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eople often wonder why it's so hard for people to leave
z cult groups, even when they’ re made aware of very damn-
~ ing facts about the group. Even more mystifying is the loyalty
people exhibit toward their group, long after they’ ve left on their
own or have been kicked out. People who have been horrendously
treated by their former “friends” in the group still carry an im-
mense amount of loyalty to them. They can become angry and
spring to the defense of their former associates if someone cor-
rectly labels them as a cult group.

The Daily Herald of April 6, 1997, ran an Associated Press
article about a former member of the Heaven's Gate cult whose
own daughter was one of those who died in the mass suicide of
that group last spring. Inthearticle, Lorraine Wilbur (who
claimed to be one of the founders of the group), defended
not only her daughter’s choice to take her life; but also
cult leader Marshall Applewhite. He led the others to
their death through his imaginative teachings that he
claimed to have channeled from beings of a“higher
level” than humans. The article stated that she“ dis-
liked the term cult,” preferring to call the group
“the fellowship.” About Marshall Applewhite
himself, she complained of mediadistortion and
insisted that he was “a kind and wonderful
man.”

Although | am aware that the majority
of people cannot understand her attitude, es-
pecialy in light of the fact that she lost a
daughter sheloved, anyone familiar with
theattitudesof former cult memberswho
have not yet come to grips with their
past will recognizethisasavery typi-
cal reaction to criticism of their
former group. Lorrainecouldn’t ac-
cept that she had so disastrously
misjudged Applewhite, who was
not a“kind and wonderful man”
but a very dangerous religious
con man who only appeared
to her to be wonderful.

Flight 777 for Eternal Life now boarding . . .

We human beings often are very confident we can judge char-
acter and truth by outward appearance, but time after timewe prove
we'renot good at it at all. Lorraine’ s“loyalty” to Applewhite was
based upon her trust in her own ability to judge people. This loy-
alty waslikely strengthened by the sad truth that she was, indeed,
partly responsible for her daughter’s death. If she were to accept
that her judgment had failed her, she would have to admit thisfact
of her own part in her daughter’ s suicide.

I’m sure many readers will remember the interviews of two
former members of Heaven's Gate on CBS's 60 Minutes. Thein-
terviewers seemed incredul ousto learn that both men still believed
that Applewhitewasright and their former associates were, at that

very moment, speeding through space aboard the space-

ship that was hidden behind the Hale Bopp comet. One
man’ swifewas “aboard the craft,” in hisview, and he
regretted that he didn’'t go with her. Why would he
persist in this belief when there was no rational rea-
son for it? Thefact is, of course, there' savery ra-
tional explanation for the loyalty he showed, as

his responsesin the interview made plain to me.

The man told how he and his wife became in-
volved with the group — how, after they had
attended just one meeting, they came home
and gave their daughter away so they could
joinupwith Applewhite' s separatist group.
Now, let me ask you something. How
easy would it beto admit to yourself that
_you, asupposed rational human being,
had given your daughter away and run
off with a flimflam man who capti-
vated you in a matter of hourswith
afantastic yarn? It would be much
easier to keepright on believing a
spectacular falsehood than to
face yourself with that awful
truth. Human beingsaredriven

by pride, and to recognize

that one has been deceived
(Continued on next page)
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“Flying” (ContinuedfromPage 1)

to that extent can be atremendous blow to
one’ sego. Considering how difficult it can
be for human beings to admit having made
apoor restaurant choice or to having taken
awrong turn on the highway, imagine the
devastating embarrassment and shame of
admitting to a judgment error of this mag-
nitude.

The consequences of this former
member’s choice were so horrendous —
his child abandoned by her parents and his
wife now dead — that the Hale Bopp theory
of Applewhite sjust had to be truefor this
man to live with himself. Thelevel of loy-
alty one exhibits toward the group one | eft
is often directly tied to the magnitude of
the sacrifices made, sacrifices that would
appear very foolish, indeed, if they turned
out to be needless sacrifices after all.

Such sacrificesare not alwayslifeand
death as this man’ swere, but they still can
be compelling reasons to refuse to accept
the truth about whatever cult group with
which one happensto beinvolved. For ex-
ample, imagineyou, yourself, had given up
years of your life peddling “God's maga-
zines’ from door to door for a Brooklyn
publishing concern who had claimed to be
God's only channel on earth, as many
Jehovah's Witnesses (JW's) have done?
You had given up holidays and birthday
celebrations. Y ou had deprived your chil-
dren not only of these things but normal
childhood activities such as sportsinvolve-
ment or, perhaps, higher education. You
had sacrificed your right to vote or hold
public office and had even agreed not to
think independently or to disagree with the
leadershipin any detail. And those had been
the small sacrifices! The big sacrifices had
involved giving up family members or
good friends who disapproved of your in-
volvement or who tried to talk you out of
joining the group.

How easy would it beto admit you had
been deceived?How foolish would you feel
to accept it, no matter how much confirm-
ing evidence you were shown that the
Watchtower Bible and Tract Society,*
though seemingly mainstream, isadestruc-
tive cult whose policies have caused the
death of many more people than Jonestown
and Waco put together.

Fear of ridicule is another thing that
keeps people bound to their former cult
group. They fear that family members or
“worldly” friends (friends outside the
group) will crow “1-told-you-so” or laugh
at their error. Consider this Associated

Press interview with the head of the
Unarius Academy of Science, another UFO
cult:
In a small town outside San
Diego, 76-year old Charles
Spiegel eagerly awaits the
1,000 aliens who will descend
from ‘Myton’ around 2001 ... He
shrugs off the skeptics who
note that the Unarius space-
ships failed to show up for their
last appointment with Earth in
1976. We will have the last
laugh, Spiegel said.

Y ou see, Spiegel believes (andiscor-
rect) he and his compadres have been
laughed at. Therefore, he desperately wills
hisreligion to betrue, against al evidence
to the contrary, so he will be vindicated
and get the last laugh! That’s very sad but
supremely human as well. Most of us
would rather endure the rack for ten hours
than to belaughed at for five seconds. How
many JWsremain in that group despitethe
many false prophecies and despite seeing
so many doctrinal flip-flops because
they’ve been ridiculed and their wounded
pride stubbornly refusesto give up the hope
that they will have the last laugh after all?
How many of us can handle humbling ex-
perienceswithout employing similar defen-
sive strategies? Fear of ridicule and/or
wounded pride are powerful blindfolds,
indeed.

Misplaced loyalty is another trap.
Writing in the October 1, 1984, WATCH-
TOWER (p. 22), Governing Body member
Karl F. Klein told how his loyalty to the
Bible Students was “tested” shortly after
his baptismin 1918. (Jehovah’ sWitnesses
were called Bible Students until 1931,
when Joseph Rutherford changed the name
to Jehovah's Witnesses.):

“World War | was raging,” he
says, and “the need for Chris-
tian neutrality was not fully ap-
preciated by those then taking
the lead.”

The President of the Bible Students at
the time was “Judge’ Joseph Rutherford.
The Bible Students of that era were per-
mitted to accept being drafted into the
Army for non-combatant military service,
asthey had done under their first President,
CharlesTaze Russell. Karl wrotethat there
were some Bible Students “who saw the
issue clearly, took offense, and separated
themselvesfrom the Bible Students.” These
“Standfasters,” as they called themselves,
believed that non-combatant service was
every bit asbad asregular military service.
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They warned Karl that, if he stayed with the Bible Students, he
would fall out of favor with God and lose out on being one of the
“little flock” of anointed followers. (A very BAD thing, for those
of you who are unaware of what that means.) Karl agreed with the
Standfasters’ position but wrotethat hismother “ hel ped meto make
the right decision.” So Karl stood loyally with the leadership of
the Bible Students, even though he had become convicted that the
Society’s teaching was wrong about this very crucia issue. He
would not join with the Standfasters, whom he believed were theo-
logically and morally right!

“1 could not see myself leaving those fromwhom | had learned
so much, and | therefore decided to take my chanceswith my Bible
Student brothers. It really was atest of loyalty.”

Karl Klein gives us afine example of misplaced loyalty. His
loyalty was to his religious organization rather than to what he
believed wasright. His “brothers’ had become his god.

Of coursg, in time the Society’s leadership came to believe
that the Standfasters view was the correct one — though they cer-
tainly made no acknowledgment/apology to the now “apostate’
Standfasters — and threw out of the organization anyone who did
not comply with the new organizational prohibitions against al-
ternative servicel

[I must, with tongue in cheek, remark that the Standfasters
wholeft thegroup in 1918 recently have been
found to bewrong after all (at least for now).
According to the May 1, 1996 WATCH-
TOWER, it is A-OK with God that His fol-
lowers accept alternative serviceagain. This
means, | gather, that God was wrong to ever
forbid it, although He certainly could change
Hismind again, making the Standfastersright
again, and so it goes. As | have said before,
it would be easier for JWs to stay in “the
truth” if it would just stand still!]

Fear of making a DEADLY mistake is
another reason people stay put. Onelady who
called the helpline had been a JW for 25
years. She was very unhappy as a Withess,
but shewas scared to death to leave. Y ou see,
a JW istaught that everyone outside of that
organization is going to be soon destroyed by God at Armaged-
don. Itisthisfear that draws many into the group in thefirst place,
and it isthis same fear that keeps many of them there, even when
they want so badly to breathe freely. She had quit going to meet-
ings, but she lived in fear, not only for herself, which she could
tolerate, but the fear that she would be responsible for the destruc-
tion of her family who quit going when she did.

WEell, we talked ... She was aware of the false prophecy con-
cerning 1975 (because she had lived through it), but her fear of
leaving was stronger than her desire to leave. | told her that the
Society’ s false prophecy concerning 1975 was only the latest in a
long string of false prophecies dating back to 1914. In addition, |
told her about the seven-foot pyramid at Russell’ sgravesite, erected
by the Society in 1919, just when they were supposedly being cho-
sen by God asHisonly channel. | told her about theliesand cover-
ups of the Watchtower Society — how they have blatantly misrep-
resented views of scholars to make it appear that those scholars
back JW teachings, when nothing could be further from the truth.

I informed her that the Society used to forbid vaccinations

...Better leave that baggage behind!

forbid blood transfusions but changed their minds. Wetalked about
the lack of freedom within the organization and many other prob-
lems it had. | am very happy to say she listened to me and ac-
cepted documentation** from me proving what | said and coura
geoudly left that organization. She accepted Christ and started at-
tending a church, yet it took a long time to completely eradicate
the fear of Armageddon that had been drummed into her. Having
realized she had been so terribly deceived by the Watchtower So-
ciety, she had a hard time trusting that she had made the correct
judgment thistime.

Another stumbling block is the terrible time human beings
have accepting that highly intelligent people whom they know
within the group can be deceived. Brother so and so is a rocket
scientist, and he believes all of this stuff; therefore it MUST be
true! People instinctively, but wrongly, assume only stupid or
highly gullible people would wind up in a cult group, but nothing
could be further fromthe truth!!! My JW friends are highly intel-
ligent women. Intelligence just has nothing to do with deception!

Look how many brilliant people have bought into what
Michael Denton*** callsa“fairy tale for adults:” evolution. How
many evangelicals (including yourstruly) believed Mike Warnke
when he claimed to have been a former highly-placed Satanist
back inthe 1970’ s, without ever checking out his story? How many
good people of normal or above-averagein-
telligence believe Benny Hinn truly heals
people or that the Holy Spirit hasan interest
in pinning people to the floor or throwing
them into uncontrollable fits of laughter?
Thefact is even Christians (of whatever in-
telligence) are not immune to deception,
which is why the Bible warns us time and
time again not to be deceived. If we could
not be deceived, why the warnings (Mat-
thew 24:4; Colossians 2:4, 8)?

Similar is the “but they are such nice
people” objection to thecult label. Of course,
they're nice people; that’swhy we' retrying
so hardtoliberatethemfromthemessthey're
in! Anyone, ho matter how nice, no matter
what age or level of education, can be de-
ceived. If you don't believe you can be deceived, you' re deceiv-
ing yourself!

| had a dialog on-line with an agnostic, former JW, who was
ridiculing Christiansfor their gullibility in believing fantastic con-
spiracy theories and such nonsensical rumors as Proctor and
Gamble secretly putting a Satanic symbol on their products some
years back. | had to agree with him, because he was right and |
know Christians can be deceived just like others. It is part of the
human condition. But | cautioned him that skeptics also can be
deceived, which was hilariously confirmed when he informed us
of a“Christian fundamentalist plot” against atheist Madalyn Murray
O'Hair. | was keenly interested to learn who was involved in this
secret conspiracy, but unfortunately our skeptic could provide us
with no evidence or even the most rudimentary details of the dark
plot.

Even though every human being can be deceived (and it is
not easy for anyone to admit it and change course), the conse-
guences of changing course for the cultist are often far more dev-
astating on a personal level than for the average person. | may be

and organ transplants on the same grounds on which they now (Continued on Page 8)
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paradoxical ministry. Since the JWs claim to hold to the

authority of God's Word, it would seem sufficient to

present logically sound biblical arguments to persuade them to

abandon their organization and choose historic, orthodox Chris-

tianity. But, as anyone who has tried the direct confrontational

approach knows, thisrarely accomplishes anything positive. Most
tell me all their “scriptural bullets just bounce off.”

After theinitial encounter, when the JW realizes heistalking
to someone who is biblically knowledgeable, no further dialogue
isgenerally even possible. Since the IWsreport all their activities,
any encounters with open critics of the organization or Watch-
tower Society theology are recorded, and other IWs are alerted to
avoid that home. So anyone employing the direct approach gets
only one opportunity.

This carries over in a tragic way to the religiously-divided
home. The non-JW spouse, wanting a relationship that is not im-
pacted by the Watchtower Society, may try to present critical in-
formation to the W spouse, only to find the relationship deterio-
rate ... often to divorce. My marriage is one of the few | know
where one spouse is a committed and loyal JW (my wifeisafull-
time Watchtower “pioneer” missionary) and the other isan ex-JW
evangelical Christian, and we're till together.

AsaJw, | encountered countless Christianstrying one of two
popular witnessing methods. Either they tried to reason with me
by using the Bible alone, or they tried to present WATCHTOWER*
articles showing false prophecies or other embarrassing mistakes.
Neither of these approaches had any significant intellectual im-
pact on my belief system or that of my loyal JW friends. Why not?

The answer lies in the mind-set of the loyal JW. Loyal JWs
have been conditioned to doubt their own thinking abilities and,
of course, the thinking of outsiders, long before they will doubt
the teachings of the Watchtower Society directors in Brooklyn.
The more loyal they are, the more they trust their directors as be-
ing the channel of God and the more they resist all persuasion.
Even the most well-intentioned outsider is usually ignorant of this
fact, hence the frustrating nature of the usual JW/Christian en-
counter.

Is there, then, any witnessing method that can be effective
with the loyal JW, even in a religiously-divided home? | think
there is. First, though, we need to examine how a loyal JW has
been conditioned by the Watchtower Society to resist the typical
witnessing methods.

W itnessing to Jehovah's Witnesses (JWs) seems to be a

And Along Camea Spider...

Very DIFTERENT Approach
When Witnessing To The
Jehovah's Witnesses

by Jay Hess

Theloyal JW receives mind-conditioning mostly through what
are internally referred to as the study articles in the Watchtower
Society’s chief bi-weekly publication: THE WATCHTOWER.
These are studied by the whole congregation at their weekly
WATCHTOWER-study meeting. Since all JWs are expected to go
door-to-door distributing THE WATCHTOWER magazine, they
must prepare by reading the key articles, including the study ar-
ticles. Weeks later, before the actual congregational study of the
articleisheld, they must prepare by reading it, yet again, in detail.
Then, during the congregational study, an appointed speaker reads
the entire article again, out loud, with the audience answering pre-
pared questions and repeating THE WATCHTOWER's message
one more time. All this repetitive study conditions and programs
the loyal JW.

Consider these mind-conditioning statements in the follow-
ing study articles:

The first study article from the January 15, 1983, WATCH-
TOWER, entitled “Exposing the Devil’s Subtle Designs’ said on
page 22:

Avoid Independent Thinking
From the very outset of his rebellion Satan called
into question God'’s way of doing things. He promoted
independent thinking. “You can decide for yourself
what is good and bad,’ Satan told Eve. ‘You don't have
to listen to God. He is not really telling you the truth.’
(Genesis 3:1-5) To this day, it has been Satan’s subtle
design to infect God’s people with this type of think-
ing. 2 Timothy 3:1, 13.
How is such independent thinking manifested? A
common way is by questioning the counsel that is
provided by God’s visible organization.

In the same magazine, the second study article, “Armed for

the Fight Against Wicked Spirits,” said on page 27:
Fight Against Independent Thinking

As we study the Bible we learn that Jehovah has
always guided his servants in an organized way. And
just as in the first century there was only one true Chris-
tian organization, so today Jehovabh is using only one
organization. (Ephesians 4:4-5; Matthew 24:45-47) Yet
there are some who point out that the organization
has had to make adjustments before, and so they ar-
gue: This shows that we have to make up our own
mind on what to believe.’ This is independent think-
ing. Why is it so dangerous? Such thinking is an
evidence of pride. And the Bible says: “Pride is be-
fore a crash, and a haughty spirit before stumbling.”
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(Proverbs 16:18) If we get to thinking that we know
better than the organization, we should ask ourselves:
Where did we learn Bible truth in the first place? Would
we know the way of the truth if it had not been for
guidance from the organization? Really, can we get
along without the direction of God’s organization?’
No, we cannot!

Soon after this, the March 1, 1983, issue of THE WATCH-
TOWER (“What Is Our Position Toward Opposers of the Truth?”)
commented on page 25 on the need for areligious body to direct
themindsof othersand whether God’ s Spirit could direct the minds
of individuals apart from the organizational structure:

Consider some of the other twisted things’ used to
mislead God's people today. On occasion opposers
will question the various teachings that Jehovah's
people hold in common ... They may also question the
need for an organization to direct the minds of God’s
people. Their view is, God’s spirit can direct individu-
als without some central, organized body of men giv-
ing direction.

Consider also how the June 1, 1986, WATCHTOWER, page
21, compares the instinctive programming in animals and what
loyal JWSs are supposed to do in order to live:

He is the One bringing forth ... Innumerable variet-
ies of animal life ... To exist, each of the countless
kinds must live as ordered by Jehovah. By means of
instinct, he programs into them his orders for survival
... the little blackpoll warbler in Alaska ... is programmed
to migrate for survival. So it is with all the animals.
They instinctively follow the orders planted in them by
Jehovah their Creator. They have no choice ... It is
different with people. We are created in the likeness
of God, and we do have a choice. However, ... Through
his Word the Bible, he gives us his orders for gaining
life ... If we use our freedom to ignore them and take
a road of our own independent choosing, we will die.
We must program ourselves for survival.

Theloyal IWswho cometo your door believe, then, that God
is pleased when they program themselves to instinctively follow
the Watchtower Society’ s teachings while, on the other hand, the
Devil is pleased if they make up their own mind. They probably
adopted this viewpoint before they officially joined the organiza-
tion through baptism.

So, if you attempt to witnessto the JIWs by presenting lines of
reasoning biblically or philosophicaly different from what they
already believe, you are asking them to violate their conscience
and reject a fundamental doctrine that initially attracted them to
the Watchtower Society.

Given the above, one might as-
sume the best method would be to
present loyal IWswith copies of their
own literature— that show either the
failed predictions or embarrassing
beliefs — to undermine the author-
ity of the leadership in Brooklyn be-
fore proceeding to biblical issues.
While this method is closer to the
right solutionit, too, hasits problems.
JWs are unaccustomed to receiving
WATCHTOWER articles from even
their closest JW friends. JWs nor-
mally receive their literature only

through authorized Watchtower Society channels. For aJw to re-
ceive Watchtower Society literature from anyone else, especially
an outsider, would seem extremely odd or even outright alarming
to him.

JWs believe the only possible motive for an outsider to give
them a WATCHTOWER article would be to misuse it. Given the
immense amount of trust that the average JW has toward “God's
organization” and the immense distrust that has been engendered
by theleadership toward outsiders, aW’ snatural inclination would
be to view any literature you may have as having been tampered
with, or taken out of context at the very least. This explains the
common experience of so many who tell me, “They won't even
look at their own literature when | hand it to them!”

So what method could work with loyal JW’ s?If they will never
consider a contradictory thought or look at their own literature,
what aternative method can you employ to help them? The an-
swer isto operate within their agenda (1 Corinthians 9: 19-23) and
adopt the attitude of a newspaper interviewer. A newspaper re-
porter asks probing questions but doesn't try to persuade.

Aslong as the JWs follow the Watchtower Society’s condi-
tioning, you should not attempt to teach them anything. Do not
present any of their literature unlessthey ask you for it first. It can
be highly offensive to many JWs. Instead, you as the interviewer
should encourage IWSs to affirm some of their own doctrines that
conflict with the Society’ s claim of authority. It ismuch easier for
JWs to affirm doctrines they are supposed to believe than it isto
persuade them of doctrinesthey have been taught to refute. If they
will not hold to their own doctrines as taught in their own litera-
tureand at their own meetings, they certainly will not be persuaded
of something different.

Outline of the Method

There are several doctrines fundamental to the W belief sys-
tem that, when examined, lead to a serious conflict with the Watch-
tower Society’s claim of authority. Of these, | have chosen four
that typically arise on the JWs agenda as they go door-to-door
and that mainstream Christians also believe. These doctrines deal
with God's standards of righteousness and what conduct He ap-
proves or disapproves of. The stronger the loyal JWs hold to any
one of these doctrines, the more it will lead them to doubt the
Watchtower Society’ s authority after examining the evidence you
present to them.

In the end, they are faced with the choice of either affirming
fundamental doctrines that are repeated at meetings and in their
literature or choosing to remain a member by holding to the au-
thority of their directors, thereby denying the fundamental doc-
trines they claim to cherish. They cannot choose both. If they see
the dichotomy, and openly choose to uphold God's standards of
righteousness, the church will expel them, even if they heartily
wish to remain a member.

Once exposed to thisinterna conflict, JWs cannot ignore the
issue, for these issues are avery important part of the JW agenda.
There will be reminders of the contradictions every time they
present the W message at adoor or read it in their literature. One
fellow researcher called thisa“land-mine” just waiting to go off,
again and again, within the mind of the individual JW.

The interviewer starts the entire process by asking the JWs,
Do you believe God' s standards of righteousness change? Then
as each of the four doctrines arise on the JWWs' agenda, the inter-

viewer again asks for affirmation that God's standards do not
(Continued on Page 9)
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by L. L. (Don) Veinot, Ron Henzel and Marty Butz

n December 4, 1997, three members of Midwest Chris-
tian Outreach, Inc. (Ron Henzel, Marty Butz, and Don
Veinot) met with seminar minister Bill Gothard at his of-
fices of the Institutein Basic Life Principles (IBLP) in Oak
Brook, IL. The purpose of the meeting was to discuss Gothard's
concerns about an article entitled “Bill Gothard’s Evangelical Tal
mud” which had appeared in the September/October 1997 issue of
Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc.’s Journal and also to discuss
Gothard's concerns about a radio broadcast that Veinot was con-
ducting in Chicago about Gothard and IBLP.

Henzel, Butz, and Veinot were accompanied by Rev. Fred
Greening, who isamember of the Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc.
Advisory Board and isalso Veinot' s pastor. Gothard was accompa-
nied by three members of his staff: John Stephens, George Mattix,
and Nathan O’ Brien.

Beforethe M eeting

Prior to that meeting, we (Veinot and Gothard) had talked by
phone and corresponded by letter. | (Don) was concerned about the
spirit of the meeting because Gothard felt he had been unfairly treated
and that we had communicated misinformation in our article about
him. In fact, after hisreview of the first article, he wrote me (Don)
and stated that our research was inaccurate.

He particularly focused upon a statement in the article that read,
“When Dr. Allen attempted to arrange a meeting with Gothard
through his (Dr. Allen’s) seminary president, Dr. Earl Radmacher,
in order to discussthese problems, Gothard told Radmacher that * he
had no interest in meeting with me [Allen] to discuss these mat-
ters'.”* (Dr. Allen, aprofessor at Western Baptist Seminary in Port-
land, OR, had attempted to dial ogue with Gothard since 1973.)

Gothard disputed the statement in the article and wrote, “The
factsarethat | did meet with Dr. Allen and wrote adetailed response
to each of his concerns and then asked for a further meeting with
him.”2

Thisleft uswith a big problem as you can imagine. According
to Mr. Gothard, our research was incorrect and Dr. Allen’s state-
ment was no longer true, in which case we would need to make a
public apology to Mr. Gothard for publishing it. Ron Henzel imme-
diately contacted Dr. Allen and faxed him acopy of Gothard’ sletter
for clarification. Ron wastold by Dr. Allen, in no uncertain terms,
that he (Dr. Allen) had never met with Bill Gothard in hislife even
though he (Dr. Allen) had attempted to arrange such a meeting for
24 years! Dr. Allen wrote a seven-page open letter to Gothard re-
counting the history of his failed attempts to meet with him. On
page five of his open letter, Dr. Allen responded to Gothard’s ac-

count of the meeting that Gothard claimed took place between
thetwo of them and wrote, “ These are not ‘thefacts.” These are
outright lies. Thisis not the result of afoggy memory, a clut-
tered schedule, alapse of thought. These are simply outrageous
lies. How may there be a ‘further meeting’ between us when
there never has been one meeting?” 2 (Italicsin the original.)

In this same letter, Dr. Allen stated that he wanted from
Gothard, “... a brief, no-excuses, no-defenses, abject apology
for your blatant, outrageous lies about me.”* To date, this apol-
ogy has not been offered. Instead, Gothard wrote arevised para-
graph which read, “The facts are that | did write a detailed re-
sponseto Dr. Allen’s concerns. | addressed my responseto Dr.
Radmacher because | wastold that he requested that the article
be written and because he had the same concerns. | then asked
Dr. Radmacher if we could discuss my response with him.”s It
is true that Gothard wrote a response to Dr. Allen’s concerns,
although it took 17 years of coaxing on the part of Dr. Allen
and Dr. Radmacher to bring that about. Both Dr. Radmacher
and Dr. Allen deny that Gothard requested a meeting to discuss
the issues with him.
Planning the M eeting

Gothard took the initiative to set up the meeting with us.
We had notified him several weeks in advance that we would
tape record the meeting and leave copies with him, so as to
minimize the possibility of misquotation. At the last minute,
Gothard wrote to insist that we not record the meeting. In his
letter he also wrote, “Don, | need to explain to you that | have
scheduled this meeting against the council of a very well-re-
spected Christian leader who knows you better than | do. He
said, 'Y ouwill besorry if you have ameeting with Don Veinot,
because Don Veinot does not play by therules.” | am beginning
to see what he means.”®

Gothard's willingness to repeat unsubstantiated hearsay
from an unnamed source concerns us since Bill Gothard has a
great deal of teaching devoted to the subject of gossip. For ex-
ample, on page 16 of his Rediscovering book he writes: “If a
Christian leader givesabad report about any other brother with-
out having gone to him first in a spirit of love, he becomes a
whisperer and damages the wider work of Christ which He
prayed for in John 17.” We are not saying that we necessarily
agree with his reasoning, but there does seem to bean inconsis-
tency here between his mandates for others and his own actions
in this case.

Our Board of Directors and our Board of Advisors were
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desirous that nothing should prevent our meeting with Mr. Goth-
ard, so we agreed to honor Bill’s request and meet without tape
recording the meeting. Wewere not quite surewhat to expect when
we arrived.

L et the Meeting Begin!

The meeting began promptly at the appointed time of 8:15
p.m., and Pastor Fred Greening opened in prayer. Following in-
troductions, the meeting convened, and Bill Gothard gave intro-
ductory remarks to help us get afeel for IBLP from his perspec-
tive. Ron had prepared a series of questions to ask in order to
establish the basic facts concerning Drs. Allen and Radmacher.

Asthe evening progressed, opportunities aroseto discuss such
issues as legalism, the role of the law in the Christian life, birth
control, etc. At one point, the meeting broke up into two genial ad
hoc discussions on different topics.

Overall, we were pleased at the peaceful tone of the evening.
We found Bill and the other three representatives of IBLP to be
cordial and genuinely nice men. There were times when we felt
that constructive communication was taking place. After Nathan
O’ Brien closed the meeting in prayer at about 11:30 p.m., it ended
on a cheerful note with everyone expressing some positive
affirmations as a result of our time together.

Gothard seemed concerned that we did not fully understand
his teachings and really couldn’t unless we attend the Basic Semi-
nar. He also said that it had been changed since | (Don) attended in
the 1970s. At this point, Gothard expressed some degree of opti-
mism that the research of Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc. would
actually clarify what Bill Gothard and the IBL P really do teach and
alleviate some misconceptions about those teachings. Indeed, at the
end of our meeting, Gothard noted that |1 (Don) have obviously
surrounded myself “with good men.” He felt that any honest re-
search would confirm the truth of his teachings and serve to refute
what Gothard considers to be false conceptions about those teach-
ings.

Tothisend, Gothard committed to sending usthe tapes of the
seminar which we agreed to review in the interest of truth and
fairness. If wefind that we have misrepresented Gothard’ s teach-
ings, we will gladly print a retraction to that effect. A few days
later, John Stephens, under Gothard’ sdirection, sent transcriptsin
lieu of actual tapes but offered to send the tapesif we still wanted
them. Whilewe appreciate the transcripts, wewill request thetapes
that were originally offered.

In our meeting, we affirmed that there are some very good
things emphasized in Bill Gothard’s ministry:

1. A biblical approach (whether we agree that
Gothard’ s views are legitimately biblically
justified is another matter).

2. A strong moral emphasis and striving for high
moral ideals, which takes sin serioudly.

3. Trying to appropriate the Bible for practical
guidance for life.

Wewould not deny that many have been blessed in the course
of following Gothard’ s ministry.

We would not deny that Gothard properly applies some texts
of Scripture and that such teachings have been a blessing to oth-
ers.

Should Christians Criticize Christians?

We have found, through our live radio broadcast experience,
that the programs that prompted the most angry audience phone
calls were programs dealing with fal se teachers/teachings within

the Church. Most people in the Christian community agree that it
is right and necessary to expose the false teachers/teachings of
Pagans, Jehovah's Witnesses, liberals, Mormons, etc. But sadly,
too large a number feel that we should not critically evaluate the
doctrines and practices of teachers within the Church. We do not
agree.

Indeed, the doctrines taught by Christian teachers must be
evaluated, or we are no different than the cults who claim that
their leaders are above correction. Such exampleswould be: Benny
Hinn or other word/faith teachers; charismatic excess, such asthe
Holy Laughter Movement/Revival; evangelicals who make com-
mon cause for political reasonswith Rev. Moon or Minister Louis
Farrakhan; “deliverance” ministries; shepherding movementsand
churches, etc. Christian desire for “unity” offers no excuse for si-
lence in these matters. Sometimes, doctrine was vigorously and
passionately debated even in the early church guided by the origi-
nal Apostles (Acts 15). Because of the ministry that we arein, we
are used to being criticized for being critical, sowe are unlikely to
be swayed by such criticism. And, we might add, that if Christians
criticize usfor criticizing Chrigtians, they only make our casefor us.

In our scrutiny of Bill Gothard’s ministry and in the practice
of evaluating and critiquing some of his teachings, we do not pre-
sume to judge his motives or his heart. In fact, we believe that he
sincerely regards his prescriptionsfor Christian living as conform-
ing to biblical truth.

Our concern is that Gothard, though sincere, interprets some
biblical textsin illegitimate ways, resulting in a possibly damag-
ing misunderstanding of those Scripturesamong hisfollowers. We
arewell aware that false teachings can result in unfruitful or nega-
tive effects in the lives of those who accept them, which compels
us to pursue thisissue. It is our conviction that God can bless His
children even when they do cling to false interpretations of Scrip-
ture, although such error can frustrate God’ swork in the believer.

Weare certain that we, ourselves, and everyonein the Church
at large, are imperfect in one way or another and have an imper-
fect understanding of the Scriptures. Inspired understanding of the
Scripturesis aclaim we disavow for ourselves as well as for oth-
ers. Having said that, however, we believe that through humility,
biblical analysis, and the community of other Christ followers, a
consensus can be reached about what God does teach us through
the Scriptures and how these teachings apply to our livestoday.

We believe that all who want to follow Christ and the Scrip-
tures will welcome dialogue and evaluation of any individual’s
biblical interpretation, since the Scripture tells those who wish to
glorify Christ and obey Him to “... examine everything carefully;
hold fast to that which is good” (1Thessalonians 5:21, NASB).
(Italicsours.)

Finally, the Bereans were considered as having “naoble char-
acter” (Acts 17:10-15) because they searched the Scripturesto see
if what the Apostle Paul told them wastrue. Nobility is commend-
able; gullibility is not.

AreYou Being Fair?

Some have reminded usto be fair. That is something we very
much desire to do. In fact, one individual wrote, “... | hope you
will apply no finer filter on Gothard than you would on any other
Christian leaders (e.g., Colson, McCartney, Dobson, MacArthur,
Kennedy, etc.).”

We couldn't agree morewhol eheartedly. In fact, we especially
like the “filter” illustration because it implies the attempt to re-

(Continued on Page 11)
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“Flying’” (Continued from Page 3)

embarrassed to admit | have been fooled, but | won't be shunned
as aresult. But personal rejection and loss of friends and family
members are not unusual prices to pay for making the break from
a cult group. Almost all of the cults shun former members and
consider them not merely misguided but evil. Most people, | think,
cannot imaginethe courageit takesto do theright thing in the face
of this type of rejection. | myself don’t relish being rejected by
strangers, much less being thought of as the worst kind of evil
person by someone | love, and treated accordingly. Many disillu-
sioned cultistsjust try to drop out of the group quietly to avoid the
personal loss and, for some, that works ... at least for atime. Y et,
eventually, most have to decide: Is it more important to tell the
truth to those they love within the group and risk losing them or
watch their loved ones continue on in their deception?

Former cultists, once out, have still another obstacle to over-
come. They have been heavily indoctrinated to believe that all of
Christendom was “ paganized” in some early century, and no truth
can be found in any church. Thus poisoned, they often become
spiritually empty “loners,” no longer able to believe what they
once did but sure that there is nowhere else to go.

They also resist the true gospel of the grace of God because
of the works mentality that has been drilled into them so effec-
tively. The difference between cult theology and true Christian
theology is the difference between being a slave or being a son,
between being owned or being loved. The slave's well-being is
tied to his performance, the son’ sto hisunalterable position in his
father’ sheart. In Romans 8:15, Paul speaks of being released from
the fearful insecurity of the slave as one receives the spirit of
sonship. Thisisavery difficult concept for former cult members
to grasp. They're used to filling out time cards, attending meet-
ings, and sporting professional “Christian” attire and haircuts.
They're “organization” men and women, bound by rules and by-
laws, and they know nothing of the freedom that we are called to
in Christ (Galatians 5:1). Freegraceis, to them, anathema; indeed,
they have been taught to ridicule the notion. Too easy, they scoff.

| have said this before, but it bears repeating: We did nothing
to merit our earthly birth, and we needn’t merit or deserve our
spiritual birth. We've been born into “the Adam family:” bornin
sin and under a curse; but we have been given the option, through
Christ’ sransom, to switch sidesand be born againinto Christ (Ro-
mans 5:12-19). It's a free gift with no strings attached, and we
receive it by faith in Christ alone (Ephesians 2:8-9). Thisis, in-
deed, wonderful news, whichiswhy it’ s called the* gospel” which

means “good news.” Peter said it thisway:

“...In[God' 5] great mercy hehasgiven usnewbirthintoaliving
hope through the resurrection of Jesus Christ from the dead,
and into an inheritance that can never perish, spoil or fade —
kept in heaven for you, who through faith are shielded by God's
power until thecoming of salvation thatisreadyto berevealedin
thelast time” (1Peter 1:3-5, New International Version).

Moreover, these gifts of grace and sonship are not limited to
an elite few but are open to all. Jesus, Himself, said in John 3:16
(NIV) “...whoever believesin Him shall not perish but have eter-
nal life.” If you'rea“whoever,” you'reincluded in theinvitation,
but if you are not born again, you will not see the kingdom of God
(John 3:3).

To believe is to trust in, to have faith in; but sadly, distrust
erectsthe final and, perhaps, most daunting barrier for the former
cult member. Having been deceived once, they can be mighty fear-
ful of ever trusting again. Y ou may be able to show them that the
Bible saysthat acceptance by God and adoption into Hisfamily is
based solely upon faith, but “faith” itself is something they have
come to fear. Beware of men (or women!) bearing Bibles, their
heart warns. If anyone reading thisisin that position right now, |
want you to know that fearlessnessis not a requirement for salva
tion. Y ou can be scared and have faith at the sametime. Y ou may
beterrified of flyinginan airplane, but if you have enough faith to
get aboard, that’s enough faith! You needn’t hold off boarding
until you are convinced that you're fearless. The plane will fly
whether you are scared or not!

The faith necessary for salvation isjust like that. You don’t
need to befearless or even doubtless. God knowsyour weaknesses.
Heisfully aware of what you' ve been through. He asks you to put
your faithand trust in His Son. Just call upon Jesus. The Bible says
you will not be disappointed (Romans 10:9-13). Y our knees may
be knocking or your heart pounding, but get on that plane. He will

fly you safely home. W ;

Loveto al,

Truly Hetaught ustoloveoneanother; Hislawisloveand
His gospel is peace ... Chains shall He break, for the dave is
our brother, and in Hisname all oppression shall cease.

— O Holy Night —

*a.k.a. Jehovah'’s Witnesses

**Documentation that comes, oddly enough, from the Watchtower Society’s own, self-
condemning magazines and books!

***Michael Denton, author of Evolution: A Theory in Crisis.

Speaking

Upcoming Events

] ) o~ _— March 8:  7:00 p.m., “Designer Faith”

February 1: (9)-15%2\1/:' DLeﬂhgner '(::?]‘th h Cicero Bible Church, 2230 S. Laramie,

o Wl%mlg eran L paren Cicero, IL 708/652-4070

Carol Stream, IL 60188 630/830-4833 Conventions and Conferences
February 8. 9:15am., “IsThe Bible Reliable” : ) .

Our Savior Lutheran Church, Carol Stream, IL April 3& 4: Chicago Sunday School &

Church Ministries Convention

February 15: 9:15am., “ Cultsand the Resurrection” Zolr.ﬂ V'e‘lf‘( I_Ed#tcatl“?nal Center,

Our Savior Lutheran Church, Carol Stream, IL rlington Heights,

. o “ - April 23-25: St. Louis Conference on Biblical Discernment

February 22: 9:15am., “Is Jesus Really God?

Our Savior Lutheran Church, Carol Stream, IL (See Ad on Page 10)
February 25: 7:00 p.m., “ Overview of Cults’ July 1-5: gggﬂ%sltﬁrle Festival

Windy City Church, 6131 N. Newark, :

Chicago, IL  773/631-9222 JPSA, 773/561-2450
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“Withessing’” (Continued from Page 5)

change. The JWswill at this point respond in the negative. After
the JWs answer the question, the interviewer asks for further as-
surance by having the IWs comment on two real examples, which
| provide, illustrating the violation of each of the four doctrines.
(The first situation | cite is found in the Bible. The second is an
actual, twentieth-century event.) After the biblical event is dis-
cussed, the IWs are again asked, Do you believe God' s standards
of righteousness change?

Then the twentieth-century example is carefully introduced.
Theeventisdescribed in general, without detailsand without iden-
tifying the specific persons who violated God' s standards. Focus
only on the apparent implication that God’ s standards of righteous-
ness have changed. The JW will become curious and ask to seethe
documentation. | provide the documentsin my packet of witness-
ing materials; one two-sided document for each of the four issues.

To facilitate the discussions with the JWs and to stay within
their agenda, the interviewer agrees to study with them in their
book, Knowledge That Leads To Everlasting Life (1995). Thisisa
key publication of the Watchtower Society asitisused for discipling
all new converts. The interviewer encourages the JWs to specifi-
cally explain chapter 5 (entitled “Whose Worship Does God Ac-
cept?’). By going over this material, the stage is set to ask them
whether God’ s standards change and whether He accepts the wor-
ship of those who seek messages from demons, worship angels,
restrict united public worship, or admire the political wild beast of
Revelation. But, as you examine these four issues, it is essential
that you not focus on the mistakes of men. Focus on the righteous-
ness of God and only ask about issues clearly connected to the
Watchtower Society’ sown question of “Whaose worship does God
accept?’

At each appropriate paragraph (numbered 13 through 16), ask
about the principles regarding God's standards of righteousness
and then the two events as mentioned in the following examples.
Thefirst question dealswith abiblical event. The second question
deals with a more modern event, and it should be introduced this
way: | read an article that described ... (Give a summary of the
event without specifically identifying the Watchtower Society di-
rectors.)

TheFour Issues, Each With Two Real Situations:
1) God's standards on seeking messages and guidance from de-

mons (paragraph 13).

A. 1 Samuel 28:7-19 (King Saul and the spirit-
medium.)

B. Twentieth-century pastor advocated a book
allegedly dictated by a demon.

Documentation: July 30, 1924, The Golden Age, p.702;

December 3, 1924, The Golden Age, p.150, 151; Angels

and Women.

Thesedocuments show how Pastor Russdll, thefounder
of the Watchtower Society, discovered abook he believed
was dictated by a demon to a spirit-medium. He actualy
believed that some demons could betrusted to tell thetruth,
s0 he encouraged a friend to go into business distributing
the book to outsidersthrough the membership as Christmas
gifts. Because Russall died in 1916, his successor Joseph
Rutherford started to distribute the book in 1924.

2) God's standards on idolatry and worshiping angels (para-

graph 14).

A. Revelation 19:10 (Apostle John worships an angel.)

B. Twentieth-century denomination worshiped
Michael the archangel the same as they worshiped
God. Their charter still references worshiping
Michael.

Documentation: April 15, 1995, THE WATCHTOWER,

p.18; Theocratic Ministry School Schedule for 1990,

p.4 for March 19 and April 16; 1945 Yearbook of

Jehovah' s Witnesses, title page and p.32; Reasoning

from the Scriptures (1985, 1989), p.202; September 1

and 15, 1893, Zion's Watch Tower, pp.1580, 1581 in

the reprints (pp.280-284 in the original magazine);

August 15, 1941, THE WATCHTOWER, p.252; Make

Sure Of All Things (1953), p.85.

These documents show that the Watchtower Society
advocated worshiping Jesus, also known as Michael the
archangel, equally to worshiping God, from 1893 until
1953. The Watchtower Society’s charter till says their
purposeis, among many other things, to “worship Jesus.”

3) God's standards on restricting united public worship (para-

graph 15).
A. Daniel 6:7, 10, 11, 16 (Authorities restrict public
prayer for 30 days.)

B. Twentieth-century religious authorities restricted

public prayer for 46 years until 1989.
Documentation: August 15, 1970, THE WATCH-
TOWER, p.493, paragraph 16; June 15, 1990, THE
WATCHTOWER, p.28; October 15, 1979, THE
WATCHTOWER, p.20, paragraphs 7 and 8; 1995
Yearbook, pp.212, 213, 232, 233.

These show the Watchtower Society directed al JWs
in Mexico to stop al public appearance of being religious
including public prayer and songs of praise for 46 years
until 1989, yet they claim to be faithful like Danid who
refused to obey the 30-day prohibition against public prayer.

4) God'sstandards on admiring the political wild beast described
in the book of Revelation (paragraph 16).
A. Revelation 13:3; 17:8 (Admirers of the wild beast
and image.)
B. Twentieth-century religious authorities admired a
political organization they later claimed was part

of the wild beast’simage.

Documentation: August 1, 1967, THE WATCHTOWER,
p.454; June 1, 1994, THE WATCHTOWER, p.12,
paragraph 17, September 15, 1971, THE WATCH-
TOWER, p.560, paragraph 8, October 1, 1983, THE
WATCHTOWER, pp.15, 16, paragraph 9, February 15,
1919, THE WATCHTOWER, p.51.

These documents show that the Watchtower Society
admired the League of Nations, which they now say was
part of theimage of thewild beast. They later claimed they
did not admire the League like other religions, and that the
names of any who did admire the League of Nations “are
not found written upon ‘the scrall of life ”

For the discussion of each of the eight events, biblical and
modern, these three questions are asked:
1) Did God's standards change?
2) Did God approve of the persons mentioned?
3) Did God accept their worship as being part of true
worship?
(Continued on NextPage)

March / April 1998

Page9



“Withessing” (Continued from Page 9)
Help Me Under stand

As the second question in each category is being discussed,
their material can be introduced with the question: | got the im-
pression from it that your church felt God's standards had
changed and He now approved of thoseinvolved. | tried my best
to understand what your church said in the article, but it till
seemsto say God' s standards have changed. Do you think | mis-
understood the article? Thiswill likely cause the JIWsto be curi-
ous about the article and offer to help you understand its meaning.
Mention you read about this in a photocopy of what appeared to
betheir literature. Wait until they ask to see the photocopy before
showing it to them.

Y our discussion might proceed as follows:

| received thisarticle from somewhere. (Hand them the two-
sided photocopy.) It appearsasif thisoriginally came from your
church publications. If you would like, | could check my records
totrytofind out who actually photocopied this. Would that help?
Would you like meto find out who photocopied this so you could
contact themto learn moreabout thisstory? (They will likely say
‘N0’ and not later ask where the copies came from.)

L et them examine the photocopy and then say:

If | ever wanted to become a member in your church would
| be required to believe these persons were approved by God? |
ask this because | want to be careful not to violate I saiah 5:20
which warns about saying bad things are good. “Woe to those
who are saying that good is bad and bad is good, those who are
putting darkness for light and light for darkness, those who are
putting bitter for sweet and sweet for bitter!” (NWT) If | conclude
from reading your K nowledge book in chapter 5 that those who
did these things could not have been tried and found faithful
and, therefore, were not kept in an approved state and did not go
to heaven, would my worship be acceptable to God?

Their answer to thiswill tell you if the IWsyou are speaking
to are firm for God’s unchanging standards of righteousness as
described in their own literature. Once the JWs have been made
aware of the actions of their leaders, they find themselves upon
the horns of a terrible persona dilemma. They know that God's
standards do not change, yet, they will want to make an exception
for their own leaders.

No exception can be honestly made, and a person of integrity
will realizethat. They’ ve cometo afork intheroad, and they must
choose which way to go. They may choose to be loyal to God and
thus deny the Watchtower’s fundamental doctrine of the “dave
who has been faithful and discreet since 1919.” Thiswould result
in the loss of church membership. The only other choiceisto put
the standards of men ahead of God so as to keep their member-
ship. Thus, they essentially would be accusing God of changing
His standards in order to approve the deeds performed by the
Watchtower Society’ s directors.

Because the conversation dwells only on what God thinks
rather than the beliefs of JWs years ago, there is no conflict be-
tween theinterviewer and the JW. The only conflictisinthe mind
of the JW as he ponders the consequences of this information.
Some JWs will reluctantly respond that God's standards in the
four areas do not change, thusimplicating their |leadership in spir-
itism, false worship, idolatry, and fear of man. But those wishing
to keep their membership will feel pressured to say God neverthe-
less did approve of the directors, even for entrance into heaven.
These will water down God's standards of righteousness and, in

essence, accuse God of saying what was once bad is now good and
what was once good is now bad.

As sad asthisfact may be, anyone who asserts God approves
of sinwould not be happy in the true Christian community. Thisis
where God's word is the final, unchanging authority and God's
righteous standards on spiritism and idolatry do not change. There
isno point in continuing to talk with these IWs about other issues.
If they will not believe their own literature when it says God re-
jects all forms of spiritism and idolatry, then there is very little
chance they will be convinced of any doctrine not taught in their
literature. Wish them a “good day” and invite them to return if
they ever decide God never approves of spiritism or idolatry (read
Galatians 5:20 and context). W

*The bi-weekly publication of the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society, ak.a
Jehovah's Witnesses

The Journal would like to thank Jay Hess for untangling this issue’s “Spider’s
Web.” Jay was a “baptized and dedicated” Jehovah’s Witness for over 23 years. Wish-
ing to defend his faith, he self-published newsletters and, eventually, a book entitled,
Jehovah'’s Witnesses are not False Prophets. Near the end of his stay in the Watch-
tower Bible and Tract Society (the legal corporation representing Jehovah's Witnesses),
he was invited by their Writing Department to contribute articles for publication in their
semi-monthly magazine, THE WATCHTOWER. In 1991 and 1992, two Special Judi-
cial Committees appointed by the Governing Body of Jehovah’s Witnesses found Hess
guilty of “causing divisions.” This was due to his advocating the worship of Jesus, and
they expelled him from the group. He is still married to a full-time missionary for the
Watchtower and has three children. He teaches adult Sunday School, including
apologetics, at Providence Baptist Church in Raleigh, NC and coordinates their cult-
outreach ministry. Hess works as a computer programmer and has a Master’s Degree
in Applied Mathematics.

Jay Hess can be reached on the Internet at jayhess@pagesz.net or through his
web-site at www.pagesz.net/~jayhess (soon to present this method). You can contact
him by mail at P.O. Box 14554, Durham, NC 27709, or by phone at (919) 954-9283. His
toll-free number, 1-800-366-7608, is meant for hardship situations.
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“Gothard”” (Continued from Page 7)
move impurities. We agree that great caution should be urged in

trying to “purify” someone else's biblical interpretation. As we
have already pointed out, there are hermeneutical impuritiesto be
found in every denomination, group, and evenindividuals (includ-
ing ourselves!), and it will only cause unnecessary division to go
on a crusade against al of them. We readily affirm that we have
our differences with Colson, McCartney, Dobson, MacArthur,
Kennedy, and so on. Some are more substantial than others— and
yet, so far we have not been compelled to write articles about or
have meetings with them.

On the other hand, based on our observations, there are a
couple of things that set Gothard apart from all these other
teachers whom we have just hamed.

1. Gothard holds to awhole string of rather unique and aber-
rational teachings, not just one or two. In fact, the more we re-
search histeachings, the more we get the impression that hisview
of the Law is closer to Seventh-Day Adventism than it is to
evangelicalism. At the end of our meeting on December 4, Goth-
ard spent a few minutes trying to persuade Ron Henzel that if he
had a son, he should circumcise him — not for salvation, of course,
but becauseit isin the Law nevertheless. The medical reasons he
cited simply served as an apologetic for his view of the Law. In
other words, the medical evidence was simply used to verify that
when God would tell [supposedly] Ron to circumcise his future
son, He had good reasons.

In Intertestamental Judaism, one strain of teaching held that
during the Messianic Age, the Law still would be strictly applied,
but God’ srationale for del eting some of the moreinscrutable com-
mands would be explained. Of course, we know that Paul did not
argue that Christians should practice Mosaic circumcision with
the proper understanding; he said Christians should not practice it
at al (Galatians 5:2-12)! Gothard’ s view sounds more like one of
the Intertestamental Jewish views than it does the Apostle Paul’s.
It also more closely resembles Seventh-Day Adventism with
Gothard's habitual resorting to Levitical ceremonial cleanliness
laws regarding abstaining from sexual relations for so many days
after the birth of a child, and even the mistaken dietary require-
ment of keeping milk and meat separate [based on an
Intertestamental misinterpretation of “You shall not boil a kid
(young goat) initsmother’ smilk” (Exodus 23:19)]! To our know!-
edge, neither Colson, McCartney, Dobson nor any of the others
come anywhere close to Gothard on these issues.

2. Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc., Personal Freedom Out-
reach, and others have received many reports of people basing
their entire lives around Gothard' s teachings to an extent that we
have never encountered with Colson, McCartney, Dobson, et. al.
We are not saying that those people do not also have their fanati-
cal fans. We are saying that those people, to our knowledge, do
not have such an organized and devoted following for themselves
as Gothard has for himself.

If what we are saying here is true, then Gothard is glaringly
different from other popular Christian teachers. And if thisisthe
case, then it should be true that we do not need a finer filter in
order to catch Gothard' serrors. A lessfinefilter should catch them
equally as well. A finer filter would only be necessary to catch
tiny little errorsthat are probably not even worth discussing. That
would be nit-picking in the extreme. In our view, so far we have
not been dealing with tiny little errors that can be ignored. Thus,
the hermeneutical roots of those errors should also be rather easy
to catch.

Having said all of this, we must confessthat it has still been a
challengeto trace Gothard' s exegetical errors back to their herme-

all of them is found on page 3 of his Basic Seminar Textbook
(1981 edition), Principles for Applying Scripture. There he seems
to make“ meditation” ahermeneutical principlein such away that,
for al practical purposes, he elevatesit to a source of extra-Bibli-
cal revelation. Even if he doesn’t go all the way to a concept of
extra-Biblical revelation with that practice, it still undermines the
doctrine of perspicuity of Scripture. If | must meditate on large
sections of Scripture in order to begin to see the underlying prin-
ciplesof thetext, or ashealso says, “... go far deeper than thefacts
of the text” to discover its application, then the entire doctrine of
Scriptureasaclear, self-interpreting revel ation beginsto fall apart.

We must hasten to say that we are firm believersin medi-
tation, but NOT as a hermeneutical principle —i.e., not as a
means of arriving at the meaning of atext. It is true that the
Holy Spirit can enlighten our minds to better appreciate the
meaning of atext. We sometimes refer to this “understanding”
in asense that is different from cognitive apprehension, which
isthe normal sense in which we speak of understanding atext.

Sometimes, the Holy Spirit may even help our minds to un-
cover the actua literal meaning of the text when we are having
problemsinterpreting it. But, that meaning will never be any dif-
ferent than that which could be discerned from a literal, histori-
cal-grammatical hermeneutical approach. Y et, we feel that Goth-
ard has used his “meditation” principle to do exactly that; to by-
pass standard Protestant hermeneutics, with the result that he gets
meanings out of the Bible that God never put “in” it!

Of course, we are all guilty of thisfrom time to time. We
are taking that into account. The concern that we and others
haveisthat, with Gothard, it happens so frequently and seems
to have gotten much worse in recent years. It has extended
into medical advice (Cabbage Patch dolls interfering with the
birth of children), adoption (tracing family lineage to bind an-
cestral demons), and other mystical elements (hedge of thorns,
umbrella of authority/protection, sins of the fathers, emanat-
ing light, the effects of troll dolls).

We will make every effort to be fair, and we appreciate
Gothard' swillingnessto meet with us. We appreciate Gothard’ s
quest for truth and share his enthusiasm that our research will
get to the bottom of what he really teaches. Ultimately, such
research may not be without criticism of Gothard’ s teachings.

Nonetheless, we all share the belief, along with Gothard,
that the truth of what the Bible teaches, properly understood,
is of benefit to us all. In that regard, we are all on the same
page. Ron, Marty, and | are willing to have our research tested
by Scripture. Welook forward to future meetingsfor clarifica-
tions as we interact with the teachings of Bill Gothard and the
Institute in Basic Life Principles. W

[n\érd, RnHrrd , adMtyRiz

1.) “Bill Gothard’s Evangelical Talmud, Part-1,” Midwest Christian Outreach,
Inc. Journal, September/October 1997, Volume 3, No. 4, p. 9. 2.) Letterto
Don Veinot from Bill Gothard, dated October 25, 1997. 3.) There You Go
Again: Bill Gothard and “The Facts,” An Open Letter to Bill Gothard, by
Ronald B. Allen, Th.D; November 7, 1997. 4.) Ibid., pp. 6,7. 5.) Letter from
Bill Gothard to Dr. Ronald B. Allen, dated November 29, 1997. 6.) Letter
from Bill Gothard to Don Veinot, dated November 28, 1997.

A Note From The Editors
No, you did not miss the January/February ‘98 issue
of the Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc. Journal. For
several reasons, we did not produce one. We will
make every effort to prevent this from happening in
the future.

neutical causes. It would appear that the explanation to just about stm/cm
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