Collins, 1989.) 26.
30) Ibid, 38. 31) Ibid, 31. 32) Ibid, 41. 33) Ibid, 32. 34) The Spiral Dance
(San Francisco: HarperCollins Publishers, 1989). 35) Adler, Drawing
Down the Moon, 29. 36) Ibid., 31 37. Ibid., 35. 38) Geisler, Encyclope-
dia, 605. 39) Ibid. 40) Anonymous Pantheist, interviewed by author,
approx. February 1999. 41) Romans 1:18 (NIV) 42) Romans 1:21-23
(NIV) 43) C.S. Lewis, The Screwtape Letters (New York: Macmillan,
1975),

info@midwestoutreach.org

.. Journal

Winter 2002

Page 15



Book Reveiw

e
T

Bruce Wilkinson is a graduate of Dallas Theological
Seminary. He founded Walk Thru the Bible Minis-
tries in 1976. His ministry now conducts some 2,500
conferences each year to assist students in their
understanding of Scripture.! His ministry has un-
doubtedly helped many in their understanding of the
Bible. His recent book, The Prayer of Jabez,? has sold
over seven-million copies.® There are Jabez plaques,
calendars, and leather bound editions. However, its
popularity has not been without controversy. Some
have claimed it is nothing more than “Word Faith”
theology in an evangelical wrapper. While | believe
this is an unfair claim,* | do believe there are seri-
ous concerns that need to be addressed.

Miracles Trivialized

Miracles are something everyonewould liketo experience. But
miracles, by their very definition, arerareand irregular. One should
not expect to see a miracle. That is not to say miracles are not
possible. God certainly has and can divinely interact with His cre-
ation at any time. Throughout the Bible, God used miraclesto con-
firm Hisprophetsto Isragl.

Bruce Wilkinson asksrhetorically “...when was the last time
you saw miracles happen on a regular basis in your life?”5 A
miracle by Wilkinson's definition is “an intervention by God to
make something happen that wouldn’t normally happen.”¢ With-
out God there would be nothing that could happen normally! Jesus
Christ created all thingsand holdsall thingstogether (Col. 1:17-18).
Thebiblical ideaof amiracleismuch narrower. God gave miracles
“to accredit God’s message and messenger.”” Miracles were
not the norm in Israel. People took note of them because they
weren't aregular occurrence. This primary misunderstanding of
miraclesleads Wilkinson to animproper theol ogical understanding
of 1 Chronicles4:9-10, the so-called prayer of Jabez.

Wilkinson refersto the so-called miraclesas“ Jabez appoint-
ments.”® He describes situations where God used him in chance
encounterswith others. These are hardly miracles by biblical stan-
dards. He describes situations such as speaking to awoman about
marriage troubles before boarding a plane. Once they get into the
plane, aman lets Wilkinson have his seat so they can continuetheir
conversation.® None of the events that occurred in this story were
beyond the laws of nature. A better explanation of what happened
hereisthe outworking of the providence of God. God used natural
eventsto speak to thiswoman. Itistrue God supernaturally did this

& The g —y =
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B | The ) FORMULA

by Randall Birtell

from His perspective. It isequally true that everything God doesis
supernatural, because He is supernatural .

A miracleisquitedifferent. Norman Geider, President of South-
ern Evangelica Seminary, definesamiracleasa“...divineinterven-
tion into or interruption of, the regular course of the world that
produces a purposeful but unusual event that would not have
occurred otherwise.”*® A miracle is an act of God that suspends
the natural laws. A man giving up his seat on aplanefor another is
generous, but not miraculous. Wilkinson does not agree. He be-
lieves God performs miracles through nature, or as he says it
“...miracles don’t have to break natural law to be a supernatu-
ral event.” 't Hethen cites Jesus calming the storm and Elijah mak-
ing the rains stop as examples of miracles that did not impose on
the normal laws of nature.

All storms come to a natural end. The winds gradually die
down, the clouds drift away, and the raindrops stop. But, thisisnot
what occurred in Matthew 8. Jesus rose from His slumber, Here-
buked the winds and the waves, and they became perfectly calm.
This was not a natural end to the storm. One does not expect a
storm to end when someone commandsit to stop. The miraclewas
not merely that the storm ended, but that it ended at the command
of Jesus.

As for Elijah, he was a prophet of God. He spoke what the
LORD commanded—namely when it would (1 Kings 18:1) and
wouldn't (1 Kings 17:1) rain. Wilkinson’s argument usesthesetwo
passages as pretextsto underscore his belief that miracles need not
break natural law to be considered as such. These passages show
that the LORD compl etely control sthe precipitation that falls upon
the earth. They do not suggest, as Wilkinson believes, that miracles
can regularly happen within the normal course of daily events.

Wilkinson believes every Christian should pray as Jabez didto
expand histerritory—theterritory of hisspiritual influence within
hisbusinessand all other areas of hislife. Certainly thisisaworth-
while prayer, one believers should pray. We are commanded to give
all of our self asaliving sacrificeto God (Rom. 12:1-2). The mistake
Wilkinson makesisbelieving miracles, or “ Jabez appointments”
ashe callsthem, are theindicator whether or not we are expanding
our spiritual influence. “It’s when you thrust yourself in the main-
stream of God’s plans for this world—which are beyond our
ability to accomplish—and plead with Him, Lord, use me—give
me more ministry for You!—that you release miracles. At that
moment, heaven sends angels, resources, strength, and the
peopleyou need. I've seen it happen hundreds of times.” 2

Our spiritual influence is not based on the number of “ Jabez
moments” that occur in our life, but rather on the intentions and
motivesof our heart (1 Cor. 3:9-15). God' sperfect will isfoundinthe
obedience of Hiscommands (John 15:10). Furthermore, we are not
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called in Scripture to “release miracles.” God used men to per-
form miracles, but Hereleased them for His good purpose.

Another problem that occurs when events are misinterpreted
as miraclesisthat true miracles are degraded. The miracle of cre-
ation becomes on par with two people sitting together on a plane
unexpectedly. In addition, it underminesthe authority of the proph-
ets. For if everyone can expect amiraclein their life, then on what
basis should Israel have listened to Moses, Joshua, and the other
prophets? The very Word of God was authenticated by true, di-
vinemiracles(Mk. 2:10-11, Jn. 3:2, Acts 2:22). Miraclesdo not, by
definition, happen on aregular basis. We are not to expect amiracle,
rather wetrust in the providential care of an Almighty God.

Miraclesareashadow of the power of God. They point theworld
to their Creator. Nelson's Illustrated Bible Dictionary describes a
“miracle” asany event “which appear to violate natural laws but
which reveal God to the eye of faith at the same time.”* When
mere uncommon eventsare misclassified asmiracles, God'spower is
not fully understood when atrue miracle does occur.
Hermeneutics Compromised

The application of Scriptureislifted in highest esteem in the
church of today. A sermon or Sunday school |esson is not consid-
ered completewithout apractical application explained. What tends
to get cheated with such an emphasis on application is the mean-
ing of apassage. The relevance of a Scripture passage can only be
properly understood if the correct interpretation is made. The man-
ner oneinterpretsthe Bibleis called hermeneutics.

A good hermeneutical method considers several things. First,
the genre of literature must be known. A poetical passage from
Psalms is treated different than the historical narratives of Acts.
Second, the context of the passageisvital. Onemust not lift averse
out of context to prove an idea. Any single verse must be under-
stood in the context that it was written. Third, the meaning of the
text isfound in the text not in the reader. Meaning comes fromthe
text; it isnot put upon the text. The Bible contains objective truths
outside the mind of the reader. A student of the Bible must never
study it subjectively.

Sadly, subjectiveinterpretationisacommon method for some
contemporary Bibleteachers. Bible studentsare all too often asked
what a passage means to them rather than what it means. Proper
hermeneutics commandsthe reader to discover the meaning of the
text prior to making a personal application. Then, and only then,
can the reader make acorrect application to their life.

Unfortunately, Wilkinson uses poor hermeneutical methodsin
the Prayer of Jabez. Jabez is mentioned in two verses of the Bible:
“ Jabez was more honorable than his brothers, and his mother
named him Jabez saying, ‘Because| bore[him] with pain.” Now
Jabez called on the God of Israel, saying, ‘Oh that You would
blessmeindeed and enlarge my border, and that Your hand might
bewith me, and that You would keep [me] from harm that [it] may
not pain me!” And God granted him what he requested”
(1Chron. 4:9-10).

From this passage, Wilkinson assertsthe following subjective
deductions: Jabez'slife started bad, no oneknew him, he prayed an
unusual short prayer, and things turned out well for Jabez.* Did
these propositions come from the text? The prayer was short, but
wasit unusual ? How does Wilkinson know this? By examination of
thetext, itis Jabez'smother who had the“bad time.” Sheisthe one
who had the pain not Jabez. And on what basis does Wilkinson
assert that no one knew Jabez? Whereisthisin the text? He could
mean that readers of the Bible today did not know Jabez until he

introduced himto us. Thiswould be an exampl e of thereader deter-
mining the meaning. In other words, since we had never heard of
Jabez, contemporaries of Jabez must not have known him either.
Thisisillogical reasoning.

Wilkinson’s hermeneutics of 1 Chronicles4:9-10isweak. He
chooses to use eisegesis* instead of exegesis**. He adds his own
meaning to thetext rather than letting thetext speak for itself. When
biblical textismisinterpreted poor applicationswill certainly follow.
Thisis precisely the case with Wilkinson's practical applications.

Wilkinson incorrectly deduces from the text that Jabez started
slow in his walk with God but finished strong. What made this
supposedly incredibleturn-around? According to Wilkinson, it was
his prayer. “Clearly, the outcome can be traced to his prayer.
Something about Jabez’'s simple, direct request to God changed
his life and left a permanent mark on the history books of Is-
rael.”*s Thus, if it worked for Jabez, it can work for us.

Wilkinson further explains how the prayer works by giving six
stepsto “follow unwaveringly...for the next 30 days.” ¢

“1. Pray the Jabez prayer every morning, and keep
arecord of your daily prayer by marking off a calen-

dar or achart you make especially for the purpose.

2. Write out the prayer and tape it in your Bible, in your
day-timer, on your bathroom mirror, or some other place
where you’ll be reminded of your new vision.

3. Reread this little book once each week during the next
month, asking God to show you important insights you
may have missed.

4. Tell one other person of your commitment to your new
prayer habit, and ask him or her to check up on you.

5. Begin to keep a record of changes in your life, espe-
cially the divine appointments and new opportunities you
can relate directly to the Jabez prayer.

6. Start praying the Jabez prayer for your family, friends,
and local church.”?

When the results of the prayer occur also seems clear to
Wilkinson. When he was asked on the Focus on the Family radio
broadcast how people react when the prayer doesn’'t seem to be
answered, this dialog with James Dobson took place:

Wilkinson: “l encourage people to not get discour-
aged, God begins answering the prayer in the middle
of the second week.”

Dobson: (laughter) “Is that right?”

Wilkinson: “He does.”

Dobson: “You can really be that specific?”
Wilkinson: “Oh, there are so many hundreds of
people, and | encourage people when | preach to
them to commit to pray this 30 days in a row. And
there are massive numbers of people who are do-
ing this.”

Dobson: “The same prayer?”

Wilkinson: “The same prayer every morning.” 8

Isthiswhat God expects of us?Isthiswhat the whole counsel
of Scriptureteaches? It seemsclear fromtheBibleitisnot. A sanc-
tifiedlifeisnot lived by following aformula. To be conformed tothe
image of Christ isapilgrimage. Asthe Apostle Paul says, “ Not that
| have already obtained all this, or have already been made per-
fect, but | presson to take hold of that for which Christ Jesustook
hold of me” (Phil. 3:12). The Chrigtianlifeislived by faithin God. It
is being obedient when the circumstances in life do not seem in
favor of our well-being or happiness. It isfinding joy in the things
of God, not thethingsof thisworld. | agree with Wilkinson that our
faith and ministry should expand aswe mature asfollowersof Christ.

(Continued on next page)

.. Journal

Winter 2002

Page 17



“Jabez” (Continued from page 17)

But to propose that by following a certain formula for a specific
amount of time leads to the desired results is beyond what Scrip-
ture teaches.

Many of the suggestions Wilkinson gives are helpful. Daily
prayer and accountability are needed in our Christian walk. How-
ever, it isafallacy to believe that centering these ideas on a spe-
cific prayer will unleash God towork inyour life. God islooking at
the intent of the heart, not the words of the mouth. The prophet
| saiah spoke “ These people come near to mewith their mouth and
honor me with their lips, but their hearts are far from me. Their
worship of meismade up only of rulestaught by me”’ (Isa. 29:13).

First Chronicles4:9-10 does not teach the formulafor success-
ful Christian maturity. It teachesonly that God choseto answer the
prayer of aman named Jabez from the tribe of Judah.

Pragmatic Methodology

Thefoundation for the pragmatic method for discovering truth
isresults. If aspecific answer or choice leads to the desired result,
it is then declared true or right. For a theologian to use the prag-
matic method whileinterpreting the Bible would be inappropriate.
For example, “all things’ in Paul’s command to “ ...consider all
thingslossfor thesakeof Christ” (Phil. 3:8) would mean “all things
that | do not need” when understood pragmatically. This, however,
is not the meaning of the passage. Paul means everything is lost
when compared to Jesus Christ. Not just the things we don’'t need
in the world, but absolutely everything.

Wilkinson uses the pragmatic method to justify his under-
standing of Jabez’s prayer. Much of the book is devoted to stories
about what he calls “Jabez encounters.” These stories are of-
fered as proof that praying like Jabez works. Managing editor of
Christianity Today, Mark Galli, believes these stories do not paint
thelarger picture of the Christianwalk. “ Wilkinson is also a de-
cent, though breathless, storyteller. Unfortunately, his sto-
ries are all examples of hit-and-run ministry: California col-
lege students ministering in Trinidad for a summer; ayouth
group evangelizing suburban youth on Long Island for six
weeks; and Wilkinson counseling anewlywed on the Isle of
Patmos for one afternoon.”*®

Wilkinson believes 1 Chronicles 4:9-10 should be the model
prayer for Christians. Jabez received more land when he prayed.
The Christian can have increased ministry if they pray like Jabez.
Wilkinson believes his experience in life proves this to be true.
“How do | know that it will significantly impact you? Because of
my experience and the testimony of hundreds of others around
the world with whom I've shared these principles.”? Hefurther
believes the success of his ministry stems from his understanding
and application of 1 Chronicles4:9-10. Hesays, “ Just by looking at
what is happening, | can assure you that God still answers
those who have aloyal heart and pray the Jabez prayer.”#

TheBibleagreeswith only one of the two conditions Wilkinson
offers. A “loyal heart” toward God assures our prayers will be
answered. If we abidein Christ we will be given what we ask for
(John 15:7). To abidein Christisto conform our will to His. Wedo
not presume to understand the thoughts of God. We are also in-
structed to not put God to thetest (Ps. 78:17-18). |n other words, we
do not have the power or authority to call God into our plans. Our
plans are to be adjusted to His. Although he repeatedly says only
to ask for an expanded ministry and not to defineit, Wilkinson does
not always alow God to define his encounters. In his stories he
determines when (at the airport before his flight?), where (told

studentsto pray for Trinidad®), and how (flying inaDC-10%).

Theinterpretation Wilkinson givesto 1 Chronicles 4:9-10 has
worked for himself and many others. Are we then to conclude any
interpretation that works must be true? Author Norman Vincent
Pealebelieved our lotinlifeislargely directed by thinking positive
or negative thoughts. By thinking positively, we can have good
thingsin our life. He wrote in his “Introduction” to The Power of
Positive Thinking® that in “... this book’s thirty-fifth anniver-
sary, the publishers tell me it has been translated into 33 lan-
guages and sold more than 13-million copies and the message
of the book is being put on audio and videocassettes.” 2 While
positive thinking seemed to work for Peal e, it does not makeit true.
Our days are not determined by our own thoughts, they are or-
dained by God (Ps. 139:16).

We must not forget truth is not determined by what is expedi-
ent. If the sole test for truth is whether or not it is livable, then
Mormonism and Atheism could not be demonstrated to be false.
For the Mormon can live a pure life and be in harmony with his
beliefs as could an Atheist live aselfish, vulgar life and bein con-
gruency with hisbeliefs. This does not make Mormonism or Athe-
ism true. So, The Prayer of Jabez does not stand or fall based on
how it works, rather it is to be tested against an objective stan-
dard—namely the Bible. For something to betrueit must be so for
al times. A pragmatist looks only at the contemporary world. Truth
standsthetest of time, now and forever. If it istruetoday, it will be
trueforever. “ Of course all truth must work, but not everything
that works is necessarily true.”?

Conclusion

Theinformation given in Scripture about Jabez is obscure. We
know little more than he was from the tribe of Judah and that God
answered hisprayer by expanding histerritory. Wilkinson adds his
own assumptions and possibilities to the passage, which leadshim
to the conclusion everyone should pray this prayer. Augustine
warns against such methods of studying Scripture. He believed
“...it is far safer to walk by the light of Holy Scripture; so that
when we wish to examine the passages that are obscured by
metaphorical expressions, we may either obtain a meaning
about which thereis no controversy, or if acontroversy arises,
may settle it by the application of testimonies sought out in
every portion of the same Scripture.”?8 It ishiblical testimonies
that shed light on the obscure words of Scripture not human expe-
rience as Wilkinson promotes. In context, 1 Chronicles 4:9-10 is
within a genealogical listing. It isin this context Jabez should be
understood.

Genealogies can function to explain three general areas: do-
mestic, political, and religious.® A purpose genealogies do not
serveisto broaden our understanding on how the Christian lifeis
to belived. Unfortunately, thisiswhat The Prayer of Jabeztriesto
do by transforming Jabez' s prayer into amethod rather than aman-
ner weareto follow. Certainly, expanded ministry and more oppor-
tunities to communicate Christ are to be a part of the life of the
believer. We are commanded to preach throughout the world
(Matt. 28:19-20) and be aert for opportunities with unbelievers
(Coal. 4:5-6). Thedifficulty isnot in these conclusions, but rather in
the method they were derived.

TheLord Himsdlf gaveusan examplehow to pray (Luke11:1-4).
It seems reasonabl e to deem the prayer of Christ asinfinitely more
powerful than the prayer of an obscure character in the Old Testa-
ment. The Lord’s Prayer is not to be recited as a mantra; rather
Christ was showing in what manner we should pray. We should
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acknowledge God isholy, wearesinful, and God isthe provider of
our daily needs.

Did God record Jabez's prayer so that we may repeat it and
have our influence expanded? A better understanding of this prayer
can be found by examining other passages of Scripture. Through-
out Scripture blessing istied to obedience and not to someritualis-
tic prayer. Take, for instance, these words of Moses to Isragl: “ If
you fully obey the Lord your God and carefully follow all of His
commands| giveyou today, the Lord your God will set you high
aboveall the nationson earth. All theseblessingswill come upon
you and accompany you if you obey the Lord your God” (Deut.
28:1-2). Theologian R.C. Sproul in his book Knowing Scripture®
writes, “Nearness to God is blessing; absence of God is curse.”3!
It seems more plausible Jabez was obedient and God wasfaithful to
bless him. So, God chose to bless Jabez because of his obedience
that produced his prayer not because of the prayer itself.

Now is the time for followers of Christ to begin to take seri-
ously the command to be equipped for every good work (2 Tim.
3:17). Wemust not simply be ableto quote versesor tell the story of
aparticular Bible character. We must begin to understand theentire
counsel of Scripture. Then we will understand the importance of a
miracle, the meaning of Scripture, and that truth isfound outside of
our own experiences.

*eisegesis: an improper method of exposition by which the expounder intro-
duces his own ideas into the interpretation of a text (\Webster's).
**exegesis: the exposition, critical analysis, or interpretation of a word,
literary passage, etc., especialy of the Bible (Webster’s).
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Coming Soon!~™
A Matter of Basic Principles:
Bill Gothard and the Christian Life

A new book by Don and Joy Veinot and Ron Henzel

“The authors of this carefully documented book have not written an
angry polemic against Bill Gothard and his ministry. Instead, they have
carefully laid out the Scriptural reasons for grave concern over the
teachings and methods of this man and his organization. This book
serves not only to reveal what is being taught at IBLP, but issues a
clear warning to all Christians about the dangers of Scriptural distor-
tion, however subtle.”

with a foreword by Dr. Ron Rhodes

—Ingrid J. Schlueter, Producer and Co-Host
Crosstalk Radio Talk Show
Milwaukee, WI

* scheduled for March 2002 release
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“Have | now become your enemy by telling you the truth?”
- Galatians 4:16 -
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