Emergent Church: Biblical Authority
2 Timothy 2:2-4

You then, my son, be strong in the grace that hrist Jesus. And the things you have
heard me say in the presence of many witnessassetrreliable men who will also be
qualified to teach others. Endure hardship witHike a good soldier of Christ Jesus. No
one serving as a soldier gets involved in civilgdfairs—he wants to please his
commanding officer.

The New Downgrade “No-Controversy”

In this text we read that doctrine which was taughhe presence of many witnesses is then to
be entrusted to other reliable men who will alsagbalified to teach othergnd further God the
Holy Spirit instructs us that we ared¢ontend earnestly for the faith which was onceafbr
delivered to the saintdude 3NKJV). This would seem to be an impossible task if veeeanot
going to be able to understand what this doctriae im the first place taught the presence of
many witnesand then given to other reliable men to teach.tNistis what the leaders in the
Emergent Church would try and have us believef tieiidea ofSola Scripturavas simply
“‘invented” by the Reformers when they were forcetha risk of their very lives to break away
from the apostate Church of Rome, but history shibwgsisn’t the case at all. | find it interesting
that this is the very same Roman Catholic Churehtte Emergent Church appears rather
anxious to reemerge with.

Think for a moment, initially the Reformers wergitig to change the corrupt Church of Rome
from the inside but we need to stop and considertivese courageous men felt moved to do so?
Was it because the Roman Catholic Church reedlgteaching what is right and proper
concerning this aforementioned doctrine taughtontfof many reliable eyewitness which was
then entrusted to other reliable men to teach? @isWy not; and those who cannot see the
mighty hand of God in the Reformation are simplyigglly blind. And who were these reliable
men spoken of in our above text? Could they haes Ipart of the gifts that Christ would give

His Church according to Ephesians chapter 4, astdybat was their function to be? You can
look for yourself:

It was he who gave some to be apostles, somepmphets, some to be evangelists, and
some to be pastors and teachers, to prepare Gabplp for works of service, so that the
body of Christ may be built up until we all reaatity in the faith and in the knowledge

of the Son of God and become mature, attainingagonhole measure of the fullness of
Christ. Then we will no longer be infants, tossadkoand forth by the waves, and blown
here and there by every wind of teaching and bytimning and craftiness of men in
their deceitful scheming. Instead, speaking ththtiu love, we will in all things grow up
into him who is the Head, that is, Chrigty.11-15)

You see the witness of history clearly shows maey wf God who were faithful to teach

exactly what the Bible says, and this just can’tiseegarded as easily as these men so caught up
in the relativism of postmodern skepticism in thmdtgent Church movement would try and

have you believe. The basic flaw of this developiolj within orthodox Christianity stems from
their erroneous premise that we can’t really kndvatithis proper doctrine was/is that has

always been taught by reliable men called of Chmistiny of whom would pay for their

teachings with their very lives. And exactly whatttiese modern vipers in this whole satanic



seeker sensitive Church Growth movemehypaocritical liars, whose consciences have been
seared as with a hot irofsee—1 Timothy 4:2) — themselves have to worry ahsuhey stand
behind Evangelical pulpits as wolves in sheep’shohg brazenly teaching undiscerning
Evangelical leaders to distrust God’s Word? Waedkibally nothing more than a soft whimper of
disagreement from these influential though timonmes privately expressed from the sanctity
of their offices in what is apparently the New Dasade No-Controversy. However, | ask you,
is this how Charles Haddon Spurgeon, whom these saem profess to admire so, handled the
liberals in the first “Downgrade Controversy” withihe apostatizing Baptist Union of his day?

But here’s where the argument posed by the reengeilt of liberal theology in the Emergent
Church for the rejection of the inerrancy of Holgripture is destroyed. God tells us in Psalm
119:89 that we are to sayY-eur word, O LORD, is eternal, it stands firm i theavensand

then in verse 91 ¥our laws endure to this dalurther the Bible teaches us that God tise-
Rock, his work is perfect: for all his ways aregedhent: a God of truth and without iniquity,
just and right is héDeuteronomy 32:4KJV). Next 1 Timothy 3:16 informs usAll Scripture is
God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebukaagrecting and training in righteousnessnd
then 2 Peter 1:20-21 say#\bove all, you must understand that no prophe&roipture came
about by the prophet’s own interpretation. For phegy never had its origin in the will of man,
but men spoke from God as they were carried algniipé Holy Spirit.

You see -All Scripture is God-breathedtie isa God of TruthHis Wordis eternal and the
Lord'swork isperfect So the key question we have to ask ourselvesish&hy did the Lord

tell us these things? Was it so that we’d undedsthat Holy Scripture was to be the absolute
infallible and inerrant standard for the Churchilumise men like Guru Brian McLaren of the
Emergent Church movement finally arrived on thene@eOr maybe it was that their god of
Open Theism was awakened from his/hel/its lovingatsuddenly realizing that his/her/its
creation had so drastically changed; and at the $ame this was happening postmodern
American culture had also shifted so that his/tewiord was now so hopelessly out of touch
with this world today that he/she/it needed togaip the Emergent Church movement to rehash
Karl Barth’s neo-orthodox view of Holy Scripturedaliberal theology’s social gospel.

However, although it isn't fashionable, there ie other alternative; could it actually be that the
omniscient and perfect LORD God Almighty—Who canclzinge—simply means exactly what
He has said in Holy Scripture? What do you thinlkt maybe in the Bible we can see that God
has clearly told us that His Word is infallibleagardless of what any part of the world He
created thinks, or what any culture that degenenatiekind has erected within it may think of
their Creator’s timeless commands. Maybe Almightd@ smarter than Brian McLaren, and it
might be that He also knows that these societiak-dsithey are upon the shifting sands of
human opinions—would need to have an absolute atdrad truth that they could live by. So in
the Bible the Lord decided to reveal everything talen mankind would need to know about
how the Creator expects his creatures to live fggemerations and in every culture of His
world?

What Did Jesus Teach His Followers About Holy Scriture?

So what did the LORD God Himself—Jesus Christ afétath—say when He stood upon His
Own planet? The Apostle Matthew, one of our eyesg@ses, reports that the Master had a little
skirmish with Satan during which He saidltis written: ‘Man does not live on bread alone,

but on every word that comes from the mouth of Gddtover this in more depth in my article
“Emerging With A Christian View of Scripture” sol &lm pointing out here is that Jesus is using
what is often derisively called the “proof text” thed in His teaching. Oh yes, | am well aware



this method of teaching the Bible is consideredosinmopelessly out of vogue by many who
would call themselves Christian these days:

This is quite obviously a core belief within theridy Emergent Church. Dan Kimball, who is a
pastor within this movement and authorftie Emerging Church made the following statement
during an interview with Brent Kunkle on tis¢and To Reasorradio show:

There are pastors who know the Bible inside andandtcan preach excellent sermons
and exegete these passages [of the Bible] andtbueg\else, but you start asking them
basic questions about the mindsets of differenplgeespecially younger generations in
our culture and so many are just still just thirgkof the way people might have been
thinking about God and spirituality and what Chaisity is from a twenty year old
perspective or thirty years ago. (program airedustig, 2005, www.str.org)

Men and women, this is where you need to recogmixeit is that the lack of respect for the
authority of the Bible begins within a cultic systeKimball is revealing a bias—no matter how
slightly it begins—against the proper method ofpheng when in effect he says: It's all well and
good to really know your Bible, but that outdateethod of expository preaching just isn’t going
to reach people anymore. Can you see the rooagihpatism beginning to show? To further
demonstrate the lack of respect for expository g, and even for the texts of Holy Scripture
themselves, within this emerging cult let me gieel yanother quick example of just where the
Emergent Church has veered off-track. Here is \EEnagrgent Church Guru Brian McLaren says
about this type of “problematic” proof-texting methof teaching that was used by our Lord:

| intentionally avoid including a lot of Biblicakferences in my writing because of the
method of “proof-texting” is terribly problemati¥es — it can show the Biblical roots
beneath a statement, but it can also be used ¢alggvappearance that a statement is
supported by Biblical authority when it isn'’t.
(http://www.anewchristian.com/archives/000406.html)

Or the proof-text method, which was clearly used tught by the Master Teacher Christ Jesus
of Nazareth Himself, can controvert an entire ezous Emergent Church movement if it is
properly employed as | have been doing under tiagee of God the Holy Spirit in my recent
articles on this growing cult of the Emergent Clurthose of us who have studied Comparative
Religions and non-Christian cults recognize thigigsally a textbook example of what leaders
of cultic systems do when they try and subvertamhority of the Bible in order to elevate their
own teachings in the eyes of their particular fokos. But this does not alter the fact that Jesus
is clearly teaching us to use this method here attivw 4:4 because our Lord Himself is
guotingfrom a text of Holy Scripture as the ultimate sourcawthority to prove His point —
Deuteronomy 8:3 of the Old Testament to be exact.

You will also see this exact pattern of teachingtiowe with Christ's Own disciples right within
the pages of the New Testament itself. It's vituahpossible to miss as the epistles are chock
full of references to the Old Testament to insteevteracity of what these Apostles themselves
taught. And then you’ll seheir disciples—the early Church Fathers—doing the samething

in their own writings. In my personal library | reava 38 volume encyclopedia set containing
virtually everything these disciples of the Apostas well asheir own disciples (and so on)
wrote—with page after page of so-called proof-textin fact so copiously did these Church
Fathers quote the Holy Scriptures—and at a timenwiloe could be put to death foeinga
Christian—that even if we lost all of the New Tesémt documents we could still reconstruct it
except for 6 verses through the writings of thesa imone.



Knowing their Lord's commands in 2 Timothy 2:2 ahdle 3 that reliable men would always be
teaching and contending for the Faith, the Refosmeare able to see from their own study of
verifiable church history that the doctrine of ®@la Scriptura appears obvious to those who
have eyes to see. Here is what needs to be undeistthis generation as the Devil intensifies
his attacks on the Bible through weak-willed Cliais$ and false professordiaving aform of
godliness, but denying the power therelo& power here being God the Holy Spirit. Thesvér
men who were raised up by the Spirit of the Lord@y traced the history of Christian doctrine
right on back down through history past those e@hyrch Fathers mentioned earlier, who
themselves had learned how to teach sound dodtanetheir own teachers the Apostles, until
these godly Reformers reached back to the verycgafithe Christian faith Christ Jesus
Himself.

Thy Word Is Truth

And since we have already established that theevlasied God’s inerrant and infallible Word in
Holy Scripture as another “witness” to what He wesching, let’s look at what else Jesus Christ
of Nazareth had to say to His disciples about titkeBLater on in this same Book of Matthew
Jesus says“Do not think that | have come to abolish the Lamthe Prophets; | have not come
to abolish them but to fulfill them* Matthew 5:17. This is the way a first centurwidd rabbi
could refer to the Hebrew Scriptures that now makeur Old Testament. Then in verse 18 the
Master says 4 tell you the truth, until heaven and earth digagar, not the smallest letter, not
the least stroke of a pen, will by any means disapfrom the Law until everything is
accomplished.Clearly this is in agreement with the verses ialdsL 19 cited earlier ¥our

word, O LORD, is eternal, it stands firm in the heas,and —Your laws endure to this day
because the last time | checked Heaven and earéhriwd disappeared.

As far as the skepical view of truth held by so ynaithin the Emergent Church movement, in
His High Priestly prayer as recorded by an eyew#rte the event the Apostle John our Lord
prayed -l have given them thy word; and the world hathdgthem, because they are not of
the world, even as | am not of the world. | pray that thou shouldest take them out of the
world, but that thou shouldest keep them from thile Ehey are not of the world, even as | am
not of the world. Sanctify them through thy trutihy wordis truth” (John 17:15-17KJV). You
might notice here that Christ say§Fhy Wordis Truth” not “Thy Word containsTruth”. Thus
the Master destroys the essense of Karl Barthég fedaching on Holy Scripture which can be
summed up as: The Bible is a mailbox in which weeiee communiqués from Heaven. Because
instead what Jesus has just said is: The Bibl# issthe message from Heaven. And the fact of
the matter is that mankind just doesn't want tevtiat the Bible says so we look for ecumenical
purpose driven emergent ways to reinterpret itpateny its Truth outright. It really is an age
old problem, so let me just spell it out for youctesarly as | can c-0-m-p-r-o-m-i-s-e.

However, just because so many within the Evandaetmamunity today do not have the
intestinal fortitude (read: faith) to stand up d@dcounted for Christ, it does not mean that the
LORD God Almighty is going to capitulate to our wbbecause we’'d prefer to believe that
some of the things He says in His Word are too fards to preach to postmodern societies
today. The adherents of the Emergent Church tehaisthey are thiue followers of Jesus
because they have theore complete understanding of the “gospel” than otletke
Evangelical community. But this is exactly where thvisive spirit behind this schismatic
movement is actually revealed, and furthermor@augd be our indication that the Emergent
Church is in reality an emerging pagan cult beilhgaged to operate undercover as “Christian”
in our Lord’s Church by obtuse Evangelical leadies NAE president Ted Haggard.



All one has to do to see this unholy truth is stein carefully to what Emergent Church leaders
like Brian McLaren are not saying (which says mibi@n what they do say), and then look at the
clearly non-Christian alliance McLaren himself mskéth a flaming heretic like Dr. Alan

Jones. By endorsing Jones' book, in which the @andfides that Jones’ “work stimulates and
encourages me deeply,” McLaren has revealed thist$tenulated and actually “deeply”
encouraged by someone who is teaclintichrist doctrine. Here is what Jones himself says
about the substitutionary atonement of Christ Jesud.ord — “implicitin the crossfis] that

Jesus’ sacrifice was to appease an angry God. Bebstitution was the name this vile

doctrine.” For more on this deceiver | refer you to my @gi“Emergent Church: Guru Brian
McLaren”. | must admit that Jones’ work “stimuldtese as well, and because of his outright
denial of Christ's ultimate sacrifice, my love fay Master has spawned these recent exposes to
bring the light of His Word onto the darkness @ Bmergent Church in an effort to expose this
paganism to the rest of His Evangelical church.

Men and women, thenly way for emerging cults like this one to be foistgubn the Churcls

for them to denigrate the authority of the Bibl&idTis exactly what all false teachensistdo if
they wish to open the door to “alternate” interatieins of the Bible, because the penal
substitutionary atonement is the logical and nesrgssonclusion when referencing all the texts
of Holy Scripture that bear on this most importdattrine. | want you to see who would be
behind attacking this core doctrine of the historthodox Christian faith so let me make this a
simple as | can: Colossians 2:13nrd having disarmed the powers and authoritiesphde a
public spectacle of them, triumphing over theyrthe crossl1 John 3:8 -He that committeth sin
is of the devil; for the devil sinneth from the immgng. For this purpose the Son of God was
manifested, that he migtestroy the works of the devibo considering that Satan is the enemy
of men's souls, can you see who is your likely setipe source in wanting to take the focus of
the Christian Church off preaching this incredialearious sacrifice our Lord madby the cross
to the lost?

If it hopes to survive the Evangelical communityl lieest wake up to the fact that pathetic
proponents of the exact same scholastic skeptiofdhne exact same variations of liberal
theology as taught by serpents like Bultmann arstifet and Tillich have now arrived within
the walls of this camp via the Trojan Horse of tifg and heretical Emergent Church. And if it is
not expelledmmediatelythen this neo-liberal theology is going to kill imiane Evangelical
churches in exactly theameway that it killed every mainline denomination tthet these vipers
remain within its own walls the first time theiratdnes of demons were injected into the
bloodstream of American Christianity. Don’t you rember that Christ tells usye should be
aware of the leaven of the Pharisees and of thel$sbsand 1 Corinthians 5:6 reminds us —
that a little yeastvorks through the whole batcbf dough?

| tell you in the Lord that we are right now faciag§yew Downgradewhich is as obvious as the
consistent attacks on Evangelicalism's so-calledinderstanding of the substitutionary
atonement that are currently being marshalled yghu heretics like Jones, and then followed
up by the milder counterattacks coming behindatrfrmore mainstream counterfeit Christian
teachers like Brian McLaren to spread confusiorpde@to the heart of the Church. After all
doesn't the Guru come right out and tell you tleaisha ‘hew kind of Christian?” God the Holy
Spirit has already told us that there #r@se who want an opportunity to be considered kequa
with us in the things they boast about. For such arefalse apostlesdeceitfulworkmen,
masqueradingas apostles of ChrigR Corinthians 11:12-13), and Jesus Himself séM/atch
out for false prophets. They come to yosheep’sclothing,” — [they aren’t going to walk up to
you and say, “Hi, I'm a counterfeit Christian.”J'but inwardly they are ferociousolves—[why
that's kind of harsh and unloving, isn't itBy; their fruit you will recognize thenm(Matthew



7:15-16). And Philippians 3:18 tells us one of #asiest ways to recognize one of the Devil’s
masquerading ministersthey are the enemiesibie_crossof Christ

Love In Action

Let me bring together what | have been talking allous far in preparation for another
discussion on another day concerning the despitatieof respect for the authority of the Bible
in so much the Emergent Church movement. Versea2iofext -And the things that thou hast
heard of me among many witnesses, the same conamitd faithful men, who shall be able to
teach others alsdells us that the Lord had already commandecetfaathful preachers of His
Word down through the long centuries of the historthodox Christian Church to take doctrine
muchmore seriously than even the timid and tepid Eediogl leaders in our Lord’s “business as
usual” Church do today. And sadly Horatius Bonal&ar warning went unheeded:

There is some danger of falling into a soft anémihate Christianity, under the plea of a
lofty and ethereal theology. Christianity was bfonendurance;...not languid, nor
childish, nor cowardly. It walks with a strong st&md erect frame;... It does not fear to
speak the stern word of condemnation against eroorto raise its voice against
surrounding evils, under the pretext it is notho$ tworld; it does not shrink from giving
honest reproof, lest it come under the chargesyldying an unchristian spirit. It calls

sin sin, in whomsoever it is found, and would rattiek the accusation of being actuated
by a bad spirit than not to discharge an expliatydLet us not misjudge strong words
used in honest controversy...

The religion of both Old and New Testaments is redriy fervent testimonies against
evil. To speak smooth things in such a case magehgmentalism, but it is not
Christianity... It is a betrayal of truth and rigbtisness. | know that charity covers a
multitude of sins; but it does not call evil gobecause a good man has done it; it does
not excuse inconsistencies, because the inconsisther has a high name and a
fervent spirit; crookedness and worldliness ale@tokedness, though exhibited in one
who seems to have reached no common height of iégt.

| fear that that the great evangelist and teacheRDA. Torrey may be proved right in that too
many of our preachers today within our Lord’s poesi Church are but “women in trousers.”
Men of God, the time haswwarrived to stand boldly in the face of this encliag apostasy
and evil denial of the inerrancy and infallibilibf God’s Word in the Bible. Our Master was the
most loving Example of a Man that there has evenpband yet when He encountered religious
men who nullified the Word of God by their own titéahs, just as those in the fetid cult of the
Emergent Church are doing right under our nosesMiaster didn't call them to schedule a
conference to “discuss a loving way to set asidedoatrinal differences.” No! Jesus spoke out;
He warned these evil compromisers about the wila@od which is going to come because of
such things!

“But don't you remember that God is love?” Why, ye®: God is love (see—1 John 4:16); Jesus
is God (see—John 1:1); therefore Jesus is lovasSee close now, let's see how Perfect Love in
human flesh handled the religious leaders who midleal the Hebrew Scriptures in His day. Oh,
and by the way, it's quite common among peopleideddy leaders within the Emergent
Church to say that the Bible nowhere says it isttoed of God; perhaps they should carefully
note verse 13 below:



He replied, “Isaiah was right when he prophesiedabyou hypocrites; as it is written:
“These people honor me with their lips, but the@arts are far from me. They worship
me in vain; their teachings are but rules taughtnign.” You have let go of the
commands of God and are holding on to the tradgiohmen.” And he said to them:
“You have a fine way of setting aside the commafidsod in order to observe your own
traditions... Thus you nullif(he word of Godby your tradition that you have handed
down. And you do many things like th@ark 7:6-9,13).

It becomes pretty obvious here that thinasthe phony seeker sensitive Jesus of inclusivism
Who came to preach “the kingdom of God” as desdrinethe smugeli-righeous Emergent
counterfeit Christian Church. No, here the incongrtable testimony of the actual historic
record of His life in the Bible makes it abundantlgar that Christ Jesus was completely
intolerant of the false views about the Holy Sarips held by these men to whom He was
speaking. Our Lord repeatedly made no concessibassaever to those who simply would not
do what God had commanded them to do in His ineamad infallible Word; and this was to be
the Master's unyielding stance all the way to thes€. There was no compromise of the proper
teaching of God's Word by Jesus of Nazareth noematiat “traditions” were currently being
taught within the quite religious and pluralistidtare in which He lived.

Christ undoubtedly adhered to the proof-textinghudtof Sola Scriptura by placing the Holy
Scriptures—God's inerrant and infallible Word—abamgso-called “shift” of the prevailing
whims of this particular society, and one can glsinly see that the Master was not concerned
even one iota if they thought that He was out attowith their sinful lifestyles. Now this could
only have been His position if our Lord knew thawas God Himself Who was speaking in
these Holy Scriptures. And further Christ Jesuslauwd—the perfect Example of a loving
Christian—is also undoubtedly expecting that we ldkandeed be able to understand just what it
is that is being taught within the Word of God.

And watch out for the Emergent Church and one @if ttore doctrines that Jesus of Nazareth
came to preach “the Kingdom of God.” What they miathis redefinition of biblical
terminology ends up being exactly the same oldas@uspel that was preached by the previous
cult of liberal theology.

Ah, but that is for another day...
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