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The Better Part of Wisdom

Thearticles| have written for pub-
lication in The Voice of Elijah newdlet-
ter over the past four years have ranged
far and wide, covering abroad spectrum
of topics. For those who have been read-
ing along sincethefirst issue, that excur-
sion may have seemed a hit of avagary.
That is not exactly the case. | have been
systematically putting together argu-
ments in support of my contention that

the Church today is far from being what
God intended because the Early Church
lost The Apostolic Teaching.

Over the past two years, however,
my task has become somewhat more
complicated because | have been provid-
ing information to readers on three dif-
ferent levels. First, there is the
information in the articles | write for
thosewho subscribeto The Voiceof Eli-

HISTORY AND CHRISTIAN ORTHODOXY

How the West Became “ Christian” :
Constantine and the Church

Shortly after theturn of thefourth century, radical changes—both political
and religious—set the course for the future development of the “Christian
West.” Various individual s brought about those changes, but none so much as
the Roman Emperor “ Constantine the Great.” Secular historians readily recog-
nize Constantine' s shrewdness and adeptness in political opportunism. Chris-
tian historians debate the nature of hisinfluence on the Church.

One can gain abasic understanding of Constantine’ s character from asur-
vey of thehistorical eventsthat led up to hisgaining control of thewestern half of
the Roman Empirein A.D. 312 and hisissuing of the “Edict of Milan” in A.D.
313. | will only summarize those events here. Those who desire to explore the
subject further may consult the bibliography of sources listed at the end of this
article. The complete account readslike an epic novel, with intrigue and subter-
fuge at every turn. Clearly, only the consummate politician could have success-
fully navigated such treacherous political seas.

Inseekinginsightinto Constantine’ s“ Christianizing” of theRoman Empire,
it isaso helpful to understand developments within the Christian Church during
thelast haf of thethird century. When Emperor Gallienusissued the Edict of Tol-
eration in A.D. 261, he brought to an end a decade which included persecutions
initiated by Decius and Vaerian. The Church then experienced over 40 years of
peaceful growth and prosperity. During that time, a huge influx of “Christian”

See Constantine on Page 20

jah newsletter. Second, | make
additional information available in the
articles | write for distribution to the
Monthly Contributors in The Voice of
Elijah Update. Third, | provide monthly
audio tapesto thosewho havejoined The
Next Step program.

Thearticlespublishedin TheVoice
of Elijah newsletter are supposed to fill
in gaps between things | have explained
inthebooks | havewritten and thethings
| have explained on the other two levels.
For the most part, they have treated
Church history after A.D. 200. By con-
trast, the articlesin The Voice of Elijah
Update deal with Church history and
Christian literature prior to A.D. 200.
The Next Step tapes contain an even
more comprehensiveexplanation of how
the things | teach fit together in a coher-
ent whole.

Thechallengel havefaced over the
last two years lies in coordinating the
material presented in the articlesin The
Voice of Elijah newdletter so that it is
meaningful toreaderson all threelevels.
| have not always been successful. How-
ever, it occurred to me recently that was
probably because | had not focused on
providing information for those on the
third level while tailoring the presenta-
tion of the material for readers on the
othertwolevels. | will try todothat inthe
future as much as | possibly can.

In the April 1994 issue | included
an article that supplied background in-
formation for things | was planning to
present to The Next Step participants.
(See “Some People Will Make Light of
Anything,” The Voice of Elijah, April

See Wisdom on Page 3
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Lots of changes have occurred here in
the last three months. In June, Ken Brooks
took over as President and Executive Editor
of The Voice of Elijah. Ken has been sup-
porting this ministry in various ways since
its beginning. He succeeds Mike Clay who
isnow working directly with The Elijah Project. God willing, thiswill free up
more of Larry Harper’ stime, allowing him to concentrate on writing. We have
also directed resources away from the intensive direct mail campaigns of the
first half of thisyear and towards providing you, our subscribers, with more of
theinformation you have been requesting. Wehavealready begunto seethere-
sults. The Elijah Project recently published the final draft of The Mystery of
Scripture, Volume 1 which we sent out immediately to those who have been
waiting patiently for its publication. The final, perfect bound version of the
book should follow shortly. But The Elijah Project didn’t want to keep every-
one waiting while the manuscript undergoes afinal edit, creation of anindex,
etc. Asyou read thefirst volume | am sure you will find the wait has been well
worth it.

Those of you who are new subscribers may not realizealot of people have
beenwaiting aslong astwo and ahalf yearsfor thisbook. Originally, The Mys-
tery of Scripturewasgoing to beashort, 5070 page booklet slated for publica-
tion in January 1991. It soon became obvious, however, that to coherently
present the evidence available, the publication was going to have to be much
larger. Today, with thefirst volume almost completed, we arelooking at afour
volume set of 250-300 pages per volume. If you are seeking to understand the
Old Testament, you really should read The Mystery of Scripture, Volume 1.
Y ou can use the Order Form at the back of thisissue to order a copy. We are
sending thefinal draft for now. Y ouwill receiveafinal, perfect bound copy ina
few months. Once The Mystery of Scripture, Volume 1iscomplete, The Elijah
Project plansto begin focusing on some of the other projectsthat have been put
on the back burner due to lack of time and funds. The list includes Larry
Harper’ stestimony, God Called, | Answered; atopical index for The Voice of
Elijah newsletter; and, of course, the video project, which is now well under-
way. All of these projects are along way from completion, but by refocusing
our efforts, wehopeto bring at least some of theseto you over thenext year.

Speaking of new publications, we have had an extremely positive re-
sponse to The Way, The Truth, The Life, the eight-tape seminar series. Itisen-
couraging to hear that you are benefiting from this series. We were convinced
of itsvalue from the start and are glad you feel the same. It is by far the most
complete source we haveto offer anyone who wantsto know what we believe.
One reader wrote:

This[ TheWay, The Truth, TheLife] isan excellent seriesof tapes. Thanksfor
all thework you’ ve put into making thissuch a great sour ce of information.

Allen F., Kechi, KS
EE; F} x;

I‘etters
E ditor

tor the

Y ou’re welcome.
Yoursin Him,
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Wisdom
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1994.) | havesincecovered that informa-
tionin The Next Step tapes, so | want to
follow it up with this article. Nonethe-
less, the things presented here should be
informativetoreadersat all threelevels.

I f Wisdom
Were a Woman

In Proverbs 7-9, Solomon paraboli-
cally contrasts the Harlot woman de-
scribed in Isaiah 47, Zephaniah 2-3 and
Revelation 14-18 (among others) with
Wisdom, which he also depicts paraboli-
cally asawoman. The Prophets, especially
Isaiah, took up the parabolicimagery con-
cerning the women they found mentioned
in Proverbs and further developed itinto a
message concerning the fate of two cit-
ies—Babylon and Jerusalem.

The Apostle Paul also picked up
the parabolic image of the two women
mentioned in Proverbs, but he put a
dightly different twist onitin hisletter to
the Galatians:

Tell me, you who want to be under law,
do you not listen to the law? For it is
written that Abrahamhad two sons, one
by the bondwoman and one by the free
woman. But the son by the bondwoman
was born according to theflesh, and the
son by the free woman through the
promise. Thisisallegorically speaking:
for these {women} are two covenants,
one {proceeding} from Mount Snai
bearing children who are to be daves,
sheisHagar. Now thisHagar isMount
Sinai in Arabia, and correspondstothe
present Jerusalem, for sheisin davery
with her children. But the Jerusalem
aboveisfree; sheisour mother. Foritis
written,

“ REJOICE, BARREN WOMAN WHO DOES
NOT BEAR,;

BREAK FORTH AND SHOUT, YOU WHO
ARE NOT IN LABOR,;

FOR MORE ARE THE CHILDREN OF THE

DESOLATE

THAN OF THE ONE WHO HASA
HUSBAND.”

And you brethren, like | saac, are chil-
dren of promise. But as at that time he
who was born according to the flesh
per secuted him{who wasborn} accord-
ing to the Spirit, so it is now also. But
what does the Scripture say?

“ CAST OUT THE BONDWOMAN AND HER
ON,

FOR THE SON OF THE BONDWOMAN
SHALL NOT BE AN HEIRWITH THE SON
OF THE FREE WOMAN.”

So then, brethren, weare not children of

a bondwoman, but of the free woman.

(Galatians 4:21-31)

Paul sees Sarah and Hagar as re-
spectively representing the heavenly Je-
rusalem and the earthly Jerusalem. He
doesn’t tell us he got his information
from what the Prophets wrote concern-
ing Babylon and Jerusalem. Yet, be-
cause the point of his discussion is
inheritance, and because he quotes I sa-
iah 54 inverse 27, itisobvious the basis
for what he saysliesin the parabolicim-
age of levirate marriage as it is used by
the Prophets.

Paul is elaborating on what the
Prophets, especially Isaiah, said con-
cerning lIsrael’s inheritance of the
promise. Isaiah repeatedly depicts God
as the Levir—that is, as the “Re-
deemer”—Who will “build ahouse” for
the deceased Son of God through the
woman, Wisdom. That iswhy Paul talks
about the Believer asan heir born of that
woman, the heavenly Jerusalem.

The specific purpose of levirate
marriage wasto provide an heir for ade-
ceased Israelite. Paul knew that. He

“The Prophets, especially | saiah, took up the
par abolic imagery concerning the women they
found mentioned in Proverbs and further
developed it into a message concerning the fate
of two cities—Babylon and Jerusalem.”

“Paul sees Sarah and
Hagar as respectively
representing the
heavenly Jerusalem
and the earthly
Jerusalem.”

brought up the issue of the two cove-
nants, however, because he aso knew
the Pharisees’ distortion of The Teach-
ing of Moses will lead to the appearance
of Satan asthe Antichrist in response to
the messianic expectations of the Jewsin
our own time. (See “That's Why He's
Called AntiChrist!” TheVoiceof Elijah,
April 1992.)

| don’t want to go into the intricate
details of the parabolic message of the
Prophets here. | will do that, in the short
term, in The Next Step program, and |
will eventually record everything for all
toread inthethreeremaining volumes of
The Resurrection Theology Series. For
now, | merely want to point out what Je-
sus Christ and the Apostles have said
concerning Wisdom, thewoman through
Whom the Prophets promised God
would “raise up aseed” for the Messiah
of lIsrael, Jesus Christ, after He died
without a“name.” The one who has ears
to hear will hear.

Jesus referred specifically to Wis-
domasawoman on at |east one occasion.
In so doing, He first mentioned the fact
that John the Baptist was the greatest of
all those “born of women.” He then &f-
firmed that the least in the Kingdom of
God is greater than John, and concluded
with areference to the woman Wisdom:

“1 say to you, among those born of
women, there is no one greater than
John; yet hewho isleast in the kingdom
of Godisgreater than he.” Andwhenall
the people and the tax-gatherers heard
{this}, they acknowledged God' sjustice,
having been bapti zed with the baptismof
John. But the Pharisees and the lawyers
rejected God's purpose for themselves,
not having been baptized by John. “ To
what then shall | comparethemen of this
generation, and what arethey like? They
are like children who st in the market
place and call to one another; and they
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“The hidden message of the Scriptures ... speaksin terms of two women.
Both women are widows, and both have been left without a ‘ hame —that
IS, amale heir. Each one needsa ‘redeemer’ to ‘build her house.’”

say, ‘Weplayed theflutefor you, and you
did not dance; we sang a dirge, and you
did not weep.” For John the Baptist has
come eating no bread and drinking no
wine; and you say, ‘He has a demon!’
The Son of Man has come eating and
drinking; and you say, ‘Behold, a glut-
tonous man, and a drunkard, a friend of
tax-gatherersand sinners!’ Yet wisdom
isvindicated by all her children.”
(Luke 7:28-35)

The point of what Jesussaidisclear
only to the one who understands that
parabolically everyone who has been
born again has been born as an heir of
God through the woman Wisdom. The
parabolic image of Wisdom as awoman
merely explains that the only way one
can enter the Kingdom of God is to be
“born again” of an “imperishable seed”
(1 Pet. 1:23). That “seed” isthe Wisdom
of God embodied in the Living Word of
God.

You can see, therefore, that Jesus
has said everyone “born” of the woman
Wisdom is “greater than John” because
John never had opportunity to be born
again. He was beheaded before Jesus
Christ was resurrected (Matt. 14:10). So
he was never anything more than the
greatest “ among those born of women.”

On another occasion, Jesus again
spoke parabolically in terms of Wisdom
as a person, yet He did not at that time
elaborate on the role Wisdom plays in
“engendering” children for God. Hedid,
however, alludeto it by mentioning “the
key of knowledge’:

And oneof thelawyerssaidtoHiminre-
ply, “ Teacher, when You say this, You
insult ustoo.” But Hesaid, “ Woeto you
lawyers as well! For you weigh men
down with burdens hard to bear, while
you yourselves will not even touch the
burdenswith one of your fingers. Woeto
you! For you build the tombs of the
prophets, and {it was} your fathers
{who} killed them. Consequently, you
are witnesses and approve the deeds of

your fathers, because it was they who
killed them, and you build {their tombs}.
For thisreason also thewisdom of God
said, ‘1 will send to them prophets and
apostles, and {some} of them they will
kill and {some} they will persecute, in
order that the blood of all the prophets,
shed since the foundation of theworld,
may be charged againgt this genera-
tion, from the blood of Abel to theblood
of Zechariah, who perished between
the altar and the house {of God}; yes, |
tell you, it shall be charged against this
generation.” Woe to you lawyersl For
you have taken away the key of knowl-
edge; you did not enter in yourselves,
and those who were entering in you hin-
dered.”

(Luke 11:45-52)

“Everyone ‘born’ of
the woman Wisdom is
‘greater than John'’
because John never
had opportunity to be
born again.”

In this passage, Jesus is talking
about the fact that God chose to “ cut off
from” lIsragl all the Jews living in His
day. (I have explained the meaning and
significance of that idiom in Not All Is-
rael Islsrael.) However, His mention of
the Wisdom of God as a person bringsto
His mind the fact that the woman Wis-
dom holds the seven “keys of the king-
dom”—that is, the seven distinct
messages hidden in the Scriptures.

That is why Jesus assails the law-
yers for having “taken away the key of
knowledge.” He knew they were teach-
ing lies as though they were the Truth.
They were thereby hindering those who
otherwise might have been willing to
“enter” the kingdom. (The wise will un-

derstand.) In that respect, His generation
isno different than our own. Nobody to-
day thinks anything at all of teaching
others some novel concept they have
concocted as though it were the Truth.
They alsofail torealizethat if everybody
isdoing that, nobody actually has access
to the Truth.

In normal times, continued specula-
tion concerning the Truth would be the
only avenue open to True Believers. But
withthe End of the Age swiftly approach-
ing, asmany Christiansreadily agreeitis,
these are not normal times. Onewill need
to understand the Truth hidden inthe He-
brew Scriptures in order to see through
the delusion of the Antichrist. Therefore,
you can believe what | teach if you care
to, you can disbelieve it if you dare to.
What you do withitisof no great concern
to me. Those who are “children of Wis-
dom” will listen and, as Jesus said, “Wis-
dom will be vindicated by all her
children.”

You see, just as Paul explained in
Gddians 4, the Living Word of God—that
is, the hidden message of the Scrip-
tures—speaks in terms of two women.
Both women are widows, and both have
been |eft without a“name’—that is, amae
heir. Each oneneedsa“redeemer” to“build
her house” One of those women is the
woman mentioned in Proverbs 7-9. Sheis
thewoman Wisdom. Theother isthe Harlot
woman mentioned in that passage and in
Revelation 14-18.

However, Proverbs 9:1 tells you
Wisdom has, in the Wisdom of God (no
pun intended), aready “built her house.”
Shedidthat for al timethrough the death
and resurrection of thetrueMessiah of |s-
rael, Jesus Christ. If we speak in terms of
the parabolic imagery of the Prophets,
however, her “house” isyet to be “built.”
That will happen at the resurrection of the
righteous, when all the children of Wis-
domwill be resurrected “in Christ.”

Don't be deceived. The Harlot
woman mentioned in Revelation 14-18
will soon seek out a “redeemer” to
“build” her “house.” She will do that
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“Jesus plainly said those who know the Truth here at the End will be
hated by all who desperately want to believe the lies on which
Satan is seeking to ‘build hishouse.’”

when Satan appears in the person of the
Antichrist—the false messiah of the
Jews. That fool will bealong shortly. But
don’t be overly concerned. As Jesus ex-
plained in the parable of the Wise Man
and the Fool (Matt. 7:24-27), the
“house” that Satan “builds’ will collapse
in ruin when Jesus Christ comes riding
ontheclouds (Luke 21:27) that bring the
“rain.”

In the meantime, those who are
children of the Harlot will show them-
selvesto be fools by rejecting the Truth,
whilethechildren of thewoman Wisdom
provethemselvesto bewiseby using the
Truth to prepare themsel ves beforehand.
How will they prepare? By “growing in
Wisdom,” of course.

The Wisdom
of the Word of God

| have already explained that the
Word of God (Chrigt, theLord, Truth, etc.)
mentioned in the Scriptures is the Living
Word of God. (See “Some People Will
Make Light of Anything,” The Voice of
Elijah, April 1994.) It isan oral tradition
that God expected His People to hand
down from one generation to the next
orally. The Early Church failed to hand
down that “Word" as God expected. But
lamenting that fact serves no useful pur-
pose today. The best one can do now is
moveforwardinapersonal quest to under-
stand the Truth of the Scriptures.

Here | want to explain that, from
God’'s perspective, the Living Word of
God the Church was supposed to hand
down from generation to generation is
the embodiment of all wisdom. More-
over, | want to show you the Apostles
understood belief in that Word of God to
be an act of Wisdom. Finally, | want to
suggest that only those who believe the
Truth of the Word of God (as opposed to
Satan’ s distortion of it) are “children of
Wisdom.” They aone are wise. They
alone will inherit what was promised
when God finally fulfills the promise at

the Judgment. All others will have suc-
cumbed to the delusion provided by Sa-
tan’slies, thus proving themselvesto be
children of the Liar, conceived in the
Harlot and delivered to destruction.

Jesus plainly said those who know
the Truth here at the End will be hated by
all who desperately want to believe the
lies on which Satan is seeking to “build
his house.” Undoubtedly, that will bein
part because they will have, as He de-
scribedit, a*wisdom which none of your
opponents will be able to resist or
refute”:

And they questioned Him, saying,
“Teacher, when therefore will these
things be? And what {will be} the sign
when these things are about to take
place?” AndHesaid, “ Seetoit that you
be not misled; for many will comein My
name, saying, ‘I am {He},” and, ‘The
time is at hand;’ do not go after them.
And when you hear of wars and distur-
bances, do not be terrified; for these
things must take place first, but the end
{does} not {follow} immediately.” Then
Hecontinued by saying to them, “ Nation
will rise against nation, and kingdom
against kingdom, and therewill begreat
earthquakes, and in various places
plagues and famines; and there will be
terrorsand great signsfromheaven. But
beforeall thesethings, they will lay their
hands on you and will persecuteyou, de-
livering you to the synagogues and pris-
ons, bringing you before kings and
governors for My name's sake. It will
lead to an opportunity for your testi-
mony. So make up your minds not to
prepare beforehand to defend your-
selves; for | will giveyou utterance and

wisdom which none of your opponents
will be able to resist or refute. But you
will bedelivered up even by parentsand
brothers and relatives and friends, and
theywill put {some} of you to death, and
you will be hated by all on account of
My name. Yet not a hair of your head
will perish. By your endurance you will
gain your lives.”

(Luke 21:7-19)

Thewisdom necessary for ordinary
individuals to refute the foolishness of
educated theologians can only be found
in an accurate understanding of the mes-
sage of Scripture. That Truth will de-
mand long hours of study to master. Y et
knowledge of the Truth concealed in
Scripture will be absolutely essential for
True Believers to see through Satan’s
lies here at the End. Without it, one will
be left completely at the mercy of the
coming delusion.

Nevertheless, the majority in our
timewill never consider the extremeim-
portance God has placed on aknowledge
of the Truth. That is unfortunate. They
will be ensnared because, instead of
seeking Truth, they will seek for a
“sign,” and Satan will readily comply
with“lying signsand wonders” (2 Thess.
2:9-10). In that, they are just like the
Pharisees whom Jesus condemned for
blindly holding to their tradition rather
than seeking Truth:

And as the crowds were increasing, He
began to say, “ This generation is a
wicked generation; it seeks for a sign,
and {yet} no sign shall be given to it but
the sign of Jonah. For just as Jonah be-
camea sign to the Ninevites, so shall the

“The wisdom necessary for ordinary individuals

to refute the foolishness of educated theologians

can only be found in an accurate understanding
of the message of Scripture.”
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“The ‘good news' the Apostles preached was that, in the death and
resurrection of Jesus Christ, God fulfilled the Word He had
spoken through Moses and the Prophets.”

Son of Man be to this generation. The
Queen of the South shall rise up with
the men of this generation at the judg-
ment and condemn them, because she
camefromtheendsof theearth to hear
the wisdom of Solomon; and behold,
something greater than Solomon is
here. The men of Nineveh shall stand up
with this generation at the judgment and
condemn it, becausethey repented at the
preaching of Jonah; and behold, some-
thing greater than Jonah is here.

(Luke 11:29-32)

The “something greater than Solo-
mon” that Jesusreferred to was Himself,
the Living Word of God. As | explained
in the last issue, the Apostle Paul calls
that Word a variety of things. (See
“Some People Will Make Light of Any-
thing,” TheVoiceof Elijah, April 1994.)
Quite often he callsit “the Gospel.” He
does so, however, because the Greek
word normally translated “ gospel” inthe
New Testament (Greek: evyyEALOV)
actually means “good news.”

The “good news’ the Apostles
preached wasthat, in the death and resur-
rection of Jesus Christ, God fulfilled the
Word He had spoken through Moses and
the Prophets. Therefore, Paul could use
the term Gospel as more or less a syn-
onym for the oral tradition Jesus Christ
had revealed to him. That was possible,
however, only because that “Word”
is—like the “good news’ of the “Gos-
pel”—summed up in the death and resur-
rection of Jesus Christ.

In hisfirst letter to the Corinthians,
Paul explainshow “the Gospel”—which
he also callsthe “word of the cross’—is
foolishnessto “thosewho areperishing,”
althoughitisinfact the Wisdomof God:

| thank God that | baptized none of you
except Crispus and Gaius, that no man
should say you were baptized in my
name. Now | did baptize also the house-
hold of Stephanas; beyond that, | do not
know whether | baptized any other. For
Christ did not send me to baptize, but to

preach the gospel, not in cleverness of
speech, that the cross of Christ should
not be made void. For the word of the
crossistothosewho are perishing fool-
ishness, but to uswho arebeing saved it
isthe power of God. For it iswritten,

“| WILL DESTROY THE WISDOM OF THE

WISE,
AND THE CLEVERNESSOF THE CLEVERI
WILL SET ASDE.”

Where is the wise man? Where is the
scribe? Whereisthe debater of thisage?
Has not God made foolish thewisdom of
the world? For since in the wisdom of
God the world through its wisdom did
not {come to} know God, God was
well-pleased through the foolishness of
themessage preached to savethosewho
believe. For indeed Jews ask for signs,
and Greeks search for wisdom; but we
preach Christ crucified, to Jews a stum-
bling block, and to Gentiles foolishness,
but to those who are the called, both
Jews and Greeks, Christ the power of
God and the wisdom of God. Because
thefoolishness of God iswiser than men,
and theweaknessof God isstronger than
men. For consider your calling, breth-
ren, that there were not many wise ac-
cording to the flesh, not many mighty,
not many noble; but God has chosen the
foolish things of the world to shame the
wise, and God has chosen the weak
things of the world to shame the things
which are strong, and the base things of
the world and the despised, God has
chosen, the things that are not, that He
might nullify the things that are, that no
man should boast before God. But by
Hisdoing you arein Christ Jesus, who
became to us wisdom from God, and
righteousness and sanctification, and

“Paul clearly
Identifies the ‘word of
the cross asthe
‘power of God.””

redemption, that, just asit iswritten,
“LET HIM WHO BOASTS, BOAST IN THE
LORD.”

And when | cameto you, brethren, | did
not comewith superiority of speech or of
wisdom, proclaiming to you the testi-
mony of God. For | determined to know
nothing among you except Jesus Christ,
and Himcrucified. And | waswithyouin
weakness and in fear and in much trem-
bling. And my message and my preach-
ing were not in persuasive words of
wisdom, but in demonstration of the
Soirit and of power, that your faith
should not rest on the wisdom of men,
but on the power of God.

(1 Corinthians 1:14-2:5)

Paul reveals his understanding of
the Wisdom of God by his quotation of
Isaigh 29:14. We will look at that verse
later. But first let’s summarize what he
has written. He begins by saying he did
not baptize any of the Corinthians except
perhaps one or two families because God
did not send him to baptize but to preach
the Gospel. He then digresses and men-
tions the fact that he didn’t even preach
the Gospel with any great oratorical flair
lest he diminish the importance of the
work Christ had accomplished on the
Cross.

He comments that “the word of the
crossistothosewho are perishing foolish-
ness, but to uswho arebeing saveditisthe
power of God.” The thing to note in that
statement isthe fact that Paul clearly iden-
tifiesthe“word of the cross’ asthe* power
of God.”

Paul quotes Isaiah 29:14 as confir-
mationthat Godintended all alongto con-
found the wisdom of the wise in this
world. Hisunderstanding of how God did
that is “through the foolishness of the
message preached.” To this point, he has
equated “the Gospel” with the “word of
the cross’ and the “message preached.”
That confirms he had in mind the definite
content of the Living Word of God Jesus
Christ had reveaded to him and the other
Apostles.
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“Paul istalking about the fact that the content of the message he preached
—that is, Jesus Christ, the Living Word of God—
becomes wisdom when it is believed.”

Paul next identifies the content of
the message he preached as“the wisdom
of God.” Specifically, it is “Christ the
power of God and the wisdom of God.”
He is talking about Jesus Christ as the
Living Word of God. Therefore, after re-
minding the Believersat Corinth that not
many Believersare“wise,” “mighty,” or
“noble,” he says, “But by Hisdoing you
are in Christ Jesus, who became to us
wisdom from God.”

Paul istalking about the fact that the
content of the message he preached—that
is, Jesus Christ, the Living Word of
God—becomes wisdom when it is be-
lieved. The Bdliever thenfindshimself/her-
self “in Christ.” That is a parabolic
satement informed by the fact that Jesus
ChrigtisCorporate Isradl and True Believ-
ers become members of Corporate Isradl
through belief in the Truth.

Paul affirms again that he did not
preach his message, which he now calls
the “testimony of God,” in any dynamic
way “that your faith should not rest on
the wisdom of men, but on the power of
God.” Heis contrasting the “wisdom of
men” and the “power of God” because,
as he has already indicated, the “power
of God” resides in the message he
preached, and the content of that mes-
sage becomeswisdom to the onewho be-
lieves it. Then he makes this potent
reference to the wisdom he saw con-
tained in the message he preached:

Yet we do speak wisdom among those
whoaremature; awisdom, however, not
of thisage, nor of therulers of thisage,
who are passng away; but we speak
God's wisdom in a mystery, the hidden
{wisdom}, which God predestined before
the ages to our glory; {the wisdom}
which none of therulersof thisage has
understood; for if they had understood
it, theywould not havecrucifiedtheLord
of glory; but just asit iswritten,
“ THINGSWHICH EYE HASNOT SEEN AND
EAR HASNOT HEARD,
AND {which} HAVE NOT ENTERED THE

HEART OF MAN,
ALL THAT GOD HASPREPARED FOR

THOSE WHO LOVE HIM.”
For to us God revealed {them} through
the Spirit; for the Spirit searches all
things, even the depths of God. For who
among men knows the {thoughts} of a
man except the spirit of the man, whichis
in him? Even so the{thoughts} of God no
one knows except the Sirit of God. Now
we have received, not the spirit of the
world, but the Spirit whoisfromGod, that
we might know the things fredly given to
us by God, which things we also speak,
not in words taught by human wisdom,
but in those taught by the Spirit, combin-
ing spiritual {thoughts} with spiritual
{words}. But a natural man doesnot ac-
cept the things of the Spirit of God; for
they arefoolishnessto him, and he can-
not understand them, because they are
spiritually appraised. But hewho isspiri-
tual appraisesall things, yet he himsdfis
appraised by no man. For WHO HAS
KNOWN THE MIND OF THE LORD, THAT HE
SHOULD INSTRUCT HIM? But we have the
mind of Chrigt.
(1 Corinthians 2:6-16)

“Jesus Christis
Corporate | sra€
and True Believers
become member s of
Corporate | srad
through belief in
the Truth.”

Paul clearly understood that the con-
tent of the message he preached was wis-
dom. It wasspecificaly “ God swisdomin
a mystery, the hidden {wisdom}, which
God predestined before the ages to our
glory; {the wisdom} which none of the
rulers of this age has understood.” When
taken together with hisearlier quotation of

Isaiah 29:14, that statement tells us he is
talking about the* wisdom of God” hidden
in The Teaching of Moses and The Teach-
ing of the Prophets.

Note carefully that Paul tellsusthe
things God has prepared for the Elect can
befound fully described in The Mystery.
Those things cannot be understood by
the “natural man,” however, “because
they are spiritually appraised.” [See
“The Natural Man Is an Idiot (When It
Comes to the Truth)” The Voice of Eli-
jah, October 1993.] He then concludes
with a quotation of Isaiah 40:13 and an
affirmationthat True Believers*havethe
mind of Christ.” We'll takealook at Isa-
iah40:13 below, but firstlet’ stakealook
at the context in which Isaiah 29:14 oc-
curs:

Be delayed and wait.

Blind yourselves and be blind.

They become drunk, but not with wine;

They stagger, but not with strong drink.

For the LORD has poured over you a
spirit of deep deep,

He has shut your eyes, the prophets;

And He has covered your heads,
the seers.

And the entire vision shall beto you like

the words of a sealed book, which when

they giveittotheonewhoisliterate, say-

ing, “ Please read this” he will say, “I

cannot, for it is sealed.” Then the book

will be given to the onewho isilliterate,

saying, “ Please read this” And he will

say, “| cannot read.”

Then the LORD said,

“ Because this people draw near with
their words

And honor Me with their lip service,

But they remove their hearts far from
Me,

And their reverence for Me consists of
tradition learned {by rote},

Thereforebehold, | will onceagain deal
marveloudly with this people,
wondroudly marvelous;

Andthewisdom of their wisemen shall

perish,
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“Jesus Christ has already removed four of the seven seals from the
Scriptures. Heisgoing to remove the remaining three seals over
the next few years so that revelation will no longer be necessary

for one to understand the complete message of Scripture.”

Andthediscernment of their discerning
men shall be concealed.”
(Isaiah 29:9-14)

I saiah hasjust told you that God be-
came angry after trying to deal with the
idiocy of people who were unwilling to
even consider the logic inherent in what
Mosestaught. So Hetold HisProphetsto
speak to them in enigmatic (parabolic)
terms they couldn’t understand. Conse-
quently, the parabolic statements made
by the Prophets became “like the words
of asealed book” in order to make fools
of the wise of thisworld.

I’'m sorry to be the one to inform
you, but it doesn’t matter whether you are
ascholar who can can read the Prophetsin
the original Hebrew or whether you area
layperson who can only read a transa-
tion. You won't be able to understand
what they have written because their
works have been sesled.

As | have dready explained else-
where, Jesus Christ revealed the message
hidden in the Hebrew Scriptures to His
Apostles after His resurrection. (See
“Where Are Jesus' Disciples?” The
Voice of Elijah, April 1991.) He did not,
at that time, remove the seals God had
placed on the Scriptures. What that means
is, after the Early Church lost its under-
standing of the message of Scripture as
the result of things taught by Clement of
Alexandria and Origen, revelation was
the only way to regain what had been lost.
(See"DidYouMean That Literally?’ and
“The Origen of Folly,” The Voice of Eli-
jah, January 1993.) That situation is
changing in our own time.

Jesus Christ has aready removed
four of the seven seals from the Scrip-
tures. He is going to remove the remain-
ing three seals over the next few years so
that revelation will no longer be neces-
sary for one to understand the complete
message of Scripture. (See “Did Jesus
LeaveaWill?" The Voiceof Elijah, July
1991.) Then anyone who wantsto under-

stand what the Prophets said will have op-
portunity to do so. All they will needto do
isread the Scripturesfor themselves. Cir-
cumstances will then be what the Church
hasmistakenly claimed they havebeenall
along.

That soundsabit far-fetched, does-
n't it? Scoffers will scoff. The wise of
thisworld will never consider the possi-
bility it might be true. But pity the idiot
who waits until the final chapter is pub-
lished to decide whether what | teach is
true. A word to thewise: You aren’t go-
ingtofind what you arelooking for inthe
things | make available to the general
public. Those things merely provide
“testimony” against a generation who
has no interest in knowing the Truth.
They are nothing more than evidence at-
testing to the vapidity of fools who re-
fuse to believe. But | digress. Let’s get
back to what Paul wrote to the Corinthi-
ans.

The Way of Wisdom

Toward the end of the passage
from 1 Corinthians that | quoted above,
Paul quoted another verse from Isa-
iah—Isaiah 40:13. Beforelooking at that
verse, let’sfirst look at another passage
where Paul quotes the same verse:

For just as you once were disobedient to
God, but now have been shown mercy be-
cause of their disobedience, so thesealso
now have been disobedient, in order that
because of the mercy shown to you they
also may now be shown mercy. For God
has shut up all in disobedience that He

“Jesus Christ revealed
the message hidden in
the Hebrew Scriptures
to His Apostles after
Hisresurrection.”

might show mercytoall. Oh, the depth of
the riches both of the wisdom and
knowledge of God! How unsearchable
are Hisjudgments and unfathomable His
ways! For WHO HASKNOWN THE MIND OF
THE LORD, OR WHO BECAME HIS COUN-
SELOR? Or WHO HASFIRST GIVEN TOHIM
THAT IT MIGHT BE PAID BACK TO HIM
AGAIN? For from Him and through Him
andtoHimareall things. ToHim{be} the
glory forever. Amen.

(Romans 11:30-36)

You can tell from his exuberant
outburst over “the depth of the riches
both of the wisdom and knowledge of
God” that Paul saw in Isaiah 40:13 aref-
erence to the wisdom God has hidden in
the Old Testament Gospel of Jesus
Christ. That being thecase, it only makes
sensetotakealook at what | saiahwrote:

Who hasdirected the Spirit of the LORD,

Or asHiscounselor hasinformed Him?

With whom did He consult and {who}
gave Him under standing?

And {who} taught Him in the path of
justice and taught Him knowledge,

And informed Him of the way of
understanding?

(Isaiah 40:13-14)

Itisn’t obvioustothe casual reader,
but Isaiah is pointing to thingswrittenin
the Book of Proverbs, particularly things
found in Proverbs 1-9. You see, itisnot
just a matter of New Testament authors
like Paul quoting Old Testament Scrip-
ture. It isamatter of al the later authors
of Scripture quoting theauthorsof Scrip-
ture who came before them.

For example, Jeremiah and Ezekiel
quote extensively from things that Mo-
seswrote in the Pentateuch, particularly
from the parallel passages found in Le-
viticus 26 and Deuteronomy 28-29.
However, Ezekiel quotes most often
from Leviticus 26, perhaps because he
was a priest and was more familiar with
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what he found written there. For hisown
purposes, Jeremiah most often quotes
from Deuteronomy 28-29.

Thesamesort of implied preference
for one part of Scripture appliesto Isaiah.
He appears to have had a decided fond-
ness for things he found in the Book of
Proverbs. However, Isaiah, like Jeremiah
and Ezekiel, is merely providing addi-
tional explanation of things he found ex-
plained in the Scripture he quotes. That's
why he mentions*the path of justice” and
“theway of understanding” inthe passage
quoted above. He is pointing to things
Solomon said concerning The Way in the
Book of Proverbs.

As| explained in the first volume of
The Mystery of Scripture and in The Way,
The Truth, The Lifetape series, “ The Way”
is the gppelation the author of the Penta-
teuch assgned to The Teaching of Moses.
Y ou can see, therefore, that the point of Isa
iah 40:13 is smple. Nobody taught God
“the path of justice” or “the way of under-
gtanding.” Quite the contrary. He was the
Onewhoreveded TheWayto Moses.“ The
Way" iswhat Paul cdls the “wisdom and
knowledge of God.” Paul’s phraseology
stems from what Moses himsdlf said con-
cerning The Way he taught the sons of Is-
ragl:

“See, | have taught you statutes and
judgments just as the LORD my God
commanded me, that you should do thus
in the land where you are entering to
possess it. So keep and do {them}, for
that is your wisdom and your under-
standing in the sight of the peopleswho
will hear all these statutes and say,
‘Surely this great nation is a wise and
understanding people.’”
(Deuteronomy 4:5-6)

Inwhat we haveread thusfar, wecan
see Paul is referring back to The Way of
Moses he found hidden, but fully ex-
plained, in the Hebrew Scriptures. Hisun-
derstanding of what Isaiah had written
concerning The Way in Isaiah 40:13 is
what caused him to suddenly rejoicein his
knowledgeof that “wisdom” whilewriting
to the Romans. Paul knew that the content
of The Way of Moses is The Mystery that
Jesus Christ revedled to His Apostles, who
then handed it down to the Early Church
as an oral tradition. That Living Word of

God isaso the* Spirit” (pneuma) of Jesus
Christ Himsalf, Who is the Word of God
(John 1:1). That is what Paul is talking
about in the following passage:

For this reason |, Paul, the prisoner of
Chrigt Jesus for the sake of you Gen-
tiles—if indeed you have heard of the
stewardship of God's grace which was
given to me for you; that by revelation
there was made known to me the mys-
tery, as| wrote before in brief. And by
referringtothis, when you read you can
understand my insight into the mystery
of Chrigt, which in other generations
was not made known to the sons of
men, asit hasnow been revealed to His
holy apostlesand prophetsin the Spirit;
{to be specific}, that the Gentiles arefel-
low heirs and fellow members of the
body, and fellow partakers of the prom-
isein Christ Jesusthrough the gospdl, of
which | was made a minister, according
to the gift of God's grace which was
given to me according to the working of
His power. To me, the very least of all
saints, thisgracewasgiven, to preach to
the Gentiles the unfathomable riches of
Chrigt, and to bring to light what is the
adminigtration of themystery which for
ages has been hidden in God, who cre-
ated all things; in order that the mani-
fold wisdom of God might now be made
known through thechurch totherulers
and the authorities in the heavenly
{places}.

(Ephesians 3:1-10)

Did you understand all that? Paul
has just told you the essence of The Mys-
tery hidden in the Hebrew Scriptures that
Jesus Christ reveal ed to him and the other
Apostles consists in the fact that Jesus
Christ is Corporate Israel and that, “in
Chrigt,” Gentiles have become “fellow
heirs and fellow members of the body,
and fellow partakersof the promise.” The
“body” Paul hasin mind is Jesus Chrigt,
Who is Corporate Israel, as | have ex-
plainedin Not All Israel IsIsradl (p. 208).
The“Christ” he hasin mind, however, is
the Living Word of God, which is adso
“themanifoldwisdom of God.” That Wis-
dom was “made known through the
church to the rulers and authoritiesin the
heavenly {places}.” It was aso made
knowntoBelieversintheEarly Churchas

The Apostolic Teaching until it was lost.
Then the Wisdom of God reverted back to
being The Mystery, securely hiddeninthe
Hebrew Scriptures.

It is important to understand that,
when Paul says*“in Christ,” hemeans*in
the Living Word of God.” For him, those
two are undeniably linked in The Mys-
tery, which is the Wisdom of God. That
becomes clear in what he writes to the
Colossians:

Now | rejoice in my sufferings for your
sake, and in my flesh | do my share on
behalf of Hisbody (whichisthe church)
in filling up that which is lacking in
Christ’s afflictions. Of {this church} |
was made a minister according to the
stewardship from God bestowed on me
for your benefit, that | might fully carry
outthe{preaching of} theword of God,
{that is}, the mystery which has been
hidden fromthe{past} agesand gener-
ations; but hasnow been manifested to
His saints, to whom God willed to
make known what is the riches of the
glory of this mystery among the Gen-
tiles, which isChristin you, thehopeof
glory. And we proclaim Him, admon-
ishing every man and teaching every
man with all wisdom, that we may
present every man completein Christ.
And for this purpose also | labor, striv-
ing according to His power, which
mightily works within me. For | want
you to know how great a struggle | have
onyour behalf, and for thosewho areat
Laodicea, and for all those who have

“Itisnot just a matter
of New Testament
authorslike Paul

quoting Old

Testament Scripture.

It isa matter of all the

later authors of

Scripture quoting the

authorsof Scripture
who came before
them.”
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not personally seen my face, that their
hearts may be encouraged, having been
knit together in love, and {attaining} to
all thewealth that comes from the full
assurance of understanding, {result-
ing}in atrueknowledge of God' smys-
tery, {that is}, Christ {Himself}, in
whom are hidden all the treasures of
wisdomand knowledge. | saythisinor-
der that no one may delude you with
persuasive argument. For even though
| am absent in body, nevertheless| am
with you in spirit, rejoicing to see your
good discipline and the stability of your
faith in Christ.

(Colossians 1:24-2:5)

Paul first identifies the “word of
God,” as “the mystery which has been
hidden from the{ past} agesand genera-
tions.” He then mentions “the riches of
the glory of thismystery,” and identifies
The Mystery as “ Christ in you, the hope
of glory.” That contrasts somewhat with
his identification of the content of The
Mystery asthe fact “that the Gentiles are
fellow heirs and fellow members of the
body, and fellow partakers of the prom-
isein Christ Jesus’ (Eph. 3:6).

On the one hand Paul says The
Mystery is*“Christ in you.” On the other
it isthe fact that Believers are heirs “in
Christ.” However, he brings the two to-
gether inwhat he says here. After telling
usTheMysteryis“Christinyou,” hetells
us “we proclaim Him, admonishing ev-
ery man and teaching every man with all
wisdom, that we may present every man
completein Christ.”

The fact that Paul mentions teach-
ing and admonishing alerts us to the fact
that he considered the content of the mes-
sage he and the other Apostles taught to
be an extremely important part of the pro-
cess of attaining wisdom. He makes that
point in astatement in which heidentifies
Jesus Christ Himself as a knowledge of
The Mystery. He saysitis“all the wealth
that comes from the full assurance of un-
derstanding, { resulting} in atrue knowl-
edge of God's mystery, {that is}, Christ
{Himself}, in whom are hidden all the
treasures of wisdom and knowledge.”

He begins the passage by mention-
ing “thewealth” that can befoundin“the
riches of the glory of this mystery,” but
he then equates that “wealth” with Jesus

“The content of The
Way of Mosesis The
Mystery that Jesus
Christ revealed to His
Apostles, who then
handed it down to the
Early Church asan
oral tradition.”

Christ Himself, the Living Word of God.
He concludes the passage by saying “I
say thisin order that no one may delude
you with persuasive argument.” That
tells us he was summarizing the high
points of acoherent body of information
that could not be disputed easily.

Paul considered the wisdom that
comes from aknowledge of the Truth to
be incredibly valuable to the Believer.
As he puts it, it is “wealth” and “trea-
sures.” Thereisnothing in what he says
here to indicate where he gained that
concept. He got it from reading what the
author of the Book of Proverbs said con-
cerning the Wisdom of God (Prov.
8:18-19). In that connection, take note
al so of what hewrote the Ephesians con-
cerning “therichesof Hisgrace” that are
available to those “in Christ”:

In Himwe have redemption through His
blood, the forgiveness of our trespasses,
according to the riches of His grace,
which He lavished upon us. In all wis-
dom and insight He made known to us
themystery of Hiswill, accordingtoHis
kind intention which He purposed in
Him.

(Ephesians 1:7-9)

Paul understood that true wealth
comes from a wisdom based on knowl-
edge of the Truth that lies hidden in the
Hebrew Scriptures. He calls that Truth
The Mystery. However, he also clearly
understood that, if oneisever to gain that
wisdom, God must grant it:

For thisreason| too, having heard of the
faith in the Lord Jesus which {exists}
among you, and your love for all the
saints, do not cease giving thanks for
you, while making mention {of you} in

my prayers, that the God of our Lord
Jesus Chrigt, the Father of glory, may
givetoyou aspirit of wisdomand of rev-
elation in the knowledge of Him.
(Ephesians 1:15-17)

Under such circumstances, is it any
wonder James exhorts Believersto pray for
wisdom? Look at what he said:

But if any of you lacks wisdom, let him
ask of God, who givesto all men gener-
oudy and without reproach, and it will
be given to him. But let him ask in faith
without any doubting, for the one who
doubts is like the surf of the sea driven
and tossed by the wind.

(James 1.5-6)

The Validation
of Wisdom

The wisdom James has in mind de-
pends on a knowledge of what Paul calls
The Mystery. Y et possession of that wis-
dom ismuch more than just aknowledge
or understanding of the bare facts of the
biblical message. It is a thorough under-
standing of The Mystery that prompts ap-
propriate action on the part of the
Believer. That becomes clear from what
James writes later in his|etter:

Who among you is wise and under-
standing? Let himshow by hisgood be-
havior his deeds in the gentleness of
wisdom. But if you have bitter jealousy
and selfish ambition in your heart, do
not be arrogant and {so} lieagainst the
truth. This wisdom is not that which
comesdown from above, but isearthly,
natural, demonic. For where jealousy
and selfish ambition exist, thereis dis-
order and every evil thing. But thewis-
dom from above is first pure, then
peaceable, gentle, reasonable, full of
mercy and good fruits, unwavering,
without hypocrisy. And the seed whose
fruit is righteousness is sown in peace
by those who make peace.

(James 3:13-18)

Jamesis pointing out the sharp con-
trast that exists between “the wisdom
from above” and a wisdom that is
“earthly, natural, demonic.” What he has
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in mind are the two types of wisdom one
can obtain fromaknowledgeof the Truth.

The Beiever who hasthefirst type of
wisdom expresses knowledge of the Truth
in outward activity compatible with the
content of the Truth hidden in The Mygtery.
A person who hasthe other type of wisdom
displays an eager desire to “show what he
knows’ by teaching others rather than fo-
cusing on living according to the Truth he
understands. That is why James leads into
the passage quoted above with a warning
that Teachers will incur gtricter judgment
(James 3:1). Hefollowsthat with adescrip-
tion of thedangersinherent inapersontalk-
ing about thingsin The Teachingwhenthey
may understand those things only vaguely
(James 3:5-12).

Theimportanceof personal conduct
as evidence that one possesses the Wis-
domof God isthepoint of what Jameshas
written. The Apostle Paul stresses much
the same thing in a passage where he
again mentions The Mystery:

Devote yourselves to prayer, keeping
alert in it with {an attitude of}
thanksgiving; praying at the same time
for usaswell, that God may open up to
usa door for the word, so that we may
speak forth the mystery of Chrigt, for
which | have also been imprisoned; in
order that | may makeit clear intheway
| ought to speak. Conduct yourselves
with wisdom toward outsiders, making
the most of the opportunity.

(Colossians 4:2-5)

This passage clearly identifies The
Mystery as the Word Paul preached. It is
the message he “spoke forth.” However,
the point | want to makeissummed up in
his admonition to “Conduct yourselves
with wisdom toward outsiders.” Heisre-
ferring to those “outside” Corporate |s-
rael—that is, those who are not “in
Christ,” those who fail to understand and
believethe Truth. True Believersmust re-
spond to such “outsiders’ with wisdom,
recognizing there are varioustypes of un-
believers. Somewill tell you outright they
don't believe what you believe. Others
will insist they believe, but cannot pro-
ducetherequired “fruit.” Still otherswill
be amost impossible to identify because
they firmly believe their own pretense to
be true.

The person who wants to understand
TheMystery of God out of curiosity or, even
worse, out of a desire to teach others, isan
“outdder.” God did not provide Truth so
that fools could use it to “show what they
know.” He provided it as the “power of
God’ so that those who truly believe might
be empowered to overcome the world.
Don't be deceived in that regard, however.
The Apostle Paul knew that in these Last
Daystherewould be Pretendersthroughout
the Church pushing their own agenda:

But realize this, that in the last days dif-
ficult times will come. For men will be
lovers of sdlf, lovers of money, boastful,
arrogant, revilers, disobedient to par-
ents, ungrateful, unholy, unloving, irrec-
oncilable, malicious gossips, without
self-control, brutal, haters of good,
treacherous, reckless, conceited, lovers
of pleasure rather than lovers of God;
holding to a form of godliness, al-
though they have denied its power; and
avoid such men as these. For among
them are those who enter into house-
holds and captivate weak women
weighed down with sins, led on by vari-
ous impulses, always learning and
never ableto cometo the knowledge of
thetruth.

(2 Timothy 3:1-7)

You who are True Believers must
realize that not everyone who claims to
believethe Truth actually understandsthe
same things you understand. Beware es-
pecially of those who vehemently deny
the Truth you have heard. They aregoing
to create “difficult times’ for you, pro-
vided you actualy do believe. It makes
sensethat only TrueBelieverswould seek
to understand the Truth as accurately as
they possibly can. Therefore, you can
most often identify Pretendersby the atti-
tudethey exhibit toward the Truth. Let me
give you one example.

My calling is to provide you the
materialsnecessary for you to grow spir-
itually. Thatisall I intendtodo. | will not
tell you what you must do or even what
you should do in your particular circum-
stances. There will be Pretenders, how-
ever, who esteem their own intellectual
capabilities more highly than your own.
Thesefoolswill takethe Truth | provide
and, after mixing it with their own ideas

and opinions, readily tell you what you
should do. Beware of anyone who wants
to make you live according to their own
notion of right and wrong. If you are a
TrueBeliever, you already know what is
right and wrong for you. Don't let them
drag you back into their legalistic bond-
age.

Nothing can be doneto prevent idi-
ocy onthepart of foolswhofail to under-
stand what God seeks to accomplish in
your life through the Living Word. | can
only warn you concerning the folly of
Pretenders and remind you that God has
provided “all things’ that you need in
The Teaching:

Let noman deceive himsdlf. I f any man
among you thinksthat heiswisein this
age, let him becomefoolish that hemay
become wise. For the wisdom of this
world is foolishness before God. For it
is written, “ {He is} THE ONE WHO
CATCHES THE WISE IN THEIR CRAFTI-
NESS’; and again, “ THE LORD KNOWS
THE REASONINGS of the wise, THAT THEY
ARE USELESS” S0 then let no one boast
in men. For all things belong to you,
whether Paul or Apollos or Cephas or
theworld or life or death or things pres-
ent or thingsto come; all things belong
to you, and you belong to Christ; and
Christ belongsto God.

(1 Corinthians 3:18-23)

Y ou can believewhat | havewritten
in the various books and articles pub-
lished thusfar if you careto. You can dis-
believeitif you dareto. | don’t really care
oneway or the other. A violent, vengeful
God of Truth is coming to destroy those
who love the lies of the Liar and so hate
the Truth. If that be true, now is certainly
not the time for you to go on conducting
“business as usual.”

Thereisonly oneway to escapethe
wrath of God. That is by believing the
Truth. Yet those fools who are wise in
their own eyes will never consider the
possibility that what | teach might betrue.
Unfortunately for them, however, and as
foolish as it may seem, salvation is by
faith (belief) alone. That is faith (belief)
in the sense of what you believe, not the
ludicrous notion in vogue today that
Chrigtian faith means nothing more than
that you believe. 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. In this column we
seek answer sto general-interest questions concerning
the findings, purpose and philosophy of this project.

Editor: | want to begin by reading aletter wereceived
recently:

Dear Srs;

| regret to say that | do not wish to continue my sub-
scription to your newsletter. Please cancel it immedi-
ately and return my subscription fee. Upon reading
your publication, | began to sense something was not
right. | pored over your literature trying to find a de-
finitive statement of what it was you believe. What |
found wasvaguereferencesto “ The Apostolic Teach-
ing,” “ Pretenders,” and a general sense that you es-
pouse some sort of secret knowledge that waslost and
you rediscovered—that soundslike Gnosticismto me.
The writer featured in your newsletter is arrogant,
rude, unloving, and totally contrary in attitude to the
manner that Jesus approached thelost. | showed your
materials to my pastor, who concurred with me that
your literature appears cultic. | have also contacted
the Christian Research Ingtitute about your “ Pro-
ject” and your newdletter. | will be sending your ma-
terials to them if they are not familiar with you in
order to do what | can to stop your heresy.

| exhort you not to reject the whole counsel of God in
the Word. Do not esteem the writings of man above
scripture. Repent and know it is by grace you are
saved.

How do you respond to that?

Elijah: What do you want me to say? The individual
soundsto melikeatypical “lad lacking aheart,” asthe
writer of Proverbs putsit. So, what’s the point?

Editor: | thought you might want to respondto hisas-
sessment of the things you have written. From what
you have said previously about intentionally provok-
ing Pretenders, | alsothought you might comment on
his reaction. Surely you have something to say.

Elijah: Why do you insist on doing this to me? All
you want isto see me get worked up over somebody’ s
inanity. All right. You asked for it; you got it. Let me
seetheletter .... Hesayshe cancel ed hissubscription,
so | assume he won't be reading what | say. Is that
right?

Editor: Right.

Elijah: That’sgood. | don’t want to be found guilty of
rebuking a fool. [Editor: He's aluding to Proverbs
9:7.] | aso assume from the date on the letter that he
only received the April 1994 issue of TheVoiceof Eli-
jah and the booklet The AntiChrist. Isthat right?

Editor: Right.

Elijah: So now we know the little bit he read and re-
sponded to negatively. That aso tells us what he
“pored over ... trying to find a definitive statement of
what it wasyou believe.” That littlebit of reading must
have taxed his mental capacity severely if he had to
“pore over” it.

You can get afairly good idea of where the “lad”
stands from that statement. He's a fellow who doesn’t
like to think, much less think for himself. He wants
things condensed down, | suppose, into familiar “sound
bites” he has aready heard. He probably becomes ex-
tremely uncomfortable and agitated when someone
starts talking in terms other than the vague “ Christian”
clichés you hear bandied about nowadays. It hasn’t oc-
curred to him that nobody knowswhat all those clichés
mean, but everybody usesthem becausethey are part of
the “Christian” norm. Meaningless phrases are espe-
cidly useful to Pretenders like your “lad,” however.
Once they learn to talk the lingo, they gain immediate
acceptance in “Chrigtian” circles.

| canalso seethe*lad” wantsto stand together with
others in a crowd—which is normal for Pretenders.
They aren’t dways sure what they believe, so they de-
pend on others to tell them that what they want to be-
lieve is true. That's why he consulted his pastor. It's
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interesting he says he “began to sense something was
not right” as soon as he started reading. What does he
mean by “right”? Right, schmight. Why didn’t he say
“true”’ ?1'1l tell youwhy: The minute he started reading
he was aready looking for the same old worn-out
Christian clichéshe hasaready heard. When hedidn’t
find them, what | wrote didn’t seem “right” to him. It
never dawned on him to ask whether or not it wastrue.
Why should it? Hewasn't looking for Truth. Heisone
of those Paul mentionsin 2 Thessalonians. Just for the
record, let me read that passage:

And then that lawless one will be revealed whom the
Lordwill slaywiththebreath of Hismouth and bring to
an end by the appearance of Hiscoming; {that is}, the
onewhose comingisin accord with the activity of Sa-
tan, with all power and signs and false wonders, and
with all the deception of wickedness for those who
perish, because they did not receive the love of the
truth so asto be saved. And for this reason God will
send upon them a deluding influence so that they
might believewhat isfalse, in order that they all may
bejudged who did not believethetruth, but took plea-
surein wickedness.

(2 Thessalonians 2:8-12)

The part about “those who perish, because they did
not receive the love of the truth so asto be saved” aptly
describesyour “lad.” He has no concern for whether or
not something istrue. Hisonly concerniswhether or not
itis“right’—"right” being defined as what he aready
believes. The sad thing in that regard, however, is the
content of hisbelief istotally summed upinthesameold
meaningless Christian clichéshe hasidentified assome-
how or other containing thetotality of Christian “truth.”
That comesthrough clearly in hisdistorted quotation of
Ephesians 2 at the end of his letter. Let me read what
Paul actually wrote:

But God, being rich in mercy, because of His great
love with which Heloved us, even when weweredead
in our transgressions, made us alive together with
Christ (by grace you have been saved), and raised us
up with Him, and seated us with Himin the heavenly
{places}, in Christ Jesus, in order that in the agesto
come He might show the surpassing riches of His
grace in kindness toward us in Christ Jesus. For by
grace you have been saved through faith; and that
not of yourselves, {it is} the gift of God; not asa re-
sult of works, that no one should boast.

(Ephesians 2:4-9)

Your“lad” islikethemajority of “ Christians’ today.
They believe God's“grace” isall it takesfor them to be
saved. That'swhy he misquoted what Paul actually said.
Paul said weare*“saved through faith” and “by grace.” In
other words, the effective agent of our salvation is
faith—belief—and we have opportunity to be saved only
because God, in Hisgrace, hasgiven ussuch an opportu-
nity. Asl’vetold your readerstimeand again, it isimpos-
sible to have saving faith—belief—without having a
definite content you believe. I’ ve a so said everybody be-
lieves something about God, so what you believeismuch
more important than that you believe.

Your “lad” hasn't stopped to consider those facts.
He implies the content of one's faith is important in
what he saysabout “ heresy,” but he doesn’t actually be-
lieveitis. Heprefersto believe God will givehim salva-
tion unconditionally aslong as he continuesto spout the
same old clichés he has heard in the Church. | dare say
thefellowisinfor arudeawakening on Judgment Day.

It's interesting he concluded that | “espouse some
sort of secret knowledgethat waslost and you rediscov-
ered.” He got that partly right. But then he says, “that
sounds like Gnosticism to me.” Now why would he
mindlessly compare me to the Gnostics? That's the
problem with people who don’t want to think for them-
selves. They not only love their meaningless clichés,
they arealso quick to apply labels, particularly negative
ones. | teach no doctrine that is “secret” in the gnostic
sense. I’ vealready told you John Calvin stated my posi-
tion perfectly. [Editor: See* TheNatural ManIsan Idiot
(When It Comestothe Truth)” TheVoiceof Elijah, Oc-
tober 1993.] If what | teachis” secret,” itisonly because
the “natural man” can’'t understand it. Your “lad” has
given usaperfect demonstration of that fact. The Apos-
tles, the Early Church Fathers and the leaders of the
Protestant Reformation knew all about that kind of “se-
cret” doctrine. But | don't suppose your “lad” has ever
read what Paul wrote to the Corinthians. Let me read
that for you:

And when | came to you, brethren, | did not come with
superiority of speech or of wisdom, proclaiming to you
thetestimony of God. For | determined to know nothing
among you except Jesus Christ, and Himcrucified. And
I was with you in weakness and in fear and in much
trembling. And my message and my preaching were not
in persuasive words of wisdom, but in demonstration of
the Spirit and of power, that your faith should not rest on
the wisdom of men, but on the power of God. Yet we do
speak wisdom among those who are mature; a wisdom,
however, not of this age, nor of the rulers of this age,
who are passing away; but we speak God' swisdomina
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mystery, the hidden {wisdom}, which God predestined
before the ages to our glory; {the wisdom} which none
of the rulers of this age has understood; for if they had
understood it, they would not have crucified the Lord of
glory; but just asit iswritten,
“ THINGSWHICH EYE HASNOT SEEN AND EAR HASNOT
HEARD,
AND {which} HAVE NOT ENTERED THE HEART OF MAN,
ALL THAT GOD HASPREPARED FOR THOSE WHO LOVE
Him.”
For tousGodrevealed{them} throughthe Spirit; for the
Soirit searches all things, even the depths of God. For
who among men knows the {thoughts} of a man except
the spirit of the man, which is in him? Even so the
{thoughts} of God no one knows except the Spirit of
God. Now we havereceived, not the spirit of theworld,
but the Spirit whoisfrom God, that we might know the
things freely given to us by God, which things we also
speak, not in words taught by human wisdom, but in
those taught by the Spirit, combining spiritual
{thoughts} with spiritual {words}. But a natural man
does not accept the things of the Spirit of God; for they
are foolishness to him, and he cannot understand
them, because they are spiritually appraised.
(1 Corinthians 2:1-14)

Now that Paul has explained the “secret” nature of
theTruth | teach, | ask you again: Why would your “lad”
mindlessly compare me to the Gnogtics? They never
claimed to have“rediscovered” anything that was*“lost.”
On the contrary, because they were one of Satan’s coun-
terfeits, they claimed Jesus Christ handed down their
“secret” doctrinesto them by revelation, just asthe Scrip-
tures tell us Jesus Christ handed down The Apostolic
Teaching to the Apostles. [Editor: See “Some People
Will Make Light of Anything,” The Voice of Elijah,
April 1994.] I'm not like the Gnostics in that respect ei-
ther. | don’t claim revelation of any kind. So why would
your “lad” compare me to the Gnogtics? Probably be-
cause he' s mindlesdly repeating what his pastor said.

However, if thisfellow and his pastor understood |
clam to have “rediscovered” something the Church
“lost,” why didn’t they compare meto Martin L uther or
John Calvin, the Fathers of the Protestant Reformation,
instead of stupidly comparing meto the Gnostics? | as-
sume the “lad” and his pastor have heard about Luther
and Calvin sincethey regard themsel vesto be Protestant
“Chrigtians.” Being Protestants, they haveto say that the
leaders of the Protestant Reformation taught what was
“right,” in spite of the fact that they probably have not
even considered theimplications of what the Reformers
believed.

I’ vealready argued theevidencein that caseagainst
them. [Editor: See “Protestants All Agree on This:
Somebody Laid an Egg!” The Voice of Elijah, January
1994.] Luther and Calvin both claimed to have “redis-
covered” crucia doctrines the Roman Catholic Church
had “lost.” Therefore, your “lad” and his pastor should
know full well that I’m not saying anything new in that
regard. What’ s good for the goose must be good for the
gander. They can't have it both ways. If they are
Protestant “Christians,” they have aready conceded
that the Church “lost” something and some Protestant
leader “rediscovered” it. Doesthat make them Gnostic?
If it does, then | guess | must be Gnostic aswell.

I’ vealready shown that thefoundersof al themajor
Protestant denominations agreed with the leaders of the
Protestant Reformation in saying that the Church “lost”
something. Moreover, they al claimed to have “redis-
covered” what they thought the Church had “lost.” Un-
der those circumstances, how can any Protestant reject
my claim that the Church “lost” some essential belief?
The most they can legitimately argue against me and
still remain intellectually honest isthat some Protestant
denomination or the other has aready “rediscovered’
everything the Roman Catholic Church “lost.” That's
an impossible caseto argue. As I’ ve mentioned before,
absence of presence doesnot provenon-existence. [Edi-
tor: See “The Demons Also Believe (Poor Devils!)”
The Voice of Elijah, October 1991.]

Now you know why the“lad” didn’t compare meto
Luther and Calvin, the two most well-respected
Protestant leaders. He couldn’t because he had aready
decided on the basis of the little bit he read that what |
teachisnot “right.” So he compared me to the Gnostics,
not because | have anything in common with the Gnos-
tics, but becauseitisalwayseasier to dap apejorativela-
bel on someonethanitisto do athorough investigation of
what he/she believes. He did dl that, however, only be-
causewhat | teachisn’t the sameold gibberish heand his
fellow “ Christian” Pretendersare used to hearing. If your
“lad” had been seeking Truth instead of looking for fa
miliar “ Christian” clichés, he would have ordered al the
back issues of your newdetter, aong with al the books
I’vewritten, and* pored over” them to determinewhether
what | teach is “true.” Instead, he merely looked to see
whether thelittle bit of information you sent him agreed
with what he aready believed to be “right.”

However, when he says, “The writer featured in
your newsletter is arrogant, rude, unloving, and totally
contrary in attitude to the manner Jesus approached the
lost,” the “lad” discloses he is nothing but a Pretender.
Most Pretenders know the Scriptures only secondhand.
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That's because they are too lazy to read the Bible for
themselves so asto discover the Truth it contains. They
find it easier to listen to others and believe only those
“sound bites” that allow them to continue to hide them-
selvesinalie. [Editor: He' salluding to what Isaiah said
inlsaiah 28:14-18]

Apparently, this*lad” has aparticular fondnessfor
the“vomit” you hear coming out of the mouths of most
preacherstoday. [Editor: He' saludingtols. 28:8.] I'm
talking about the idiocy that describes Jesus Christ as
such agentle individual that He never spoke arude or
sarcastic word to anyone. Satan’s agents have taught
your “lad” all about how Jesus Christ wasan all-loving,
al-caring, never-a-bad-word-spoken type of Individ-
ual, and he believed it. In fact, heliked that nonsense so
much that he never bothered to check thefacts. What he
has written tells me he must never have read Matthew
23. Let meread what Jesus said:

Then Jesus spoketo the multitudesand to Hisdis-
ciples, saying, “ The scribes and the Pharisees have
seated themselvesin the chair of Moses; thereforeall
that they tell you, do and observe, but do not do ac-
cording to their deeds; for they say {things}, and do
not do {them}. And they tie up heavy loads, and lay
them on men’ sshoulders; but they themselvesare un-
willing to move them with {so much as} a finger. But
they do all their deeds to be noticed by men; for they
broaden their phylacteries, and lengthen the tassels
{of their garments}. And they love the place of honor
at banqguets, and the chief seats in the synagogues,
and respectful greetingsin the market places, and be-
ing called by men, Rabbi. But do not be called Rabbi;
for Oneisyour Teacher, andyou areall brothers. And
do not call {anyone} on earth your father; for Oneis
your Father, He who is in heaven. And do not be
called leaders, for One is your Leader, {that is},
Christ. But the greatest among you shall be your ser-
vant. And whoever exalts himself shall be humbled;
and whoever humbles himself shall be exalted.

But woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypo-
crites, because you shut off the kingdom of heaven
from men; for you do not enter in yourselves, nor do
you allow those who are entering to go in. [Woe to
you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites, because you
devour widows' houses, even whilefor a pretense you
make long prayers; therefore you shall receive
greater condemnation.]

Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites,
because you travel about on sea and land to make one
proselyte; and when he becomes one, you make him
twiceasmuch a son of hell asyourselves. Woeto you,
blind guides, who say, ‘Whoever swears by the tem-

ple, that isnothing; but whoever swearsby thegold of
thetemple, heisobligated.” Youfoolsand blind men;
which is more important, the gold, or the temple that
sanctified the gold? And, * Whoever swears by the al-
tar, {that} isnothing, but whoever swearsby the offer-
ing upon it, heisobligated.” You blind men, whichis
more important, the offering or the altar that sancti-
fiesthe offering? Therefore he who swears by the al-
tar, swears{both} by thealtar and by everything onit.
And he who swears by the temple, swears {both} by
the temple and by Him who dwells within it. And he
who swears by heaven, swears{both} by the throne of
God and by Himwho sits upon it.

Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites!
For you tithe mint and dill and cummin, and have ne-
glected the weightier provisions of the law: justice
and mercy and faithfulness; but these are the things
you should have done without neglecting the others.
You blind guides, who strain out agnat and swallow a
camel! Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypo-
crites! For you clean the outside of the cup and of the
dish, but insidethey arefull of robbery and self-indul -
gence. You blind Phariseg, first clean theinside of the
cup and of the dish, so that the outside of it may be-
come clean also.

Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites!
For you are like whitewashed tombs which on the
outside appear beautiful, but inside they are full of
dead men’s bones and all uncleanness. Even so you
too outwardly appear righteous to men, but inwardly
you arefull of hypocrisy and |awl essness. Woeto you,
scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! For you build the
tombs of the prophets and ador n the monuments of the
righteous, and say, ‘ If wehad been{living} inthedays
of our fathers, we would not have been partnerswith
themin{shedding} the blood of the prophets.” Conse-
quently you bear witness against your selves, that you
are sons of those who murdered the prophets. Fill up
then the measure {of the guilt} of your fathers.

You serpents, you brood of vipers, how shall you
escape the sentence of hell? Therefore, behold, | am
sending you prophets and wise men and scribes; some
of themyou will kill and crucify, and some of themyou
will scourge in your synagogues, and per secute from
city to city, that upon you may fall {the guilt of} all the
righteous blood shed on earth, fromthe blood of righ-
teous Abel to the blood of Zechariah, the son of
Berechiah, whom you murdered between the temple
and thealtar. Truly | say to you, all these things shall
come upon this generation.”

(Matthew 23:1-36)

| wonder if the Phariseesthought Jesuswas perhaps
a bit “arrogant, rude, unloving, and totally contrary in
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attitude” when He called them “snakes,” “hypocrites,”
“fools,” “blind guides,” “blind men,” and “sons of
hell” ?What do you think? Maybe they thought He did-
n't actually mean what He said. Maybe Hewasjust try-
ing to provokethem. [Editor: He' smockingthe*“lad” by
alluding to things he has already told our readers about
acting “rude and arrogant” in order to intentionally
“provoke’ a negative response from Pretenders. [See
“Questions & Answers,” The Voice of Elijah, April
1993, July 1993, and January 1994.]

How do you think Jesus appeared to the Pharisees
when He told them they were Satan’ s children? | imag-
inethey never once considered that “rude or unloving.”
Let meread you what He said:

“Why do you not under stand what | amsaying? {Itis}
because you cannot hear My word. You are of {your}
father thedevil, and you want to do the desires of your
father. He was a murderer from the beginning, and
doesnot stand inthetruth, becausethereisnotruthin
him. Whenever he speaksallie, he speaksfromhisown
{nature}; for heisaliar, and the father of lies.”
(John 8:43-44)

Actually, I'mjust making fun of your “lad” for be-
ing so stupid. | aready know the Pharisees took excep-

tion to the insults Jesus threw their way. A lawyer
testified to that fact on one occasionwhen Jesusnot only
rudely refused to wash His hands as expected by the
Phariseewho hadinvited Himto dinner, Healso told the
Pharisee his religious traditions were ridiculous. When
the lawyer challenged what He said, Jesusinsulted him
aswell:

Now when He had spoken, a Pharisee asked Him to
have lunch with him; and Hewent in, and reclined {at
thetable}. And when the Pharisee saw it, he was sur-
prised that He had not first ceremonially washed be-
fore the meal. But the Lord said to him, “Now you
Pharisees clean the outside of the cup and of the
platter; but inside of you, you arefull of robbery and
wickedness. You foolish ones, did not He who made
the outside maketheinside also? But givethat which
iswithin as charity, and then all things are clean for
you. But woe to you Pharisees! For you pay tithe of
mint and rue and every {kind of} garden herb, and
{yet} disregard justice and the love of God; but these
are the things you should have done without neglect-
ing the other s. Woeto you Pharisees! For you lovethe
front seats in the synagogues, and the respectful
greetings in the market places. Woe to you! For you
are like concealed tombs, and the people who walk
over {them} areunaware{ofit}.” Andoneof thelaw-

yers said to Him in reply, “ Teacher, when You say
this, You insult us too.” But He said, “ Woe to you
lawyers as well! For you weigh men down with bur-
dens hard to bear, while you yourselves will not even
touch the burdens with one of your fingers. Woe to
you! For you build thetombs of the prophets, and {it
was} your fathers {who} killed them. Consequently,
you are witnesses and approve the deeds of your fa-
thers; because it was they who killed them, and you
build {their tombs}.”

(Luke 11:37-48)

Since Jesus was never “rude, arrogant, or unlov-
ing,” asyour “lad” wantsto believe, He must have said
all those nasty thingsin the nicest sort of way. Solet me
take this opportunity to say | believeyour “lad” and his
pastor are“fools’ and “blind men.” | am also convinced
they are* snakes,” theblindly obedient offspring of their
father Satan, the father of all “snakes.” The pastor isa
“hypocrite,” a“blind guide” leading the “blind.” Fur-
thermore, both of them are “sons of hell,” headed for
hell in a handbasket of their own making, which is ex-
actly what they deserve because they are misleading
others by teaching the lies they believe. Neither one of
them could understand what | had written in the April
1994 issue because they are both children of their father
thedevil, theLiar, thefather of al lies, and they want to
do what he desires.

There, now I’ vesaid exactly the samethingsthat Je-
sus said. And | said them in the most humble, loving,
and caringway | possibly could. Just in casethat doesn’t
suffice, however, I'll dsotell youthe“lad” and hispas-
tor are both “stinking caskets’ and “whitewashed
walls.” [Editor: He's mockingly referring to what Paul
called the high priest in Acts 23:3.]

The problem with Satan’s children is they have no
concernfor the Truth. They want everybody to go along
and get d ong—until someone startsto seethrough their
charade and tell the Truth asit is. Then they get “rude,
unloving, and totally contrary in attitude” in a hurry.
Look at thefacts: Thisfellow condemns mefor exhibit-
ing specific characteristics, which means he must think
it wrong for a“ Christian” to act that way. However, he
immediately displaysthose same characteristicsand di-
rects his negative invective at me personally. His own
words will condemn him in the Judgment.

| have not, until now, directed any of my statements
a anyone personally. However, since this fool stepped
out of the crowd voluntarily, | have made an exception,
not because | makeit apracticeto dothat, but becausehe
played the fool. Contrary to his goofy notion of Chris-
tian love, | see nothing wrong with displaying the char-
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acteristicshe mentionsif they are necessary to point out
the stupidity of the Pretenders in the Church today.
What | dois, in fact, the most loving and caring thing
you can do for those who are seeking to know the Truth
but haven’t been able to see through the pretense of the
Pretenders al around them. | guessit’s a matter of one
man’s poison being another man’s pleasure. | haven't
caled anyone the “son of the devil” and struck them
blind as Paul did, although in this“lad’s’ case | would
certainly be willing to give it atry. [Editor: He' salud-
ing to Acts 13:10-11.]

Who does thisimbecile think heis, anyway? God?
Does he actually think he is somehow going to “stop
your heresy” by sending somelittlebit of information to
a watchdog group? What can they do? Can they take
away my right to free speech? Will they come and take
me away in the night, lock me up and force meto recant
under torture? It soundsto melikeyour “lad” isreacting
emotionaly to something | said that hit too close to
home. He must subconscioudly know that he is a Pre-
tender, but he doesn’t want othersto discover the Truth.
Hisintent in trying to “stop your heresy” is actually to
warn othersnot tolistento me. Hedoesn'trealizeitisal-
ready too late. The Truth is out.

I hopethefool carriesout his plan. If the people he
sendsyour newsdletter to are nothing more than aden of
Pretenders, they probably won’t bother to read what |
have written either. And if God so desires, they will put
out somesort of warning against thisnew “ cultic” teach-
ing. | wish them well. The Truth is, God is going to do
what God isgoing to do, and neither hell nor high water
isgoing to stop it now. The puny efforts of Pretenders
are only going to work against them. They would be
better off ignoring what I’ve written. That way The
Voice of Elijah wouldn’t be getting free publicity.

But what isthis“cultic” “ heresy” nonsensetheidiot
mentions? | teach nothing contrary to the Creeds of the
Early Church. Does that make what | teach “cultic”? |
teach nothing contrary to the basic doctrinesthe leaders
of the Protestant Reformation taught. Does that make
what | teach “cultic’?| stress the same “fundamentals’
emphasized by theleaders of the Fundamentalist Move-
ment in the early part of this century. Does that make
what | teach “cultic” ? 1 hold to the same authority of the
divinely revealed Scriptures that John Calvin pro-
pounded. Does that make what | teach “cultic’? You
know aswell as | do that what | teach differs not at all
with orthodox Christian doctrine. However, | will admit
it does differ greatly with the distorted doctrines taught
by Pretendersinthe Churchtoday. | supposethat makes
it “cultic” from their point of view. But they don’t be-

lieve the same doctrines the Church believed just acen-
tury and a half ago.

The “cultic” label does make me chuckle a bit
though. | told you acoupleof yearsago that Satanwould
eventually bring up the“ cultic” issueand try to useit to
thwart what God intendsto do. [Editor: See* Questions
& Answers,” TheVoiceof Elijah, April 1992 and April
1993.] He has been planning that defense for years. He
knowshe can easily make Pretendersbelievethat lie be-
causethey havenoreal interest inthe Truth. But | know
that True Believers will see right through it. I'm re-
minded of what | sai ah said about the eventsthat will oc-
cur here at the End. He knew, as do |, that God has
planned an awesome demonstration of His power:

But now, thussaysthe LORD, your Creator, O Jacob,

And He who formed you, O Isradl,

“ Do not fear, for | have redeemed you;

| have called you by name; you are Mine!

When you passthrough thewaters, | will bewithyou;

And through the rivers, they will not overflow you.

When you walk through the fire, you will not be
scorched,

Nor will the flame burn you.

For | amthe LORD your God,

The Holy One of Israel, your Savior;

| have given Egypt as your ransom,

Cush and Seba in your place.

Snceyou are preciousin My sight,

{Since} you are honored and | love you,

I will give {other} menin your place and {other}
peoplesin exchange for your life.

Do not fear, for I am with you;

I will bring your offspring from the east,

And gather you from the west.

I will say to the north, ‘ Give {them} up!’

And to the south, *Do not hold {them} back.’

Bring My sons from afar,

And My daughters from the ends of the earth,

Everyone who is called by My name,

And whom | have created for My glory,

Whom | have formed, even whom | have made.”

Bring out the peoplewho areblind, even though they

have eyes,

And the deaf, even though they have ears.

All the nations have gathered together

In order that the peoples may be assembled.

Who among them can declare this

And proclaim to us the former things?

Let them present their witnesses that they may be
justified,

Or let them hear and say, “ It istrue.”

(Isaiah 43:1-9)




18

July 1994

That isall spokenin parabolicimages, but you can
till get the general idea. Isaiah has just told you that
TrueBelieversaregoingtofindtheir “way” back tothe
Truth oneway or theother hereat the End. All | haveto
do iskeep on writing, keep on teaching, keep on pub-
lishing the Truth, and those who have earsto hear will
eventually hear and believe. They may be deaf now,
but they are definitely going to hear the Truth. They
may have been blinded by Satan’ sliestemporarily, but
they arecertainly going to see, and when they see, they
will see the pretense of Pretenders like your “lad” for
exactly what itis—filthy rags. Solet your “lad” and his
idiotic fellow-Pretenders do their best to “stop your
heresy.” More power to them. | need asmuch help as|
can get, so | welcome their contribution to the cause.
All they are going to accomplish in that regard is ex-
actly what God intends. They are going to help me
“weed out” Pretenders like themselves.

| aready know God is working among His Own,
bringing them back to the Truth one by one, because of
the occasional letter that arrives, telling how God has
dealt inthelife of this person or the other. The most re-
cent letter that crossed my desk wasfrom awoman who
said she was saved in 1978 and has since had experi-
ences while praying that indicated to her that, among
other things, she “needs to learn to listen” in order to
find the Truth she wants to know. That woman’s hum-
ble attitude toward the Truth stands in sharp contrast to
that of your “lad” whoiscertain hecanrely onthegrace
of God and safely ignore anything that does not seem
“right” to him because it is not spoken in the same old
meaningless clichés he has aready heard.

Attaching the “cultic” label to my teaching is the
recourse of amoron who istoo lazy to learn anything
more than the goofy “sound bites’ of Pretenders. I'm
sorry to inform those who are too stupid to know any
better, but there can’'t be a “cult” when people don’t
even meet together. Y our moronic “lad” should accept
the fact that his father Satan missed the mark in plan-
ning that defense against the Truth. I’ ve told you be-
forethat I’ mnot hereto gather peopletogether. All I’'m
going to do is teach my understanding of the Scrip-
tures. That's nothing more than what every other
Christian minister is, or should be, doing. Y et, while
other ministers gather people together to teach, | am
going to teach only through books, articles, audio and
video tapes.

Furthermore, cult leaders control their followers
through some sort of “mind control.” 1’ve frequently
stated my position onthat issue, and I’ ll stateit again: |
refuse to tell people what they should do or shouldn’t
do. If they are True Believers, they already know what

they should do. So | don't “counsel” people, and |
don’t offer advice. All | doisteachthethings| believe
people need to know in order to be saved. Is that
“cultic’? 1 don’t think so. Any minister of God whois
worth his salt should be doing exactly the same thing.
If listening to my teaching makes someone a member
of a“cult,” then you better look closely at everybody
whoteachesanything. They must al be“cult leaders.”

The Truth is, | know exactly what | believe and
why | believeit. So | teachwhat | believe, and tell peo-
ple they must believe it in order to see through the in-
credible delusion Satan has planned. If that seems
“cultic” to fools who don’t know what they believe or
why they believe it, | apologize. I'm sorry they are
fools. Every Christian should beasfirmly convincedin
his or her own mind as | am concerning whatever
“truth” they have chosento believe. | fully expect them
toteach what they believewith the samefervency | do.
But | don’t see the logic in them stupidly assailing
someone else for doing exactly what they should be
doing. | don’t name nameswhen | talk about Pretend-
ers. | assume those who understand the Truth | teach
will be ableto recognize Pretendersal by themselves.
That stands in stark contrast to the folly of those who
ignorantly label what | teach as*“cultic.” | have already
pointed out the risks run by those who name names.
[Editor: Heisalluding to*“How Quickly They DoBlas-
pheme,” The Voice of Elijah, October 1992.] Your
“lad” has placed himself in that column of fools.

Not only do | not use any sort of “mind control
techniques,” | don’t encourage anyoneto believe what
| teach. Asamatter of fact, | actively discourage people
from following me personally by intentionally trying
to provoke theminto rejecting what | teach. | tell them
al the time they can “believeit if they careto, disbe-
lieveitif they dareto.” If anyone considersmy implied
threat of judgment assome sort of “mind control,” they
should go read the “hell-fire and brimstone” that the
great Evangelists John Wesley and Charles Finney
preached. I’'m actualy quite tame in comparison to
those two. | don’'t expect most “Christians’ today to
agree with what | am doing, but | do expect them to
have the good common sense to realize that, if God
called meto teach what | teach, thereis no way they or
their father Satan are going to “stop” it as your “lad”
seems to think he can. They would do well to follow
the recommendation of the good teacher Gamaliel. Let
me read what he said:

But a certain Pharisee named Gamaliel, a teacher of
the Law, respected by all the people, stood up in the
Council and gave orders to put the men outside for a
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short time. And he said to them, “ Men of Israel, take
carewhat you propose to do with these men. For some
time ago Theudas rose up, claiming to be somebody;
and a group of about four hundred men joined up with
him. And he was slain; and all who followed himwere
dispersed and cameto nothing. After thisman Judas of
Galilee rose up in the days of the census, and drew
away {some} people after him, hetoo perished, and all
those who followed him were scattered. And so in the
present case, | say to you, stay away from these men
andletthemalone, for if thisplan or action should be
of men, it will be overthrown; but if it is of God, you
will not be able to overthrow them; or else you may
even be found fighting against God.”

(Acts 5:34-39)

That isgood advicefor any Christiantofollow. Itis
far better to spend time working constructively to
“build” what onefeelsdivinely called to “build” thanto
spendtimetrying to tear down what someoneelseistry-
ing to “build.” They may find themselves “fighting
against God.” But | suppose there will always be that
stray fool who triesto empty the ocean with ateaspoon.
[Editor: Heismockingly alludingto Hab. 2:14.] | apolo-
gizefor those who think they can somehow thwart what
God has planned here at the End. I’m sorry they are so
stupid.

Editor: | knew | could €licit a diatribe from you. But
that was better than | expected. Are you sureyou’re
finished? Wouldn’t you care to say just a few more
words to clarify your position? 1I'm kidding, of
course.

Elijah: Actually, I'm not finished. What is this final
stupidity he mentions—*the whole counsel of God in
the Word”? What does he think that means?

Editor: What doeshethink it means? | don’t know. |
would imagine he is referring to something in the
Scriptures. Perhaps heisalluding to the authority of
Scripture.

Elijah: Probably so. But the phrase didn’t come from
the Scriptures. It's nothing but another one of Satan’'s
lies. It implies that every Christian somehow comes
away with the same understanding of the Scriptures
when they read them. That’ signorant. It's also another
exampleof how readily lazy people usethemeaningless
clichés they have picked up dong the way. His pious
sounding admonition reveals his blindness in that re-
gard aswell. Look at what he says next: “Do not esteem
the writings of man above scripture.”

Consider the implications of what that statement

tells you about him. He says he “ pored over” the arti-
cles | wrote for the April [1994] issue, yet he never
once understood what | wrote concerning theimpossi-
bility of reading what is written in Scripture without
coming to some conclusion asto what it means. | ex-
plained all that inthat issue. [Editor: See” Some People
Will Make Light of Anything,” The Voice of Elijah,
April 1994.]

| a'so pointed out that, contrary to what your “lad”
would have us believe, every Christian organization
passesalong itsunderstanding of the message of Scrip-
ture orally and in various religious writings that ex-
plain its particular oral tradition. Yet this fellow
couldn’t understand any of what | had written. Instead,
he blindly holds to some nebulous notion he has con-
cerning “the whole counsel of God in the Word,” as
though al “ Christians’ agreeon but one understanding
of the message of the Scriptures and everybody gains
that one understanding by reading the Scriptures for
themselves. First of all, very few Christians agree on
what the Scriptures say. But even if they did, how
would thisfool know what “the whole counsel of God
intheWord” is?1 daresay heseldomreads*the Word”
for himself. Heistoo content with “ Christian” clichés.

Editor: Are you through now?

Elijah: Yes. But | would liketo read apassagefromthe
Book of Proverbsfor the benefit of the True Believers
who read your newsletter. They will know what to do
withit.

Editor: Go ahead.
Elijah: Proverbs 22:17-21 saysthis:

Incline your ear and hear the words of the wise,
And apply your mind to my knowledge;

For it will be pleasant if you keep them within you,
That they may be ready on your lips.

So that your trust may be in the LORD,

| have taught you today, even you.

Have | not written to you excellent things

Of counsels and knowledge,

To makeyou know the certainty of thewordsof truth
That you may correctly answer to himwho sent you?
(Proverbs 22:17-21)

Editor: Isthat it?
Elijah: That'sit.

Editor: Thanks. This has been an enjoyable sesson.
Your tirades always are. But | think you need a bigger
soapbox. You nearlyfell off thisoneacoupleof times. |
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Constantine
From Page 1

Pretenders entered the Church under the
“open-door” policies of Church leaders
like Cyprian and Cornéelius. (See “Puri-
tans and Pretenders: Cyprian, Novatian,
and the Lapsed,” The Voice of Elijah,
January 1994.) Theresulting “ seculariza-
tion” of the Church prepared the way for
Constantine’s widespread acceptance as
the first “Christian” emperor of the Ro-
man Empire.

Political Developments
in the Roman Empire,
A.D. 284-305

The Roman Empire suffered de-
cline during the reigns of Valerian and
his son, Gallienus (253-268). Barbarian
tribes from the North and Persians from
the East successfully invaded and occu-
pied parts of the Empire. The emperors
who followed Vaerian and Gallienus
sought to regain lost territories, and by
284—when Diocletian came to
power—most had been restored. There-

fore, Diocletian’s primary challenge lay
in restoring the Empire to its former
glory. He chose a novel way to accom-
plish histask. He divided the Empire.

In order to understand Diocletian’s
innovations, one must have a rudimen-
tary knowledge of the Roman custom of
bestowing honorific titles on royalty.
The two titles assumed by Roman rulers
during this era—Augustus and
Caesar—derive from the time of Gaius
Julius Caesar, who ruled the Roman Em-
pirefrom48to 44 B.C. Having no son of
his own, Julius Caesar designated
Octavian, the son of his niece, as his
adopted son. He did so in hiswill, how-
ever, thus making Octavian heir to the
throne on his desth.

After Julius Caesar was assassi-
nated in 44 B.C., Octavian immediately
took the family name Caesar as his own.
In 27 B.C. the Roman Senate bestowed
on him the additional honorific name Au-
gustus—"“the Exated” (from the Latin
augere, “to increase”)—thereby making
him Augustus Caesar, by which name he
is commonly known. Roman emperors
after Octavian bore the title “ Augustus’
as a matter of course. Later, the Roman
Emperor Hadrian (117-138) initiated the

custom of using thetitle Caesar to desig-
nate the heir to the throne, the one who
would one day take the name Augustus.

Following this custom, in 285
Diocletian gave the title Caesar to
Maximian, an officer in his army. Al-
though Maximian was technically only
heir to the throne and therefore subordi-
nate to him, Diocletian divided the em-
pire between them. He ruled the East,
Maximian the West.

Flavius Constantius was a military
officer under Maximian’s command
who played animportant rolein securing
the borders of the Empire along the
Rhine and Danube Rivers. By 289, he
had worked his way up to prefect of
Maximian's praetorian guard in Gaul
(modern-day France). That put himinan
ideal position to benefit from
Diocletian’ s next major innovation.

In 293 Diocletian divided the Em-
pireintofour parts. Although heretained
the title of Augustus for himself, along
with senior authority over thewhole Em-
pire, he also bestowed on Maximian the
sametitle, but with lesser authority than
his own. He then appointed Galerius
Maximianus and Flavius Constantius as
caesari, heir to thetwo augusti—himself
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THE ROMAN EMPIRE A.D. 293: To ensure the
safety and prosperity of the Roman Empire, Diocletian

established the tetrarchy. This division of the Empire
into four realms held for nearly 20 years.
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and Maximian. The two augusti even
went so far asto formally adopt the two
caesari.

In addition, Diocletian gave his
daughter, Valeria, in marriage to
Galerius, while Maximian gave his
daughter, Theodora, to Constantius. For
thishonor, however, Constantiuswasre-
quired to divorce his wife, Helena, with
whom healready had ason, Constantine.
With his father’ s adoption, Constantine,
who was 20 or 21 at thistime, becamean
eligible candidate to succeed his father
and so was brought to the court of
Diocletian for training and education.
This arrangement served another pur-
pose as well. By keeping Constantine
close by, Diocletian was able to ensure
Constantius' allegiance.

Under the new arrangement, the
four members of the newly-formed im-
perial college resided in the territories
they ruled. Diocletian lived primarily in
Nicomedia, and governed the largest of
theterritories—AsiaMinor and the Bal-
kan Peninsula west to northern Italy.
Maximian held court in Milan, govern-
ing Italy, North Africa and Spain.
Galerius governed Syria, Palestine and
Egypt from Antioch. Constantius re-
sided in Trier, ruling Gaul and Britain.
(See map, p. 20)

Asthe senior member of the impe-
rial college, Diocletian reserved the sole
right of decree for the entire Empire. Ju-
nior members of the college were al-
lowed the right to decree within their
own territory as they saw fit; however,
they were expected to enforce
Diocletian’s decrees aswell. Thiswas a
major change in the Roman imperial
government and greatly diminished the
influence of the Roman Senate. Aslong
asthe Empirewas governed from Rome,
the decrees of the emperor were subject
toratification by the Roman Senate. Fol-
lowing Diocletian’ schanges, theright of
decree was virtually unchecked. Each
emperor had afull entourage of advisors
living at his court. Consequently, when
decisions were made, the Roman Senate
was not consulted.

Roman citizens were accustomed
to trusting the wisdom and benevolence
of the emperor. Political fiction held the
emperor’s chief concern was always the
welfare of the Roman people. It was nor-
mal for emperors to bolster that fiction

by claiming the patronage of the gods
and divine guidance. Therefore,
Diocletian claimed the patronage of the
chief god of the Roman pantheon, Jupi-
ter; Maximian, that of Hercules;
Constantius, that of Apollo.

Thetutel age of the gods was meant
to convey to the people that the gods
were in complete control. Under
Diocletian, the people had reason to be-
lieve they were. He restored the Empire
to its former glory. There was peace on
all fronts. Cities abandoned during the
barbarian invasions were repopul ated.

However, not al Roman citizens
enjoyed the benefits of peace. The large
armies required to defend the borders of
the Empire required equally large taxes
to maintain. Moreover, with the excep-
tion of Constantius, the emperors took
full advantage of their “divine” right.
They took the best of the produce from
the countrysides to supply the court.
Diocletian endeavored to build
Nicomediainto a city of splendor equal
to Rome, thereby consuming even more
scarce resources. Before long,
Diocletian, Galeriusand Maximianwere
looked upon astyrants.

The relationship between the em-
perorswas not altogether harmoniousei-
ther. Diocletian knew he would be able
to remain the senior member of the col-
lege only so long as he held some lever-
age over the others. However, the others
were constantly seeking to gain the up-
per hand. Beforelong, Galeriuscameout
on top.

By 296, Persia had taken parts of
Syriaand AsiaMinor from Galerius. Asa
result, he requested Diocletian’ s aid, and
together they marched against the Per-
sians. ThePersianswithdrew fromtheoc-
cupied territory, but only after defeating
Gadleriusand Diocletianinthebattle, ade-
feat for which Diocletian blamed
Galerius. However, he could do little at
that timeto settle accountswith Galerius.
Immediately thereafter hefound it neces-
sary to quell arebellion in Egypt and had
to remain there for the next year and a
half.1n 298, with Diocletian still in Egypt,
Galerius executed a daring attack on the
Persians and recovered al the territory
the Persians had taken, and more. By the
time Diocletian returned from Egypt,
Galerius was widely acclaimed for his
victory.

Six years later, Diocletian became
ill. By the spring of 305, he was ex-
tremely debilitated, and Galerius used
his acclaim as a military leader to per-
suade both Diocletian and Maximian,
the other Augustus, to step down. Heand
Constantius then became the new
augusti (Galerius, of course, the senior
of thetwo). Since two caesari needed to
be appointed, it was assumed Diocletian
would name Constantine, the son of
Constantius, and Maxentius, the son of
Maximian. However, since neither of
these two were loyal to Galerius,
Galerius could not depend on them to
comply with his decrees. Therefore, he
made sure Diocletian appointed two oth-
ers—Severus, an officer in Galerius
army, and Maximinus, Galerius’
nephew. Galerius then took control of
Diocletian’s territories, giving his own
to Maximinus. Severus was allowed It-
aly and North Africa, while Constantius
added Spain to his former domain of
Gaul and Britain.

The Rise of
Constantine,
A.D. 305-313

Following the realignment of the
imperial college in 305, Constantine
joined his father, Constantius, in the
West. Thefollowing year hisfather died,
and Constantine assumed thethrone. His
troops proclaimed him Augustus, as his
father had been. Galerius, however, only
grudgingly recognized Constantine, and
then only as Caesar. Constantine ac-
cepted the lesser title for the short term,
knowing that opportunity for advance-
ment would come in time. It came the
following year.

Maxentius, the son of the retired
Augustus, Maximian, had also been
passed over in 305. But a year later he
wrested the city of Rome from Severus
and proclaimed himself emperor of Italy
and North Africa. He restored his father
to his former position as Augustus, and
together they defeated Severus, scatter-
ing hisarmy and taking Severus himself
to Rome, wherethey either killed him or
forced him to commit suicide.

Maximian and M axentiusexpected
Galerius to retaliate immediately from
the East. Needing to ensure Constantine
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would not also attack from the West,
Maximian offered to recognize
Constantine as an equal, as Augustus,
and also offered his daughter Fausta,
Maxentius' sister, to confirm the agree-
ment. Constantine accepted the offer,
leaving Maximian and Maxentiusfreeto
concentrate on Galerius. Therefore,
when Galerius marched against Rome,
he discovered better defensesthan he ex-
pected. Rather than risk defeat, he nego-
tiated a tentative peace and retreated.

Galerius once again renewed his
acceptance of Constantine as a member
of the imperial college in 308, but still
only as Caesar. He al so appointed one of
his subordinates, Licinius, to replace
Severus as the other Augustus. Thus he
reingtituted the tetrarchy with himself
and Liciniusasaugusti, Constantine and
Maximinus as caesari. However,
Maximinus was unwilling to accept the
newcomer Licinius as his superior.
Therefore, Galerius named Maximinus
and Constantine sons of augusti. There-
after, all four members of the imperial
college were augusti.

Maximian, who had been Augus-
tus with Diocletian years before, till
craved his former station and power.
Consequently, in 308 he sought to over-
throw his son, Maxentius. When he
failed to win the support of the army,
however, he fled Rome to live in Gaul
with his son-in-law, Constantine.

In 310 Maximian attempted asimi-
lar intrigue against Constantine. He first
persuaded Constantine to take only part
of the army into the northern provinces
tostop aninvasion of the Franks. Hethen
staged acoup, intending to usethetroops
Constantine left behind to defend his
hold on power. His coup attempt failed,
however, because most of the army and
the members of the court were unwilling
to go along. Maximian hung himself.

Although the coup failed, some
army officers and members of the court
had supported M aximian. Consequently,
Constantinerealized he had to firmly es-
tablish thelegitimacy of hisoffice. So,in
order tovalidatehisreign, hetook the pa-
tronage of Apollo, the god of his father.
Healso arranged to have a public speech
given, in which the orator declared that
Apollo approved of Constantine's suc-
cession to the throne of his father. Dur-
ing that speech, the orator also attributed

to Constantine an apparently fictitious
vision in which Apollo promised him a
long life and offered him laurel crowns
to signify the years of his success. This
becomes significant because, two years
later, Constantine himself reported a
similar vision and adream which Chris-
tian bishops said camefrom JesusChrist.

One can seefrom the public speech
concerning Apollo’s patronage that
Constantine was clearly not above using
thereligiousbeliefsof hispagan subjects
to gain political advantage. He knew the
people would appreciate his adherence
to religious tradition and thereby accept
his succession as legitimate. The wor-
ship of Apollo was monotheistic at that
time, and Constantine probably also
knew Christians would at least appreci-
ate his monotheism. Coins dating from
that time bore the image of Constantine
with theinscription soli invicto comiti (to
the unconguered sun my companion). It
isinteresting to note that Constantine al-
lowed these “pagan” coins to circulate
for some years after his*“conversion” to
Christianity.

After the realignment of the impe-
rial college in 308, Licinius—the newly
appointed Augustus—waited for an op-
portunity to regain control of the territo-
ries Maxentius had taken from Severus.
Licinius knew that would not be an easy
task. Maxentius kept his army as strong
and well-provisioned as possible. The

1}

The Greek letters “chi” and “rho,”
the first two letters of the name
“Christ,” make up the labarum, the
“sign” under which Constantine
marched against Maxentius on Oc-
tober 28, A.D. 312. This was the
symbol Constantine reportedly saw
in a vision when he was told “by this
conquer.”

heavy taxes levied for this purpose did
little to endear him to his subjects, how-
ever. He was considered a tyrant.

Licinius' opportunity came when
Galeriusdiedin 311. That created avac-
uum of power in which Constantine,
Licinius, Maximinus and the rebel
Maxentius each set out to gain the upper
hand. On hearing the news of Galerius
death, Maximinus immediately annexed
Asia Minor, which was the territory
Galerius had ruled. Licinius had more
than amplereason to suspect histerritory
would be next on Maximinus'’ list.

Fearing that Maximinus' action
might lead to Licinius seeking an ali-
ance with Maxentius, Constantine of-
fered Licinius his sister's hand in
marriage. Liciniusaccepted. Hisalliance
with Licinius accomplished exactly
what Constantine hoped it would. It al-
lowed Liciniusto focus hisfull attention
on dealing with Maximinus. It also left
Constantine free to march against
Maxentius without fear of intervention.

Constantine wasted little time. He
invaded northern ltaly in 312, com-
pletely surprising Maxentius, who had
been expecting Licinius to attack from
the east. After suffering defeat in Vero-
na, Maxentius' forces withdrew to
Rome, where they prepared for a siege.
Constantine methodically marched
down the Italian peninsula, “liberating”
the people from the “tyrant” and gaining
their allegiance as he went.

On the march toward Rome,
Constantineand hisarmy reportedly saw
avision of afiery crossinthesky. Later,
Constantine claimed to have had adream
in which someone presented him with
the same sign and told him “ by this con-
quer.” The Christian bishops in his en-
tourage told him the person in hisdream
was Jesus Christ. They alsotold him God
was going to grant him victory over the
pagan tyrant, Maxentius. Constantine
immediately equipped hisarmy with the
sign (seeinset), and engaged M axentius
forces on October 28, 312.

During the ensuing Battle of the
Milvian Bridge, Maxentius was thrown
from his horse and drowned in the Tiber
River. Constantine entered Rome in tri-
umph, “liberating” the Roman people
fromthe“tyrant.” Hethereby becamethe
first “Christian” emperor of the Roman
Empire. According to the church histo-
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rian, Eusebius, he humbly attributed his
victory to the providence of God:

But he, according to the piety deeply im-
planted in him, neither exulting in the
shoutsthat wereraised, nor elated by the
plaudits bestowed upon him, well per-
ceiving the assistance which he had re-
ceived from God, immediately
commanded a trophy of the Saviour’s
passion to be placed in the hand of his
own statue. And when they had erected
his statue, thus holding the salutary sign
of the crossin hisright hand, in the most
public place at Rome, he commanded
thefollowing inscription to bewritten, in
the Roman tongue, as follows. “ By this
salutary sign, the true ornament of brav-
ery, | have saved | your city, liberated
from the yoke of the tyrant.”

(Eusebius, Ecclesagtical History, Book
IX, Chap. IX, Grand Rapids. Baker
Book House, 1993, pp. 393-3%4.)

The following spring, Licinius de-
feated Maximinus and gained control of
the eastern half of the Roman Empire.
Heand Constantine met later that year in
Milan to celebrate their victoriesand be-

Developmentsin the
Church, A.D. 261-313

No study of the“Christian” Emperor
Congtantine would be complete without an
explanation of developmentsin the Church
at that time. A full account could fill several
volumes. Hence, the following explanation
will be cursory at best.

In 261, Emperor Gallienus issued
the Edict of Toleration, which ended the
persecution of Christiansthat his father,
Valerian, had instituted three years ear-
lier. The edict restored all property
seized and permitted the Church to con-
duct affairs without further molestation
from the State. As a result, the Church
experienced phenomenal growth and
prosperity over the next 40 years.

Freed from the threat of persecu-
tion, Christianity became a much more
attractivereligionto Romansat all levels
of society. The attraction was so great
that the aristocracy, which had shunned
the Church in the centuries before, saw
increasing numbers become* Christian.”
These aristocratic Pretenders made
Christianity an even more acceptable re-
ligiousalternativeto others, especially to
members of the Roman government.

Consequently, the “Christians” in their
ranks increased dramatically. There
were Christian governors, Christian sen-
ators, even Christians in the households
of the emperors. A local church of con-
siderable size assembled within view of
the palace of Diocletian in his capital of
Nicomedia. Diocletian’s wife and many
of his servants attended.

Between 260 and 300, the Chris-
tian clergy became an exceptionally
well-defined governing body. The bish-
ops of the large urban centers, such as
Carthage, Antioch, Alexandria, and
Rome, exercised stringent ecclesiastical
control over the churches in their re-
gions. But these urban bishops not only
controlled ecclesiastical matters, they
al so commended the policies of the secu-
lar government from the pulpit, thereby
gaining favor with provincial governors.

The size of the clergy also in-
creased dramatically. Offices were
added for every imaginable function.
Acolytes attended to the bishops, while
sub-deacons assisted the deacons. Read-
ers kept the sacred books, presentersled
the music and doorkeepers admitted the
faithful. Janitors and sextons maintained
Church property inside and out. The
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Galerius and the defeat of Maxentius and Maximinus,
the tetrarchy established by Diocletian came to an end.

THE ROMAN EMPIRE A.D. 313: With the death of For more than a decade, Constantine ruled the West
and Licinius the East. Then, in A.D. 324, Constantine
became sole emperor.
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Church changed drastically, becoming
bigger, more institutional, more visible
and much more acceptable to pagans.

However, the four decades of
peace and prosperity the Church had ex-
perienced ended abruptly in 303. That
year Diocletianinitiated one of thegreat-
est persecutions Christianity has ever
known. Eusebius, the well-known
Church historian and bishop of the
Church at Caesarea from 313 until his
death in 339, viewed the persecution as
the judgment of God falling on acorrupt
and sinful Church. He describesthe con-
ditionsthat existed inthe Church prior to
the persecution as follows:

But when, by reason of excessive lib-
erty, we sunk into negligence and sloth,
oneenvying and reviling another in dif-
ferent ways, and we were almost, as it
were, on the point of taking up arms
against each other, and were assailing
each other with wordsaswith dartsand
spears, prelates inveighing against
prelates, and people rising up against
people, and hypocrisy and dissimula-
tion had arisen to the greatest height of
malignity, then the divine judgment,
which usually proceeds with a lenient
hand, whilst the multitudes were yet
crowding into the church, with gentle
and mild visitations began to afflict its
episcopacy; the persecution having be-
gunwith those brethren that werein the
army. But, asif destitute of all sensibil-
ity, we were not prompt in measures to
appeaseand propitiatethe Deity; some,
indeed, likeatheists, regarding our situ-
ation as unheeded and unobserved by a
providence, we added one wickedness
and misery to another. But some that
appeared to be our pastors, deserting
the law of piety, were inflamed against

each other with mutual strifes, only ac-
cumulating quarrels and threats,
rivalship, hogtility and hatred to each
other, only anxious to assert the gov-
ernment as a kind of sovereignty for
themselves.

(Eusebius, Ecclesiastical History, Book
VIII, Chap. I, p. 318.)

Those circumstances are directly
attributable to the fact that Pretenders
like Cyprian had previously opened the
doors of the Church to any and all com-
ers. Then the clergy developed theigno-
rant practice of penanceto makeit easier
for Pretendersto maintaintheir pretense.
(See “Puritans and Pretenders: Cyprian,
Novatian, and the Lapsed,” The Voiceof
Elijah, January 1994.) When that hap-
pened, the Church became nothing more
than it istoday—a socia gathering with
little to distinguish it from any other so-
cial gathering. Pretenders of all stripe
used the Church to further their own
agendarather than the purpose for which
Christ had established His Church.

Theeventsleading up to this perse-
cution were as follows: In 299,
Diocletian demanded that all the mem-
bersof the court and thearmy offer sacri-
fice to the gods on his behalf. Some
Christians refused and were dismissed.
Diocletian would have most likely
stopped there had it not been for
Galerius. Gaerius hated Christians and
wanted to see them eradicated from the
Empire. So, in 303, he persuaded
Diocletian to issue an edict demanding
every church be destroyed and all Chris-
tian writings be burned. That was fol-
lowed immediately by another edict:

Next day an edict was published, de-
priving the Christians of all honours

and dignities; ordaining also that,
without any distinction of rank or de-
gree, they should be subjected to tor-
tures, and that every suit at law should
bereceived against them; while, onthe
other hand, they were debarred from
being plaintiffsin questions of wrong,
adultery, or theft; and, finally, that
they should neither be capable of free-
dom, nor have right of suffrage.
(Lactantius, “ Of the Manner in Which
the Persecutors Died,” Chap. XIlI,
The Ante-Nicene Fathers, Vol. VII, A.
Roberts & J. Donaldson, eds., 1867,
pp. 305-306.)

Later that same year Diocletian or-
dered the arrest and imprisonment of all
Church leaders. The year after that, he
decreed that all who refused to sacrifice
tothe godswereto be executed. Hefully
expected the other three members of the
imperia college to enforce his decrees,
and Maximianand Galeriusfollowed his
lead. Constantius, however, destroyed
only afew churchesin Gaul and Britain.
No Christians were executed in his por-
tion of the Empire, possibly because
Constantius recognized Christians com-
prised a fairly sizeable number of his
subjects.

The Great Persecution did not end
as abruptly as it had begun. When
Constantine succeeded hisfather in July
of 306, he rescinded Diocletian’s edicts
of persecution hisfather had enforced in
Gaul and Britain. He aso contributed
imperial funds to rebuild destroyed
churches. These actionsendeared him to
the Christians but, more importantly,
they reveal hisattitudetoward religionin
general. Herecognized itsimportance to
some members of society and was will-
ing to usethat to hispolitical advantage.
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The persecution of Christiansin It-
aly and North Africaended in 306, when
Maxentius defeated Severus. However,
Maxentius did not immediately restore
confiscated properties or rebuild what
had been destroyed. He eventually de-
creed the restoration of confiscated
propertiesin 311, in an apparent effort to
improve his relations with the Church.
But even this decree was not enforced in
North Africa. Only later, when
Constantine triumphed over Maxentius,
was al Church property restored and
money to rebuild contributed from the
imperial treasuries.

After Liciniusdefeated Maximinus
in 313, he joined Constantine in Milan
and together they issued the Edict of Mi-
lan, which ended persecution of Chris-
tians throughout the Empire. That Edict
read as follows:

“When we, Constantine and Licinius,
emperors, had an interview at Milan,
and conferred together with respect to
the good and security of the common-
weal, it seemed to us that, amongst
thosethingsthat are profitableto man-
kind in general, the reverence paid to
the Divinity merited our first and chief
attention, and that it was proper that
the Christians and all others should
have liberty to follow that mode of reli-
gion which to each of them appeared
best; so that that God, who is seated in
heaven, might be benign and propi-
tiousto us, and to every one under our
government. And therefore we judged
it a salutary measure, and one highly
consonant to right reason, that no man
should be denied leave of attaching
himself to theritesof the Christians, or
to whatever other religion hismind di-
rected him, that thus the supreme Di-
vinity, to whose worship we freely
devote ourselves, might continue to
vouchsafe His favour and beneficence
to us.”

(Ibid., Chap. XLVIII, p. 320.)

Constantine was responsible for
most of the wording of this edict. That
fact is illuminating. Although he pro-
claimed freedom of worship throughout
the Empire, he did so intending to “ con-
vert” the whole Empire to Christianity.

Constantine and
the Donatist Schism

Diocletian’ s persecution had much
the sameeffect asthe persecution Decius
instituted in 250. Both raised the issue of
how to deal with those who lapsed.
Decius' persecution produced the knotty
problem of what to do about the
libellitici—those who obtained a certifi-
cate stating they had sacrificed to the
gods when in fact they had not done so.
(See “Puritans and Pretenders: Cyprian,
Novatian, and the Lapsed,” The Voiceof
Elijah, January 1994.) Diocletian’s
ended with a controversy over how to
treat those—primarily clergy—who re-
linquished sacred writings to be burned.
These were called traditores because
they “handed over” (traditio) the writ-
ings of the Church.

The problem of how to ded with the
traditores arose because Maxentius halted
thepersecutionin North Africaand Italy &f-
ter he defeated Severusin 306. That wasSix
years before Constantine defeated
Maxentius. Therefore, by the time
Congtantine began meddling in Church af-
fairs after his“conversion,” many of those
who had lgpsed, clergy among them, had
aready beenreadmitted tothe Church. This
readmission of the lapsed produced a
well-defined schism between moderate
membersof the Church and asmdler group
of fervent Christians known as the
Donatists.

Caius Flavius Valerius Aurelius
Constantinus Magnus became the
sole emperor of the Roman Empire
in A.D. 324. Commonly known as
Constantine I or Constantine the
Great, he was the first “Christian”
emperor in history. His policies led
to the “Christianizing” of the West.

During the persecution the
Donatists held tenaciously to their pro-
fession of faith. They zealously sought
martyrdom, finding it far more attractive
than denial of Christ. After the persecu-
tion, these zealots would not even con-
sider fellowship with those who lapsed,
no matter what the circumstances. Y et
the more moderate |eaders of the Church
advocated leniency, just asthe Pretender
Cyprian had done half a century earlier.
Thus the stage was set for the Donatist
schism.

The Donatistsinsisted the holiness
of the Church depended upon the holi-
ness of its individual members. They
held that if known transgressors were
permitted to return to fellowship with
True Believers, the Church ceased to be
God’' s Church. Therefore, they believed
that they, as members of the Church,
were responsible to maintain their own
holiness before God and to protect the
holiness of the Church. Oneway they did
S0 was by excommunicating Pretenders
who, although they claimed to be regen-
erate, demonstrated otherwise by their
actions. The Donatists contended their
beliefsapplied specifically to thelapsed,
arguing that, if one of the traditores re-
gained his former office in the Church,
not only was his reinstatement invalid,
any sacrament or ordination performed
by him was equally invalid.

Although the disagreement cen-
tered on whether the bishop of Carthage
was legitimately ordained, the issue ac-
tually dealt with the Donatists' viewsre-
garding the holiness of the Church. It
happened this way. In 311, when the
bishop of Carthage died, moderate
Church leaders held a council and
elected Caecilian bishop. They did not
invite Donatist bishops to the council,
however, so the Donatists held acouncil
of their own. They claimed the ordina-
tion of Caecilianwasinvalid because Fe-
lix of Aptunga, the bishop who
performed the ordination, was a
traditore. Consequently, they ordained
M gjorinus asbishop of Carthageinstead.
Soon the churches throughout North Af-
rica were split over the issue of which
group represented the true Church.

After Constantine came to power
in Rome, he sent funds to rebuild North
African churches. When he designated
Caecilian, who had been recognized as
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bishop of Carthage by the Roman
Church, to disperse the funds, he tacitly
recognized Caecilian as the representa-
tive of the true Church. In light of his
later actions, it is doubtful he was un-
aware of the issues involved in the
Donatist schism when he did this.

As Constantine most likely ex-
pected, the Donatists protested his recog-
nition of Caecilian asbishop of Carthage.
In 313, they petitioned him to appoint
bishops from the Church in Gaul to arbi-
trate their case. Since the Gallic church
had suffered theloss of only afew church
buildings during the persecution, they
deemed the Gallic bishopsasthe most ca-
pable of impartial judgment. Constantine
complied with their request, but notinthe
way the Donatist leaders envisioned. He
appointed three bishops from Gaul to
judge the case, but he held the hearing in
Rome, with Miltiades, the bishop of
Rome, presiding. Miltiades, in turn, in-
vited fifteen Italian bishopsto attend, thus
transforming the hearing into a council
with the full authority of the Roman
Church.

It is obvious Constantine had al-
ready determined how he wanted the
council to decide. Thetheological issues
at the heart of the Donatist schism were
unimportant to him. His new Christian
Empire required aunified Church to ex-
hibit Christian harmony to the pagans.
Therefore, he wanted “to leave no room
for schism or division.” He informed
Miltiades of his expectations:

“ ...your gravity will read and consider
in what way the aforesaid cause may be
most accurately investigated and justly
decided. Snce it neither escapes your
diligence, that | show suchregardfor the
holy catholic church, that 1 wish you,
upon the whole, to leave no room for
schismor division. May the power of the
great God preserve you many years,
most esteemed.”

(Eusebius, Ecclesiastical History, Book
X, Chap. V, pp. 429-430.)

The council convened in Romein
313. Constantine not only provided the
facilities for the meeting, he also pro-
vided transportation for al attendees.
Throughout the proceedings, the
Donatistsrelied on the oratorical skill of
Donatus, the man after whom the sect

was named, to argue their case. In spite
of Donatus great oratory, the council
ruled against the Donatists in compli-
ance with Constantine’s wishes. The
bishops held Caecilian’ sordination to be
valid. However, they did not censure the
Donatists because they sought complete
reconciliation.

M oderate Church |eaders proposed
that all Donatist bishops keep their of-
fices in the North African Church, ex-
cept where a Donatist bishop and
Catholic bishop occupied the same seat.
They proposed that, in those cases, the
senior bishop would keep his office,
whilethejunior would relocate. Thisdid
not appease the Donatists, however.
They appealed to Constantine again,
claiming additional evidence needed
consideration.

Constantine patiently indulged
them. The following year (314), he con-
vened a council in Arles. Once again he
provided transportation and lodging for
all attendees. By this time Constantine
firmly believed it was his responsibility
to bring the schism to an end, so he at-
tended the council himself. His greeting
revealshow heviewed hisroleas” Chris-
tian” emperor:

Constantine Augustus to the Catholic
Bishops, hisdearest Brothers, greetings.
The ever-loyal and incomprehensible
faithfulness of our God does not in any
way allow human nature to wander un-
duly long in darkness, nor does it suffer
thehateful dispositionsof somepeopleto
prevail so far as not to grant by at last
opening to them through its most splen-
did light the word to salvation, that they
return to the rule of righteousness. In
fact, | know this by many examples, |
make this same conclusion frommy own
case. For at first therewerein methings
which seemed to lack righteousness, and
| did not think that a power above saw
any thought which | was harbouring in
the secret places of my heart. Honestly,
what fortune should these thoughts, be-
ing such as | have mentioned, have re-
ceived? Surely, one abounding with
every calamity. But Aimighty God, sit-
ting on high, has granted me what | did
not deserve. Certainly, nowtheblessings
which he has granted in His heavenly
kindness to me, His servant, cannot be
told or counted, most holy Bishops of

Christ the Saviour, dearest Brothers.
(Optatus, “ Constantineto the Bishopsat
the Council of Arles” Imperiad Rome
and the Chrigtians, Voal. |l, Keresztes,
Paul, New York: Univ. Pressof America,
1989, p. 318.)

Thesecond council alsoruledinfa-
vor of Caecilian. So the Donatists gave
up seeking afair decision from aChurch
council and asked Constantine directly
for adecision. Therefore, he sent asmall
commissioninto North Africato investi-
gate the charges against Felix of
Aptunga. The commission decided the
charges against Felix were unfounded
and held, therefore, that Caecilian’s or-
dination was valid. The Donatists re-
jected that ruling as well, but this time
the Donatist population in Carthage be-
gantoriot.

Constantine suddenly found he had
a definite problem. He believed—be-
cause Christian bishops had told him
so—that he occupied hisimperial throne
by God’' sdesign. Therefore, hefelt obli-
gated to meddle in Church affairswhen-
ever it seemed necessary. Asheputit, his
primary responsibility was to “dissipate
errors and banish rash opinions.” By
315, however, he had exhausted therem-
edy he sought through mediation. So
now it was time for him to intervene in
the way he knew best. If diplomacy
failed, he would use force. He wrote the
following to explain hisintentions:

But after you read the letter, make it
plain to both Caecilian and to them as
well that when by the favour of Divine
Love | cometo Africa, | shall most fully
demongtrate, by pronouncing a clear
judgment, to all, both Caecilian and
those who appear to oppose him, what
kind of veneration is to be rendered to
the Highest God and what sort of wor-
ship appearsto please Him. Moreover, |
will, by employing careful examination,
learn to the fullest extent, and bring to
light, things which some, mided by their
ignorance of mind, now, fancy they can
keepinthedark. Thosepersonswho are
the cause of this situation and bring it
about that the Supreme God is not be-
ing worshipped with the reverence that
isHisdue, | shall destroy and disperse.
And since it is obvious enough that no-
body can gain the beatitudes of martyr-
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domif heisoneof that brood which seem
to be alienated and divorced from the
truthof religion, | shall without any hes-
itation cause those whom | judge hos-
tiletotheDivineLawandreligion itsalf,
and find guilty of violence againgt the
proper worship, to pay with their de-
struction they deservefor their madness
and recklessobgtinacy. ... 1 amgoingto
make plain to themwhat kind of worship
isto be offered to the Divinity. For | be-
lievethat | canin no other way escape a
most serious guilt than by absolutely re-
fusing to connive at this wickedness.
What more important businessisthere
for meto doin virtue of my policy and
Imperial office than to dissipate errors
and banish rash opinionsand soensure
that all offer Almighty God true reli-
gion, guileless concord and due wor-
ship?

(Optatus, “ App.,” Chap. VII, p. 322))

However, Constantine could not
makethetrip to North Africaas planned.
Instead, he sent troops to confiscate
Donatist churches and exile their |ead-
ers. Some Donatists were killed. How-
ever, even thisaction did not remedy the
schism. The Donatists refused to suc-
cumbtoforce. Constantinediscoveredto
his great chagrin—as the Antichrist will
at the End—it is sometimes difficult to
deal with people who firmly believe
something to be true.

But Constantine had his limits. His
campaign for Christian unity ended when
his relationship with Licinius soured.
That occurred because Liciniusinitiated a

persecution of Chrigtians in the eastern
half of the Empire. If Constantine, the
champion of Christianity, planned to lib-
erate oppressed Christiansin the East, he
could hardly continue his repression of
Donatist Christians in the West. So six
years later, in 321, he restored Donatist
churches and recalled their bishops from
exile. The Donatist Church remained a
strong influencein North Africawell into
the next century.

Conclusion

Constantine’s “conversion” to
Christianity occurred on his march down
theltaian peninsulato Rome after he saw
asigninavisionand had adreaminwhich
he saw the same sign and wastold “ by this
conquer.” “ Christian” bishopstold him Je-
sus Christ had given him both the dream
andthevision. A logical questionto askiis,
“How did they know that?” The answer to
that question is, “They did not.”

You see, one insurmountable dan-
ger faces those who readily accept every
supernatural event as having its origin in
God. What if God did not givethe® sign”?
What if Heallowed thefather of all liesto
do what he does best? What if God a-
lowed Satan to pose as God and give a
“lying sign”? Unless you want to make a
liar out of the Apostle Paul, you must at
least admit “lying signs’ are possible:

And then that lawless one will be re-
vealed whom the Lord will slay with
thebreath of Hismouth and bring to an
end by the appearance of His coming;
{that is}, the one whose coming isin

accord with the activity of Satan, with
all power and signsand fal sewonders,
and with all the deception of wicked-
nessfor thosewho perish, becausethey
did not receive the love of the truth so
asto besaved. And for thisreason God
will send upon them a deluding influ-
ence so that they might believe what is
false, in order that all may be judged
who did not believe the truth, but took
pleasure in wickedness.

(2 Thessalonians 2:8-12)

That passage presents an interest-
ing set of questions for the inquiring
mind to ponder: What if God, for His
Own purposes, intentionally allowed Sa-
tan to mislead the Pretenders who occu-
pied leadership rolesin the Church after
the Church lost The Apostolic Teaching?
What if the Roman Catholic Church,
with all its suppression, distortion, and
outright loss of Truth, was the direct re-
sult of God’s wrath? What if the claim
expressed by some Protestant Reformers
isactualy true? What if Constantine, the
first “Christian” emperor was nothing
more than Satan’s patsy? What if hisvi-
sion and dream were just “lying signs’?

Some folks naively believe
Constantine had a great, long-lasting,
positive effect on the Church. They will
readily tell you he freed the Church from
persecutionandridicule, raisingitto great
power and glory. To their way of think-
ing, that was a good thing. After al,
Christianity went on to become the chief
religion of western culture. What more
could any good “Christian” desire? Not
surprisingly, these mindless parrots are
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echoing the sentiments voiced by “Chris-
tian” leadersin Congtanting’ stime:

Thus, then, after all thetyranny had been
purged away, the empire was justly re-
served firm and without a rival, to
Constantine and his sons. Who first
sweeping away that enmity to God, ex-
hibited by the former rulers, sensible of
the mercies conferred upon them by
God, exhibited also their own love of re-
ligion and God, with their piety and
gratitudeto Him, by thoseworksand op-
erationswhichthey presentedtotheview
of all the world.

(Eusebius, Ecclesiastica History, Book
X, Chap. IX, p. 439.)

Behold, all the adversaries are de-
stroyed, and tranquillity having been
re-established throughout the Roman
empire, the late oppressed Church
arises again, and the temple of God,
overthrown by thehandsof thewicked, is
built with more glory than before. For
God hasraised up princesto rescind the
impious and sanguinary edicts of thety-
rantsand providefor thewelfareof man-
kind; so that now the cloud of past times
is dispelled, and peace and serenity
gladden all hearts.

(Lactantius, “ Of the Manner in Which
thePersecutorsDied,” Chap. |, p. 301.)

An unbiased person could easily
see Constantine slightly differently. He
was certainly somewhat less than the
perfect “Christian.” At the very least, he
exhibited ashrewd political sense of how
to capitalize on every available opportu-
nity in hisquest for power. Hewasnot al -
ways concerned about who got hurt in
the process. A modern historian de-
scribes his character this way:

...alust for power, a strong element of
cruelty, a capacity for quick thinking
and acting, and a religious sense
which allowed himto attribute his suc-
cessto the intervention of higher pow-
ers.

(Frend, W.H.C., The Early Church
From the Beginnings to 461, London:
SCM Press Ltd., 1986, p. 120.)

Constantine’s “religious sense”
was apparently his most acute. He could
useeither apaganreligion, ashedidwith

the vision Apollo supposedly granted
him, or the Christian religion, as he did
with his vision of the Cross of Christ. It
does appear, however, that he convinced
himself his*“conversion” to Christianity
was genuine. That was undoubtedly not
the case, but hiswas certainly asgenuine
as that of the many Pretenders in the
Church in his day, or, for that matter, in
our own.

Constantine may have actually be-
lieved God was directing his efforts.
That does not mean True Believers
should uncritically accept his own as-
sessment of the situation. After all, Pre-
tendersdon’t know that they don’t know.
(And what a lot there is that they don’t
know!) If Constantine was a Pretender,
he wouldn’t have known he was. There-
fore, one has to look not just at what he
said but also at what he did before com-
ing to a conclusion.

Constantine made the Church an
arm of the State, something God had
never intended it to be. Beyond that, he
more or less appointed himself head of
the Church, something for which he was
totally unqualified. His attitude toward
the Church can beseeninhisreferenceto
his “ministry” in this letter ordering the
rebuilding of the churches:

Snce tyranny has by its unholy coun-
cil, until now, persecuted the servants
of God the Saviour, | amfully satisfied
and convinced, my dear Brother, that
the buildings belonging to all the
churches either became dilapidated
through indifference, or, through fear
of the constant threat of violence, re-
ceived less attention than they should.
But now that liberty is given back, and
that that dragon is, by the providence
of the Great God and through my min-
istry, driven out of the administration
of public affairs, | believe that the
power of God has become evident to
all, and that those who, through fear or
unbelief, embraced someerrorsrecog-
nize the true God, and will come to the
true and right state of life.

(Eusebius, “ Vita Constantini 11,” 46,
Imperial Rome and the Christians, Vol.
1, pp. 335-336.)

Whilealot of Christianshaveigno-
rantly accepted Constantine’s own view
of God’spurposein his* Christianizing”

of the Roman Empire, others have
viewed it as a catastrophe for Christian-
ity. One such contrarian was Roger Wil-
liams, the zealous Separatist who
confronted the leaders of the Massachu-
settsBay Colony intheearly 1600s. (See
“Protestants All Agree on This: Some-
body Laidan Egg!” TheVoiceof Elijah,
January 1994.) Williams' view of
Constantineisnot surprising, hewas de-
nouncing the state Church the Bay colo-
nists had established. But it isinteresting
hisview of the holiness required of indi-
vidual Believers was also in line with
that of the Donatists. He writes:

Peace. | have often heard that History
reports, and | have heard that Mr. Cot-
ton himselfe hath affirmed it, that
Christianitiefell adeepin Constantines
bosome, and the laps and bosomes of
those Emperours professing the name of
Christ.

Truth. The unknowing zeale of
Constantineand other Emperours, did
more hurt to Christ lesus his Crowne
and Kingdome, than theraging fury of
themost bloody Neroes. Inthe per secu-
tions of thelater, Christians wer e sweet
and fragrant, like spice pounded and
beaten in mortars. But those good
Emperours, persecuting some errone-
ouspersons, Arrius, & ¢. and advancing
the professoursof some Truthsof Christ
(for there was no small number of
Truths lost in those times) and main-
taining their Religion by the materiall
Sword, | say by this means Christianity
was ecclipsed, and the Professors of it
fell asleep, Cant. 5. Babel or confusion
was usher’d in, and by degrees the
Gardens of the Churches of Saints
were turned into the Wildernesse of
whole Nations, untill the whole World
became Christian or Christendome,
Revel. 12 & 13.

(“ The Bloudy Tenent,” The Complete
Writings of Roger Williams, Vol 11,
New York: Russell & Russell Inc., 1963,
p. 184.)

Did you understand what Roger
Williamsimplied concerning God’ spur-
pose in allowing persecution of Chris-
tians? The same purpose accounts for
God allowing the coming of the
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Antichrist. He fully intendsto purify the
Body of Christ before the End. Did you
also catch Williams' statement concern-
ing “no small number of Truths lost in
those times’?

Williams accurately understood the
Church had somehow gone astray from
the Truth. But heand other Protestant Re-
formers who held that same view could
never figure out when or how that hap-
pened. They placed it in the time of
Constantine because they lacked suffi-
cient evidence to placeit earlier.

By thetimethewritingsof the Early
Church Fathersfinally surfacedinthelate
1800s, therewerestill Protestant Reform-
ers trying to “restore” what the Church
had lost. (See “Protestants All Agree on
This: Somebody Laid an Egg!” The
Voiceof Elijah, January 1994.) But these
Reformerswereno longer, like Williams,
looking at the literature of the Early
Church. They were increasingly looking
for“Truth” insomemystical experience.

Roger Williams not only saw
through Constantine’s “conversion,” he
also correctly saw in Constantine a test
for the Church, a test that the Church
failed miserably:

Peace. | must needs acknowledge that
the poor servants of Chrigt, for some
hundereth of yearsafter the departure of
the Lord enjoyed no other power, no
other Sword nor shield but spirituall, un-
til it pleased the Lord to try his chilren
with Liberty and ease under
Congtantine (asoarer Tryall then befell
them in 300 years persecution) under
whichtemporall protection, munificence
and bounty of Constantine, together with
histemporall Snvord, drawneout against
her spirituall enemies, the Church of
Christ soon surfeited of the too much
honey of wordly ease, authority, profit,
pleasure, & c.

(Williams, “ The Bloudy Tenent Yet
MoreBloudy,” Complete Writings, Vol.
IV, p. 384.)

Williams accurately understood
Satan used Constantine to craft the no-
tion of a state Church in which unity
must beimposed at the expense of Truth.
He specifically = condemned
Constantine's use of force against the
Donatists:

Truth. Snveet Peace, the sword of Civill
power was Gods sword committed by
Gods most wise Providence into the
hands of that famous Constantine:
Doubtlesshiswarrewasrighteousand
pious, so far as he broke the Jawes of
the oppressing persecuting Lyons that
devoured Christs tender Lambes and
Sheepe: And famous was his Christian
Edict, (wherein Licinius joyned with
him) when he put forth that imperiall
Christian Decree, that no mans con-
science should be forced, and for his
Religion (whether to the Romane
Gods, or the Christian) no man should
be persecuted or hunted: When
Constantine broke the bounds of his
owne and Gods Edict, and drawesthe
sword of Civill power in the suppress-
ing of other Consciences for the es-
tablishing of the Christian, then
began the great Mysterie of the
Churches sleepe, the Gardens of
Christ turned into the Wildernesse of
Nationall Religion, and the World
(under Constantines Dominion) to the
most unchristian Christendome.
(Ibid., Vol 1V, pp. 441-442.)

Roger Williams clearly believed
Constantine had anegativeimpact onthe
Church. However, he was by no means
the only Protestant Reformer to come to
that conclusion. A century later, John
Wesley expounded exactly the same
view. However, we know he gained the
notion from the German historian
Gottfried Arnold (1666-1714), whose
view represented the firm belief of the
Anabaptists. The Anabaptists could
hardly hold any other view. They were
adamantly in favor of the clear separa-
tion of Church and State.

Not surprisingly, Wesley puts his
description of Constantine’ sinfluencein
even harsher terms:

Persecution never did, never could
give any lasting wound to genuine
Christianity. But the greatest it ever
received, the grand blow which was
struck at the very root of that humble,
gentle, patient love, which is the ful-
filling of the Christian law, thewhole
essence of truereligion, wasstruck in
thefourth century by Constantinethe
Great, when he called himself a

Christian, and poured in a flood of
riches, honours, and power upon the
Christians, more especially upon the
clergy ...just so, when the fear of per-
secution was removed, and wealth and
honour attended the Christian profes-
sion, the Christians did not gradually
sink, but rushed headlong into all man-
ner of vices.

(Sermon 61 The Mystery of Iniquity,”
The Works of John Wesley, Vol. 2,
Sermons, 11, 34-70 , Albert C. Outler,
ed., Nashville: Abingdon Press, 1985,
pp. 462—463.)

Both Roger Williams and John
Wesley called for the holiness of individ-
ual Believers and the holiness of God's
Church. Isn't that interesting? That corre-
sponds to the Donatist view. Both under-
stood thereisno easier way to corrupt the
holiness of God' s Church than to make it
easy for Pretenders to hang around.
That's probably why they held such a
positive view of God's purposein allow-
ing persecution of the Church and an
equaly negative view of Constantine's
“Chrigtianizing” asecular Empire. In an-
other instance, Wesley pointed to the pos-
itive view of Constantine as an example
of the“spiritua blindness’ that he saw in
the Church of his day:

A wonderful instance of this spiritual
blindness, thistotal inability todiscern
the signs of the times mentioned in
Scripture, is given usin the very cele-
brated work of a late, eminent writer,
who supposes ‘the new Jerusalem
came down from heaven’ when
Constantine the Great called himself
a Christian. | say, ‘called himself
Christian’; for | dare not affirm that
{hewasone}, any morethan Peter the
Great. | cannot but believe he would
have come nearer the mark if he had
said, that was the time when a huge
cloud of infernal brimstone and smoke
came up from the bottomless pit. For
surely there never was a time wherein
Satan gained so fatal an advantage
over the church of Christ aswhen such
a flood of riches, and honour, and
power brokeinuponit, particularly on
the clergy.

(Ibid., Sermon 66 “ The Sgns of the
Times,” p. 529.)
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The Truth is, Satan used the inter-
pretation of “lying signs’ by ignorant
Christian bishops in Constantine’'s day
to shapetheworld to hisliking. Through
Constantine he created the mold for the
“Holy Roman Empire” in which the
Pope later sat in al his splendor as a
“Christian” emperor over a supposedly
Christian state.

But just as Constantine failed to
subject the Donatists to his will, so also
the monster Christian empire that sprang
from the mold he made failed to snuff out
the “fire” that True Believers had within
them before he came aong. Pretenders
have been the mgority in the Church
since that time, but that hasn’t stopped
True Believersfrom transferring therem-
nants of that “fire” from generation to
generation orally just as God intended.

The few faint embers remaining
from the “fire” True Believers held
within them ignited a “wildfire” at the
time of the Protestant Reformation. But
the flames that have at times burned so
brightly in the Protestant Church over
the past centuries since the Protestant
Reformation have now given way to
nothing more than smoke and mirrors.

So today you can watch the farce that
Christianity has become on television,
twenty-four hours a day. Satan can be
justifiably proud of what his offspring
have accomplished in God’s Church.

True Believers, the time has come
for you to wake up and smell the roses.
Satan’s lies are till being propagated in
the Church by liarswho desperately want
to believe them. That is why Pretenders
all around you arewilling to interpret Sa-
tan's “lying signs’ as proof that God is
pleased with the Church asit istoday.

You and | know better. God does
not approve of the lunacy we see going
on in the Church. He fully expects the
one who “talks the talk” to “walk the
walk.” Yet you and | know that few to-
day do what we know God expects His
children to do. Therefore, | remind you
tobewareof any “ Christian” wholikesto
talk. Chances are he/she has never
learned to “walk.”
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+«» How did the novel notion that God loves everybody find its
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can do something. Some can do more than others.

The Word of God is easier to memorize when it has
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taken key passages from the Prophets and the Psalms,
PI'CIY for our work. combined them with catchy melodies, and produced
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Give a gift subscription Word of God away also.
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Give Not All Israel Is Israel
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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?
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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.
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