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by G. Richard FisherThe evangelical Church is being
besieged by militant Islam, contem-
plative mysticism, personal revela-
tions, ecumenism, false
p r o p h e t s ,  p s e u d o
apostles, deluded teach-
ers, outright charlatans,
political correctness, and a
decline of doctrine with
an absence of the knowl-
edge of sound biblical
hermeneutics. It seems
that many in the Church
neither know nor can ex-
plain what they believe.
The Church universal has
lost not only its will but
its ability to discern.

Thanks to many of the
legitimate counter-cult
and apologetic ministries,
there is a voice to address
error and offer biblical
corrections to these junk
food doctrines, outright
aberrations, and obvious
heresies. These are men and women
who, like the sons of Issachar, have
understanding of the times to know
what to do (1 Chronicles 12:32).

The Hebrew Roots Movement
(HRM) is being accepted like a long-

lost stepchild who needs our full
attention and embrace. It thrives on
ignorance of the complexities of Juda-

ism, both ancient and
modern. It fosters elitism
and division, and has
been flying under the
radar for years. It is
bringing confusion, dis-
sension, and strife into
the body of Christ.
Although seen as new,
this movement is just the
latest distraction promot-
ing old errors.

WHAT HRM IS NOT

HRM is not an organ-
ized church, although
churches may be involved
with it in varying degrees.
It is not a cohesive move-
ment, but consists of men,
‘‘schools,’’ and organiza-
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JESUS IS:
THE FEEL-GOODMESSAGE

OF JUDAH SMITH
Who — or what — is Jesus? Judah Smith, a Seattle-

based pastor, has written a book whose title invites
readers to answer that question for themselves and then
goes on to describe the Savior in terms that border on the
preposterous.

Smith and his wife, Chelsea, are lead pastors of The
City Church in Seattle, Wash., and rising stars in the
evangelical community. The City Church, with more than
6,000 regular attenders, is the fourth-fastest-growing
congregation in America, according to Charisma maga-
zine.

The church was founded in 1992 by Smith’s parents,
Wendell and Gini Smith. The Smiths and The City
Church have deep roots in the charismatic/prosperity
gospel movement. Judah has said, ‘‘The charismatic
movement and all that is charismatic is beautiful and
wonderful.’’

The City Church places great emphasis on the charis-
matic gifts. Smith is affiliated with Hillsong Church,
which regularly features Word-Faith preachers such as
Joel Osteen and Joyce Meyer. Smith has friends in other
circles, too. Emergent church leader Mark Driscoll
considers him a friend and had him speak at the 2013

Resurgence Conference along with Rick Warren, Matt
Chandler, Greg Laurie, and others.

Smith has gained considerable notoriety because of the
publication of his book, Jesus Is ______. The reader is
asked, ‘‘How would you finish that sentence?’’ The
publication has been on The New York Times Best Seller
list and is endorsed by Steven Furtick; pastors from
Hillsong Church in New York City such as Carl Lentz
and Brian Houston; Tommy and Matthew Barnett,
founders of the Los Angeles Dream Center; Pastor Ed
Young; and golfer Bubba Watson.

Singer Justin Bieber calls Smith his pastor. Smith was a
featured speaker at Louie Giglio’s Passion 2013 confer-
ence, along with Beth Moore and John Piper, where he
spoke to 60,000 people under the age of 25.

Jesus Is ______ is part of a large campaign of billboards,
bus signs, Facebook apps, bumper magnets, and social
outreach events in the Seattle area. The goal of the project
was to get people thinking about who Jesus is.

Smith follows in the vein of other ‘‘postmodern’’
Christian authors such as Rob Bell who are long on hype,
short on content, and too complacent with contradictions
and frustrations to be consistently understood. Smith
admits that he does not think in a linear fashion. It shows
when one tries to comprehend his message.

Not everything Smith writes in Jesus Is ______ is
flawed. Smith articulates correct biblical teachings such

(continues on page 19)
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KNOCK, KNOCK.
WHO’S THERE? NOT JWS
Members of the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society are

still taking to the streets in their aggressive proselytizing
efforts, but perhaps not so much in the familiar and
traditional way for which they are known. As one
Canadian news reporter explained, ‘‘They are Jehovah’s
Witnesses, and they are no longer just coming to a door
near you.’’

Active members of the religious group are now
establishing an increased presence on city street corners
— allowing people to come to them rather than vice
versa. According to Mark Ruge, director of public
information for Jehovah’s Witnesses in Canada, ‘‘People
are not at home more than ever before. We still do
door-to-door, but downtown is where the people are.’’

In the United States, Jehovah’s Witnesses have begun
to set up displays with their various publications and
staff booths at large weekend flea markets, giving them
access to tens of thousands of patrons in just a few hours.

According to the 2013 Yearbook of Jehovah’s Witnesses,
membership in the organization grew in 2012 by 1.9
percent, 1.7 billion hours were invested worldwide in
field ministry work, and 268,777 new members were
baptized. Jehovah’s Witnesses are proud of those facts,
saying that 30 people per hour were baptized throughout
the year. However, those numbers reflect a stark contrast
when one divides the number of baptisms into the
number of hours spent in field ministry. That figure
reveals that it takes over 6,500 hours of field ministry to
gain one convert. And that 6,500-hour figure increases
significantly when one subtracts from the 268,777 bap-
tisms the ones resulting from internal growth (children
and other family of current members being baptized).

The Watchtower claims a worldwide membership of
7.7 million.

—MKG

MEASLES OUTBREAK IN
TEXAS LINKED TO
COPELAND CHURCH

By mid-summer last year, U.S. health officials were on
high alert as 2013 was ‘‘shaping up to be one of the worst
years for measles in more than a decade.’’ According to a
report from the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention, the country has 60 cases of measles annually,
but by August 24, a total of 159 cases had been reported
in 16 states.

The state with the second most reported cases of
measles was Texas. According to a news article in The
Christian Post, ‘‘Texas has been identified as ground zero
for the latest measles outbreak after 25 cases were
recently reported and at least 15 of those cases are tied to
Eagle Mountain International Church in the city of
Newark. The church is led by Terri Pearsons, the oldest
daughter of televangelist Kenneth Copeland who has
linked child vaccinations to autism.’’

Kenneth Copeland is a leader in the Word-Faith
movement, which advances the health and wealth
gospel: the belief that physical well-being and financial
prosperity are the will of God for all Christians.

The Post also revealed, ‘‘The measles outbreak was
started by a visitor to Eagle Mountain International
Church who had recently visited a country where the
disease is common, according to a statement from the
church and the Tarrant County Public Health in Fort
Worth, Texas.’’ An NBC News report identified that
country as Indonesia.

USA Today reported, ‘‘Those sickened by measles
include nine children and six adults, ranging in age from
4 months old to 44 years old. At least 12 of those infected
were not fully immunized against measles,’’ according to
Tarrant County Public Health spokesman Al Roy. The
newspaper also noted that, ‘‘The other patients have no
record of being vaccinated’’ and ‘‘All of the school-age
children infected in the Eagle Mountain outbreak were
home-schooled, health officials say. Texas requires
children be vaccinated before attending school.’’

As the news reports of the church’s connection to the
measles outbreak gained national attention, Kenneth
Copeland Ministries and Eagle Mountain International
Church went on the offensive. The church’s website
issued a statement saying, ‘‘Kenneth Copeland Minis-
tries’ position regarding dealing with any medical
condition involving yourself or someone in your family
is to first seek the wisdom of God, His Word, and
appropriate medical attention from a professional that
you know and trust. Apply wisdom and discernment in
carrying out their recommendations for treatment. This
would include: vaccinations, immunizations, surgeries,
prescriptions, or any other medical procedures.’’

The website post also stated that the church is ‘‘working
with the Tarrant County Public Health Department to
stand against a recent attack of measles. Eagle Mountain

(continues on page 22)
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‘‘One door and only one, and yet its
sides are two. Inside and outside, on
which side are you?’’ So goes Elsie
Leslie’s hymn. To those who take the
Bible seriously, the title of the hymn
above, ‘‘One Door and Only One,’’
may seem redundant.

Universalism — sometimes called
the ‘‘wider mercy doctrine’’ — teaches
that all roads lead to salvation. An-
other more insidious teaching claims
there are two ways of salvation. To
the Christian that notion should be
ludicrous. However, some who call
themselves Bible-believing Christians
accept it.

Within the Hebrew Roots Move-
ment there is a strain of teaching that
might be referred to as racial univer-
salism. It is the worst form of anti-
Semitism because it refuses to preach
the Gospel to the Jewish people under
the pretext that there are really two
ways of salvation.

According to this Dual Covenant
theory, Gentiles are saved through
Jesus. Jews are saved without Jesus,
presumably under another covenant.
It is the belief that there is more than
one way to get to heaven. Jesus is not
the only door because in the Dual
Covenant view there are two doors.
All that Israel needs, according to a
number of Dual Covenant advocates,

is more programs, including Gentile
ecumenicalism with interfaith dia-
logue for better understanding.

It would understand Jesus’ affirma-
tion of Himself in John 14:6 as, ‘‘I am
the Way, the Truth, and the Life for
Gentiles. No Gentile comes to the
Father but through Me because the
Jews are already with the Father.’’

This has great appeal to the ecu-
menically minded. Many within the
Hebrew Roots Movement (HRM) dis-
avow this position, but not openly
because those in Dual Covenant
strongly support Israel. To speak
against Dual Covenant might seem
like being against Israel, or less than a
friend to Israel. Support of Israel
trumps any theological or doctrinal
position. Realize, though, that the
support for Israel in Dual Covenant
thinking is doing so for reasons other
than evangelism. Even if Jews do
recognize and accept Jesus, it is sim-
ply more icing on their cake of
salvation.

NOT TO BE CONFUSED

Dual Covenant is not to be confused
with another teaching called the Two
House Theory. The Two House
Theory is related in many ways with

British Israelism, which was popular-
ized by the late Herbert Armstrong
(1892-1986), founder of the World-
wide Church of God. British Israelism
is based on the myth of the Ten Lost
Tribes. In Armstrong’s telling, these
so-called ‘‘Lost Tribes’’ of Israel some-
how became the British and ulti-
mately Americans in the United
States.

The theory in British Israelism that
the terms Jews and Israelites are not
interchangeable falls flat under seri-
ous biblical examination. They say
that ‘‘Jews’’ refers to only the two
southern tribes and that Israel refers
only to the so-called lost ten tribes
from the north. However, according
to Scripture the northern tribes never
were lost. In the books of Ezra and
Nehemiah, God’s Old Testament
people are referred to as Jews on 19
occasions and as Israel on 62 occa-
sions, showing that the terms are
synonymous and interchangeable af-
ter the exile. Jewish tribes may have
been scattered both in and out of
Israel, but they were never truly lost.

Archaeologists have shown that
there were large migrations and re-
settlements from the Northern King-
dom into Judah and Benjamin before
the Assyrian captivity occurred. The
burgeoning population of Jerusalem

by G. Richard Fisher
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spread to its large western hill under
Hezekiah. There continued to be coex-
istence of the Jewish tribes in the
South of Israel (1 Chronicles 9:2-3;
2 Chronicles 11:14, 16; 15:9; 30; 34:9;
35:17-18; Ezra 6:17; Luke 2:36; Acts
26:7; James 1:1). Professor William
Varner states:

‘‘To summarize, it can be said, on
the basis of Scripture, history and
archaeology, that there is no such
thing as the ten lost tribes. What
was lost was the separate exist-
ence of the kingdom of Israel in
the north. The tribes, however,
continued to exist in the body of
the southern kingdom with the
terms ‘Jews’ and ‘Israel’ applied
to all the covenant people after
the captivity.’’1

All of the twelve tribes continued to
exist as distinct Jewish tribes both in
Israel and the Diaspora (or disper-
sion) of Jews worldwide. There is
definitely a genetic component to
Jewishness along with its religious,
linguistic, and cultural uniqueness.

When Jesus sent the Apostles into
parts of Israel to preach, He told them
to go to ‘‘the lost sheep of the house of
Israel’’ (Matthew 10:6; 15:24, emphasis
added). This clearly shows us that
Jesus Himself did not think the tribes
of Israel were no longer around.

NOAH WHO?

One lesser-known Dual Covenant
group calls itself B’nai Noach or the
Noahides. These titles are translated
as ‘‘the children of Noah.’’ Noahides
believe there are seven distinct laws
for Gentiles that can be gleaned from
Noah’s era and are found in the book
of Genesis. These purported seven
laws are all that Gentiles need for
salvation. That is their covenant. Thus
the New Testament appears to be
useless appendage. Jews have the Old
Covenant, including the Decalogue or
Ten Commandments.

Noahides collaborate with small
segments of the ultra-Orthodox Jew-
ish community. In 2005, this unlikely
alliance formed an ad hoc body called
the New Sanhedrin of Israel. Because
of the title Sanhedrin, some prophecy

buffs got very excited over this
grouping of a small Noahide cult with
some extremist rabbis. However, the
New Sanhedrin has no recognition or
standing with the main religious com-
munity and the government of Israel.
It would be like the Watchtower
Society declaring itself rulers of
America. Only those who pay close
attention to minor news events in
Israel would even know of this bogus
Sanhedrin. Yet some within the He-
brew Roots Movement express excite-
ment over this questionable Sanhedrin
and lend support to the cult of the
Noahides. The Noahides main slogan
is ‘‘One people, one world.’’ They
often use the rainbow as their sym-
bol.2

While those in the HRM claim great
insight, they lack discernment and
have no doctrinal quality control. It
appears as if the HRM approves of
any group that affirms it. In Dual
Covenant it is the idea, not the details,
which count.

There appears to be two major
strains of the Dual Covenant. One
teaches that Jews are fine under the
Mosaic Covenant as they try to keep
various parts of the Law of Moses.
However, the more common theme
seems to be that Jews by birth are
automatically shielded and are under
the ‘‘unconditional,’’ everlasting cov-
enant of Abraham (Genesis 17:2-9).
The Abrahamic Covenant is distinct
from the New Testament Covenant of
grace. However, both of these views
lack a scriptural foundation.

TOO MANY
UNANSWEREDQUESTIONS

Dual Covenant leaves much to the
imagination. Questions about details
and contradictions for the most part
go unanswered. For example: Who
specifically are the favored Jews? Is it
all Jews everywhere who come under
the Abrahamic Covenant just because
they are Jews? Is it those born of both
a Jewish father and mother, or does
one born of Jewish father and non-
Jewish mother count? Is it only a
remnant of Jews as was so often true
in the Old Testament? Is it only for
Orthodox Jews and, if so, which

Orthodox sects? When Gentile con-
verts come into Judaism are they
covered only if they become Ortho-
dox, or does Reformed and Liberal
count as well? Does conversion to
pseudo-Judaism (Kabbalist) as in the
case of pop singer Madonna count? Is
it the Jews of and in Israel? Are those
Jewish groups who fight and oppose
Christian missionaries included in the
select group? What about purely secu-
lar Jews in Israel? (Israel is about 80
percent secular.)

So, just which Jews are covered? Do
we leave the question of who is
covered up to God and just treat all
Jews as if they are in? Are only the
Jews who consciously desire to be
under the Abraham Covenant the
ones who are in? Is this a case of race
and not grace? Why did Jesus casti-
gate Jews when they rejected Him,
but we now assume that it is permis-
sible for Jews to reject Him? If Arabs
are Semitic and the offspring of Abra-
ham by blood, should they be covered
as well? And if not, why not? If Jews
are already saved under the Abraha-
mic Covenant, but then accept Christ,
are they saved twice or just more
favored? Why do those in the Dual
Covenant camp hide the fact of what
they really believe? Why do they
support Israel, but would not think
for a moment of Jewish evangelism?

IT’S NOT ALL ROSES
IN A ROSE GARDEN

Even a cursory reading of news
reports from local Israel media reveals
prostitution busts, sex trafficking,
drug rings, drunkenness, domestic
violence, murders, divorces, clashes,
and fist fights between Jewish reli-
gious groups. There is sniping be-
tween rabbis from various communi-
ties. There are places one can buy
rabbinical ordination certificates. Is-
rael has its share of political corrup-
tion and immoral crooked politicians.
One former Israeli President, Moshe
Katsav, is doing seven years in prison
for rape.3 Last June, Israeli newspa-
pers reported that Israel’s chief Ash-
kenazi rabbi was under investigation
for money laundering, theft, and brib-
ery.4 Former Prime Minister and
Jerusalem Mayor Ehud Olmert has
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been called one of the most crooked
leaders in modern Israel.5

It may shock some to know that Tel
Aviv sponsors an annual lesbian, gay,
bisexual, and transgendered interna-
tional film festival. Tel Aviv is known
as a very gay-friendly city. Some
guidebooks contain recommendations
for gay and lesbian bars and gay-
friendly beaches.6 Ashdod held its
first gay pride festival the third week
in June 2013. After all, Israel is a
democracy and its secular govern-
ment embraces all. Most of Israel’s
leaders long to be politically correct,
no matter what.

Pastor and author John Hagee led
the chorus urging people to give
funds for Jewish immigration from
Russia to Israel. Some believed it to
be the Church’s mandate. Those min-
istries that gave massive amounts of
money over a decade and a half to
bring Russian Jews to Israel igno-
rantly aided and abetted the influx of
Russian crime and Russian mafia as
well. An Internet search of ‘‘Russian
Mafia in Israel’’ will yield an abun-
dance of articles. Beginning in 1989,
Jews in the Soviet Union were eligible
for Israeli citizenship with no ques-
tions asked. They were given an open
door to the Jewish state and with the
help of money from Evangelicals, one
million Russian Jews streamed in. For
the most part, they were totally unbe-
lieving and secular. Then the horrible
truth began to emerge:

’’... we started getting reports
from my colleagues in Haifa and
the north of Israel of a dramatic
rise in the amount of criminality
among young people. These
were kids who were thirteen and
fourteen, maybe fifteen years old,
but they seemed to be outside
the education system. And they
were almost all Russian. ... The
crime wave centered on Tel Aviv
— or Sin City, as the tabloids
refer to it — but almost always
contained within the Russian-
speaking community. ... the
single largest business these
street-level Russian syndicates
were running was prostitution,
and the clients were by no means

exclusively Russian. ... Brothels
catering for every male pocket
also began to flourish in tourists
centers such as Netanya and
Eilat. ... organized crime bosses
began colonizing Israel. ... Laun-
dering money derived from
criminal activities anywhere else
in the world was an entirely
legitimate business.’’7

Because many non-Jewish Russians
slipped in, the Israeli government is
now considering passing a law that
Russian immigrants must prove them-
selves Jewish before getting a free
pass to resettle in the Holy Land.

Israelis are just as sinful as anyone
else.

Mormons, Baha’is, and Scientolo-
gists all have a well-established pres-
ence in Israel. Mormons have a prime
location on the Mount of Olives. The
Baha’i sect has a multimillion-dollar
location on the heights of Haifa with
beautifully manicured gardens adorn-
ing the face of that city. The Scientolo-
gists have taken up a very visible
presence in Jaffa with a newly reno-
vated headquarters in a historic build-
ing (the Alhambra Theatre on Jerusa-
lem Boulevard). Facts in everyday
Israel seem to militate against some
kind of wholesale, national, and spe-
cial relationship with God. Ezekiel
stated that when people truly have a
new heart and a new spirit they will
‘‘walk in My statutes, and you will
keep My judgments and do them’’
(Ezekiel 36:27). Only the orthodox
minority make an attempt.

NO DIFFERENCE,
NO DISTINCTION

The Apostle Paul affirmed in Ro-
mans 3:23, ‘‘for all have sinned and
fall short of the glory of God.’’ He
also stated that the Gospel was for
‘‘Jew and Greek’’ (Romans 1:16) be-
cause all alike are sinners in need of
salvation (Romans 1-3). There is abso-
lutely no reason to think that Romans
1:16 has been rescinded. The late Bible
teacher Harry Ironside wrote:

‘‘This gospel had been demon-
stratively proven to be the divine
dynamic bringing deliverance to
all who put faith in it, whether

the religious Jew or the cultured
Greek. It was the power of God
and the wisdom of God unto
salvation. It met every need of
the mind, the conscience, and the
heart of man, for in it the right-
eousness of God was revealed
faith-wise.’’8

When Paul said that the Gospel is
the power of God unto salvation for
the Jew as well as the Greek (Gentile),
he was saying that the priority of the
Jew vanishes with the coming of the
Gospel. Anders Nygren wrote:

‘‘When Paul thus mentions the
two groups into which mankind
can be divided, from the reli-
gious point of view, Jews and
Gentiles, he does so also to show
that there is no difference be-
tween them. How completely un-
like they were! The Jews had
God’s revelation and had re-
ceived His promise. God had
entered into covenant with them;
and they had shared a holy
history with Him. The Gentiles
had none of these. The Jews had
the law of God and were zealous
for righteousness. The Gentiles
were given over to unrighteous-
ness. There is no denying that
such differences were real and
deep. But they all vanish and are
nothing before the gospel.’’9

In regard to salvation and the need
of the Gospel for salvation, Paul
under the inspiration of God emphati-
cally stated that ‘‘there is no distinc-
tion between Jew and Greek’’
(Romans 10:12).

Paul further emphasized, ‘‘whatever
the law says, it says to those under
the law, that every mouth may be
stopped, and all the world may become
guilty before God’’ (Romans 3:19, em-
phasis added). ‘‘Every mouth’’ and
‘‘the whole world’’ means absolutely
everyone, everywhere — no excep-
tions. All people everywhere are sinful
and therefore all need the provision of
the Gospel. Paul was not open to a
Dual Covenant in the least. After all,
he had been under the Abrahamic/
Mosaic rule before his conversion to
Jesus. He counted that past as loss
(Philippians 3:5-7).
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HEADS IN THE CLOUDS

There seems to be an unspoken idea
within the Dual Covenant theory that
Jews are somehow religiously pristine
and spiritually superior. Even their
language is better, their dress is bet-
ter, their music is better, their customs
and rituals are better, and they are to
be envied and emulated. This is
especially true with regard to Israeli
Jews.

The glamorized, shielded, and sani-
tized routes that a tourist in Israel
travels are misleading as to the day-
to-day realities of real life in Israel.
For the most part, tourism in Israel
occurs in a bubble, ensconced in
Americanized luxury hotels and
shuttled from site to site. With the
biblical geography, the ancient history,
and the archaeological digs all in the
forefront, concealed are all the nega-
tives. Tourism is big business and the
Israeli government wants tourists to
keep coming back.

Everyday life in Israel is radically
different from being on a tourist trip.
An evening in downtown Jerusalem
on Purim is a cross between Mardi
Gras and Halloween with drunken,
drugged up, out-of-control teenagers.
There is a heavy police presence.
Those in the Dual Covenant way of
thinking are imposing their fantasies
onto the everyday hard realities of
Israel and her people.

A VERY GRAVE CONCERN

Judaism today is not the Judaism of
the Old Testament or even the Juda-
ism of the first century. Judaism today
is based on extrabiblical traditions
developed over centuries and is ruled
by the Talmud and human tradition.
Some traditions are quaint, but others
are spiritually toxic.

Talmudic Judaism is the tradition-
ally developed Judaism of the present.
Some aspects of Judaism in Israel are
steeped in superstition. These prac-
tices are largely unknown or conve-
niently ignored by those who believe
in the Dual Covenant. For instance,
Safed is an Israeli city in upper
Galilee given over to praying in
cemeteries among the dead. To avoid

ceremonial uncleanness, raised walk-
ways are built over some of the
graves so one can use those and stay
‘‘clean.’’ Some of these practices can
only be classified as occultic or spir-
itistic by biblical standards. There is
no extra potency in praying at tombs
and grave sites of those believed to be
holy sages, no matter how many Jews
firmly believe it. One Israeli publica-
tion describes a hillside cemetery in
Safed:

‘‘Over one million people visit
the cemetery every year. Since
new burials were halted here in
the 1960s a new cemetery was
established at the bottom of the
hill, the visitors are almost all
supplicants and pilgrims coming
to pray at the grave of a holy
sage. Praying at the tomb of a
zaddik is an ancient tradition
that is mentioned in the Talmud.
The day when the sage died is
considered a better time than
others ‘to prostrate oneself on the
grave of the zaddik.’ In the
sixteenth century, the Ari and his
followers strengthened the prac-
tice of this tradition in Safed and
gave it additional kabbalistic and
Hasidic meaning. Since the 1950s,
following the foundation of a
society dedicated to preserving
holy sites, many additional holy
graves have been identified. Jew-
ish immigrants from North Af-
rica in the 1960s and especially in
the 1970s enhanced the tradition
even more. Following the cre-
ation of the Shas political party,
which is rooted in the traditional
culture of the North African Jew-
ish communities, visiting the
graves of zaddikim has mush-
roomed.’’10

Sitting among graves and even
sleeping in them is a pagan practice
that Isaiah called rebellion and the
provoking of God (Isaiah 65:1-4). This
was a convoluted heathen practice
that was an addiction of the Jews
before the Babylonian captivity. His-
tory repeats itself.

Another commitment made by
many Orthodox Jews is to sixteenth-
century rabbi and mystic Isaac Luria.

Two synagogues in Safed bear his
name. Among the beliefs about Luria
is this:

‘‘It is said that Luria used to sit
in a little alcove, on the western
side of the synagogue, engrossed
in trying to unravel the secrets of
kabbalah. Elijah revealed himself
to Luria in his alcove and became
his maggid, his personal angel
that unraveled the secrets of the
universe for him.’’11

Scripture speaks against such means
of obtaining information, guidance, or
revelation (Leviticus 20:27; Deuter-
onomy 18:9-12). Old Testament
prophets would not endorse the mys-
ticism and occultism of the Kabbalah.
This event ascribed to Luria can only
be wild legend or a familiar spirit.

This author has visited the old
graves of a few of the more well
known rabbis located in Tiberius, and
while there witnessed men in the
typical black garb, bobbing and weav-
ing (called ‘‘davening’’), muttering,
praying, and crying at those tombs.
Putting a lighted candle on the tomb-
stone is considered even more effec-
tive. Making pilgrimage to the graves
of those who are considered saints
and imbibing the spirit of mysticism
is becoming more common in Israel.
All in all, it was a sad experience.

A ‘‘holy’’ site in Jerusalem is the
tomb of Simon the Just who was High
Priest during Second Temple times in
the B.C. period. This is not just a
memorial like the Lincoln Memorial.
This is a highly revered and sacred
site that supposedly contains power
and gives those who pray there some
kind of special access to God. It
serves to create an actual sacred space
and is a magic charm, an occultic
enchantment, and a gross obsession.
Believers, however, are to look to a
living Savior, not dead ‘‘saints.’’

In Israel there seems to be a grave
for every perceived need. The grave
of Pinhas Ben Yair is especially pow-
erful for those considering a divorce:

‘‘Need a divorce? Walking seven
times, clockwise, around this in-
nocuous grave is a mystical rem-
edy that will take care of the
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details. Nobody admits it, but
watch carefully and you will see
someone circling the grave and
ancient tree next to it.’’12

And, for the one who wants a wife,
the grave of Yonatan Ben Uziel near
Safed is the location for those seeking
a spouse. One must attach a scarf to
the grave with a pleading note affirm-
ing Ben Uziel’s supernatural ability.13

Considering all the above, to endow
a concept of national salvation on to
Israel today is foolish, bizarre, and
unbiblical.

IT’S ENTIRELY OUR FAULT!

For many years, missions and min-
istries to Jewish people existed with
one purpose: to win people to Christ
and make them part of the Church, as
taught in the third chapter of Ephe-
sians. Changes began to take place in
the thrust and purpose of those minis-
tries when individuals in those organ-
izations decided that their major role
was simply to extend friendship and
support to Jewish people and espe-
cially to Israel. Friendship cannot take
the place of biblical discipleship.
Somehow in all the friendship chatter,
the wings of evangelism have gotten
clipped. This became even easy for
those who subscribe to the Dual
Covenant teaching.

It became our obligation to make up
for the Roman Catholic Crusades and
the slaughter of Jews by the Crusad-
ers in the eleventh and twelfth centu-
ries. Christians today — not Pope
Urban II — were at fault. Somehow
the Christian collective had to repent
and seek forgiveness from both Jews
and Arabs. We also had to somehow
get forgiveness for the Spanish Inqui-
sition and the Holocaust. However,
such thinking trivializes both the In-
quisition and the Holocaust and re-
moves responsibility from the real
perpetrators. The leap was then made
that because of all this suffering,
Jewish people were automatically re-
lated to God in a way that precluded
them from needing to be in Christ.

It is important to note that it would
take time to build some kind of
rationale and base the above on tenu-
ous links to the Bible. We will trace

how that occurred. The result is that
there are supposedly two covenants
now in force. First, there is possibly
the Mosaic covenant, but for sure the
Abrahamic covenant for Jews; and
secondly, the New Covenant for
Gentiles.

‘‘TRYING TO CONVERT
JEWS IS A WASTE OF TIME’’

John Hagee, a Dual Covenant advo-
cate,14 told the Houston Chronicle:

‘‘I believe that every Jewish per-
son who lives in the light of the
Torah, which is the word of God,
has a relationship with God and
will come to redemption.’’15

The Chronicle article also noted:

‘‘In fact, trying to convert Jews is
a ‘waste of time,’ he said. ‘The
Jewish person who has his roots
in Judaism is not going to con-
vert to Christianity. There is no
form of Christian evangelism
that has failed so miserably as
evangelizing the Jewish people.
They (already) have a faith struc-
ture.’ Everyone else, whether
Buddhist or Baha’i, needs to be-
lieve in Jesus, he says. But not
Jews. Jews already have a cov-
enant with God that has never
been replaced by Christianity, he
says.’’16

Another promoter of Dual Covenant
wrote to the Jerusalem Post and stated:

‘‘While we are true Christian
believers and spread the word,
we strongly reject any missionary
work in Israel itself, since it is
our belief that Israel is God’s
chosen people, and therefore, in
the hands of God. Our rejection
of missionary work in Israel
stems also from our belief that
Israel is a nation which has had
to endure so much, and should
be shown love and understand-
ing.’’17

SAME OLD ERRORS

Most of those advocating Dual Cov-
enant set forth the view that Jews are
especially favored and covered by
God’s covenant with Abraham.
Claims of being spiritually shielded

under and because of the Abrahamic
covenant are not new. John the Bap-
tist faced such claims. Matthew wrote:

‘‘But when he saw many of the
Pharisees and Sadducees coming
to his baptism, he said to them,
‘Brood of vipers! Who warned
you to flee from the wrath to
come? Therefore bear fruits wor-
thy of repentance, and do not
think to say to yourselves, ‘‘We
have Abraham as our father.’’
For I say to you that God is able
to raise up children to Abraham
from these stones’’’ (Matthew
3:7-9).

Moreover, Jesus rejected the claim
of special privileges just because of
Abraham: the Pharisees ‘‘answered
and said to Him, ‘Abraham is our
father.’ Jesus said to them, ‘If you
were Abraham’s children, you would
do the works of Abraham’’’ (John
8:39).

Acts 13:26 further undermines the
Dual Covenant. In the city of Antioch
in Pisidia, Paul enters the synagogue
and preaches to those who are Abra-
ham’s offspring and he does not say
that they are saved, but rather, ‘‘Men
and brethren, sons of the family of
Abraham, and those among you who
fear God, to you the word of this
salvation has been sent.’’ These Jewish
people needed the salvation found
only in Jesus. Later, in verses 50 and
51, the descendants of Abraham reject
Paul and Barnabas, stir up persecu-
tion against them, and expel them.
Demonstrating their strong rejection
leads Paul and Barnabas to shake ‘‘the
dust from their feet,’’ which is a
reciprocal rejection. Paul later says of
Jewish rejecters, ‘‘But their minds
were blinded. For until this day the
same veil remains unlifted in the
reading of the Old Testament, because
the veil is taken away in Christ’’
(2 Corinthians 3:14).

JUST WHAT IS ZIONISM?

We often hear the word Zionism or
Christian Zionism. These terms are no
longer helpful because they mean
whatever anyone wishes them to
mean. When Nathan Birnbaum coined
the term ‘‘Zionism’’ in 1890, it simply
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carried the idea of Jews returning to
the land of Israel. It was later nuanced
to accommodate those who wanted
the State to be committed to farming
and tilling the land, or others who
saw only political or religious an-
swers as to establishing Israel. Today
it covers a whole range of ideas and
beliefs. Amazingly, under the rubric
of Christian Zionism, Franklin H.
Littell in the 1970s wrote that Jewish
evangelism was sin. In his book titled
The Crucifixion of the Jews, he set forth
the idea that Israel was the suffering
servant of Isaiah 53 and that Jews
were redeemed under the Old Cov-
enant. Their suffering, along with the
Law, gave them a pass.

However, the man most responsible
for formulating the Dual Covenant
idea for today was a Jew named
Franz Rosenzweig. His reasoning is
presented in his book, The Star of
Redemption. In the 1920s and 1930s,
Rosenzweig argued that Jews had all
that they needed inside of Judaism.
He argued that all Jews were under
the Old Covenant and further as-
serted that the New Testament shel-
tered all Gentiles. Both covenants
were absolutely right and could and
should coexist. It was a stroke of
ecumenical genius and offered shelter
to those who rejected the exclusivity
of Jesus Christ. In Rosenzweig’s view,
Jewish lineage alone — in any fashion
— covered the Jew and linked him or
her to God’s family. The Jewish
people probably always believed this
in some form or fashion, but now it
was being systematically articulated.
The Apostle John, himself a Jew,
taught just the opposite when he said,
‘‘But as many as received Him, to
them He gave the right to become
children of God, to those who believe
in His name: who were born, not of
blood, nor of the will of the flesh, nor
of the will of man, but of God’’ (John
1:12-13, emphasis added).

The Bible is certain in John 1:13 that
salvation is first ‘‘not of blood.’’ No
matter our parentage, there is no
speedway to heaven if we bypass the
Savior. Secondly, it is ‘‘not of the will
of the flesh.’’ One cannot make him-
self a true Christian by some act of
will. One cannot accumulate enough

goodness or merit to earn heaven.
Thirdly, it is not of the ‘‘will of man.’’
No minister, priest, rabbi, or Dual
Covenant advocate can declare a per-
son saved apart from the new birth
which is given only as one receives
Jesus as Savior. So salvation does not
come by birth, by personal effort, or
by imposition of another.

OLD ERROR RETURNS

The early Church in the first few
centuries strongly refuted any notions
of equal and coexisting covenants.
Historian Philip Schaff presents the
argument against Judaism by Justin
Martyr and others from the second
century:

’’... it was held, that the Mosaic
law, as far as it relates to out-
ward rites and ceremonies was
only a temporary institution for
the Jewish nation foreshadowing
the substance of Christianity,
while its moral precepts as con-
tained in the Decalogue were
kept in their deepest spiritual
sense only by Christians.’’18

The Old Covenant was totally ful-
filled in and by Jesus. No one in the
Church has ever recognized a double
way of salvation — until recently.

There is an important distinction
between the Old and New Covenants
that should be pointed out: the Old
Covenant was national and even
within the nation that was elected by
God not all were saved, as evidenced
by the wilderness experience and the
fact of a remnant, for instance in the
time of Elijah (1 Kings 19:18) or the
time of Isaiah. The remnant idea runs
all through the Old Testament. Jer-
emiah recognized so many of the
nation’s leaders were evil and apos-
tate (chapter 23). The huge difference
with the New Covenant is that it is
not national, but rather individual. In
the age of grace, individual Jews and
individual Gentiles must accept the
offer of salvation in Christ. There is
no national salvation.

FUTURE BLESSINGS

Romans 11:25-26 (‘‘all Israel will be
saved’’) clearly predicts a future na-
tional restoration for the majority of

then-believing Jews. That has not yet
occurred. F. F. Bruce wrote:

‘‘‘All Israel’ is a recurring expres-
sion in Jewish literature, where it
need not mean ‘every Jew with-
out a single exception’ but ‘Israel
as a whole’. Thus ‘all Israel has a
portion in the age to come’, says
the Mishnah.’’19

This is not occurring now. Indi-
vidual Jews are being saved, but not
the nation as a whole. All we need do
is recall the information on everyday
life in Israel referred to earlier in this
article. In Luke’s Gospel, Jesus proph-
esied that Israel’s house would be left
desolate (Luke 13:35). This corre-
sponds to that long period of inter-
ruption — during this age of grace —
when Israel, according to Hosea 3:4,
shall abide many days without king
or prince, without sacrifice or sacred
pillar, without ephod (meaning with-
out priesthood) or teraphim. Though
Israel would give up its idol worship,
it would also lose its priesthood, its
sacrificial system, and reject its only
Messiah.

The Abrahamic Covenant was ful-
filled completely in Christ and in the
Gospel. Paul explained it this way:

‘‘Therefore know that only those
who are of faith are sons of
Abraham. And the Scripture,
foreseeing that God would justify
the Gentiles by faith, preached
the gospel to Abraham before-
hand, saying, ‘In you all the
nations shall be blessed.’ So then
those who are of faith are blessed
with believing Abraham. ... But
that no one is justified by the law
in the sight of God is evident, for
‘the just shall live by faith.’ ...
that the blessing of Abraham
might come upon the Gentiles in
Christ Jesus, that we might receive
the promise of the Spirit through
faith’’ (Galatians 3:7-9, 11, 14,
emphasis added).

So the Abrahamic Covenant was not
a stand-alone covenant imposed for-
ever on a special few, but rather a
covenant to be fulfilled in the Messiah
and universal blessings for all
through Him. Kenneth S. Wuest
wrote:
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‘‘The good news announced to
Abraham was that someday the
Saviour would arise out of his
nation Israel, and that the Gen-
tiles would be saved through
Him as Abraham was saved.
Thus, Abraham rejoiced to see
the coming of that day (John
8:56). Abraham was therefore to
become the pattern to all who
would follow, of how a sinner,
Jew or Gentile, must appropriate
salvation. ... Christ became a
curse for us in order that the
blessing of Abraham, justification
by faith, and also the Holy Spirit,
might be given to both Jew and
Gentile (Joel 2:28). The law which
was the barrier that separated
Jew and Gentile, is done away in
Christ. By its removal, the Gen-
tiles are put on a common level
with the Jew, and thus united,
both Jew and Gentile are recipi-
ents of the Holy Spirit through
faith.’’20

The Abrahamic Covenant is en-
folded in the New Covenant. Jewish
or Gentile Christians both are its
recipients.

Though many speak of the covenant
with Abraham as being unconditional,
there were some very obvious condi-
tional aspects to it. First, Abraham
had to leave Haran (Genesis 12:5)
and, as well, he and his family had to
obey God with the rite of circumci-
sion (Genesis 17:10). Abraham also
had to obey God in his willingness to
offer Isaac (Genesis 22). What if Abra-
ham stayed in Haran and ignored
circumcision? What if he refused to
offer Isaac? So there were some condi-
tions along with Abraham’s faith and
obedience. Abraham would father a
great nation, be given a land, and
through him all the people of the
earth be blessed (Genesis 12:1-3). The
blessing of the whole earth, we have
seen, would occur through the bless-
ing of Messiah to all people every-
where as established in the New
Testament, specifically in Galatians 3.

REALLY STRANGE
BEDFELLOWS

There are some strange and interest-
ing cult connections to Dual Covenant

which have circulated for nearly two
centuries. London-born John Thomas
(1805-1871) formed the anti-Trinitar-
ian group called the Christadelphians
or Brothers of Christ. In 1849, Thomas
presented his views in a large book
that he titled Elpis Israel. A major
theme was the return of Jews to Israel
and this was long before Zionism,
Theodor Herzl, and even the first
Diaspora to the land of Israel. Thomas
believed that supporting Jews simply
as Jews was essential to bring the last
days to fulfillment. He and his follow-
ers encouraged every possible Jewish
group that they could in every way
they could.21 Thomas never ques-
tioned what they believed; his only
concern was that they were Jewish.

In 1878, Charles Taze Russell,
whose name is associated with the
Watchtower Society, taught that he
was in a period of automatic mercy
and grace for orthodox Jews. He
taught that the Abrahamic Covenant
provided redemption for all Jews. He
often addressed Jewish groups and
supported Jewish immigration to the
Holy Land.22 Joseph F. Rutherford,
Russell’s successor, rejected his teach-
ing on this matter.

We know that the Apostle Paul was
not Dual Covenant. He left Judaism
and renounced his Jewish pedigree
(Philippians 3:1-11). He stated, ‘‘For
we are the circumcision, who worship
God in the Spirit, rejoice in Christ
Jesus, and have no confidence in the
flesh’’ (v. 3). Paul knew that salvation
was by grace, not race. Salvation was
not by family heritage, but by belief.
Salvation was not by the fortune of
birth, but by faith in the only Re-
deemer. Paul knew that the Gospel
was for the entire world and for every
creature just as Jesus commanded in
Matthew 28:19. That commission was
until ‘‘the end of the age’’ (v. 20,
emphasis added). Paul’s whole minis-
try was bringing the Gospel to the
Jew first which served a geographical
purpose stated in Acts 1:8.

ONE CRUCIAL
MISSING ELEMENT

Contrary to the Bible, there is no
preaching or expectation of repen-
tance in Dual Covenant teaching.

David Baron was a strict Jew before
becoming a Christian. He points out
the centrality and importance of re-
pentance in both Testaments:

‘‘For the sake of showing that the
preaching of repentance is still
the distinguishing mark of God’s
true messengers, let us note how
this old cry is carried over, also,
into the pages of New Testament
history. ... The proud Pharisees
and scribes, like so many of their
fathers before, did not think they
needed to repent. ... Did they not
cry, ‘We are the Temple of the
Lord’? Were there not the many
voices of the false prophets who
cried, ‘Peace, peace’? ‘Have we
not Abraham to our father?’ ‘We
are God’s favoured nation; no
evil will befall us.’ ... Christ died
and rose again, according to the
Scriptures; but before His ascen-
sion He entrusted His disciples
with a message for the world, and
in that last commission (Luke
xxiv. 46-49) ‘repentance’ still
finds a prominent place. And the
keynote in the Apostolic preach-
ing — whether in Jerusalem or in
Athens, whether to Jew or to
Greek — was, ‘God commandeth
all men everywhere to repent.’’’23

ONLY ONE CONCLUSION

Paul’s burning desire was expressed
in Romans 10:1:

‘‘Brethren, my heart’s desire and
prayer to God for Israel is that
they may be saved ’’ (emphasis
added).

Note it was not that they were
already saved under some other cov-
enant, but that they ‘‘might be saved.’’
Paul preached the one present cov-
enant of grace; the New Covenant in
Christ’s blood. Paul then goes on to
say that salvation would only come
through union with Christ (vv. 2-4).
There was no illusion that all Jews
were already saved or that they had
some other way to God. That is totally
foreign to the New Testament. Dual
Covenant is unbiblical and a strong
delusion. It is a system devoid of
repentance and the preaching of the
cross. We affirm with Paul, ‘‘there is
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one God who will justify the circum-
cised by faith and the uncircumcised
through faith’’ (Romans 3:30). All
must come the same way and put
their faith in the only Savior. Whether
Jew or Gentile, all are saved on the
same basis (Romans 10:12-14). Who-
ever calls on the name of the Lord
Jesus Christ, be they Jew or Gentile,
will be saved (Romans 10:13).
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DIVISION AND CONFUSION
(continued from page 1)

historical Zionism. It is, for the most
part, a grassroots movement with all
kinds of wild grass and weeds. We
might describe it as a forest contain-
ing helpful plants and poisonous
ones.

One must try to define the HRM by
looking at its philosophy and ap-
proach. For the most part, the HRM
sees itself as a restoration movement
that is returning to first-century He-
brew customs, beliefs, and practices.
In truth, it gets us back, but not back
far enough. It uses the Hebrew lan-
guage — correctly and incorrectly —
to create an aura of knowledge, in-
sight, and superiority.

In the view held by the majority of
the HRM, the Christian Church has
lost its true first-century teachings
and its Jewish mind-set. They further
believe that the Church functions
under Greek and Roman philosophies
and is to some degree pagan. Even
the Greek New Testament is con-
sidered by some in the HRM to be
inferior. True understanding of the

Bible can only come by knowing
Hebrew and Jewish terms or learning
under those who do. In their view,
the people of the churches today need
to observe Torah (Old Testament
Law) and look and act like Jews even
if they are Gentiles. So, in some
instances within the HRM, churches
are called ‘‘synagogues,’’ pastors are
called ‘‘rabbis,’’ and believers need
yarmulkes,  prayer  shawls,  a
mezuzah,2 a ram’s horn, and other
Jewish paraphernalia to please God
and be authentic in worship. In one of
these ‘‘synagogues,’’ the maintenance
men are called ‘‘Levites.’’

DEFINITION, PLEASE

As stated, the Hebrew Roots Move-
ment is a post-1980s religious move-
ment made up of individuals and
groups who insist on adhering to
Jewish practices to one degree or
another. They reproduce and practice
these peculiarities, observances, and
modes of dress as best they under-
stand them. They often insist on
keeping annual Jewish festivals. Some

tions that are somewhat sympathetic
to one another’s ideas, philosophies,
and certain degrees of practice, which
include elements of the Old Testa-
ment Law and Talmudic Judaism. It is
a hydra.1 In the HRM some heads of
the hydra are at odds with one
another, both in belief and practice. In
certain instances some within HRM
are embracing mystical Jewish sources
and medieval texts such as the Kab-
balah, with its cultic numerology.
There are also mavericks cluttering it
with medieval Jewish practice. Most
in the HRM are neither fish nor fowl.
Jews reject them as do Christians who
are more into grace than race, more
into the sacred texts than suspect
traditions.

The HRM is non-denominational. It
is not a traditional Jewish outreach
ministry like many of the evangelical
Jewish mission organizations of the
past century or so. It is also not
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keep the dietary laws, including
kosher. Sabbath-keeping is mandatory
— minus the Old Testament condem-
nations and penalties meted out for
breaking the Sabbath. However, there
is little clarity in the HRM regarding
Sabbath-keeping: what is to be kept or
not kept, done or not done. In Jesus’
day, there were 39 kinds of ‘‘work’’
prohibited on the Sabbath. There were
discourses on what kind of knots
could be tied or untied.3

The HRM view seems to rule out or
seriously question the Holy Spirit
working through the Word of God (in
Greek and English) in the life of each
believer and bases, if not salvation,
then sanctification on insider knowl-
edge, special insights, ancient prac-
tices, and Jewish rules. This produces
a real danger as can be seen by the
Apostle Paul’s warning:

’’... nor give heed to fables and
endless genealogies, which cause
disputes rather than godly edifi-
cation which is in faith. Now the
purpose of the commandment is
love from a pure heart, from a
good conscience, and from sin-
cere faith, from which some,
having strayed, have turned
aside to idle talk, desiring to be
teachers of the law, understand-
ing neither what they say nor the
things which they affirm. But we
know that the law is good if one
uses it lawfully, knowing this:
that the law is not made for a
righteous person, but for the
lawless and insubordinate, for
the ungodly and for sinners, for
the unholy and profane, for mur-
derers of fathers and murderers
of mothers, for manslayers, for
fornicators, for sodomites, for
kidnappers,  for l iars,  for
perjurers, and if there is any
other thing that is contrary to
sound doctrine’’ (1 Timothy 1:4-
10).

NEW KID ON THE BLOCK

For nearly 2000 years there have
been Jewish believers — Hebrew
Christians. Church history shows that
if Jews became Christians, they joined
the Christian Church. Though some in
the HRM claim they go back to the

early Nazarene sect of the first cen-
tury (Acts 24:5), this is revisionism
and wishful thinking. The Nazarenes
or Hebrew Christians of the first few
centuries were not involved in Rab-
binical Judaism.4 The Nazarenes were
early Jewish believers. There is no
direct historical trace of them after the
fourth century A.D. and no direct ties
with any modern movement like the
HRM. The last time they are referred
to as being in existence is by Jerome
in the late fourth century A.D.

The HRM is really less than 30
years old. We do know that Christian
Jewish evangelism was taking place in
England with the formation in 1809 of
The London Jews Society, also called
The London Society for Promoting
Christianity Amongst the Jews.
Charles Simeon, the founder, simply
brought Jewish converts into the An-
glican Church and there was not a
hint of them being other than part of
the Church. This mind-set prevailed
into the twentieth century.

In the early twentieth century, Jews
who converted to Christ called them-
selves Messianic Jews. If they formed
fellowships they were called Messi-
anic congregations. No one had even
thought of anything called HRM.
What is now called Friends of Israel,
Jews for Jesus, and Chosen People
Ministries were among the earliest
groups in the United States involved
in Jewish evangelism. The book, Facts
& Myths about the Messianic Congrega-
tions in Israel 1998-1999, published in
1999, which is a survey conducted by
Kai Kjaer-Hansen and Bodil F. Skjott,
still referred to Messianic Jews in
Messianic congregations.

ROOT SYSTEMS

There is no debate that the Messi-
anic Movement grew rapidly in the
early twentieth century. It is believed
by some that in the 1930s cult leader
Herbert Armstrong unwittingly cre-
ated some of the impetus for the
nascent Messianic Movement and the
yet unborn HRM by his insistence on
law keeping and the observance of
Jewish holy days for Christians. An-
other factor might have been the
Seventh-day Adventists as they flour-
ished and practiced many extrabibli-

cal and legalistic practices from the
Old Testament.

The HRM is indebted to what is
so-called the Third Quest which traces
its beginnings to the 1970s. The First
and Second quests consisted of
pseudo-scholarly liberal attacks on the
authority of the Bible and tried to
reframe Jesus as a mistaken man and
a quasi-magician.5

With the discovery of the Dead Sea
Scrolls (1947) and the conquest of the
Old City of Jerusalem in 1967, schol-
ars had new riches of information on
the Intertestamental period and first-
century Judaism. Men devoted their
academic careers to researching and
writing on what is called Second
Temple Judaism. The perspective of
these academics runs the gamut from
Evangelicals to ultra-Liberals and so
must be read discerningly. The Third
Quest is sometimes referred to as ‘‘the
quest for the historical Jesus,’’ but it is
in fact a search for the Jewish world
of Jesus.

This body of work is what is often
used by proponents of HRM to give
them the appearance of validity.
These books and articles are available
to any reader of English and are not
the domain of any group. It should be
understood that most in the Third
Quest are in no way accepting of the
majority of HRM thought, methodol-
ogy, or practice.

Some of the names associated with
the Third Quest on the liberal side are
John Dominic Crossan, Bart Ehrman,
E.P. Sanders, James Dunn, Raymond
Brown, David Flusser, John P. Meier,
and Géza Vermes. On the conserva-
tive side there is Kenneth E. Bailey,
Richard Bauckham, Darrell L. Bock,
Ben Witherington III, Randall Price,
Marvin Wilson, Brad H. Young, and
with some serious qualification N.T.
Wright. On a popular level and writ-
ing for the average Christian layman,
we would name Ray Vander Laan,
Ann Spangler, Lois Tverberg, and
Bruce Okkema among others.

The major impetus for the Hebrew
Roots Movement is what is called The
Jerusalem School of Synoptic Research
and its founders, Robert Lindsey and
David Bivin.6



January-March 2014 The Quarterly Journal · 13

THE LAW?
BUT WHICH PARTS?

Debate over how much of the Law
carries over from the Old Testament
into the New Covenant has lasted for
centuries. There are no easy answers,
but the one that seems to be the most
balanced, prevalent, and accepted is
that moral and purity issues which
demonstrate the character and un-
changeableness of God carry over into
all dispensations and covenants while
external laws, ceremonies, and rituals
given specifically to Israel do not
carry over into the New Testament as
practices for the Church (2 Corin-
thians 3:1-11).

Over a century ago, Fenton John
Hort warned about the dangers of
misusing the Law:

‘‘Of this character is the eclectic
appropriation of Levitical laws
for the regulation of the customs
of Christians, and eventually for
the positive legislation of
churches.’’7

In its development and over time,
Roman Catholicism can be seen as a
perpetuator and regulator of legalistic
traditions, some of which surely re-
flect Judaism.

INTERPRETATION IS THE KEY

The interpretation of Matthew 5:17
is central to the debate over the
question of the continuity of Jewish
law. In that verse Jesus says, ‘‘Do not
think that I came to destroy the law
and the prophets. I did not come to
destroy but to fulfill’’ (emphasis
added). When the Jews used the term
‘‘the law and the prophets,’’ it meant
the entire Old Testament. Otherwise,
law could mean the Ten Command-
ments, the five books of Moses, or the
oral law with its traditions. So we
know exactly what Jesus is referring
to when He says, ‘‘the law and the
prophets.’’ Notice Jesus does not say
‘‘to fulfill it by keeping it in force.’’
Those who want to go back under the
Law or to pull elements of the Old
Testament Law into today, translate
the word ‘‘fulfill’’ to mean fill up with
meaning for today. That, in effect, adds
words that Jesus did not speak. The
Greek root for ‘‘fulfill’’ is the word

pleroo, which can be translated as
complete. Because Jesus said that He
came to fulfill the Law, it can easily
be understood that He came to com-
plete the Law in Himself. In fulfilling
the Law in Himself, He brings that
fulfillment to every believer whom He
indwells. He has accomplished all the
requirements and demands of the
Law in and by His obedient life. He
has fulfilled all that the Law requires.
So the Apostle Paul can say:

‘‘For what the law could not do
in that it was weak through the
flesh, God did by sending His
own Son in the likeness of sinful
flesh, on account of sin: He
condemned sin in the flesh, that
the righteous requirement of the
law might be fulfilled in us who do
not walk according to the flesh
but according to the Spirit’’
(Romans 8:3-4, emphasis added).

Paul further asserts, ‘‘For Christ is
the end of the law for righteousness
to everyone who believes’’ (Romans
10:4). Paul tells the Colossians that
Jesus ‘‘wiped out the handwriting of
requirements that was against us,
which was contrary to us’’ (Colossians
2:14). Believers are now motivated
and empowered by grace, not legal-
ism (Titus 2:11-14).

Who was really destroying the
Law? Was it not the Pharisees? War-
ren Wiersbe points out that, ‘‘By their
traditions, they robbed the people of
the Word of God.’’8 Wiersbe also
wrote that Jesus fulfilled the Law in
His birth having been made under the
Law, in His teaching, and in His
death and resurrection in bearing the
curse of the Law. He then set aside
the Old Covenant and brought in the
New Covenant.

SEND IN THE CLONES?
We need no reminder that Jesus and

the Apostles were Jews committed to
the Law. Paul reminds us of the
contribution of the Jews, telling us,
‘‘to them were committed the oracles
of God’’ (Romans 3:2). Without the
Jews and our Jewish roots, we would
have no Old Testament and no Savior.
We are partakers of the roots of
Judaism (Romans 11:16-19). However,
nowhere in the Bible or in nature does

it say that the tree must look like its
roots. A tree can extract the nutrients
and the life from the roots and yet not
be an exact likeness of the roots.
Somehow the HRM confuses external
ritual with spiritual blessings.

Take Paul’s words to the church in
1 Corinthians 3. Paul contrasts the
foundation, which is Jesus and the
Gospel — and by extension His roots
in Judaism — (vv. 10-14) with the
building, which is the believers (v. 9).
One could never think or expect that
the foundation and the building are
the same thing. Neither would we
insist that the foundation and the
building look exactly alike. Founda-
tions, though necessary, are more
often than not obscured by the build-
ing. The New Testament and New
Covenant are built on the foundation
of the Old Testament, but they are in
no way the same.

Suppose a pastor admires the Puri-
tans and reads a history of their times
as well as their primary writings. He
may even study their culture and
practices. He would certainly appreci-
ate and realize how much we owe to
them and how much of a foundation
they laid for our spiritual enrichment
in their writings and their history.
This, however, does not mean he has
to now speak seventeenth-century
English and dress like a Puritan.
Moreover, he does not have to design
his church like a Puritan church or try
to build a church structure exactly the
way they did. We can appreciate
something without insisting on repli-
cating it. The blessings of God are
spiritual and internal and are not
based on external rituals. Matthew
records Jesus condemning certain
Pharisees for their emphasis on exter-
nal religion, calling it cleansing the
outside of the cup (23:25) and then
calling them whitewashed tombs ap-
pearing ‘‘beautiful outwardly, but in-
side are full of dead men’s bones and
all uncleanness’’ (23:27).

MODERN JUDAIZERS

Much of the HRM could be classi-
fied as New Galatianism or New
Phariseeism and its practitioners New
Judaizers. Many in the HRM take
Paul’s comment of being grafted into
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the olive tree Israel (Romans 11:17, 19)
as meaning much more than being
grafted into God, life, salvation, and
spiritual privilege. They push it into
the idea of being grafted into all of
Judaism’s practices and externals.
Charles Ryrie wrote:

‘‘The olive tree is the place of
privilege which was first occu-
pied by the natural branches (the
Jews). The wild branches are
Gentiles who, because of the
unbelief of Israel, now occupy the
place of privilege. The root of the
tree is the Abrahamic covenant
which promised blessing to both
Jew and Genti le  through
Christ.’’9

Paul is calling for our gratitude for
blessing and privilege, not suggesting
imitation as an outcome. Looking like
Jesus has to do with character, not
clothing.

Adam Clarke wrote this about Gen-
tiles being grafted into Israel’s bless-
ings:

‘‘Gentiles ... are now inserted in
the original stock, having been
made partakers of the faith of
Abraham, and consequently of
his blessings; and enjoy, as the
people did who sprang from
him, the fatness of the olive tree —
the promises made to the patri-
archs, and spiritual privileges of
the Jewish Church ... you were
made partakers of these blessings
by faith.’’10

So we enjoy privileges and bless-
ings, which are spiritual and internal.

THE REAL ROOTS
OF HEBREW ROOTS

Once the Jewish Temple in Jerusa-
lem was destroyed by the Romans in
A.D. 70, the central components of
Judaism, the Jewish priesthood, blood
offerings, and the sacrificial system
became obsolete. Hebrews 10:1
teaches that these were temporary
and only a shadow of the reality in
Jesus and would pass away.

Judaism then had to be reinvented
without Jerusalem, a temple, sacrifices,
or the priesthood. New rules, laws,
traditions, and directives had to be

established. Jewish scholars took the
Old Testament, laws and oral tradi-
tions of the Pharisees, unwritten inter-
pretations, and newly developing tra-
ditions and systematized and com-
piled all of it into what is now called
the Talmud.

The Talmud is the governing book
of Jewish life. The Palestinian Talmud
was completed in Tiberius around
A.D. 400 and the Babylonian Talmud
was completed around A.D. 500.
There is disagreement as to which is
the most authoritative, but the major-
ity favors the Babylonian one.11

The Talmud contains some 6200
pages in more than 20 volumes. Its 63
sections contain the opinions of hun-
dreds of rabbis who lived during the
centuries it was being compiled. It
covers the lives of Jews from the
cradle to the grave.

There is disagreement over how
much of the Talmud and Talmudic
practice existed in New Testament
times. Therefore, it is difficult to
know how appropriate it is to read
later rabbinic literature back into Sec-
ond Temple times. One of the com-
plaints against someone like Alfred
Edersheim, who wrote Life and Times
of Jesus the Messiah, is that he was
overly anachronistic in places and
read the Talmud and its practices
back into the New Testament when he
shouldn’t have. Scholars agree that to
establish whether a custom was prac-
ticed in New Testament times, there
must be historical and documented
proof from New Testament times and
corroborating evidence archaeologi-
cally, historically, or from other writ-
ten documents. In other words, two
or three witnesses for proof other
than the Talmud itself, unless the
Talmud clearly agrees with the New
Testament. Many in the HRM claim to
be Torah observant when what they
are is Talmud observant. Many who
are followers of the HRM believe that
they are following biblical customs
when they are recreating later prac-
tices and even medieval traditions.

FOR INSTANCE

Take, for instance, the yarmulke —
or kippa in Hebrew. Jewish men are

noted for wearing these round fabric
‘‘beanies’’ on top of their heads. Many
in the HRM wear them, too.

Nothing is said of yarmulkes in
New Testament times. Yarmulkes are
of obscure and late origin; they devel-
oped sometime during the compiling
of the Talmud or later. The yarmulke
is a human tradition with no basis in
the Law of Moses. The occasional
covering of one’s head with a garment
as in some Bible passages does not
qualify. There are only two places in
the Talmud where we find very weak
‘‘proof’’ for yarmulkes. The first is in
Tractate Kiddushin where there is
mention only of a head covering, but
no specifics and no explanation or
clarification. There is vigorous debate
as to when and where this head
covering should be worn. The Trac-
tate of Shabbat suggests that the
wearing of a ‘‘head covering’’ will
help one overcome evil tendencies.
However, there is no clear description
of said covering.12

Justification for the yarmulke
emanates from these obscure ideas.
This justification of a ‘‘head covering,’’
whatever it was, occurred hundreds
of years after the compilation of the
Talmud and from the elastic interpre-
tations of various rabbis.

A modern, humorous side to the
yarmulke can be found in a small
shop on Ben Yehudah Street in Jerusa-
lem. It is the Kippa Man shop where
tourists can buy kippas with every
conceivable logo. There are sports
team kippas, cartoon character kippas,
superhero kippas, military (camou-
flage) kippas, Coca-Cola kippas, and
other kippas with brand names of
well-known drinks — alcoholic and
otherwise. There is even a ‘‘Beavis
and Butthead’’ kippa. You name it
and you will probably find it at the
Kippa Man.

THE MYTH OF
THE PRAYER SHAWL

Another necessity in the HRM is the
wearing of what are called ‘‘prayer
shawls.’’ These are white and blue
pieces of fabric worn over the shoul-
ders and often over the head as well.
The major claim for these is that they
were worn by ancient Israelites as far
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back as Moses’ day and that even
Jesus wore one. Such is not the case,
and there is no evidence for such a
practice.

William Varner is Professor of Bible
and Director of the Israel Bible Exten-
sion (IBEX) program at The Master’s
College in Southern California. Varner
teaches courses in Israel on Jewish
customs and culture. In his ‘‘State-
ment on the Prayer Shawl’’ he con-
cludes that using any kind of external
garment for prayer only developed
after A.D. 70. He points out that the
Hebrew word for prayer shawl is
tallit, which is a word found nowhere
in the Hebrew Bible. It only shows up
in the fifth century in the Talmud.
Varner writes:

‘‘There is no basis for assuming
that the tallit was used as a
religious prayer garment in Bibli-
cal times. The idea is based on an
unproved assumption that is
contradicted by Jewish sources.
... Jewish people certainly wore
‘garments’,  ‘mantles’,  and
‘cloaks’ throughout the Biblical
period, but none of these was a
‘prayer shawl’ or ‘tallit.’ Three
Hebrew words for ‘garment’ are
(1) beged, a general term for
‘clothes’ that appears over 200
times in the OT. It is the beged to
which the ‘fringes’ were to be
attached in Num. 15:38 ff. - not a
special ‘prayer shawl.’ (2) simlah,
another general term for ‘mantle’
or ‘raiment’. It could also be used
by women (Ruth 3:3 and see
Deut. 22:17). (3) aderet appears
about ten times, usually trans-
lated as ‘mantle’. It was Elijah’s
aderet that was used in 1 Kings
19:13, 19 and 2 Kings 2:8, 13, and
14. This was not, however, his
‘prayer shawl.’ Aderet was used
for a ‘heavy garment’ in Gen.
25:25; a ‘Babylonian garment’ in
Josh. 7:21, 24; and the garment of
the King of Nineveh in Jonah
3:6!! Zech. 13:4 uses it as a ‘rough
garment’, probably similar to Eli-
jah’s ‘mantle.’ It is totally illegiti-
mate to use the above Hebrew
words for the much later ‘tallit’,
which does not even appear in
the OT.’’13

Varner then moves on to the New
Testament:

‘‘The words ‘prayer shawl’ do
not appear in the New Testa-
ment. The ‘garment’ of Jesus that
the woman touched in Mark 5:27,
28 was his ‘himation’ - a general
word for ‘clothes’ or used some-
times as an ‘outer garment’. It is
true that the ‘hem’ of His gar-
ment (Matt. 9:20) was probably
the ‘fringe’ (the ‘tzitzit’) of Num-
bers 15:38 ff., but those were
worn on one’s regular clothes,
not on some non-existent ‘prayer
shawl.’ ... The recent teaching on
the ‘prayer shawl’ has no biblical,
linguistic, or historical basis. It
cannot be proved from Jewish
sources which actually disprove
it by revealing that the ‘tallit’
was a post 70 AD invention. It
cannot be proved from either the
Hebrew or Greek words, since
the word ‘tallit’ is not even in the
Bible and the words ‘garment’ or
‘mantle’ are general terms used
for regular ‘clothes.’ This effort to
point out amazing ways in which
the ‘prayer shawl’ is used in the
Bible is based on ill-informed
ideas without any supporting
evidence. It is a classic example
of an ‘anachronism’ - ‘represent-
ing someone or something exist-
ing or happening in other than
the chronological or proper or-
der.’ (American Heritage Diction-
ary). Simply put, the ‘Mystery of
the Prayer Shawl’ turns out to be
the ‘Myth of  the Prayer
Shawl.’’’14

No born-again believer should ever
feel the need to put on a prayer
shawl. In our salvation we have put
on Christ and salvation (Galatians
3:27) as our righteous covering. We
should only feel the need in sanctifi-
cation to put on the armor of God to
stand against the wiles of the devil
(Ephesians 6) and to put on the
character qualities of the fruit of the
Spirit as laid out in Scripture (Gala-
tians 5). The New Testament is clear
as to what we are to put on.

So we keep coming back to the fact
that the HRM is a modern attempt to

Christianize Talmudic practice. It is a
mongrel religion that is neither Chris-
tianity nor biblical Judaism.

MUST CHRIST DIE AGAIN?

The Jewish Passover practiced today
is not the same Passover observed in
the first century. There are no priests
to examine our lamb. The Jewish
Passover today has no lamb, only the
bone of a lamb or chicken to represent
a lamb. In the first century, Jews
streamed into Jerusalem and camped
around the Temple at Passover time.
They kept Passover just as Moses
commanded.

There is no Jewish Temple today.
The modern Seder is an attempt to
re-create something that cannot be
re-created. So some of the elements
used today are made up. In some
cases, we don’t know exactly how the
Seder was conducted. It is empty role
play.

The Apostle Paul, in referencing
Passover, said it was already brought
to completion and fulfilled in every
way when he wrote, ‘‘For indeed,
Christ, our Passover, was sacrificed
for us’’ (1 Corinthians 5:7). Addition-
ally, the writer of the book of He-
brews tells us that no ongoing sacri-
fice is necessary, pointing to the death
of Jesus and that ‘‘He did once for all
when He offered up Himself’’ (He-
brews 7:27).

Observing the Passover today
speaks of re-crucifying the Savior. The
original Passover celebrated Jewish
liberation from Egypt, which does not
apply to people who were not deliv-
ered from Egypt, but from sin. Jesus
gave to the Church the Lord’s Supper,
not the Passover. Jesus’ death is the
fulfillment of the Old Testament prac-
tice of Passover.

There is a severe warning in the Old
Testament about ignoring God’s
specific instructions and inventing or
making up our own ways of
approaching God. This caution is
found in Leviticus 10:1-3 and it
concerns the sons of Aaron:

‘‘Then Nadab and Abihu, the
sons of Aaron, each took his
censer and put fire in it, put
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incense on it, and offered profane
fire before the LORD, which He
had not commanded them. So
fire went out from the LORD and
devoured them, and they died
before the LORD. And Moses said
to Aaron, ‘This is what the LORD
spoke, saying: ‘‘By those who
come near Me I must be re-
garded as holy; And before all
the people I must be glorified.’’’’’

The two sons of Aaron took it on
themselves to offer profane or strange
fire, ignoring God’s specific com-
mands and crafting an incense offer-
ing made in their own way. So these
priests abused the offering and
abused their office and were struck
down. As to the details:

‘‘By the fire which they offered
before Jehovah, we are no doubt
to understand the firing of the
incense-offering. This might be
called ‘strange fire’ if it was not
offered in the manner prescribed
in the law, just as in Ex. xxx.9
incense not prepared according
to the direction of God is called
‘strange incense.’ The supposi-
tion that they presented an in-
cense-offering that was not com-
manded in the law, and apart
from the time of the morning
and evening sacrifice, and that
this constituted their sin, is sup-
ported by the time at which their
illegal act took place. ... The fire
of the holy God (Ex. xix.18),
which had just sanctified the
service of Aaron as well-pleasing
to God, brought destruction
upon the two eldest sons, be-
cause they had not sanctified
Jehovah in their hearts, but had
taken upon themselves self-
willed service.’’15

The seriousness of this ought to at
least give pause to those in the HRM,
but it does not. Many in the HRM
appear to be conducting self-willed
worship.

WHEN IS ‘‘FOREVER’’
REALLY FOREVER?

One of the ‘‘proofs’’ often used to
try to justify the continued practice of
Old Testament rituals is the appeal to

the English word ‘‘forever.’’ There is
no denying that various parts of the
Old Testament refer to Jewish prac-
tices as being carried on ‘‘forever.’’
The Jewish priesthood was to be
‘‘forever’’ (Exodus 29:9). So was the
Bible proved wrong when the Ro-
mans terminated the Jewish priest-
hood and the priesthood ceased?
Likewise, offerings, annual feast days,
and celebrating the Sabbath in just the
way the Law prescribed were said to
be ‘‘forever’’ (Leviticus 23:21, 41). But
here, too, that is no longer possible.
The Passover was to be celebrated
‘‘forever’’ (Exodus 12:24) and not in
an abbreviated or altered manner
without a lamb.

To say that Jews still try to celebrate
some of these rituals in a limited
fashion does not qualify. Some have
ceased historically and others have
carried on in a different fashion. No
Jew keeps Sabbath exactly as pre-
scribed in the Old Testament and no
penalties are assessed for violating it.
The HRM is at best involved in a
subjective pick-and-choose game.

The difficulty stems from basing
things on an English translation and
understanding of the word ‘‘forever.’’
The Hebrew word translated ‘‘for-
ever’’ is the word olam. It has a wide
range of meanings. The correct mean-
ing can only be determined by the
immediate and wider context of the
whole Bible. Olam when used of God
always means eternal, everlasting,
ever-existing, no limited time, always,
forever and ever, running on but
never running out.

There is no question that God is
olam: eternal, never-ending. However,
when speaking of people, things, ritu-
als, and institutions (that is, anything
created or worldly), olam picks up
another part of its range. Olam (speak-
ing of earthly institutions) then means
of unknown duration or a time in
which the exact limits are unknown.16

The Old Testament tabernacle is
another case in point. It is said to be
‘‘forever’’ in Exodus 27:21. The priests
were to minister in the tabernacle
‘‘forever’’ (Exodus 28:43). In this par-
ticular case the olam was approxi-
mately 350 years and the tabernacle’s

obsolescence when replaced by the
Temple caused no problem to the
Jews because they understood olam.

Jews were told in Jeremiah 31:31-34
that the Old Covenant would be
replaced by the New Covenant. The
Mosaic dispensation and its practices
was olam in the sense that the time of
annulment was not known. Certain
aspects and features of Old Testament
practices were fulfilled in Christ and
in some sense go on forever in Him.

PARDONMY PaRDeS

Another issue that must be ad-
dressed is the issue of hermeneutics.
What is often accepted these days
without investigation is what may be
called Hebrew Roots hermeneutics.
Some in the HRM reject and even
malign the historical Protestant
hermeneutical process. This interpre-
tive method is the literal, historical,
and grammatical approach to under-
standing Scripture.

HRM calls any hermeneutic but its
own Greek hermeneutics. Just as to-
day, there were many interpretive
approaches to Scripture in the first
century. The Jews of the first century
did not reject Greek, but used it along
with Hebrew. The scroll discoveries at
Qumran, Masada, and Murabba’at
show us that Greek was a second
language to Jews in Palestine. Carsten
Thiede wrote:

‘‘Even the Bible in Greek, the
Septuagint, belonged to the sup-
ply of scripture used by orthodox
Jews in the Holy Land. ...
Astounding as it may sound, the
first half or middle of the first
century ... was already a time of
active Greek scholarship in the
Jewish homeland. ... orthodox
Jews in Judea consciously opted
for this ‘revised’ version of the
Greek text and remained satis-
fied users for some eighty
years.’’17

Not everything Greek then could be
all bad because some Orthodox Jews
in Jesus’ time opted for a Greek text
and the Jewish writers of the New
Testament often selected the Greek
text of the Septuagint (LXX) for their
citations of the Old Testament.18 In
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those instances they preferred the
Greek text over the Hebrew.

In regard to interpretation, many
Jews in Israel leaned toward the plain,
simple, and direct meaning of Bible
verses. Today this method is called
P’shat. The Jews of Jesus’ day often
insisted on the literal meaning of
verses in context. Jews in Alexandria,
however, were strongly influenced by
Greek thought and were more into
explicit allegory and/or spiritualized
allegorical meanings. These Jews had
a Greek hermeneutic as did a number
of their Hellenized counterparts in
Israel.

Many in the HRM teach what they
call a Hebrew hermeneutic with the
acronym designation of PaRDeS. This
system and terminology was devel-
oped fully after the time of Jesus and
cannot be superimposed on the first
century.19 This method posits that
there are four levels of interpretation
working simultaneously. PaRDeS
stands for: 1. P’shat, meaning the
direct or plain sense. 2. Remez, mean-
ing hinting, symbol, or allegory. 3.
Drash, meaning comparison or meta-
phor. 4. Sod, meaning deep, hidden,
secret, mystical, or esoteric.

Just because very small and primi-
tive elements of these four approaches
may have been practiced by some Jews
in ancient times does not make them
valid today.

In reading Scripture we are to look
for direct, literal meaning, not a
meaning that is hinted at or mysteri-
ous. Symbols and metaphors in the
sacred text are clear and we are to
find the literal meaning behind them.
The same holds true with the few
obvious allegories in the Bible. We
must emphasize again that the biggest
stumbling block for the HRM is the
fact that so-called Hebrew hermeneu-
tics were not fully developed into the
PaRDeS system until after A.D. 70 and
that system became filled with post-
A.D. 70 rabbinical Talmudic and Kab-
balistic ideas. Many of the meanings,
hints, comparisons, and hidden truths
are extracted from the Talmud Kab-
balistic thought and imposed on
Scripture by interpretations and com-
ments of numerous medieval rabbis.

Some of these so-called ‘‘hidden me-
dieval truths’’ are now being ‘‘discov-
ered’’ by today’s HRM ‘‘rabbis.’’ The
use of Sod and the finding of secret
meanings clearly shows strong Greek
influence, not Christian.

Historical research proves the very
opposite of the claim by the HRM that
there was some special ancient He-
brew hermeneutic uniformly agreed
on and accepted by Jews in Palestine
before A.D. 70.20 In fact, we do know
that some first-century Jews had an
accepted hermeneutic and an inter-
pretive system much like Protestant
biblical interpretation today:

‘‘The Palestinian Jews did de-
velop some sound principles of
exegesis which reflected a token
approach to the literal under-
standing of the Scriptures. Hillel
formulated seven rules, Isamel
thirteen, and Eliezar thirty-two.
Some of these principles are still
part of a valid hermeneutics. (i).
They insisted that a word must
be understood in terms of its
sentence, and a sentence in terms
of its context. (ii). They taught
that Scriptures dealing with simi-
lar topics should be compared,
and that in some instances a
third Scripture would relieve the
apparent contradiction between
two Scriptures. (iii). A clear pas-
sage is to be given preference
over an obscure one if they deal
with the same subject matter.
(iv). Very close attention is to be
paid to spelling, grammar, and
figures of speech. (v). By the use
of logic we can determine the
application of Scripture to those
problems in life Scripture has not
specifically treated. In this con-
nection some of the valid forms
of the logic of deduction or
implication were used by the
rabbis. This is still standard pro-
cedure in theological hermeneu-
tics. (vi). Their insistence that the
God of Israel spoke in the
tongues of men was their way of
asserting that the God of Israel
had adapted His revelation to the
recipients of it. This implies a
measure of accommodation and
cultural conditioning of the di-

vine revelation. It would not be
unfair to rabbinic exegesis to
assert that it did not develop a
profound self-conscious and criti-
cal theory of hermeneutics. Nor
would it be unfair to state that
they wandered far off from the
good rules they did construct.’’21

MAKING GENTILES
INTO JEWS

This brings us to the issue of
whether Gentile Christians need to
have Jewish ways and rituals imposed
on them. Jewish believers have huge
complicated issues of ingrained tradi-
tions; family, social, and religious
events; and a culture that is infused
with religious overtones. Often the
boundaries are less clear for them.

Gentiles taking Jewish practice is
another issue altogether. Some within
the HRM are so insistent, it is as if the
already converted Gentiles had to
become Jews before they could be-
come Christians.

In Acts 15, the situation is clear that
the imposition of Jewish ways, de-
mands of the Mosaic Law, and Jewish
practice were not to be forced upon
Gentile converts. Verse 19 says, ‘‘we
should not trouble those from among
the Gentiles.’’ In other words leave
them alone, stop bothering them, get
off their backs. In no way were
converted Jews to unsettle Gentile
believers (v. 28). This correlates with
Paul’s instruction in Colossians 2:14-
17, although it is clear that the Church
had to address the issue repeatedly.
For example, Paul also fought the
issue in the Galatian church when
Peter crossed the line (Galatians 2:11-
12).

Approximately 100 years after Jesus,
the Church Father and apologist Jus-
tin Martyr addressed the issue of
Gentile believers and their relation-
ship to the Old Testament Law. He
makes a strong distinction between
Jewish believers and Gentile believers.
In his Dialogue with Trypho the Jew, he
gives the following directives as Try-
pho inquires about Jewish believers
who still relate to the Law:

‘‘‘‘‘But if some, even now, wish
to live in the observance of the
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institutions given by Moses, and
yet believe in this Jesus who was
crucified, recognising him to be
the Christ of God, and that it is
given to him to be absolute judge
of all, and that his is the everlast-
ing kingdom, can they also be
saved?’’ he [Trypho] inquired of
me.’ ‘And Trypho inquired
again, ‘‘But if someone, knowing
that this is so, after he recognises
that this man is Christ, and has
believed in and obeys him,
wishes, however, to observe
these institutions, will he be
saved?’’ I said, ‘‘In my opinion,
Trypho, such a one will be saved,
if he does not strive in every way
to persuade other men — I mean
those Gentiles.’’’’’22

Justin Martyr was not overly con-
cerned that Jewish Christians kept
some parts of the Law as long as they
did not divide from Gentile believers
who were firmly and truly committed
to Christ and had all their hope in
Him. His ‘‘red line’’ was that Jewish
believers should not at all impose
Jewish practices on Gentiles. It seems
clear then that some Jewish believers
were trying to persuade Gentiles to
come under the Law. The HRM has
stumbled into an ancient error.

WHO REALLY
MADE THE BREAK?

We find in some HRM writings the
assertion that the Christian Church
separated from the Jews and Jewish
practices and that is the reason for the
departure from Jewish roots. It is true
that some separation of Jews from
Christians began to take place because
Jesus was proclaimed as Messiah and
deity by the Church. Most Jews could
not accept this. Also, as the apostolic
writings and their authority emerged,
the New Testament became supreme
for believers.

On the Jewish side, it is important
to look back into the Talmud’s history
to an event that transpired in Jamnia,
Israel, around A.D. 90. Jamnia —
present day Yavne — is about 15
miles south of Tel Aviv. Following the
destruction of the Temple, Jewish
leaders and notables gathered at

Jamnia to formulate a different kind
of Judaism without a Temple, priest-
hood, or sacrifices. It was a beginning
of the work of codifying what would
become the Mishnah and Talmud. A
lengthy weekday prayer was devel-
oped under Gamaliel II called the
Amidah, and in it there are eighteen
benedictions. Inserted into the Ami-
dah’s ‘‘twelfth benediction’’ was a
condemnation of enemies. It is called
the Birkat ha-Minim or the ‘‘benedic-
tion concerning heretics,’’ with some
obvious wordplay. New Testament
professor Donald Hagner tells us that
David Flusser argued that this liturgi-
cal prayer was aimed at ‘‘ridding the
synagogues of Jews who had become
Christians.’’23 This singular event
became of prime importance to the
relationship of Jews and Christians. It
created an almost unbridgeable
chasm. It was clearly of Jewish doing.

The commonly used version of the
Birkat ha-Minim is translated as fol-
lows:

‘‘For the apostates let there be no
hope. And let the arrogant
g o v e r n m e n t  b e  s p e e d i l y
uprooted in our days. Let the
nozerim and the minim be de-
stroyed in a moment. And let
them be blotted out of the Book
of Life and not be inscribed
together with the righteous.
Blessed art thou, O Lord, who
humblest the arrogant.’’24

It is debated as to whether this
‘‘blessing’’ was directed to all Chris-
tians, that is, Gentile as well as Jewish
believers or to just Jewish believers.
The curse is on the Nozerim or
Nazarenes. However, most scholars
believe that over time it came to mean
all who believe in Christ. This event
shows us that Jewish leaders were a
big part of the break and ultimate
separation between Jews and Chris-
tians. It is not all one-sided.

CONSIDERATIONS
AND CONCLUSIONS

The question that must be wrestled
with is how much Jewish practice can
there be — or should there be — in
Christian life and worship? There is

no agreement within the HRM. It
seems to be up to the ‘‘rabbi.’’ Many
of them appear to be improvising it
all, but as long as they are wearing a
yarmulke and a prayer shawl it’s
okay.

One example of an impromptu,
do-it-yourself Judaism is the spectacle
enacted by ‘‘Rabbi’’ Ralph Messer
when he encircled ‘‘Bishop’’ Eddie
Long with a Torah scroll and Messer
crowned Long a ‘‘King.’’25 To handle
a Torah scroll in the manner in which
Messer did is shocking and unaccept-
able to Orthodox Jews. Messer put on
a wild show, but he was not practic-
ing Judaism in any sense.

Because there are no specific com-
mands or clear directives in the Bible
for the HRM, we must go to clear-cut
biblical principles:

1. If anything in belief or practice is
seen as meritorious for salvation, it is
wrong and a clear violation of
Ephesians 2:8-9.

2. These practices must be kept
voluntarily as an individual and per-
sonal aid to spirituality and not be
made a test of fellowship. Messianic
Jews should practice them without
making them mandatory, per Romans
14.

3. These practices must not encour-
age elitism or classes of believers.
Those who are children of God all
have a common salvation, according
to 2 Peter 1:1.

4. These practices must not be
imposed on Gentiles. Acts 15:24 and
Colossians 2:16-23 both show that
Gentiles are not bound by Jewish
practices.

5. These practices must be clearly
demonstrated in Scripture and not be
a pretense or Talmudic tradition.

The early Messianic believers of the
twentieth century, for the most part,
excelled in keeping a balance and
remaining in joint fellowship with
Gentile believers in the Church. There
was a oneness and an appreciation for
each other in the body. Such does not
seem to be the case today. The HRM
is supplying both the roots of division
and also the roots of confusion.
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EDITORIALS
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as one’s inability to rely on good deeds for salvation (pp.
15, 94); the wrongness of judgmentalism (pg. 19); Jesus’
love for us despite our sins (pg. 26); spiritual birth being
by grace through faith (pg. 43); the impotence of rules to
save us (pg. 56); Christ having dealt with our sins on the
cross (pp. 68-72); the three components of sin: guilt,
power, and effect (pp. 68-69); Jesus as the point of life
(pp. 96, 110, 112); God seeing Christians as righteous
(pp. 101, 195); the mercy of God toward mankind (pp.
174-175); the good news of Jesus’ resurrection (pg. 181);
and fearfulness being an indictment (pg. 185).

ISSUES WITH SMITH’S TEACHINGS ...

But, sadly, not all is well. There is plenty of chaff
among the wheat. The book is filled with statements that
contradict much of its solid teaching as well as exagger-
ated comments and harmful theology. Below is a
sampling accompanied by brief rebuttals:

• ‘‘Jesus is not your accuser. He’s not your
prosecutor. He’s not your judge. He’s your friend
and your rescuer’’ (pg. 12).

Smith is speaking to both believers and unbelievers

throughout the book. Such statements directed at unbe-
lievers are untrue. Romans 5:10 tells us that before
salvation, we are the enemies of God. Jesus is the
unbeliever’s rescuer, but only once he receives Him as
Savior. For those who reject Him, Christ is, in fact, their
judge. Jesus was not the friend of the Pharisees, but
rather their accuser. Jesus’ friendship for believers is true,
but it must be recalled that Jesus said, ‘‘You are my
friend if you do what I command’’ (John 15:14).

• ‘‘He [Jesus] wasn’t out to prove how good he was
or how bad they were. He just wanted to offer them
hope’’ (pg. 22).

Jesus needed to demonstrate the perfect sinless life as
He came to reveal the Father (John 1:18; see Mark 10:18).
As for the people, hope could be found in Christ only as
they recognized their hopelessness because of their
wickedness. It is the sick who need a physician (Mark
2:5, 17), and Jesus exposed their sin-sickness. He, in fact,
showed them how bad they were so that they would see
a need for a Savior.

• ‘‘You don’t have to be good to be Jesus’s friend.
You just have to be honest’’ (pg. 22).

It is true that our good deeds cannot win the favor of
God, which comes as His gift to the redeemed. However,



20 · The Quarterly Journal January-March 2014

there is no justification in Scripture to say that we
become Jesus’ friend by being honest. In this case
honesty is just another empty good deed.

• To see oneself as a ‘‘filthy sinner who deserves to go
to hell’’ is an extreme which comes from ‘‘focusing
on rules rather than on a relationship with Jesus’’
(pg. 25).

In ourselves we are filthy sinners who deserve hell (see
Ephesians 2:1-3) and the Law of God was given to
demonstrate this. It is only the mercy of God that makes
us righteous.

• We are to be friends of sinners, but not to rebuke
or evangelize them (pg. 28).

Friendship with the lost is an honorable thing, but
Smith goes too far. Being my friend will do no one any
eternal good per se, neither was it Jesus’ mission (John
1:36) nor our commission (Matthew 28:19-20). We are
called to make disciples.

• ‘‘He [Jesus] showed unconditional love and
acceptance’’ (pg. 31).

Hardly! Only those who meet the condition of receiv-
ing Christ become His children (John 1:11-12).

• People would fall in love with Jesus if we would
only act more like Him (pg. 31).

When Jesus walked the earth, the world despised Him
and crucified Him. Such a statement reveals Smith’s
misunderstanding of the depravity of mankind, as well
as their aversion of Christ. By nature people reject Christ.

• ‘‘People are closer to God than we realize’’ (pg.
31).

On the contrary, people are alienated from God and
without hope (Ephesians 2:12). Romans 3:11-12 tells us
that none seeks for God; all have turned aside, together
they have become useless.

• ‘‘He’s [Jesus] not mad at us or even disappointed
in us’’ (pg. 61).

Jesus was clearly disappointed with His disciples at
times, even as He loved them (Mark 8:14-21). Paul was
clearly disappointed with those who abandoned the
work of God (see 2 Timothy 1:15; 4:10). Jesus pronounced
scathing ‘‘woes’’ on the Pharisees. He was, in fact, deeply
disappointed with them (Matthew 23:13-36).

• People can be accepted and belong to Jesus long
before they believe (pp. 126, 135).

We do not belong to Jesus before we believe. Prior to
faith we are His enemies (Romans 5:10), alienated from
God, hostile to Him, and engaged in evil deeds
(Colossians 1:21-22). Jude warns of those who do not
know Christ trying to be part of the Church (Jude 12-13).
Smith cites homosexuals as an example of those who
belong before they believe. Romans 1:26-29 shows clearly
that those living in homosexual sin have been ‘‘let go’’ by

God to live in their sin. They in no sense should
experience belonging to Him prior to salvation. Instead
they will not inherit the kingdom of God (1 Corinthians
6:9). By God’s grace and power, however, homosexuals,
like other sinners, can be justified and then belong to the
Lord (1 Corinthians 6:11).

• ‘‘All sixty-six books of the Bible ... point to the
same thing: God’s love for humanity’’ (pg. 151).

Perhaps God’s love could be read into every book, but
a number of books — Obadiah, Amos, and Joel, for
example — are written to warn of or announce God’s
judgment for sin.

... AND MORE ISSUES

Smith writes that ‘‘Jesus is the point of life’’ (pg. 96)
and then adds, ‘‘God is not in a hurry to fix us’’ (pg. 101)
and ‘‘We are his first priority’’ (pg. 102). The glory of
God is His first priority and the Lord earnestly desires to
mold us into the image of Christ for His glory (Romans
8:28-30). While our Lord is never anxious, He in fact is
constantly drawing us to maturity (Colossians 1:28).

Smith never totally denies God’s wrath and judgment,
but he does brush it aside because it does not fit his
message. For example, he writes, ‘‘Well, they say,
sometimes he comes in his wrath, and he comes with
judgment, and he comes — Hold on. You mean to tell me
that you don’t think God is for you, even though he gave
his Son for you? He’s so for you that he died for you.
What other proof do you need?’’ (pg. 157). Smith is
taking Romans 8:31-32 out of context and misapplying it.
It is true for the Christian that God is for us and His love
will never be taken away from us. But that does not
mean that God’s wrath is not being poured out even now
on unbelievers (Romans 1:18) nor that He has, and will,
come in judgment upon the unrepentant (Revelation
14:9-20).

Smith, while admitting bad things happen to good
people (pg. 159), seems to misunderstand both how God
uses suffering (pg. 158) and implies through the misuse
of Jeremiah 29:11 that God plans only good things for us
(pg. 158). For the believer, the Lord works all things
together for good (Romans 8:28), but no such promise is
given the unbeliever (see Psalm 73:18-20). Even for the
Christian, God’s sovereign plan leading toward good
often includes pain, suffering, and hardship (James 1:2-4;
1 Peter 5:10). Jeremiah 29:11 is not a promise to all people
at all times that God plans only good for them. In the
context it is a promise to Israel about a definite time in
the future. Other Scriptures speak of God’s plans to bring
suffering at times, but these are seldom quoted by most
people (e.g. Jeremiah 39:16).

While Smith is correct in writing that God is far greater
than Satan and that ultimate victory is ours in Christ, he
greatly minimizes the power of Satan when he writes,
‘‘’... we are opposed by a little bitty devil.’ ... The devil is
nothing but a dog on a leash. He is a toothless lion. He is
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a magician hiding behind a curtain, trying to manipulate
us through smoke and mirrors’’ (pp. 187-188). Scripture
presents a far more potent foe who is seeking to devour
and destroy us (1 Peter 5:8; Ephesians 6:10-18). Satan is
not omnipotent, but we must always be on guard for his
schemes and temptations (2 Corinthians 2:11).

Smith is the consummate cheerleader. He wants his
readers to be happy, to feel good about themselves, and
to be optimistic. He is willing to distort Scripture through
exaggeration, unbalanced arguments, and fabrication.
The result is a mix of half-truths, erroneous views of
Jesus and the Christian life, all packaged in an unrealistic
wrapper. Here are some examples:

• God is so proud of us that He is constantly
posting photos of us on a celestial version of
Instagram (pg. 46). Of course, nothing like this is
found in the Bible.

• ‘‘Grace is a person. And his name is Jesus’’ (pg.
51). No, Jesus is a person who is characterized by
grace, as well as many other attributes, including
justice and wrath.

• Although Scripture abounds in commands to
teach, exhort, instruct, and admonish one another
(2 Timothy 4:2-5; Romans 15:14), Smith says that the
longer he is a pastor ‘‘the less prone I am to tell
people what to do and the quicker I am to just hug
them and pray with them’’ (pg. 59). Hugs are often
appropriate and may make people feel better, but it
is the Word of God that equips us for every good
thing (2 Timothy 3:16-17).

• Smith assures us that we would be ‘‘blown away’’
if we knew what Jesus thought of us. ‘‘Jesus is crazy
about you. He is obsessed with you. He is proud of
you’’ (pp. 77-78). This is a pure man-centered view
of how the Lord sees His people. His love is real
and deep, but He is not a doting grandfather who
just can’t get enough of us.

• The author mocks Christians struggling with sin
and misrepresents the purpose of the Law. To such
people he apparently recommends, ‘‘A little sin
might do you good’’ (pg. 95). While emphasizing
love and grace, Smith shows little of either toward
those battling sin. He is overly tolerant toward those
who live in open sexual sin, but has no tolerance for
those who are judgmental or legalistic. This plays
well in our society, which will tolerate anything but
intolerance.

• Smith totally misunderstands the book of Ecclesi-
astes when he says that the high point of the book is
that everything is meaningless (pg. 107). On the
contrary the high point is showing that the meaning-
lessness of life should drive us to consider God
(Ecclesiastes 12:13-14).

• We are assured by Smith that ‘‘Jesus was the
happiest guy around. He told jokes. He poked fun at

people. He laughed’’ (pg. 123). None of this is found
in Scripture. We are told that Jesus was ‘‘a Man of
sorrows and acquainted with grief’’ (Isaiah 53:3), but
never that He laughed, poked fun, or told jokes.
Perhaps He did, but if so neither we nor Smith
know it. When we start adding characteristics to
Jesus not supported by Scripture, we border on
blasphemy.

• Speaking of blasphemy, Smith uses the popular
blasphemous slang phrases, ‘‘Oh, my God’’ (pp. 128)
and ‘‘My God’’ (pp. 145, 187). This is apparently
part of his vocabulary as his speech at the Passion
Conference is peppered with the phrase. Such terms
may connect with his audience, but profane the
name of God.

• Smith’s view of inspiration is weak. When
addressing John’s comment that he was the disciple
whom Jesus loved, Smith claims John is flaunting
that he is Jesus’ favorite. Smith adds, ‘‘Was he
Jesus’s favorite? We don’t know. It doesn’t really
matter, because he believed he was’’ (pg. 148). The
Holy Spirit is not recording John’s opinion, but
rather that which is true.

And it gets worse because it doesn’t matter, Smith
believes, if John thought he was Jesus’ favorite because
the truth is ‘‘We are all God’s favorites’’ (pg. 149). In
addition to being a line directly out of the heretical novel
The Shack, there is no biblical support for such a
statement. It fits well with the world’s current philoso-
phy in which we are all winners and all equal. But we
know that the Lord chose some to be His (Ephesians 1:4)
and He handpicked only twelve to be His apostles. How
all this works out in the mind of God is a mystery to us,
but to put into the Lord’s mouth that we are all His
favorites is both meaningless and beyond Smith’s knowl-
edge.

• Smith writes that God ‘‘is head-over-heels in love
with you ... and your biggest fan’’ (pg. 156). In
attempting to elevate the love of God, such language
cheapens it.

• Zombies are all the rage these days, so Jesus is
described as the ‘‘ultimate zombie’’ (pg. 179). But
zombies are supposedly the living-dead. There is
nothing dead about Jesus. He died, but He has been
resurrected and is fully alive. This zombie metaphor
again belittles the person of Christ.

Smith is popular today because he is entertaining, but
his attraction can be plain silliness. He gives the main
Bible characters accents when he preaches — of course,
accents that they did not have (pg. 5). His imagination
borders on the absurd. He envisions Zacchaeus as a
gangster of the hip-hop variety. They rolled out the red
carpet and cameras showed up when he made an
appearance with a lady on each arm, wearing sunglasses
and greeting people with ‘‘Hey y’all’’ (pp. 5-7). When
Jesus ate with sinners they enjoyed being with Him
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because He was ‘‘just chilling’’ with them (pg. 29). He
speculates if, in heaven, Jesus is ‘‘Lounging with his feet
kicked up and a cold drink in his hand’’ (pg. 193). While
entertaining, these pictures are neither accurate nor
respectful of biblical persons — especially of Christ. Our
Lord is not an eternal teenager lounging around and
chilling.

The message of Jesus Is ______ could be summed up
toward the end of the book. ‘‘He [Jesus] is telling me that
he is proud of me, that he is pleased with me, that I am
amazing’’ (pg. 195). There is much talk in the book about
how amazing Jesus is, but when the dust has settled it is
this man-centered, feel-good message that has made Jesus
Is ______ a New York Times bestseller. While we can
appreciate the accurate teaching within the book, it is
distorted by the deep inaccuracies documented above.
Truth mixed with this much error is truly a dangerous
thing.

—GEG

NEWS UPDATES
(continued from page 3)

PAPAL STATEMENTS
CAUSE STIR

From the start of his reign last March, Pope Francis,
leader of the Roman Catholic Church, has said and done
some things that have been hard to explain. Among the
head-scratchers was claiming that atheists who do good
are redeemed — a statement the Vatican quickly asserted
was misunderstood.

More recently, the pope again captured headlines with
remarks he made concerning homosexuals. According to
a CNN report, ‘‘Pope Francis said . . . that he will not
‘judge’ gays and lesbians, including gay priests, signaling
a shift from his predecessor and offering another sign
that the new pope is committed to changing the church’s
approach to historically marginalized groups.’’

During a news conference aboard his papal plane on a
flight back to Rome from Rio de Janeiro in late July, Pope
Francis told journalists, ‘‘If a person is gay and seeks the
Lord and has good will, who am I to judge that person?
... The problem is not that one has this [homosexual]
tendency; no, we must be brothers. This is the first
matter.’’

Following the remarks, a Religion News Service report
disclosed, ‘‘Blogs and social media immediately exploded
with commentary that either hailed — or lamented — the
pope’s words as a shift in Catholic teaching on the role of
gays and lesbians in the church.’’ The article further
noted that, ‘‘Observers have already detected an effort by
Vatican officials to soft-pedal the pope’s comments, while
some Catholics on the right were trying to explain them
away.’’

In 2005, under the papacy of Pope Benedict XVI, Pope
Francis’ predecessor, the Vatican issued a directive that
prohibited men ‘‘who are actively homosexual, have
deep-seated homosexual tendencies, or support the
so-called ‘gay culture’’’ from the church’s priesthood.

In September, the pope amplified his comments in a
lengthy interview with La Civilta Cattolica, the Italian
Jesuit magazine. In the discourse, Francis said, ‘‘The
church’s pastoral ministry cannot be obsessed with the
transmission of a disjointed multitude of doctrines to be
imposed insistently. We have to find a new balance;
otherwise even the moral edifice of the church is likely to
fall like a house of cards, losing the freshness and
fragrance of the Gospel.’’ Francis added, ‘‘The church
sometimes has locked itself up in small things, in
small-minded rules. The most important thing is the first
proclamation: Jesus Christ has saved you.’’

A CBS/Associated Press article stated in regard to the
pope’s comments that, ‘‘The admonition is likely to have
sharp reverberations in the United States, where some
bishops have already publicly voiced dismay that Francis
hasn’t hammered home church teaching on abortion,
contraception and homosexuality — areas of the culture

International Church had a visitor attend a service that
had been overseas and exposed to measles. Therefore the
congregation, staff at Kenneth Copeland Ministries, and
the daycare center on property were exposed through
that contact. KCM/EMIC is in close contact with Tarrant
County Public Health Department and we continue to
follow their instructions on how to best deal with this
outbreak. The ministry has held free immunization
clinics for employees and church members to assist them
in obtaining the best medical care for their families. We
continue to follow up on pending and confirmed cases to
help in any way we can to keep the outbreak contained.’’

George Pearsons, who is co-senior pastor of the church
along with his wife, wrote on the church’s website, ‘‘Let’s
clear the air about all these ‘anti-vaccination’ accusa-
tions,’’ and listed the following points: ‘‘Our church is not
and has never been ‘anti-vaccination.’ We do not have an
‘anti-vaccination’ policy. In all our years of pastoring, we
have never preached against vaccinations. We have never
advised anyone against a vaccination.’’ He added, ‘‘We
invited the Health Department to conduct a total of five
vaccination clinics at our church. Vaccinations were
made available at no cost to our daycare children, KCM
employees and congregation members.’’

The CDC reports that ‘‘an estimated 20 million cases of
measles occur each year worldwide.’’ The Post article
says, ‘‘About 200,000 fatal cases of the measles are
reported worldwide every year.’’ An ‘‘outbreak’’ of
measles is said to occur when there is a ‘‘chain of
transmission with three or more confirmed cases.’’

—MKG
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Personal Freedom Outreach — Statement of Belief
I. The Bible as the divinely inspired, inerrant Word of God: It is in its entirety the sole authority for all matters
of Christian belief and practice.
II. The one true God. In the one true God there exist three persons, being: The Father, The Son Jesus Christ, and
The Holy Spirit.
III. Jesus Christ: His deity, humanity, virgin birth, sinlessness, death and bodily resurrection; who will personally
and visibly return again to earth.
IV. The personality and deity of the Holy Spirit.
V. The existence and personality of Satan, his total opposition to God, and his power over the unregenerate.
VI. The complete and total depravity of all men which makes them hopelessly lost without the new birth obtainable
through faith in Jesus Christ.
VII. The final estate of man: for the saved, everlasting life in the presence of God and for the unsaved, everlasting
punishment because of their unbelief.
VIII. The Gospel by which we are saved being summed in the death, burial and resurrection of our Lord Jesus
Christ.
IX. The Church being the Body of Christ, united in the Holy Spirit, consisting of those who have received Jesus
Christ as Savior. A local church is an organized assembly of believers united for the purpose of carrying out the
Great Commission of Christ.
X. The Great Commission of Christ being to preach the Gospel to all men, baptizing and discipling those who have
believed.

wars where U.S. bishops often put themselves on the
front lines.’’

Adding more confusion or perhaps even a bit of
hypocrisy to the pope’s comments were details that were
made public that the pontiff ‘‘ordered the excommunica-
tion’’ of Australian priest Greg Reynolds who was
advocating for women’s rights and gay marriage. In
mid-September, at the same time the La Civilta Cattolica
interview was being published, Reynolds received a
letter from Pope Francis telling him he had been
excommunicated. The letter did not offer grounds for the
excommunication. The papal action, however, may be
classified as ‘‘too little, too late’’ as Reynolds had already
resigned as a priest in 2011. In 2012, he started an
‘‘informal church’’ known as Inclusive Catholics, which
is said to accept homosexuals and permit women to help
lead worship services.

In October, Francis took aim at the Vatican itself,
scourging it for its self-grandeur and bureaucracy. In an
interview published in the Italian left-wing daily La
Repubblica, Francis stated, ‘‘Leaders of the Church have
often been Narcissuses, gratified and sickeningly excited
by their courtiers. The court is the leprosy of the
papacy.’’ He further remarked that the Holy See, which
is the ecclesiastical area of authority of the Catholic
Church, is ‘‘too Vatican-centric. It sees and looks after the
interest of the Vatican, which are still, for the most part,
temporal interests. This Vatican-centric view neglects the
world around us. I do not share this view and I’ll do
everything I can to change it.’’

—MKG

CHARISMA REBUTS
‘‘INSPIRED’’ O’REILLY

Charisma magazine reported in an online article by
Gina Meeks that popular conservative news commentator
Bill O’Reilly says the Holy Spirit ‘‘inspired’’ him to write
his book, Killing Jesus. The magazine based its conclusion
on a 60 Minutes interview with O’Reilly who said, ‘‘I
believe because I’m a Catholic that comes from the Holy
Spirit. My inspiration comes from that. And so I wrote
Killing Jesus because I think I was directed to write that.’’

A CBS news report posted the headline, ‘‘O’Reilly: The
Holy Spirit inspired ‘Killing Jesus.’’’ That article stated,
‘‘The inspiration doesn’t make him special or a chosen
one insists O’Reilly, it’s part of God’s plan for him, he
says. ‘I’m just one of many who have been given gifts.’’’

Meeks said that, ‘‘Killing Jesus is not a religious book,’’
and that O’Reilly ‘‘doesn’t refer to Jesus as the Son of God
or the Messiah, and some of his points are in direct
contradiction to what the Bible teaches.’’ She draws from
the CBS report where, in O’Reilly’s judgment, Jesus did
not say, ‘‘Father, forgive them for they know not what
they do,’’ from the cross because it would have been
impossible for a person being crucified to speak.

The book was co-authored by Martin Dugard and the
pair is said to have been paid ‘‘an almost unheard of $10
million advance.’’ Immediately upon its release, the book
topped The New York Times Best Seller list.

—MKG



Editor’s Note: The publications featured in PFO’s Books in Review section are available from Personal Freedom Outreach (P.O. Box 26062, Saint
Louis, Missouri 63136). Please add $2.50 to the price listed for shipping and handling. Due to occasional price changes by the publishers, the
retail amounts listed are subject to change without notice. These publications are also available to those who help to financially support the work
of PFO. Please see our funds appeal flyer for details.

FOUR VIEWS OF
THE END TIMES
& FREE WILL VS.
PREDESTINATION

Rose Publishing, 14-page pamphlets, $3.99 each

In the past two decades, Rose Publishing has created
some of the most helpful informational resources avail-
able today for the Christian. Beginning with Bible maps,
charts, and timelines, Rose developed additional ‘‘graph-
ics-rich products’’ targeting cults and the occult, world
religions, apologetics, Church history, and other topics.

Two separate titles from their laminated fanfold
pamphlet line — Four Views of the End Times and Free Will
vs. Predestination — can help the reader understand these
complex — and even divisive — theological issues.
Arguments over these issues can overwhelm the un-
trained Christian. These pamphlets help clear up the
issues with easy-to-understand information.

These pamphlets are neutral in their presentation and
allow the reader to decide which position has the
preponderance of biblical support. Sergeant Joe Friday of
Dragnet would have loved them as he often told his
witnesses, ‘‘All we want are the facts, ma’am.’’

Four Views of the End Times surveys the four primary
eschatological beliefs that have been the most widely
accepted in the Church: historical premillennialism,
amillennialism, dispensational premillennialism, and
postmillennialism. The pamphlet was written by Timothy
Paul Jones, a professor at The Southern Baptist Theologi-
cal Seminary in Louisville.

The pamphlet first outlines what both Jesus and Paul
‘‘Taught about the End,’’ as well as provides ‘‘Important
Words to Know’’ and their definitions. It also emphasizes
that, ‘‘There are four different views of end-times events,
but all share some key points.’’

The pamphlet then uses two panels each to present an
overview of each position, its emphasis, what Scriptures
appear to support the view, when in Church history it
was most popular, and which prominent Christian
leaders have adopted the view.

Two more panels examine key terms found in the book
of Revelation providing their definitions and various
interpretations. For example, ‘‘Babylon’’ is noted as a
symbolic name with interpretations that range from
Jerusalem to Rome to simply a one-world government
and church.

The remaining panel is a practical chart that gives
succinct answers for each end-time view to a variety of
key questions.

The Free Will vs. Predestination pamphlet explains the
particulars of both the Calvinistic (predestination) and
the Arminian (free will) theological beliefs. As the
pamphlet notes, ‘‘Christians do not agree on how God’s
sovereignty and human freedom (free will) relate to each
other in connection to salvation. Two views answer these
questions quite differently ... . Although the answers
available are not simple, they are important for our
understanding of God’s mission in the world and our
responsibility as believers.’’

The pamphlet’s authors are Benjamin Galán, Adjunct
Professor of Old Testament Hebrew and Literature at
Fuller Seminary in Pasadena, and William Brent Ashby.

The opening panels of the pamphlet provide a histori-
cal summation of each view by presenting key adherents
to the respective position. Nearly all of the following
panels examine five issues: free will and total inability,
election, atonement, grace, and security of the believer.

The pamphlet presents a side-by-side comparison of
the differences between Calvinism and Arminianism.
Each section contains a brief sidebar with additional
details or definitions. For example, ‘‘Issue 2: Election,’’
says, ‘‘Two extreme views, on opposite sides, cause
comparable problems.’’ The pamphlet explains, ‘‘The first
extreme is often called ‘hyper-Calvinism.’ People holding
this view may deny the importance of sharing the gospel
because, they reason, the elect will come to God in any
case. ... On the Arminian extreme is a view often
connected to ‘Open theism’ in which the over-emphasis
on human responsibility diminishes who God is and
what he does in his creation.’’

Perhaps Christians have too often lacked a desire to
investigate and understand these important doctrines of
the Christian faith because other publications have been
challenging and esoteric in arguing their case. The Rose
pamphlets remove that apprehension.

—MKG
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