
roots of various sizes within the
system, there is usually a main root or

two from which other
roots sprout. There are
two ancient main roots of
spiritual formation that
need exploring: The theo-
logical root and the expe-
riential root.

Theological root: Even
a casual reading of the
New Testament reveals
that the Church struggled
with doctrinal errors and
heresies. Virtually all the
Epistles, with the possible
exception of the short and
p e r s o n a l  l e t t e r  t o
Philemon, addressed one
or more theological con-
cerns which run all the
way from the person of
Christ to the Gospel mes-
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by Gary E. GilleyFor several years various articles in
The Quarterly Journal have touched
upon a range of issues of
the Spiritual Formation
Movement.1 And while
we have examined the
genesis of this modern
movement as well as its
key beliefs, leaders, and
teachers, both past and
present, it is helpful to
turn our attention to their
ancient roots. It is also
valuable to discuss the
attraction of the move-
ment, especially for Evan-
gelicals. In previous ar-
ticles we documented the
serious errors in doctrine
and practice of the move-
ment, and why so many
Evangelicals embrace its
disciplines and look to the
so-called ’’spiritual mas-
ters’’ for guidance. These
issues of origin and at-
traction overlap, but we will look at
them separately for clarity’s sake.

PROBLEMATIC ROOTS

All trees are sustained by a root
system and, while there are many

(continues on page 16)
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WHERE IS THE EMERGING
CHURCH HIDING?

Has the emerging church movement, once the religious
topic of the day and revered subject matter for most
Christian publishing houses, gone into hiding? Or has it
suffered an even worse fate? C. Michael Patton of Credo
House Ministries wrote in his blog that ‘‘around the year
2009, the identity of the emerging church went silent and
many (some enthusiastically) put a gravestone over its
assigned plot’’ (‘‘What Happened to the Emerging
Church?,’’ Parchment & Pen Blog, Jan. 14, 2013). In fact,
earlier in May 2009, Patton offered an ‘‘obituary’’ for the
emerging church saying:

‘‘Today, at 12:32 pm, while most of you were having
lunch, the Emerging Church was taken off of life
support. The Emerging Church was not around long
enough to be declared alive, so the announcement of
its death comes with an apathetic ‘ho-hum’ for many
of you. But it is true. ... As far as I can see, the
Emerging Church is dead at 15’’ (‘‘Obituary: The
Emerging Church (1994-2009),’’ Parchment & Pen
Blog, May 4, 2009).

While Patton maintains that the emerging church has
died, by his own admission it may be more metamorpho-
sis than fatality:

‘‘The name ‘emerging’ became tainted by the radical
reformers associated with the movement. But the

‘best-of’ the emerging church lives on. Indeed, the
ethos of the emerging church never dies, as the
church is reformed and always reforming’’ (‘‘What
Happened to the Emerging Church?,’’ op. cit.).

For several years PFO has affirmed in its writings that
the emerging church movement is alive and well —
mutating, not dying. But it’s not, as Patton argues, the
‘‘‘best-of’ the emerging church’’ that is living on, but
rather more of the same questionable and even unbiblical
traditions and practices which it had earlier advanced.

Patton further encourages his readers to go with this
new flow, saying:

‘‘But certian [sic] aspects of the ethos of the
emerging church should be within all of us. We
should never be satisfied with the status quo. We
should always be asking questions and bringing to
account our most fundamental beliefs. We need to
identify with the culture at the same time as we
hold on to the past. I believe Robert Webber, though
never really called an emerger, was a great example
of our continued need to reform. His Ancient-Future
Faith was a great example of how we can hold on to,
respect, learn from, and identify with our past, yet
push forward into an exciting future’’ (ibid.).

Webber, who died of pancreatic cancer in April 2007,
taught theology for more than 30 years at Wheaton
College.

(continues on page 21)
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CONCERN EXPRESSED
OVER VATICAN
PRAYER MEETING

Major news services — including the Associated Press,
Reuters, and Al Arabyia — have reported that Pope
Francis hosted ‘‘an unprecedented prayer meeting’’ with
Israeli and Palestinian presidents. Israeli President
Shimon Peres and Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas
joined Pope Francis on June 8 in the Vatican gardens for
‘‘an hourlong invocation of Jewish, Christian and Muslim
prayers,’’ according to the New York Daily News.

The Times of Israel noted that, ‘‘In order to accommodate
Jewish religious beliefs, the event will be held in a

GOTHARD ACTED
INAPPROPRIATELY,
NOT CRIMINALLY

The in-house verdict is in on Bill Gothard — but the
organization responsible for bringing to the public’s
attention alleged sexual indiscretions by the popular
Bible teacher and seminar leader calls it ‘‘a severe
disappointment.’’

Last March, charges of sexual harassment and other
misconduct against Gothard began to surface. The
longtime head of the popular Institute in Basic Life
Principles (IBLP) subsequently resigned as president and
from the ministry’s board and its affiliates. The whistle-
blowing organization, Recovering Grace, said it had
statements from 34 women who alleged that they had
been sexually harassed by Gothard, four of whom
claimed molestation.

An IBLP board investigation followed and in June
issued a statement maintaining that Gothard had ‘‘acted
in an inappropriate manner’’ but that ‘‘no criminal
activity has been discovered.’’

The board’s statement, posted on its ministry website
and titled ‘‘A Time of Transition,’’ asserted, ‘‘In response
to allegations against Bill Gothard, the Board sought the
facts through a confidential and thorough review process
conducted by outside legal counsel. Many people were
interviewed, including former Board members, current
and past staff members, current and past administrators,
parents, and family members. At this point, based upon
those willing to be interviewed, no criminal activity has
been discovered. If it had been, it would have been
reported to the proper authorities immediately, as it will
be in the future if any such activity is revealed.’’

In an interview with the Chicago Sun-Times, Gothard
said, ‘‘I respect and honor the board, and my number
one goal right now ... is to go back to the ones that I have
offended and ask their forgiveness.’’

The Recovering Grace organization posted an immedi-
ate online reply to the board’s statement saying, ‘‘we
have been cautiously hopeful that the board would
ultimately do the right thing — that they would come to
an understanding of the corruption and misconduct that
has permeated the ministry for almost forty years, and
that they would lead the ministry towards repentance.’’
The response further claimed, ‘‘This week’s statement by
IBLP was a severe disappointment as we realized that the
current board of IBLP has chosen to do as the previous (continues on page 22)

IBLP board did in 1980 and 1981: to minimize the
exploitation of innocent young women by the founder of
their ministry, to ignore their responsibility for this and
other misconduct and abuse, and to justify this type of
non-response because they believe in saving the organi-
zation above all else. Once again, a Christian organiza-
tion is choosing self-preservation, ignoring the abuse and
broken lives left by a predatory leader.’’

In summarizing its rebuttal, Recovering Grace pre-
sented ‘‘three major flaws in the board’s statement: 1) It
is dismissive of the victims and of the harassment itself;
2) It is deceptive in its presentation of recent events; 3) It
is defensive of the validity of Bill Gothard’s ministry and
teachings.’’

Recovering Grace is not alone in its criticism. R.L.
Stollar of the Homeschoolers Anonymous website agrees,
saying ‘‘IBLP’s Statement Is A Disgrace.’’ Stollar further
stressed, ‘‘Now, in today’s statement, the IBLP board has
sadly chosen to continue their history of whitewashing
and denialism. It may be a new board, but the actions
remain the same.’’

In the 1980s, Gothard and his ministry weathered an
earlier storm of sexual improprieties when revelations
surfaced that his brother, Steve Gothard, had affairs with
several secretaries of the Institute. Steve was forced to
resign as administrative director, and Bill resigned as
president but quickly returned three weeks later — long
before the scandal had time to recede.

The 79-year-old Gothard has never been married.
—MKG
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Last spring the movie Son of God,
which was produced by actress Roma
Downey and her husband, Mark Bur-
nett, was released in theaters across
the country. While many — such as
Rick Warren, Joel Osteen, Max
Lucado, T.D. Jakes, and even baseball
legend Mariano Rivera — applauded
the film, Downey and Burnett took
their share of criticism; specifically in
Downey’s case because of her Roman
Catholic allegiance.

One article critical of the motion
picture was written by New Testa-
ment scholar Craig S. Keener, who is
professor of New Testament at As-
bury Theological Seminary in Wil-
more, Ky., and was titled, ‘‘Casting
the Devil Out of the Jesus Story.’’ In
that article, Keener noted that the new
movie had removed the devil from
the story of the life of Jesus, even
though The Bible miniseries, which
aired on the History Channel last
year, and from which the Son of God
movie was taken, had included the
devil in its story of the life of Jesus.
While respecting Downey’s stated
reasons for not including the devil in
the theatrical version of the life of
Jesus,1 Keener also observed:

‘‘You can certainly tell the gospel
story without including him.
Nevertheless, Satan remains an
uncomfortable part of the gospel

story, and knowing who he is
and what he does helps us to
fully understand what Christ has
done for us. Jesus endured temp-
tation, triumphed over evil, and
brought life and healing to those
who were oppressed.’’2

As the 20th-century apologist C. S.
Lewis famously pointed out, ‘‘Satan,
the leader or dictator of devils, is the
opposite, not of God, but of Michael
[the archangel].’’3 Lewis wrote some-
thing else that is very appropriate to
our topic:

‘‘There are two equal and oppo-
site errors into which our race
can fall about the devils. One is
to disbelieve in their existence.
The other is to believe, and to
feel an excessive and unhealthy
interest in them. They themselves
are equally pleased by both er-
rors, and hail a materialist or a
magician with the same de-
light.’’4

The beloved hymn, ‘‘A Mighty For-
tress Is Our God,’’ written by the
16th-century Protestant Reformer
Martin Luther, contains clear refer-
ences to supernatural evil forces that
are arrayed against us. Reflect upon
the hymn’s very first verse:

‘‘A mighty fortress is our God, A
bulwark never failing; Our

helper He amid the flood Of
mortal ills prevailing. For still
our ancient foe Doth seek to
work us woe — His craft and
pow’r are great, And armed with
cruel hate, On earth is not his
equal.’’

Notice the careful balance that
Luther strikes in this hymn, not only
in that first verse, but in the other
verses as well. He acknowledges the
reality of the devil and of demons;
and their warfare against the Chris-
tian. Yet he asserts that God and His
power give the victory over all the
forces of evil. And that is good
theology. The devil is real, but God is
much more powerful.

It has commonly and correctly been
observed that the Christian has three
enemies: The world, the flesh, and the
devil. While all three of these enemies
are formidable foes and important to
consider, the focus of this article will
be to not only address the subject of
our adversary the devil by consider-
ing who he is, but also to examine
popular and contemporary thoughts
about his abilities and operations, and
compare those ideas with Scripture.
The Apostle Paul said this to the
believers in Corinth:

‘‘Now whom you forgive any-
thing, I also forgive. For if indeed
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I have forgiven anything, I have
forgiven that one for your sakes
in the presence of Christ, lest
Satan should take advantage of
us; for we are not ignorant of his
devices’’ (2 Corinthians 2:10-11,
emphasis added).

Therefore, like the Apostle Paul
warned, neither do we want to be
unaware of Satan’s devices or
schemes.

ORIGIN OF
SATAN AND DEMONS

The Scripture speaks of ‘‘the mys-
tery of lawlessness’’ (2 Thessalonians
2:7), and refers to ‘‘the man of law-
lessness’’ (2 Thessalonians 2:3) and
‘‘that lawless one’’ (2 Thessalonians
2:8), both apparent descriptions of the
same person referred to in 1 John 2:18
as ‘‘the antichrist’’ and in the book of
Revelation as ‘‘the beast’’ (Revelation
13; 14:9-13; 19:19-20; and 20:10). This
‘‘antichrist’’ (or ‘‘beast’’ or ‘‘man of
lawlessness,’’ etc.) is empowered by
‘‘the dragon’’ (see Revelation 13:2-4),
which is a name for Satan (Revelation
12:9), who is the epitome of lawless-
ness (1 John 3:4, 8).

The origin of Satan and of demons is
not spelled out in detail in the Scrip-
tures. The majority opinion that can
be gathered from Evangelicals about
the origin of Satan can be gleaned
from sources such as theology profes-
sor Robert Lightner, who says:

‘‘Two major passages of Scrip-
ture are usually said to describe
his original condition before he
sinned and his sin — Ezekiel
28:11-19 and Isaiah 14:12-19. Not
all agree, however, that Satan is
in view in these passages. If he is
not, we do not have any record
of his rebellion against God. ...
There are good reasons to believe
Satan is the subject in these two
passages, though one should
avoid dogmatism on the mat-
ter.’’5

The Zondervan Illustrated Bible Dic-
tionary also states:

‘‘The origin of Satan is not ex-
plicitly asserted in Scripture, but
... 1 Tim. 3:6 indicates that he fell
under God’s condemnation be-

cause of ambitious pride. While
many theologians refuse to apply
the far-reaching prophecies in
Isa. 14:12-14 and Ezek. 28:12-15
to Satan, contending that these
passages are strictly addressed to
the kings of Babylon and Tyre,
other scholars hold that they
contain a clear revelation of
Satan’s origin. These profound
prophecies are thought to go
much beyond any earthly ruler
and harmonize with the scrip-
tural picture of Satan’s close rela-
tions with world governments
(Dan. 10:13; Jn. 12:31; Eph. 6:12).
These passages picture Satan’s
prefall splendor as well as his
apostasy through pride and self-
exaltation against God. A con-
suming passion of Satan is to be
worshiped (Isa. 14:14; Matt. 4:9;
1 Cor. 10:20; Rev. 13:4, 15). In his
fall Satan drew a vast number of
lesser celestial creatures with him
(Rev. 12:4).’’6

So, as to Satan’s origins, this
dictionary points out that the Scrip-
tures tell us several things. For one
thing, 1 Timothy 3:6 seems to indicate
that the devil’s downfall may have
been his pride. This verse, in speaking
of qualifications for church overseers,
states that the potential overseer must
not be ‘‘a novice, lest being puffed up
with pride he fall into the same
condemnation as the devil.’’

Secondly, some Christian scholars
believe that certain descriptions in
Isaiah 14 and Ezekiel 28 are images of
the fall of Satan,7 while also describ-
ing the kings of Babylon and Tyre.

In Scripture, Satan is also called
‘‘Beelzebul,’’ and is referred to as ‘‘the
ruler of the demons’’ (Matthew 12:24).
Thus knowing that Beelzebul is Satan,
who is the ruler of the demons, it
would appear that Satan (the devil,
Beelzebul, etc.) is the arch-demon, the
‘‘chief demon.’’

The question arises as to who or
what demons are. Theologian Charles
Ryrie presents us with possible op-
tions:

‘‘The origin of demons has been
a matter of speculation for centu-
ries. The Greeks said they were

the souls of departed evil people.
Some Christians believe that they
are the disembodied spirits of a
race of people who lived and
died before Adam was created.
However, the Scriptures say
nothing about such a race. More
likely, demons are the angels
who revolted with Satan. Notice
their close link with him in
Matthew 12:24 and 25:41. Too,
they are called spirit beings,
albeit unclean (Matt. 17:18, cf.
Mark 9:25), which associates
them with the spirit world rather
than the human.’’8

While most respected Bible com-
mentators would strongly reject that
second option there are those like the
late controversial Bible teacher Derek
Prince,9 who would favor the so-
called ‘‘pre-Adamic race’’ theory.

However, most Evangelicals believe
that the demons are fallen angels,
whose fall may be referred to in
Revelation 12:4, which states that ‘‘His
[the red dragon’s] tail drew a third of
the stars of heaven and threw them to
the earth.’’ This is generally inter-
preted to be Satan drawing away a
third of God’s angels as co-rebels with
him against God. Although Derek
Prince mentions some plausible rea-
sons why he does not believe demons
are fallen angels,10 the overwhelming
majority of Bible students and schol-
ars hold fast the belief that demons
are indeed fallen angels.

THE NEW EXORCISTS

There can be little doubt that the
popularity and degree of teaching —
both written and oral — in regard to
spiritual warfare, demonic activity,
and ability of demons can be attrib-
uted to those men and women who
are seen as ‘‘experts’’ in telling Chris-
tians how to successfully battle the
spiritual forces of darkness. These
men and women run the gamut from
hyper-charismatic all the way to con-
servative and evangelical. The more
well-known players include:

Rebecca Brown. There is little doubt
that Brown is the most bizarre spiri-
tual warfare and demonic bondage
deliverance teacher to gain a hearing
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in recent years. She was born Ruth
Irene Bailey and at age 31 received a
Doctor of Medicine degree from Indi-
ana University. She began her intern-
ship at Ball Memorial Hospital in
Muncie, Ind. It was here, early in her
internship, that she developed an
obsession with demons and deliver-
ance.

During her internship and residency
at Ball Memorial, her behavior be-
came eccentric. The hospital started
receiving reports that she was exorcis-
ing demons in the intensive care unit.
She began using candles in the rooms
during her exorcisms. On numerous
occasions she told her patients that
she was chosen by God as the only
physician able to diagnose certain
ailments and conditions which other
physicians could not. She believed
that other physicians, including physi-
cians from Ball Memorial and St.
John’s Medical Center in Anderson,
Ind., were in fact demons, devils, and
evil spirits themselves.

In 1984, following several months of
investigations by numerous legal enti-
ties, the Indiana Medical Licensing
Board issued an emergency suspen-
sion of Bailey’s license. She fled the
area and finally in September, after
additional investigation, the IMLB is-
sued a ‘‘Findings of Fact, Conclusion
of Law & Order’’ calling for the
immediate revocation of Bailey’s
medical license.

Bailey moved to California and
changed her name to Rebecca Brown.
It was here that her wild and embel-
lished tales of the demonic captured
the attention of Gospel tract publisher
Jack Chick. Chick was an easy target
for exaggerated and off-the-wall testi-
monies having promoted and pub-
lished the phony tales of John Todd
and Alberto Rivera.11 Chick bought
into Brown’s far-fetched stories and
catapulted her to celebrity status by
publishing her first two books, He
Came to Set the Captives Free and
Prepare for War.

Brown’s materials are laced with
fear and paranoia, saying anything
from a household accident to an insect
bite to a splinter is an opening for
demon possession.12 Her remedies for

deliverance are just as strange, in-
structing her readers how to squeeze
and draw demons out of a person by
placing an ‘‘oil tourniquet’’ (i.e., ring
of oil) below the victim’s elbow and
slowly squeezing downward over the
wrist toward the hand. Brown claims
this will ‘‘drive the demons down and
out of the extremity.’’13

Brown even teaches that family pets
can be possessed:

‘‘If you have pets, always be alert
to the possibility of their having
familiar spirits, but please be
sure to briefly share the gospel
before casting out the demon or
asking the Lord to remove the
human spirit. Usually you will
not know if you are dealing
solely with a human spirit or
with a demon, and whenever
possible you want the satanist
involved to hear the gospel.’’14

Brown’s stories are pure fiction that
have more in common with a low-
budget horror film than with sound
theology. It is regrettable that there
are Christians who readily buy into
her nonsense. Her demonology is
purely fear-based and cheapens the
victorious message of the Gospel.

Bob Larson. Larson rose to public
attention in 1982 as an evangelical
apologist when he launched ‘‘Talk
Back,’’ a two-hour weekday call-in
show which responded to a variety of
‘‘hot-button’’ issues of the day such as
cults, the occult, rock music, and
role-playing games (such as ‘‘Dun-
geons and Dragons’’). Since then he
has reinvented himself several times
over. His current persona is that of an
exorcist extraordinaire. On a weekly
television broadcast, Bob Larson pre-
sents Spiritual Freedom, he promoted
himself as ‘‘the world’s foremost
authority on the occult, demons, and
the supernatural.’’ He currently tours
the world holding out-of-control and
deliberately shocking exorcist meet-
ings. He identifies nearly every sin
and human weakness with the tag of
‘‘demon.’’

In an earlier Quarterly Journal article,
PFO director G. Richard Fisher com-
mented in regard to Larson’s meet-
ings and those attending:

‘‘Much of Larson’s routine and
spectacle feed off of ignorance
and the need to be seen. Much of
the commotion is generated by
followers who know what is
expected. Some are just confused,
needy, desperate, and untaught.
Everyone can get into the act and
become a part of the main attrac-
tion in the greatest show in the
universe. It is hard to resist.’’15

Like Rebecca Brown, Larson capital-
izes on the ignorance of his followers
and sells them fear. For example, in
response to the question ‘‘Can a
person have a demon and not know
it?’’ he says that ‘‘may be one of the
most fundamental questions asked
about deliverance’’ and that ‘‘The
answer is yes.’’16 He further teaches:

‘‘When a demon enters, he im-
mediately embarks on a plan for
further demonic invasion. The
spirit will tempt the person to
commit other sins that in turn
allow other demons to enter. As
the number of demons grows,
they set out to dismantle the
spiritual boundaries in the per-
son. In the place of moral con-
sciousness, the demons establish
an infrastructure of evil. Like a
cancer spreading from one organ
to another, the spiritual malig-
nancy extends to every vulner-
able aspect of the person’s spirit,
soul, and body. Often the victim
descends to depths of moral de-
pravity that would have been
unthinkable prior to the posses-
sion of evil spirits.’’17

Larson also describes ‘‘demonic hin-
drances to deliverance’’ to his readers:

‘‘Certain demons actually go by
the name Blocker, which also
describes their function. I have
dealt with hundreds of demons
like this. They belong to a cat-
egory of evil spirits whose sole
purpose is to hinder the progress
of the exorcism. They may make
the person mute, so he cannot
respond to inquiries or pray
against the demons. Other block-
ers will make the victim tempo-
rarily blind, which creates a terri-
fying experience. One blocker I
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encountered induced a condition
of paralysis.’’18

Yet Larson’s talents leave a lot to be
desired. Beyond his pretentious
claims of discernment and ability to
deliver the demon possessed is much
that calls his practice into question.
The investigative news program Inside
Edition noticed repeated exorcisms of
the same person at several different
Larson rallies. It also reported on the
hoax orchestrated by two men who
pretended to be demon possessed and
attended a Larson meeting in Phoe-
nix. Larson took the bait and suppos-
edly cast out the demons from them
as the pair continued ‘‘playing along’’
to ‘‘keep the gag going.’’19 Appar-
ently, Larson fares no better than his
gullible faithful, who are easily fooled
and cannot distinguish a real demon
from a fake. In fact, by employing
Larson’s demonology, one could
easily argue that he himself has a
two-fold spirit of deception — deceiv-
ing others and being deceived (cf.
2 Timothy 3:13).

Joyce Meyer. Charisma magazine la-
bels Meyer as ‘‘America’s most popu-
lar woman minister’’ and ‘‘a national
sensation.’’20 Meyer speaks to nearly
every aspect of the Christian’s life to
‘‘help’’ believers achieve the victori-
ous life. This includes teaching on
demons, spiritual warfare, and deliv-
erance.

Like the other aberrational deliver-
ance teachers, demons are never in
short supply for Meyer:

‘‘[In] one of the foreign lands,
there’s a certain tree that they
believe that demons inhabit this
tree. Demons have been known
to inhabit rocks. And, you know,
there are inanimate objects that
they will inhabit. But largely they
want to inhabit a human body
because they can work out their
evil through that human body.
Occasionally they will get into an
animal, but they want to be in a
body. That’s the highest honor
for them is to get in a body. They
want to be in a body.’’21

‘‘Evil spirits are drawn to
sounds, to smells, and also to

different things they can see like
different idols.’’22

‘‘Poverty is probably one of the
most unique spirits to watch.
You can watch a spirit of poverty
take over an entire neighbor-
hood. ... And almost always with
a poverty spirit, comes a spirit
that just stinks. I mean, a poverty
spirit just plain stinks. When I
get people at the altar that got a
poverty spirit on them they al-
most always have bad breath and
body odor.’’23

‘‘You know, a lot of lazy people
get demons. A lot of passive
people get demons.’’24

Meyer has a litany of ‘‘war’’ stories,
but they come with no corroborating
evidence or proof. We are simply to
believe Meyer’s stories and her inter-
pretations. For her listening audience,
it seems the more bizarre the better.

Meyer claims that she has had
people in her home, hitting her, spit-
ting on her, throwing up on her,
socking her in the face, and running
crazed through the house. On one
occasion she and her pastor, Rick
Shelton, supposedly rode a large de-
monized woman piggyback around
her house while the woman vomited
on every towel Meyer had in the
house.25 Was Meyer just the victim of
some wild charade, or is she merely
exaggerating for effect? While we will
never know, we do know her actions
and activities are in no way biblical.

Meyer says that her education in
demonology came from a prominent
book by a Christian author, but she
refuses to give either the author’s
name or the title of the book.26

However, her ideas sound much like
those found in Frank and Ida Mae
Hammond’s book, Pigs in the Parlor.

Frank and Ida Mae Hammond. First
published in June 1973, Pigs in the
Parlor by the Hammonds, a Baptist
couple turned charismatic, is adver-
tised as: ‘‘The best-selling handbook
on deliverance in the world! More
than 1,000,000 copies in print world-
wide. Translated into more than a
dozen other languages.’’27 One could
easily label the Hammonds’ book as

‘‘everything you wanted to know
about demons but were afraid to
ask.’’ However, the problem is that
this slim volume (153 pages) is far
removed from any sane presentation
of a sound theology of demons. The
Hammonds’ volume was a forerunner
to the books by the aforementioned
teachers and authors, and was a
breeding ground for fear, superstition,
and misinformation.

Perhaps contributing to the popu-
larity of the book was its victim
mentality, making the believer the
target and therefore not responsible
for his or her disobedience or sinful-
ness. It was truly the religious literary
companion to comedian Flip Wilson’s
‘‘the devil made me do it,’’ which was
a national catchphrase at the same
time Pigs in the Parlor was released.

The Hammonds assure readers that
no one is exempt:

‘‘Does everyone need deliver-
ance? Personally, I have not
found any exceptions. While we
have walked in ignorance and
darkness the enemy has success-
fully made inroads into each of
us. We must learn how to get
him out and how to keep him
out.’’28

And when the Hammonds say no
exceptions, they mean no exceptions,
teaching that ‘‘demon spirits are able
to gain entrance to a fetus and to
children’’ and that ‘‘it is obvious that
there should be deliverance for
them.’’29 Frank illustrates their point:

‘‘A young Christian couple
brought their three month old
child for ministry. This was their
first baby and they had disagreed
as to how to discipline the child.
The father and mother had a
violent argument over the mat-
ter. While they were having this
argument the child began to
scream, and since the incident it
was apparent that the child was
suffering from tormenting spirits.
My wife held the child in her
arms and began to command the
troubling spirits to go in the
name of Jesus. As the first spirit
came out the baby stiffened and
cried out. Two other demons
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came out in the same way. Then
the child grew quiet and relaxed
and was soon asleep.’’30

Even beyond the desire by these
parents wanting to discipline their
3-month-old child, it is hard not to see
a number of disturbing and unbiblical
issues here.

While the Hammonds acknowledge
the reality of sinful behavior by a
believer, they tend to see it as the
pathway or open door for demons:

‘‘In the fifth chapter of Galatians
we find a list of seventeen ‘works
of the flesh.’ They include the
sins of adultery, fornication,
witchcraft, hatred, wrath, strife,
envying, murders and drunken-
ness. Through my experiences in
deliverance I have encountered
demons that responded to each
of these designations. What,
then, is the relationship between
the works of the flesh and the
works of demons? When a man
yields to temptation he sins in
the flesh. Through such sin the
door is opened for the invasion
of the enemy. Then he has a
compounded problem — the
flesh and the devil. The solution
is two-fold: crucify the flesh and
cast out the demons.’’31

The Hammonds inform their read-
ers that the need for deliverance is
determined by two principal methods:
discernment and detection.32 In ad-
dressing the latter method, they write:

‘‘Some of the most common
symptoms of indwelling demons
are as follows: 1. Emotional Prob-
lems. Disturbances in the emo-
tions which persist or recur.
Some of the most common dis-
turbances are resentment, hatred,
anger, fear, rejection (feeling un-
wanted and unloved), self-pity,
jealousy, depression, worry, infe-
riority and insecurity. 2. Mental
Problems. Disturbances in the
mind or thought life, such as
mental torment, procrastination,
indecision, compromise, confu-
sion, doubt, rationalization and
loss of memory. 3. Speech Prob-
lems. Outbursts or uncontrolled
use of the tongue. These include

lying, cursing, blasphemy, criti-
cism, mockery, railing and gos-
sip. 4. Sex Problems. Recurring
unclean thoughts and acts re-
garding sex. These include fan-
tasy sex experiences, masturba-
tion, lust, perversions, homo-
sexuality, fornication, adultery,
incest, provocativeness and har-
lotry. 5. Addictions. The most
common addictions are to nico-
tine, alcohol, drugs, medicines,
caffeine and food. 6. Physical
Infirmities. Many diseases and
physical afflictions are due to
spirits of infirmity. (See: Luke
13:11). When a demon of infir-
mity is cast out there is often the
need to pray for a healing of
whatever damage has resulted.
Thus, there is a close relationship
between deliverance and healing.
7. Religious Error. Involvement to
ANY DEGREE in religious error
can open the door for demons.
Objects and literature from
sources of religious error have
been known to attract demons
into houses.’’33

Thus, according to the instruction
by the Hammonds, everything ap-
pears to be an indicator of indwelling
demons — from having a Watchtower
magazine in your home to forgetting
where you placed your car keys to
drinking too much coffee to waking
up with a headache. Every day and in
every way, it is just one battle after
another against the forces of darkness.
When one tries to fill in the blanks
they think are in Scripture, anything
goes.

In the Foreword to his book, Frank
divulges the source for much of his
understanding of deliverance:

‘‘I acknowledge with deep grati-
tude the influence that Dr. Derek
Prince has had upon my minis-
try. Many of the principles of
deliverance reflected in my writ-
ings are products of his sound
foundational teachings.’’34

It is not surprising that Prince, like
the Hammonds, is an author to be
avoided — or at the very least consid-
ered with a watchful eye.35 He died
over a decade ago, but his resources
live on.

Yet, as earlier noted, it is not just
the eccentric, ridiculous, or charis-
matic extremist authors who purport
an unbiblical and dangerous demon-
ology. There is a full list of authors
regarded as mainstream who present
a sanitized, but equally unsafe study
of demons and how they operate.

Neil Anderson. As the author or
co-author of more than 40 books,
Anderson is the vanguard among
those seen as conservative in deliver-
ance ministry. He has received en-
dorsements from Elmer Towns (Lib-
erty University), the late Bill Bright,
Chuck Swindoll, Kay Arthur, and Jack
Hayford (a close friend of Benny
Hinn). No doubt the fact that Harvest
House Publishers, considered a repu-
table and cautious evangelical pub-
lisher, is the company responsible for
his most popular book, The Bondage
Breaker, has helped establish Ander-
son’s prominent position. One apolo-
getic source also gives us insight into
— and warning of — why he is so
easily accepted:

‘‘Much of what he says is
soundly biblical, but his message
and methods are dangerously
tainted by [his] ‘version of de-
monic deliverance, inner healing,
psychotherapy, false memory
syndrome, a steps approach, one
naturism [sic], ritualism, and
generational curses.’’’36

The Christian Research Institute
agrees and argues that Anderson pro-
motes numerous negative and dan-
gerous concepts:

‘‘(1) Misinterpretation and mis-
application of Scripture; (2) Inor-
dinate or inaccurate focus on
demonic and occult influences,
powers, and activities; (3) Misin-
formation on occult activity; (4)
Acceptance and promotion of un-
true theories of traumatic repres-
sion, dissociation, multiple per-
sonality disorder (MPD), satanic
ritual abuse (SRA), satanic con-
spiracies, and occult phenomena;
(5) An unbiblical view of de-
monization of Christians, and so
forth; and (6) Use of teaching and
counseling techniques that condi-
tion attendees to believe what he
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is saying and to manifest the
symptoms and responses he elic-
its.’’37

Like his more aberrational, charis-
matic counterparts, Anderson sees de-
mons everywhere:

‘‘It is my observation that no
more than 15 percent of the
evangelical Christian community
is completely free of Satan’s
bondage. These are the people
who are consistently living a
Spirit-filled life and bearing fruit.
The other 85 percent are strug-
gling along fruitlessly at one of
at least three levels of spiritual
conflict.’’38

One strong critic of Anderson’s
counseling model is Thomas Ice, who
co-authored with Robert Dean, Jr., a
skillful and biblical theology of spirit-
ual warfare. That book, first released
under the title A Holy Rebellion and
later as Overrun by Demons, was
printed by Harvest House, the pub-
lisher of Anderson’s best-seller, The
Bondage Breaker. As good as the Ice
and Dean book was, it was not of any
great surprise that direct criticism of
Anderson was absent, with only a
passing reference to him being made.
However, in other publications and
resources, Ice is more direct and
specific in his denunciation of Ander-
son:

‘‘I am sorry to have to conclude
that many of Dr. Neil T. Ander-
son’s views on spiritual warfare
and deliverance approaches fit
into the category of subtle false-
hoods. His whole approach is
built upon a faulty foundation. ...
Anderson’s message contains a
blend of psychology, theology,
Bible verses, but most impor-
tantly story after story (my how
he loves to tell stories) to give his
readers/listeners confidence that
he has practiced what he
preaches. ... The real potential for
problems in the Christian life is
blaming things on the demonic
and neglecting normal Christian
growth and maturity. It is this
kind of lack of maturity in the
lives of many believers, because
they are looking for the quick-fix

of a Neil Anderson deliverance,
that will prove in the long run to
effect the greater damage. I am
concerned that believers wake up
to the false ways of Dr. Ander-
son.’’39

Mark Bubeck. Another teacher who
is regarded to be within the genre of
established and respected spiritual
warfare teachers is Mark Bubeck.
Bubeck’s best-selling volume, The Ad-
versary, is published by Moody Pub-
lishers (aka, Moody Press). It is unfair
to place Bubeck in the fringe category
made up of Rebecca Brown, Frank
Hammond, and the others. Neverthe-
less the result of his teaching will be
the same. He believes and teaches that
Christians can have indwelling de-
mons.

Bubeck is masterful at nuancing the
concept of demon possession. He
rejects the idea that a believer can be
possessed, saying rather that demons
can gain ground in and direct control
of a believer. He argues that a be-
liever cannot be possessed in the
same way that an unbeliever can be
possessed. G. Richard Fisher notes,
‘‘Bubeck’s approach as far as deprav-
ity, the sin nature, addictions and the
mastery and depth of sin (even in a
believer) is shallow and deficient.’’40

Fisher also addresses what he believes
is the source or influence of Bubeck’s
presuppositions:

‘‘In The Adversary, Bubeck speaks
of Jessie Penn-Lewis’ book, War
on the Saints, as ‘a classic in the
study of Satan’s war against be-
lievers.’ It is obvious he has
borrowed some of his extreme
views from this woman who
could be called ‘the Mother of all
deliverance teachings.’ Penn-
Lewis was a Welsh mystic who
wrote War on the Saints in 1904. ...
Penn-Lewis believed the Church
was entering the tribulation pe-
riod and coinciding with that
was a great demonic attack on
the Church and Christians. She
actually believed that demons
could reside in the head, eyes,
jaws, tongue, muscles of the face
or in the nerve tissues of the
brain in believers. They could be

spatially located even in the bow-
els of Christians. Bubeck, too,
purports to having discovered
demons of nausea and colon, so
some of Penn-Lewis’ excesses are
being played out in Bubeck’s
books. Bubeck has cobbled to-
gether ideas from Penn-Lewis,
Charismatics, ‘deliverance’ teach-
ers and his own interpretations
of purported encounters with de-
mons.’’41

Like Anderson, Bubeck and his
book come with an impressive num-
ber of endorsements, including War-
ren Wiersbe, Erwin Lutzer, Chip In-
gram, and Charles Stanley. Wiersbe is
responsible for the Foreword in the
current edition. Moody Publishers,
the publisher of The Adversary, posits,
‘‘Having sold more than 350,000
worldwide, this best-seller will help
the reader triumph in the battle
against demonic activity by relying on
the almighty and powerful Word of
God.’’42

C. Fred Dickason. Of those in the
mainstream deliverance camp, per-
haps the teacher and author most
diligent and thorough in his setting
forth the teaching that a Christian can
be indwelt by a demon is the anti-
charismatic deliverance minister C.
Fred Dickason. Dickason argues his
case in his 350-page tome Demon
Possession and the Christian: A New
Perspective. Whether or not one agrees
with Dickason on this matter, it is not
unfair to say he certainly deserves an
‘‘A’’ for effort.

Dickason is a 1954 graduate of the
Moody Bible Institute. In 1961, he
joined Moody’s faculty where he
served for decades as a professor and
for nearly three decades as its Chair-
man of the Theology Department
(from 1968-1995).

Dickason, like Bubeck (who wrote
the Foreword in Demon Possession and
the Christian), is proficient at nuancing
terms. He uses expressions such as
‘‘demonization,’’ ‘‘demon habita-
tion,’’43 ‘‘inhabited by demons,’’44

‘‘[to] have a demon resident in [one’s]
body,’’45 and so forth in postulating
the idea that a Christian can have a
demon.
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Despite his painstaking and thor-
ough examination of this question,
Dickason must face the facts and
therefore rightly concludes that nei-
ther the Bible nor biblically-based
theology give a decisive answer to
this question. Thus, he believes that
what he terms ‘‘clinical evidence’’
(i.e., experience) provides us with the
only answer. Not surprisingly, then, it
is here in those experiences that
Dickason is able to find that Chris-
tians can have demons.

Many additional examples could be
cited. For example, Bible teachers and
authors Beth Moore and Bill Gothard
both espouse the unbiblical teaching
of ancestral demons. (Moore does so
subtly; Gothard more overtly.) This
teaching, also labeled as generational
curses, maintains that the unconfessed
sins committed by an ancestor (e.g.,
father, mother, grandparent) have
their direct consequences — not just
social or environmental consequences
— passed down to their children.
These consequences continue from
generation to generation until the
time a believer repents and seeks God
for a breaking of the generational
curse.

While the above-cited authors (from
Brown to Dickason) have finer dis-
tinctions from one another in their
spiritual warfare doctrines and prac-
tices, the major common denominator,
however, is that a Christian can be
indwelt or possessed by a demon. It is
to this teaching that we will now turn
our attention.

CAN A CHRISTIAN
HAVE A DEMON?

In charismatic circles, attempting to
cast demons out of Christians is not
an uncommon practice. And with the
influence of men like Anderson and
Bubeck, the non-charismatic camps
may not be far behind.

One well-known Evangelical, the
late Merrill C. Unger, in a book
published in 1952, entitled Biblical
Demonology,46 denied that a Christian
could have a demon. He then
changed his belief as is evidenced in
his book published 19 years later
titled, Demons in the World Today,47

and in another book published several
years after that titled, What Demons
Can Do to Saints.48 And adding to the
confusion is the fact that a handful of
Evangelicals who believe that a Chris-
tian can have a demon are also certain
that the gifts of tongues and prophecy
have ceased. Influenced by this belief,
they give testimonies of having cast
‘‘tongues spirits’’ out of people,49

thereby creating problems for fellow-
deliverance ministers from charis-
matic circles.50

Yet not every Evangelical is willing
to jump on the demon bandwagon
with Anderson and company. There
are many who have remained faithful
to the Scriptures and vigorously deny
that a Christian can have a demon.

The question of whether or not a
Christian can have a demon relates to
epistemology; that is, how do we
know what we know? This is particu-
larly so because demons are invisible
spirits. Because this question concerns
invisible realities, that are not perceiv-
able to our physical sense of sight, we
cannot know the truth about these
things by natural means. We cannot,
for instance, ‘‘see’’ a demon with our
physical eyes, any more than we can
tell by looking whether or not a
person has Christ living within them.
Likewise, we cannot see (with our
eyes) a person being given the gift of
eternal life.

In that these things are so, we must
rely solely upon God’s revelation for
knowledge on all such matters to tell
us things that we cannot know by
means of our five physical senses.
God’s revelation in the Bible tells us
the things that He wants us to know.
Some of these things are given to us
in the form of direct, propositional
statements, such as, ‘‘Believe in the
Lord Jesus, and you will be saved’’
(Acts 16:31). However, there are other
matters that the Bible is either silent
on (such as the date of the Lord’s
return), or only gives us information
that, while not directly answering the
question, provides us with certain
precepts and instruction that may
relate to the matter (such as whether
or not an infant who dies goes to
heaven). With this latter kind of

information, we may arrive at a theo-
logical position on the issue in ques-
tion.

There is no Bible verse that directly
says, ‘‘A believer cannot have a de-
mon.’’ Thus, to attempt to answer it,
we must use all the relevant scriptural
data, being careful to rightly divide
the Word of truth, and in so doing
come to a sound biblical position.
Space prevents an exhaustive study of
the question, but a brief review of
several important particulars will be
beneficial. These specifics include:

First is an understanding that those
who promote the idea that a Christian
may have a demon rely more upon
experience than Scripture. This ap-
proach to finding ‘‘truth’’ is called
empiricism. Theologians Thomas Ice
and Robert Dean define in detail for
us this process:

‘‘The empiricist will gather all
the information he can from
those who claim to have had
some experience with an angel or
a demon, or those who have
helped deliver people from de-
monic influence. He will find out
what they learned from these
encounters and which methods,
in their opinion, proved success-
ful in delivering a person from
the demonic oppression. He will
collect these case studies and
then draw conclusions about
what we are to do when we
encounter a demon. Even when
the Bible is consulted with this
process, no matter how high the
empiricist’s view of Scripture, in
practice the Bible is treated as
just another voice or witness to
demonic activity. This always re-
sults in adjusting the biblical
teaching on demons until it fits
with the conclusions of various
experiences.’’51

Second, in considering this issue, it
is essential to realize that the Epistles
— which provide the doctrinal foun-
dation of the Church and are the
interpretation and application of
Christ’s teachings — are conspicu-
ously silent on the matter of demon
possession. Thomas Davis tells us:
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‘‘Demon possession appears in
the New Testament exclusively
in conjunction with the offer of
the Messianic Kingdom. There-
fore we see cases in the Gospels
and the Acts of the Apostles, and
predictions of demonic activity
during the Tribulation Period in
the Book of Revelation. However,
we do not see the same kind of
overt demonic attack in the
Epistles — that section of the
Bible which describes the be-
liever’s experience in this present
Church Age. The current interest
in the demonic is inconsistent
with what the Epistles describe
as our position in Christ and the
tactics taught for spiritual war-
fare. In light of all the verses that
emphasize our deliverance from
the kingdom of Satan and protec-
tion in the fellowship of the
Godhead, it is inconsistent with
the Scriptures that God would
allow demons to invade the per-
son of one of His children.’’52

Third is insight into the biblical
word used for the terms ‘‘possessed’’
or ‘‘demonized.’’ The Greek word
daimonizomai is used only in the
Gospel accounts and a total of 13
times.53 James Bjornstad wrote re-
garding the use of this term:

‘‘This term is used only in the
gospel accounts. It is used almost
exclusively in the Synoptic Gos-
pels, and most frequently in Mat-
thew, where it occurs seven
times. ... This term appears to be
limited in application to unbe-
lievers. There are no passages in
which this term is used of a
believer.’’54

In responding to the subject of
whether born again believers can be
demon possessed, the Assemblies of
God explain:

‘‘The word daimonizomai, to be
possessed of a demon, or, as
some put it, to be demonized, is
not as common. It is used as a
verb only once and that of a
Canaanite girl who was ‘badly
demonized,’ or cruelly tormented
by a demon. Everywhere else it
is found as a participle which

should be translated, ‘the demo-
niac(s)’ (Matthew 8:28, 33; 9:32;
12:22; Luke 8:35; Mark 5:15-18).
Again, in no case is there any
indication that any of these ‘de-
moniacs’ or demonized persons
were right with God; and in most
cases they suffered severe tor-
ment — and a dramatic change
of personality.’’55

Another biblical expression is echo
(to have, to hold, to possess) a demon.
This term is found only in the Gospels
and the book of Acts, and is used 17
times.56 The Greek word echo is some-
times used in reference to a child who
had a demon; to Jews, who although
apparently were religious, had a de-
mon (as well as to other people who
had demons); and it was also used by
Jewish critics of Jesus, who were
accusing Him of having a demon.
However, in the New Testament the
word never appears to speak of a
believer in Jesus having a demon.

Fourth is labeling as a demon what
Scripture clearly says is sin or the
works of the flesh (Galatians 5:19-21).
This is a deeply flawed extrapolation
that cannot be permitted to stand.
Chuck Smith, the late founder of
Calvary Chapel, speaks to the matter:

‘‘Some of the names given by
these supposed demons which
are more popular are lust, ha-
tred, liar, gluttony, envy, fear,
and jealously. These things are
classified in Galatians 5:19-21 as
the works of the flesh. We’re told
to ‘put off all these’ (Colossians
3:8), or by the Spirit to ‘mortify
the deeds of the body’ (Romans
8:13; 6:3-14). Not once are we
commanded to have them cast
out. It seems to me that this
whole Christian-and-demon trip
is a cop-out for the flesh. I would
like to find some easy way to get
rid of my fleshly nature, and
rather than the painful process of
crucifixion, I’d just like to have it
cast out. It’s also a way of
escaping the responsibility for
my fleshly actions. How can I be
blamed if ‘the devil made me do
it?’ There doesn’t exist one piece
of evidence in the Scriptures that
Jesus Christ, His apostles, or the

early church once sought to cast
demons of the flesh out of any-
one in the Body of Christ. The
works of the flesh were recog-
nized, and we’re instructed in
how to deal with them. Never
are we taught that they’re to be
exorcised.’’57

In a theological position statement,
the Assemblies of God also address
falsely recognizing the works of the
flesh as demons:

‘‘A serious danger in considering
all these sins of the disposition to
be demons is that the individual
may feel no responsibility for his
actions and feel that the necessity
for repentance is removed. Actu-
ally, the Bible calls men to repent
of these things and to put off
these attitudes. The great conflict
within us is not between the
Holy Spirit and demons, but
between the indwelling Holy
Spirit and the flesh (that is, all
the sensory apparatus that tends
toward sin).’’58

Fifth, and finally, are the straight-
forward expressions of Scripture. Paul
appears to specifically address the
issue that a Christian could not have a
demon because the Holy Spirit of God
lives within the believer. He makes
this point in a passage exhorting
Christians not to ‘‘be bound together
with unbelievers’’ (2 Corinthians 6:14-
7:1). Within that passage, the inspired
Scripture says:

‘‘And what accord has Christ
with Belial? Or what part has a
believer with an unbeliever? And
what agreement has the temple
of God with idols? For you are
the temple of the living God’’
(2 Corinthians 6:15-16).

Thus, it would appear that God and
Satan could not both reside in the
Lord’s temple. At the very least, this
Scripture is stating that it would be
incongruous for them to do so. As
such, the evidence of Scripture here
indicates that it would be unnatural
for Christ and demons to occupy a
believer’s body.

Paul’s first letter to the Corinthians
deals with the issue of an immoral
brother (5:1-13). The diagnosis by



12 · The Quarterly Journal October-December 2014

modern spiritual warfare enthusiasts
would be that this man possesses the
‘‘spirit of immorality.’’ Their remedy
would be to cast out the spirit. But
that is not the instruction Paul gives.
He tells the church that the sinner is
to be delivered to, not delivered from
Satan (vv. 4-5) and that the man is to
be expelled (v. 13) rather than delivered.
This was done in order that the sinner
might be helped to repent, to keep the
church pure, and to be a testimony to
the watching world.

Romans 12:2 tells us to be trans-
formed by the renewing of our minds
— and this through the Word (John
17:17). We are not transformed
through exorcisms and the casting out
of demons.

Additionally, 1 John 4:4 states, ‘‘You
are of God, little children, and have
overcome them, because He who is in
you is greater than he who is in the
world.’’ He who is in us, of course,
refers to God; he who is in the world,
most commentators agree, is Satan.

Finally, Scripture is clear as to the
impotency of Satan and his host of
demons:59

• Without God’s permission, Satan
cannot harm believers: ’’... and the
wicked one does not touch him’’
(1 John 5:18).

• Satan must flee when resisted:
‘‘Therefore submit to God. Resist the
devil and he will flee from you’’
(James 4:7).

• Satan has no authority over Chris-
tians: ‘‘He has delivered us from the
power of darkness and conveyed us
into the kingdom of the Son of His
love’’ (Colossians 1:13).

• Satan has been disarmed and
defeated: ‘‘Having disarmed princi-
palities and powers, He made a pub-
lic spectacle of them, triumphing over
them in it’’ (Colossians 2:15).

• Satan and his works are de-
stroyed: ’’... that through death He
might destroy him who had the
power of death, that is, the devil’’
(Hebrews 2:14) and ‘‘For this purpose
the Son of God was manifested, that
He might destroy the works of the
devil’’ (1 John 3:8).

• God protects His own against
Satan’s attack: ‘‘Have You not made a
hedge around him, around his house-
hold, and around all that he has on
every side?’’ (Job 1:10).

As Jay Adams quips, ‘‘Surely Satan
is alive, but not ‘well, on planet
earth’!’’60

Richard Mayhue provides a clear
and rational explanation of what is
provided to believers for their spiri-
tual warfare:

’’... our Lord Jesus Christ has not
left us defenseless. Let me show
you the arsenal that is at our
command. The Saviour’s victory
at Calvary (John 12:31, Rev.
12:11). The promise of overcom-
ing (1 John 5:4-5; Rev. 21:7). The
intercessory ministry of Christ
(John 17:15, 20). The knowledge
of Satan’s tactics (2 Cor. 2:11).
The believer’s spiritual armor
(Eph. 6:10-17). The Holy Spirit’s
indwelling power (1 John 4:4).
The believer’s prayers (Matt.
6:13; Eph. 6:18-20; Mark 9:29).
The instructions for defeating
Satan (James 4:7-8). The sure
knowledge that Satan has been
rendered powerless with regard
to death (Heb. 2:14). The encour-
agement of ultimate victory (Rev.
20:1-10).’’61

Each of the above five points may
be likened to an individual piece of a
puzzle, and which when assembled,
provides a clear picture. The Bible is
clear that a Christian cannot be pos-
sessed by demons. The Christian is
the temple indwelt by God’s Holy
Spirit, who is greater and more pow-
erful than any and all demons and
cannot be dispossessed (1 John 2:14;
4:4; 5:18).

HOW SATAN OPERATES

Having considered — and rejected
— the matter of demon possession, it
is therefore important to address how
the devil operates, both toward unbe-
lievers and toward Christians. And as
we speak of how the devil operates,
we are also including the operation of
demons, who serve him. To again
quote New Testament scholar, Craig
S. Keener:

‘‘In the Gospels, we see an elabo-
ration on what the Old Testa-
ment and ancient Jewish tradi-
tion say about Satan: he is an
a c c u s e r ,  d e c e i v e r ,  a n d
tempter.’’62

Thus, Keener notes that the Gospels,
in accordance with both the Old
Testament and ancient Jewish tradi-
tion, reveal that Satan is an accuser, a
deceiver, and a tempter — actually,
he is the tempter. Let’s examine each
of the characteristics of the devil
noted by Keener as well as two
additional demonic operations.

An accuser. In Revelation 12:10-11,
the Bible says:

‘‘Then I heard a loud voice say-
ing in heaven, ‘Now salvation,
and strength, and the kingdom of
our God, and the power of His
Christ have come, for the accuser
of our brethren, who accused
them before our God day and
night, has been cast down. And
they overcame him by the blood
of the Lamb and by the word of
their testimony, and they did not
love their lives to the death.’’’

In the first two chapters of the Old
Testament book of Job, we see how
Satan slandered and accused Job be-
fore God, charging that Job simply
served God because God was so good
to Job. In another very vivid illustra-
tion from the Old Testament of Satan’s
role as an accuser, Zechariah 3 says:

‘‘Then he showed me Joshua the
high priest standing before the
Angel of the LORD, and Satan
standing at his right hand to
oppose him. And the LORD said
to Satan, ‘The LORD rebuke you,
Satan! The LORD who has chosen
Jerusalem rebuke you! Is this not
a brand plucked from the fire?’
Now Joshua was clothed with
filthy garments, and was stand-
ing before the Angel. Then He
answered and spoke to those
who stood before Him, saying,
‘Take away the filthy garments
from him.’ And to him He said,
‘See, I have removed your iniq-
uity from you, and I will clothe
you with rich robes.’ And I said,
‘Let them put a clean turban on
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his head.’ So they put a clean
turban on his head, and they put
the clothes on him. And the
Angel of the LORD stood by’’ (vv.
1-5).

Notice in this passage that Satan is
accusing Joshua before the angel of
the Lord; however, the Lord stands
up to Satan’s accusations against
God’s servant and speaks in defense
of Joshua. The Lord also has Joshua’s
filthy garments removed and has him
re-clothed with other garments.

In Romans 8, we read that those
‘‘whom He called, these He also
justified; and whom He justified,
these He also glorified. What then
shall we say to these things? If God is
for us, who can be against us?’’ (vv.
30-31).

This may seem to sound like there
is a question as to whether or not God
is for us; however, the Greek used
here basically means, ‘‘If God is for us
— and He is — who is against us?’’
Paul then tells us:

‘‘Who shall bring a charge
against God’s elect? It is God
who justifies. Who is he who
condemns? It is Christ who died,
and furthermore is also risen,
who is even at the right hand of
God, who also makes interces-
sion for us’’ (Romans 8:33-34).

And the Apostle John instructs:

‘‘My little children, these things I
write to you, so that you may not
sin. And if anyone sins, we have
an Advocate with the Father,
Jesus Christ the righteous’’
(1 John 2:1).

Concerning the phrase, ‘‘we have an
Advocate with the Father’’ (referring
to Jesus), one Bible source says, ‘‘One
Greek word underlies this phrase,
which refers to someone who speaks
in court in behalf of a defendant.’’63

Elsewhere this same source says
that the word advocate ‘‘is a legal
term, but with a broader meaning
than ‘counsel for the defense.’ ... It
referred to any person who helped
someone in trouble with the law.’’64

One modern translation renders
John’s verse this way:

‘‘My dear children, I am writing
this to you so that you will not
sin. But if anyone does sin, we
have an advocate who pleads our
case before the Father. He is
Jesus Christ, the one who is truly
righteous’’ (New Living Transla-
tion).

Thus we see that although Satan, in
accordance with his name (which
means ‘‘accuser’’), accuses us before
the Father, Jesus is our ‘‘advocate
who pleads our case before the Fa-
ther.’’ And our advocate has never
lost a case!

A deceiver. A second way in which
Satan operates is as a deceiver. In our
Lord’s description of the devil, He
described him as one who ‘‘does not
stand in the truth, because there is no
truth in him. When he speaks a lie, he
speaks from his own resources, for he
is a liar and the father of it’’ (John
8:44).

Think of that: The devil is a liar and
the father of lies! We know that the
eternal destiny of the devil is to be
tormented in the lake of fire for all
eternity (Revelation 20:10). Likewise,
the Scripture says that all liars will
also end up in the lake of fire
(Revelation 21:8). The devil has de-
ceived from the very beginning. From
the first temptation in the Garden of
Eden in the book of Genesis until the
conclusion of the devil’s activity in
the book of Revelation, he has done
nothing but lie and deceive.

The God we serve is characterized
by truth. In the Old Testament, God
refers to Himself as ‘‘the God of
truth’’ (see Psalm 31:5; Isaiah 65:16).
Jesus said of Himself, ‘‘I am the way,
the truth, and the life’’ (John 14:6).
God’s Spirit, the Holy Spirit, is repeat-
edly addressed as ‘‘the Spirit of truth’’
(John 14:17; 15:26; 16:13). So God the
Father is the God of truth; Jesus the
Son is the Truth; and the Holy Spirit
is the Spirit of truth. By contrast, the
devil is characterized by lies and
deception. In Revelation 12:9, the
Scripture says that, ‘‘Satan ... deceives
the whole world.’’

One way Satan deceives people is
through false doctrines and false reli-
gion.65 Paul wrote:

‘‘Now the Spirit expressly says
that in latter times some will
depart from the faith, giving
heed to deceiving spirits and
doctrines of demons, speaking
lies in hypocrisy, having their
own conscience seared with a hot
iron, forbidding to marry, and
commanding to abstain from
foods which God created to be
received with thanksgiving by
those who believe and know the
truth. For every creature of God
is good, and nothing is to be
refused if it is received with
thanksgiving; for it is sanctified
by the word of God and prayer’’
(1 Timothy 4:1-5).

Take note that the inspired Scrip-
ture here explicitly attributes the
source of these false doctrines of
forbidding marriage and abstaining
from certain kinds of food (for reli-
gious reasons) to demons. But notice
also that these demonic doctrines are
taught by men. The number of false
doctrines and false religions that are
promoted by demons through men is
endless. They would definitely in-
clude such things as teaching that
Jesus is not the only way of salvation,
contrary to what the Scripture plainly
teaches; teaching that all people, re-
gardless of what they believe or how
they live, will end up in heaven;
teaching that there is no such being as
the devil; or that there is no such
place as hell; or that hell is not
eternal; and so forth.

The Scripture says to Christians,
‘‘We know that we are of God, and
the whole world lies under the sway
of the wicked one’’ (1 John 5:19), and
the New Testament contains numer-
ous warnings to Christians against
being deceived.

In regard to the Scripture’s warn-
ings to Christians not to be deceived,
one Christian source provides an ex-
cellent listing of warnings found in
the New Testament against being
deceived:

‘‘A man is DECEIVED if he is a
hearer and not a doer of the
Word (James 1:22). A man is
DECEIVED if he says that he has
no sin (1 John 1:8). A man is
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DECEIVED when he thinks him-
self to be something when he is
nothing (Gal. 6:3). A man is
DECEIVED when he thinks him-
self to be wise with worldly
wisdom (1 Cor. 3:18). A man is
DECEIVED when he seems to be
religious and does not bridle his
tongue (James 1:26). A man is
DECEIVED when he thinks that
he will not reap what he sows
(Gal. 6:7). A man is DECEIVED
when he thinks that evil com-
pany will not corrupt good mor-
als (1 Cor. 15:33). A man is
DECEIVED when he thinks that
the unrighteous will inherit the
kingdom of God (heaven) (1 Cor.
6:9). Now Satan will try to DE-
CEIVE you to not pay attention
to the above. Will you let him?’’66

A tempter. A third way that Satan
operates is through temptation. He is
‘‘the tempter.’’ We know this instinc-
tively. He is called ‘‘the tempter’’
twice in the New Testament (Matthew
4:3; 1 Thessalonians 3:5). He tempted
Eve in the garden; he tempted the
Lord Jesus in the wilderness and at
other times; and he tempts every man,
woman, and child. That isn’t to say
that the devil is behind every
temptation. For as James explains,
God can neither be tempted with evil,
nor does He himself tempt anyone
(James 1:13). James also tells us that
‘‘each one is tempted when he is
drawn away by his own desires and
enticed’’ (v. 14). So while each one of
us has latent sources of temptation in
ourselves, the devil can, at times, also
latch onto one or more of those
sources of temptation within us and
tempt us. However, even if and when
he doesn’t, we can still give in to
temptation that we already have
within us.

An afflicter. A fourth way that
Satan operates is to afflict us and to
cause us to suffer. This is definitely
not to say that all suffering or afflic-
tion comes from Satan. However,
some suffering does. For instance, the
Scripture warns:

‘‘Be sober, be vigilant; because
your adversary the devil walks
about like a roaring lion, seeking
whom he may devour. Resist

him, steadfast in the faith, know-
ing that the same sufferings are
experienced by your brotherhood
in the world. But may the God of
all grace, who called us to His
eternal glory by Christ Jesus,
after you have suffered a while,
perfect, establish, strengthen, and
settle you’’ (1 Peter 5:8-10).

Notice in this passage that the
sufferings Peter is describing here are
attributed to Satan’s activity. You
recall that Job’s sufferings were
caused by Satan — not only his
personal losses of property and fam-
ily, but also his physical sufferings
(Job 1:13-22; 2:7-8).

One final Scripture worth mention-
ing in regard to the devil bringing
suffering to Christians is found in the
book of Revelation, where we read
Jesus directing John to write to the
church in Smyrna, telling them, ‘‘Do
not fear any of those things which
you are about to suffer. Indeed, the
devil is about to throw some of you
into prison, that you may be tested,
and you will have tribulation ten
days. Be faithful until death, and I
will give you the crown of life’’ (2:10).

So, here again, Scripture affirms that
the devil can cause Christians to
suffer.

Additionally, a special kind of suf-
fering which Jesus dealt with in His
earthly ministry was people who
were demon possessed and/or people
who had sicknesses that were caused
by demons. In Acts 10, Peter refers to
this, when he tells the household of
Cornelius that:

‘‘God anointed Jesus of Nazareth
with the Holy Spirit and with
power, who went about doing
good and healing all who were
oppressed by the devil, for God
was with Him’’ (v. 38).

Once again, it must be stated that
not every sickness is the result of the
devil or demons; and sometimes even
the same infirmity or sickness, that in
one case may be caused by demons, in
another case may not be. Some physi-
cal sicknesses and disabilities that
Jesus healed were caused by demons,
and others were not. So Satan is

sometimes responsible for the suffer-
ing of Christians. He also sometimes
causes physical illness or infirmity, or
depression and discouragement.

An influencer. One final way in
which the devil operates is that he
influences things that happen in the
world, including world leaders and
governments. Scripture calls Satan,
‘‘the god of this age’’ (2 Corinthians
4:4), ‘‘the ruler of the world’’ (John
14:30; cf. 12:31), and ‘‘the prince of the
power of the air’’ (Ephesians 2:2).
Recall that in one of the temptations
of Jesus in the wilderness, the devil
offered Jesus all the kingdoms of the
world, if Jesus would fall down and
worship him (Matthew 4:8-9; Luke
4:5-7). In Luke’s account of the temp-
tation, we read of Satan’s offer:

‘‘And the devil said to Him, ‘All
this authority I will give You,
and their glory; for this has been
delivered to me, and I give it to
whomever I wish. Therefore, if
You will worship before me, all
will be Yours’’’ (Luke 4:6-7).

BE AWARE TO BEWARE
The matter of demons and what

they can and cannot do to believers is
of great significance. How we proceed
on the road toward personal and
progressive biblical sanctification de-
pends upon it. If we diagnosis the sin
in our life correctly — that is, seeing it
as sin and not a demon — then we
have a much better opportunity to
employ the biblical solutions and
mandates of repentance and ‘‘putting
off’’ and ‘‘putting on.’’

There are few books that promote a
healthy response and biblical ap-
proach to spiritual warfare. And all
too often they are in print for only a
short time, while the bad and unbibli-
cal volumes are printed, reprinted,
and then printed again. This is all the
more reason that the believer must be
aware to beware!

‘‘At Scott Air Force base in
Belleville, Illinois, there hangs
this sign: ‘An Untrained Soldier
Is Just a Target.’ Paul notes the
same thought in Ephesians 6:10-
18. Peter affirms this truth in
1 Peter 5:8. The adversary is
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looking for easy targets, and we
become one every time we walk
without our spiritual armor.’’’67

Likewise, an unaware Christian —
that is, one who is ignorant that the
enemy has a bull’s-eye painted on his
or her back — is likely to be easy
pickings for both the devil and the
purveyors of an unbiblical and hereti-
cal demonology.
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DESERT FATHERS
(continued from page 1)

lived. Before him the Jewish scholar
Philo had done the same with Scrip-
ture and rabbinical literature. From
this backdrop, Origen popularized a
view of biblical interpretation which
taught that every passage of Scripture
had various levels of meaning from
the literal, which was the simplest, to
the allegorical, which was the most
profound and was considered the
deeper and richer form of biblical
interpretation. Origen, and those who
accepted this hermeneutic, looked for
hidden, symbolic meanings within the
biblical texts, meanings that in actual-
ity were not intended by the author.
The net result was that, rather than
attempting to understand what the
Scriptures were actually saying,
foreign ideas were being read into the
passages. This method was guided by
personal imagination instead of in-
formed study, which led to all sorts of
fanciful and heretical interpretations.
Origen himself ultimately developed
a number of recognized heresies such
as universalism and the pre-existence
of souls.

Perhaps Origen’s most influential
book — at least as far as interpreta-
tion of Scripture goes — was his
Commentary on the Song of Songs in
which his allegorical model was put
on display. The groom in the Song
was interpreted to be the Word of
God and the bride as both the Church
of Christ and the individual soul. One
author, who is supportive of Origen’s
views, wrote, ‘‘Almost all Christian
spiritual and ascetic literature, ever
since, has been indebted to Origen’s
foundational architecture of Christian
mysticism.’’2

Later, the desert fathers followed in
Origen’s footsteps. Gerald Sittser
wrote concerning this group:

’’... their overall approach to the
Bible seems — and, in fact, is —
foreign to the modern age. They
jumped from text to text, as if by
free association, making connec-
tions that would appear odd to
us, and they interpreted the Bible
allegorically, which gives the im-

sage to abuse of gifts to eschatological
confusion. There has been no perfect
church or Church age in which doctri-
nal inaccuracies cannot be found. But
as the last of the apostles passed from
the scene, by the end of the first
century, theological blunders began to
escalate both in number and in na-
ture. Serious deviation from apostolic
teaching began to multiply through-
out the Church. A few of these will be
detailed below, but first the cause of
this heterodoxy needs identification,
which is primarily to be the
hermeneutical approach adopted by
the earlier Church Fathers, beginning
with Origen.

Origen (A.D. 185-254) rejected the
single meaning of a text of Scripture
and adopted the Greek allegorical
approach popular in secular mytho-
logical literature especially in the Al-
exandria, Egypt, region in which he
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pression that their interpretation
is informed more by fanciful
imagination than by careful ex-
egesis.’’3

This approach to Scripture ulti-
mately led to numerous schools of
spirituality (ways of living out the
Gospel) such as Augustinian, Domini-
can, Benedictine, Ignatian, and so
forth. But ultimately they all had one
thing in common, the so-called tripar-
tite division of spiritual life. The sine
qua non of this three-fold division
consists of purgation, illumination,
and union and is found in all forms of
mysticism, not just Christianized
forms. Greg Peters defines these
terms:

‘‘The purgative way consists in
one’s active cleansing and is
aided by spiritual exercises and
ascetic practices, through the cul-
tivation of humility and by prac-
ticing the virtues. Further ad-
vancement is made with the as-
sistance of meditation, prayer
and contemplation. The illumina-
tive way is characterized by fur-
ther meditation, prayer and con-
templation, combined with the
reception of the gifts of the Holy
Spirit, additional spiritual exer-
cises and a devotion to the Virgin
Mary. The unitive way involves
the exercising of proper Christian
love until one experiences or
achieves mystical union with
God as Trinity.’’4

Said more simply, purgation is
emptying oneself not only of sin but
of passion, desire, and even of intel-
lectual thought. Illumination is what
takes place when the Lord fills the
emptiness of our souls and minds
with extrabiblical knowledge and ex-
periences. And union is that mystical
contact with God that cannot be
rationally described, only experi-
enced. This is the goal of all mystics,
yet the three-fold way of spirituality
is not found in Scripture. It is a
mystical invention rooted in the er-
rant theology of those who were
foundational in what we are now
calling spiritual formation.

Experiential Root. During the first
two centuries of Church history, per-

secution and martyrdom were not
uncommon. The Church stood against
the corrupt world system and the
devil and many Christians suffered as
a result. The heroes of the faith were
the martyrs who willingly made the
ultimate sacrifice for Christ. With the
legalization of Christianity in A.D. 312
by Constantine, the cultural dynamics
changed. But accompanying social
and legal acceptability of the Chris-
tian faith was a watering down of
dedication. The Church was flooded
with new ‘‘Christians,’’ most of whom
were Christian in name only. And
with martyrdom a thing of the past,
who would become the spiritual he-
roes of a new generation? Stepping
into this void were the hermits and
monks who later became known as
the desert fathers and mothers. They
originally moved to the deserts of
Egypt, and similar areas, because it
was their belief that Satan still ruled
there and they sought battle with him
as Christians had battled him during
times of persecution. And in the face
of a softening approach to the Chris-
tian life they wanted to demonstrate
dedication. As their reputations grew,
the desert fathers and mothers be-
came the Christian heroes of their
day. Many flooded to the deserts to
see these living martyrs, to perhaps
learn from them, and some to join
them.

In misguided attempts to demon-
strate and foster dedication these her-
mits and monks practiced extreme
forms of asceticism including fasting,
prolonged days without sleep, expo-
sure to the elements, loneliness, celi-
bacy, and voluntary poverty. As time
passed these practices became the
badges of a select group of people
called ‘‘spiritual athletes’’ and ‘‘blood-
less martyrs.’’ Their ascetic behavior
became codified and imitated. It was
under these extreme, self-induced
physical conditions that some of the
‘‘spiritual athletes’’ began to claim
visions and revelations from the Lord.
These were passed down orally by
their followers and then recorded in
books to be spread throughout the
Christian community. These writings
became the basis for new forms of
spiritualties that continue to have an

impact on the Church to this day.
Those in the Spiritual Formation
Movement today look continually to
this group, which they call spiritual
masters and physicians of the soul,
for insights into a deeper life with
God. The roots of spiritual formation
are planted in the desert fathers and
mothers of the second to sixth centu-
ries.

However, to these early formers of
mystical and ascetic spirituality must
be added a number of others who
mostly appeared in the Medieval Era,
an era variously pegged as beginning
from 325 (the council of Nicaea) to 604
(the death of Pope Gregory the Great)
and ending from 1453 (the fall of
Constantinople to the Turks) to 1517
(Luther posting his ‘‘Ninety-Five The-
ses’’). Developers and promoters of
these forms of Christianity included
Anselm of Canterbury (1033-1109),
Bernard of Clairvaux (1090-1153),
Bonaventure (1217-1274), Francis of
Assisi (1181-1226), Dante Alighieri
(1265-1321), Meister Eckhart (1260-
1327), Pseudo-Dionysius (c. 500), and
Thomas à Kempis (1380-1471), to
name a few. Around the time of the
Reformation a number of efforts were
made by Rome to draw back to the
Catholic Church those who had
adopted Reformational theology. This
Counter-Reformation was led in part
by those who supported mystical and
ascetic views and insights. This same
group popularized their ideas by
means of their own experiences, sup-
posed visions, and writings. St. John
of the Cross, Teresa of Ávila, and
Ignatius of Loyola (the founder of the
Jesuits) were among the luminaries.

Julian of Norwich (1342-1416) is
somewhat representative of this latter
group. She was a nun in Norwich,
England, who was locked in a cell
that was attached to a church and
lived there in seclusion (such women
were called anchoresses). These cells
or anchor holds would have a win-
dow that looked into the church so
the individual could participate in the
worship services. There would also be
another window in which to receive
food and water. While living in this
condition, and at a time of extreme
sickness, Julian claimed that she re-



18 · The Quarterly Journal October-December 2014

ceived 16 ‘‘showings’’ (revelations) on
May 8, 1373, when she was 30 years
old. These showings are held in high
regard by the mystics and became
somewhat of a pattern for the visions
of others, which became increasingly
common during this era.5

Consistent throughout the history of
the mystical and ascetic spiritualties,
including those promoting spiritual
formation today, has been the four-
fold hermeneutical approach to Scrip-
ture that attempts to follow the three
stage pathway to spirituality (purga-
tion, illumination, union), as well as
an openness to extrabiblical visions,
revelations, traditions, and practices.
It is the acceptance of these three
foundational premises that has en-
abled this branch of Christianity to
survive and flourish.

Most Evangelicals, one would think,
would recognize these obvious prob-
lems and turn away. Yet so enamored
are many with this approach to life
with God that even relatively strong
Evangelicals are willing to drop their
safeguards and minimize the clear
teaching of Scripture in order to glean
from these mystics what they believe
will be spiritual insights. This is true
even as these Evangelicals are aware
that the theological foundation of this
system of spirituality is often corrupt
to the core.

One of the most interesting and
puzzling examples of this is Bruce
Demarest, former professor of theol-
ogy at Denver Seminary for more
than thirty years. Demarest is a man
who has studied and taught evangeli-
cal theology for virtually his entire
life and recognizes true heresy when
he sees it. In writing the chapter
‘‘Reading Catholic Spirituality’’ in the
book Reading the Christian Spiritual
Classics, Demarest expresses deep ap-
preciation for what he has learned
from Roman Catholics concerning
spiritual life. Yet he knows full well
that the spiritual masters that he
promotes and the teachings of Rome
are in serious doctrinal error. He
identifies a number of these errors
himself: Catholic spiritual writers
placed Church tradition on par with
Scripture and used faulty hermeneu-
tics; they believed in papal supremacy

and infallibility; they had a low view
of the fall and human sinfulness; they
did not call clearly for conversion;
they did not believe in justification by
faith alone; they believed in a re-
demptive role for Mary; they prayed
to Mary and the saints; they practiced
severe asceticism; they promoted un-
biblical mysticism; and they were —
and are — a pathway to Eastern
religions.6

Fred Sanders, another author who is
supportive of those who many call the
spiritual masters and their classics,
nevertheless admits:

‘‘These nonevangelical traditions
may hold the gospel itself in
stewardship, but they are mess-
ing it up, and a messed-up gos-
pel is not the gospel; its result is
dysangel, not evangel; bad news,
not good.’’7

These are hardly negotiable doc-
trines that can be dismissed as unim-
portant. The positions taken by the
‘‘spiritual masters’’ and the Church of
Rome place them outside the realm of
biblical Christianity and demonstrate
a clear rejection of the Gospel. What
kind of spirituality can be learned
from those who almost certainly do
not know Christ? Why are people
drawn to a methodology of spiritual-
ity promoted by people who believe
false doctrines and practice extreme
and unbiblical forms of asceticism?
What is the attraction?

FATAL ATTRACTION

Bruce Demarest, mentioned above
as a former theological professor at a
conservative seminary, and one who
knows that the doctrinal positions of
the ‘‘spiritual masters’’ are deeply
flawed to the point of presenting
another gospel altogether, has never-
theless become a strong supporter of
the spirituality drawn from these very
people. Demarest’s journey into the
Spiritual Formation Movement is
similar to that of many. In his book,
Satisfy Your Soul, he tells of his
evangelical church sponsoring a six-
week course in the late 1980s on
spiritual formation taught by a team
from the Catholic Archdiocese of Den-
ver. While he was resistant at first, he
became interested in what was being

taught and entered into a spiritual
direction relationship for several years
with the team leader. His director
later convinced Demarest to attend
workshops and retreats at a Benedic-
tine renewal community in New
Mexico. Eventually, in 1995, he spent
six weeks at the community in a
residential program designed for
spiritual direction. This seemed to
break his final resistance to spiritual
formation and upon returning to Den-
ver Seminary he began developing
graduate courses to teach what he
had learned.

This has not been an easy journey
for Demarest. He confesses, ‘‘Admit-
tedly I found that certain beliefs and
traditions remained foreign to me,
being based more on tradition than
solidly on Scripture. ... But I also
found that, once I got past my old
prejudices and misunderstandings, I
accepted more than I rejected.’’8

This journey was so bewildering
that even Ralph Martin, a well-known
Roman Catholic scholar, wrote in the
flyleaf of Demarest’s book:

‘‘What an amazing journey Bruce
Demarest has been on. While
remaining solidly rooted in his
own evangelical tradition, he has,
with great honesty and courage,
opened himself to the deep and
vital spiritual life in Christian
history that has much to offer us
today. This book will be pro-
foundly enriching to the Chris-
tian who desires something
‘more’ in their union with God.’’9

As documented earlier, Demarest is
well aware of the doctrinal heresies
and mutilated gospel that stems from
the Roman Catholic Church and the
creators of their ancient spirituality.
But he seemed to ‘‘get over it’’ and
accepted what good he could find
while paying little attention to the
bad. He believes that the evangelical
community has not balanced conver-
sion of the soul with spiritual devel-
opment of the soul and thus needs aid
in understanding how to maintain
such balance. He claims:

‘‘And for our help, we can turn
to our Christian past — to men
and women who understood
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how the soul finds satisfaction as
we grow in God, and how His
Spirit finds a more ready home
in us.’’10

He is sure that help can be found in
this source because ‘‘Spiritual forma-
tion is an ancient ministry of the
church, concerned with the ‘forming’
or ‘shaping’ of a believer’s character
and actions into the likeness of Christ.
... many practices [were taught] that
opened him or her to the presence
and direction of God.’’11

Demarest was looking for some-
thing ‘‘more’’ in his Christian life and
he believes he has found it in spiritual
formation, which he sees as ‘‘a form
of discipleship we are rediscovering
today.’’12 He is not alone. Carl True-
man, dean of Westminster Theological
Seminary, states, ‘‘I think the medi-
eval mystics should form a staple of
the literary diet of all thoughtful
Christians.’’13 And Jamin Goggin and
Kyle Stobel assure us that when
Richard Foster launched the modern
Spiritual Formation Movement within
Protestantism in 1978 with his book
Celebration of Discipline, he was not
creating anything new but was merely
‘‘recovering a well-worn path of an-
cient wisdom that helped to define
evangelicalism itself.’’14

The evangelical promoters of spirit-
ual formation warn of the need for
discernment when reading the spirit-
ual classics, but promise great re-
wards to those who do. Their mantra
is that ‘‘we should be open but
cautious.’’ Even when some of their
heroes within spiritual formation drift
so far as seeing no difference between
Buddhism and Christianity (as was
the case of the modern Catholic mys-
tic Thomas Merton),15 we have little
to fear.

On the contrary, Merton’s case dem-
onstrates that there is much to fear
when we try to mix truth with error.
Merton actually was quite consistent
and took his views to their logical
conclusions. He saw that Buddhism, a
religion with little interest in theology
or truth, offered the same mystical
experiences that contemplative Chris-
tianity did. They both use similar
methods including ascetic disciplines

and traveling the three-fold path of
purgation, illumination, and union. In
the end he came to the idea that
because doctrine did not matter and
only experience did, Buddhism and
his understanding of Christianity were
offering the same thing. He wanted
something more and he found it. But
that something was not biblical Chris-
tianity. Merton’s ‘‘more’’ did not meet
the criteria God has handed down in
His Word and therefore it was false.

This is the danger facing everyone
traveling down the spiritual forma-
tion corridor. In search of something
more and being convinced by the
many spiritual formation authors,
past and present, that they are miss-
ing out on something, many are
buying into the false teachings and
false promises of spiritual formation.
This journey, begun sincerely, will
end badly for many.

A FINAL WORD
ON THE DISCIPLINES

The Spiritual Formation Movement
claims to offer an almost unlimited
number of spiritual disciplines that
will aid in forming Christian charac-
ter. As we have tried to demonstrate
in past articles, while some of these
have a bit of basis in Scripture, others
have none, and even those which
seem to be drawn at least in part from
the Bible go beyond the Word in
either their actual practice or what
they promise or both. It is important
to affirm that the word ‘‘discipline’’ is
a good one and found in Scripture
(e.g., Colossians 2:5). The issue is not
whether discipline is helpful, even
necessary, for spiritual development
— it is, for self-control is one facet of
the fruit of the Spirit (Galatians 5:23).
Neither do we deny that there are
specific disciplines that aid in pro-
gressive sanctification.

At issue is what disciplines have
actually been given to believers as a
means of discipleship. It is our con-
viction that any means which the
Lord has ordained for our use in the
process of spiritual growth would be
identified in the Scriptures. If the
Bible is God’s complete, authoritative
revelation to us today, and if it is
designed to make us ‘‘complete, thor-

oughly equipped for every good
work’’ (2 Timothy 3:16-17), then we
should have every confidence that the
inspired text would include, with
clarity, the instruments or means by
which God would have us grow. We
do not need to reach beyond the
written Word to seek practices for
spiritual development and intimacy
with our Savior. The Lord is desirous
that we know these things and has
made no effort to hide them from us.
It is not necessary for monks or
hermits or other spiritual leaders from
the past (or present) to unearth some
secret formulas designed to teach us
spiritual formation. All that we need
to know on this subject is found with
certainty in God’s divine revelation,
the Scriptures.

This does not mean that we cannot
learn from fellow believers; we surely
can and must. For example in 2 Timo-
thy 2:2, Paul instructs Timothy to take
the things Paul had taught him and
teach them to other faithful men who
in turn will teach others. But what
Timothy was to pass on was not his
own views and experiences and
visions, but the truth of the inspired
Word of God given him by the
apostle (see 2 Timothy 1:13-14; 2:14;
3:10-4:5; Jude 17; Hebrews 2:3-4).

The early Church gathered prima-
rily to devote themselves to the
apostles’ teaching (Acts 2:42), not to
study the supposed revelations of
uninspired men and women. The
Body of Christ is essential in our
spiritual development (Ephesians
4:11-16), but we aid that development
as we continue ‘‘speaking the truth in
love’’ to one another (Ephesians 4:15).
We also help one another with practi-
cal application of biblical truth. For
example, in Titus 2 older women are
instructed to ‘‘admonish the young
women to love their husbands, to love
their children, to be discreet, chaste,
homemakers, good, obedient to their
own husbands, that the word of God
may not be blasphemed’’ (vv. 4-5). It
should be noted that what the older
women are to do by way of encourag-
ing the younger women is to facilitate
appropriation of truth already re-
vealed in Scripture, not add ideas and
revelations to Scripture.
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When we turn to the Word of God
to discover the Lord’s clear teaching
on discipleship what do we find?
First, admittedly the Bible is a big
book with many layers of wonderful
truths about God, ourselves, the
world, future events, and more, all
waiting to be explored. It is a multi-
faceted revelation from God that re-
veals the wonders of Christ ‘‘in whom
are hidden all the treasures of wisdom
and knowledge’’ (Colossians 2:3).

This leads to perhaps the primary
distinction between the Spiritual For-
mation Movement and biblical dis-
cipleship. Both camps would claim
Colossians 2:3 for themselves and
both would agree that it is in Christ
that all the treasures of wisdom and
knowledge of God are hidden. The
divide comes largely in the arena of
revelation. Scripture promises believ-
ers divine power which will grant ‘‘to
us all things that pertain to life and
godliness, through the knowledge of
Him who called us by glory and
virtue’’ (2 Peter 1:3).

Where is such knowledge of Christ
found? Is it found in the Holy Scrip-
tures or in extrabiblical revelations
and dreams, or both? As we argued in
earlier articles,16 we believe that the
only inspired revelation from God for
our times is the Bible. All other claims
to revelations, however sincere or
well-intended, lack the authority of
Scripture. In addition, all other doc-
trines, methodologies, philosophies,
traditions, and spiritual practices that
do not emerge directly from the Word
of God are at best suggestions and
opinions, some helpful, others not,
and still others are harmful. But when
understood as having divine sanction,
these things fall under the condemna-
tion of Jesus who warned the Phari-
sees that their traditions actually
invalidate the Word of God (Mark
7:13). Similarly Paul warned the
Colossians:

‘‘Beware lest anyone cheat you
through philosophy and empty
deceit, according to the tradition
of men, according to the basic
principles of the world, and not
according to Christ’’ (Colossians
2:8).

The Spiritual Formation Movement,
as we have tried to demonstrate, has
violated these principles and is
‘‘Teaching as doctrines the command-
ments of men’’ (Mark 7:7).

WHERE THE
LANDMINES ARE BURIED

The modern Spiritual Formation
Movement has been in existence for
almost 40 years and shows no signs of
fading away. Unlike the numerous
fads that rush through evangelicalism,
lasting a year or two and then being
trashed to make way for the next
wave, spiritual formation seems to be
here to stay. It has, of course, mor-
phed, matured, and changed in many
ways throughout the years, but at this
time it seems to be gaining momen-
tum and influence. This is due in
large part to a number of factors:

• Renovaré. This is Richard Foster’s
organization founded in 1988 to pro-
mote spiritual formation throughout
the globe. Foster and his mentor
Dallas Willard have written many
books and articles that have been well
received in all branches of Christian-
ity. Renovaré has published The Reno-
varé Spiritual Formation Study Bible,
since renamed The Life with God Bible.
This study Bible is highly ecumenical,
drawing its study notes from a wide
variety of Christian traditions includ-
ing Catholicism, Orthodoxy, and
Quakerism. And, of course, the study
notes promote a mystical approach to
the Christian life.

• Seminaries. Most seminaries and
many Bible colleges now have a
department of spiritual formation and
are offering degrees in the disciplines.
Biola University and its Talbot School
of Theology is representative of many
relatively conservative Christian
schools of higher education that have
bought into spiritual formation. Tal-
bot offers an MA and M.Div in
Spiritual Formation and Soul Care.
They boast on their website, ‘‘Since
we began offering spiritual direction,
hundreds upon hundreds of people
have experienced either individual or
group spiritual direction through the
ministry of the Center for Spiritual
Renewal.’’ As Bible colleges and semi-
naries train the next generation of

pastors, missionaries, and Christian
leaders, we can expect that spiritual
formation will continue to gain trac-
tion in the evangelical community.

• Publishing houses. Prior to the
publication of Foster’s Celebration of
Disciplines in 1978, virtually all spirit-
ual and mystical literature was pro-
duced by Catholic and Orthodox pub-
lishing houses such as Paulist Press or
the Jesuits. Not anymore, as evangeli-
cal publishers are rushing to get to
press these bestselling books and au-
thors. NavPress, InterVarsity, Thomas
Nelson, and a host of others have
entered the market. Christians, who
had grown accustomed to trusting
these publishing houses, are being
caught off-guard by what they are
reading from them today.

• Authors/books/magazines. As the
publishing houses are looking to cash
in on the interest in spiritual forma-
tion, authors by the score have
stepped up to meet the demand. In
addition, evangelical magazines such
as Christianity Today, which is highly
sympathetic and a strong promoter of
spiritual formation authors and their
literature, abound.

• Emerging and Seeker churches. It
cannot be denied that emerging
churches and ministries are on the
cutting edge. As movements that have
reflected their culture more than
Scripture, their leaders are constantly
on the watch for shifts in interest and
taste in the world around them.
Seeker churches originally targeted
the baby boomers who apparently
wanted to go to church and not feel
like they had been to church. Any-
thing that would make them uncom-
fortable was eliminated and the local
church took on a secular persona. But
the younger emerging demographic
seems to desire a sense of the sacred.
To accommodate this group the
emerging and seeker leaders have
turned to spiritual formation with its
ancient spiritual practices that prom-
ise intimacy with God. This younger
crowd, many of whom have not been
trained in theological thinking or bib-
lical discernment, is easily deceived
by the rhetoric and methods of spirit-
ual formation.
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For these reasons, and perhaps sev-
eral more, we do not see any dimin-
ishing of the influence of spiritual
formation on the Church in the de-
cades to come. This is certainly one of
the greatest threats facing biblical
Christianity today. May the Lord raise
up a generation that will return to the
sacred text and stand once again on
sola Scriptura.
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EDITORIALS
(continued from page 2)

In Webber’s view, the present — or postmodern —
stage of the Church is a return to the ancient or classical
stage (A.D. 100-600) of the Church which he sees as the
purest form of Christianity. Those embracing the ‘‘An-
cient-Future Faith’’ say they are reaching back to what
they consider the ‘‘rich’’ traditions and practices devel-
oped in the classical stage of Church history. It is their
contention that it was during this era that Christianity
reached its zenith, and for Christianity to regain its
spiritual health it must return to this ancient stage with
its emphasis and observances.

So the question is not ‘‘Where is the emerging church
hiding?’’ but ‘‘What is the emerging church hiding?’’
Briefly knowing some of the roots and fruits of the
movement will help us understand the changes. It will
also help us to be aware of the dangers that lie behind
those it upholds as exemplars for spiritual health and
growth.

Perhaps the most visible name in the emerging church
movement is Brian McLaren. McLaren helped shape and
lead the movement and was, in 2005, named by Time
magazine as one of the 25 Most Influential Evangelicals
in America. McLaren continues to be a key player. This
past June, he released We Make the Road by Walking: A
Year-Long Quest for Spiritual Formation, Reorientation, and
Activation which is said to offer more than 52 chapters
‘‘that give an overview of the biblical story and a fresh
introduction or re-orientation to Christian faith.’’

It should be noted that the emerging church movement
is not a church per se, but rather a loosely affiliated
group of writers and thinkers like McLaren, Rob Bell,

Mark Driscoll, and Dallas Willard. They generally
eschew doctrine, pose questions, and create doubts, but
in the end clarify very little. Though they want to appear
to know Church history, they are largely revisionists who
are knowingly or through ignorance distorting it and
leaving large portions of it ignored. They do a ‘‘pick and
choose’’ game and refuse to look at large portions of
Church history. What they do pay attention to gets
reshaped.

In the emerging church polemic we are pointed back to
medieval Roman Catholic ‘‘saints’’ as the epitome of
godliness. These are supposed to be the examples of
what we are to be if we want to be truly ‘‘spiritual.’’ It is
sometimes referred to as ‘‘spiritual formation,’’ though
the term can mean many things. Some who adhere to
and promote what is called ‘‘spiritual formation’’ and a
contemplative view insist that the key to godliness is
using theology and practice of the Dark Ages. However,
it is a selective game of hide and seek. It is a game
played with the most egregious parts covered up and
hidden away. They pretend that what they point to is all
sweetness and light with no downside at all.

They assert that they are going back to ancient
spirituality. According to these emerging church teachers
the models for our lives are no longer to be Jesus, Paul,
Peter, and other Bible saints, but rather a group of
unknown, unvetted, confused, and sometimes heretical
mystics. The emerging church movement really does not
go back far enough — to the Bible — and that is their
fundamental error.

What is being ignored or covered up are the many
occult practices of so-called ‘‘saints’’ of the Middle Ages.
One very dark practice boasted of during that time in the
past is the claimed power to levitate. One of the most
well known of these ‘‘flying saints’’ was Francis of Assisi.
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Other ‘‘flying saints,’’ just to name a few, include
Alphonsus Liguori, Teresa of Ávila, Maria Villani, and
Joseph of Cupertino.

The wild reports and assertions of these otherworldly
powers can be found in standard works of their lives and
in Catholic biographies, encyclopedias, and dictionaries.
Wikipedia offers an entry titled ‘‘Saints and levitation.’’
Readers who have been raised in a Roman Catholic
environment probably have received a steady diet of the
lives of ‘‘saints’’ such as those mentioned.

Teresa of Ávila reported that in one incident of
levitation she pleaded with the nuns in the chapel to
hold her down (Teresa of Avila by Cathleen Medwick, pg.
109). But this raises the question as to why would she
want to be held down from doing something she says
God equipped her to do.

The emerging church and spiritual formation leaders
and teachers tell us that these ‘‘saints’’ are the godly
people to be copied when in fact they are occult
practitioners. Isaiah warned, ‘‘Woe to those who call evil
good, and good evil; who put darkness for light, and
light for darkness; who put bitter for sweet, and sweet
for bitter!’’ (Isaiah 5:20).

We live in a time when doctrine is denigrated and
denied and weird experiences are the order of the day.
This is an age where people have long forgotten that
there is a dark spirituality at work and occultism and
spiritistic practices are entering the Church by devious
means; creeping in unaware as Jude tells us (Jude 4).

Evil is being called good. Whether the ‘‘saints’’ in
question were demonic, confused, deluded, hallucinat-
ing, or fabricating is really not the question. God knows
their motivation. In any case, they were absolutely
wrong, dragged along by feelings, and very far from the
solid foundation of the Bible. Levitation has been, is, and
forever will be attached to the dark kingdom of Satan
and spiritism.

Consider further a few other documented facts about
levitation which are being hidden and kept from us by
emerging church leaders:

‘‘Since prehistoric times, expectation of levitation
have featured as an aspect of spiritual practices.
Among the shamans of various cultures, it is
thought that the journey to the spirit world can
involve the actual transportation of the body. ...
Stories of levitation figure prominently in historical
religious traditions. In Eastern faiths the ability to
levitate is said to be available to spiritual adepts as
one of the psychic powers. ... Levitation reports
became a major theme in the seances of Spiritualism,
a movement that had millions of followers during
the 19th and early 20th centuries. In the darkness of
the seance room, objects would be observed floating
in the air, supposedly elevated by the hands of the
spirits; in many cases, hidden devices or accom-

plices were responsible for the fraudulent effects. ...
Claims and investigations of levitation have contin-
ued into the late 20th century. In 1977, the Transcen-
dental Meditation (TM) organization announced that
it had developed a levitation training program, ...
the anecdotes concerning the sages, saints and
mediums are all subject to many factors — from
misperception and undetected fraud to inaccuracies
of memory — that render them unreliable as
evidence for extraordinary phenomena’’ (Alternative
Realities by Leonard George, pp. 151-153).

Merrill F. Unger reminds us:

‘‘A whole complex of phenomena, purportedly tried
and proved, was advanced as the result of the
widespread activity in psychical research and ex-
perimentation with mediums: such as telepathy,
spirit-rapping, trances, luminous apparitions, auto-
matic writing, inspiration, clairvoyance, oral and
written spirit communications, mediumistic draw-
ings, materializations, levitations, physical healing,
and others, and these form the basis of the new
belief in spirits. ... Certain states of trance are
commonly conceded to be closely related to demon
possession’’ (Biblical Demonology, pg. 161).

The emerging church may argue, ‘‘Well, we don’t agree
with everything they did back then.’’ But they’re silent
on exactly what things they disagree with.

There are just too many unanswered questions. Emerg-
ing church teachers need to get real and they need to get
honest. Instead of bashing conservative churches that
want to live by the truth of Scripture, they need to
examine what they promote. They are good at raising
questions but should get an ‘‘F’’ on giving any kind of
helpful answers. The question they need to answer is:
Are they promoting occultism by ignorance or by design
when they promote the medieval mystics?

—GRF/MKG

NEWS UPDATES
(continued from page 3)

garden that is not a place of prayer, nor will it hold any
religious symbols.’’ Critics of the event argued that much
more was accommodated than just the location of the
prayer meeting.

Even those of Francis’ own flock expressed reservation.
Father Dwight Longnecker reported, ‘‘some Catholics
who are already edgy about Francis and uneasy about
his stance on matters see this as yet another compromise
— a potentially disastrous Koran kissing ‘Assisi moment’
— referring to Pope John Paul II’s inter faith service in
Assisi in 1986.’’
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but Osteen said time and resources quashed the possibil-
ity. ‘‘Five years ago we were still growing. I didn’t think
we could put the time and energy into it that we can
now. We’re much more established and have a bigger
library. It feels really right now,’’ he told the AP.

In a SiriusXM press release, Osteen said, ‘‘Victoria and
I are excited about this new venture with SiriusXM. We
are humbled and appreciative to bring our message to
the millions of SiriusXM listeners every day — and
equally excited to get to know them personally through
our call-in radio programs. We truly cannot wait to get
started!’’

Critics of Osteen argue that his phenomenal success
can be attributed to his underlying message of prosperity
which plays well in our relativistic society. Osteen often
rebuts such charges. ‘‘I don’t ever feel guilty because it
comes from — it’s God’s blessings on my life. And for
me to apologize for God’s — how God has blessed you,
it’s almost an insult to our God,’’ he told CNN television
host Piers Morgan.

Osteen’s personal net worth is reported to be more
than $55 million.

—MKG

OSTEEN TO SIGN ON
WITH SIRIUS RADIO

The merchandising of Joel Osteen and his prosperity
message will be taken to a new height — literally — this
fall. In June, satellite radio SiriusXM announced plans to
initiate a new and exclusive channel headlined by
Osteen.

Media Confidential, a radio digest of broadcasting news,
reported, ‘‘‘Joel Osteen Radio’ will debut this fall and
bring Osteen’s message to SiriusXM listeners nationwide,
showcasing exclusive weekly call-in shows hosted by
both Joel Osteen and Joel’s wife, Victoria Osteen,
co-pastor of Lakewood Church. In addition, listeners will
hear Osteen’s weekly Sunday message alongside the
catalog of his inspirational and motivational sermons
past and present.’’

SiriusXM is a subscription-based, commercial-free,
broadcasting service of more than 165 channels of music,
sports, news, and talk radio. Subscribers are able to listen
in their car equipped with a satellite radio, on their home
or office computer, or with a special app on a smart-
phone or tablet.

Osteen is just one of many celebrities courted by
SiriusXM. Present and past headliners for the satellite
radio service include Oprah Winfrey, Martha Stewart,
Neil Diamond, and Bob Dylan.

SiriusXM’s hope to have Osteen as a part of its network
has been an ambition for a number of years. Osteen told
the Associated Press that the broadcasting service had
approached him about five years ago pitching the idea,

Despite these weaknesses, this book is a very helpful
and informative study of the three topics mentioned in
its title. It is written in a reader-friendly manner.
Although not everyone will agree with all the answers
Hitchcock gives, he is to be applauded for his endeavor
to present scriptural teachings — as opposed to the ideas
of men.

Also praiseworthy is that Hitchcock obviously takes
seriously Paul’s admonition to Timothy to ‘‘do the work
of an evangelist’’ (2 Timothy 4:5). In this, as in his other
books, Hitchcock’s final chapter contains a presentation
of the Gospel, and an invitation to the lost to receive
Christ as their personal Savior.

In the book’s opening chapter, Hitchcock states his
book’s perspective on spiritual warfare:

‘‘God’s people fight from victory, not for victory.
Contrary to what many people might think, spiritual
warfare is not scary or frightening. Understanding it
brings us hope, encouragement, and reassurance
that victory is ours through our Lord Jesus Christ’’
(pg. 14, italics in original).

Unlike some more sensationalistic books regarding
Satan and demons, this is a sane, useful, and scriptural
guide to the topic of spiritual warfare.

—JGS

The AP also revealed that the ‘‘Pope says 99 percent of
Vatican opposed idea for a Mideast prayer summit, but
then came around’’ and that ‘‘Francis acknowledged the
idea was completely novel and wasn’t easy to pull off.’’
The news service described the meeting as incorporating
‘‘Jewish, Christian and Muslim prayers, delivered in
Hebrew, English, Arabic and Italian and with musical
interludes from the three faith traditions.’’

Longnecker was more reserved, giving the pope a pass,
explaining that there is a difference between ‘‘praying
together’’ and ‘‘being together for prayer.’’ He stressed
such ‘‘explanations are only necessary because of the
ignorance of the press who are sensationalizing what is a
low key spiritual event.’’

‘‘Bottom line: The Pope is meeting with two world
leaders to pray together for peace. This is part of his role
as the premier spiritual leader in the world,’’ Longnecker
said. He also maintains that Islam is like Mormonism
and that both are ‘‘heretical offshoots of Christianity’’
and that Muslims and Mormons ‘‘therefore worship the
same God we do — albeit in a defective way.’’

—MKG
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101 ANSWERS TO
QUESTIONS ABOUT
SATAN, DEMONS, &
SPIRITUAL WARFARE

by Mark Hitchcock
Harvest House Publishers, 233 pages, $13.99

Numerous Christian books have been written about
Satan, demons, and spiritual warfare. This one is easy to
understand, useful, interesting, informative, and doctri-
nally sound.

At one time author Mark Hitchcock was a lawyer. But
then acting upon a desire to invest his life in Christian
ministry, he attended Dallas Theological Seminary,
where he earned both a masters degree and a Ph.D. Since
1991, Hitchcock has been senior pastor of Faith Bible
Church in Edmond, Okla.

He has written numerous books on the subject of Bible
prophecy. In some of his books, such as this one on the
subjects of Satan, demons, and spiritual warfare, Hitch-
cock has used a question-and-answer format.

He first answers ‘‘Why spend time thinking about
Satan and demons?’’ One reason he offers is that:

‘‘... many different views of this topic exist.
Champions of the modern-day spiritual warfare
movement advocate cosmic-level spiritual warfare,
spiritual mapping, and identifying and confronting
territorial spirits. Many others promote deliverance
ministry, including rebuking and binding Satan and
demonic spirits. Are these practices biblical?
Should believers participate in these activities? What
does Scripture say? With the emergence of diver-
gent views and practices, followers of Christ today
need to understand what Scripture says about
spiritual warfare in order to avoid being sidetracked
by unbiblical practices and ending up on the
casualty list. Spiritual warfare is not a game.
Successful warfare against the enemy must be
waged according to God’s power and God’s prin-
ciples’’ (pg. 15).

Following this introductory chapter, which lays the
groundwork for studying the topic of spiritual warfare,
the book is divided into three sections that address Satan,
demons, and spiritual warfare. Questions 2-49 pertain to
Satan. These questions include: ‘‘Where did Satan come
from? How did he fall?’’ (Question 4); ‘‘Why does God
allow Satan and demons to exist?’’ (Question 6); ‘‘Can
Satan perform real miracles?’’ (Question 16); and ‘‘Does
Satan know the future?’’ (Question 25).

Questions 50-77 concern demons and include: ‘‘What
are demons?’’ (Question 51); ‘‘Can a believer in Christ be
demon possessed?’’ (Question 72); and ‘‘Can people
inherit demons or generational spirits?’’ (Question 75).

Questions 78-101 deal with spiritual warfare. This is
the practical application section of the book. Some of the
questions it deals with are: ‘‘Who are the three enemies
of every Christian?’’ (Question 80) and ‘‘What are
binding and loosing?’’ (Question 85).

He also addresses how to overcome the world, the
flesh, and the devil and discusses each of the six items of
spiritual armor that the Scripture lists in Ephesians
6:10-17, and how to appropriate each piece; as well as a
helpful chapter on the subject of prayer (pp. 216-220) as it
relates to spiritual warfare (cf. Ephesians 6:18-20).

The question-and-answer format breaks up the infor-
mation into easily accessible topics. It has helpful biblical
statistical and linguistic information related to the topics
and Hitchcock gives a number of powerful illustrations
and anecdotes.

Some readers, however, may see a few weaknesses in
the book. For instance, some of his conclusions are either
debatable or uncertain; such as his belief that portions of
Isaiah 14 and Ezekiel 28 actually deal with the fall of
Satan, his conclusion that Satan can perform miracles, or
his assertion that the word translated ‘‘Lucifer’’ in the
KJV of Isaiah 14:12 is actually a reference to Satan, etc.

Additionally, he uses the Greek word tartarus without
much explanation on pages 134-135, but doesn’t actually
explain the word until pages 162-163. In one place (pg.
115), he seems to use Matthew 22:30 to show that
unfallen angels and demons don’t marry or procreate;
whereas, later (pg. 125), he denies that Matthew 22:30
precludes his belief that in Genesis 6:1-4 it was fallen
angels (whom he believes are demons) who sired
offspring with human women.

(continues on page 23)
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