Roman Catholicism By Lorraine Boettner

Chapter V Peter
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This is the continuation of the previous chapter of Roman Catholicism by
Lorraine Boettner.

1 The Roman Catholic Position

The controversial passage in regard to Peter’s place in the Church is Matthew
16:13-19, which reads as follows: “Now Jesus, having come into the district
of Caesarea Philippi, began to ask his disciples, saying, ‘Who do men say the
Son of Man is?’ But they said, ‘Some say, John the Baptist; and others,
Elias; and others, Jeremias, or one of the prophets.’ He said to them, ‘But
who do you say that I am?’ Simon Peter answered and said, ‘Thou art the
Christ, the Son of the living God.’' Then Jesus answered and said, ‘Blessed
art thou, Simon Bar-Jona, for flesh and blood hath not revealed this to thee,
but my Father in heaven. And I say to thee, thou art Peter, and upon this
rock I will build my Church, and the gates of hell shall not prevail against
it. And I will give thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven; and whatever thou
shalt bind on earth shall be bound in heaven, and whatever thou shalt loose
on earth shall be loosed in heaven” (Confraternity Version).

To this passage the Confraternity Version adds the following interpretation:

“The rock was Peter. .. The gates of hell: hostile, evil powers. Their
aggressive force will struggle in vain against the Church. She shall never be
overcome; she is indefectible. And since she has the office of teacher (cf.
28, 16-20), and since she would be overcome if error prevailed, she is
infallible.

“Keys: a symbol of authority. Peter has the power to admit into the Church
and to exclude therefrom. Nor is he merely the porter; he has complete power
within the Church. ‘To bind and to loose’ seems to have been used by the Jews
in the sense of to forbid or to permit; but the present context requires a
more comprehensive meaning. In heaven God ratifies the decisions which Peter
makes on earth in the name of Christ” (pp. 36-37).

And the late Cardinal Gibbons, a former archbishop of Baltimore and one of
the most representative American Roman Catholics, in his widely read book,
Faith of our Fathers, set forth the position of his church in these words:

“The Catholic Church teaches that our Lord conferred on St. Peter the first
place of honor and jurisdiction in the government of His whole church, and
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that the same spiritual supremacy has always resided in the popes, or bishops
of Rome, as being the successors of St. Peter. Consequently, to be true
followers of Christ all Christians, both among the clergy and laity, must be
in communion with the See of Rome, where Peter rules in the person of his
successor” (p. 95).

The whole structure of the Roman Church is built on the assumption that in
Matthew 16:13-19 Christ appointed Peter the first pope and so established the
papacy. Disprove the primacy of Peter, and the foundation of the papacy is
destroyed. Destroy the papacy, and the whole Roman hierarchy topples with it.
Their system of priesthood depends absolutely upon their claim that Peter was
the first pope at Rome, and that they are his successors. We propose to show
that (1) Matthew 16:13-19 does not teach that Christ appointed Peter a pope;
(2) that there is no proof that Peter ever was in Rome; and (3) that the New
Testament records, particularly Peter’s own writings, show that he never
claimed authority over the other apostles or over the church, and that that
authority was never accorded to him.

2 The “Rock”

“And I say to thee, thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will build my
church, and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it” (Matthew 16:18,
Confraternity Version).

Romanists quote this verse with relish, and add their own interpretation to
establish their claim for papal authority. But in the Greek the word Peter is
Petros, a person, masculine, while the word “rock,” petra, is feminine and
refers not to a person but to the declaration of Christ’s deity that Peter
had just uttered—“Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living God.”

Using Peter’s name and making, as it were, a play upon words, Jesus said to
Peter, “You are Petros, and upon this petra I will build my church.” The
truth that Peter had just confessed was the foundation upon which Christ
would build His church. He meant that Peter had seen the basic, essential
truth concerning His person, the essential truth upon which the church would
be founded, and that nothing would be able to overthrow that truth, not even
all the forces of evil that might be arrayed against it. Peter was the first
among the disciples to see our Lord as the Christ of God. Christ commended
him for that spiritual insight, and said that His church would be founded
upon that fact. And that, of course, was a far different thing from founding
the church on Peter.

Had Christ intended to say that the Church would be founded on Peter, it
would have been ridiculous for Him to have shifted to the feminine form of
the word in the middle of the statement, saying, if we may translate
literally and somewhat whimsically, “And I say unto thee, that thou art Mr.
Rock, and upon this, the Miss Rock, I will build my church.” Clearly it was
upon the truth that Peter had expressed, the deity of Christ, and not upon
weak, vacillating Peter, that the church would be founded. The Greek “petros”
is commonly used of a small, movable stone, a mere pebble, as it were. But
“petra” means an immovable foundation, in this instance, the basic truth that
Peter had just confessed, the deity of Christ. And in fact, that is the point



of conflict in the churches today between evangelicals on the one hand, and
modernists or liberals on the other—whether the church is founded on a truly
divine Christ as revealed in a fully trustworthy Bible, or whether it is
essentially a social service and moral welfare organization which recognizes
Christ as an example, an outstandingly great and good man, but denies or
ignores His deity.

The Bible tells us plainly, not that the church is built upon Peter, but that
it is “built upon the foundation of the apostles and prophets, Christ Jesus
himself being the chief corner stone” (Ephesians 2:20). And again, “For other
foundation can no man lay than that which is laid, which is Jesus Christ” (1
Corinthians 3:11). Without that foundation the true Christian church could
not exist.

If Matthew 16:18 had been intended to teach that the church is founded on
Peter, it would have read something like this: “Thou art Peter, and upon you
I will build my church”; or, “Thou art Peter, and upon you the rock I will
build my church.” But that is not what Christ said. He made two complete,
distinct statements. He said, “Thou art Peter,” and, “Upon this rock (change
of gender, indicating change of subject) I will build my church.”

The gates of hell were not to prevail against the church. But the gates of
hell did prevail against Peter shortly afterward, as recorded in this same
chapter, when he attempted to deny that Christ would be crucified, and almost
immediately afterward, in the presence of the other disciples, received the
stinging rebuke, “Get thee behind me, Satan; thou art a stumbling block unto
me, for thou mindest not the things of God but the things of men” (v.
23)—surely strong words to use against one who had just been appointed pope!

Later we read that Peter slept in Gethsemane, during Christ’s agony. His rash
act in cutting off the servant’s ear drew Christ’s rebuke. He boasted that he
was ready to die for his Master, but shortly afterward shamefully denied with
oaths and curses that he even knew Him. And even after Pentecost Peter still
was subject to such serious error that his hypocrisy had to be rebuked by
Paul, who says: “But when Cephas came to Antioch [at which time he was in
full possession of his papal powers, according to Romanist doctrine], I
resisted him to the face, because he stood condemned” (Galatians 2:11). And
yet Romanists allege that their pope, as Peter’s successor, is infallible in
matters of faith and morals!

The Gospel written by Mark, who is described in early Christian literature as
Peter’s close companion and understudy, does not even record the remark about
the “rock” in reporting Peter’s confession at Caesarea Philippi (Mark
8:27-30). No, Christ did not build His church upon a weak, sinful man. Rather
the essential deity of Christ, which was so forcefully set forth in Peter’s
confession, was the foundation stone, the starting point, on which the church
would be built.

That no superior standing was conferred upon Peter is clear from the later
disputes among the disciples concerning who should be greatest among them.
Had such rank already been given, Christ would simply have referred to His
grant of power to Peter. Instead we read:



“And they came to Capernaum: and when he was in the house he asked them, What
were ye reasoning on the way? But they held their Peace: for they had
disputed one with another on the way, who was the greatest. And he sat down,
and called the twelve; and he saith unto them, If any man would be first, he
shall be last of all, and servant of all” (Mark 9:33-35).

And again:

“And there came near unto him James and John, the sons of Zebedee, saying
unto him, Teacher, we would that thou shouldest do for us whatsoever we shall
ask of thee. And he said unto them, What would ye that I should do for you?
And they said unto him, Grant unto us that we may sit, one on thy right hand,
and one on thy left hand, in thy glory. And when the ten heard it, they began
to be moved with indignation concerning James and John. And Jesus called them
unto him, and saith unto them, Ye know that they who are accounted to rule
over the Gentiles lord it over them; and their great ones exercise authority
over them. But it is not so among you: but whosoever would become great among
you shall be your minister; and whosoever would be first among you, shall be
servant of all” (Mark 10:34-44).

It is interesting to notice that some of the church fathers, Augustine and
Jerome among them, gave the Protestant explanation of this verse,
understanding the “rock” to mean not Peter but Christ. Others, of course,
gave the papal interpretation. But this shows that there was no “unanimous
consent of the fathers,” as the Roman Church claims, on this subject.

Dr. Harris says concerning the reference to the “rock”:

“Mark’s Gospel is connected with Peter by all early Christian tradition and
it does not even include this word of Jesus to Peter. Likewise in the
Epistles of Peter there is no such claim. In 1 Peter 2:6-8 Christ is called a
rock and a chief cornerstone. But Peter here claims nothing for himself.
Indeed he is explicit in calling all believers living stones built up a
spiritual house with Christ as the head of the corner.

“Christ is repeatedly called a Rock. The background for this is that around
thirty-four times in the 0ld Testament God is called a Rock or the Rock of
Israel. It was a designation of God. In the Messianic passages, Isaiah 8:14;
28:16; and Psalm 118:22, Christ is called a Rock or Stone upon which we
should believe. These passages are quoted in the New Testament and for that
reason Christ is called a Rock several times. It designates Him as divine.
For that reason, every Jew, knowing the 0ld Testament, would refuse the
designation to Peter or to anyone except insofar as we are children of
Christ. He is the Rock. We are living stones built upon Him. Ephesians 2:20
says this plainly. We are built upon the foundation of the apostles and
prophets, Jesus Christ himself being the chief cornerstone. Paul says of the
Rock from which the Israelites drank that it typified Christ (1 Corinthians
10:4). In the New Testament there are twelve foundations and on them are the
names of the twelve apostles—none of them are made pre-eminent” (The Bible
Presbyterian Reporter, January, 1959.)

And Dr. Henry M. Woods says:



“If Christ had meant that Peter was to be the foundation, the natural form of
statement would have been, ‘Thou art Peter, and on thee I will build my
church’; but He does not say this, because Peter was not to be the rock on
which the church was built. Note also that in the expression ‘on this rock,"’
our Lord purposely uses a different Greek word, Petra, from that used for
Peter, Petros. He did this to show that, not Peter, but the great truth which
had just been revealed to him, viz., that our Lord was ‘the Christ, the Son
of the living God,’' was to be the church’s foundation. Built on the Christ,
the everlasting Saviour, the gates of hell would never prevail against the
Church. But built on the well-meaning but sinful Peter, the gates of hell
would surely prevail; for a little later our Lord had to severely rebuke
Peter, calling him ‘Satan’” (Our Priceless Heritage, p. 40).

3 The “Keys”

“And I will give thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven; and whatever thou
shalt bind on earth shall be bound in heaven, and whatever thou shalt loose
on earth shall be loosed in heaven” (Matthew 16:19, Confraternity Version).

Admittedly this is a difficult verse to interpret, and numerous explanations
have been given. It is important to notice, however, that the authority to
bind and to loose was not given exclusively to Peter. In the eighteenth
chapter of Matthew the same power is given to all of the disciples. There we
read:

“At that hour the disciples came to Jesus. .. Amen. I say to you, whatever you
bind on earth shall be bound also in heaven; and whatever you loose on earth
shall be loosed also in heaven” (vv. 1,18, Confraternity Version).

Consequently Matthew 16:19 does not prove any superiority on Peter’s part.
Even the scribes and Pharisees had this same power, for Jesus said to them:
“But woe upon you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! because ye shut the
kingdom of heaven against men: for ye enter not in yourselves, neither suffer
them that are entering in to enter” (Matthew 23:13). And on another occasion
He said: “The scribes and Pharisees sit on Moses’ seat: all things therefore
whatsoever they bid you, these do and observe: but do not ye after their
works; for they say, and do not. Yea, they bind heavy burdens and grievous to
be born, and lay them on men’s shoulders; but they themselves will not move
them with their finger” (Matthew 23:2-4).

Here the expression clearly means that the scribes and Pharisees, in that the
Word of God was in their hands, thereby had the power, in declaring that Word
to the people, to open the kingdom of heaven to them, and in withholding that
Word they shut the kingdom of heaven against people. That was Moses’ function
in giving the law. It was, there fore, a declaratory power, the authority to
announce the terms on which God would grant salvation, not an absolute power
to admit or to exclude from the kingdom of heaven. Only God can do that, and
He never delegates that authority to men.

And in Luke 11:52 Jesus says: “Woe unto you lawyers! for ye took away the key
of knowledge: ye entered not in yourselves, and them that were entering in ye
hindered.” Here, the key of the knowledge of the way of salvation, by which



entrance into the kingdom of heaven is obtained, was in the hands of the
Pharisees in that they had the law of Moses in their possession, and were
therefore the custodians of the Word of God. In that sense they possessed the
key to the kingdom. They took away that key in that they failed to proclaim
the Word of God to the people. They were not entering into the kingdom of
heaven themselves, and they were hindering those who wanted to enter.

Furthermore, we notice that in the words spoken to Peter, it was “things,”
not “persons,” that were to be bound or loosed—“whatsoever,” not
“whomsoever”—things such as the ceremonial laws and customs of the 0ld
Testament dispensation were to be done away with, and new rituals and
practices of the Gospel age were to be established.

Thus the “keys” symbolize the authority to open, in this instance, to open
the kingdom of heaven to men through the proclamation of the Gospel. What the
disciples were commissioned to do, given the privilege of doing, was the
opposite of that which the scribes and Pharisees were doing; that is, they
were to facilitate the entrance of the people into the kingdom of heaven.

There was, of course, no physical seat which had been used by Moses and which
now was being used by the scribes and Pharisees. But the scribes and
Pharisees, who were in possession of the law of Moses, were giving precepts
which in themselves were authoritative and good and which therefore were to
be obeyed; but since they did not live up to those precepts the people were
not to follow their example.

It is clear that the keys were symbolical of authority, which here is
specified as the power of binding and loosing; and it is also clear that the
consequences of what the disciples did in this regard would go far beyond
earth and would have their permanent results in heaven. They were in a real
sense building for eternity. In referring to the keys of the kingdom Jesus
was continuing the figure in which He had been comparing the kingdom of
heaven to a house which He was about to build. It would be built upon a solid
rock (Matthew 7:24). Entrance into that house was through the door of faith.
This door was to be opened, first to the Jews, and then to the Gentiles. And
Peter, who had been the first of the disciples to comprehend the person of
Christ in His true deity and to confess that deity before the other
disciples, was commissioned to be the first to open that door. In this sense
the keys were first given to him. To him was given the distinction and high
honor among the apostles of being the first to open the door of faith to the
Jewish world, which he did on the day of Pentecost when through his sermon
some three thousand Jews were converted (Acts 2:14-42), and a short time
later the distinction and high honor of opening the door of faith to the
Gentile world, which he did in the house of Cornelius (Acts 10:1-48). And
while the keys were in this respect first given to Peter, they were soon
afterward also given to the other disciples as they too proclaimed the Gospel
both to Jews and Gentiles. But while Peter was given the distinction and
honor of being the first to open the kingdom to the Jews, and then to the
Gentiles, he did not claim nor assume any other authority, and was in all
other respects on precisely the same footing as were the other apostles.

Possession of the keys, therefore, did not mean that Peter had sovereignly



within his own person the authority to determine who should be admitted to
heaven and who should be excluded, as the Roman Church now attempts to confer
that authority on the pope and priests. Ultimate authority is in the hands of
Christ alone—-it is He “that openeth and none shall shut, and that shutteth
and none openeth” (Revelation 3:7). But it did mean that Peter, and later the
other apostles, being in possession of the Gospel message, truly did open the
door and present the opportunity to enter in as they proclaimed the message
before the people. This same privilege of opening the door or of closing the
door of salvation to others is given to every Christian, for the command that
Christ gave His church was to go and make disciples of all the nations. Thus
“the power of the keys” is a declarative power only.

It can almost be said that the Roman Catholics build their church upon these
two verses which speak of the “rock” and the “keys.” They say that the power
given to Peter was absolute and that it was transferred by him to his
successors, although they have to admit that there is not one verse in
Scripture which teaches such a transfer. Under this “power of the keys” the
Roman Church claims that “In heaven God ratifies the decisions which Peter
makes on earth” (footnote, Confraternity Version, p. 37).

But it is interesting to see how Peter himself understood this grant of
power. In his exercise of the power of the keys he says: “And it shall be,
that whosoever shall call on the name of the Lord shall be saved” (Acts
2:21). And at the house of the Roman centurion Cornelius he again gave a
universal Gospel invitation: “To him [Christ] bear all the prophets witness,
that through his name every one that believeth on him shall receive remission
of sins” (Acts 10:43). So, in the preaching of Peter, as elsewhere in the New
Testament, salvation is set forth as based on faith in Christ, and nowhere is
obedience to Peter, or to the pope, or to any other man even hinted at.

Rome terribly abuses this “power of the keys” to insure obedience to her
commands on the part of her church members and to instill in them a sense of
fear and of constant dependence on the church for their salvation. This sense
of fear and dependence, with constant references to “Mother Church,” goes far
to explain the power that the Roman Church has over her members, even cowing
them to the extent that they are afraid to read or to listen to anything
contrary to what their church teaches. And since that teaching is drilled
into them from childhood, the truly formidable power that the Roman Church
exercises over the laity can be easily understood.

4 Papal Authority Not Claimed by Peter

The Roman Church claims that Peter was the first bishop or pope in Rome and
that the later popes are his successors. But the best proof of a man’s
position and authority is his own testimony. Does Peter claim to be a pope,
or to have primacy over the other apostles? Fortunately, he wrote two
epistles or letters which are found in the New Testament. There he gives his
position and certain instructions as to how others in the same position are
to perform their duties. We read:

“Peter, an apostle of Jesus Christ. .. The elders therefore among you I
exhort, who am a fellow-elder, and a witness of the sufferings of Christ, who



am also a partaker of the glory that shall be revealed: Tend the flock of God
which is among you, exercising the oversight, not of constraint, but
willingly, according to the will of God; nor yet for filthy lucre, but of a
ready mind; neither as lording it over the charge allotted to you, but making
yourselves ensamples to the flock” (1 Peter 1:1, 5:1-3).

Here Peter refers to himself as an apostle of Jesus Christ, an elder (the
word in the Greek is presbuteros), which of course has nothing to do with a
sacrificing priesthood. He does not claim the highest place in the church as
some would expect him to do or as some would claim for him. He assumes no
ecclesiastical superiority, but with profound humility puts himself on a
level with those whom he exhorts. He makes it clear that the church must be
democratic, not authoritarian. He forbids the leaders to lord it over the
people, to work for money or to take money unjustly. He says that they are to
serve the people willingly, even eagerly, and that by their general lives
they are to make themselves examples for the people.

But the fact is that the Church of Rome acts directly contrary to these
instructions. Can anyone imagine the proud popes of later times adopting such
a role of humility? It was several centuries later, when the church had lost
much of its original simplicity and spiritual power, and had been submerged
in a flood of worldliness, that the autocratic authority of the popes began
to appear. After the fourth century, when the Roman empire had fallen, the
bishops of Rome stepped into Caesar’s shoes, took his pagan title of Pontifex
Maximus, the supreme high priest of the pagan Roman religion, sat down on
Caesar’s throne, and wrapped themselves in Caesar’s gaudy trappings. And that
role they have continued ever since.

In regard to the title Pontifex, the Standard International Encyclopedia says
this was “the title given by the ancient Romans to members of one of the two
celebrated religious colleges. The chief of the order was called Pontifex
Maximus. The pontiffs had general control of the official religion, and their
head was the highest religious authority in the state. .. Following Julius
Caesar the emperor was the Pontifex Maximus. In the time of Theodosius
[emperor, died A.D. 395] the title became equivalent to Pope, now one of the
titles of the head of the Roman Catholic Church.”

Peter refused to accept homage from men—as when Cornelius the Roman centurion
fell down at his feet and would have worshipped him, Peter protested quickly
and said, “Stand up; I myself also am a man” (Acts 10:25-26). Yet the popes
accept the blasphemous title of “Holy Father” as theirs as a matter of right.
And how the cardinals, bishops, and priests do like to set themselves apart
from the congregations and to lord it over the people!

Surely if Peter had been a pope, “the supreme head of the church,” he would
have declared that fact in his general epistles, for that was the place of
all others to have asserted his authority. The popes have never been slow to
make such claims for themselves, or to extend their authority as far as
possible. But instead Peter refers to himself only as an apostle (of which
there were eleven others), and as an elder or presbyter, that is, simply as a
minister of Christ.



5 Paul’s Attitude toward Peter

It is very interesting to notice Paul’s attitude toward Peter. Paul was
called to be an apostle at a later time, after church had been launched. Yet
Peter had nothing to do with that choice, as he surely would have had, if he
had been pope. Instead God called and ordained Paul without consulting Peter,
as He has called and ordained many thousands of ministers and evangelists
since then without reference to the popes of Rome. Paul was easily the
greatest of the apostles, with a deeper insight into the way of salvation and
a larger revealed knowledge concerning the mysteries of life and death. He
wrote much more of the New Testament than did Peter. His thirteen epistles
contain 2,023 verses, while Peter’s two epistles contain only 166 verses. And
if we ascribe the Epistle to the Hebrews to Paul, as does the Roman Catholic
Church (Confraternity Version, p. 397), he wrote an even larger proportion.
Peter’s epistles do not stand first among the epistles, but after those of
Paul; and in fact his second epistle was one of the last to be accepted by
the church. Paul worked more recorded miracles than did Peter, and be seems
to have established more churches than did Peter. Apart from the church at
Rome, which we believe was established by laymen, Paul established more
prominent and more permanent churches than did Peter. And, so far as the New
Testament record goes, Paul’s influence in the church at Rome was much
greater than was that of Peter. Paul mentions Peter more than once, but
nowhere does he defer to Peter’s authority, or acknowledge him as pope.

Indeed, quite the contrary is the case. Paul had founded the church at
Corinth, but when some there rebelled against his authority, even to the
extent of favoring Peter, he does not give even an inch on his own authority.
Instead he vigorously defends his authority, declaring, “Am I not an apostle?
have I not seen Jesus our Lord?” (1 Corinthians 9:1), and again, “For in
nothing was I behind the very chiefest apostles” (2 Corinthians 12:11), or,
as translated in the Confraternity Version, “In no way have I fallen short of
the most eminent apostles.” He declares that he has been “intrusted with the
gospel of the uncircumcision, even as Peter with the gospel of the
circumcision” (Galatians 2:7). He therefore put himself on a level with all
the other apostles. Certainly those ideas were incompatible with any idea of
a pope in Paul'’s day.

But beyond all that, on one occasion Paul publicly rebuked peter. When Peter
at Antioch sided with the “false brethren” (v. 4) in their Jewish legalism
and “drew back and separated himself” from the Gentiles and was even the
cause of Barnabas being misled, Paul administered a severe rebuke. We read:

“But when Cephas came to Antioch, I resisted him to the face, because he
stood condemned. For before that certain came from James, he ate with the
Gentiles; but when they came, he drew back and separated himself, fearing
them that were of the circumcision. And the rest of the Jews dissembled
likewise with him; insomuch that even Barnabas was carried away with their
dissimulation. But when I saw that they walked not uprightly according to the
truth of the gospel, I said unto Cephas before them all, If thou, being a
Jew, livest as do the Gentiles, and not as do the Jews, how compellest thou
the Gentiles to live as do the Jews?” (Galatians 2:11-14).



He then impressed upon Peter some good, sound, evangelical theology,
declaring that:

“.a man is not justified by the works of the law but through faith in Jesus
Christ.. because by the works of the law shall no flesh be justified” (v. 16).

In other words, Paul gave the “Holy Father” a “dressing down” before them
all, accusing him of not walking uprightly in the truth of the Gospel. Surely
that was no way to talk to a pope! Imagine anyone today, even a cardinal,
taking it upon himself to rebuke and instruct a real pope with such language!
Just who was Paul that he should rebuke the Vicar of Christ for unchristian
conduct? If Peter was the chief it was Paul’s duty and the duty of the other
apostles to recognize him as such and to teach only what he approved.
Obviously Paul did not regard Peter as infallible in faith and morals, or
recognize any supremacy on his part.

6 Attitude of the Other Apostles toward Peter

The other apostles as well as Paul seem totally unaware of any appointment
that made Peter the head of the church. Nowhere do they acknowledge his
authority. And nowhere does he attempt to exercise authority over them. The
only instance in which another man was chosen to succeed an apostle is
recorded in Acts 1:15-26, and there the choice was made not by Peter but by
popular choice on the part the brethren who numbered about one hundred and
twenty, and by the casting of lots.

On another occasion Peter, together with John, was sent by the apostles to
preach the Gospel in Samaria (Acts 8:14). Imagine the pope today being sent
by the cardinals or bishops on any such mission. It is well known that today
the popes seldom if ever preach. They do issue statements, and they address
select audiences which come to them. But they do not go out and preach the
Gospel as did Peter and the other apostles.

The important church council in Jerusalem (Acts 15) reveals quite clearly how
the unity of the church was expressed in apostolic days. Differences had
arisen when certain men from Judaea came down to Antioch, in Syria, where
Paul and Barnabas were working and insisted that certain parts of the Jewish
ritual must be observed. Had the present Roman Catholic theory of the papacy
been followed, there would have been no need at all for a council. The church
in Antioch would have written a letter to Peter, the bishop of Rome, and he
would have sent them an encyclical or bull settling the matter. And of all
the churches the one at Antioch was the last that should have appealed to
Jerusalem. For according to Roman Catholic legend Peter was bishop in Antioch
for seven years before transferring his see to Rome! But the appeal was made,
not to Peter, but to a church council in Jerusalem. At that council not Peter
but James presided and announced the decision with the words, “Wherefore my
judgment is..” (v. 19). And his judgment was accepted by the apostles and
presbyters. Peter was present, but only after there had been “much
questioning” (v. 7) did he even so much as express an opinion. He did not
attempt to make any infallible pronouncements although the subject under
discussion was a vital matter of faith. In any event it is clear that the
unity of the early church was maintained not by the voice of Peter but by the



decision of the ecumenical council which was presided over by James, the
leader of the Jerusalem church. Furthermore, after that council Peter is
never again mentioned in the book of Acts.

It is an old human failing for people to want to exercise authority over
their fellow men. We are told that the disciples disputed among themselves
which was to be accounted the greatest. Jesus rebuked them with the words:
“If any man would be first, he shall be last of all, and servant of all”
(Mark 9:35). On another occasion the mother of James and John came to Jesus
with the request that her two sons should have the chief places in the
kingdom. But He called the disciples to Him and said, “Ye know that the
rulers of the Gentiles lord it over them, and their great ones exercise
authority over them. Not so shall it be among you: but whosoever would become
great among you shall be your minister; and whosoever would be first among
you shall be your servant: even as the Son of man came not to be ministered
unto, but to minister, and to give his life a ransom for many” (Matthew
20:25-28). And even on the night in which Christ was delivered up to die they
contended among themselves “which of them was accounted to be greatest” (Luke
22:24). In each instance Jesus taught them that they were not to seek to
exercise lordship, but rather to excel in service. But in no instance did He
settle the dispute by reminding them that Peter was the Prince of the
Apostles. In fact they could not have argued that question at all if Peter
had already been given the place of preeminence, as the Roman Church holds.

Christ alone is the Head of the church. “Other foundation can no man lay than
that which is laid, which is Jesus Christ” (1 Corinthians 3:11). The church
is “built upon the foundation of the apostles and prophets, Christ Jesus
himself being the chief corner stone” (Ephesians 2:20). Paul says that God
“gave him [Christ] to be head over all things to the church, which is his
body” (Ephesians 1:22-23). Besides Him there can be no earthly foundation or
head of the church. Only a monstrosity can have two heads for one body.

7 Was Peter Ever in Rome?

According to Roman Catholic tradition Peter was the first bishop of Rome, his
pontificate lasted twenty-five years, from A.D. 42 to 67, and he was martyred
in Rome in A.D. 67. The Douay and Confraternity versions say that he was in
Rome before the Jerusalem council of Acts 15, and that he returned to
Jerusalem for that council, after which he went to Antioch, and then returned
to Rome. In the Confraternity Version we read:

“After the resurrection the primacy was conferred upon him and immediately
after the ascension he began to exercise it. After preaching in Jerusalem and
Palestine he went to Rome, probably after his liberation from prison. Some
years later he was in Jerusalem for the first church council, and shortly
afterward at Antioch. In the year 67 he was martyred is Rome” (Introduction
to the First Epistle of St. Peter).

The remarkable thing, however, about Peter’s alleged bishopric in Rome, 1is

that the New Testament has not one word to say about it. The word Rome occurs
only nine times in the Bible, and never is Peter mentioned in connection with
it. There is no allusion to Rome in either of his epistles. Paul’'s journey to



that city is recorded in great detail (Acts 27 and 28). There is in fact no
New Testament evidence, nor any historical proof of any kind, that Peter ever
was in Rome. All rests on legend. The first twelve chapters of the book of
Acts tell of Peter’s ministry and travels in Palestine and Syria. Surely if
he had gone to the capital of the empire, that would have been mentioned. We
may well ask, if Peter was superior to Paul, why does he receive so little
attention after Paul comes on the scene? Not much is known about his later
life, except that he traveled extensively, and that on at least some of his
missionary journeys he was accompanied by his wife—for Paul says, “Have we no
right to lead about a wife that is a believer, even as the rest of the
apostles, and the brethren of the Lord, and Cephas” (1 Corinthians 9:5). (The
Confraternity Version here reads “sister” instead of “wife”; but the Greek
word is gune, wife, not adelphe, sister.)

We know nothing at all about the origins of Christianity in Rome. This is
acknowledged even by some Roman Catholic historians. It was already a
flourishing church when Paul wrote his letter to the Romans in A.D. 58. Quite
possibly it had been founded by some of those who were present in Jerusalem
on the day of Pentecost and heard Peter’s great sermon when some 3,000 were
converted, for Luke says that in that audience were “sojourners from Rome,
both Jews and proselytes” (Acts 2:10). In any event there is nothing but
unfounded tradition to support the claim that Peter founded the church in
Rome and that he was its bishop for 25 years. The fact is that the apostles
did not settle in one place as did the diocesan bishops of much later date,
so that it is quite incorrect to speak of Rome as the “See of Peter,” or to
speak of the popes occupying “the chair” of St. Peter.

Legend was early busy with the life of Peter. The one which tells of his
twenty-five years’ episcopate in Rome has its roots in the apocryphal stories
originating with a heretical group, the Ebionites, who rejected much of the
supernatural content of the New Testament, and the account is discredited
both by its origin and by its internal inconsistencies. The first reference
that might be given any credence at all is found in the writings of Eusebius,
and that reference is doubted even by some Roman Catholic writers. Eusebius
wrote in Greek about the year 310, and his work was translated by Jerome. A
17th century historian, William Cave (1637-1713), chaplain to King Charles II
of England, in his most important work, The Lives of the Apostles, says:

“It cannot be denied that in St. Jerome’s translation it is expressly said
that he (Peter) continued twenty-five years as bishop in that city: but then
it is as evident that this was his own addition, who probably set things down
as the report went in his time, no such thing being found in the Greek copy
of Eusebius.”

Exhaustive research by archaeologists has been made down through the
centuries to find some inscription in the Catacombs and other ruins of
ancient places in Rome that would indicate that Peter at least visited Rome.
But the only things found which gave any promise at all were some bones of
uncertain origin. L. H. Lehmann, who was educated for the priesthood at the
University for the Propagation of the Faith, Rome, tells us of a lecture by a
noted Roman archaeologist, Professor Marucchi, given before his class, in
which he said that no shred of evidence of Peter’s having been in the Eternal



City had ever been unearthed, and of another archaeologist, Di Rossi, who
declared that for forty years his greatest ambition had been to unearth in
Rome some inscription which would verify the papal claim that the Apostle
Peter was actually in Rome, but that he was forced to admit that he had given
up hope of success in his search. He had the promise of handsome rewards by
the church if he succeeded. What he had dug up verified what the New
Testament says about the formation of the Christian church in Rome, but
remained absolutely silent regarding the claims of the bishops of Rome to be
the successors of the apostle Peter (cf., The Soul of a Priest, p. 10).

And, after all, suppose Peter’s bones should be found and identified beyond
question, what would that prove? The important thing is, does the Church of
Rome teach the same Gospel that Peter taught? Succession to Peter should be
claimed, not by those who say they have discovered his bones, but by those

who teach the Gospel that he taught-the evangelical message of salvation by
grace through faith.

Furthermore, if mere residence conferred superiority, then Antioch would
outrank Rome; for the same tradition which asserts that Peter resided in Rome
asserts that he first resided in Antioch, a small city in Syria. It is well
known that during the time of the apostles and for generations later the
Eastern cities and the Eastern church had the greatest influence, and that
the Roman church was comparatively insignificant. The first councils were
held in Eastern cities and were composed almost altogether of Eastern
bishops. Four of the patriarchates were Eastern—Jerusalem, Antioch,
Constantinople, and Alexandria. Rome did not gain the ascendancy until
centuries later, after the breakup of the Roman empire. If any church had a
special right to be called the Mistress of all the churches, it surely was
the church in Jerusalem, where our Lord lived and taught, where He was
crucified, where Christianity was first preached by Peter and the other
apostles, where Peter’s great Pentecostal sermon was delivered, and from
which went forth to Antioch and Rome and to all the world the glad tidings of
salvation. Long before the Reformation Rome’s claim to be the only true
church was rejected by the eastern churches, which were the most ancient and
in the early days much the most influential churches in the world.

Another interesting and very important if not decisive line of evidence in
this regard is the fact that Paul was preeminently the apostle to the
Gentiles while Peter was preeminently the apostle to the Jews, this division
of labor having been by divine appointment. In Galatians 2:7-8 Paul says that
he “had been intrusted with the gospel of the uncircumcision, even as Peter
with the gospel of the circumcision (for he that wrought for Peter unto the
apostleship of the circumcision wrought for me also unto the Gentiles).” Thus
Paul’'s work was primarily among the Gentiles, while Peter’s was primarily
among the Jews. Peter ministered to the Jews who were in exile in Asia Minor,
“to the elect who are sojourners of the Dispersion in Pontus, Galatia,
Cappadocia, Asia, and Bithynia” (1 Peter 1:1), and in his journeys he went as
far east as Babylon, from which city his first epistle (and probably his
second) was addressed to the Jewish Christians in Asia Minor: “She that is in
Babylon, elect together with you, saluteth you” (1 Peter 5:13). As most of
Paul’'s letters were addressed to churches he had evangelized, so Peter wrote



to the Jewish brethren that he had evangelized, who were scattered through
those provinces. While there is no Scriptural evidence at all that Peter went
west to Rome, here is a plain statement of Scripture that he did go east to
Babylon. Why cannot the Roman Church take Peter’s word to that effect?

But his testimony, of course, must be circumvented by those who are so
anxious to place him in Rome, and they take a curious way to do it. The
Confraternity edition has an introductory note to 1 Peter which reads: “The
place of composition is given as ‘Babylon’.. a cryptic designation of the city
of Rome.”

But there is no good reason for saying that “Babylon” means “Rome.” The
reason alleged by the Church of Rome for understanding Babylon to mean Rome
is that in the book of Revelation Rome is called by that name (Revelation
17:5, 18:2). But there is a great difference between an apocalyptic book such
as the book of Revelation, which for the most part is written in figurative
and symbolic language, and an epistle such as this which is written in a
straightforward, matter-of-fact style.

In regard to Peter’s assignment to work among the Jews, it is known that
there were many Jews in Babylon in New Testament times. Many had not returned
to Palestine after the Exile. Many others, such as those in Asia Minor and
Egypt, had been driven out or had left Palestine for various reasons.
Josephus says that some “gave Hyrcanus, the high priest, a habitation at
Babylon, where there were Jews in great numbers” (Antiquities, Book XV, Ch.
IT, 2). Peter’s assigned ministry to the Jews took him to those places where
the Jews were in the greatest numbers, even to Babylon.

8 Paul’s Epistle to the Romans

The strongest reason of all for believing that Peter never was in Rome 1is
found in Paul’s epistle to the Romans. According to Roman Church tradition,
Peter reigned as pope in Rome for 25 years, from A.D. 42 to 67. It is
generally agreed that Paul’s letter to the Christians in Rome was written in
the year A.D. 58, at the very height of Peter’s alleged episcopacy there. He
did not address his letter to Peter, as he should have done if Peter was in
Rome and the head of all the churches, but to the saints in the church in
Rome. How strange for a missionary to write to a church and not mention the
pastor! That would be an inexcusable affront. What would we think of a
minister today who would dare to write to a congregation in a distant city
and without mentioning their pastor tell them that he was anxious to go there
that he might have some fruit among them even as he has had in his own
community (1:13), that he was anxious to instruct and strengthen them, and
that he was anxious to preach the Gospel there where it had not been preached
before? How would their pastor feel if he knew that such greetings had been
sent to 27 of his most prominent members who were mentioned by name in the
epistle (Ch. 16)? Would he stand for such ministerial ethics? And if he were
the most prominent minister in the land, as allegedly was the bishop of Rome,
such an affront would be all the more inexcusable. This point alone ought to
open the eyes of the most obdurate person blinded by the traditions of the
Roman Church.



If Peter had been working in the church in Rome for some 16 years, why did
Paul write to the people of the church in these words: “For I long to see
you, that I may impart unto you some spiritual gift, to the and ye may be
established” (1:11)? Was not that a gratuitous insult to Peter? Was it not a
most presumptuous thing for Paul to go over the head of the pope? And if
Peter was there and had been there for 16 years, why was it necessary for
Paul to go at all, especially since in his letter he says that he does not
build on another’s foundation: “making it my aim so to preach the gospel, not
where Christ was already named, that I might not build upon another man’s
foundation” (15:20)? This indicates clearly that Peter was not then in Rome,
and that he had not been there, that in fact Paul was writing this letter
because no apostle had yet been in Rome to clarify the Gospel to them and to
establish them in the faith. At the conclusion of this letter Paul sends
greetings to the 27 people mentioned above, including some women, also to
several groups. But he does not mention Peter in any capacity.

And again, had Peter been in Rome prior to or at the time when Paul arrived
there as a prisoner in A.D. 61, Paul could not have failed to have mentioned
him, for in the epistles written from there during his
imprisonment—Ephesians, Philippians, Colossians, and Philemon-he gives a
complete list of his fellow workers in Rome, and Peter’s name is not among
them. He spent two whole years there as a prisoner, and received all who came
to visit him (Acts 28:30). Nor does he mention Peter in his second epistle to
Timothy, which was written from Rome during his second imprisonment, in A.D.
67, the year that Peter is alleged to have suffered martyrdom in Rome, and
shortly before his own death (2 Timothy 4:6-8). He says that all his friends
have forsaken him, and that only Luke is with him (4:10-11). Where was Peter?
If Peter was in Rome when Paul was there as a prisoner, he surely lacked
Christian courtesy since he never called to offer aid. Surely he must have
been the first absentee bishop on a big scale!

All of this makes it quite certain that Peter never was in Rome at all. Not
one of the early church fathers gives any support to the belief that Peter
was a bishop in Rome until Jerome in the fifth century. Du Pin, a Roman
Catholic historian, acknowledges that “the primacy of Peter is not recorded
by the early Christian writers, Justin Martyr (139), Irenaeus (178), Clement
of Alexandria (190), or others of the most ancient fathers.” The Roman Church
thus builds her papal system, not on New Testament teaching, nor upon the
facts of history, but only on unfounded traditions.

The chronological table for Peter’s work, so far as we can work it out, seems
to be roughly as follows:

Most Bible students agree that Paul’s conversion occurred in the year A.D.
37. After that he went to Arabia (Galatians 1:17) , and after three years
went up to Jerusalem where he remained with Peter for 15 days (Galatians
1:18). That brings us to the year A.D. 40. Fourteen years later he again went
to Jerusalem (Galatians 2:1), where he attended the Jerusalem council
described in Acts 15, in which Peter also participated (v. 6). This
conference dealt primarily with the problems which arose in connection with
the presentation of the Gospel in Jewish and Gentile communities. Paul and
Barnabas presented their case, and were authorized by the council to continue



their ministry to the Gentiles (Acts 15:22-29); and this quite clearly was
the occasion on which Paul was assigned to work primarily among the Gentiles
while Peter was assigned to work primarily among the Jews (Galatians 2:7-8),
since this same Jerusalem council is spoken of in the immediate context
(Galatians 2:1-10). So this brings us to the year A.D. 54, and Peter still is
in Syria, 12 years after the time that the Roman tradition says that he began
his reign in Rome.

Sometime after the Jerusalem council Peter also came to Antioch, on which
occasion it was necessary for Paul to reprimand him because of his conformity
to Judaistic rituals (Galatians 2:11-21). And the same Roman tradition which
says that Peter reigned in Rome also says that he governed the church in
Antioch for seven years before going to Rome. Hence we reach the year A.D.
61, with Peter still in Syria! Indeed, how could Peter have gone to Rome,
which was the very center of the Gentile world? Would he defy the decision
reached by all the apostles and brethren from the various churches who met in
the famous first Christian council in Jerusalem? Clearly the Scriptural
evidence is that Peter accepted that decision, and that his work was
primarily among the Jews of the dispersion, first in Asia Minor, and later as
far east as Babylon—that in fact his work took him in the opposite direction
from that which Roman tradition assigns to him! And even if Peter had been
the first bishop of Rome, that would not mean that the bishops who followed
him would have had any of the special powers that he had. The apostles had
the power to work miracles and to write inspired Scripture. Even if Peter had
been granted special powers above those of the other apostles, there is
nothing in Scripture to indicate that those powers could have been
transmitted to his successors. In his second epistle he makes a reference to
his approaching death (1:14), and surely that would have been the appropriate
place to have said who his successor should be and what the method of
choosing future bishops should be. But he gives no indication that he even
thought of such things. Peter as an apostle had qualifications and gifts
which the popes do not have and dare not claim. The fact of the matter is
that with the passing of the apostles their place as guides to the church was
taken not by an infallible pope but by an inspired and infallible Scripture
which had been developed by that time, which we call the New Testament,
through which God would speak to the church from that time until the end of
the age.

We may be certain that if the humble, spiritually-minded Peter were to come
back to earth he would not acknowledge as his successor the proud pontiff who
wears the elaborate, triple-decked, gold bejeweled crown, who wears such
fabulously expensive clothing, who is carried on the shoulders of the people
who stands before the high altar of worship, who is surrounded by a Swiss
military guard, and who receives such servile obedience from the people that
he is in effect, if not in reality, worshipped by them. The dedicated
Christian minister who serves his people faithfully and humbly, and not the
pope, is the true successor of Peter.

9 Conclusion

Let it be understood that we do not seek to minimize or downgrade but only to



expose the preposterous claims that the Roman Church makes for its popes and
hierarchy. Peter was a prince of God, but he was not the Prince of the
Apostles. He, together with the other apostles, Mary, and the early
Christians, turned from the religion in which they were born, Judaism, and
became simply Christians, followers of Christ. Not one of them was a Roman
Catholic. Roman Catholicism did not develop until centuries later.

The doctrine of the primacy of Peter is just one more of the many errors that
the Church of Rome has added to the Christian religion. With the exposure of
that fallacy the foundation of the Roman Church is swept away. The whole
papal system stands or falls depending on whether or not Peter was a pope in
Rome, and neither the New Testament nor reliable historical records give any
reason to believe that he ever held that position or that he ever was in
Rome.

(Continued in Roman Catholicism By Lorraine Boettner Section Two Chapter VI
The Papacy.)
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How The Vatican Helped Hitler

The Vatican not only helped Hitler to power, but actually acted as a spy-
center for Nazi military intelligence.

World War ITI A Religious War

World War II war rooted in the religious conflict existing between Roman
Catholicism and Protestantism since the Reformation.

God’s Promise to Abraham in Genesis
12:3 is Misinterpreted by Zionists to
Promote Genocide
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The misunderstanding of God’s promise to Abraham in Genesis 12:3 has led to
the murder of innocent Palestinians in Gaza.

Gog and Magog identified: Turkey, NOT
Russia!
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The erroneous belief that Russia is Magog can be traced back to a small group
of 18th and 19th century theologians who wrote long before the primary
evidence from the ancient Assyrian records was discovered, translated and
made available to the public.

The Truth About Israeli Military

Intelligence

Evidence from former Israeli Defense Force personnel that the Israeli
government sacrificed their own citizens by letting Hamas attack to obtain
the reason to takeover the entire area of Gaza.
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The Three World Wars of Albert Pike

ALBERT PIKE
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Are you sure your eschatological beliefs are based on what the Bible actually
says? Or are you following an end-time Bible teacher who is repeating the
errors he learned from others?

John Flavel's “Warning to an Ungodly

Nation”
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John Flavel (1627-1691) was an English Puritan Presbyterian minister and
author. I first heard about him and his message from Christian J. Pinto’s
Noise of Thunder Radio podcast.

What is happening today in the country of my birth, the United States of
America, that was not happening when I was a young boy in the 1950s?

e Extreme weather: heat, cold, snow, floods, increased destruction from
tornadoes and hurricanes.

e A great increase in the occurrence of wild fires

e Greatly increased crime

e Indiscriminate mass shootings

The government blames the first two on “climate change” but from a Christian
biblical point of view, could you not say these are the judgments of God?

When I was only 6 years old in the big city of Chicago, I used to walk to
school and back unaccompanied by an adult. Do parents allow their kids to do
that today?

The American government promotes abortion rights, rights for gays, lesbians,
bisexuals, transgenders, and other immoral activities which the Bible clearly
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condemns. There is no longer a defined standard of moral right and wrong in
America. The Bible is rejected and replaced with moral relativism. And worse
yet, some people are calling good what the Bible says is evil, and calling
evil what the Bible says is good.

The churches in America have failed to influence the nation for good since
the 20th century. True revival is not a prolonged church worship ceremony,
it’s a recognition of sin by the general public and repentance from it as

Nineveh did under the prophet Jonah.

Warning to an Ungodly Nation

John Flavel

As Paul had many clear premonitions and fore-notices of the sufferings that
should befall him at Jerusalem, that he might not be surprised by them when
they came, so it is usual with God (though not in such an immediate and
extraordinary a manner) to admonish the world, and especially His own people
of great trials and sufferings before hand (Amos 3:7). “Surely the Lord will
do nothing, but He revealeth His secrets unto His servants the prophets.”

Thus, when He was about to bring the flood upon the world, He gave one
hundred and twenty years warning of it before it came (Gen. 6:3), and when He
was to destroy Sodom, He saith (Gen. 18:17), “Shall I hide from Abraham that
thing which I do?” And the like discovery He made about the same judgment to
Lot (Gen. 19:12-14). So when the captivity of the Jews was nigh at hand, the
people had many forewarnings of it; God forewarned them by the prophets
(Ezek. 3:17), “Hear the word at My mouth, and give them warning from Me.” And
when the time drew nigh to execute the judgment determined upon Jerusalem and
the temple, how plainly did Christ foretell them of it! (Luke 19:43, 44)!
“Thine enemies shall cast a trench about thee, and compass thee round, and
keep thee in on every side, and shall lay thee even with the ground, and thy
children within thee.”



And when the storm was just ready to fall, their own historian (Josephus)
tells us, a voice was heard in the temple, saying,Migremus hinc (Let us go
hence). “Which voice Tacitus also mentions in his annals, affirming it to be
more than a human voice, telling them God was departing, and that it was
accompanied with a rushing noise, as of persons going out. These were
extraordinary warnings.” The like signs have been given to divers other
nations, by dreadful eclipses of the heavenly bodies, portentous comets,
earthquakes, and other signs of judgment.

Now, though we have no ground to expect such extraordinary warnings, yet we
have the most apparent and certain signs of approaching calamities; after
which, if they surprise us, the fault must lie in our own inexcusable
negligence; for we have a standing rule to govern ourselves in this matter,
and that is this:

When the same sins are found in one nation, which have brought down the wrath
of God upon another nation, it is an evident sign of judgment at the door;
for God is unchangeable, just and holy, and will not favour that in one
people which He hath punished in another, nor bless that in one age which He
hath cursed in another.

Upon this very ground it was that the apostle warned the Corinthians by the
example of the Israelites, whose sins had ruined them in the wilderness (I
Cor. 10:6): “Now these things were our examples, to the intent we should not
lust afer evil things, as they also lusted.” As if he should say, look upon
those dead bodies which are, as it were, cast up upon the Scripture-shore for
a warning to you. Follow not the same course, lest you meet with the same
curse; if you tread the same paths, expect the same punishment. God is as
righteous now as He was then: He hates and will punish sin in you as much as
He did in them.

Let us therefore consider what those provocations were that hastened the
wrath of God upon His own Israel, a people that were nigh and dear unto Him:
a people upon whom He spent as much of the riches of His patience as upon any
people in the world, that so we may reckon whereabouts we are at this day,
and what is like to be the lot of this sinful and provoking generation; and
we shall find, by the consent of all the prophets, that these sins were the
immediate forerunners and proper causes of their overthrow.

1. The great corruption of God’s worship among them kindled His wrath and
hastened their ruin (Psa. 106: 39-42). “Thus were they defiled with
their own works, and went a whoring with their own inventions. Therefore
was the wrath of the Lord kindled against His people, insomuch that He
abhorred His own inheritance. And He gave them into the hand of the
heathen; and they that hated them ruled over them. Their enemies also
oppressed them, and they were brought into subjection under their hand.”
They that will not bear the golden yoke of Christ shall be galled with
the iron yoke of men. Nothing more provokes the anger of God than the
adulterating of His worship; a man will bear a thousand infirmities in
the wife of his bosom, but unfaithfulness in the marriage-covenant
breaks his heart. After the manner of men, so abused and grieved, the
Lord expresseth Himself (Ezek. 6:9), “I am broken with their whorish



heart, which hath departed from Me, and with their eyes, which go a
whoring after their idols.” Men cannot invent a surer and speedier way
to their own ruin than to bring their own inventions into God’s worship.
. Incorrigible obstinacy and impenitency, under gentler strokes and lesser
judgments, make way for utter ruin and desolation (Amos 4: 6-12).
Scarcity, mildews, pestilence and sword had been tried upon them, but
without effect; for the remnant that escaped those judgments (although
plucked as so many brands out of the fire, in which their fellow sinners
perished) were not reformed by those gentler and moderated judgments.

. Stupidity and senselessness of God’s hand, and the tokens of His anger,
were provoking causes and forerunners of their national desolation; they
neither saw the hand of God when it was lifted up, nor humbled
themselves under it when it was laid on. The hand of God is then said to
be lifted up when the providences of God prepare and posture themselves
for our affliction; when the clouds of judgment gather over our heads,
and grow blacker and blacker, as theirs did upon them, and do upon us at
this day, but they took no notice of it (Isa. 26:11): “Lord, when Thy
hand is lifted up, they will not see”; and (which is the height of
stupidity) they all remained senseless and regardless, when the hand of
God was laid upon them (Isa. 42:24, 25): “Who gave Jacob for a spoil,
and Israel to the robbers? Did not the Lord, He against whom we have
sinned? For they would not walk in His ways, neither were they obedient
unto His law. Therefore He hath poured upon him (them) the fury of His
anger, and the strength of battle: and it hath set him on fire round
about, yet he knew not; and it burned him, yet he laid it not to
heart.”0 prodigious sottishness! It was not some small drops of God'’s
anger, but the fury of His anger; not some lighter skirmish of His
judgments with them, but the strength of battle. It was not some
particular stroke upon single persons or families, but it set him on
fire round about, a general conflagration; yet all this would not awaken
them.

. The persecution of God’s faithful ministers and people was another sin
that procured, and a sign that foretold the destruction of their nation
(2 Chron. 36:15,16); “And the Lord God of their fathers sent to them by
His messengers, rising up betimes, and sending; because He had
compassion on His people, and on His dwelling-place: but they mocked the
messengers of God, and despised His words and misused His prophets,
until the wrath of the Lord arose against His people, till there was no
remedy.” There were also a number of upright souls among them, who
desired to worship God according to His own prescription; but a snare
was laid for them in Mizpah, and a net spread for them upon Tabor (Hos.
5:1), and this hastened judgment towards them. Mizpah and Tabor were
places lying in the way betwixt Samaria and Jerusalem, where the true
worship of God was; and in those places spies were sent by the priests
to observe and inform against them; so that it became very hazardous to
attend the pure and incorrupt worship of God, which quickly hastened on
their ruin.

. The removal of godly and useful men by death, in more than ordinary
haste, was to them a sign of desolation at hand (Isa. 57:1); “The
righteous perisheth, and no man layeth it to heart: and merciful men are
taken away, none considering that the righteous is taken away from the



evil to come.” In this case God acts towards His people as the
husbandman in a gathering harvest doth by his corn; he hurries it with a
shuffling haste into the barn when he sees a storm coming; or as a
careful father with his sons that are abroad at school, who sends his
horses to fetch them home speedily, when he hears the plague is begun in
the place. Upon this ground the prophet Micah bewails himself (Micah
7:1); “Woe is me! for I am as when they have gathered the summer-fruits,
as the grape gleanings of the vintage; there is no cluster to eat: my
soul desired the first-ripe fruit.” Alas! alas! What miserable days are
at hand! What miseries must I expect to see! The pleasant clusters (i.e.

the societies of the saints) are gathered away by the hand of death;
there are but few that remain, here and there a single saint, like

grapes after the vintage is done, two or three upon the utmost branches.

6. The general decay of the life and power of godliness among them that
were left foreboded destruction at the door: this is both a provoking
sin, and a forerunning sign of national calamity (Hos. 4:18): “Their

drink is sour” — a metaphor lively expressing the deadness and formality

of the people in the worship of God. It was like sour or dead drink,
which hath lost its spirit and relish, and is become flat. Such were

their duties; no spiritual life, affection or savour in them. They heard

as if they heard not, and prayed as if they prayed not; the ordinances
of God were to them as the ordinances of men, of which the apostle
saith, that they perish in the using.

7. To conclude: Mutual animosities, jars and divisions were to them
manifest symptoms of national calamities and desolations: for then
Ephraim envied Judah, and Judah vexed Ephraim (Isa. 11:13, Hos. 9:7);
“The days of visitation are come, the days of recompense are come;
Israel shall know it: the prophet is a fool, the spiritual man is mad,
for the multitude of thine iniquity, and the great hatred.”

When such symptoms of God’s indignation do appear upon any people, the Lord
by them, as by so many glaring meteors and blazing comets, forewarns the
world that His judgments are near, even at the door. These signs all men
ought to observe and behold with trembling.

If you ask, Why doth God usually give such warnings of His indignation before

it comes? The reasons are:

1. To prevent the execution
2. To make them more tolerable
3. To leave the incorrigible inexcusable

First, Warning is given with design to prevent the execution of judgments
(Amos 4:12): “Therefore thus will I do unto thee, 0 Israel: and because I
will do this unto thee, prepare to meet thy God, 0 Israel”; i.e. Prepare

thyself to meet Me in the way of My judgments by humiliation and intercession

to prevent the execution. And what else was the design of God in sending
Jonah to the great city Nineveh but to excite them to repentance for the
prevention of their ruin. This Jonah knew to be the Lord’s meaning, how
positive soever the words of his commission were; and therefore he declined



the message to secure his credit, knowing that if upon warning given they
repented, the gracious nature of God would soon melt into compassion over
them, and free grace would make him appear as a liar; for so we must expound
his words (Jonah 4:2); “Was not this my saying, when I was yet in my country?
Therefore I fled before unto Tarshish: for I knew that Thou art a gracious
God, and merciful, slow to anger, and of great kindness, and repentest Thee
of the evil.” Yea, Lord, I knew beforehand it would come to this. Thou
sendest me positively to denounce Thy judgments to Nineveh, meantime desiring
nothing more than the execution of them might be prevented by their
repentance. And thus Thy mercy hath exposed my reputation, in saving them
from destruction.

Secondly, God forewarns His people of judgments to make them more tolerable
when they come. Expected evils are nothing so heavy as those that come by
surprise; for look, as the expectation of a mercy makes it less sweet, our
thoughts having anticipated and sucked out much of the sweetness beforehand,
so the expectation of judgments before they befall us make them less bitter
and burdensome than else they would be, the soul having inured and accustomed
itself to them by frequent thoughts, and prepared and made ready itself to
entertain them. To prevent the disciples’ surprise and offence at those days
of persecution that were coming upon them, Christ foretold them, and gave the
fair warning beforehand.

Thirdly, He forewarns His people of approaching dangers to leave the
incorrigible wholly inexcusable, that those who have no sense of sin, nor
care to prevent ruin, might have no cloak for their folly when judgments
overtake them, “What wilt thou say when He shall punish thee?” (Jer. 13:21).
As if He should say, “What plea or apology is left thee, after so many fair
warnings and timely premonitions? Thou canst not say I have surprised thee,
or that you wast ruined before thou was warned. Thy destruction therefore is
of thyself.”

The October 2023 Israeli Palestinian

The modern state of Israel is a creation of the Rothschild family and Hamas
is a creation of Israel.
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Vatican Power Over Governments

The Vatican is an organizational weapon in the hands of the papacy and other
top ecclesiastical officials. Religious ideology has increasingly become
subordinated to organizational imperatives.

The Reformation and the Peace of
Westphalia

The treaty signed in 1648 that

Peace of Westphalia was the treaty that settled the Thirty Years’' War which
took place between 1618 and 1648. It was a conflict between Protestants &
Catholics.
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I found a talk by Larry Alex Taunton that I like on my friend’'s website
Global Depopulation by WEF

Mr. Taunton has very interesting things to say about Klaus Schwab’s World
Economic Forum. He gives the history and the motivation behind it.

Larry Alex Taunton (born, May 24, 1967) is an American author, columnist, and
cultural commentator. He has personally engaged some of the most outspoken
opponents of Christianity, including Richard Dawkins, Christopher Hitchens,
and Peter Singer.

Quoted from the YouTube video:

In this, our fourth episode of the “Ideas Have Consequences”
podcast, author and host Larry Alex Taunton cuts through the
conspiracy theories and the WEF’'s noble slogans to explain the
history of this sinister organization and the anti-human ideas
driving it. Taunton, who attended the WEF’s annual meeting in
Davos, Switzerland as a kind of spy, brings a unique knowledge and
experience to this important issue. This is THE podcast when it
comes to ideas and the World Economic Forum.

Important points from the video

e The elite are telling us all how we need to reduce our carbon footprint.
The carbon they want to reduce is you.

e There are a boatload of ideas that are driving the World Economic Forum.
They are sinister ideas but the people themselves don’t think of
themselves as sinister. Indeed they think of themselves as very decent
good people who are doing what is the best for humanity.

e C.S Lewis once made the observation that the worst kind of tyranny is
that which is done for your own good. And it’s because those kind of
tyrants are individuals who tyrannize you with the approval of their
consciences. They’re individuals who reassure themselves that at the end
of the day what they’re doing even if it caused a little bit of harm, it
was ultimately for your own good. It’'s why a guy like Joseph Stalin when
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asked by a lady, “When are you going to stop killing people? He said,
“When it’'s no longer necessary.” He simply meant, to make the Socialist,
the Stalinist, the Marxist omelet, you got to break a few eggs. And this
is the mentality of the World Economic Forum.

Human beings in the Socialist, Marxist, Communist, and Fascist way of
thinking are simply raw materials for building the Utopian state, and
this defines the World Economic Forum as well.

Atheism is a major driving factor.

The guys that are coming after you, they’re not going to have gone to
Sunday school, they’re not going to be people who have been influenced
to the degree that you are by the Christian faith. They’'re going to be
prepared to follow their atheism to its logical conclusions. They’'re
like Peter Singer (Australian moral philosopher and the Ira W. DeCamp
Professor of Bioethics at Princeton University) who'’s the most
consistent atheist that I've ever met. They’re going to be willing to
follow it all the way to where it goes which is to say there’s no
ultimate meaning in life other than that which you assign to yourself
which again has no real meaning, no transcendent meaning. It’s just kind
of a fake meaning that you give yourself in order to feel better about
this life. It means there’s no life in the Hereafter, there’s no hope,
there’s no justice, there’s no ultimate right and wrong, there is only
what happens. And if it means that you’re a genocidal maniac, who cares?
There’s no ultimate right and wrong. And it means a guy like Stalin or
Mao got away with it. There’s no one in the next life to judge them for
what they did. (Or so they think!) Once a culture absorbs that kind of
ideology, atheism at its core, it’s anything goes. And we’re starting to
see that in the culture now.

The World Economic Forum has moved beyond the debate over God's
existence to a place where their whole premise, their whole world view
just more or less assumes there is no God. And they’re taking it to the
next level, they’re taking it to its logical conclusion.

At its core the World Economic Forum is about population control. They
want to reduce the global population.

They use the word “sustainability.” That is a word you should be very
wary of any time you hear sustainability, economic sustainability,
development sustainability, governmental sustainability, or agricultural
sustainability. Nothing good follows on the backside of the word
sustainability. It always turns out to be fundamentally anti-human and
that is because the World Economic Forum is anti-human. Atheism taken to
its logical conclusions is anti-human.

A lot of these World Economic Forum types don’t believe in human
perfectibility. They believe in societal perfectability. There’s a
slight difference between those two. They recognize that human beings
are flawed but they they think they’'re flawed for a different reason.
They don’t think it is because of the Fall as I believe as a Christian
from the Genesis account of creation and the polluting of the human
spirit from Adam all the way down.

I remember how Richard Dawkins put this to me in his home some years
ago. I said, “Do you believe in evil?” And he says, “I believe in
genetic predispositions.” So he's rejecting the premise that there’s an
ultimate right and wrong, there are only genetic predispositions, and



those pre-dispositions are divided into two categories, those
dispositions that we like and those dispositions that we don’t like,
that we consider to be anti-social and therefore things to be
eradicated. That’s an evil philosophy because it leads you to believe
that we can separate out the evil people and destroy them and we’'re left
off with a better humanity. This is what drove Hitler, just separate out
the bad people and destroy them.

The World Economic Forum itself was founded in 1971. Between 1965 and
1975 there was an obsession with the global population, that the
population was getting out of control.

This concern over population control had infected the thinking of
academic elites, and so they were buying into this in a big way, and the
Club of Rome comes along. This is a group that was established in Rome
which oddly now is based in Zurich. They should be called the Club of
Zurich. It was a group of about 25 people the goal of it becoming about
60 people, but I think they’re north of 100 members now. They’re mostly
individuals who are think-tankish types. They are academics, they’re
businessmen, they are influential people who gather together for the
purpose of bettering mankind. That'’s the stated goal of the Club of
Rome. It’s a think tank, a vastly influential think tank.

The club of Rome was saying, “Look we have a global crisis and the
global crisis is overpopulation. Read what Paul Ehrlich said in the
“Population Bomb.” We're in trouble what are we going to do?” So they
said, “Rather than doing what academics normally do and just producing a
paper that'’s full of theories and suggestions, let’s actually create an
executive committee that acts on their recommendations of the think
tank. We need to create the problem: Overpopulation.”

Klaus Schwab, a German engineer, founded what he called at the time the
World Forum. He would eventually change the name to the World Economic
Forum. The World Economic Forum was created with the intention that it
would act upon the think tank’s (the Club of Rome’s) recommendations.
You have to think about this just a little bit how arrogant must you be
to think that it is your job to act on behalf of the whole of humanity
without being elected to so much as dog catcher! These are not elected
individuals. At the time of its founding, the World Economic Forum
wasn’t particularly influential. Now it is.

This year’s World Economic Forum there were more than 50 heads of state,
115 billionaires and more than 600 CEOs of major corporations. Major
multi-billion dollar corporations that are involved in this. And then
there are peons like me who attended which are another 2700 individuals.
And so I decided I needed to be there. I wanted to mingle among the 2700
others. I wanted to see what those people are about.

Dennis Meadows (American scientist and Club of Rome member) is here
saying, “Yeah, we need to reduce the global population by billions, but
hey I really hope this can be done in a civil way, in a peaceful way.”
It’s astonishing the way these people talk about peace. It doesn’t mean
that everybody’s happy, but it means that conflict isn’t solved through
violence and through force but rather in other ways.

e Dennis Meadows comes off as just your regular normal guy who lives next
door and who you discover wants to rid the planet of seven billion
people. Here’s a guy who says, “Gosh I sure hope that we can do it in a



sustainable way.” And then you hear the absolute contempt for democracy,
for the will of the people. This is the way these people think. They do
not believe that you deserve a voice in this.

e We have Marxist regimes in South America that are destroying economies.
We have seen Brazil fall to Marxists via dubious means Venezuela fell to
Marxists, Peru has fallen to Marxists, Chile has fallen to Marxists.
Stunningly the most stable democracy in South America has fallen to
Marxists and Honduras, all of those countries have fallen. Colombia is
another one that has also fallen to Marxists, and they’re destroying
economies and those people are fleeing to the USA. Do you know what CNN
said the reason was for these millions of people crossing our southern
border? CNN said it was due to climate change! Complete nonsense! This
has nothing to do with climate change. It has everything to do with the
very policies that these people (the WEF elite) are trying to import
into the United States.

e World Economic Forum agenda is fundamentally anti-human. It is anti-
Christian. It is atheistic to its core.

The Olivet Discourse in All Three
Synoptic Gospels Compared Verse by
Verse

Relationships between the
Synoptic Gospels

Matiherey

The Olivet Discourse is the message Jesus gave to His disciples on the Mount
of Olives. This message is written in slightly three different ways in the
three synoptic Gospels in Matthew 24, Mark 13, and Luke 21. The Gospels
Matthew, Mark and Luke are called synoptic Gospels because they include many
of the same stories. And they stand in contrast to the Gospel of John, whose
content is largely distinct.
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In my opinion, Just as the Daniel 9:27 is one of the most misinterpreted
prophecies in the Bible, Matthew 24 is one of the most misinterpreted
chapters in the Bible. False doctrines of Dispersationalism and Futurism have
tainted the thinking of the vast majority of evangelicals today. Most Bible
believing Christians today interpret Matthew 24 as the Lord’s description of
events just before the end of the world. Is that what Mark 13 and Luke 21,
the parallel passages of the other two synoptic Gospels teach? Let’s find out
by comparing them!

I believe it’'s very important to compare the three passages because through
it’s the same account of Jesus on the Mount of Olives, the wording is not
always identical! And because they’'re not always identical, Mark 13 and Luke
21 sheds light on the words recorded in the Gospel of Matthew. Scripture
interprets Scripture.

Prophecy of the destruction of the Temple

Matthew 24:1-2 “And Jesus went out, and departed from the temple: and his
disciples came to him for to shew him the buildings of the temple. {2} And
Jesus said unto them, See ye not all these things? verily I say unto you,
There shall not be left here one stone upon another, that shall not be
thrown down.”

Mark 13:1-2 “And as he went out of the temple, one of his disciples saith
unto him, Master, see what manner of stones and what buildings are here! {2}
And Jesus answering said unto him, Seest thou these great buildings? there
shall not be left one stone upon another, that shall not be thrown down.”

Luke 21:5-6 “And as some spake of the temple, how it was adorned with goodly
stones and gifts, he said, {6} As for these things which ye behold, the days
will come, in the which there shall not be left one stone upon another, that
shall not be thrown down.”

Not much difference in the first three verses of the Olivet Discourse.

The disciples ask Jesus when it will happen and what the signs will be
before it happens.

Matthew 24:3 “And as he sat upon the mount of Olives, the disciples came
unto him privately, saying, Tell us, when shall these things be? and what
shall be the sign of thy coming, and of the end of the world?”

Mark 13:3-4 “And as he sat upon the mount of Olives over against the temple,
Peter and James and John and Andrew asked him privately, {4} Tell us, when
shall these things be? and what shall be the sign when all these things
shall be fulfilled?”

Luke 21:7 “And they asked him, saying, Master, but when shall these things
be? and what sign will there be when these things shall come to pass?”



As you can see, only Matthew says “the sign of thy coming, and of the end of
the world”, and not Mark or Luke. According to Strong’s concordance, the
Greek word for world is aion and from which we get our English world eon,
meaning an age. With that in mind, a better translation for Matthew 23:3
would be, “the end of the Jewish age.” Do you think I'm stretching it to say
that? The Olivet discourse is all about the destruction of Jerusalem and the
Temple by the Roman army in 70 AD. No Temple = no more animal sacrifices,
the very heart and practice of the Jewish relation. Jesus was telling His
disciples He is giving the Jews 40 more years to repent before He returns to
destroy them!

This is connected to what “the sign of thy coming” means. It doesn’t mean
the second coming of Christ at the very end of the world, it means Christ’s
coming to destroy the people who rejected Him as their Messiah! How do I
know Jesus returned in 70 AD? Jesus told the high priest Caiaphas He would
return!

Matthew 26:63-65 “But Jesus held his peace. And the high priest answered and
said unto him, I adjure thee by the living God, that thou tell us whether
thou be the Christ, the Son of God. {64} Jesus saith unto him, Thou hast
said: nevertheless I say unto you, Hereafter shall ye see the Son of man
sitting on the right hand of power, and coming in the clouds of heaven. {65}
Then the high priest rent his clothes, saying, He hath spoken blasphemy;
what further need have we of witnesses? behold, now ye have heard his
blasphemy.”

God has given us an intellect to help us interpret Scripture. Some things
are symbolic and others literal. Jesus told the high priest that he would
see Him sitting at the right hand of power coming in the clouds of Heaven.
It seems logical to me that the high priest would live 40 more years to the
destruction of Jerusalem, and literally see Jesus in the clouds, and
therefore know that he and the Jews are being judged by God through the
Roman army for their rejection of Jesus as their Messiah, their Christ. It
therefore can’t possibly mean 2000 years later as some may interpret it.

Jesus tells them signs before the destruction of the Temple.

Matthew 24:4-14 “And Jesus answered and said unto them, Take heed that no
man deceive you. {5} For many shall come in my name, saying, I am Christ;
and shall deceive many. (6) “And ye shall hear of wars and rumours of wars:
see that ye be not troubled: for all these things must come to pass, but the
end is not yet. {7} For nation shall rise against nation, and kingdom
against kingdom: and there shall be famines, and pestilences, and
earthquakes, in divers places. {8} All these are the beginning of sorrows.
{9} Then shall they deliver you up to be afflicted, and shall kill you: and
ye shall be hated of all nations for my name’s sake. {10} And then shall
many be offended, and shall betray one another, and shall hate one another.
{11} And many false prophets shall rise, and shall deceive many. {12} And
because iniquity shall abound, the love of many shall wax cold. {13} But he
that shall endure unto the end, the same shall be saved. {14} And this
gospel of the kingdom shall be preached in all the world for a witness unto
all nations; and then shall the end come.”



Mark 13:5-13 “And Jesus answering them began to say, Take heed lest any man
deceive you: {6} For many shall come in my name, saying, I am Christ; and
shall deceive many. (7) And when ye shall hear of wars and rumours of wars,
be ye not troubled: for such things must needs be; but the end shall not be
yet. {8} For nation shall rise against nation, and kingdom against kingdom:
and there shall be earthquakes in divers places, and there shall be famines
and troubles: these are the beginnings of sorrows. {9} But take heed to
yourselves: for they shall deliver you up to councils; and in the synagogues
ye shall be beaten: and ye shall be brought before rulers and kings for my
sake, for a testimony against them. {10} And the gospel must first be
published among all nations. {11} But when they shall lead you, and deliver
you up, take no thought beforehand what ye shall speak, neither do ye
premeditate: but whatsoever shall be given you in that hour, that speak ye:
for it is not ye that speak, but the Holy Ghost. {12} Now the brother shall
betray the brother to death, and the father the son; and children shall rise
up against their parents, and shall cause them to be put to death. {13} And
ye shall be hated of all men for my name’s sake: but he that shall endure
unto the end, the same shall be saved.”

Luke 21:8-19 “And he said, Take heed that ye be not deceived: for many shall
come in my name, saying, I am Christ; and the time draweth near: go ye not
therefore after them. {9} But when ye shall hear of wars and commotions, be
not terrified: for these things must first come to pass; but the end is not
by and by. {10} Then said he unto them, Nation shall rise against nation,
and kingdom against kingdom: {11} And great earthquakes shall be in divers
places, and famines, and pestilences; and fearful sights and great signs
shall there be from heaven. {12} But before all these, they shall lay their
hands on you, and persecute you, delivering you up to the synagogues, and
into prisons, being brought before kings and rulers for my name’s sake. {13}
And it shall turn to you for a testimony. {14} Settle it therefore in your
hearts, not to meditate before what ye shall answer: {15} For I will give
you a mouth and wisdom, which all your adversaries shall not be able to
gainsay nor resist. {16} And ye shall be betrayed both by parents, and
brethren, and kinsfolks, and friends; and some of you shall they cause to be
put to death. {17} And ye shall be hated of all men for my name’s sake. {18}
But there shall not an hair of your head perish. {19} In your patience
possess ye your souls.”

Luke adds more information with “fearful sights and great signs shall there
be from heaven.” Flavius Josephus wrote about seven signs before the
destruction of Jerusalem.

1. A star stood over the city like a sword, and a comet — remaining for a
whole year. Matthew, we know, also likes the idea of a star hanging over
a particular spot on earth.

2. At a Feast of Unleavened Bread, at 3 am, a bright light, as bright as
midday, appeared around the altar and sanctuary, lasting for an hour.

3. During the same feast a cow brought for sacrifice gave birth to a lamb
in the middle of the Temple courts.

4. At midnight the East Gate of the Inner Sanctuary opened of its own
accord. This solid bronze gate normally required 20 men to shut it, and
it was fastened with iron bars secured by bolts.

5. Shortly after the feast, before sunset, there appeared in the sky over
the entire country chariots and regiments of soldiers racing through the
clouds and surrounding the towns.

6. At Pentecost the priests who were performing the normal Inner Temple
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ritual at night heard a violent movement and loud crash, then a loud cry
of many voices: “Let us go hence!”

7. Four years before Jerusalem’s war with Rome, Jesus the son of Ananias
proclaimed doom for the city — especially at the feasts, and from the
Temple. He spoke as one possessed for 7 and and a half years, “Woe to
Jerusalem”, was beaten by the authorities, and was killed during the
siege.

Jesus tells His followers when to flee Jerusalem and Judea.

Matthew 24:15 “When ye therefore shall see the abomination of desolation,
spoken of by Daniel the prophet, stand in the holy place, (whoso readeth,
let him understand:)

Mark 13:14 “But when ye shall see the abomination of desolation, spoken of
by Daniel the prophet, standing where it ought not, (let him that readeth
understand,) then let them that be in Jud®za flee to the mountains:

Luke 21:20-21 “And when ye shall see Jerusalem compassed with armies, then
know that the desolation thereof is nigh.

Matthew and Mark say to flee when they see “abomination of desolation” and
Luke says to flee when they see, “Jerusalem compassed with armies.” I submit
to you that the abomination of desolation, therefore, is the armies of Rome
about to attack Jerusalem and not some idol the Antichrist puts in the
Temple as many have interpreted it.

Jesus tells His followers where to go, what to do, and why.

Matthew 24:16-21 “Then let them which be in Judaea flee into the mountains:
{17} Let him which is on the housetop not come down to take any thing out of
his house: {18} Neither let him which is in the field return back to take
his clothes. {19} And woe unto them that are with child, and to them that
give suck in those days! {20} But pray ye that your flight be not in the
winter, neither on the sabbath day: {21} For then shall be great
tribulation, such as was not since the beginning of the world to this time,
no, nor ever shall be. “

Mark 13:15-19 “And let him that is on the housetop not go down into the
house, neither enter therein, to take any thing out of his house: {16} And
let him that is in the field not turn back again for to take up his garment.
{17} But woe to them that are with child, and to them that give suck in
those days! {18} And pray ye that your flight be not in the winter. {19} For
in those days shall be affliction, such as was not from the beginning of the
creation which God created unto this time, neither shall be.”

Luke 21:21-24 “Then let them which are in Jud®a flee to the mountains; and
let them which are in the midst of it depart out; and let not them that are
in the countries enter thereinto. {22} “For these be the days of vengeance,
that all things which are written may be fulfilled. {23} But woe unto them
that are with child, and to them that give suck, in those days! for there
shall be great distress in the land, and wrath upon this people. {24} And
they shall fall by the edge of the sword, and shall be led away captive into
all nations: and Jerusalem shall be trodden down of the Gentiles, until the
times of the Gentiles be fulfilled.”



As you can see, Mark and Luke add more detail and clarify exactly what the
“great tribulation” is! Mark calls it days of affliction and Luke calls it
days of vengenance! Affliction upon whom? Vengenance upon whom? Upon the
Christ rejecting unbelieving Jews! And where were they? In Jerusalem. Many
of them fled to the Temple and were killed there. None of the Christians
were there. They in obedience to Jesus’ command fled Jerusalem and Judea and
went to the mountains where they were safe. The Lord must have fed and took
care of them there.

These scriptures are clearly about the attack by the Roman army by the Jews
for their rebellion. The Lord was going to punish the Christ rejecting Jews
but did not want His people to be caught up in that judgement. He therefore
told His followers to flee Jerusalem and Judea when they saw the Roman army
coming. He warned the Christians who were not in Judea not to return to it.
He told them to make haste to flee for their lives. He told them to pray it
won’t happen in winter when it’s much more difficult to travel, and to pray
it won’'t be on the Sabbath day when the gates are closed.

The war against the Jews shortened for the Christians sake.

Matthew 24:22 “And except those days should be shortened, there should no
flesh be saved: but for the elect’s sake those days shall be shortened.”

Mark 13:20 “And except that the Lord had shortened those days, no flesh
should be saved: but for the elect’s sake, whom he hath chosen, he hath
shortened the days.”

Missing in Luke.

If the Romans had gone on destroying in this manner, the whole nation of the
Jews would have been destroyed. For the Christians particularly those days
were shortened.

Warning about false teachers

Matthew 24:23-26 “Then if any man shall say unto you, Lo, here is Christ, or
there; believe it not. {24} For there shall arise false Christs, and false
prophets, and shall shew great signs and wonders; insomuch that, if it were
possible, they shall deceive the very elect. {25} Behold, I have told you
before. {26} Wherefore if they shall say unto you, Behold, he is in the
desert; go not forth: behold, he is in the secret chambers; believe it not.”

Mark 13:21-23 “And then if any man shall say to you, Lo, here is Christ; or,
lo, he is there; believe him not: {22} For false Christs and false prophets
shall rise, and shall shew signs and wonders, to seduce, if it were
possible, even the elect. {23} But take ye heed: behold, I have foretold you
all things.”

Already told in Luke 21:8 “And he said, Take heed that ye be not deceived:
for many shall come in my name, saying, I am Christ; and the time draweth
near: go ye not therefore after them.



Christians today need to be very careful who they listen to! There are many
false teachers, dispensationalists, futurists, doctrines tainted by Jesuits.
And their are prosperity Gospel preachers who rip off the poor while they
live in luxury. And some churches are even infiltrated with witches! We need
to make sure we are following what the Bible actually teaches and not just
what some preacher says it teaches. Let’s be like the Bereans and search the
Scriptures for ourselves to see if what the preacher or teacher is saying is
what the Bible actually says!

Acts 17:10 And the brethren immediately sent away Paul and Silas by night
unto Berea: who coming thither went into the synagogue of the Jews.

11 These were more noble than those in Thessalonica, in that they received
the word with all readiness of mind, and searched the scriptures daily,
whether those things were so.

Jesus uses a parable of lightning, a carcase, and eagles

Matthew 24:27-28 “For as the lightning cometh out of the east, and shineth
even unto the west; so shall also the coming of the Son of man be. {28} For
wheresoever the carcase is, there will the eagles be gathered together.”

Not in Mark.
Not in Luke

Adam Clarke’s interpretation: “The Lord, points out the very march of the
Roman army: they entered into Judea on the East, and carried on their
conquest Westward, as if not only the extensiveness of the ruin, but the
very route which the army would take, were intended in the comparison of the
lightning issuing from the east, and shining to the west. Clarke also
interprets the “carcase” as the Jewish nation which was morally and
judicially dead and the “eagles” as the armies of Rome gathered around the
dead nation. It’'s makes sense to me!

The Historicist interpretation of Scriptures futurists consider to be about the end of the world.

Matthew 24:29-31 “Immediately after the tribulation of those days shall the sun be darkened, and the moon
shall not give her light, and the stars shall fall from heaven, and the powers of the heavens shall be
shaken: {30} And then shall appear the sign of the Son of man in heaven: and then shall all the tribes of
the earth mourn, and they shall see the Son of man coming in the clouds of heaven with power and great
glory. {31} And he shall send his angels with a great sound of a trumpet, and they shall gather together
his elect from the four winds, from one end of heaven to the other.”

Mark 13:24-27 “But in those days, after that tribulation, the sun shall be darkened, and the moon shall
not give her light, {25} And the stars of heaven shall fall, and the powers that are in heaven shall be
shaken. {26} And then shall they see the Son of man coming in the clouds with great power and glory. {27}
And then shall he send his angels, and shall gather together his elect from the four winds, from the
uttermost part of the earth to the uttermost part of heaven.”

Luke 21:25-28 “And there shall be signs in the sun, and in the moon, and in the stars; and upon the earth
distress of nations, with perplexity; the sea and the waves roaring; {26} Men’'s hearts failing them for
fear, and for looking after those things which are coming on the earth: for the powers of heaven shall be
shaken. {27} And then shall they see the Son of man coming in a cloud with power and great glory. {28}
And when these things begin to come to pass, then look up, and lift up your heads; for your redemption
draweth nigh.”



From Adam Clarke’s commentary: “Commentators generally understand this, and what follows, of the end of
the world and Christ’s coming to judgment: but the word immediately shows that our Lord is not speaking
of any distant event, but of something immediately consequent on calamities already predicted: and that
must be the destruction of Jerusalem. “The Jewish heaven shall perish, and the sun and moon of its glory
and happiness shall be darkened — brought to nothing. The sun is the religion of the Church; the moon is
the government of the state; and the stars are the judges and doctors of both. Compare Isaiah 13:10;
Ezekiel 32:7, Ezekiel 32:8, etc.”

In the prophetic language, great commotions upon earth are often represented under the notion of
commotions and changes in the heavens: —

The fall of Babylon is represented by the stars and constellations of heaven withdrawing their light, and
the sun and moon being darkened. See Isaiah 13:9, Isaiah 13:10.

The destruction of Egypt, by the heaven being covered, the sun enveloped with a cloud, and the moon
withholding her light. Ezekiel 32:7, Ezekiel 32:8.

The destruction of the Jews by Antiochus Epiphanes is represented by casting down some of the host of
heaven, and the stars to the ground. See Daniel 8:10.

And this very destruction of Jerusalem is represented by the Prophet Joel, Joel 2:30, Joel 2:31, by
showing wonders in heaven and in earth — darkening the sun, and turning the moon into blood. This general
mode of describing these judgments leaves no room to doubt the propriety of its application in the
present case.

The falling of stars, i.e. those meteors which are called falling stars by the common people, was deemed
an omen of evil times.

Verse 30 Then shall appear the sign of the Son of man — The plain meaning of this is, that the
destruction of Jerusalem will be such a remarkable instance of Divine vengeance, such a signal
manifestation of Christ’s power and glory, that all the Jewish tribes shall mourn, and many will, in
consequence of this manifestation of God, be led to acknowledge Christ and his religion. By tn¢ yng, of
the land, in the text, is evidently meant here, as in several other places, the land of Judea and its
tribes, either its then inhabitants, or the Jewish people wherever found.

Verse 31 He shall send his angels — Toug ayyeAoug, his messengers, the apostles, and their successors in
the Christian ministry.

With a great sound of a trumpet — Or, a loud-sounding trumpet — the earnest affectionate call of the
Gospel of peace, life, and salvation.

Shall gather together his elect — The Gentiles, who were now chosen or elected, in place of the
rebellious, obstinate Jews, according to Our Lord’s prediction, Matthew 8:11, Matthew 8:12, and Luke
13:28, Luke 13:29. For the children of the kingdom, (the Jews who were born with a legal right to it, but
had now finally forfeited that right by their iniquities) should be thrust out. It is worth serious
observation, that the Christian religion spread and prevailed mightily after this period: and nothing
contributed more to the success of the Gospel than the destruction of Jerusalem happening in the very
time and manner, and with the very circumstances, so particularly foretold by our Lord. It was after this
period that the kingdom of Christ began, and his reign was established in almost every part of the world.
To St. Matthew’s account, St. Luke adds, Luke 21:24, They shall fall by the edge of the sword, and shalt
be led away captive into all nations; and Jerusalem shall be trodden down by the Gentiles, till the times
of the Gentiles be fulfilled. The number of those who fell by the sword was very great. Eleven Hundred
Thousand perished during the siege. Many were slain at other places, and at other times. By the
commandment of Florus, the first author of the war, there were slain at Jerusalem 3,600, Josephus. War,
b. ii. c. 14. By the inhabitants of Caesarea, above 20,000. At Scythopolis, above 13,000. At Ascalon,
2,500. At Ptolemais, 2,000. At Alexandria, 50,000. At Joppa, when taken by Cestius Gallus, 8,400. In a
mountain called Asamon, near Sepporis, above 2,000. At Damascus, 10,000. In a battle with the Romans at
Ascalon, 10,000. In an ambuscade near the same place, 8,000. At Japha, 15,000. Of the Samaritans, on
Mount Gerizim, 11,600. At Jotapa, 40,000. At Joppa, when taken by Vespasian, 4,200. At Tarichea, 6,500.
And after the city was taken, 1,200. At Gamala, 4,000, besides 5,000 who threw themselves down a
precipice. Of those who fled with John, of Gischala, 6,000. Of the Gadarenes, 15,000 slain, besides
countless multitudes drowned. In the village of Idumea, above 10,000 slain. At Gerasa, 1,000. At
Machaerus, 1,700. In the wood of Jardes, 3,000. In the castle of Masada, 960. In Cyrene, by Catullus the
governor, 3,000. Besides these, many of every age, sex, and condition, were slain in the war, who are not
reckoned; but, of those who are reckoned, the number amounts to upwards of 1,357,660, which would have
appeared incredible, if their own historian had not so particularly enumerated them. See Josephus, War,
book ii. c¢. 18, 20; book iii. c. 2, 7, 8, 9; book iv. c. 1, 2, 7, 8, 9; book vii. c. 6, 9, 11; and Bp.
Newton, vol. ii. p. 288-290.

Many also were led away captives into all nations. There were taken at Japha, 2,130. At Jotapa, 1,200. At
Tarichea, 6,000 chosen young men, who were sent to Nero; others sold to the number of 30,400, besides
those who were given to Agrippa. Of the Gadarenes were taken 2,200. In Idumea above 1,000. Many besides
these were taken in Jerusalem; so that, as Josephus says, the number of the captives taken in the whole
war amounted to 97,000. Those above seventeen years of age were sent to the works in Egypt; but most were
distributed through the Roman provinces, to be destroyed in their theatres by the sword, and by the wild
beasts; and those under seventeen years of age were sold for slaves. Eleven thousand in one place
perished for want. At Caesarea, Titus, like a thorough-paced infernal savage, murdered 2,500 Jews, in
honor of his brother’s birthday; and a greater number at Berytus in honor of his father’s. See Josephus,
War, b. vii. c. 3. s. 1. Some he caused to kill each other; some were thrown to the wild beasts; and
others burnt alive. And all this was done by a man who was styled, The darling of mankind! Thus were the
Jews miserably tormented, and distributed over the Roman provinces; and continue to be distressed and
dispersed over all the nations of the world to the present day. Jerusalem also was, according to the
prediction of our Lord, to be trodden down by the Gentiles. Accordingly it has never since been in the
possession of the Jews. It was first in subjection to the Romans, afterwards to the Saracens, then to the
Franks, after to the Mamalukes, and now to the Turks. Thus has the prophecy of Christ been most literally
and terribly fulfilled, on a people who are still preserved as continued monuments of the truth of our
Lord’s prediction, and of the truth of the Christian religion. See more in Bp. Newton’s Dissert. vol. ii.
p. 291, etc.



The meaning of the parable of the fig tree

Matthew 24:32-35 “Now learn a parable of the fig tree; When his branch is
yet tender, and putteth forth leaves, ye know that summer is nigh: {33} So
likewise ye, when ye shall see all these things, know that it is near, even
at the doors. {34} Verily I say unto you, This generation shall not pass,
till all these things be fulfilled. {35} Heaven and earth shall pass away,
but my words shall not pass away.”

Mark 13:28-31 “Now learn a parable of the fig tree; When her branch is yet
tender, and putteth forth leaves, ye know that summer is near: {29} So ye in
like manner, when ye shall see these things come to pass, know that it is
nigh, even at the doors. {30} Verily I say unto you, that this generation
shall not pass, till all these things be done. {31} Heaven and earth shall
pass away: but my words shall not pass away.”

Luke 21:29-33 “And he spake to them a parable; Behold the fig tree, and all
the trees; {30} When they now shoot forth, ye see and know of your own
selves that summer is now nigh at hand. {31} So likewise ye, when ye see
these things come to pass, know ye that the kingdom of God is nigh at hand.
{32} Verily I say unto you, This generation shall not pass away, till all be
fulfilled. {33} Heaven and earth shall pass away: but my words shall not
pass away.”

Adam Clarke commentary: Learn a parable of the fig-tree — That is, These
signs which I have given you will be as infallible a proof of the
approaching ruin of the Jewish state as the budding of the trees is a proof
of the coming summer.

My commentary of This generation shall not pass away: Jesus was talking to
his disciples who were mostly young. They would live 40 more years to see
all these things, namely the destruction of the Temple and Jerusalem by the
Roman army.

Jesus exhorts us not to fall spiritually asleep.

Matthew 24:36 “But of that day and hour knoweth no man, no, not the angels
of heaven, but my Father only.

Mark 13:32-33 “But of that day and that hour knoweth no man, no, not the
angels which are in heaven, neither the Son, but the Father. {33} Take ye
heed, watch and pray: for ye know not when the time is.

Not in Luke.

How many times in history were people caught off guard and unprepared for a
disaster? The destruction of Lahaina in Maui is a recent example.

Who was left behind? The fortunate ones!

Matthew 24:40-41 “Then shall two be in the field; the one shall be taken,
and the other left. {41} Two women shall be grinding at the mill; the one
shall be taken, and the other left.”

Not in Mark.
Not in Luke.

Adam Clarke’s commentary: Then shall two men — two women — one shall be
taken, and the other left — The meaning seems to be, that so general should
these calamities be, that no two persons, wheresoever found, or about
whatsoever employed, should be both able to effect their escape; and that
captivity and the sword should have a complete triumph over this unhappy
people.

I hope you see these verses are not talking about the Rapture as the popular
“Left Behind” series by Tim LaHaye indicates. It’s talking about the killing
of Jews by the Romans.



Warnings to watch and stay spiritually awake!

Matthew 24:37-51 “But as the days of Noe were, so shall also the coming of
the Son of man be. {38} For as in the days that were before the flood they
were eating and drinking, marrying and giving in marriage, until the day
that Noe entered into the ark, {39} And knew not until the flood came, and
took them all away; so shall also the coming of the Son of man be.” “Watch
therefore: for ye know not what hour your Lord doth come. {43} But know
this, that if the goodman of the house had known in what watch the thief
would come, he would have watched, and would not have suffered his house to
be broken up. {44} Therefore be ye also ready: for in such an hour as ye
think not the Son of man cometh. {45} Who then is a faithful and wise
servant, whom his lord hath made ruler over his household, to give them meat
in due season? {46} Blessed is that servant, whom his lord when he cometh
shall find so doing. {47} Verily I say unto you, That he shall make him
ruler over all his goods. {48} But and if that evil servant shall say in his
heart, My lord delayeth his coming; {49} And shall begin to smite his
fellowservants, and to eat and drink with the drunken; {50} The lord of that
servant shall come in a day when he looketh not for him, and in an hour that
he is not aware of, {51} And shall cut him asunder, and appoint him his
portion with the hypocrites: there shall be weeping and gnashing of teeth.”

Mark 13:34-37 “For the Son of man is as a man taking a far journey, who left
his house, and gave authority to his servants, and to every man his work,
and commanded the porter to watch. Watch ye therefore: for ye know not when
the master of the house cometh, at even, or at midnight, or at the
cockcrowing, or in the morning: {36} Lest coming suddenly he find you
sleeping. {37} And what I say unto you I say unto all, Watch.”

Luke 21:34-36 “And take heed to yourselves, lest at any time your hearts be
overcharged with surfeiting, and drunkenness, and cares of this life, and so
that day come upon you unawares. {35} For as a snare shall it come on all
them that dwell on the face of the whole earth. {36} Watch ye therefore, and
pray always, that ye may be accounted worthy to escape all these things that
shall come to pass, and to stand before the Son of man.”

Self-explanatory.

For more commentary of the Olivet Discourse, please see Adam Clarke’s
Commentary on Matthew 24

My Views About the Russian Invasion of
Ukraine
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A building in Ukraine destroyed by the Russians.

Some of my conservative friends and especially Trump supporters have been
seemingly justifying Putin’s invasion of Ukraine. My friend Jim wrote:

Zelensky is a snake. He has been laundering money for years. He is used by
the Deep State. That is why he is supported by the likes of HRC, Biden,
Obama, Gates, Pelosi and all the rest. I do know that there are elements of
the Ukrainian army who persecute and kill Ukrainian Russians.

Another friend named Mike wrote:

Any bets on who wins? $100 on The Ukraine Government and The Faggot Zelinski
going down. Putin is winning cuz God is using him to take out The Satanic
Kazarian Mafia.

Why does Mike think the President of Ukraine is gay? Volodymyr Zelinskyy has
a beautiful wife. From where does Mike and Jim get their information?

I told Mike I won’t bet with him because I don’t want to take his money. He
told me that before the Ukrainian army started to take back what the Russian
army conquered.

Before I go any further, let me state what I believe to be my qualifications
for writing anything about the Russian / Ukrainian conflict: I lived in
Russia from March 1994 to October 1997. I've been to the far eastern city of
Khabarovsk. I lived in central Siberia in Akadem Gorodok close to Novosibirsk
for 4 months. I've been to a few times to Moscow and walked the length of Red
Square. I lived in St. Petersburg for two years. And I lived in the Arctic
city of Murmansk Russia for 10 months. I love the Russian people! Living in
Russia was one of the most fun experiences in my life making new friends and
learning a new language. I got to the point I was comfortable on the streets
of Russia alone. I could communicate with them in their own language. And I
met not only ethnic Russians, I met people from all 15 republics of the
former Soviet Union and can name them all from memory. How many Americans can
do that? And I even met people from provinces within Russia such as Chechnya.
I considered them to be a kind and affectionate people. I loved to shake
hands with the Russians because they are good hand-shakers. The Japanese are
no good at it!

And I visited Russia’s neighbors such as Finland, Estonia, Latvia, and



Lituania. In 1997 I passed through Belorus and Ukraine by train, the very
area of the fighting today, the Donbas region. I passed through Belorus on my
way from St. Petersburg to Warsaw, Poland, and was not challenged to show my
visa for Belorus. But on my way from the Black Sea area of Russia back to St.
Petersburg, the train passed through Donbas Ukraine and Ukrainian border
guards on the train asked me to show a visa for Ukraine. I didn’'t have one.
My two Russian companions talked the Ukrainian border guards out of giving me
a fine!

0f the 15 former Soviet Republics, only three of them speak Slavic languages,
Russia, Ukraine, and Belorus. They are close ethnically. I always considered
Russians and Ukrainians to be one big family. One-third of Ukrainians speak
Russian. In the capital Kyiv the Russian language is predominant. I met many
ethnic Ukrainians who live in Russia.

When I lived in Niigata Japan I used to visit Russian ships at port. The
captain and the crew treated me and my friends as honored guests. Some of
them were ethnic Ukrainians. One Ukrainian lady working on the ship told me
half of the Russians are ethnic Ukrainians and half of the Ukrainians are
ethnic Russians!

I have a close Ukrainian friend I knew in St. Petersburg. Her name is Lydia
and I am still in contact with her. She and her daughter are now refugees in
France. She tells me no place in Ukraine is safe.

I'm saying this because it disturbs me greatly what Russia is doing now in
Ukraine. There have been countless war crimes. Innocent civilians, women, and
children have been killed! And for what? To feed Vladimir Putin’s territorial
ambitions!

Historically Russia has always been a bully to its neighbors. In the restroom
of a department store in Helsinki Finland I saw graffiti on the wall cursing
Russians. In 1940, Finland lost part of its eastern territory in a war with
the Soviet Union, and that area is now part of Russia. Russia didn’t return
it after the breakup of the Soviet Union.

The three Baltic countries of Estonia, Latvia and Lituania became unwilling
members of the Soviet Union. Their languages are all different from each
other and not similar to Russian. They have a strong national identity and
are not friendly toward Russia. They all have an etnic Russian population.
The older generation of those countries learned to speak Russian because
Russian was the language of education in the Soviet Union. But they refuse to
speak it today to any Russian who is a resident of their country. While in
Tallinn Estonia, I heard an Estonian lady scold a Russian boy for doing
something she didn’t like. At first, she spoke to him in Estonian, and when
he didn’'t seem to understand it, she spoke in Russian telling him he needs to
learn Estonian. This was a few years after the breakup of the Soviet Union. I
think all the ethnic Russians living in the Baltic countries are probably
fluent in the languages of those countries today.

The only neighbor of Russia that likes Russia is Belorus. That’s because the
president, Lukashenko is a buddy of Putin. He was president of Belorus as



long ago as when I lived in Russia in the 1990s! Boris Yeltsin was president
of Russia when I was there. The world loved Yeltsin but the Russians
considered him a drunk and a clown.

According to a documentary film I saw, Putin was appointed Yeltsin’s
successor because of a deal the Yeltsin family made with him. The Yeltsins
were corrupt and stole billions from the Russian people. They placed Putin in
power because Putin promised not to prosecute them later. They’re all
criminals, including Putin!

This documentary exposes Putin’s crimes against the Russian people. You have
to click on the “Watch on YouTube” 1link to see it. YouTube calls it
“inappropriate or offensive to some audiences”. The only people I can think
of who would find it offensive are the Putin worshippers.

Putin came to power through the 1999 apartment bombings. It was a false flag
FSB operation. Putin has the blood of his own people on his hands.

If you are new to this website, you should know I am no longer living in
Japan. I moved to the US territory of Guam in 2018. There is a Russian
community here. Every one of them will tell you that Vladimir Putin is a
criminal. Many of them came to Guam for political asylum. One Russian man
told me he would be arrested if he returned to Russia because he is a
dissenter of Putin’s policies.

My opinion: No matter what you think about Ukraine or its president or shady
deals with the Biden family, Putin is the aggressor in his war in Ukraine.
When I told my Ukrainian friend Lydia what my conservative friends were
saying about Putin’s justification for his so-called “special military
operation”, she got upset and told me I was listening to Russian propaganda!
She said Russian propaganda is very strong.

Ukrainians have good historical reasons not to trust Russia. Moscow starved
millions of Ukrainians to death in 1932-33. See:
https://www.history.com/news/ukrainian-famine-stalin

My friend Yanek from Belorus says he believes the West tricked Putin into
invading Ukraine knowing that it would result in his downfall. By “the West”
I am talking especially about America, Western Europe and NATO which I
believe is run by a vast corporation called the “Holy See” the Whore of the
Book of Revelation that rides the Beast, the Western nations. Their goal 1is
to take over Russia and destroy Putin, they don’t care how many Russians and
Ukrainians die in the process.

Putin is toast. He was given false information to think the Ukrainian people
would welcome the Russian army as liberators from the Nazis. The Ukrainian
government is NOT run by Nazis according to my Ukrainian friend Lydia. The
only possible Nazis are a small army of only 2000 soldiers in Eastern Ukraine
called the Azov regiment. Putin used the fear of Nazis to rally support for
his war. Many Russians died by the Nazis in WW2. They call it the Great
Patriotic War. St. Petersburg, Putin’s hometown, is considered one of the
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hero cities of the Soviet Union for surviving a two-year siege by the German
army. Putin used the historical hatred of Nazis to deceive the Russian people
to support his invasion of Ukraine. He will not succeed. He is not fighting
for his people. He'’s destroying them. He only cares about himself.

The Russians do not have the heart to fight against their Slavic cousins in
Ukraine, and the Ukrainians are willing to fight to the death to defend their
homeland. Doesn’t that make sense to you folks who call the president of
Ukraine a snake? He may be one but he’s earned the respect of his people and
the world by not running away when given the opportunity to do so. From what
I can see, he’s being a true leader to his people. I could be wrong about
him, but that still doesn’t justify Putin’s aggression.

Is the War in Ukraine Part of the
Great Collapse before the Great Reset?

wral tar ammediaie camxdling of mananiny
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This is an excellent lecture about Russia and Ukraine from a Bible believer’s
perspective. The speaker is Dr. Peter Hammond, a missionary who has pioneered
evangelistic outreaches in the war zones of Mozambique, Angola, and Sudan.

Is the War in Ukraine Part of the Great Collapse before the Great Reset from
Frontline Fellowship on Vimeo.

Below is a PowerPoint of the lecture. Just click on the down arrow in the
left-hand bottom corner to see the entire presentation. If you don’t see the
PowerPoint when you read this message, please wait a few more seconds and it
will load.
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The Wickedness of War

Hitler meets Pope Pius XII

I first posted this article on Aug. 26, 2009. Now because of Russia’s
invasion of Ukraine, I thought Christians might appreciate this message and
stand against the spirit of war. The only justifiable war according to the
Bible and in my opinion, 1is one of self-defense when an enemy attempts to
Invade one’s nation.

FROM THE CHRISTIAN REVIEW, JUNE 1838, PP. 230-237, UNSIGNED

The war spirit is so wrought into the texture of governments and the habits
of national thinking, and even into our very festivals and pomps, that its
occasional recurrence is deemed a matter of unavoidable necessity. Setting
aside the matter of a defensive war for now, it is our intention to offer a
few thoughts to show how utterly at variance the spirit of war is with truth
and righteousness.

1. It contradicts the genius and intention of Christianity. Christianity
requires us to seek to amend the condition of man. But war cannot do this.
The world is no better for all the wars of five thousand years. Christianity,
if it prevailed, would make the earth a paradise. War, where it prevails,
makes it a slaughterhouse, a den of thieves, a brothel, a hell. Christianity
cancels the laws of retaliation. War is based upon that very principle.
Christianity is the remedy for all human woes. War produces every woe known
to man.

We may always trace it to the thirst of revenge, the acquisition of
territory, the monopoly of commerce, the quarrels of kings, the intrigues of
ministers, or some other source, equally culpable; but never has any war
devised by man been founded on holy tempers and Christian principles.
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“War is the greatest plague that can afflict humanity. It
destroys religion, it destroys states and it destroys
families. Any scourge is preferable to it.”-Martin Luther

2. War sets at nought the example of Jesus. One of Christ’s primary laws 1is,
“Learn of Me, for I am meek” His constant declaration was that He “came not
to destroy men’s lives, but to save.”

He drove men from the temple, but it was with “a scourge of small cords,” and
a gentle doom it was, compared to their just deserts. He expressly said His
servants would not fight, because His kingdom was not of this world. He was
the Prince of Peace.

Do we forget that Christ is our example? Imagine the Redeemer laying a
country waste, setting fire to cities, storming fortresses, and consigning
tens of thousands to wounds and anguish, death and damnation, just to define
some point of policy, to decide some kingly quarrel, or to enlarge some
boundary. Could “meekness and lowliness” be learned from Him thus engaged? It
is most certain that we gather no army lessons from Him who “came to bind up
the broken-hearted, to proclaim liberty to the captives, and to comfort all
that mourn.” It is most certain that no man who makes fighting his profession
can find authority in the example of our Lord.

3. War is inconsistent not only with the general structure and nature of
Christianity and the example of Jesus, but it violates all the express
precepts of the New Testament. Even the 0ld Testament does not sanction war,
as a custom. In each case of lawful war, it was entered on by express
command. It should be remembered that in no case, even under the 0ld
Testament, was war appointed to decide doubtful questions or to settle
quarrels. Wars were intended to chastise nations guilty of provoking God.
Such is never the pretext of modern war.

As to the New Testament, a multitude of precepts might be quoted: “Ye have
heard, an eye for an eye, but I say unto you, resist not evil.” “Follow peace
with all men.” “Love one another.” “Do justice, love mercy.” “Love your
enemies.” “Follow righteousness, faith, charity, peace.” “Return good for
evil.” “Let all bitterness, and wrath, and anger, and clamor, and evil
speaking, be put away from you, with all malice; and be ye kind one toward
another, tender-hearted, forgiving one another, even as God, for Christ’s
sake, hath forgiven you.” “Be not overcome of evil, but overcome evil with
good.”

All know how much these passages abound in the New Testament. There they
stand. In any sense the words will bear, they forbid war. If language has any
force at all, these words equally forbid retaliation. Yet retaliation is
always advanced as the very best pretext for war and is more frequently the
avowed reason than any other!

Rehearse all the catalogue of graces, and mark how we are enjoined to be
meek, lowly, peaceable, easy to be entreated, gentle, thinking no evil,
merciful, slow to anger, given to quietness, knowledge, patience, temperance,
prayer. War sets them all at nought.



0f the sermon on the mount, five benedictions are upon the poor in spirit,
the mourners, the meek, the merciful, and the peacemakers. Two others are
upon the persecuted and reviled. The professed warrior, therefore, shuts
himself out from all these benedictions! The discourse expressly revokes the
law of retaliation, and, exploding the [practice] of loving our neighbor and
hating our enemy, requires us to love our enemies and do good to them which
despitefully use us. Afterward, in presenting a form of prayer, it not only
teaches us to say, “Forgive us our trespasses, as we forgive those that
trespass against us,” but adds, “If ye forgive not men their trespasses,
neither will your heavenly Father forgive you.” What a peace sermon is here!

The regular soldier .. makes war a trade, and is ready to fight any nation, or
any part of his own nation, as he is sent. He is to wheel, march, load, fire,
advance or flee, just as he is bidden, and because he is bidden. The nearer a
soldier comes to a mere machine, the better soldier he makes. Is this right
for a Christian? Is it compatible with his duty to “examine all things, and
hold fast that which is good?”

What gospel precept is there, which he who makes war a profession is not at
times compelled to violate? He must cast away meekness, and fight. He must
cast away forgiveness, and revenge his country. He must not return good for
evil, but blow for blow, wound for wound.

Look at an army in the hour of battle. See attacks and retreats, battalions
annihilated, limbs flying in the air; suffocating smoke, thundering
artillery, thousands smarting in the agony of death, and none to administer a
cup of water. Do the precepts of Christianity authorize such a scene? Look at
the field when all is over. The harvest trampled and destroyed, houses
smoking in ruin, the mangled and slain strewed among dead horses and broken
gun-carriages! Prowlers stripping booty even from the warm bodies of the
dying! Jackals lurking around, and birds of prey wheeling above. Here and
there a wretched widow, or an anxious wife, seeking her loved one among the
dead and dying. Does all this look as if Christians had there been serving
their Master, the God of mercy?

But nowhere does war wear such horrors as in a siege. The inhabitants are
straitly shut up. Business, pleasure, education and intercourse are checked;
and sorrow, poverty, terror, and distress are spread abroad. The bombardment
begins. Shells explode in the streets, or penetrate the roofs. Citizens are
killed in the streets, and soldiers on the ramparts. Women and children
retreat to cellars and live in all discomfort. Day by day the gloom thickens.
All news is of houses burnt, persons killed, and scarcity increased, At
length, famine is threatened. Everything is sold to buy a little food.

Anon, breaches are made in the walls. ALl must work, amid galling fire, to
repair them. Mines are sprung, blowing houses and the occupants into the air.
No relief comes. Hundreds perish in desperate sorties. All are miserable. The
widow, the bereft mother, the disappointed bride, and the tender orphan,
mourn continually.

Pestilence succeeds to famine. Thousands, who have escaped violence, die of
disease. At length, the city is taken by storm; pillage, and perhaps an awful



conflagration, succeed; a brutal soldiery raven among the virtuous; and the
indescribable scene ends in permanent poverty, lamentation, and dishonor. Is
this Christianity?

Silent Weapons for Quiet Wars

Silent Weapons
for
Quiet Wars

I do recognize this document, based upon the document’s own admission, as a
formal Declaration of War by the Illuminati upon the Citizens of the United
States of America. I acknowledge that a State of War exists and has existed
between the Citizens of the United States of America and the Illuminati
aggressor based upon this recognition.
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