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Counterfaters, Con Artists
(and the Consummate Consumer)

If you wereacounterfeiter, wouldn’t
you love to ply your trade in a country
where there was so much counterfeit cur-
rency in circulation that nobody knew
how to distinguish between the real and
the fake? Anybody with abare minimum
of artigtic ahility could print up a bundle
inthemorning and shop all day. | wonder
how long it would be before money was
not worth much. What do you think?
Would you readily accept adollar in ex-

changefor afull day’swork if you knew
therewasagood possibility it wasfake?|
guess if you weren't al that concerned
with ethical issues, it wouldn't matter to
you, would it?

After al, if everybody was readily
accepting fake currency, you could just
pass it along to the next guy. Not a bad
deal, huh?Y ou might even get into coun-
terfeiting yourself. Why not? Nobody
knows for sure what’s genuine, and

"em too much.”

Three years? Probably months.)

Plant 'em Six Feet Under

Have you heard the one about the immigrant who cameto Americaintend-
ing to become the “biggest chicken farmer in the world”? After he had gone
through two setsof athousand chicksfrom the hatchery with unfortunate results
and had returned for yet athird, hissupplier asked himwhat went wrong with the
firsttwo. Hisresponse: “| don’t know. | must beburyin’ *emtoo deep or waterin’

That’s aludicrous anecdote. Its humor stems from the outrageous premise
that one could be so ignorant. Y et when it comes to the spiritual growth of new
Believers, thementality of thatimmigrantisnot far removed fromthereality that
existsin the Church today. Everybody goes around “winning souls for Jesus,”
then they bring them into the Church where they heap mounds of confusion on
them and leave them to somehow “grow in the Lord.” Nobody seemsto under-
stand how that growthissupposed to occur or why new Christianslosetheir spir-
itual vitality after a short while and become “ pew-potatoes’ just like the rest. (1
forget. How long do they say it takes new Christiansto lose it? Three months?

Have you ever considered that God may not have intended it to be that way?
What if Heoriginally called Believers*out of darknessinto His marvelouslight”
just as the Apostle Peter said (1 Pet. 2:9), but the Church gave up most of that
“light” soon after the Apostles died? (See “Did You Mean That Literally?’ and

See Plant em on Page 17

they’reall willing to accept areasonably
closefacsimile. Everybody elseisdoing
it. Why not jump right in?

But what would you do if the word
was out that the government was going
tostart calingintheold currency and re-
placing it with a completely new issue?
Would that make a difference? | guess
that would depend on whether you actu-
ally believed the government was going
to act, and that in turn might depend on
how long the government had allowed
the current situation to exist. Maybe you
would just continue accepting and pass-
ing bad currency. But then again, it
might be smart to start checking to make
sure the currency you had was genuine.

By theway, haveyou taken alook at
your religious beliefs lately? Are you
certain some essential theological doc-
trine isn't either completely missing or
irreparably damaged? How would you
know if it was? You wouldn't? Now
don’t tell meyou’ re pinning your eternal
welfare on some certain set of beliefsand
you have no way of knowing whether or
not they are serioudy flawed, maybe
even completely false?

Didit ever occur to you that your re-
ligious beliefsmight be ashade off to the
side of half-truth or lie? | mean, did you
ever consider that you might be hanging
your hopes of eternal bliss on something
as phony as a three dollar bill? How
would you know for sure?

See Counterfeiters on Page 4
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Another quarter has passed

etters us by, and as usual it has been
- packed full with activity. Over
E the past three months we have

ditor

Published Quarterly fo the continued to gain new sub-
by Voice of Elijah, Inc. scribersat arapid rate. Asare-

sult, The Voice of Elijah’'s
M. H. Clay, subscriber base hasjust hit an all-time high. Since outreach iswhat this minis-

try isall about, itisencouraging to seethe number of peoplewho have opportu-
nity to hear The Teaching grow so quickly. What's even more exciting is that
the number of subscribers who contribute monthly to this ministry has also
continued to grow. Thanksto the contributionswehavereceived from thesein-
dividuals, we have been ableto increase our outreach efforts over the past few
months. It still costs us $15 over and above the $24 subscription rate to bring
July 1993 one new subscriber on board, so needless to say, those monthly contributions
arecrucial if weever hopetoreachall of the True Believerswho areout there.

Executive Editor
Sara Brooks,
Managing Editor
Volume 4
Number 3

All correspondence should be ad-

dressed to: An U [ 2date

Voice of Elijah, Inc.
P.O. Box 28201 Sincel brought up the subject of our Monthly Contributors, | want totakea
Dallas, TX 75228 moment to share with you some of what has been going on with them over the
last quarter. In June, The Elijah Project began registering Monthly Contribu-
torsfor itsfirst seminar to be held October 16th and 17thin Dallas, Texas. That
meansit won't be long before The Voice of Elijah will be ableto offer video-
tapes of that seminar series to all our subscribers. Of course, we still have to
u.s. $24.00 raise $5,000 toward that project before October in order to produce quality vid-
Canada $30.00 eotapes. | mention thisgoal because | know those of you who areanxiousto see
Abroad  $50.00 thisvideo project bear fruit will be eager to help usreachit. We certainly thank

Subscription rates:
(1 year, U.S. Funds)

thosewho havealready contributed fundstoward the project. | truly believethe
videos that come out of this project will be a key to reaching others with the
Truth of The Teaching.

Articles published
by permission of

The Elijah Project. Remember how, when you were in school, you could read a chapter in a
book, and it would make partial sense, yet there was still something missingin
your grasp of the subject? And it wasn’t until you werein classand the teacher
went over it with you that everything began to gel? | know that wastheway it
was for me. There is just something about the spoken word that allows for
greater understanding of any subject. | believe the videotapes of The Elijah
Project’s seminars will work in the same way with regard to The Teaching.
That'swhy | feel it is so important we produce a quality video series.

Except when otherwise noted,
Scripture taken from the

NEW AMERICAN STANDARD BIBLE,
© 1960, 1962, 1963, 1968, 1971, 1972,
1973, 1975, 1977, 1987, 1988.

The Lockman Foundation.

Used by permission. Many of our Monthly Contributors have commented on how anxious they
areto attend and how much they are looking forward to the opportunity to learn
more of The Teaching. In the meantime, | am sure they will have plenty of food
for thought. | know they have certainly been given a plateful over the past two
months. Many of you began receiving insight into the Hebrew idiom “build a
house” inthe April issue. It talked about the parable of the wise man who “built
Copyright © 1993, 2008 his house upon the rock” and the foolish man who “built his house upon the
by Voice of Elijah, Inc. sand.” It also pointed out passagesin the New Testament that show the Apostles
understood the parabolic “builder” of God's“House” is Jesus Christ. Well, the
information didn’t stop there. Over the past two months, in The Voice of Elijah
Update, our Monthly Contributorshavelearned how itisthat we, asTrue Believ-
ers, can parabolically participate in the “building” of God's “house” and what
God requires from us if we wish to take part in that “building” process. As if
that's not enough, our Monthly Contributors also began to learn how Jesus
Christ isthe Son/House that God “built” for David—the Pharisees never could

Bolded Scripture reflects the em-
phasis of the author.
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explain how that was. (See Matthew 22:41-46 and “Jesus
Talks About the Mystery,” The Voice of Elijah, January
1991.) It hasdefinitely madefor someeye-opening reading.

| just realized I’ve been going on and on about our
Monthly Contributors and what they have read in The Up-
date without considering how you, our subscribers, might
feel. Doestheinformation our Monthly Contributorsarere-
celving interest you? If it does, | inviteyou tojointhem. For
amonthly contribution of just $25, you can have the same
opportunity.

If you believe what you have read in The Voice of Eli-
jah, I know you will beinterested in knowing thereisaway
toreceiveeven moreof TheTeaching. Here’ sacomment we
received from one of our Monthly Contributors:

Inreading your materials| keep getting a strange sensa-
tion that's hard to describe, but the other day | read
Proverbs 24:13, 14 which describesiit all!

“ Eat honey, my son, for itisgood; honey fromthe comb
issweet to your taste. Know al so that wisdomis sweet to
your soul; ifyoufindit thereisafuturehopefor you, and
your hope will not be cut off.”

Faye C., Ashford, AL

Those of usworking in this ministry can certainly iden-
tify with that. Canyou?Iswhat youreadin TheVoiceof Eli-
jah valuabletoyou?If itis, then you need to know thereisa
wholelot moreinformationyou can have. All it takesisyour
decision to stand with thisministry by becoming aMonthly
Contributor. It' sasimpleprocess. Usethe Order Form at the
back of thisissueto makeyour initial contribution, and you
can begin receiving The Voice of Elijah Update next
month.

A Good Question

Moving on, | realize that many of you reading this have
not been with usfor long, and for your benefit | want to ad-
dress an issue that most people consider important—what
we believe. Asamatter of fact, we received aletter just the
other day asking for more information about the people in-
volvedinthisministry—who wewereaffiliated with, where
Larry Harper (the author) went to school, that sort of thing.
The letter started me thinking, not because it was unusual,
but rather because we have received many such letters over
theyearsasking uswhat we believe. | think thequestionisa
valid oneand deservesananswer. | can't giveyou ananswer
here. But | can tell you where you will find it.

Asof thisissue, we have threeyears’ worth of literature
in print. All of it answers the question of who we are and
what we believe in one way or another. Read it. Read the
back issues of this newdletter. Read Not All Israel Islsrael.

Read The AntiChrist. | guarantee that after reading those
publications you will understand what we believein no un-
certain terms. Y ou may not agree with it, but you will know
what we believe. | realizel’m asking you to invest time and
money in discovering the answer to thisquestion. However,
| also realize that those who are not willing to invest any-
thing in the pursuit of the Truth aren’t honestly looking for
answers. They are probably only interested in determining
whether what webelieve agreeswith what they have already
decided istrue. Obviously, our ministry hasnothing to offer
them.

We hope we will soon have yet another resourceto help
some of you answer thisquestion. Mike Clay iscurrently re-
searching the historical background of the creedsthat came
out of the Early Church councilsand is putting those creeds
together in asmall pamphlet that will give you abrief over-
view of why each creed waswritten. Every one of the creeds
of the Early Church remains valid today, so we felt that it
would beniceto havethem all together in one placefor al to
read. Wehaven't discussed how to makethe pamphl et avail-
ableyet, but | will keep you posted as | know more.

AreYou I nterested?

The following letter isareprint from the April 1993 is-
sue.

I’minterested in meeting other Christianswho are pres-
ently reading The Voice of Elijah. Isit possible to re-
ceive names of thosein and around Wichita, KSwho are
reading thesamematerial | am? If so, could you send me
their names and addresses. Thank you.

Allen F., Wichita, KS

As| stated in April, if you, like Allen, are interested in
getting acquainted with other readers of The Voice of Eli-
jah, write and let us know. We will then forward the infor-
mation you provide to all who have expressed a similar
interest.

Before | close, | want to point out that once again we
haveanew offering on the Order Form—George Marsden’s
book Fundamentalism and American Culture. Thisis an-
other Oxford Pressreleaseand, like AHistory of Heresy, isa
wonderful resource for delving into the roots of some of our
Christian “traditions.” Marsden focuses on the fundamen-
talist movement and tracesits rise from the late 1800s into
the early 1900s. That's it for now. Until October. May the
Lord swork be done.

S ot

In Him,
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Counterfeiters
From Page 1

Let meputitthisway: Haveyou ever
considered the fact that your soul might
bewell onitsway to hell in ahand basket
of Satan’ sown making?Oh, you haven't?
What makesyou so certainitisn’t? Seems
to me there are more versions of the
“truth” out there than there are flavors of
dirt. Jesus said “the Truth shall make you
free” (John 8:32), but with everybody ar-
guing in favor of this“truth” or that, how
doyou know for certain that what you be-
lieve is the Truth? Maybe you aren’t re-
ally free; maybe you just think you are.
How would you know for sure?

I’ve said this before, but | think it
bears repeating. Salvation by faith is a
valid doctrine only if what one believes
is true. Faith in a half-truth or alie has
never, and will never, saveanyone. Oh, |
see, we have an objection from the pea-
nut gallery. Y ou don’t think that’ s so, do
you? Well then, I'll just choose to be-
lievethat Judasdied for my sinand Jesus
Christ wasatraitor. Oh, now it seemsthe
shoeison the other foot. Y ou won’t buy
that either. Well, logicislogic. Youcan't
have it both ways. If | can’t believe any-
thing and everything and still be saved,
there must be a certain amount of Truth
that one must believe to be saved. That
meanswhat you believe doesmakeadif-
ference after all.

Oh, now you' re saying that what we
believe must be in accord with the mes-
sage of Scripture. That's good. Now
we' re back to talking about Satan’ shand
basket. If what we believe must bein ac-
cord with the message of Scripture, we
had all better make sure we understand
thetrue message of Scripture, or our soul
may very well be in that hand basket
along with the souls of al the other hea-
then around the world. One other thing,
justin caseyou forgot, the Scripturesin-
clude the Old Testament Scriptures as
well as the New Testament Scriptures.
Some people tend to forget that, so |
thought I’ d just make surewe’ re on com-
mon ground.

| assume that you also understand
that what we believeto be saved must be
the Truth, and nothing but the Truth.
Otherwise, there could be no salvation
by faith because what we believe would

beahalf-truth or alie. (I didn’t want you
to think | was agreeing that some
half-baked, half-truth was perfectly ac-
ceptable, or that two acceptable versions
of the one Truth of Scripture could serve
equally as well.) Excuse me for a mo-
ment. | just want to say good-bye to
those dearly departed scoffers who left
our discussion because they don’t think
any one Truth concerning the message of
the Scriptures is attainable. | guess we
know whose hand basket they’'re in,
don’'t we?

Now that we' ve agreed salvation by
faith has validity only if what we believe
istrue, let’ stalk abit about the what—the
content—of faith. Did you know theolo-
gians don't even consider the what of
faith when they discuss this passage:

What use is it, my brethren, if a man
says he hasfaith, but he has no works?
Can that faith save him? If a brother or
sister iswithout clothing and in need of
daily food, and one of you saysto them,
“Go in peace, be warmed and be
filled,” and yet you do not give them
what isnecessary for {their} body, what
use is that? Even so faith, if it has no
works, is dead, {being} by itself. But
someone may {well} say, “You have
faith, and | have works; show me your
faith without the works, and | will show
you my faith by my works.” You believe
that God is one. You do well; the de-
monsalso believe, and shudder. Butare
youwilling to recognize, you foolish fel-
low, that faith without worksisusel ess?
Was not Abraham our father justified
by works, when he offered up Isaac his
son on the altar? You see that faith was
working with hisworks, and as a result
of the works, faith was perfected; and
the Scripture was fulfilled which says,

“1f what we believe
must be in accord with
the message of
Scripture, we had all
better make sure we
understand the true
message of Scripture.”

“ AND ABRAHAM BELIEVED GOD, AND IT
WAS RECKONED TO HIM AS RIGHTEOUS
NESS,” and he was called the friend of
God. You seethat a man isjustified by
works, and not by faith alone. Andin
the same way was not Rahab the harlot
also justified by works, when she re-
ceived the messengers and sent them
out by another way? For just as the
body without {the} spiritisdead, soalso
faith without works is dead.

(James 2:14-26)

Isn’t that amazing? Theologians ar-
gue back and forth about what James has
said about faith and works, yet they miss
the point entirely because they fail to
comprehend Jamesistalking about what
Christians believe. You see, James be-
gan his discussion of faith and works at
the end of the first chapter when he said
this:

Therefore putting aside all filthiness
and {all} that remains of wickedness,
in humility receive the word im-
planted, which is able to save your
souls. But prove yourselves doers of
the word, and not merely hearerswho
delude themselves.

(James 1:21-22)

Did you understand what he said?
He first exhorted his readers to “receive
theword implanted, whichisableto save
your souls.” That’sthe essence of salva-
tion by faith. We “receive the word” by
believing it. But then he said those who
hear “theword” and don’t do “theword”
“delude themselves.” That makes me
wonder what he means by “the word.”
Whatever he had in mind, it had to be
what James believed and taught, not
what somebody else before or since be-
lieved and taught. You know what |
mean?“ Theword” certainly had to have
a definite content, and only what James
believed can qualify as the content of
“the word” he had in mind.

Did you also notice what he said
about people who “delude themselves’?
Do you know what that means? It means
they persuade themselvesinto believing
something that isn’t true, in this case,
something that isnot apart of “theword”
James has referred to. How do | know
that? Becausethe Greek term Jamesuses
here is the same Greek term that the
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“Most people read the Scriptures as though they are a sequential series of
‘proof texts' that can be taken out of context.”

Apostle Paul used when hewrotethefol-
lowing:

For | want you to know how great a
struggle | have on your behalf, and for
those who are at Laodicea, and for all
those who have not personally seen my
face, that their hearts may be encour-
aged, having been knit together inlove,
and {attaining} to all the wealth that
comes from the full assurance of un-
derstanding, {resulting} in a true
knowledge of God’ s mystery, {that is},
Christ {Himself}, in whom are hidden
all thetreasures of wisdomand knowl -
edge. | say thisin order that no one
may delude you with persuasiveargu-
ment.

(Colossians 2:1-4)

It should be obvious Jamesistalking
about people who have heard “the word”
yet “delude themselves’ into believing
something that isn't true, something that
isn't apart of “the word” James believed
and taught. | wonder what he had inmind.
Wouldn't it be something if he goesright
on and explainswhat these peoplebelieve
that isn't true? That would be something,
wouldn'tit? | mean, most peopleread the
Scriptures asthough they are a sequential
series of “proof texts’ that can be taken
out of context when the Truth is, the
writer of Scriptureisawaystrying to say
something that ties together with the rest
of what he says and makes sense only in
thetotal context of hiswork. Wetoo often
missthe point of the author becausewe' re
too busy looking for one or two versesto
“prove” what wewant to believe, Solet's
take it Slow and easy and look closely at
what James wrote immediately after he
mentioned people who “delude them-
selves’:

For if anyone is a hearer of the word
and not a doer, he is like a man who
looks at his natural face in a mirror;
for {once} he haslooked at himself and
gone away, he hasimmediately forgot-
tenwhat kind of person hewas. But one
who looks intently at the perfect law,
the {law} of liberty, and abides by it,

not having become a forgetful hearer
but an effectual doer, thisman shall be
blessed in what he does. If anyone
thinks himself to be religious, and yet
doesnot bridlehistonguebut deceives
his{own} heart, thisman’sreligionis
worthless. Thisis pure and undefiled
religion in the sight of {our} God and
Father, tovisit orphansandwidowsin
their distress, {and} to keep oneself
unstained by the world.

(James 1:23-27)

“James says ‘pure and
undefiled
religion’ is‘to keep
oneself unstained by
theworld.””

Isn't that something? There it is
right there, tucked away in that last
verse. James says “pure and undefiled
religion” is*“tokeep oneself unstained by
the world.” | doubt you ever heard that
part of that verse emphasized, did you?
No, | don’timagineyou have. Most peo-
ple are willing to talk about visiting or-
phans and widows. That’s not
threatening to them becauseit’ san exter-
nal behavior that can be taken as a fine
example of the type of behavior ex-
pected of Christians. But that “ unstained
by the world” notion is a bit far out for
some. It getsinto“holy roller” talk. Y et it
agreeswith what James said when he be-
gan this section:

Therefore putting aside all filthiness
and {all} that remains of wickedness,
inhumility receivetheword implanted,
which is able to save your souls.
(James 1:21)

Now, imagine that! After telling us
to“put aside dl filthinessand all that re-
mains of wickedness,” James has re-
minded us that if we have a “pure
religion,” we'll keep ourselves “un-
stained by the world.” That's a far cry

from the “easy-believism” you hear
preached from the pulpit today, isn't it?
Those “sleazy-believism” advocates are
quick to tell you what we “should do” or
“would do” if only we “could do” what
God requires. Then they conclude by af -
firmingit’ stoo bad we' rejust human and
have to keep on sinning, so God will
have to settle for less than the ideal .

Christians don’'t talk much about
holiness any more, do they? Do you
know why? Because everybody thinks
(did you catch that? | said “everybody
thinks”) all you haveto doto besavedis
believe. They forget that what you be-
lieve makes a whale of a difference in
what you do. That's what James istalk-
ing about here. He' s referring to people
who haveheard “theword” and then“de-
luded themselves’ into believing they
can get by with giving God less than He
requires.

James knew what a lot of “Chris-
tians’ today refuse to believe: God de-
mands holiness—perfect holiness. But |
don’'t want to emphasize that too much.
It might offend a few readers who want
to deny that what you believe determines
what you do. If they believed God de-
manded perfect obedience, they’d come
upwithit. However, I’ m getting ahead of
myself. James says that himself a little
bit later.

Did you hear what James said about
the person who “deceives his own
heart?” He said “this man’s religion is
worthless.” He was talking about the
person who can’'t control what he says.
I’m sure he would have said the same
thing about Christian folk today who just
can't quit fornicating, lying, cheating
(on their taxes), stealing (from God and
man), and a whole long list of other
thingsthat God must consider just asbad
as, if not worse than, loose lips. You
know the type of “Christians’ I'm talk-
ing about? They can’'t give up al the
things Christians aren’t supposed to do,
like gossiping about others.

But then maybe you don't know
anything about all those things that
Christiansaren’t supposed to do. | don’t
doubt some of you haven’t heard. It’ snot
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fashionable to talk about sin nowadays.
It'salmost asif Christians don’t have to
worry about that little three-letter word.
They just assume God knows and under-
stands they were made to sin. What is it
they say?“ After all, we' reonly human.”
Far beit from most Christiansto confess
their sinand seek forgiveness. That’ stoo
archaic and unsophisticated for the mod-
ern mind.

It's obvious that gossip and other
sins of the tongue can sometimes be ex-
tremely hurtful to others. But what
Jamesmentionsnext seemsto bean even
more benign sin. He wants to talk about
“the sin” of showing partiality. Look at
what he says:

My brethren, do not hold your faithin
our glorious Lord Jesus Christ with
{an attitude of} personal favoritism.
For if aman comesinto your assembly
with a gold ring and dressed in fine
clothes, and there al so comesin a poor
man in dirty clothes, and you pay spe-
cial attentiontotheonewhoiswearing
thefine clothes, and say, “ You sit here
in a good place,” and you say to the
poor man, “ You stand over there, or sit
down by my footstool,” have you not
made distinctions among yourselves,
and become judges with evil motives?
Listen, my beloved brethren: did not
God choose the poor of thisworld {to
be} rich in faith and heirs of the king-
dom which He promised to those who
love Him? But you have dishonored
the poor man. Isit not therich who op-
pressyou and personally drag you into
court? Do they not blaspheme the fair
name by which you have been called?
(James 2:1-7)

“If you don'tactin
accordance with what
you say you believe,
you don’t believe what
you say you believe.”

There's an interesting bit of para-
bolic imagery behind his mention of
“judges with evil maotives.” | explainthe
role of the judges of Israel in The Mys-
tery of Scripture. Sufficeittosay for now

that judging othersfairly isafundamen-
tal characteristic of a righteous person.
James is just saying that, if you are a
righteous person, you will treat people
fairly and won’t make distinctions based
on social status. But then he goes further
and makes a statement that isall too easy
to overlook:

If, however, you are fulfilling theroyal
law, according to the Scripture, “ You
SHALL LOVE YOUR NEIGHBOR AS YOUR-
SELF,” you are doing well. But if you
show partiality, you are committing
sin {and} are convicted by the law as
transgressors. For whoever keeps the
whole law and yet stumbles in one
{point}, he has become guilty of all.
(James 2:8-10)

It'srather difficult to get around his
point-blank charge. He bluntly says, “if
you show partiality, you are committing
sin.” Now doesn’t that knock your socks
off?1 mean, hehastheaudacity totell me
that showering attention on some fat cat
whileat the sametimemaking poor folks
sit in the cheap seats is sin? My! My!
How much more stringent could Chris-
tianity get? That must be why that state-
ment has been ignored. If we claimed
showing partiality was a sin, we would
be getting into “legalism.” And we all
know that won't do, don’t we?

In case some of you have been liv-
ing on the moon, “legalism” is a code
word “Christians’ use to demean any
view that can be taken to mean the oppo-
site of salvation by faith alone. And for
the benefit of you “trekkies’ who have
recently returned from an intergalactic
mission, salvation by faith aloneistoday
taken to mean you don’t have to do any-
thing tobesaved; all you havetodoisbe-
lieve. In other words, “legalism” is
usually taken to refer to any belief that
God requiresanything morethan “faith.”

The trouble with that understanding
of the doctrine of salvation by faith,
whichisnot addressed by itsadherents, is
quite simple. That's why we're discuss-
ingit here. (I can't deal with difficult top-
icsinthis short space.) What you believe
makes a big difference in what you do.

What if “the word” James had in
mind required the Christiantoliveaholy
life? That would mean if you didn’t be-
lieve Christians had to live a holy life,

you wouldn't be believing the same
“word” that James believed, would you?
Moreover, if salvation by faith is only
valid if you believe the Truth, and “the
word” James believed is the Truth, you
would be on your way to hell right now,
wouldn’t you? Your faith would be as
worthless as hair on a bowling ball,
wouldn’t it? And all because you be-
lieved alie. What a waste!

“What you believe
makes a big difference
in what you do.”

But doesn't that present us with a
fine conundrum? If “the word” James
believed requires usto do something and
wedon'tdoit, wemust not really believe
“the word” because we aren’t living ac-
cordingto“theword” wesay webelieve.
Does that sound strangely like what
James says later about faith and works?
It should. That is, in fact, precisely what
he is saying.

Y et on the other side of the conun-
drum, if salvation is attained by
faith—that is, belief in “the word” alone
—and if the Truth of “the word” James
has in mind requires Christians to do
something to be saved, then salvation
must not be by faith alone. Salvation
must depend on both faith and works.
That sounds serious! Salvation by faith
aone is, according to Protestant theol-
ogy at least, one of the most fundamental
doctrines of Christianity. So any doc-
trine of salvation by faith that aso re-
quiresthe Believer to work for salvation
just won't do.

We have to find some way out of
thisfinemess. Maybethisistoo difficult
atopicfor thisshort space after all. What
do you think? Think about it while | dig
myself in abit deeper.

The “sleazy-believism” view that
faith (belief) aloneissufficient for salva-
tion—that is, that the Christian doesn’t
have to measure up in any way by living
a holy life—has already run smack into
what James said about “pure religion.”
He said it means “to keep oneself un-
stained by the world,” and anyone who
doesn’'t do that has a “worthless’ reli-
gion. But notice what he says next:
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“Only by ‘remaining’ or ‘abiding’ within the limited confines of the
Truth of The Apostolic Teaching isit possible to meet the
stringent requirements God has set forth.”

For He who said, “DO NOT COMMIT
ADULTERY,” also said, “ DO NOT COM-
MIT MURDER.” Now if you do not com+
mit adultery, but do commit murder,
you have become a transgressor of the
law. So speak and so act, as those who
areto bejudged by {the} law of liberty.
For judgment {will be} merciless to
one who has shown no mercy; mercy
triumphs over judgment.

(James 2:11-13)

Don't that beat all? Correct me if
I'm wrong, but James apparently be-
lieved Christians were still obligated to
keep the Ten Commandments. Come to
think of it, Christianstill believethat. At
least | think so. Last time | checked,
Christiansstill thought murder wasasin.
However, as | remember, some consid-
ered adultery to be somewhere in be-
tween a sin and a foible. | don’t know
exactly what to make of that. | thought
black was black and white was white.
Someseemtothink everythingisashade
of gray.

But | guess if Christians still think
murder isasin, theremust be at least one
thing you have to do to be saved. (Re-
fraining from murder, that is.) If that be
S0, it sounds to me like those Christians
must beinto “legalism.” (That argument
waslost on the“ sleazy-believers.” Their
response: “But God will save even serid
killersif they believe.” Don’t bother tell-
ing them that's not the point. They
wouldn’t get it anyway.)

The Perfect
Law of Liberty

Did you happen to notice James
mentioned the“law of liberty” again?He
talked about that “law” once before, in
thefirst chapter (v. 25). There, he called
it “the perfect law.” And heeven said the
Christian is supposed to “abide by it.”
Actualy, that isn’'t what the Greek text
says. It says simply “remain,” but the
tranglator, not understanding what “ per-
fect law” James had in mind, translated

the Greek text the best he knew how.
James was talking about The Apostolic
Teaching. Healso callsit “theword” and
says the one who hears “the word” and
doesn't do it “islike a man who looks at
his natural face in a mirror.” Then, in
completing the analogy, he says:

But one who looks intently at the per-
fect law, the {law} of liberty, and
abides by it, not having become a for-
getful hearer but an effectual doer, this
man shall be blessed in what he does.
(James 1:25)

His point is one you would do well
to remember. Only by “remaining” or
“abiding” within the limited confines of
the Truth of The Apostolic Teachingisit
possible to meet the stringent require-
ments God has set forth. Why? Because,
asl’vesaid before, and as| will undoubt-
edly say time and time again, what you
believe determines what you do. If you
believe The Teaching, you will actin ac-
cordance with that Teaching. That's
what James was talking about when he
wrote the following:

What use is it, my brethren, if a man
says he hasfaith, but he has no works?
Canthat faith save him? If a brother or
sister iswithout clothing and in need of
dailyfood, and one of you saysto them,
“Go in peace, be warmed and be
filled,” and yet you do not give them
what is necessary for {their} body,
what useisthat? Even so faith, if it has
noworks, isdead, {being} by itself. But
someone may {well} say, “ You have
faith, and | have works; show me your
faithwithout theworks, and | will show
you my faith by myworks.” You believe
that God is one. You do well; the de-
mons also believe, and shudder. But
are you willing to recognize, you fool-
ish fellow, that faith without works is
useless? Was not Abraham our father
justified by works, when he offered up
Isaac hisson onthealtar? You seethat
faith was working with his works, and
as a result of the works, faith was per-

fected; and the Scripture was fulfilled
which says, “ AND ABRAHAM BELIEVED
GOD, AND IT WAS RECKONED TO HIM AS
RIGHTEOUSNESS,” and he was called
thefriend of God. You seethat amanis
justified by works, and not by faith
alone. And in the same way was not
Rahab the harlot also justified by
works, when she received the messen-
gers and sent them out by another
way? For just asthe body without {the}
spirit is dead, so also faith without
worksis dead.

(James 2:14-26)

Did it ever occur to you that the
“work” Jamesmentionsinthispassageis
asomewhat meager act of kindness? Not
many would turn away someone in des-
perate need of food and clothing. So
what’ shispoint? Just this: Talk ischeap.
If you don't act in accordance with what
you say you believe, you don't believe
what you say you believe. Why? Be-
cause what we believe determines what
we do. Refute that if you think you can.
But when you do, don’t forget to notify
the psychiatric profession. They need to
know that the basisthey usefor counsel-
ing emotionally disturbed individualsis
seriously flawed.

Did you know that Martin Luther,
thefather of the Protestant Reformation,
thought the above passage from the
Book of James contradicted the notion of
salvation by faith? Hewas so compl etely
averse to anything that might be used to
refute that essential doctrine that he
called the Book of James “an epistle of
straw.” Hecan beforgiveninthat assess-
ment. You must understand he was up
against a Roman Catholic hierarchy
whose only concession to faith was that
you must believethat penanceand indul -
gences could effect salvation—even for
the dead. In the face of such a totally
works-oriented Christianity, would you
look kindly on something that could be
interpreted to bolster that position?

Some today still view what James
has said in much the sameway asMartin
Luther did. Isn’t that remarkable? They
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“If the Spirit of the Living God resides within True Believers, they
will know the Truth when they hear it, provided they are
willing to live according to that Truth.”

do that becausethey still cling to the neb-
ulous notion that Christians can believe
anything and everything and still be
saved. It should be obvious that isn't so,
but who's to say? There are so many
counterfeit Christian beliefs out there
that people assume they are supposed to
pick and choose as the fancy hits them.
Under such circumstances, who could
fault them for getting caught up in some
ridiculous notion?

If what | wroteinthelastissueof The
Voice of Elijah istrue, God will. [Editor:
See“Mystics, Meatballs, and the Marvel -
ousWorksof God,” TheVoiceof Elijah,
April 1993 If the Spirit of the Living
God resides within True Believers, they
will know the Truth when they hear it,
provided they are willing to live accord-
ing to that Truth. | didn’'t say that; Jesus
did:

Jesus therefore answered them, and
said, “ My teaching isnot Mine, but His
who sent Me. I f any man iswillingtodo
Hiswill, heshall know of theteaching,
whether it is of God, or {whether} |
speak from Myself. He who speaks
from himself seeks his own glory; but
He who is seeking the glory of the one
who sent Him, Heistrue, and thereisno
unrighteousnessin Him.”

(John 7:16-18)

If that’ strue, it’ sgoing to bedifficult
for anyoneto get past God, isn’t it? What
if you secretly decided to renege on the
commitment you made to God when you
were born again? You could just choose
to believe one of those “ easy-believism”
versions of Christianity and be done with
it, couldn’t you? Then you could go on
claming to believe the Truth, &l the

“If you’re not sureyou
know the Truth,
why are you
teaching others?”

while spouting Christian clichés like ev-
erybody else, and not do anything that
God requires.

Does that type of “Christian” sound
familiar to you? Does that maybe even
sound like you? That person is nothing
but the consummate consumer. They
don’t want the Truth, the whole Truth,
and nothing but the Truth. They just
want a reasonable facsimile that will al-
low them to hide from God, themselves,
and others. | remind you that James said
those who assume God requires nothing
of them* deludethemselves’ and anyone
who follows them in that belief “de-
ceives his {own} heart.” He aso said
“this man’sreligion isworthless.”

James had in mind peoplewho have
heard “the word” yet still choose to be-
lieve the Truth of “the word” requires
nothing of them. There are alot of those
folks around today, aren’'t there? Too
bad for them.

Hindsight is 20/20

Contrary to those who tend to see a
refutation of the doctrine of salvation by
faith alone in the above passage, James
was actually reinforcing that doctrine by
stressing the fact that what one believes
isthe essential ingredient in the doctrine
of salvation by faith. Do you know why
it is the essential ingredient? Because
“the true power of the Christian life re-
sides in faith—not faith in the sense of
that you believe, but faith in the sense of
what you believe.” Doesthat quote look
familiar to you? Probably not. It doesto
me. | took it out of one of the articles |
wrotefor thelast issue of thisnewsletter.
(See “Mystics, Meatballs, and the Mar-
velousWorksof God,” TheVoiceof Eli-
jah, April 1993.) | just thought | should
use this article to better explain what |
meant when | wrote it. | also thought |
might make it a permanent quote so that
some of you get the point: FaithisChris-
tian faith only if what you believe isin
accord with the Truth of “the word”
Jameshad in mind. Here' sanother quote
from that article:

Once The Teaching becomes a part of
you, that is, once you firmly believe it,
you will act accordingly—as an indi-
vidual led by the Holy Spirit of Jesus
Christ.

Now let me ask you a not-so-hypo-
thetical question. What if “the word”
James understood provided the one who
believed it with the power to liveasinless
life? Doyou understand what I’ m saying?
If you believed “the word,” you would
thereby be empowered to do what “the
word” required. Would works even bean
issue? Not at all. “Legalism” would not
apply because there would be no effort
necessary on the part of the Believer to
meet the requirements of “the word.” In
fact, the reverse would be the case. The
person who didn’'t believe “the word”
wouldn’'t do what “the word” required
simply because he/she lacked the power.

On the other hand, the person who
did believe “the word” would do what
“the word” required because, through
belief in “the word,” he/she would gain
the power necessary to meet the require-
ments of “the word.” If that were the
case, it would explain a lot about what
James has said, wouldn’t it? Looking at
it that way, you can see that James knew
the one who believed The Apostolic
Teaching would demonstrate that belief
by living the holy life The Teaching re-
quires. He also knew that the one who
did not believe The Apostolic Teaching
would not (just because they could not)
demonstratetheir belief in“theword” by
doing what “the word” requires. That's
why he next mentions those who were
responsible for teaching Believers The
Apostolic Teaching:

Let not many {of you} become teach-
ers, my brethren, knowing that as such
we shall incur a stricter judgment.
(James 3:1)

His point? What you teach deter-
mines what the people you teach are go-
ing to do, provided they believe what
you teach. Therefore, James has given
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good advice for Christians today. So |
ask you: If you' re not sure you know the
Truth, why are you teaching others? Do
youwant to“incur astricter judgment” ?

The Perfect Law

To round out this discussion of sal-
vation by faith, | want to point out a pas-
sage that explains the True Believer's
relationship to “the perfect law of lib-
erty” at which James states we should
“look intently.” To better understand my
explanation here, however, you should
have at | east abasic understanding of the
corporate responsibility of all Israel that
existed under the Old Covenant and how
that responsibility changed to one of in-
dividual responsibility under the terms
of theNew Covenant. | havealready pro-
vided that explanationin Not Al Israel Is
Israel (pp. 55-103, 131-155).

“To see yourself for
what you are, you
have to ‘look intently
at the perfect law, the
law of liberty' that
resides within you.”

Inthat explanation, | included acou-
ple of references to the following pas-
sage, although | did not quote thetext in
full. Interestingly, it isthe longest single
passage of the Old Testament quoted in
the New Testament:

For if that first {covenant} had been

faultless, there would have been no oc-

casion sought for a second. For finding

fault with them, He says,

“ BEHOLD, DAYSARE COMING, SAYSTHE
LORD,

WHEN | WILL EFFECT A NEW COVENANT

WITH THE HOUSE OF | SRAEL AND WITH
THE HOUSE OF JUDAH,;

NOT LIKE THE COVENANT WHICH | MADE
WITH THEIR FATHERS

ON THE DAY WHEN | TOOK THEM BY THE
HAND

TO LEAD THEM OUT OF THE LAND OF
EGYPT;

FORTHEY DID NOT CONTINUE IN MY
COVENANT,

AND | DID NOT CARE FOR THEM, SAYS
THE LORD.

FOR THISISTHE COVENANT THAT | WILL
MAKE WITH THE HOUSE OF | SRAEL

AFTER THOSE DAYS, SAYSTHE LORD:

| WILL PUT MY LAWSINTO THEIR
MINDS,

AND | WILL WRITE THEM UPON THEIR
HEARTS.

AND | WILL BE THEIR GOD,

AND THEY SHALL BE MY PEOPLE.

AND THEY SHALL NOT TEACH
EVERYONE HISFELLOW CITIZEN,

AND EVERYONE HISBROTHER, SAYING,
‘KNOW THE LORD,’

FORALL SHALL KNOW ME,

FROM THE LEAST TO THE GREATEST OF
THEM.

FORI WILL BE MERCIFUL TO THEIR
INIQUITIES,

AND | WILL REMEMBER THEIR SINSNO
MORE.”

WhenHesaid, “ Anew{covenant},” He

has made the first obsolete. But what-

ever isbecoming obsolete and growing

old isready to disappear.

(Hebrews 8:7-13)

It's obvious the writer of the Book
of Hebrews would have us understand
Jeremiahistalking about God’ srelation-
ship with His People under the terms of
the New Covenant. Since I've already
explained “The Way” in which the New
Covenant differed from the Old Cove-
nantinNot All Israel Islsrael, | won't go
into detail here. Just to summarize, how-
ever, the Prophets Jeremiah and Ezekiel
told us that under the terms of the New
Covenant, instead of God dwelling
among His People, He would dwell in
each one of His People. They also said
His dwelling place within the individual
would be in a “new heart,” in a “new
spirit,” aswell asin the “law” of Moses
“written on the heart.”

Asl explainedin Not All Isradl Isls
rael, the “law” of Moses is the Torah of
Moses, and the word torah means “teach-
ing” (p. 154, n. 29). Therefore, in this par-
ticular passage Jeremiah is telling us that
the dwelling place of God within the
born-again Believer isgoing to be the To-
rah of Moseswritten on the heart—mean-
ing The Teaching of Moses written on the
heart. That' swhy he also saysonewill not
have to teach the other how to “know the
Lord” becauseeach onewill havetheLord

dwelling within them as The Teaching.

The point is, the “perfect law” that
James mentioned in hisdiscussion isthe
same “law” that Jeremiah has said the
True Believer will have “written on the
heart” under the terms of the New Cove-
nant. That's why James says that those
who don’t do what they are supposed to
do “delude themselves,” and the one
who thinks he is religious but isn’t “de-
ceiveshisown heart.” Heknowsthat, for
a True Believer, belief in a lie begins
with a failure to seek Truth no matter
what the cost. In other words, an under-
standing of the Truth beginsby doing ex-
actly what James says. To see yourself
for what you are, you have to “look in-
tently at the perfect law, the law of lib-
erty” that resides within you—provided
you are aborn-again Believer.

The Spirit residing in the first bit of
Truth you believed when you were born
again will always make your situation
known to you, provided you are willing
to accept the reality of your situation.
Just don’t turn away and immediately
forget what kind of person you saw your-
self to be. If you do that, you' |l be one of
those who James says “delude them-
selves.”

How can it be that the Spirit of the
Living God residesin The Teaching writ-
ten on the heart of the Believer? Because
the Spirit of Jesus Christ is a Word. Is
that news to you? Perhaps you didn’t
hear what John said:

Inthe beginning wasthe Word, and the
Word waswith God, and the Word was
God. He was in the beginning with
God. All things came into being by
Him, and apart from Him nothing
came into being that has come into be-
ing. In Him was life, and the life was
thelight of men. And thelight shinesin
the darkness, and the darkness did not
comprehend it.

(John 1:1-5)

“For aTrue Believer,

belief in alie begins

with afailure to seek

Truth no matter what
the cost.”
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“The Truth of The Apostolic Teaching was broken up—removed from its
original framework of Hebrew idioms and par abolic imager y—so that
it could be artificially set into the framework of Greek philosophy.”

Maybe you haven't fully under-
stood how you came to be born again. |
can tell you quickly: You heard the es-
sential outlines of “the word of Truth”
anditcametolifeinyou becauseyou be-
lievedit. Atleast that’ swhat Jamessays:

In the exercise of Hiswill He brought
us forth by the word of truth, so that
we might be, asit were, the first fruits
among His creatures.

(James 1:18)

But noticewhat Jamesgoesonto say:

{This} you know, my beloved brethren.
But let everyone be quick to hear, slow
to speak {and} slow to anger; for the
anger of man does not achieve the
righteousness of God. Therefore
putting aside all filthiness and {all}
that remains of wickedness, in humil-
ity receive the word implanted, which
is able to save your souls.

(James 1:19-21)

James obviously believed it was
necessary not only to be “brought forth
by the word of truth,” but also to con-
tinue to “receive the word implanted,
which is able to save your souls.” Then
he goes on after that to say all the things
about people who “delude themselves’
and the person who “ deceives his{ own}
heart.”

What | said above bears repeating
here: “The word implanted” that James
refersto hereisthe same* law”—"teach-
ing”—that Jeremiah understood would
be “written on the heart.” The parabolic
imagery is different, but the concept re-
mains the same. You will be saved by
faith (belief), but only by faith (belief) in
the Truth and nothing but the Truth.
Your faith (belief) in alieis completely
ineffectual, no matter how firmly you
believeit. The Truth iswhat saves.

So| ask you: What if you had oppor-
tunity to hear the Truth and chose not to
believe it? That would be something,
wouldn't it? If what Jesus said about
“knowing of the teaching” is true and

you choose to believe alie, itisonly be-
cause, aslsaiah said, you have chosen to
make falsehood your refuge and have
concealed yourself with deception (Is.
28:15b). (See* Watching Ducks Sashay-
ing’ Round the CornerStone,” TheVoice
of Elijah, April 1993.) Therefore, if you
hear the Truth and believealie, you have
nobody to blame but yourself, because
the Holy Spirit within you will never
confirm “the truth” of alie.

How much
Truth isTruth?

For James, “the word” he had in
mind was the totality of The Apostolic
Teaching. But as | explained in the arti-
cles written for the January 1993 issue,
the Early Church gave up theidiomsand
parabolic imagery of The Apostolic
Teaching for good some time around
A.D. 200. So what Truth have True Be-
lievers had during the 1,800 years since?
That's an interesting question, isn't it?

“Your faithin alieis
completely ineffectual,
no matter how firmly
you believeit. The
Truth iswhat saves.”

Consider this: Around A.D. 200, the
Truth of The Apostolic Teaching was
broken up—removed from its original
framework of Hebrew idioms and para-
bolic imagery—so that it could be artifi-
cialy set into the framework of Greek
philosophy. Since that time, bits and
pieces of Truth have been available in
the vessels—logical categories of
thought—provided by Greek philoso-
phy.

Notice that | said, “Since that time,
bits and pieces of Truth have been avail-
able.” Elementsof the Truth haveaways
been known to some in the Church. It's
just that a coherent presentation of the

Truth has not been available. So | ask
you: If we are going to be saved by faith
(belief) in the Truth, how much Truth
does it take to be saved? That' s just an-
other way of asking: How much Truth
does it take to be Truth? The answer is
obvious. You can be saved with only a
bare minimum of the Truth. But that’s
not the issue.

You seeg, it's hot even a question of
whether you believealie. Wedl believe
some things that aren’t true. Our knowl-
edge of the Truth is incomplete just as
Paul said:

For now we seein a mirror dimly, but
then face to face; now | know in part,
but then | shall know fully just as| also
have been fully known.

(1 Corinthians 13:12)

The only issue at stake is whether,
when you hear the Truth, you reject it in
order to believe alie. That's because, as
far as God is concerned, the single most
important issue involved in salvation by
faith has aways been whether, when
given opportunity, one rejects the Truth
in favor of alie.

Does that make sense? Y ou can be-
lieve alie and till be saved, as long as
you have not rejected the Truth in order
to believe that lie. That's the difficulty
with believing theliethat says The Teach-
ing requiresnothing of you. Y ou can’t be-
lieve that lie and still believe the Truth
becauseit flatly contradicts the essentias
of God's Truth. The sole purpose of that
lieisto alow you to hide from the Truth
of God by “deluding yourself” and “de-
ceiving your own heart.” That's why
James confrontsit head on.

So what are you going to do now?
I’ll tell you forthrightly: What you have
read here is the Truth. However, you
don't think it's possible to know the
Truth today, do you? That's why you
don’'t believe me, isn't it? Well, that's
your choice. The sad fact is Isaiah said
your refuge is going to be swept away
(Is. 28:17). I'vedone my part; theball is
inyour court. m
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The Voice of Elijah publishes articles based on the
findings of The Elijah Project, a private research group
headed by Larry D. Harper. Inthiscolumn we seek an-
swersto general-interest questions concer ning the find-
ings, purpose, and philosophy of this project.

Editor: A lot of new subscribers have started reading
since the January issue, some of them joining uswith
the April issue. They most likely don’t understand the
connection between The Elijah Project and TheVoice
of Elijah. For their information, would you mind an-
swering a few basic questions about what you do?

Elijah: | cantry.

Editor: You started writing articles for publication in
this newdetter almost three years ago. Since then, in
those articles, you have challenged basic assumptions
Christians have about themselves, about other Chris-
tians, and about Christianityin general. Then just over
ayear ago, you began writing articlesfor another pub-
lication we put out, titled The Voice of Elijah Update,
which goes out eight times a year to those subscribers
who contributea minimum of $25 amonth to thismin-
istry. | assumethey contribute becausethey agreewith
at least some of what they read in this newsletter and
also becausetheywant an opportunitytohear more.In
that publication you havegotten intothepar abolicim-
agery foundin Early Christian literature, and now, in
thelast twoissues, you have continued theexplanation
you began in the April issue of this newsletter, about
how JesusChrist“ builtthehouse” of Godthrough His
resurrection. Both of those issues have had almost as
many pages asthis newdetter. Now you're offering to
teach, via a monthly audio cassette, those who stand
with The Voice of Elijah by making even larger
monthly contributionsunder aprogramwearecalling
The Next Step. | also know that you’ ve managed to fi-

nalize somewherecloseto 150 pagesof your next book,
The Mystery of Scripture, since the last issue of the
newdetter. So when do you sleep?

Elijah: Areyou serious?

Editor: Sure. | think some of our readers would like
to know theamount of effort that goesinto these pub-
lications.

Elijah: I'd be deeping between paragraphsif | didn’t
get at least eight to ten hours of sleep at night. | can’t
get by with less. | have amuscle disorder that goes ab-
solutely berserk when | lose sleep. My back muscles
cramp up, pull my back out, and I’min pain for days.
I’ve prayed about it. If God healsme, I'll work aslong
aday as| can. Until then, I’'m learning to live with it,
and | make sure | get the sleep | need.

Editor: Does that make it difficult to get everything
done? | mean, some people accomplish alot because
they can get by on six hours of sleep or less.

Elijah: It shortens the day somewhat, but | normally
get 10to 12 hours of work done each day. Some days|
get abit more. I'm not sure | would be mentally alert
enough to writeif | got lesssleep anyway. Writing de-
mands a lot more of me than | would have ever imag-
ined before | started.

Editor: How' sthat?

Elijah: It requires almost total concentration to make
surel’vesaid what | meant to say. | find that concentra-
tion difficult to maintain. So | have good dayswriting,
and | have bad days. Some days | can write 15 pages.
Other days| can’t write anything. I’ m convinced some
of the bad days have to do with God's timing, with
slowing me down so the information doesn’t come out
any sooner than it is supposed to. I’m positive that’s
what’ s been happening with The Mystery of Scripture.
I’veknown most of what | intend to put in that book for
over ayear, but | just can’t seem to get it down on pa-
per. Y et after I ve struggled with some particular sec-
tion for awhile, suddenly some additional information
comes to my attention, and everything fallsinto place
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so | canwriteeasily. Ontheother hand, I’ mjust ascer-
tain some of the bad days| have are the result of inter-
ruptions that break my train of thought. Life is life.
Y ou do what you have to do.

Editor: You mentioned “additional information”
that comes to your attention. Can you give us an
example?

Elijah: Sure. | gotothelibrary about onceevery two or
three weeks to pick up books | want to read on some
topic. | keep a lengthy—and growing—~bibliography
of books and articlesthat | intend to read in adatabase
on the computer. When | go to the library, | take a
printout of thetitles of the books and articlesin the da-
tabase so that | can immediately get the thingsthat in-
terest me. But normally while I'm there, I'll scan the
shelvesto pick up one or two books that appeal to me.
I’ vehad quite afew interesting experiences doing that.
Last April or May, while | was researching the origins
of Rabbinic Judaism, | had abook that, if | didn’t know
better, | would say jumped off the shelves at me.

Editor: What do you mean? Are you talking about
some kind of supernatural experience?

Elijah: No. Nothing likethat. I’ ve thought about it sev-
erd times, and I’ m positive the book wasjust pulled out
an inch or so from the rest of the books. But | wasn’t
looking for bookstoread. | wasjust walking throughthe
stacks, already on my way to thefront desk, when | saw
thisbook sticking out from therest of the books. Theti-
tle caught my attention because it pertained to what |
was working on at the time. So | took the book off the
shelf and started scanning it for information. The amaz-
ing thing to me was how providential it was.

Right before | went to thelibrary, | had been work-
ing onissuesrelated to the Hebrew texts of the Dead Sea
Scrollsaswell as other issuesrelated to scholarly opin-
ion concerning the origin of the Jewish sect at Qumran
and the Pharisees. Consequently, | had all sortsof ques-
tions | needed to find answers to, but the topic was so
broad that | didn’t know where to begin looking. | had
picked up several books on the subject, none of themin
the same subject area as the book | had just by chance
picked off the shelf, and none of them were entirely sat-
isfactory for what | needed. But by the time | was
through scanning this book, a lot of my questions had
been answered, not by the argument of the author, but
by information | found in the book. Asamatter of fact, |
disagreed with the basic premise the author was pro-
pounding, but the evidence he used in his arguments
supported what | had essentially concluded from read-

ing what othershad written. So, asfar as|’ m concerned,
thebook may aswell havejumped off theshelf at me.

Editor: You said“ experiences.” You’ vehad others?

Elijah: Enough that I’ ve cometo accept them as some
sort of normal library experience. The last timewas a
month or so ago, and | still chuckle about that one ev-
ery oncein awhile.

Editor: Why’'sthat?

Elijah: Because | don’t know if it was just me being
mystical, or if it really was a providential experience.
Onetime | take it one way, the next time | take it the
other. Sometimes| think it wasjust my own sensitivity
tothefact that those kinds of things have been happen-
ingwhen| gotothelibrary. Other times| look at what
happened and say it had to have been providence. Y ou
could take it either way, and | wouldn’t disagree with
you because | can’t decide myself.

Editor: What happened?

Elijah: | wason my way out of thelibrary after check-
ing out the books | wanted when the thought came to
me that nothing unusual had happened on that trip.
Right behind it came the thought that | should go back
to the periodical stacks and check the articles in one
particular journal that I’ ve gotten attached to over the
years. With that urge came the feeling that it was im-
portant, that | simply had to check the latest issues of
that periodical. | stopped dead in my tracks and started
arguing with myself, telling myself that thiswassilly,
that | was conjuring up some goofiness. But | couldn’t
bring myself to walk out the door without checking.
What if it wasn’t goofiness?

Editor: So you checked the periodical ?

Elijah: Surel did. I had no reason not to, except for the
fact that | felt silly doing it.

Editor: So? What did you find?

Elijah: That’'s the amazing thing. | copied four articles
fromthelast twoissuesof thejournal. All four related to
things|’ vebeenlookinginto, but two of them dealt with
the Canaanite marzeah. That’ sasubject at thetop of my
list of research topicswhen | finally complete The Mys-
tery of Scripture. | was surprised to find that both arti-
cles provided an overview of the current state of
scholarly inquiry into that particular subject. | needed
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that information so that | could catch up on things I’ ve
missed over the past year. One of them provided alead
onasourcel’ll needto get beforel finish The Mystery of
Scripture. In other words, | need theinformation now so
| can be ready to get back into the research later on.

Editor: What's a marzeah? And what does it have to
do with anything?

Elijah: Depending on whom you tak to, it might be
this, it could be that. I’m not sure myself right now be-
causel haven'tlooked at all therelevant material. That's
where the source | mentioned becomes particularly im-
portant. It's an unpublished Ph.D. dissertation that has
al therelevant textslisted. | can probably get a copy of
that through adissertation abstract serviceand beon my
way rather quickly when | get back to reading next win-
ter.

As far as what scholars think the Canaanite
mar zeah was, they’ renot sure. Theevidencefor itsob-
servance stretches all theway from 1300 B.C. to A.D.
600 and includes various cultures, so some argue
against using later evidenceto provide any insight into
the earlier Canaanite observance. Some are absol utely
convinced that, in its earliest attested form, it was a
Canaanite feast celebrated in honor of the dead just as
inlater times. | tend to agree with them simply because
that fitsinto what | seein the Scriptures. But what the
marzeah wasis not nearly as significant aswhy it was
celebrated. By that | mean, what was the ancient
mind-set that informed the ritual? And it was aritual,
perhaps a simple ritual, but one with solemn signifi-
cance for the ancient Semitic peoples. | don’t have all
the information | need to answer all the questions |
have right now. But the answerswon’'t be hard to find
when | have the time to start looking.

Editor: How doesthat relate to the Scriptures?

Elijah: Let me ask you this. Why do Christians prac-
ticethetwo ritual sof baptism and theL ord’ sSupper?

Editor: Because Jesustold usto.
Elijah: Exactly. And why did He tell us to? | mean,
what was the Early Christian mind-set that informed

those two ritual s?

Editor: | can’t answer that without giving you a*“ proof
text” that probably has no relevance to anything.

Elijah: Well then, et me ask you this: Doyouthinkit's
possible, just possible, that Jesus Christ, the One Who

the Gospel writerssay spokeeverythingin parables, and
the One Who conducted parabolic pantomime al the
time aswell, might, just might—that’s al | ask—have
given Hisfollowers two parabolic pantomimes to con-
duct on aregular basis to remind them of some certain
part of The Teaching? What if baptism and the Lord's
Supper were meant to be parabolic pantomime by
which Jesus Christ intended His disciples to celebrate
Hisdeath and resurrection through amockery of theten-
ets of the ancient Canaanite religion from which the
Prophetstook the parabolicimagery of the Scriptures?

Before you answer that, you should know that the
things| havewritten concerning Jesus Christ “ building
thehouse” of God pertain directly to themarzeah. The
marzeah was a cultic meal in honor of the dead in the
Canaanitereligion. The Prophets of the Old Testament
were constantly ridiculing the sons of Israel for prac-
ticing that religion. So this is not some off-the-wall,
hypothetically possible connection. Jesus Christ said
the Prophets spoke of Him, and their writings arelaced
with ridicule of the Canaanite religion. A primary rit-
ual inthat religion wasthe marzeah. That much | know
for sure. | al'so know that afocal point in the Canaanite
mythology was the “building” of Baal’'s “house’
through hisresurrection. Unless|’ mterribly mistaken,
the Canaanite marzeah was celebrated in remem-
brance of that event just as Christians celebrate the
Lord's Supper in remembrance of the “house” that
God “built” for Jesus Christ on resurrection morning.

I’ m talking about the parabolicimagery that stands
behind the prophetic message of the Hebrew Scriptures.
It'stoo easy for Christians today to read into the Scrip-
tureswhatever traditional beliefsthey happen to adhere
to. It' ssomething el seagain to start trying to understand
the Scriptures in terms of the mind-set of the day in
which they were written. Theologians, at least conser-
vative theologians, give lip service to the notion of
“contextual exegesis.” They even admit that the context
of Scripture includes the historical-cultural context in
which the Scriptureswerewritten. But they won't admit
wehavelong sincelost accessto alarge part of that his-
torical-cultural context because it vanished with the
death of the peoplein whom it resided. So how are we
ever going to be ableto retrieve it?

Obvioudly, it's a debatable contention on my part,
but | believel havealready shownyour Monthly Contri-
butorsin thelast two issues of The Voice of Elijah Up-
datethat it ispossibleto begintothink inthe sameterms
the ancient Hebrewsthought if you have an understand-
ing of themeaning of theHebrew idiomsthey used. All |
have donein the last three monthsis show your readers
the meaning of the Hebrew idiom “build a house” and
how it isused in the Hebrew Scriptures and in the New
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Testament. However, that S mple explanation can make
abig differencein how you understand certain passages
of Scripture, particularly passages in the Prophets. But
more than that, it can change the way you think about
eterna things. Now when | talk about Jesus Christ
“building the house” of God, your Monthly Contribu-
tors, if they have accepted my explanation, have a cer-
tain mental image that informs that idiom.

Editor: But thethingsyou havewritten in The Update
are not available to our regular subscribers.

Elijah: Sure they are. Anyone who is interested in
learning more of what | teach can become a Monthly
Contributor to your ministry. They can then obtain ev-
erything I’ ve written, including The Advent of Christ
and AntiChrist. Also, everything I've summarized in
the articles I’ ve written for the last two issues of The
Update will eventually be included in the book House
of Israel, Temple of God. But with all that | have to do
now, who knows when I'll get that written?

Editor: What you’ve said is true. | tend to think in
terms of what each group receives as a matter of
course. Butyou’reright, if they want to know more, it
isavailable.

Elijah: | want to go back for amoment to what | said
about Baal’s“house” being “built.” The fact that God
mocksthat particular facet of the Canaanitereligionis
fascinating. Not only do biblical scholars have noidea
as to the significance of the Hebrew idiom “build a
house,” scholars who work with the Canaanite texts
from Ugarit lack eventhevaguest notion that thekey to
understanding the Baal and Anat cycle of Canaanite
mythological texts also residesin an understanding of
the meaning of that one Northwest Semiticidiom. Itis
clear from the biblical usage of theidiom aswell asits
useinthe Canaanitetextsthat the basic nuancein every
occurrence is the notion of death and resurrection.

Scholarshave known for yearsthat the Canaanites
believed their god Baal died and wasresurrected. They
also know from the Baal and Anat cycle in the
Canaanite mythological texts that his resurrection is
somehow tiedto the* building” of his“house.” Y et, not
knowing the meaning of the biblical idiom, they can’t
seepast theends of their nosesasfar asthesignificance
of the Canaanite usage of theidiomisconcerned. They
won't even admit that the Canaanite religion, just like
the Egyptian religion from which it may well have de-
rived the notion of resurrection, and to whichiit is cer-
tainly related, wasareligion founded on the premise of
agod who died and was resurrected.

I’ve asked myself repeatedly: Why won't they
simply admit the obvious? The Canaanitesworshipped
Baal, just asthe Egyptiansworshipped Osiris, because
they somehow believed they could be resurrected “in
him.” In some specific way that | have not yet com-
pletely deciphered (although | have afairly good idea)
the Canaanites evidently also believed they could be-
comeapart of Baal’s“house” intheresurrection. If all
that is true, the parallels with New Testament Chris-
tianity are obvious. Some liberal scholars have even
gone so far asto claim that the fundamental tenets of
Christianity are based on one of the ancient Near East-
ernreligionsinwhich resurrection wasthefocal point.
However, apparently nobody has, evenintheir wildest
imagination, considered the possibility that God ex-
plained everything about the death and resurrection of
Jesus Christ to the I sraelites—who werefor al intents
and purposes nothing more than Canaanites them-
selves—according to theterminol ogy of the Canaanite
religionthey insisted onfollowing. Y et Hedid, and He
saw to it that the Hebrew Scriptures contain everything
necessary to understand the idioms in which that
message has been concealed. Enough said.

Editor: That’s concise enough. Let's move on to
something else. Earlier in this interview you men-
tioned The Mystery of Scripture. How's that book
coming along?

Elijah: Pretty well. | should beabletofinishitlater this
year. I'm talking about the first volume. I’m going to
complete the book in two stages. I'll publish the first
volumethisyear, then publish the second volume next
year, or whenever it’s finished. I'm hoping the publi-
cation of thefirst volumewill relieve some of the pres-
sure on meto get something out to your readers. Some
of them have been waiting along time. But those who
ordered the book early on will get more than just the
saddle-stitched 70- or 80-page bookl et we had planned
back then. The combined set they will eventually re-
ceive will be at least 500 pages.

I’m pleased with what 1’ ve written for The Mys-
tery of Scripture so far. That's encouraging. At the
samepointinwriting Not All Israel Islsrael | wasstill
rearranging lines, paragraphs, and even entire chap-
ters, trying to get a coherent train of thought out of a
jumbled hodgepodge. Thefinal form of that book suf-
fered because the first draft was so absolutely man-
gled. Yet in spite of the difficulty | had getting it
organized, the book sayswhat | wanted to say. It just
doesn't say it well. | redlize it's alot more difficult to
read than it has to be. I’ ve read parts of it recently that
made me cringe. | made ambiguous statements and |eft
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so much unsaid. However, I’ m getting better at organiz-
ing my thoughts and putting them down on paper. At
least now | have the process of writing down to the
point where | can go directly from one point to the
next without getting sidetracked on someinteresting,
but peripheral, issue. Knowing when to use footnotes
has helped alot in that regard. But then, | learned to
use footnotes while trying to make sense out of the
first draft of Not All Israel Islsrael. So what can you
do? You have to start somewhere. I’ ve been told by
those who proofread my writing that it isimproving,
and | think The Mystery of Scripturereflectsthat. But
I still find writing a book to be more difficult than
writing articles.

Editor: Why isthat?

Elijah: The articles are just to stir people up and get
them to think about thingsthey may or may not want to
consider. | enjoy writing the articles because | can be
moreinformal, more sarcastic, moreflippant, moreev-
erything else in them. One purpose of the articlesisto
leave a paper trail people can follow to find out who |
am, what | believe, and wherel’ vebeenin my spiritual
trek. That’snot to say the articlesaren’t asrelevant to-
day asthey werewhen | wrote them, becausethey are.
They all contribute some part to the whole of what |
teach. But, by and large, their basic purposeisjust to
challenge peopleto consider the validity of adifferent
perspective, to appeal to those who can identify with
what | write because they feel the same way.

The books have acompletely different purpose. In
Not All Israel Islsrael, and now again in The Mystery
of Scripture, I've explained the meaning of a funda-
mental Hebrew idiom and used the understanding of
that idiom to show how biblical history and scriptural
statements come alivewhen viewed from that perspec-
tive. By the time the reader hasfinished reading one of
the books, they will have been confronted with aseries
of choices. Arethey going to accept thelogic inherent
inwhat they havefound written, or arethey goingtore-
ject it in order to hold to some traditional or personal
view? If they reject what they find written, the only
valid reason they could have for doing so is because
they find flaws in my explanation. Most who reject
what | have written in the books won't reject it on that
basis. They’ll reject it becauseit contradictstheir tradi-
tional beliefs. That's why I’ve undermined the basis
for traditional Christian beliefs in the articlesin your
newdletter. I'm leaving them nowhere to hide but in
blind adherence to tradition or personal beliefs.

Thosewho don’'t find what | havewritteninthear-
ticlesfor the newsletter to be threatening and see some

basiclogicinwhat | write, canfind amore coherent ex-
planationinthebooks. I'm going to keep onwriting ar-
ticles that challenge the faulty assumptions and
presuppositions of Christians so that those who are
looking for answerswill stop to consider what I’ m say-
ing. Christianity is not what God intended it to be be-
cause the Early Church gave up its understanding of
the Scriptures soon after the Apostles died.

Editor: You get “fired up” when you start talking
about that particular topic, and | sensewe could have
an interesting discussion if wepursuedit further, but |
want to go on talking about the different types of
thingsyou are doing for thisministry. By “thisminis-
try,” | mean The Voice of Elijah. Some of our readers
may not beawarethat you arenot apart of theministry
of The Voice of Elijah, but that you only write and/or
publish thethingswedistribute. And, | might add, you
make no profit whatsoever fromwriting or publishing
those materials. Do you find it difficult to coordinate
thevariousthingsyou arewriting, and now the things
you are teaching on audio cassette, so that you don’t
assume people have heard or read something they
haven't? For example, you've mentioned things in
this interview that will make complete sense only to
those who have read the latest issue of The Update.

Elijah: | don’t think that is much of a problem. Those
who read The Voice of Elijah newsletter have access
toall thenewd etter articlesand all but one of the books
I’ve written. Aslong as | reference one of those two
sources when | appeal to something I’'ve said, I'm
okay. Y our Monthly Contributors currently have addi-
tional access to my book, The Advent of Christ and
AntiChrist, and to all theissuesof TheVoiceof Elijah
Update; so as long as | only reference those two
sources and the two sources all your other subscribers
have, I’ll beokay. The problem for now isfinding what
I’ve aready written when | want to reference it in
something | writelater on. | often remember I’ ve men-
tioned something before, but | forget where | said it.
The more time that passes, the more of a problem that
becomes becausethereisjust that much more material
out there. However, that problem should be partially
solved when you finally publish anindex to the news-
letters. Maybe then you can do one for The Update.

| do foresee adifficulty in connection with the ma-
teria | present on the audio tapesfor the benefit of those
who participate in The Next Step. Written sources are
basically random access material. By that | mean you
can scan an article or book and randomly access any-
thinginit. By contrast, audio tapes can only be accessed
sequentialy, and that takestime. | don’t havethetimeto
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go through three or four tapes listening for something |
know I've said.

Editor: But you've said you're going to transcribe
thosetapesandincludethe material fromthemin fu-
ture publications. A transcription would make that
information easily accessible.

Elijah: That'strue. But | don’t havetimeto do that my-
self. One of the people involved in The Elijah Project
will haveto do thetranscription, and right now all their
freetimeistaken up helping you with the outreach of
The Voice of Elijah. When you have only a limited
amount of resources, you can’'t do everything. The
people helping you now started out working as volun-
teersfor The Elijah Project, and | look forward to the
day when that’ stheway it isagain. | assume sooner or
later the contributions to The Voice of Elijah will in-
crease to the point where you'll be able to support a
full-time staff worker. After that, | can see alot more
getting done on both fronts. The Elijah Project has sev-
eral things that have been in suspended animation for
six or seven years. I'll get back to those when The
Voice of Elijah starts paying its own way.

Editor: You feel strongly about maintaining the dis-
tinction you just made between your ministry—The
Elijah Project—and thisministry—The Voice of Eli-
jah. Why isthat?

Elijah: Becausel havealimited roleto play inall this.
I’ve been called asa Teacher, and that’sall | intend to
do. But there’s a slight twist to how | intend to fulfill
my calling. I’ m going to produce articles, books, audio
tapes, and videotapesthat say all | intend to say. When
I’ve done that, I'll have fulfilled my calling. By con-
trast, the ministry of your organization, The Voice of
Elijah, is the distribution of that information. You
don’t need meto help you do that. With the exception
of the seminars | offer your Monthly Contributors to
provide opportunity for videotaping the things | have
tosay, | havenointention of gettinginvolvedina“ per-
sona ministry” of any kind. | simply don’'t have the
time to do much more than write. The books| have al-
ready promised to write will take yearsto complete at
the current pace. And those are all in addition to writ-
ing the articles and fulfilling other commitments|’ve
made to your contributors.

Editor: It'shard to argue with that, but | senseare-
luctance on your part to have any personal contact
with the people who read what you write. Isthat the
case? And, if so, why?

Elijah: I"'m not enthralled with theideaof personal con-
tact with your Monthly Contributors. But I’ ve accepted
it as a necessary part of the process because | want to
gain feedback from them. But | admit that, if | had my
way, I’ d spend therest of my daysholed up in my study
doing what |’ ve been doing—Dblasting away at the lu-
nacy of blindly accepting traditional beliefs, and
strongly presenting the case for alogical aternative.

I’ ve thought about how | feel concerning personal
contact, and I’ m not exactly sure why | feel the way |
do. I've dways had atendency to stay out of the spot-
light. That comesinto play somewhat I’'m sure. But |
think the major reason I’m reluctant to get involved
with people, evenwithyour Monthly Contributors, has
to do with the nature of my calling. | have not been
called to spout the same old well-worn Christian
clichéseverybody uses. Nor have | been called to slav-
ishly adhere to some particular theological system. |
have been called to challenge, to point out contradic-
tions, to question the norms.

Some peoplefind that extremely offensive. Unfor-
tunately, some of them love nothing better than to ar-
gue, to dispute, to create controversy. | want nothing to
dowithany of that, or with them. All I’'mdoingisexer-
cising my right of free speech. If they findwhat | say is
offensiveto them, they should exercisetheir own right
to free speech and tell othersto ignore me. | have no
problem with that, aslong asthey don’t want to waste
my time trying to convince me that what | firmly be-
lieveisnot true. I'm certainly not going to try to con-
vince them it istrue. I’ ve spent the past twenty-seven
years getting to where | am today. | don’t need some
Johnny-come-lately to point out contradictionsfor me.
He can do that for the “benefit” of others.

Editor: Most people would say you are dogmatic and
close-minded. Howwould you respond tothat charge?

Elijah: I wouldn't. If | can’t add anything to my stature
by thinking one way or the other, who are they to sup-
pose they can detract from it by verbalizing what they
think? [Editor: He's alluding to Matthew 6:27.] |
learned a long time ago that what people think about
you doesn’t change who you are. Aslong as you can
honestly evaluateyourself and give an adequate reason
for believing what you believe, | see no reason to pay
attention to what others say about you. If you do,
there's a tendency to seek the praise of men. John
seemed to think that’ sa serious mistake. [Editor: He's
aluding to John 12:43.] I'm convinced he was right.
So I’'m content to wait for Judgment Day. Then we'll
all seeif | obtain praise from God, won't we? m
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“The Origen of Folly,” The Voice of Eli-
jah, January 1993.) If the Early Church
lost an accurate understanding of the Old
Testament Gospel message as | have ex-
plained, over the centuries since that time
alot of newborn Christians have had their
spiritua lives unnecessarily snuffed out
under a heap of confusion. Would that
also explain why so many new Believers
turn away from their “first love” and go
back to their old ways? Could be.

Don't you know Origen has awhole
passel of soulsto answer for on Judgment
Day? [Editor: He's aluding to what he
haswrittenin“TheOrigen of Folly,” The
Voice of Elijah, January 1993 | would
not want to be in that boy’s shoes when
God calls him to account for what he
taught. Y et | supposethere have been oth-
ers since who have dogmatically taught
the Church just as big a lie as the one
Origen taught. Their day is coming. But
that’s not my concern here. | want to ex-
plain a bit about the Hebrew idiom and
parabolic imagery that stand behind
statements made by Jesus Christ and the
Apostlesin the New Testament concern-
ing spiritual growth and how it occurs.

Raising
More Than Cane

In the last issue, | showed how the
New Testament reveals the Apostles
continued to speak in terms of the He-
brew idiom “build a house” and the im-
age of the eternal House of God that
Jesus had used to speak parabolically
concerning His resurrection from the
dead. In thelast two issues of The Voice
of Elijah Update, | havefollowed up that
explanation with additional background
information that showshow the Prophets
used the Hebrew idiom and its attendant
parabolic image. Now | want to intro-
duce you to another Hebrew idiom and
its corresponding image that Jesus used
in His parables to teach concerning the
Believer’sresurrection life in the Spirit.

As| haveexplained inthelast twois-
sues of The Update, the Hebrew idiom
“build a house” means “to engender off-
spring,” specifically, to engender a male

offspring that will “carry the name” of the
deceased. (See “The Parabolic Panto-
mimes of Jesus Christ,” The Voice of Eli-
jah, January 1991.) | have also stated, but
have not yet fully explained, that the basic
nuance inherent in the ancients under-
standing of that idiom is one of resurrec-
tion. Thisdua significance of theidiomis
why the Prophets could use it to speak of
how God “built a house” for David
through the birth of Jesus Christ and, at the
sametime, also useit to spesk of how Jesus
Christ “built ahouse” for God through His
resurrection. If you do not understand the
ancient mind-set that informs the Hebrew
idiom and its attendant parabolic image,
however, you have noideahow the Proph-
etsforetold any of this.

TheHebrew idiom “raise up aseed”
has a meaning nearly synonymous with
theidiom “build ahouse,” but it appeals
to different parabolic imagery. The par-
abolic imagery in the Scriptures that is
associated with this idiom is that of a
seed-bearing plant that comes to life (in
the resurrection) when a planted seed
germinates. Although his explanation is
routinely taken to be nothing more than
the use of analogy, the Apostle Paul was
actually using this particular part of the
parabolic imagery of The Apostolic
Teaching to explain hisunderstanding of
the resurrection:

But someone will say, “How are the
dead raised? And with what kind of body
do they come?” You foal! That which
you sow does not cometo life unless it
dies; and that which you sow, you do
not sow the body which is to be, but a
bare grain, perhaps of wheat or of
something else. But God givesit a body
just as He wished, and to each of the
seeds a body of its own. All flesh is not
the sameflesh, but thereis{oneflesh} of
men, and another flesh of beasts, and an-
other flesh of birds, and another of fish.
There are also heavenly bodies and
earthly bodies, but the glory of the heav-
enlyisone, and the{glory} of theearthly
isanother. Thereisoneglory of the sun,
and another glory of the moon, and an-
other glory of the stars; for star differs
from star in glory. So also istheresur-
rection of the dead. It issown a perish-
able{body}, itisraised an imperishable
{body}; it is sown in dishonor, it is
raisedin glory; itissown in weakness, it

israised in power; it issown a natural
body, itisraisedaspiritual body. Ifthere
isanatural body, thereisalsoa spiritual
{body}. So also it is written, “ The first
MAN, Adam, BECAMEALIVINGSOUL.” The
last Adam {became} a life-giving spirit.
However, the spiritual isnot first, but the
natural; then the spiritual. Thefirst man
isfromtheearth, earthy; the second man
isfrom heaven. Asisthe earthy, so also
are those who are earthy; and asisthe
heavenly, so also are those who are
heavenly. And just as we have borne the
image of the earthy, we shall also bear
the image of the heavenly.

(1 Corinthians 15:35-49)

The parabolic imagery related to
the sun, moon, and stars is aso drawn
from his understanding of The Apostolic
Teaching. But an explanation of how
that iswill have to await some future op-
portunity. Here, | must restrict my focus
to the topic at hand—the “Seed” that
God “planted” inorder to “raise up seed”
(engender offspring) for David and the
“Seed” that Jesus Christ “planted” in or-
der to “raise up seed” (engender off-
spring) for God.

Concerning Seeds,
Shoots, and Stumps

When Jesus spoke of Himself asthe
“Seed” that God had “planted,” He
sometimes did so in parabolic state-
ments that depicted Him as the Tree Is-
rael, theFirstborn Son of God—theKing
Who is also in Himself the Kingdom of
God. (See “The Image of the King as a
Tree,” TheVoiceof Elijah, April 1991):

And He said, “How shall we picture
the kingdom of God, or by what para-
ble shall we present it? {It is} like a
mustard seed, which, when sown
upon thesoail, though itissmaller than
all the seedsthat are upon the soil, yet
when it is sown, grows up and be-
comes larger than all the garden
plants and forms large branches; so
that THE BIRDSOF THE AIR can NEST UN-
DER ITS SHADE.” And with many such
parables He was speaking theword to
them as they were able to hear it; and
Hedid not speak to themwithout a par-
able; but He was explaining every-
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thing privately to His own disciples.
(Mark 4:30-34)

Notice that Mark said Jesus taught
“the word” publicly in parables and then
explained it privately to His disciples.
That proves beyond any doubt that “the
word” wasarubricthe Early Church used
to refer to The Teaching of Jesus Christ.
As | mentioned in the lead article in this
issue [see “Counterfeiters, Con Artists
(and the Consummate Consumer)”], “the
word,” asthe Apostle Jamesused it, isa
direct reference to The Apostolic Teach-
ing. Perhaps after reading this article you
will better understand the connection be-
tween thetwo Teachings. Notice also that
Jesus has quoted phrases from Ezekiel
17:23 to let us know He understood that
particular prophecy informed His state-
ments here. Y ou will understand what He
hasin mind abit later.

Asl indicatedin Not All Israel Isls-
rael (pp. 198 ff.), the parabolic image of
a tree/vine stands squarely behind the
Hebrew idiom “cut off/cut off from.” |
mentioned (p. 199, n. 16) that Jesusfore-
told His death in the following parable:

And He {began} telling this parable:
“ A certain man had a fig tree which
had been planted in hisvineyard; and
he came looking for fruit onit, and did
not find any. And he said to the vine-
yard-keeper, ‘Behold, for three years
I have come looking for fruit on this
fig tree without finding any. Cut it
down! Why does it even use up the
ground?’ And heanswered and saidto
him, ‘Let it alone, sir, for thisyear too,
until | dig around it and put in fertil-
izer; and if it bears fruit next year,
{fine}; but if not, cut it down.””

(Luke 13:6-9)

| did not mention the Hebrew idiom
“raiseupaseed” inNot All Isradl Islsrael
because it had no direct relevance to the
subject matter of that book. Neither did |
tell you that thisidiom tiesinto the same
parabolic imagery of the tree/vine that
informsthe Hebrew idiom“ cut off/cut of f
from” and contributesto amore complete
understanding of that imagery. Inthe par-
able just quoted, Jesus has not only used
the tree image to speak concerning the
timeof Hiscrucifixionwhen Hewould be
completely “cut off,” He has also used it

to alude to His baptism as the time when
He had been “ planted” three years before
Hisdeath asthe Treein God’ s“vineyard”
—that is, in Israel. The Prophet Ezekiel
foretold that event using somewhat the
same parabolic imagery:

Thus saysthe LORD GoD, “I shall also
take{a sprig} from thelofty top of the
cedar and set {it} out; | shall pluck
from the topmost of its young twigs a
tender one, and | shall plant {it} on a
high and lofty mountain. On the high
mountain of | srael | shall plantit, that
it may bring forth boughs and bear
fruit, and become a stately cedar. And
birds of every kind will nest under it;
they will nest in the shade of its
branches. And all the trees of the field
will know that | am the LORD; | bring
down the high tree, exalt the low tree,
dry upthegreentree, and makethedry
tree flourish. | am the LORD; | have
spoken, and | will perform{it}.”
(Ezekiel 17:22-24)

The Prophets of God used the para-
bolicimagery of the Treeto mock there-
ligious beliefs of their ancient Near
Eastern neighbors. Thetype of treethese
pagan people planted for the religious
purposesthey had in mind wasrelatively
unimportant to them. Their only concern
was that it be a lush green tree because
they believed the spirits of their dead an-
cestors came back to lifein the resurrec-
tionasamember of thegod/goddesswho
lived in the tree. Obviously, those who
had an ancestral tree that grew beside
“living water"—that is beside a spring
that flowed year round—were more
blessed than those whose ancestral tree
had to be carefully tended and watered to
ensure that the spirit(s) within it contin-
uedtolive. That isprecisely thepoint the
psalmist has made:

How blessed is the man who does not
walk in the counsel of the wicked,

Nor stand in the path of sinners,

Nor sit in the seat of scoffers!

But hisdelightisinthelaw of the LORD,

And in His law he meditates day and
night.

And hewill belike atree {firmly}
planted by streams of water,

Which yieldsitsfruit in its season,

And its leaf does not wither;

Andinwhatever hedoes, heprospers.
(Psalm 1:1-3)

Y ou can see from the above quota-
tions that Jesus Christ was merely con-
tinuing the tradition of the Prophets of
Israel when He used their parabolic im-
agery to speak concerning Himself. Je-
sus Christ wasindeed the Treein Whom
the fullness of the Spirit of the Living
God resided on this Earth after His (par-
abolic) descent at Jesus’ baptism. YetHe
wasalsotheTreein Whom all I srael was
resurrected after God had “ cut of f” | srael
at the time of the crucifixion:

Behold, the Lord, the Gop of hosts,
will lop off the boughs with a
terrible crash;

Those also who aretall in stature will
be cut down,

And those who are lofty will be
abased.

And He will cut down the thickets of
the forest with an iron {axe},

And Lebanon will fall by the Mighty
One.

Then a shoot will spring from the
stem of Jesse,

And a branch from his roots will
bear fruit.

And the Spirit of the LORD will rest
on Him,

The spirit of wisdom and
under standing,

The spirit of counsel and strength,

The spirit of knowledge and the fear
of the LORD.

And He will delight in the fear of the

LORD,

And He will not judge by what His
eyes see,

Nor make a decision by what His
ears hear;

But with righteousness He will judge
the poor,

And decide with fairness for the
afflicted of the earth;

And He will strike the earth with the
rod of His mouth,

And with the breath of HislipsHe
will slay the wicked.

(Isaiah 10:33-11:4)

If you are especially keen on under-
standing the Scriptures’ use of this par-
ticular parabolic imagery, you have
probably already noted that none of the
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foregoing passages speak concerning the
time when God “planted” some kind of
“seed” in order to “raise up a seed” for
David. They only tell us how Jesus
(parabolically) becametheTreelsrael in
Which God resided when He dwelt on
the Earth as a man and how He came to
lifeintheresurrection asthe Tree Isragl,
in Which God will reside forever.

We know from reading the Prophet
Ezekiel that Jesus becamethe Tree Israel
when God took Him from the Tree | srael
asa'cutting” in order to grow anew tree.
Hecameback tolifein theresurrection as
a“shoot” that grew out of the “stump” of
the Tree Israel after that “tree” had been
“cut off.” But when was He “planted”?
The answer to that question, like every
other question pertaining to the Scrip-
tures, has a bit of atwist to its answer.

First, you must understand that, as
I’vesaid beforein Not All Israel IsIsrael
(p. 75, n. 31), God the Father can have
only one Firstborn son. That Firstborn
has always been, and will aways be,
Corporate Israel (Ex 4:22).

Second, you must understand that Je-
sus Christ did not enter this realm as the
Son of God. He was born the Son of Da-
vid. I've said it before, and I'm sure I'll
say it again. God “gave a seed” to David
through the Incarnation. To use another
Hebrew idiom, He “ built David's house”
through the Virgin Mary. So, according
to the ancient Hebrew custom under
which God gave His promise to David
through Nathan (2 Sam. 7), Jesus Christ
was not considered God's Son at birth
(Gen. 38:9). He did not become God's
Son, Corporate Isragl, until He was bap-
tized by John in the Jordan River (Matt.
3:13-17). At that time, because God had
“cut off from” Isradl al the Jews except
Jesus Christ, Jesus Christ became Cor po-
ratelsragl, the Firstborn Son of God, and
God proclaimed that fact openly (v. 17).
Thereafter, from His baptism until His
death somethree yearslater, Jesus Christ
wastheonly surviving member of Israel.

Third, you must understand that
God (parabolically) “planted” al Israel
asthe Treein which He would reside as

The Egyptian artwork above depicts the
goddess Isis watering plants growing in the
“Sea of Reeds.” The man-headed hawk rep-
resents the soul of the resurrected Pha-
raoh—the god Osiris. According to the

mythology the Prophets ridiculed in their par-
abolic statements, the deceased Pharaoh
came back to life in these plants. All who re-
mained loyal subjects during his reign were
somehow thought to be resurrected “in him.”[]

God on this Earth. He did that at Mt. Si-
nai just as Moses and the sons of Israel
stated Hewould in the song they sang af-
ter their escape from the Sea of Reeds:

“Thou wilt bring them and plant
them in the mountain of Thine
inheritance,

The place, O LorD, which Thou
hast made for Thy dwelling,

The sanctuary, O Lord, which Thy
hands have established.

The LorD shall reign forever and
ever.”

(Exodus 15:17-18)

Fourth, you must understand that,
when Nathantold David that God intended
to “build hishouse,” he aso told him God
intended to “plant” dl Isragl in “their own
place” where they would never be dis-
turbed again. (He was spesking paraboli-
cally concerning the Resurrection of Jesus
Christ, when God “ planted” Corporatels-
rael for thefinal time):

“1 will also appoint a placefor My peo-
plelsrael and will plant them, that they
may live in their own place and not be
disturbed again, nor will the wicked af-
flict them any more as formerly, even
from the day that | commanded judges
to be over My people Israel; and | will
giveyourest fromall your enemies. The
LORD also declaresto you that the LORD
will make a house for you.”

(2 Samuel 7:10-11)

Sothat’ sabrief history of the Treein
which God dwelt during Hisresidencein
this realm from the time it was “ planted”
until the time it was “cut off.” But, you
say, God dwelt in this realm only during
the brief lifetime of Jesus Christ. Not
so—unless you discount the entire Old
Testament astheheretic Marcion did, and
asmany inthe Church today seemwont to
do. (See “Did the Gnostics Really
Know?' The Voice of Elijah, October
1991, and “The Origen of Folly,” The
Voice of Elijah, January 1993.)

God took up residence in Corporate
Israel while Isragl remained camped at
thefoot of Mt. Sinai, dwellingin aTaber-
nacle (Ex. 40:34 ff.), then in the Temple
that Solomon built (1 Kings8:10-11). Je-
sus Christ was merely the Heir of the
promise Who continued on in the same
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relationship to God that Corporate | sragl
had been granted in the wilderness.
That’ swhy the Holy Spirit came down to
resume its residence in Corporate |srael
when Jesus was baptized by John (Matt.
3:13-17) inorder toratify the New Cove-
nant. But that missesthe point of the par-
abolic image of Israel asatree.

What (parabolic) “Seed” did God
“plant” a Mt. Sinai that “sprouted” and
grew into the Treelsrael ? Surely, if Israel
was a parabolic “tree” in which God
dwelt, some parabolic“ Seed” had tofirst
be “planted.” So what was that “ Seed”?
The answer is made clear by the way Je-
sus used the imagery in His parables.
Matthew 13 isoneof the best examples of
Jesus' use of the parabolic imagery that
informsthe idiom “raise up a seed”:

Onthat day Jesuswent out of the house,
and was sitting by the sea. And great
multitudes gathered to Him, so that He
got into a boat and sat down, and the
whole multitude was standing on the
beach. And He spoke many things to
themin parables, saying, “ Behold, the
sower went out to sow; and ashe sowed,
some {seeds} fell beside the road, and
the birds came and ate them up. And
othersfell upon therocky places, where
they did not have much soil; and imme-
diately they sprang up, because they
had no depth of soil. But when the sun
had risen, they were scorched; and be-
cause they had no root, they withered
away. And othersfell among thethorns,
and the thorns came up and choked
them out. And others fell on the good
soil, and yielded a crop, some a hun-
dredfold, some sixty, and some thirty.
Hewho has ears, let him hear.”
(Matthew 13:1-9)

Hisstatement, “Hewho hasears, let
him hear,” refers to the fact that every-
thing He has said will be clear to the one
who understands The Mystery of Scrip-
ture that is hidden in the Hebrew Scrip-
tures. It is intended to tell His listeners
that He has not told them anything new.
Everything can be found clearly ex-
plained (parabolically) inthewritings of
M osesand the Prophets. But, because Je-
sus had not yet been resurrected, He had
not yet revealed The Teaching to Hisdis-
ciples. Consequently, they did not un-
derstand what He was talking about. So

Hehad to explainthe parableto them pri-
vately:

“Hear then the parable of the sower.
When anyone hearstheword of theking-
dom, and does not understand it, the evil
{one} comes and snatches away what
has been sown in his heart. Thisis the
one on whom seed was sown beside the
road. And the one on whom seed was
sown on therocky places, thisisthe man
who hearstheword, andimmediatelyre-
ceives it with joy; yet he has no {firm}
root in himself, but is {only} temporary,
andwhen affliction or persecution arises
because of the word, immediately he
falls away. And the one on whom seed
was sown among the thorns, this is the
man who hearsthe word, and the worry
of the world, and the deceitfulness of
riches choke the word, and it becomes
unfruitful. And the one on whom seed
was sown on the good soil, this is the
man who hears the word and under-
stands it; who indeed bears fruit, and
brings forth, some a hundredfold, some
sixty, and some thirty.”

(Matthew 13:18-23)

Did you hear what Jesus said? He
said the “Seed” was “the word of the
kingdom.” Most people take that to
mean “the Gospel.” But they go further
and automatically assume “the word of
thekingdom” is"the Gospel” asthey un-
derstand and teach it. That assumption
can be deadly. “The word of the king-
dom” can only be “the word” as Jesus
understood and taught it, not as some-
body before or since has understood and
taught it. By that | mean it must be The
Teaching of Jesus, not the teaching of
someone else.

What if The Teaching of Jesusisthe
same “Seed”—The Teaching of Mo-
ses—that God“ planted” at Mt. Sinai. What
if it is the same “Seed” from which the
Tree of Israel grew? What if Jesus Christ
revealed that same“ Seed” to Hisdisciples
after Hisresurrection as | have repestedly
contended? (See“Where Are Jesus Disci-
ples?” The Voice of Elijah, April 1991.)
The Teaching of Moses would then be the
same as The Teaching of Jesus, and The
Teaching of Jesus would be the same as
The Apostalic Teaching. All three would
be precisdly the same “word of the king-
dom,” wouldn’t they?

If the Early Church leaders|ost their
understanding of The Apostolic Teach-
ing, however, we have a serious prob-
lem. Theonly “word” that remainstoday
can be nothing more than bits and pieces
of “theword” that Jesusand the Apostles
taught. That would explain why new Be-
lieversface so much confusion after their
initial joyous reception of the essential
outlines of “the word,” i.e., the Gospel
message of Jesus Christ. But none of that
answers the question concerning the
“seed” God “planted” in order to “raise
up a seed” for David. That is the next
parabolic image | want to explain.

You see, as| haveexplainedin The
Voice of Elijah Update, the Prophet Na-
than promised David that God would
one day “build a house” for David, that
He would “raise up a seed” for David,
should David ever need Him to be his
“Redeemer” (2 Sam. 7:1 ff.). What
“seed” do you suppose God “planted” in
order to “raiseup” that “ seed of David”?
Would it surprise you to discover it was
the same“word” He “planted” at Mt. Si-
nai? That's what John, using the same
parabolic imagery, saysit was:

And the Word became flesh, and
dwelt among us, and we beheld His
glory, glory as of the only begotten
from the Father, full of grace and
truth. John bore witness of Him, and
cried out, saying, “ This was He of
whom | said, ‘He who comes after me
hasa higher rankthan I, for He existed
before me.’” For of His fulness we
have all received, and grace upon
grace. For the Law was given through
Moses; grace and truth were realized
through Jesus Christ. No man has seen
God at any time; the only begotten
God, whoisinthebosom of the Father,
He has explained {Him}.

(John 1:14-18)

All John means is that everything
contained in “the word of the kingdom”
that Moses and the Prophets taught found
complete expression in the Person of Je-
sus Christ. In other words, Jesus Christis
the fulfillment of everything contained in
“the word” God “planted” a Mt. Sinal.
Not only did that “word” produce the
Tree Israel in which God dwelt here on
Earth, it also produced the “ Seed of Da-
vid"—that is, the physical flesh of Jesus



July 1993

21

Christ—that God had promised He
would one day “raise up” for David (2
Sam. 7). According to the same parabolic
imagery, that “ Seed” was “planted” in a
tomb only to be“raised up” (according to
the image) three days later.

The Resurrected Life

Did you know that “The Way” you
cometo beborn againisthrough the same
“Seed”—"the word of the king-
dom”—that God “planted” so long ago,
first at Mt. Sinai, theninthe Virgin Mary,
and again in Jesus Christ at His baptism?
That's what the Apostle John said right
before he wrote what we read above:

In the beginning was the Word, and
the Word waswith God, and the Word
was God. Hewasin the beginning with
God. All things came into being by
Him, and apart from Him nothing
came into being that has come into be-
ing. In Him was life, and the life was
thelight of men. And thelight shinesin
the darkness, and the darkness did not
comprehend it. There cameaman, sent
from God, whose hame was John. He
came for a witness, that he might bear
witness of the light, that all might be-
lievethrough him. Hewasnot thelight,
but {came} that he might bear witness
of the light. There was the true light
which, coming into the world, enlight-
ens every man. He was in the world,
and the world was made through Him,
and the world did not know Him. He
came to His own, and those who were
His own did not receive Him. But as
many as received Him, to them He
gave the right to become children of
God, {even} to those who believe in
His name, who were born not of
blood, nor of thewill of theflesh, nor
of the will of man, but of God.

(John 1:1-13)

John istalking about just two of the
various parabolic images in The Apos-
tolic Teaching—the “word” and the
“light”—that convey Truth regarding
the new birth. He clearly states here and
elsewhere (John 8:12; 12:46; 14:6) that
Jesus Christ isboth The Word (of Truth)
and The Light. When John says*asmany
as received Him, to them He gave the
right to become children of God,” Heis

referring to those who “receive” (be-
lieve) “the Word” that is (both mysti-
cally and parabolically) Jesus Christ.
That’ swhy he goeson to clarify what he
meansby saying“tothosewhobelievein
Hisname.” Heiscryptically referring to
the parabolic image of “the Name” as
“theWord” that Jesus Christis. (A name
isnormally aword, isn’t it?)

| could at thispoint launchinto an ex-
tended explanation of the third id-
iom—“raise up a name’—that Nathan
used in his prophecy to David concerning
the"“ Seed” Hewould “raiseup” for David
when He stepped in as his “Redeemer.”
But here | am only discussing the para-
bolic imagery in which the Spirit of God
islikened to (LIKE) a“seed,” that is, “the
word of the kingdom” that is* planted” in
new Believers so that they are born
again—that is, so that they “sprout” in
resurrected life asa*“ plant” of God.

The parabolic imagery of the
“Seed” iskey to an accurate understand-
ing of what the Apostles have written
concerning the new birth, because they
understood that metaphysical reality
only in terms of the parabolic imagery
inherent in The Apostolic Teaching. Ac-
cording to that Teaching, “the word”
“gprouts’ within the Believer and pro-
ducesa*plant” thatisalready aliveinthe
resurrection. That's what the Apostle
Paul had in mind when he wrote:

If then you have been raised up with
Christ, keep seeking thethings above,
where Christ is, seated at the right
hand of God. Set your mind on the
things above, not onthethingsthat are
on earth. For you have died and your
lifeishidden with Christ in God. When
Christ,whoisour life, isrevealed, then
you also will be revealed with Himin
glory.

(Colossians 3:1-4)

Did you catch his use of the idiom
“raise up a seed” in the expression
“raised up with Christ.” He used the
same Greek verb that Jesus did when He
used theidiom; however Jesuscombined
it with the idiom “build a house”:

The Jews therefore answered and said
to Him, “ What sign do You show to us,
seeing that You do these things?” Je-
sus answered and said to them, “ De-

stroy this temple, and in three days |
will raise it up.” The Jews therefore
said, “ It took forty-six years to build
this temple, and will You raiseit upin
three days?” But He was speaking of
the temple of His body. When there-
fore He wasraised from the dead, His
disciples remembered that He said
this;, and they believed the Scripture,
and thewor d which Jesushad spoken.
(John 2:18-22)

You will find that same Greek verb
used throughout the New Testament. Itis
often associated with the parabolic im-
agery of the birth of Jesus Christ or with
the same image of the resurrection we
arediscussing here. For example, Zacha-
rias used it to speak of the birth of Jesus
as“raising up ahorn” (Luke 1:69). That
expression is a blending of “raise up a
seed” with another Hebrew idiom the
Prophets used—“make a horn
sprout”—that has basically the same
meaning as“build ahouse” and “raiseup
aseed,” athough different parabolicim-
agery standsbehind it. But that’ sanother
story.

At timesthe Apostle Paul depictsthe
“plant” that comesto life in the resurrec-
tion as the dwelling place of the Living
Person Jesus Christ, The Word of God.
Evenwhen hetalksabout the*inner man”
(Eph. 3:16), or the* new self” (Eph. 4:24),
he hasin mind the “plant” growing from
the “Seed” of The Apostolic Teach-
ing—Jesus Christ, The Word of God.

In the New Testament writings, The
Teaching isvariously called “theword,”
“the word of truth,” “the word of prom-
ise” “the word of life,” “the word of
Christ,” “theword of God,” etc. In every
instance it refers to the Old Testament
Gospel message that was fulfilled in Je-
sus Christ, and it has behind it the para-
bolicimagery of theBeliever asa“ plant”
that is supposed to grow and “bear fruit”
for God. Sometimes that parabolic im-
agery isbrought to thefore and made ex-
plicit asitisintheletter the Apostle Paul
wrote to the Colossians:

We give thanks to God, the Father of
our Lord Jesus Chrigt, praying always
for you, since we heard of your faithin
Christ Jesus and the love which you
have for all the saints; because of the
hopelaid up for you in heaven, of which
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you previously heard in the word of
truth, the gospel, which has come to
you, just asin all the world also it is
constantly bearing fruit and increas-
ing, even as{it has been doing} in you
also sincetheday you heard {of it} and
understood the grace of God in truth;
just asyou learned {it} from Epaphras,
our bel oved fellow bond-servant, whois
a faithful servant of Christ on our be-
half, and he also informed us of your
love in the Spirit.

(Colossians 1:3-8)

Don't you find that intriguing? Paul
isn't using asimple analogy. He' s speak-
ing in terms of the parabolic imagery of
The Teaching. That's made more evident
by thefact that the Apostle Peter has used
the same parabolic imagery (and com-
bined it with another parabolic image re-
lated to the“tableof theLord”) in order to
exhort Believers to continue doing what
is necessary to grow in their faith:

Snce you have in obedience to the

truth purified your souls for a sincere

love of the brethren, fervently love one

another from the heart, for you have

been born again not of seed which is

perishable but imperishable, {that is},

through the living and abiding word

of God. For,

“ ALL FLESH ISLIKE GRASS,

AND ALL ITSGLORY LIKE THE FLOWER
OF GRASS,

THE GRASSWITHERS,

AND THE FLOWER FALLS OFF,

BUT THE WORD OF THE LORD ABIDES
FOREVER.”

And this is the word which was

preached to you. Therefore, putting

aside all malice and all guile and hy-

pocrisy and envy and all slander, like

newborn babes, long for the puremilk

of theword, that by it you may growin

respect to salvation, if you have tasted

the kindness of the Lord.

(1 Peter 1:22-2:3)

Peter may have been a simple fish-
erman, but he was certainly no slouch
when it came to grasping and succinctly
stating thecrux of anissue. If youwant to
“abideforever,” thereisonly one“Way”
toaccomplishthat goal, becausethe only
“plant” that will never dieis The Word of
God. First, you must “put aside” the

things you have been doing that you
know to bewrong. Then you must “long
for the pure milk of the word.”

Godisgoingto seetoit that thosetwo

essentials condemn awhole bunch of peo-
plewho think the Chritian lifeisall “say”
and no “do.” What wasit the Apostle Paul

said?“ They did not receive the love of the
truth so as to be saved” (2 Thess. 2:10).
But | don’t want to get sidetracked on that
here. Let’s presson.

I’vealready explainedinthelead ar-
ticle for this issue [see “Counterfeiters,
Con Artists (and the Consummate Con-
sumer)”] that James said more or lessthe
same thing as Peter said above:

Inthe exerciseof Hiswill He brought
us forth by the word of truth, so that
we might be, asit were, thefirst fruits
among His creatures. {This} you
know, my beloved brethren. But let ev-
eryone be quick to hear, slow to speak
{and} slow to anger; for the anger of
man does not achieve the righteous-
ness of God. Therefore putting aside
all filthiness and {all} that remains of
wickedness, in humility receive the
word implanted, which isable to save
your souls. But proveyourselvesdoers
of the word, and not merely hearers
who delude themsel ves.

(James 1:18-22)

Now do you understand why James
used the word “implanted”? He had in
mind the parabolic imagery we are dis-
cussing here. According to the parabolic
imagery of “theword” asa“seed,” if “the
word” has been “planted” in you, it will
“sprout” and produce a new “plant.”
That “plant” is the same “plant” that
grew fromthe* Seed” that God “ planted”
at Mt. Sinal. It is the same “plant” that
God “rooted” at the baptism of Jesus. Itis
“the word of Christ.” Not surprisingly,
the Apostle Paul made clear that True
Believers are expected to permit that
“word” to “dwell within” them:

Let the word of Christ richly dwell
within you, with all wisdom teaching
and admonishing one another with
psalms {and} hymns {and} spiritual
songs, singing with thankfulness in
your heartsto God.

(Colossians 3:16)

If a person allows “the word” to
“dwell within” them, accepting and be-
lieving that “word” as the Truth accord-
ing to which they must live, that “word”
will “sprout” and grow. With proper
care, The Word will then prove Himself
tobeaSpirit,aLiving Being, fully ableto
overcome this present world:

And for this reason we also constantly
thank God that when you received from
usthe word of God' s message, you ac-
cepted {it} not {as} the word of men,
but {for} what it really is, the word of
God, which also performsitswork in
you who believe.

(1 Thessalonians 2:13)

The simple act of the will whereby
the Believer decides to “walk in the
Spirit"—that is, meditate on “the word”
—will provide al that is necessary to
overcome the temptation to sin. More-
over, if the Believer continuesto let The
Word accomplish His work within, that
eternally Living “Plant”—the Spirit of
Jesus Christ—will produce certain
“fruit” just as the Apostle Paul said:

But | say, walk by the Spirit, and you
will not carry out thedesireof theflesh.
For the flesh setsitsdesire against the
Soirit, and the Spirit against the flesh;
for these are in opposition to one an-
other, sothat you may not do thethings
that you please. But if you are led by
the Spirit, you are not under the Law.
Now the deeds of the flesh are evident,
which are: immorality, impurity, sen-
suality, idolatry, sorcery, enmities,
strife, jealousy, outburstsof anger, dis-
putes, dissensions, factions, envying,
drunkenness, carousing, and things
like these, of which | forewarn you just
as | have forewarned you that those
who practice such things shall not in-
herit the kingdom of God. But thefruit
of the Spirit is love, joy, peace, pa-
tience, kindness, goodness, faithful-
ness, gentleness, self-control; against
such thingsthereisno law. Now those
who belong to Christ Jesus have cruci-
fied the flesh with its passions and de-
sires. If welive by the Spirit, let usalso
walk by the Spirit. Let us not become
boastful, challenging one another, en-
vying one another.

(Galatians 5:16-26)
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If the parabolic “Plant” of the Spirit,
The Word of God, is to grow strong and
healthy within the Believer so that it pro-
duces “fruit,” it must be tended. 1ts most
necessary requirement is “water.” Can
the“plant” of the Spirit “water” Himself?
Of course not. He must be “watered” by
someone whom God has appointed to ac-
complish that task. Would it surprise you
tofind that the“water” necessary for spir-
itual growth is The Teaching? | hope not.
That isexactly what it is:

What then is Apollos? And what is
Paul? Servants through whom you be-
lieved, evenasthe Lord gave{opportu-
nity} to each one. | planted, Apollos
watered, but God was causing the
growth. So then neither the one who
plants nor the one who watersis any-
thing, but God who causesthegrowth.
Now he who plants and he who waters
are one; but each will receive his own
reward according to his own labor.
For we are God' s fellow workers; you
are God'sfield, God’ s building.

(1 Corinthians 3:5-9)

Paul’ s point in comparing hisminis-
try with that of Apollosisthat no matter
how eloquently or ineloquently The
Teaching is presented, the Teacher can
claim no credit for what isaccomplished
in the Believer. That accomplishment
must be attributed solely to the working
of TheWord withinthe Believer. If noth-
ing is accomplished in the one who has
opportunity to hear the Truth of The
Teaching, however, thefault canonly lie
with the person who has heard. God will
not hold that one guiltless:

Therefore leaving the elementary
teaching about the Christ, let us press
ontomaturity, not laying again afoun-
dation of repentance from dead works
and of faith toward God, of instruction
about washings, and laying on of
hands, and the resurrection of the
dead, and eternal judgment. And this
we shall do, if God permits. For in the
case of those who have once been en-
lightened and havetasted of the heav-
enly gift and have been made
partakers of theHoly Spirit, and have
tasted the good word of God and the
powers of the age to come, and {then}
havefallen away, itisimpossibletore-

new them again to repentance, since
they again crucify to themselves the
Son of God, and put Him to open
shame. For ground that drinks the
rain which often falls upon it and
bringsforth vegetation useful to those
for whosesakeitisalsotilled, receives
a blessing from God; but if it yields
thornsand thistles, itisworthlessand
close to being cursed, and it ends up
being burned.

(Hebrews 6:1-8)

That's not a warning to be taken
lightly. It is possible to hear the Truth
and convince yourself and others that
you believe, yet still be “ground” that
produces “plants’ that prove you did not
believe at all. James has already warned
you about saying and not doing. [See
“Counterfeiters, Con Artists (and the
Consummate Consumer)” inthisissue.]

You can see then that spiritual
growth occurs as the result of just one
thing: hearing and believing the Truth of
The Teaching—The Word of God, Jesus
Christ. Will growth occur from hearing
and believing a lie? Never. Will growth
occur from a Believer “figuring out”
things on his/her own? Hardly, but there
will always be those fools who try.

God has always placed His divine
cal on the life of those whom He has
sovereignly chosen to fill the various
ministerial offices in the Church. One
could hardly be stupid enough to believe
everyone who claimsto have the call of
God today. Those who have no more to
substantiate their “calling” than an inner
“urge” to minister to others would do
well to reconsider their situation. God
will not judge lightly those who carry
false credentials.

Ontheother hand, thosewho ignore
the ministry of one whom God has ap-
pointed do so at their peril. They will ul-
timately find they have rejected the
Truth in favor of alie. In contrast to the
True Believer who will “abide forever”
in The Word of God, Jesus Christ, those
foolswill continueto wander forever “in
the futility of their mind”:

And He gave some {as} apostles, and
some {as} prophets, and some {as}
evangelists, and some {as} pastorsand
teachers, for the equipping of the
saints for the work of service, to the
building up of thebody of Christ; until
we all attain to the unity of the faith,
and of the knowledge of the Son of
God, to a mature man, to the measure
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The above depicts a faithful servant wa-
tering the plants in which the deceased Pha-
raoh—the god Osiris—came to life in the

resurrection. God appropriated the imagery
and used it to speak parabolically concerning
the Resurrection of Jesus Christ. []
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of the stature which belongs to the
fulnessof Christ. Asaresult, weareno
longer to be children, tossed here and
there by waves, and carried about by
everywind of doctrine, by thetrickery of
men, by craftiness in deceitful schem-
ing; but speaking the truth in love, we
are to grow up in all {aspects} into
Him, who is the head, {even} Chrigt,
fromwhomthe whole body, being fitted
and held together by that which every
joint supplies, according to the proper
working of eachindividual part, causes
the growth of the body for the building
up of itselfin love. This| say therefore,
and affirm together with the Lord, that
you walk no longer just asthe Gentiles
also walk, in the futility of their mind,
being darkened in their understand-
ing, excluded from thelife of God, be-
cause of theignorancethat isin them,
because of the hardnessof their heart;
and they, having become callous, have
given themselves over to sensuality, for
the practice of every kind of impurity
with greediness. But you did not learn
Chrigt in thisway, if indeed you have
heard Him and have been taught in
Him, just as truth isin Jesus, that, in
reference to your former manner of
life, you lay aside the old self, which is
being corrupted in accordance with the
lusts of deceit, and that you berenewed
in the spirit of your mind, and put on
the new self, which in {the likeness of}
God hashbeen created in righteousness
and holiness of the truth.

(Ephesians 4:11-24)

Did you hear what he said about
“the truth” and those who “walk, in the
futility of their mind, being darkened in
their understanding, excluded from the
lifeof God, because of theignorancethat
isin them”? He knew “the life of God”
derivesfrom “the truth.” And He' stalk-
ing about people like those today who
think the Truth can be one thing to one
person and another thing to another per-
son. Peoplelikethat don’t care about the
Truth. They are perfectly content believ-
ing whatever they choose to believe.

Did you understand what Paul
meant when he said “you did not learn
Christ in this way, if indeed you have
heard Him and have been taught in Him,
just astruthisin Jesus’? He hasin mind

Jesus Christ as The Word of God—The
Teaching. An understanding of that
“word” is not something that God in-
tended to be treated casually. It is some-
thing the True Believer should strive to
attain. Asthe Apostle Peter has admon-
ished us, we should all, “like newborn
babes, long for the pure milk of theword,
that by it you may grow in respect to sal-
vation” (1 Pet. 2:2).

How in the world do you suppose
new Believers are going to grow in the
Church today with all the idle specula-
tion that goes on there? They aren't.
Most are going to diefor lack of “water”
in the “drought” that Amos predicted
(Amos8:11-12). But it’ snot my respon-
sibility to distribute the “Latter Rain”
that will “water” the “plants’ in God’'s
“garden.” If you areaTrue Believer and
you'veread what I’ ve written, you must
understand I’ ve done my part. The obli-
gation now lies with you. And the one
who has ears to hear will hear.

Sow Tare Seeds
You Get Tare Plants

There is another bit of a problem
that “cropsup” inregard to the* Planting
of the Lord,” however. After the Apos-
tles began “sowing the Seed” of The
Word, Satan sent out his own agents to
“sow seed”—his own “seed.” That
“seed” was a“word” just as the “ Seed”
that Jesus “sowed” was The Word. Sa-
tan’s"seed” “ sprouted” inthose who be-
lieved it just asthe “ Seed” of The Word
“sprouted” inthosewho believedit. And
Satan’s “seed” produced “plants’ that
claimed to be the Lord’s “Planting” but
weren't. | thought it might interest youto
read what the Early Church Father
Ignatius, a contemporary of Polycarp,
wroteto the Ephesians shortly before his
martyrdom in the early second century:

“But | have learned that certain per-
sons passed through you from yon-
der, bringing evil doctrine; whom ye
suffered not to sow seed in you, for ye
stopped your ears, sothat yemight not
receive the seed sown by them; foras-
much as ye are stones of a temple,
which wer e prepared beforehand for a
building of God the Father, being

hoisted up to the heights through the
engine of Jesus Christ, which is the
Cross, and using for a rope the Holy
Spirit; while your faith is your wind-
lass, and loveistheway that |leadeth up
to God. So then ye are all companions
in the way, carrying your God and
your shrine, your Christ and your holy
things, being arrayed fromhead to foot
inthecommandments of JesusChrist.”

(. Ignatius, To the Ephesians,

J.B. Lightfoot, The Apostolic Fathers)

He goes on from there, but you can
see he has packed an incredible amount
of parabolic imagery in those few
words: The Seed, The House, The Tree,
The Way, and The Robe. My point is
merely that the leaders of the Early
Church continued speaking in the para-
bolicimagery of The Apostolic Teaching
long after the Apostles died. You can
find it in the writings of al the extant
Christian literature of the second century
as well asin the Gnostic literature. Un-
fortunately the Church lost most of the
information contained in that Teaching
sometime around A.D. 200. So we have
had to make do with the remnantsfor the
past 1,800 years. For “the Many,” that is
about to change.

Just as the “planting of the Lord”
has continued to produce “seed” that
yielded yet more “plants” down through
the centuries, “plants’ have also contin-
ued to “sprout” from the “seed” that Sa-
tan “planted.” Those noxious herbs have
been around since the time of the Apos-
tles, spouting the lies embodied in what-
ever “word” of Satan they believe. It has
long been a situation in search of arem-
edy, but what could be done?

Interestingly enough, Jesus used the
parabolic imagery associated with the
Hebrew idiom “raise up aseed” to speak
concerning their situation also:

He presented another parable to them,
saying, “ Thekingdom of heaven may be
compared to a man who sowed good
seed in his field. But while men were
slegping, his enemy came and sowed
tares also among the wheat, and went
away. But when the wheat sprang up
and bore grain, then the tares became
evident also. And the slaves of the land-
owner came and said to him, ‘ Sr, did
you nhot sow good seed in your field?
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How then does it have tares? And he
said to them, * An enemy has donethis!’
And the daves said to him, ‘Do you
want us, then, to go and gather them
up? Buthesaid, ' No; lest whileyou are
gathering up thetares, you may root up
thewheat with them. Allow bothto grow
together until the harvest; and in the
time of theharvest | will say tothereap-
ers, “ First gather up thetares and bind
them in bundles to burn them up; but
gather the wheat into my barn.”"”
(Matthew 13:24-30)

Later, He explained the parable to
Hisdisciples:

Then He left the multitudes, and went
into the house. And His disciples came
to Him, saying, “ Explain to usthe par-
able of the tares of the field.” And He
answered and said, “ The one who
sows the good seed is the Son of Man,
and the field isthe world; and {as for}
the good seed, these are the sons of the
kingdom; and the tares are the sons of
the evil {one}; and the enemy who
sowed themisthedevil, and the harvest
is the end of the age; and the reapers
are angels. Therefore just as the tares
are gathered up and burned with fire,
so shall it be at the end of the age. The
Son of Man will send forth His angels,
andtheywill gather out of Hiskingdom
all stumbling blocks, and those who
commit lawl essness, and will cast them
into the furnace of fire; in that place
thereshall be weeping and gnashing of
teeth. Then THE RIGHTEOUSWILL SHINE
FORTH AS THE SUN in the kingdom of
their Father. Hewho has ears, let him
hear.”

(Matthew 13:36-43)

That Satan! Isn’t he just the most
dastardly fellow you could ever imag-
ine? | certainly wouldn’t want to spend
eternity with him, would you? He did
something completely ridiculousjust be-
cause he thought he could ruin a per-
fectly good crop. But did you notice
Jesus said it again: “Hewho has ears, let
him hear” ? He knew the onewho had in-
sight into the Old Testament Gospel of
Jesus Christ would understand when the
time came. He has also alluded to Daniel
12:3. | wonder what that’s all about?
[Editor: He's aluding to things he has

written in past issues, particularly in the
April 1992 issue.] Never mind. He who
has ears, let him hear.

Although Jesus said Satan’s objec-
tive will not be accomplished, how do
you suppose anyone could ever distin-
guish between the “plants’ that Satan
“planted” and the “Plants’ that grew
fromthe" Seed” that Jesus“ sowed” ? Ac-
tually, it’sfairly easy. Jesus said all you
have to do is examine their “fruit”:

“Beware of the false prophets, who
cometoyouinsheep’ sclothing, butin-
wardly are ravenous wolves. You will
know them by their fruits. Grapesare
not gathered fromthorn {bushes}, nor
figs from thistles, are they? Even so,
every good tree bears good fruit; but
the bad tree bears bad fruit. A good
treecannot producebad fruit, nor can
a bad tree produce good fruit. Every
treethat doesnot bear good fruitiscut
down and thrown into the fire. So
then, you will know them by their
fruits. Not everyone who says to Me,
‘Lord, Lord,” will enter the kingdom
of heaven; but he who doesthewill of
My Father who is in heaven. Many
will sayto Meonthat day, ‘Lord, Lord,
did we not prophesy in Your name, and
in Your name cast out demons, and in
Your name perform many miracles?’
Andthen| will declaretothem, ‘| never
knew you; DEPART FROM ME, YOU WHO
PRACTICE LAWLESSNESS."”

(Matthew 7:15-23)

Didyou hear what Hesaid about “ he
who does the will of My Father”? That
sounds a lot like what James said about
being “ doers of theword and not hearers
only,” doesn't it? [See “ Counterfeiters,
Con Artists (and the Consummate Con-
sumer)” in this issue] But just think
about it for a minute: Can you imagine
what ashock it isgoing to be when those
who have swallowed one of the “seeds”
Satan has* sowed” stand beforetheLord
only to hear Him say, “l never knew
you”?

But how would they know? They
firmly believed alie that told them they
were God’ s favorite child when, in fact,
they wereheaded for hell in ahandbasket
of Satan’s own making. You know
what? |I'd almost guarantee they turned
down an opportunity to hear the Truth

somewhere along “ The Way.” Wouldn't
that be something? Fools do that sort of
thing, you know.

They haven't considered the fact
that the Jesus they think is so harmless
demonstrated (parabolically) a rather
nasty attitude toward “trees’ that don’t
“bear fruit”:

And on the next day, when they had de-
parted from Bethany, He became hun-
gry. And seeing at a distance afig tree
in leaf, He went {to see} if perhaps He
wouldfind anything onit; andwhenHe
came to it, He found nothing but
leaves, for it was not the season for
figs. And He answered and said to it,
“May no one ever eat fruit from you
again!” And Hisdiscipleswerelisten-
ing. And they came to Jerusalem. And
He entered the temple and began to
cast out those who were buying and
selling in the temple, and overturned
the tables of the moneychangers and
the seats of those who were selling
doves; and He would not permit any-
oneto carry goods through the temple.
And He {began} to teach and say to
them, “Is it not written, ‘MY HOUSE
SHALL BE CALLED A HOUSE OF PRAYER
FOR ALL THE NATIONS ? But you have
madeita ROBBERS DEN.” And the chief
priests and the scribes heard {this},
and {began} seeking how to destroy
Him; for they were afraid of Him, for
all the multitude was astonished at His
teaching. And whenever evening came,
they would go out of the city. And as
they were passing by in the morning,
they sawthefigtreewithered fromthe
roots {up}. And being reminded, Peter
said to Him, “ Rabbi, behold, the fig
tree which You cursed has withered.”
(Mark 11:12-21)

It is nothing remarkable that Mark
put these two accounts side by side, con-
sidering the fact that, in cursing the tree
and in driving the moneychangers out of
the Temple, Jesus was parabolically
pantomiming His contempt for those
“plants’ in the “house” of God who re-
fuse to “bear fruit” as they should.
Therefore, | know the wise will make
surethat isnot thestatusof their relation-
ship with Christ. | am equally as confi-
dent that the one who has ears to hear
will hear. m
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with us and make this ministry your own? Everybody

can do something. Some can do more than others.

The Word of God is easier to memorize when it has
Please do what you can:

been set to music. That’s why The Elijah Project has
taken key passages from the Prophets and the Psalms,
PI'CIY for our work. combined them with catchy melodies, and produced

Scripture Songs, Volumes 1 & 2. Not only will they
Tell others. keep a song in your heart, they will help you hide the

Give a gift subscription Word of God away also.
to a friend.

Give Not All Israel Is Israel
to a friend.

Give a one-time gift.

Become a Monthly
Contributor.

o ) ‘ Thy Word have I hid in mine heart,
Time is short. Much remains to be done. Please )27 That I might not sin against Thee.

stand with us in this ministry. Contributions are — Psalm 119:11
tax-deductible. 100% of all contributions go to out-

reach. No salaries are paid. To Order, use the Order Form

What You Don’t Know Can Sometimes Hurt You!

Did you know that for over one hundred and fifty years all the leaders of the Early Church
understood there was but one correct understanding of the message of the Old Testament?
Were you also aware that all Christians in the Early Church respected and recognized their
leaders as having the God-given authority to teach the correct understanding of God’s Word
to His People? Can you believe none of these men interpreted Scripture for themselves?

Obviously, that doesn’t describe the Church today. With a church on every corner
preaching a different interpretation of Scripture and believers picking and choosing as
they deem fit, it doesn’t seem possible it could have ever been otherwise, does it?

Yet it was a reality in the Early Church for well over a century. So, what happened?

If you thrive on the constant bickering and fighting found in the Church of today, that
question isn’t even relevant. Obviously, you believe you can go right on arguing your way
to the Truth. But some of us don’t.

o [f you look around you in the Ghurch today, and things
just don’t seem quite right, this book is for you.

e And if you believe the Scriptures should have
hut one clear message, this hook is for you.

o And if you believe it only makes sense that the Church
took a wrong turn somewhere along the way, this book is for you.

Things aren’t right in the Church today. And there is but one simple message
to be found in the Bible. And the Church did take a wrong turn quite some time back.
Around A.D. 200, the Church did exactly what the Old Testament tells us Israel did
before: It turned away from The Apostolic Teaching. So, if you want to know the Truth,
this book is for you. Order your copy now. Why should The Mystery of Scripture
remain a mystery any longer?

To Order, use the Order Form




Where Did That Come From?

+ How did the novel notion that God loves everybody find its

way into fundamentalist beliefs? F undaantahsm
+ Where did Dispensationalism originate? Amencﬁ Iil}Cllltlll'E
< How did it come to be a part of fundamental doctrine? J—
<+ How did Fundamentalism become identified with O TWENTIE TGN R

ignorance and narrow-mindedness?

< What did William Jennings Bryan, former Democratic Party
leader, presidential candidate, and Secretary of State for
Woodrow Wilson, contribute to the fundamentalist image?
Doyou consider yourself aChristian Fundamentalist? Haveyou ever wondered where
some of the fundamentalist doctrines came from? Areyou starting to think some of what

you' ve been taught needs to be validated? If so, Fundamentalism and American Culture:
The Shaping of Twentieth-Century Evangelicalism, 1870-1925 by George Marsden will
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answer many of the questions you might have about the roots of your beliefs.

To Order, use the Order Form

Here Are a Courle of (Actually
Three) Good Rules to Live By:

A. B. Simpson was a man who took his religious be-
liefs seriously. His personal diary reveals he lived his life
in constant preparation to meet the One he knew and
loved. At the age of eighty he was still seeking a closer
walk with the Lord. But he was never one to argue about
religion and dispute what others believed. He apparently
felt Christian life was better spent worshipping and
fellowshipping with other Believers who had the same
love for the Lord that he had.

Life was much simpler in Simpson’s day, but some
things never change. So if you’re looking for an example
to follow in these Last Days, you couldn’t do much better
than A. B. Simpson. He was a well-known Christian
leader around the turn of last century—when God’s Spirit
was working phenomenal wonders among Believers
throughout the world. Never a Pentecostal himself,
Simpson walked the high road at a time when Satan’s
agents were working night and day—~both sides against
the middle—to introduce controversy that would stop (or
at least slow down) the mighty outpouring of God’s Holy
Spirit.

1. Never Argue About Religion Or Politics.
2. Always Be Prepared To Die And Pay Taxes.
3. Don’t Traffic With People Who Break These Rules.
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Who is Israel?

According to Scripture, Israel is the descendants
of Jacob, heir to God’s promise to the patriarchs,
Abraham, lsaac, and Jacob. But did you
know that Scripture also says an
individual could be “cut off from”
Israel?

Today, the nation of Israel—the Jews living
in the land occupied by biblical Israel—
claim to be Israel, heirs to the promises
God gave to Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob.
But are they really?

What if all Israel was “cut off?”

John the Baptist warned it could happen. (Matt. 3:10)
The Apostle Paul said it did happen. (Rom. 11:11-24)

Here for the first time ever, in simple, easy-to-read English, one book finally explains
this intricate message of Scripture hidden for so long in the Hebrew idiom. Read and
discover for yourself how Not All Israel Is Israel.

To Order, use the Order Form






