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By Dr. Peter S. Ruckman
Our text is Ruth 1. In that chapter, 

you have the story of a man named 
Elimelech who left the land of Israel, 
with his family, to go to the land of 
Moab in order to escape a famine. The 
name Elimelech means “God is my 
King,” but Elimelech certainly wasn’t 
acting as if God were his King.

You see, he lived in the land “of 
Bethlehem-judah” (vs. 1). The word 
Bethlehem is a Hebrew word mean-
ing “house of bread” (Beth—“house”; 
lehem—“bread”). Judah means “prais-
ing Jehovah” (Gen. 29:35). So spiri-
tually, this is a picture of a Christian 
who is where he ought to be: he is in 
a good church where he can get the 
Bread of Life and where he is praising 
God. But when trouble comes, instead 
of relying on his King (the Lord Jesus 
Christ) to take care of him, he leaves 
to find sustenance in the world.

Moab is from Lot’s incestuous rela-
tionship with his daughter in Genesis 
19:31–37. The Lord calls it His “wash-

The Parting of the Way

pot” in Psalm 60:8, 108:9. The Isra-
elites weren’t to have anything to do 
with the Moabites because Balak, the 
King of Moab, hired Balaam to curse 
them over there in Numbers 22 (Deut. 
23:3–6). God commanded those Jews 
concerning those Moabites: “Thou 
shalt not seek their peace nor their 
prosperity all thy days for ever” 
(Deut. 23:6). So Moab is a picture of a 
lost world, and that is where Elimelech 
took his family.

Now, Elimelech left due to a famine. 
A famine is a lack of food. When the 
food runs out, that separates the men 
from the boys. A famine shows what 
you really are.

The Devil knows that, even if you 
don’t. He said to God, “Skin for skin, 
yea, all that a man hath will he give 
for his life” (Job 2:4). Generally 
speaking, men value their own lives 
above everything else. Of course, 
there are exceptions to the rule, like 
Stephen, Paul, and Jesus Christ; but 
the exception proves the rule. The 
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Allah’s Moslems Killing
Allah’s Moslems

“And he [speaking of Ishmael] will be a WILD 
MAN; his hand will be AGAINST EVERY MAN, 
and every man’s hand against him” (Gen. 
16:12).

According to both of Islam’s “holy books” (the 
Koran and the Hadith), any Moslem who kills 
another Moslem “loses his salvation” and winds 
up in Hell (Sura 4:92–94; Abu-Dawad, Book 14, 
No. 2526). Of course, it is all right for a Moslem 
to kill anyone else—like, say, a Catholic, a Chris-
tian, a Jew, a Hindu, a Buddhist, an atheist, etc. 
(Sura 8:12, 38–39, 59–60, 9:29–30, 33:60–62 cf. 
5:51–52, 61:9; Bukhari Vol. IV Book 52 No. 177, 
Muslim Book 1 No. 33).

But like all paranoid egomaniacs who follow 
Mohammed as a “role model,” the stupid rag-
heads forgot they came from Ishmael, not Isaac. 
According to all Arabian historians, Mohammed 
was supposed to be seventieth in descent from 
the “wild man” of Genesis 16:12. If he was, then 
what I am about to give you should not surprise anyone. When the Book (and I 
certainly don’t mean a piece of pulp fiction like the Koran) says “his hand will 
be against EVERY man, and EVERY man’s hand against him,” it means 
what it says and says what it means.

The historical truth (and what Moslem has ever worried about the facts of 
history) is that in any country they have conquered, the Moslems kill more 
Moslems—MANY more—then they do non-Moslems. The only exception might 
be the Crusades (1095–1291). But other than that, Moslems have killed each 
other at a rate of better than 3,000 a year for about 800 years.

Immediately after Mohammed died, his followers began killing each other. 
Ten thousand Mohammedans died in a civil war between the husband of Mo-
hammed’s favorite daughter (Fatima) and Mohammed’s favorite wife (Aisha). 
And Moslem rulers have been killing other Moslem rulers without let-up from the 
first four “Caliphs,” three of whom were assassinated by other “good Moslems,” 
to Anwar Sadat in 1981. From 1980–1988, devout Moslems in Iran slaughtered 
devout Moslems in Iraq, and vice versa. In fact, from 1948 to the present, of the 
eleven million Moslems who have been killed, nearly ten million were murdered 
at the hands of other Moselms.

That’s Ishmael (Gen. 16:12). All “devout Moslems” declare that no other 
“devout Moslem” is “devout” unless he agrees with them on ALL political, social, 
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and religious matters.

Now here is the absolute truth where anyone can see it. It shows that the 
myth of a united “Islamic Nation” is a horselaugh. Mohammed himself said the 
Moslems would be divided into 73 sects, only one of which would make it to 
Paradise (Hadith: Abudawud, Book 40, No. 4579; Tirmidhi, Kitabul Eeman; Ibn-
e-Maja, Vol. I, pg. 163). So here are several different Moslem groups, none of 
which would hesitate to wipe out any one of the other “sects” as “hypocrites” 
if given a chance.

1. Sunnis (from Sunnah, meaning “accepted traditions”). These account 
for 80% of all Moslems; they are the so-called “orthodox” group. They go by a 
system of laws called “Sharia,” which are based on the Koran and the Hadith 
(the life and sayings of Mohammed). The Ulamas are the lawyers (see Luke 
11:46) who interpret the Sharia.

2. Wahhabis. They are the puritanical, conservative form of Sunnis that con-
trol Saudi Arabia, the “seat” of the Islamic world (Mecca and Medina).

3. Shiites. These are the second largest Moslem sect, found mainly in Iran 
and Iraq. When Mohammed died, they broke off from the Sunnis (the word 
Shiite is taken from the word shiah, meaning “partisan”) to follow Mohammed’s 
son-in-law, Ali (see the Moslem civil war above). They believed the leader of 
Islam (a Caliph) should not only be a political, military dictator (as Mohammed 
was) like Abu Bakr whom the Sunnis followed, but a religious leader, called an 
“Imam.” The Shiites follow the teachings of twelve historic Imams, believing that 
the twelfth Imam will someday return to conquer the world for Islam. Until his 
return, religious leaders called “Ayatollahs” rule the people and order religious 
killings (“jihads”—holy wars).

3. Zaydis. They are conservative Shiites found in Yemen. They accept only 
five historic Imams instead of twelve. They are the Shiites closest to the Sunnis.

4. Ismailis. They are an offshoot of the Shiites, led by an Imam called “Aga 
Khan” (an honorific title like Caesar or Pharaoh). They accept only seven his-
toric Imams. They are found in India and Pakistan.

5. Hashshashin (the Order of Assassins). They are an offshoot of the Ismailis, 
originating in Persia. They followed a Moslem “missionary” named Hassan-i 
Sabbah, who became known as “the Old Man of the Mountain.” “The moun-
tain” was a fortress high in the mountains of Iran called “Alamut,” the “Eagle’s 
Teaching” (see Hitler’s “Eagle’s Nest”). Sabbah, the good “missionary” that he 
was, developed a cult of killers (assassins). He would dope his followers up 
on hashish (a form of marijuana) and then bring them into a garden where he 
would let them fornicate with women (like Mohammed’s “Paradise”). When 
they came down off their “high,” Sabbah would tell them only he could return 
them to “Paradise” if they killed for him in a “jihad.” His assassins were called 
“Fedayeen,” meaning “men who accept death” (“martyrs”). This was the name 
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Arafat took for one of his terrorist organizations operating in Palestine to kill 
Jews; today it is one of four other terrorists groups making up the “Palestinian 
Authority.”

6. Druze. They are a heretical sect of Ismailis who believed the Fatimid 
Caliph of Egypt Al-Hakim (A.D. 996–1021) to be a manifestation of Deity. They 
established the Grand Lodge of Cairo, which Hassan-i Sabbah (see above) 
used as a pattern for his “Order of Assassins.” Today, they are a secret society 
in Lebanon and Syria.

7. Nusayri (also called “Alawi”). This is another heretical sect of Shiites, 
considered so because they mix Islam with “Christianity.” They too are found 
mainly in Syria and Lebanon.

8. Ibadi. They are the only surviving sect of the Kharijites, who, although they 
followed Ali, ended up breaking away because they considered him an impure 
leader for negotiating with the Caliph of Damascus (Mu’awiyah) in an Islamic 
civil war (another one). They are considered “conservative,” even though they 
differ from both Sunnis and Shiites. They are located in Oman and northern 
Africa.

9. Sufis. They are Moslems who follow an ascetic, mystical form of Islam. 
Their view of “Allah” borders on pantheism.

10. Ahmadis. They are yet another heretical sect of Moslems. They were 
founded in 1889 in Punjab, India by Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, who claimed to 
be a prophet like Mohammed and the incarnation of Mohammed, Jesus, and 
Krishna. He was the one who popularized the idea that after Jesus faked His 
crucifixion and resurrection (see Sura 23:50 note 1723, 3:54, 5:75 note 724), 
He went to Kashmir, India, where He lived to be 120 years old. Although his fol-
lowers are found mainly in Pakistan, because of persecution by other Moslems 
(murders and bombings of mosques), the only place they have been able to 
live in peace is in the nation of Israel (“Muslims Killing Muslims in the Name of 
Jihad,” American Thinker, January 13, 2013).

11. Bahai. Yet another heretical sect of Islam (ain’t that the pot calling the 
kettle “black”!). They follow a movement called “Babism,” which was started 
in 1844 by a young man from Iran who called himself “the Bab.” He claimed 
to be the spiritual return of the Shiites’ “Twelfth Imam” (see point 2). Naturally, 
the Shiite Moslems had him executed for heresy, and in his place, one of his 
followers, Bahá’u’llah, stepped up and claimed to be “the Messenger of Allah” 
(like Mohammed).

12. Black Muslims. These are not just Moslems who happen to be Negroes; 
they are followers of the anti-white, anti-Semitic “Nation of Islam.” The group 
was started by W. D. Fard (a white man!) and Elijah Poole (a fornicating black 
“Baptist” [like Michael Luther King Jr.] who changed his name to Elijah Muham-
mad); its current leader is Louis Farrakhan. Fard, Poole, and Farrakhan all had 
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as little understanding of real Islam as Mohammed himself had of Christianity 
and Judaism. They teach that Negroes were the original creation and that 
Caucasians are “devils” (even though Mohammed taught that Arabs were the 
superior race chosen by Allah—Fiqh Al-Sira by Dr. Sa’id Al-Buti, 7th Edition, 
pg. 50). They believe Christianity is a white man’s religion responsible for the 
enslavement of blacks, even though Moslem slave traders were the ones who 
captured the Africans and sold them to the Europeans and Americans, and even 
though Moslems to this day still traffic in sex slaves (India) and African slaves 
(Sudan). They teach that Fard and Poole were incarnations of Allah, so Black 
Muslims have been considered heretics by Arab Moslems until recently. The 
“change of heart” came about because the Moslems want to take over America 
through the blacks in the prison population.

Now that is the main source of the constant warfare in the Middle East; the 
“Arab-Israeli conflict” ranks way down the list. Once you take Jews, Americans, 
and Christians out of the mix, the Moslems form military dictatorships to kill all 
the Moslems from any group that doesn’t agree with them. They would declare 
war on each other to see which Moslems could conquer the most territory and 
bring it under their own dominion. This would probably involve a few more cen-
turies of Moslems slaughtering Moslems, and of course, all groups would claim 
that their “martyrs” (“Fedayeen”—see point 5)—i.e., the Moslems who were 
killed by other Moslems—would go to “Paradise” to fornicate with 72 virgins, 
who would remain “virgins” no matter how many times they were raped. At least 
that is what all of them would swear by the “Holy” Koran to be true.

Knowing all of this nearly 2,300 
years before Mohammed was born, 
the Holy Spirit decided to kick Ishmael 
out of Palestine (Gen. 21:10), along 
with all his “kinfolk” (Gen. 25:6), and 
give Abraham’s “everlasting cov-
enant” (Gen. 17:7; 1 Chron. 16:17; 
Psa. 105:10) to Isaac (Gen. 17:19), 
which is exactly what He did.

“Nevertheless what saith the 
scriptures? Cast out the bond-
woman and her son: for the son of 
the bondwoman shall not be heir 
with the son of the freewoman” 
(Gal. 4:30).

Unfortunately, Clinton, Obama, and 
the Pope have sided with Ishmael. 
It will cost them the United Nations 
(Zeph. 3:8; Zech. 12:2–3, 14:1–3).
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rule is the animal drive for self-preservation; human nature wants to stay alive.

When push comes to shove, when a fellow gets starving, he will do nearly 
anything to stay alive. In the siege of Samaria, in 2 Kings 6, a woman killed and 
ate her own child to stay alive (2 Kings 6:28–29). Ditto the siege of Jerusalem 
(Lam. 4:10; Ezek. 5:10).

Things haven’t changed since 1000 B.C. or 600 B.C. There are Americans 
who have become cannibals when they were starving to death. During the win-
ter of 1846–1847, a group of pioneers known as the “Donner Party” got stuck 
up in the pass of the Sierra Nevada mountains, and the food ran out. The ones 
who survived did so by eating those who had died of sickness and starvation. 
In 1972, a jet crashed in the Andes Mountains in South America. Sixteen of the 
45 passengers survived by eating the frozen remains of the other passengers 
who had died from the elements. A hundred years, with advances in education 
and technology, hadn’t changed human nature one iota.

During World War II, when the Japanese took the Philippines, the American 
POWs were put in the holds of ships to transport them to prison camps on the 
mainland. Those American boys—eighteen, nineteen, and twenty—were down 
there in the holds of those ships without light and without water. After a couple 
of days of that, those young men were screaming at each other, “Get away 
from me!” Why? Because they were so thirsty that they would drink the blood 
of those who died, and they were killing each other to get some blood to drink. 
That’s human nature.

America has never run out of food. If a person starves to death in America, it 
is because he is either too lazy to work, or he is on drugs or alcohol, or he won’t 
take advantage of charitable or government programs. But if anything ever hap-
pens to the food, you will see what people are really like. You will see society 
women down at the grocery store with ball bats, fighting over a loaf of bread.

Now look at verse 1 in Ruth 1. Elimelech “went to SOJOURN in the land 
of Moab.” The word sojourn means “a TEMPORARY stay.” Elimelech didn’t 
mean to stay in Moab. He only wanted to go there for a short time until the 
famine was over. But look at the end of verse 2: “And they came into the 
country of Moab, and CONTINUED there.” A temporary stay ended up being 
ten years (vs. 4). In fact, it ended up being the rest of Elimelech’s life because 
he died there (vs. 3).

Christian, it is always easier to go downhill than to go uphill: it is always 
easier to backslide than it is to get rededicated and consecrated.

Of course, you never intend to go as far as you do, but the old saying is: 
“Sin always takes you farther than you wanted to go, keeps you longer than 
you wanted to stay, and costs you more than you wanted to pay.” You take 
Samson: he never intended to get into the mess into which he got with Delilah. 
But he got to playing around with sin, and the next thing he knew, he was blind 
as a bat, grinding at a mill. Young people never intend to get into the trouble 
into which they get, but they end up in it up to their necks, and there is nothing 
they can do about it at that point.

The Parting of the Way
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Now the text never says whose idea it was to go to Moab, but if I had to 

guess, it was probably the wife’s idea—Naomi’s. You say, “Why do you say 
that, Ruckman?” Because, as it turns out, it is Naomi, Elimelech’s wife, with 
whom God deals.

Look at verse 3: Elimelech dies, but Naomi doesn’t go back to Bethlehem. 
Verse 4: her boys marry unsaved women, but she doesn’t go back. Verse 5: 
her two sons die, but she doesn’t go back. In fact, she doesn’t go back until she 
hears there is bread in Israel (vs. 6). So it may not have been Naomi’s idea to 
leave, but it probably was.

You would think that when her husband died, Naomi would have said, “I am 
out of the will of God. I had better get back to the house of bread where I can 
praise God.” Not her, boy; she was tough. She was so tough that not even her 
sons marrying heathen women nor the death of her boys could move her.

Some people are just too tough for their own good. I had a meeting one time 
up in Mohawk, Tennessee. During that meeting, I went to visit a teenage kid 
named Jimmy. Jimmy had a saved momma and an unsaved daddy, and that 
kid lived a wild life before he was even sixteen years old. Like all those hillbillies 
up in the mountains, he had heard the Gospel all of his life and had turned it 
down over and over again. He started smoking at twelve and drinking at fifteen.

Jimmy got to hanging out with the wrong crowd, and one night he was in a 
car with an unsaved buddy, and both were drunk. Jimmy was in the passenger 
seat, and his buddy was driving. Jimmy’s buddy decided he would show off 
how quickly he could drag off up the mountain.

As the car Jimmy and his buddy were in was going up the mountain and 
rounding a curve at fifty miles an hour, another car was coming down the moun-
tain at about forty miles an hour on that same curve. Both cars were cutting 
the curve just a little, and neither driver saw the other car until it was too late. 
Both drivers had their left arms on the window sill of the door, with their elbows 
hanging out the window, and as the two cars passed each other, the drivers’ 
elbows hit. The driver of Jimmy’s car had his arm torn out of the socket, and 
he ended up bleeding to death.

The kid screamed, “Get the wheel, Jimmy! Get the wheel!” Jimmy grabbed 
for the wheel and missed, and the vehicle went off the side of that mountain 
and rolled over three times. Jimmy lived, but he had a lot of broken bones. The 
worse injury, though, was his jaw: it was broken in about six places. He had to 
have holes cut in his cheeks, with wires coming down into those holes to hold 
together what was left of his jaw.

He got out of the hospital after six months. When I went to visit him, he was 
still wired up, but he could talk a little. He was sitting on the porch by himself, 
and I talked to him about forty minutes, trying to get him to receive Christ. Some 
of the hardest folks with whom I have ever dealt are those country folk up in 
the mountains. Everybody knows everybody else and all their tricks. They get 
to watching each other too closely and figure they are all right because they 
wouldn’t do what the other fellow is doing. That produces a false sense of se-

Continued on 8
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curity that damns a person.

Jimmy was like that. Up to that point, I had never dealt with a harder sinner 
than that sixteen-year-old boy. It finally got the best of me, and I broke down 
crying. When I saw I wasn’t getting anywhere with him, I knelt down by him 
and said, “Jimmy, you may die and go to Hell unsaved, but you’re not going to 
Hell unloved. I love your soul and made a trip up here specifically to talk to you 
about salvation. There’s somebody who loves you; I tried. Won’t you accept 
Christ?” That kid said through that wired jaw, “I ain’t ready yet.”

I left it at that, but I found out later that a year after I had talked with Jimmy, 
he was well enough to get out and about. He started driving again and had 
another car wreck. That kid was tough, boy—too tough for his own good.

Before I was saved, I fancied myself a tough fellow; not too tough, you know, 
but tough enough. But I must admit that, after over sixty years of dealing with 
God’s people, I now realize that I was nowhere near as tough as some Chris-
tians I have known. I have seen God take some of His children and beat them 
and whip them and scourge them until they were nearly dead, and they wouldn’t 
get right. And some of them, like Naomi, were women.

When I pastored at Brent Baptist Church here in Pensacola, there was a 
young man who injured his neck diving off a railroad trestle. When I visited the 
boy in the hospital, his Christian momma asked me, “Dr. Ruckman, why did 
God let that happen to my boy?” I told her, “Maybe God was dealing with him 
about something wrong he was doing.” She looked at me shocked and said, 
“You mean God let that happen to my boy to punish him?!”

I thought to myself, “You silly woman, that’s the first thing I would have 
thought of.” I mean, if I bump my head on a door going through it, I think I must 
have been thinking something wrong for that to happen. It’s a normal thing to 
think God might be punishing you when something bad happens. Not for that 
woman, boy; she was tough, just like Naomi.

Now in verse 6, Naomi finally gets right. Of course, it is a carnal motive for 
getting right, but God recognizes we are carnal, materialistic beings. Did you 
know sometimes God will appeal to a carnal motive in a sinner to get him right? 
You take the prodigal son, he got right because he was starving and wanted a 
good meal (Luke 15:17). If you won’t respond to a spiritual motive to get right, 
God will allow a carnal motive—AS LONG AS YOU GET RIGHT!

Naomi goes back to Bethlehem-judah, and her two daughters-in-law, Ruth 
and Orpah, go back with her. But as it turns out, only one ends up going with 
Naomi all the way; the other turns around and goes back.

Naomi kisses her daughters-in-law good-bye, and they both say they will 
go with her, but only one means it. Orpah kisses her mother-in-law and says 
she will go with her, but Orpah ends up going back to Moab. Orpah’s kiss was 
a hypocritical kiss, like Judas gave to Christ in the Garden of Gethsemane.

When Ruth and Orpah promised to return with Naomi, Naomi gave them 
a test. The test was a husband—read verses 11–13. Were they willing to be 
lonely? Would they deny themselves a husband? Could they wait to get a 
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husband? That was the test.

I preached up in Maryland one time and met a Christian woman there who 
didn’t get married until she was in her thirties. When I asked her why she waited 
so long, she told me, “Brother Ruckman, I watched so many of my classmates 
from high school, who were in a rush to get married at eighteen, have their 
marriages bust up in less than five years. I made up my mind that if the Lord 
wouldn’t give me a good husband who would love me and take care of me, I 
would stay single, even if I had to live and die an old maid. I waited on God, 
and He gave me a good husband.”

When it came to Naomi’s test, Ruth passed and Orpah failed. Naomi said 
Orpah went back “unto her gods” (vs. 15). Do you know what Orpah’s “god” 
was? It was a husband.

I gave you a couple of verses at the beginning of this article that said Moab 
was God’s washpot. An old-time preacher over in Mississippi—Leroy Wright—
said that there in Ruth 1, three got washed up (Elimelech, Mahlon, and Chilion), 
one got washed (Naomi), one got washed in (Ruth), and one got washed out 
(Orpah). Orpah got washed out: she left and went home to the gods of Moab—
peace and prosperity (Deut. 23:6).

Have you ever met “Orpah”? I have. “Orpah” has a husband who never 
makes anything less than $150,000 a year. She has a big stack of National 
Geographic magazines and the Wall Street Journal, and underneath, hidden out 
of sight, are a bunch of junk like True Detective and True Romance. She reads 
a bunch of Liberal books like The Robe, The Greatest Story Ever Told, and The 
Big Fisherman; but she never gets close enough to Christ to touch the hem of 
His garment, she doesn’t tell the greatest story, and she never makes the pro-
fession the “big fisherman” made—“Lord, to whom shall we go? thou hast 
the words of eternal life” (John 6:68). I know “Orpah”; I’ve “got her number.”

Orpah goes back home to the old crowd and is greeted with: “How are you 
doing, Orpah? It’s so good to see you, Orpah. We thought you were going to get 
mixed up with that ‘white horse’ religion. We’re having a cotillion, and there will 
be several eligible bachelors. We are so glad you came to your senses, honey.”

Orpah married some rich guy, and they got divorced. She married another 
and they got divorced; and she married a third and they got divorced. She got 
alimony from all three, so her bank account was set for life. When she died, she 
died in the best hospital for which her money could pay, on anesthetics with no 
pain, AND SHE WOKE UP IN HELL!

Do you know why Orpah went back? Because she would rather have gone 
back. A man or woman will do what he or she would rather do. Sam Jones, the 
old-time Methodist evangelist, said, “If I could get your ‘druthers’ fixed (what 
you would rather do), I’d get you fixed.”

If I can find out what you would rather do, I can find out who your master is 
because a man will follow the one he would rather serve every time. Here is a 
dog following two men walking together down a sidewalk. Do you want to find 
out to which man the dog belongs? Then let one man go one way and the other 
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man go the other way, and the dog will follow its master.
That is what I call “the parting of the way.” The time came for Orpah and 

Ruth to choose which way they were going to go. Orpah went one way to her 
gods, and Ruth chose the God of Naomi (vs. 16). Ruth goes with Naomi and 
ends up in the line of Jesus Christ (Matt. 1); she becomes eternally enshrined 
in the pages of Scripture (Psa. 119:89; Matt. 24:35; 1 Pet. 1:25).

The great personal worker, Dr. Walter Wilson, got a chance to witness to 
“Buffalo” Bill Cody one time. He asked “Buffalo Bill” if he would like to go to 
Heaven. Cody told Wilson, “When I go out there in my Wild West show and 
have my horse kneel down and drink water out of my hat, and the crowd erupts 
in applause, that’s all the Heaven I want.” And that was all the Heaven “Buffalo 
Bill” got. Wilson said, “Then you will not accept Christ?” And “Buffalo Bill” said, 
“I WILL NOT.”

And that is the parting of the way. You will either follow your gods of peace 
and prosperity, like Orpah, to Hell; or you will follow Jesus Christ through suf-
fering and deprivation, like Ruth, to Glory.

Continued from 10

The Parting of the Way
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One Nation
Under Whom?

By Robert Militello
“Thus saith the LORD, Stand ye in the ways, and see, and ask for the 

old paths, where is the good way, and walk therein, and ye shall find rest 
for your souls, But they said, WE WILL NOT WALK THEREIN” (Jer. 6:16).

On June 14, 1954 (Flag Day), President Eisenhower signed a bill adding the 
phrase “Under God” to the Pledge of Allegiance. He had been under pressure 
to do so for a number of years. In 1951, the Knights of Columbus, a Catholic 
fraternal order, had put “under God” in their recitation of the pledge, and a year 
later, it lobbied hard for Congress to do the same. Eisenhower saw political 
advantage in the move, as he planned to run for reelection in 1956. After all, 
who can be against God, right?

In those years, the Cold War between the Soviet Union and the United 
States was intensifying. President Eisenhower sought to magnify the difference 
between “Christian America” and the atheistic Communists. “Onward Christian 
Soldiers” played well at political rallies back then.

Did the President and the Congress actually believe we were a nation un-
der God? I suppose so. After all, prayer and Bible reading were still part of the 
morning program in public schools.

“He that loveth silver shall not be satisfied with silver; nor he that loveth 
abundance with increase: this is also vanity” (Eccl. 5:10).

America emerged from World War II with the power and economic potential 
to make the middle class prosperous and to stimulate consumerism, thereby 
making us the envy of the world. Women were able to be stay-at-home moms 
because their men actually made enough to buy a car and make a monthly 
mortgage payment. The suburbs exploded, and President Eisenhower signed 
a law allowing the construction of the Interstate highway system. While America 
was taking to the roads in Pontiacs, Oldsmobiles, DeSotos, and Mercurys, 
preachers were railing against godless communism and Hollywood movies that 
were becoming less and less wholesome.

By the early fifties, American living rooms were welcoming a strange, new 
guest: television. Now the eyes of millions in America could see on a screen all 
the things now available in stores to make life more pleasurable. While J. Edgar 
Hoover warned Americans to be vigilant regarding communist subversion, the 
devil came in the back door with a strategy designed to turn America from God 
and make a mockery of “one nation under God.”

“As they were increased, so they sinned against me: therefore will I 
change their glory into shame” (Hos. 4:7).

When all appears to be going well and the engine of prosperity puts food 
on the table and gas in the car, it is not hard to forget God (Rom. 1:21–22). 
Obviously, America wasn’t going to embrace communism; so to diminish the 

Continued on 15
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One Nation
Under Whom?

influence of God’s word on our social consciousness, the devil worked on our 
Supreme Court. The first amendment to the Constitution had to be reinterpreted 
so that it would not only prohibit an established church, but it would, in effect, 
marginalize God. To remove the Almighty’s influence in our nation, the Court 
started with the public schools. Prayer and Bible reading had to go. A court of 
“nine old men” determined to secularize America.

Secularism sounds better than communism, amen? What is it? Webster’s 
Seventh Collegiate Dictionary defines it thus: “indifference to, or rejection or 
exclusion of, religion and religious considerations.” In other words, put a towel 
in God’s mouth because our Supreme Court is going to set the standards for 
our nation. Today, you cannot connect God to anything negative, personally 
or nationally, like the Twin Towers disaster or Hurricane Katrina. Who wants to 
live in a nation under a God that reproves sin and brings judgment? Perish the 
thought! That kind of a God must be removed from public discourse. People 
ought not to be fearful.

“Therefore also will I make thee sick in smiting thee, in making thee 
desolate because of thy sins” (Mic. 6:13).

Our nation’s war with the God of the Bible would open the door to all kinds 
of devilment. After removing God’s word in public school, the enemy was em-
boldened to send his chief spokesman to our country. Pope Paul VI decided 
to visit America in 1965 and “bless” our nation. His blessing resulted in the 
Vietnam debacle, riots on college campuses, the election of two crooks who 
had to resign in disgrace—President Nixon and Vice President Agnew—and 
an explosion of drug usage and crime that made jail and prison construction a 
growth industry. Does that sound like we are “under God”?

Today, our Supreme Court of six men and three women practice religion but 
believe in a God who has nothing to say, especially about marriage. I wrote 
that the justices believe in religion because each year in early October the 
justices attend what’s called the Red Mass at the Cathedral of St. Matthew 
in Washington, D.C. In the last few years, the three women justices, two of 
whom are Jewish (Ginsburg and Kagan), refused to attend because in 2011, 
they were insulted by Cardinal Wuerl’s mention of the horror of abortion in his 
homily. Clearly, the message we get from the Court is that religion is O.K., but 
it must not be connected to a God who distinguishes between good and evil.

“But after thy hardness and impenitent heart treasurest up unto thyself 
wrath against the day of wrath and revelation of the righteous judgment of 
God; Who will render to every man according to his deeds” (Rom. 2:5–6).

This year, secularism will register its greatest victory yet. Our Supreme Court 
will have the honor of driving the last nail into the lid of the coffin containing the 
remains of a nation supposedly “under God.” Gay marriage will be validated as 
the law of the land. Fifty years after “His Holiness” came and “blessed” America, 

Continued on 16
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One Nation
Under Whom?

God will be forcibly evicted from the marriage business. As a protest, if I am at 
an event that includes the Pledge, I will substitute “without God” for “under God.” 
Now that a majority of Americans support gay marriage (according to recent 
polls), we are a nation without the one, true God. For those who object to the 
removal of “under God” from the Pledge, who is this “God” we are “under”? Is 
he your god? If so, you might as well fill the United States with Moslems.

“Shew me a penny. Whose image and superscription hath it? They 
answered and said, Caesar’s. And he said unto them, Render therefore 
unto Caesar the things which be Caesar’s, and unto God the things which 
be God’s” (Luke 20:24–25).

When Jesus said this, the Roman authority in Palestine allowed Jews to 
practice their religion freely. Pilate even honored the Jews’ Feast of Passover 
by allowing a condemned man to go free. There is no evidence that Rome used 
its rule to denigrate in any way the tenets of the Jewish faith. Pilate may have 
had a low opinion of Jewish religious law, but he did not look to antagonize 
the Jews by promoting Roman belief in multiple gods. So long as the Jews 
remained peaceable and did not attempt to overthrow Roman rule, the relation-
ship between Pilate and the Sanhedrin was respectful, if not cordial.

What has been happening in our nation, going back to the Scopes Monkey 
Trial of 1925, is “Caesar” subtly undermining the tenets of Bible Christianity by 
attacking the Bible’s claim to be absolute truth in science, history, and moral 
behavior. In that famous case involving a teacher’s right (John Scopes) to teach 
evolution in a state-funded school (Tennessee), Genesis 1:1 came under fire. 
Secularism came out of that trial looking scientific and reasonable. Bible Christi-
anity came out looking foolish and has been in retreat ever since. Now, with the 
majority of our population supporting legal marriage for sodomites, the setback 
of 1925 is seen as the opening battle of a ninety-year campaign by secularists 
to overthrow completely the Bible’s authority in all phases of public life.

This war against the Bible could not have been effectually waged by law-
makers who would have to face the voters. The weapon chosen by the devil 
to successfully wage this war against the Book that he hates was the United 
States Supreme Court. Justices who would serve for life must be appointed by 
the President and confirmed by the U.S. senate. You can believe that all the 
devils in hell would be marshalled to oppose any nominee to the Court who 
had a worldview shaped by God’s word. Masonic and non-Masonic presidents 
knew better than to nominate a real Bible believer. Secularists know how to 
guard their chief weapon. If we are “one nation under God,” which one is it: my 
God, the Lord Jesus Christ, or the Grand Architect of the Universe worshipped 
in the Masonic lodges?

“And ye shall be hated of all men for my name’s sake” (Luke 21:17).
It may be hard for some reading this to see that the situation for Bible believ-

Continued on 18
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One Nation
Under Whom?

ers will become hostile in America if the Lord should tarry. To what would our 
government resort if we should be perceived as a danger to national security? 
On February 19, 1942, President Franklin D. Roosevelt signed Executive 
Order No. 9066 allowing the U.S. military to remove some 110,000 Japanese 
Americans from their homes on the West Coast to internment camps. The U.S. 
Census Bureau assisted the internment efforts by providing confidential neigh-
borhood information on Japanese Americans. Dear reader, are you familiar with 
the Patriot Act signed into law on October 26, 2001? President Bush rushed 
this legislation through Congress in the weeks following the destruction of New 
York’s Twin Towers. This law can be used against us.

“If the world hate you, ye know that it hated me before it hated you” 
(John 15:18).

Governments are made up of men, and men are wicked—“desperately 
wicked” according to God’s word in Jeremiah 17:9. This is not anyone’s opin-
ion. This is God’s infallible truth. It is man’s nature to hate truth.

“Put not your trust in princes, nor in the son of man, in whom there is 
no help” (Psa. 146:3).

If we were really a “nation under God,” I would not be writing on this matter. 
The Jews rejected the truth and said they had “no king but Caesar” (John 
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19:15). You know from your Bible and history how that turned out. “Caesar” 
has no love for our book, and if he sees it as a threat to his power, then there 
will be trouble and woe for those who cherish God’s word. I’m afraid that the 
enemies of God’s word have been greatly emboldened by “Caesar’s” embrace 
of sodomite marriage. Since President Obama and Vice President Biden’s en-
dorsement of gay marriage during the election campaign of 2012, the headwind 
against Bible truth has become a gale. Fearful Christians, like cheap umbrellas, 
will fold up in this gale. Don’t let that surprise you.

“Pilate therefore, willing to release Jesus, spake again to them. But they 
cried, saying, Crucify him, crucify him” (Luke 23:20–21).

There are legislators throughout this nation on the federal, state, county, and 
municipal levels like Pilate. They cannot stand up to the gay activists, so they 
acquiesce to that which they know is wrong. Pilate knew Jesus was innocent 
and that the rulers of the Jews had manipulated the mob. Nevertheless, they 
knew he would be in trouble with the Emperor, Tiberius, if he could not keep 
the Jews pacified. He did what any politician would do: he acted on his greatest 
fear. Allowing an innocent man to be crucified was not his greatest fear. What 
moral scruples he might have had were not going to endanger his career.

So it is with almost every politician. Years ago, I remember a political science 
professor lecturing the class on the first duty of all politicians. He said their first 
duty was to get reelected, and all decisions made in their first term were made 
in light of what would be needed to gain reelection. I submit that there are only 
two kinds of people on this earth at any given time: the Lord has His friends, and 
He has His enemies. Fence-sitters are really enemies who delude themselves 
into thinking they are not.

“Ye adulterers and adulteresses, know ye not that the friendship of 
the world is enmity with God? whosoever therefore will be a friend of the 
world is the enemy of God” (James 4:4).

Does anyone think a politician can be a true friend of God and remain in of-
fice? God has been a friend to this nation, a very, very good friend, for over 230 
years. For over a generation now, we have continually grieved His Holy Spirit 
and ignored His word. We have destroyed that friendship and lost the fear of 
God. The wisdom that comes from fearing God has disappeared in Washington, 
D.C. This is a national tragedy far greater than the Civil War, Pearl Harbor, or 
the attack on September 11, 2001.

There will be a price to pay for running the Lord out of public life. We ran Him 
out of our public schools and opened the door for the devil to send in shooters 
to send hundreds of children to an early grave. What lies ahead for America, a 
nation supposedly “under God” is something I pray will come after the Church 
is removed (Tit. 2:13). God help us if the Lord continues to tarry.

“Now consider this, ye that forget God, lest I TEAR YOU IN PIECES, 
AND THERE BE NONE TO DELIVER” (Psa. 50:22).

Continued from 18

One Nation
Under Whom?



BIBLE BELIEVERS’ BULLETINPage 20  March 2015

By Brian Donovan
In these last days, Laodicean preachers have become soothsayers who 

refuse to mention the negatives and present only the positives. Their congre-
gations do not want their sleeping consciences disturbed and consider a good 
sermon as one that allows them to go away feeling either entertained or soothed 
or both. The Bible preacher must present the negative, first of all, to drive the 
plow of conviction that leads to peace with God. The Bible doctrine of repen-
tance is one of these negatives and is a bitter pill to swallow. The thought of the 
holiness of God is “a fearful thing” (Heb. 10:31), especially when compared 
with the “filthy rags” of our own righteousness (see Isa. 64:6).

The so-called “revival meetings” of today are nothing more than emotional out-
bursts of good feelings that are void of any conviction. When these meetings are 
over, there is no change of heart, no turning from sin, and no salvation of souls.

The Bible shows that repentance is necessary for a sinner to be saved. This 
repentance is “unto life” (Acts 11:18). In the context, Peter is rehearsing how 
the Gentiles were saved, and there is not a word about turning from individual 
sins to be saved. The repentance here is a change of mind, as found in the 
first mention of the word repent in Genesis 6:6–7. The context defines the word 
repent as a change of mind, as it should be obvious that the Lord is not quitting 
any sins. He is changing His mind regarding His creation of mankind. So in 
order to be saved, a sinner must change his mind and come into an agreement 
with what the scriptures say about his condition.

This is the convicting work of the Holy Spirit, as promised by Jesus Christ in 
John 16:8–10. Notice that the Holy Spirit reproves the world of sin, righteous-
ness, and judgment. The sin is defined as unbelief (vs. 9). No sinner is saved by 
repenting of cursing, smoking, drinking, etc. What he repents of is his unbelief in 
the Lord Jesus Christ. He changes his mind and agrees that he is on his way to 
hell (because he is not righteous) and only faith in Christ can save him. No one 
is saved by turning from individual sins. That is work and comes after salvation.

There is a common teaching among modern Baptists that if you are “really” 
saved, then you will be living a certain way, and that if you have not repented 
and quit committing certain sins (the ones they have quit), then you must not 
be really saved; as if there are two groups: the saved and the “really” saved. I 
have before me a tract by a Baptist that teaches exactly that. He says that “if a 
man is born again, he is living a new life.” Then he quotes 2 Corinthians 5:17, 
ignoring the context of what has “passed away” and what has “become new.” 
He goes on to say that “no sinner becomes a Christian and then continues in 
his sins.” He then continues by saying, “If you have not repented of (turned 
from) your sins, then you are not born again, you are not saved, and you are 
on your way to hell.”

How can a sinner turn from his sins to be saved when he is not even aware 
of all of them? What lost sinner repented of his envying, jealousies, gossiping 
tongue, laziness, etc.? Are those not sins? You never heard a Baptist mention 
those things when he deals with a lost man. What he means is: “If you are not 
like me, then you never got saved, because look at me: I quit drinking, smoking, 

The Biblical Doctrine of Repentance

Continued on 21
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fornicating, and a few other sins on my list.”
The man in 1 Corinthians 5 was committing a pretty wicked open sin, and 

Paul rebuked the church for allowing it to go on. But Paul never said the man 
was not “really” saved. As a matter of fact, he plainly states that the man should 
be turned over to Satan to be physically killed, but his spirit was saved.

In the Bible, repentance unto salvation has nothing to do with quitting any 
sins, except the sin of unbelief. Once the sinner gets saved, then he begins a 
new life where he now struggles daily with sin. His victory or defeat with these 
sins has nothing to do with whether he goes to heaven or hell. Paul struggled 
with sins his whole Christian life and admitted to losing some battles (see Rom. 
7). If you follow the teaching of this tract before me, you would have to conclude 
that Paul was not “really” saved.

When I got saved, I was a typical Roman Catholic, completely ignorant of 
the Bible. After hearing and believing the gospel, I was saved in an instant by 
changing my mind and agreeing with God that I was lost because of unbelief. 
Some months after that, I obtained my first Bible, and as I began reading it, I 
began to see just how sinful I was. The Holy Spirit convicted me of various sins, 
and with some, I found instant victories. With others, I found continual struggles. 
My salvation does not depend on my turning from those sins.

About a year after being saved, I was out on visitation with an older Chris-
tian, and we came upon a man who let us into his home to talk with him about 
his soul. As this older Christian began dealing with him, it was obvious he was 
under conviction and was listening closely. About that time, a woman came out 
from a back room, and she was introduced as his girlfriend. The soulwinner 
then told the man that he was living in sin and asked him if he were willing to 
turn from it. The man looked confused and said, “No.” Of course, everything 
went out the window from there. As we were walking down the sidewalk, I asked 
this Christian what he was going to do if the man had said yes. Was he going 
to ask him to quit drinking the beer that was obviously in the room? And then 
where would it stop? Would he deal with envy? Jealousy? Strife? Divisions? 
Paul wrote to saved people who were still committing those sins at Corinth (see 
1 Cor. 3:1–3). I guess they were not “really” saved.

In the Bible, repentance is part of salvation. It takes place in the heart of the 
sinner when he changes his mind and agrees with the gospel. It is perfectly 
described in Acts 20:21 where Paul speaks of “repentance toward God, and 
faith toward our Lord Jesus Christ.” In his unbelief, the lost sinner may have 
been trusting his religion, his good life, or his upbringing. But at some point, 
he repents of his unbelief and believes on the Lord Jesus Christ. Quitting his 
individual sins has no bearing on whether he gets saved or not. No preacher 
has any business trying to make someone doubt his salvation because he is 
not living a certain way. False teachers in the churches of Galatia called that 
being “bewitched” and “foolish” (Gal. 3:1–3). If you are going to try to offset 
the shallow soulwinning techniques of many today who do not deal with the sin 
issue, do not deal with hell, or do not deal with “repentance unto life,” then at-

The Biblical Doctrine of Repentance
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tack that; in the meantime, though, do 
not add another problem to it. Salva-
tion is not a process, and it is not hard.

This does not negate the fact that, 
after salvation, the saved sinner needs 
to repent daily of sins. This repentance 
is not “unto life,” but for staying in fel-
lowship. Confession and repentance 
of sin is a daily staple for the Christian 
(1 John 1:6–9). Once again, in writing 
to the saved brethren at Corinth, Paul 
tells them that he wants to find them 
in a repentant condition, or he would 
bewail them that “have not repented 
of the uncleanness and fornication 
and lasciviousness which they 
have committed” (2 Cor. 12:21).

Notice that he is saying this to 
saved people, and look at what he 
says they need to repent of! This 
repentance is the work in the life of 
the saved to walk with the Saviour, 
not to stay saved or to get saved. 
This is the work that will be judged 
at the Judgment Seat of Christ in a 
fire, yet he himself is saved (1 Cor. 
3:12–15). Because of this “terror,” 
every preacher should be preaching 
against individual sins in the lives of 
believers to get them ready for that 
day (2 Cor. 5:10–11).

In an effort to see results, some 
preachers are making their congrega-
tions doubt their salvation, and many 
are staying confused as they “walk 
the aisle” one more time, hoping to be 
“really” saved this time. Some evan-
gelists are putting question marks in 
believers minds by mixing up fellow-
ship with salvation. Fellowship is a 
process of repenting daily and turning 
from sins to “walk in the light, as he 
is in the light” (1 John 1:7). Do not 
confuse fellowship with salvation.
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By Dr. Peter S. Ruckman (Part Two of Two)
We have been discussing the doctrine of Papal Infallibility. According to 

Karl Keating of Catholic Answers, only a Catholic can present the “Catholic 
position” on Papal Infallibility. Last month, we showed you what the Scrip-
tures themselves had to say about it; in this issue we will cite a much more 
authoritative historical source on an “infallible Pope” than Keating’s brief and 
misleading explanations.

Here is a 316-page work by the Roman Catholic historian August Bernard 
Hasler. It has an introduction by the Roman Catholic Bishop Hans Küng, and 
it was translated by the Roman Catholic Peter Heinegg. According to these 
Catholic gentlemen, who certainly know more about papal infallibility than 
Karl Keating according to the historic evidence presented, the reason why the 
doctrine is so “misunderstood” (to quote Keating) is simple in the extreme:

“It is becoming increasingly obvious, in fact, that the dogma of papal infal-
libility has no basis either in the Bible [see last month’s article] or the history 
of the Church during the first millennium. Can it [i.e., the Roman Catholic 
Church] ever admit that a council erred, that in 1870 [Vatican I] made the 
wrong decision?” (pg. 310).

“When is the pope infallible? The requisite conditions here are framed 
in such a way that it is ALMOST IMPOSSIBLE to say that such-and-such a 
decision must qualify as infallible. In particular, the stipulation that only ex 
cathedra decisions of the Pope are infallible makes the definition of infallibility 
MEANINGLESS as far as the preceding centuries are concerned” (pg. 280).

Now think about what you just read. When was something that was “mean-
ingless” in history easy to explain? How could someone like Keating expect 
to do it in the face of Catholic experts on the subject who declared it was 
“meaningless”? Want to see what I mean? Let’s read further.

“Since the expression ‘ex cathedra’ was not used until the Sixteenth 
Century, and was then given various meanings until the Nineteenth Century, 
we can NEVER confidently say we have an ‘ex cathedra’ papal decision in 
any given case.” The Catholic historian who wrote that knew that both of the 
so-called “ex cathedra” statements about Mary (her Immaculate Conception 
and Assumption) were supposed to be “infallible” statements.

“So the definition of infallibility turns out to be EMPTY WORDS because 
it is not compatible with any historical situation whatever. Its very lack of 
content means that it cannot be refuted or falsified: a considerable tactical 
advantage made possible by the vagueness and indefiniteness of the con-
cept itself” (pg. 280).

How could you intelligently find fault with, or criticize, a meaningless state-
ment that wasn’t even historical in what it dealt with? Such a thing couldn’t be 
verified or denied historically because it had no real meaning. The substance 
of the Roman Catholic doctrine of Papal Infallibility, according to the Ro-

H ow  t h e  Po p e
G o t  to  b e  I n fa l l i b l e
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man Catholic historian August Hasler and the Roman Catholic Bishop Hans 
Küng, is a “lack of content” and “empty words”; that is why it doesn’t mean 
anything. That is also why no Pope since 1870 has ever dared to posit one 
“infallible” statement regarding anything. Outside of the declaration of the 
doctrine itself, the only two “infallible declarations” were made in 1854 (the 
Immaculate Conception) and 1870 (the Assumption of Mary).

“Whatever the pope may have said in the past, whatever doctrinal deci-
sions he may have made, it is never certain that he was speaking ex cathe-
dra” (pg. 281). The reason why 88 Bishops and 21 Archbishops voted against 
the false doctrine (with 62 who voted yes doing so with reservations and 76 
abstaining) was because they “rightfully recognized the evasiveness of such 
manipulative language” (pg. 281).

“EMPTY FORMULAS are a useful instrument for GOVERNING . . . . We 
can see even more clearly just how ELASTIC the dogma is by the manner 
in which it expands and contracts; whenever it seems opportune, infallibil-
ity, thanks to its VAGUENESS, can be stretched far beyond the limits of ex 
cathedra decisions” (pg. 281).

That is exactly how Keating treated the doctrine in our debate; he didn’t 
limit the Pope’s infallibility to just ex cathedra statements; he expanded it to 
anytime, anywhere the Pope should happen to say something about Catholic 
doctrine. Be assured, though, that should the Pope be “caught with his pants 
down” contradicting himself (or another “infallible Pope”), as O. C. Lambert 
documented in his two volumes of Catholicism Against Itself, Keating would 
be just as quick to contract the doctrine to protect his church.

How did a College-educated lawyer like Karl Keating fail to see the “eva-
siveness,” the “manipulative language,” the “uncertainty,” the elasticity, and 
the political motivation behind the “empty words” that had no content? I mean, 
what are they teaching in law schools these days?

The real purpose for the “vague manipulation” of “empty words” is clearly 
discerned by the Catholic historian August Hasler. He says, “This claim 
extends not to one doctrinal statement, but to all of them; it covers every 
single one. It shields the entire doctrinal structure of the Catholic Church from 
CRITICISM. There can be no appeal from the Pope to any other authority” 
(pg. 277).

Correct! The Bible is out! And all the blather about “he is never infallible 
unless he is speaking ex cathedra officially in a matter concerning faith and 
morals which has been brought into question” is just more evasive, manipula-
tive, vague “empty words.” In his book Catholicism and Fundamentalism, on 
pages 125 and 133, Keating states that EVERYTHING the Roman Catholic 
Church teaches about the Scripture is infallible, because the Catholic Church 
is the infallible interpreter of the Scriptures. So whether or not the Pope 
speaks “infallibly” about anything other than two heresies he declared about 
Mary, you must still believe that no Christian can know where he is going 
when he dies until he is dead, because that is the “infallible teaching” of the 

Continued from 24
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“infallible church.”
Fortunately, we Bible-believing Baptists always have access to more 

documented material on Roman Catholicism than lawyers like Karl Keating. 
For example, we have the documented evidence on how and where this 
tommy rot about a Pope being “infallible” anytime started; “ex cathedra” is 
just a joker in the deck. The only two times Pius IX spoke ex cathedra, he 
LIED LIKE A DOG!

The first time he ascribed one of the attributes of Christ’s Deity—a sinless 
birth—to a sinner who said she needed a Saviour (Luke 1:47) and offered 
a sacrifice for her sins according to the Mosaic Law (Luke 2:22–24 cf. Lev. 
12:2–6). The next time the deluded nut made an ex cathedra statement, he 
said the same sinner was caught up to God ahead of Peter, James, John, 
Paul, and the rest of the Body of Christ at the Rapture. Naturally, the old liar 
couldn’t quote one verse for either “infallible” statement.

It was the Franciscan Priest Peter Olivi (1248–1298) who first attributed 
infallibility to the Pope (Hasler, pg. 36). However, Pope John XII (1316–1364) 
called the Franciscan doctrine of papal infallibility the “work of the devil” (Ibid., 
pg. 37). That was an “infallible Pope” saying infallible Popes were nonsense, 
and that if you thought the Popes were infallible, you were of the Devil.

Evidently, Karl Keating doesn’t do much reading. He has what we call an 
“isolated mentality.” His education must not have been very broad.

During the Reformation, the Popes suddenly recalled the Franciscan 
doctrine (it never was a Bible doctrine or anywhere close to it: see our last 
article), but they had no “notion of formally declaring it a dogma” because 
“the tenants of conciliarism were still too influential” (Ibid., pg. 38). Cardinals 
Bellarmine and Baronius tried to get the thing going at the Council of Trent, 
but they failed to carry the day (Ibid. pg. 39). The Empress Maria Theresa of 
Austria (1717–1780) declared: “infallibility was attributed only to the Church 
as a whole” and “by the beginning of the Nineteenth Century papal infallibility 
was still generally rejected, except in much of Italy and Spain” (Ibid., pg. 39).

Then came the French Revolution and Napoleon Bonaparte, who crowned 
himself Emperor, instead of kneeling before the Pope as Charlemagne had 
done on Christmas day in A.D. 800 (Keating is a little short on church history). 
By making a one-on-one agreement with Napoleon on the “vacant episco-
pal chairs and the reorganization of the whole French church,” the Pope 
put himself into a position of power where he could make decisions without 
a council (Ibid., pg. 41). Savoyard Count Joseph de Maistre (1753–1821) 
called for an infallible Pope; “he did this for political and social-psychological 
reasons”  (Ibid.).

Exactly. The Bible never entered the depraved, godless mess one time 
from Peter Olivi to Pope “Francis.” What Keating likes to refer to as “de-
velopment of doctrine” (i.e., blasphemy of the written words of God) never 
develops from any Scripture. It develops from the political, economic, social, 
and psychological needs of the Roman hierarchy.

Continued from 25

How the Pope got to be Infallible

Continued on 28
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The “Mainz school,” led by the Jesuits and their disciples, also exerted a 
great deal of influence with its journal Der Katholik: the Jesuits wanted an 
infallible Pope.

“It became increasingly clear that Pius IX was consciously promoting 
the doctrine of papal infallibility. As early as 1854, Pius IX ventured a test 
of strength. ON HIS OWN AUTHORITY, he elevated the doctrine of Mary’s 
Immaculate Conception to the status of dogma” (Ibid., pg. 45). No Biblical 
authority. No ecclesiastical authority—not even according to the Catholic 
historian who carefully studied these matters. Pius IX overrode the Bible and 
the rules of his own church. The Bible never enters Catholic dogma once.

“With the dogmatization of the Immaculate Conception, Pius IX had de facto 
demonstrated his own infallibility” (Ibid., pg. 45); i.e., he had demonstrated 
he was a Bible-rejecting heretic who had deified a sinner. As the centenary 
celebration of the “Apostle-Princes” Peter and Paul drew near in June of 1867, 
the Pope decided to shove through his own infallibility, but the word got out 
(Ibid., pg. 46). Bishop Wilhelm Freiherr Von Ketteler opposed it emphatically. 
The official Catholic historian Ignaz Von Dollinger was against it wholeheart-
edly. Count Charles Rene de Montalembert said it would be idolatry (Ibid.).

One hundred-thirty Bishops were against the doctrine, and another fifty 
were indifferent (Ibid., pg. 57). “Before any discussion ever began, the bish-
ops were already committed to a course which the majority of them at bottom 
DID NOT WANT TO TAKE. The whole business amounted to a clear ma-
nipulation of the council. An unmistakable sign of this was the strict secrecy 
of the operation” (Ibid., pg. 74).

“The Ultramontanes were not content to supply Pius IX with titles like 
‘King,’ ‘Pope King,’ and ‘Sovereign’; they went to ‘most Beloved of Kings,’ 
‘Supreme Ruler of the world,’ and ‘King of Kings’” (Ibid., pg. 46). As we said 
before: outright blasphemy of the written words of God (see 1 Tim. 6:15; Rev. 
17:14, 19:16). Nobody “overstated” anything; nobody slandered anybody; 
nobody said anything “hateful.” I just told you the truth. People like Karl 
Keating and the thin-skinned Catholics to whom he caters just don’t have 
any taste for the truth.

“Thus the Ultramontanes practically identified the Pope with Christ and 
had him assume the place of Christ. He was called ‘the Redeemer.’ He hung 
on the cross as Christ did and so forth” (Ibid., pg. 48). One of those raving 
blasphemers who was a “saint” (St. John Bosco) said the Pope was “God 
on earth,” and “Jesus placed the pope higher than the prophets; Jesus has 
put the pope on the same level as God.”

An “infallible teaching church,” was it, Mr. Keating? Where your “saints” 
give us this crap?!

“It was above all the pope who wanted the dogma” (Ibid., pg. 57). Hey, 
Karl! how come you didn’t give us that in your tract and in the chapter on 
“The Infallible Pope” (Catholicism and Fundamentalism)? That is a “nugget” 
if you ever found one.

Continued from 26
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THE CREED OF
THE ALEXANDRIAN CULT

 
 1. There is no final authority but God.
 2. Since God is a Spirit, there is no final authority that can be seen, heard, read, 
felt, or handled. 
 3. Since all books are material, there is no book on this earth that is the final 
and absolute authority on what is right and what is wrong, what constitutes truth and 
what constitutes error. 
 4. There WAS a series of writings one time which, IF they had all been put into a 
BOOK as soon as they were written the first time, WOULD HAVE constituted an infal-
lible and final authority by which to judge truth and error. 
 5. However, this series of writings was lost, and the God who inspired them was 
unable to preserve their content through Bible-believing Christians at Antioch 
(Syria), where the first Bible teachers were (Acts 13:1), and where the first missionary 
trip originated (Acts 13:1-52), and where the word “Christian” originated (Acts 11:26). 
 6. So God chose to ALMOST preserve them through Gnostics and philosophers 
from Alexandria, Egypt, even though God called His Son OUT of Egypt (Matthew 2), 
Jacob OUT of Egypt (Genesis 49), Israel OUT of Egypt (Exodus 15), and Joseph’s 
bones OUT of Egypt (Exodus 13). 
 7. So there are two streams of Bibles. The most accurate—though, of course, there 
is no final, absolute authority for determining truth and error; it is a matter of “pref-
erence”—are the Egyptian translations from Alexandria, Egypt, which are “almost the 
originals,” although not quite. 
 8. The most inaccurate translations were those that brought about the German 
Reformation (Luther, Zwingli, Boehler, Zinzendorf, Spener, et al.) and the worldwide 
missionary movement of the English-speaking people: the Bible that Sunday, Torrey, 
Moody, Finney, Spurgeon, Whitefield, Wesley, and Chapman used. 
 9. But we can “tolerate” these if those who believe in them will “tolerate” US. After 
all, since there is NO ABSOLUTE AND FINAL AUTHORITY that anyone can read, 
teach, preach, or handle, the whole thing is a matter of “PREFERENCE.” You may 
prefer what you prefer, and we will prefer what we prefer. Let us live in peace, and if we 
cannot agree on anything or everything, let us all agree on one thing: THERE IS NO 
FINAL, ABSOLUTE, WRITTEN AUTHORITY OF GOD ANYWHERE ON THIS EARTH.

This is the Creed of the Alexandrian Cult.

BE
R —

88

“On the eve of the council, the Jesuits began to unfold a series of far-
reaching measures to pave the way to victory for the dogma the Pope wanted 
so badly . . . the actual authors of this campaign wanted to stay in the back-
ground. On September 8, 1868, Pius IX promulgated the bull ‘Aeterni Patris,’ 
convoking the council. HE MADE NO MENTION IN THE BULL OF DEFINING 
PAPAL INFALLIBILITY” (Ibid., pg. 58).

Now you understand this whole operation was being protected and guided 
by the “Holy Spirit,” according to Karl Keating (Catholicism and Fundamen-
talism, pg. 125).

“The Jesuits were not acting on their own, but with the full consent of 
the pope and his Secretary of State, Cardinal Antonelli” (Hasler, pg. 58). “It 

Continued from 28
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was now fully clear that the pope wanted NO DISCUSSION”; he thought the 
Bishops would come to Rome only to say “amen” to whatever he wanted 
(Ibid., pg. 79).

The anti-infallibilists were hooted and jeered down in the middle of their 
speeches; among them were Bishops Joseph Strossmayer, Augustin Verot, 
Henri Maret, Ludwig Haynald, and Gioranni Pietro Losana—every one of 
them a baptized, catechized, confirmed, orthodox Roman Catholic. “Is Christ 
divided?” (1 Cor. 1:13). No one had to be booed or jeered down at the Coun-
cil at Jerusalem in Acts 15, where “the faithful” met to “speak infallibly” on 
“matters of faith and doctrine.” What is this godless madhouse with Jesuits 
planted in the congregation to promote a Pope suffering from megolomania 
as he tried to get a blasphemous statement accepted as a “development of 
Christian doctrine”? Why, it’s his own “sheep” calling him a liar; there were 
no Baptists at that council.

Well, we know what happened: the blind Catholics followed their blind 
leaders right into a ditch (Matt. 15:14; Luke 6:39). The man who led them 
there was an epileptic with no apostolic powers to heal (see Mark 16:17–18). 
He had a weak memory and could not concentrate (Ibid., pg. 105). He re-
voked constitutions and branded freedom of the press as intrinsically evil 
(Ibid., pg. 109). “His rule became reactionary and dictatorial”; he claimed 
Mary told him the doctrine of Papal Infallibility was a “Christian” doctrine 
(Ibid., pg. 111). Cardinal Gustave Von Hohenlobe said, “In my entire life I 
never met a man who was LESS PARTICULAR ABOUT THE TRUTH than 
Pius IX” (Ibid., pg. 121).

Wrong, Gustav. He was succeeded by Pius XI, Pius XII, John XXIII, Paul 
VI, John Paul II, Benedict XVI, and “Francis.” No Pope has an affinity for the 
truth (see John 17:17). “Birds of a feather flock together.”

That is how the Pope became “infallible.” The Scriptures had nothing to do 
with it. He recommended himself; he promoted himself; and then he voted 
himself in by putting pressure on the Catholic Bishops who opposed him.

The truth is, no Pope has ever been infallible in “the chair,” out of “the 
chair,” in front of “the chair,” behind “the chair,” or beside “the chair.” The 
infallible truth is the Pope, like any other sinner, is on his way to Hell if he is 
counting on his “sacraments” to save him (Rom. 4:4–5; Eph. 2:8–9).

Moral: never take any Pope seriously on anything, not even when he 
misuses or misquotes Scripture (see Luke 4:9–11).

Continued from 29
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