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Bible Based Ministries
Postbox and Inbox
A sample of letters received
March 2010


Our purpose in publishing a sampling of the letters we have received, in the words of Arthur W. Pink:
“…the time has again arrived for us to indicate to our loyal supporters before the Throne of Grace something of the manner and extent to which the Hearer of prayer has been pleased to grant their requests.”
“Our object in compiling this…feature is to evoke praise and thanksgiving on the part of those who are most deeply interested in this work, by quoting excerpts from some of the letters at hand telling of help and blessing received, under God…”
“Our purpose…is to evoke praise unto the Lord, that in this cloudy and dark day He is still ministering to His own, giving seed to the Sower, and then blessing the same unto the eater.  We know not why the mighty God should condescend to use one so feeble and unworthy; sufficient for us that He is pleased to do so.  Our longing is to be used more widely, in sending ‘portions’ to a large number of Christ’s scattered and hungry sheep.  Will you not pray more definitely, dear reader, that this may be so; and that God will graciously fit and furnish the writer.”



Thank you for emailing letters and emails to Bible Based Ministries.  They are very enlightening.  I was struck by the third entry [i.e. in our previous Postbox and Inbox – S.W.] regarding Roman Catholicism.  As an escapee from Rome (praise the LORD!) I agree wholeheartedly with your reply to the unsigned letter.  The writer cannot have any idea about what Roman Catholicism teaches.  It is a “brainwashing” evil scheme from the womb to the tomb, straight from the pit of hell...
I agree with another writer who says that your book Satan’s Seat is the best exposé of Roman Catholicism.  Well done, and keep up the good work...
	United Kingdom



I have a question regarding the Doctrines of Grace.  In Luke 15, we find the parable of the prodigal son.  It speaks about a sinner’s repentance, but wouldn’t it according to Calvinism, not be the son that returns to the father by his own will, but rather the father searching for him?
	Country unknown (via email)

(Our Reply)
You are correct in understanding that the Lord seeks and finds the elect who are lost. But remember that a parable may not cover every aspect of every doctrine it serves to illustrate.  Parables, being stories taken from everyday life and events, are extremely powerful in illustrating deep spiritual things; but allowance must still be made for the fact that no single parable will adequately cover or explain all aspects of the truth it is teaching.  In the parable of the Prodigal Son, the son returns to the father, but we don’t read of the father going out and seeking the lost son.  This is because this is not what the Lord Jesus was seeking to teach with this parable, but rather other aspects of truth.  The doctrines of grace are plainly set forth throughout God’s Word, in all their different aspects; and then partially illustrated by parables, etc.  The same is true of various other doctrines which are taught in the parables as well. – Shaun Willcock


I’m on chapter 7 of [your sermon series on] Revelation and loving it!  To have this wonderful book properly expounded is such a blessing...
Again, we were blessed to read your latest letters [the previous Postbox and Inbox]. The last one was great!  We are so happy you do that.  I think I tell you this each time you send them out: it is such a blessing to be reminded that there are fellow believers all over the world.  It fills you with the joy of the Lord.
	United States


These [our previous Postbox and Inbox letters article] are so wonderful to read, and God is reaching so many by your ministry!
	United States


Thank you for your excellent article, The Vatican/Obama Alliance.  It was thorough, well-researched, and well-written....  It seems so clear that the agents of the Vatican who use deception, intrigue, and treacherous political influence are literally everywhere – just like those frogs were as described in Exodus 8:3.  And how tragic and dangerous indeed, as you point out, that Obama (who is not a Roman Catholic), is nevertheless Rome’s man.  Even veteran journalist and media critic, Cliff Kincaid, acknowledged how perilous the Washington/Vatican alliance is but noted (from his article, “Vatican Engineered Victory For Pelosicare,” November 10, 2009), how “few in the media, on the left or right, want to raise the issue, apparently fearful of being labeled ‘anti-Catholic.’”  Sadly, few in the professing church are making the connection as well.  However, to God’s true church, we are admonished to diligently search the scriptures and to study His Word.  Therefore, we should take heed of the Lord’s sober and precious words in verse 15 of Rev. 16, where He says, “Behold, I come as a thief.  Blessed is he that watcheth, and keepeth his garments, lest he walk naked, and they see his shame.” Amen!  In the face of all that’s going on in the world (particularly concerning the Papacy), we need to watch, stay alert, and pray!  Thank you, my friend, for insightful articles such as these that encourage and remind us to do so.
	United States


I have a question regarding John 12:47.  Who does the world Jesus will save consist of?  I don’t see how it could refer to the elect only, seeing that it is in the context of somebody not believing; for Jesus says He does not judge the unbeliever now, and connects that unbeliever going unjudged  with “the world” going unjudged, the world which He says He’ll save.  I’m wondering whether or not Jesus accomplishes the saving of that world, or whether my understanding is just badly flawed.
	Country unknown (via email)

(Our Reply)
Thank you for your email.  Regarding Jn. 12:47: the meaning is that the Lord Jesus, when He came the first time, came not as a judge, but as Saviour.  This was not His mission at His first coming.  However, this does not mean He will not one day be the Judge, after His second coming.  For that is when He will come in that character.  Now to your question:
Always, in Scripture, we must find out how the word, “world”, is used in any given context.  This word does not have to mean every single human being in the world.  This is clear from many Scriptures; for example, in Lk. 2:1 it refers to the Roman “world”; in Jn. 12:19 it clearly does not mean every single human being either; in Jn. 17:9 a distinction is made between “the world” and those who belong to Christ; Acts 17:6 is another example, and Acts 19:27, etc. 
Here in Jn. 12:47, Jesus meant that He came to save people from all nations of the world, and not from among the Jews only.  The plain fact of the matter, and observable to all, is that Christ has not saved the entire world, if by “world” one means every single person.  For vast numbers are not saved from their sins, and go into eternity with no love for the Lord in their hearts, not having been regenerated.  Therefore, when Jesus said that He came to “save the world”, He was either lying, or He meant “the world” in a limited sense.  Plainly He was not lying, and therefore the second meaning is the only possibility. – Shaun Willcock


Thank you for the information you provided.  I will probably go ahead and order the information on Alberto Rivera, mostly because I have real trouble believing that a man like that could have been a fraud.
Also I appreciate your document on Election.  As far as I can tell, “Arminianism” and “Calvinism” are really talking past each other on the issue of Election and do not really disagree on matters of actual Christian practice – and don’t really even disagree on what the Bible says about God either.  But you clearly feel strongly about these things, and so I’m wondering if you could answer two more questions:
1) What actual danger do you see in believing that Christ died for all, even though many choose not to accept Him? and 2) What doctrines of Calvin’s do you disagree with?
Thank you for taking the time to answer my e-mails, and also thank you for your courageous stand against the Antichrist, which is so rare in this world at this time.
	Country unknown (via email)

(Our Reply):
Thank you for your letter.  It is not surprising that you find it hard to believe that Rivera was not who he claimed to be, as he managed to fool many and his materials continue to do so.  But those who knew him best, those who knew him personally, saw what he was up to. 
Regarding Arminianism and “Calvinism”, I must disagree with you: they are certainly not talking past each other and are in fact worlds apart.  And they most certainly do disagree on what the Bible says about God.  In this ecumenical and doctrinally shallow age, many think these two systems are not far apart or that the issues are not that serious, but in earlier times men clearly saw the seriousness of them.  As you can see from our website, we have many materials available on this subject, and I strongly urge you to study them all.  It is a vital subject that is all too often easily dismissed as being unimportant.  The Arminian “God” is, quite simply, not the God revealed in the Bible.  He is a weak, hand-wringing “God” who doesn’t do anything unless weak, puny, sinful man “invites” him to act first.  The Arminian “Jesus” is a weak, feeble shadow of the almighty Saviour presented in Scripture.  Arminianism would have the three Persons of the Godhead acting at cross purposes.  Arminianism is the devil’s lie.  It is in fact the religion of the natural man all over the world.  It is man declaring that he has the power to “choose” to either receive or reject Christ whenever he likes.  It is putting the salvation of man into the hands of man, after taking it out of the hand of God.  Either God is sovereign in salvation or man is.  If man is, then God is not God, and salvation is not of the Lord.  Not in the final analysis.
If Christ died for all, then the Bible has lied, for it says that Christ died for His elect, His chosen people, the Church.  He died for the sheep but not for the goats.  He died for Jacob but not Esau, for Peter but not Judas.  If Christ died for all, then many are in hell for whom Christ died, and then Christ is not all-powerful, and then Christ did not actually secure the salvation of anyone, nor can the salvation of anyone be a certain thing, but subject to the whim of feeble man.
Calvin was in great error regarding infant “baptism”, the “State Church”, the putting to death of heretics, etc.
Thank you for writing, and I pray you will come to see the vital importance of these things. – Shaun Willcock


(From the same person)
After thinking, reading and praying about the issues you mention in The Doctrines of Grace, I would like to ask a few more questions...
I) Perseverance of the Saints.  One somewhat practical issue raised by the doctrines presented in Doctrines of Grace is the idea that no one can be truly saved and then fall away.  Why cannot it be that he was predestined to believe and then to fall away? – just as another might be predestined to believe and persevere, or another to never believe.  Clearly only those who persevere would be in the Book of Life. 
It seems to me that quite a few scriptures refer to the possibility of falling away.  I’ll list a few here that I have come across just in my own Bible reading: 
a) Ezekiel 18:21-24 (this raises the theoretical possibility).  
b) I Kings 11:4 (and here it actually happened) .
c) Matthew 13:20 (these raise the theoretical possibility).
d) I Corinthians 9:27.
e) Hebrews 10:26-29.
f) II Timothy 4:10 (and here it actually happened).
It seems to me that this doctrine forces you into some extreme ideas, such as the idea that Billy Graham has been working for the devil his entire life.  His manner of living seems to indicate a very godly man, albeit one who has strayed somewhat theologically in the later part of his life.  The critique given by Ian Paisley, for example, seems to me more balanced – he acknowledges that Billy Graham did great work for the Lord in the beginning. 
II) “Decisions for Christ”.  In your tape exposing Billy Graham you criticized the idea of “decisions for Christ” (if I remember correctly), but I don’t think you explained your comment much.  What is wrong with the idea that an evangelist preaches and people make decisions for Christ (Phillip in the Acts, for example)?  Have I misunderstood?
Thanks for any feedback you’re willing to give on my questions.  My goal is not to argue or criticize but to learn, because I am quite new to these doctrines. 
	Country unknown (by email)

(Our Reply)
Thank you for your email....  Unfortunately I am not able to go into a very lengthy reply by email, as the issues you raised have been answered in my writings and sermons, which are readily available, and time does not permit me to give detailed answers by email.  However, I hope that the following will be of help to you as you seek to understand these things.
The Perseverance of the Saints is a lovely and vital doctrine of the faith, stated over and over again in the Bible.  You are correct in understanding that this doctrine means that one who is truly saved will not and indeed cannot fall away from the faith and be lost again.  Once a man is in Christ, he is in Him forever.  Once a child of darkness becomes a child of light, he never again becomes a child of darkness.  Once out of the devil’s kingdom, the devil is never again able to claim him as his own. 
You asked why it can’t be that he was predestinated to believe and then to fall away.  This is nowhere taught in Holy Scripture, including not in the verses you mentioned, which I will get to in a moment.  A man, being in Satan’s kingdom, is predestinated to be born again, becoming a child of God; and then at some point to lose his salvation and again become a child of the devil?  This cannot be.  The Lord, having snatched a soul from sin and Satan, does not relinquish him again. 
You mentioned Ezek. 18:21-24.  This refers to those who are outwardly righteous, who then fall into sin and die in their sins.  It is not referring to those who have been justified and sanctified.  It refers to those who have previously led externally righteous lives, at least in their own sight and even in the sight of others; yet they trust in their own righteousness, and commit iniquity (see Ezek. 33:13).  The same persons are described in 2 Pet. 2:20,21.  It is not thus referring to those who have Christ’s righteousness imputed to them.
1 Kings 11:4 is the next verse you mentioned.  Solomon was indeed a regenerated and converted man, as is clear from such passages as 2 Pet. 1:21 and other Scriptures.  But in his old age he fell into sin, led astray by his wives.  He backslid, in other words.  He did not however apostatize – he did not fall away completely and lose his salvation.  That is a different matter entirely. 
The Bible has on record the sins of a number of the Lord’s saints: Noah, Moses, David, Solomon, Samson, Jonah, Peter, etc.  None of these men were lost, they were all beloved of the Lord, but for a time they fell into sin.  All believers can and do sin; but no true believer lives in sin, walks in sin as a normal course of life, and no believer loses his salvation.
You mentioned Matt. 13:20,21.  In the parable of the Sower, only the fourth type of seed represents the true believer.  The other three do not.  In these verses, the Lord speaks of those (and there are many) who when they first hear the Word, receive it joyfully.  Ah, but there is the problem, for in truth the good news first brings sadness and conviction of sin to the heart, and joy only after repentance.  They have no root, they are not “rooted and grounded” in Christ, and so, although for a while they live outwardly as Christians, and perhaps fool true Christians for a time, they are in fact not true believers, and by and by they fall away.  They fall away from the faith they professed, but which they never possessed truly in their hearts.
Then comes 1 Cor. 9:27.  Paul did not believe that he could perhaps be cast away eternally, for that is impossible.  But he could certainly be rejected by men, cast away by them.  He did not want to do anything that would cause men to blame his ministry, and reject his message; he wanted his life to be above reproach before men.  Besides, even if we took it to mean his own fears about his salvation, all this would show is that he, like all believers at times, sought to make sure of his salvation.  It does not prove that he could truly be lost, only that he himself took great care to make his calling and election sure, 2 Pet. 1:10. 
As for Heb. 10:26-29: this is a portion of Scripture which I have covered in depth in my sermons.  The bottom line is that this passage is about the blasphemy against the Holy Spirit – the unpardonable sin – which no true Christian can commit.
Lastly, 2 Tim. 4:10: it either means he forsook Paul, but did not eternally forsake Christ.  For a time he departed from the work, and even from his profession of faith, loving the world.  This is something a true Christian can, sadly, do.  Or otherwise it means that yes, he went fully back into the world, because in fact he was never converted in the first place; he was merely professing salvation, but was not truly saved – as is true of multitudes of people in all ages.  He had pretended to be a Christian, and others thought he really was; but now he reveals his true colours and, loving the world, goes back to it.  See 1 Jn. 2:19 for other examples. 
A regards Billy Graham: it is impossible, based on Graham’s doctrine and his conduct, to accept that he has ever been a servant of Christ.  This is not, as you put it, an “extreme idea”; this is the cold, hard reality, based on his very own words and actions.  He has not served Christ’s cause, but Satan’s; and not merely for a short time during which he was backslidden, but for many decades now.  Graham is everything a true Gospel minister should not be.  Ian Paisley is very wrong to claim that Graham did great work for the Lord in the beginning, as if this means he is a true Christian who has merely gone astray.  This is Arminian nonsense, not sound Bible doctrine.
“Decisions for Christ”: this too is rank Arminianism.  We do not “decide for Christ”; rather, the Lord chose His elect in eternity past, and at His appointed time He calls each one by His sovereign grace to obtain salvation by Christ.  The mighty spiritual work of the new birth is not a “decision” made by man.  It is not in a spiritually dead man’s power to “decide” for Christ.  Neither the evangelist Philip, nor any other evangelist or apostle in the New Testament, called on men to “make decisions”; they preached Christ, and those ordained to eternal life believed (Acts 13:48).  A Gospel preacher must certainly call men to repent, and believe in Christ; but if they do, this is not a decision they have made of their own supposed “free wills”; they call upon Him and believe in Him because they were ordained to eternal life, and because the appointed time has come for the Lord to draw them to Himself.
If salvation is merely a decision I make, then I can, tomorrow, decide not to be a Christian as well.  Where then is the mighty and absolutely necessary power of God the Holy Spirit?  For the new birth is His work alone, not man’s.
I hope the above will be of help to you.  I realise that these answers are brief and much more could be said.  May I suggest you obtain the other materials we have which deal with these vital matters in more depth.  Thank you for writing, and it is very good that being new to the doctrines of grace, you are so desirous to learn them and to understand them properly. – Shaun Willcock.


(From the same person)
Thanks for taking the time and care for such a long and detailed reply.  I will consider your thoughts as I go forward in my Christian walk.  To be honest, though, at present, it seems that you are reading one particular idea into some scriptures which, based on a common-sense reading, would say something a little different.  But even so I don’t think we would disagree in a practical sense on what we as Christians ought to be doing – just on the interpretation of a few Bible passages.
Concerning Billy Graham, I agree with you to the extent that I find it confusing that he collaborates with the Roman Catholic institution, and many others whom it seems he ought to reprove (in fact, I recently e-mailed BGEA and raised this question with them).  However, Billy Graham's life and conduct, as far as I know, have been morally blameless, even though he seems doctrinally confused... His shortcomings seem to be doctrinal, not moral.  And so I can even believe that possibly the Lord has used his misunderstanding of Catholicism – as one example – to get the gospel preached in some places where it would not otherwise have been preached, even into the Vatican itself.  In these confusing times, it helps me to remember that the only essential key to salvation is faith in Jesus and his blood, and not correctness in doctrinal issues (even as important an issue as who the Antichrist is).
	Country unknown (via email)

(Our Reply)
It must be left with the Lord to open your eyes to the biblical doctrines of sovereign grace.  It is far, far more than “our interpretation of a few Bible passages”, as you put it.  To say such a thing shows that you as yet do not see the importance of them, nor the fact that the doctrines of grace are on almost every page of Holy Scripture.
As for Billy Graham, his collaboration with the enemies of the Gospel of Christ reveals him to be a false minister.  This is not a slip, this is an ongoing way of life with this man.  As for your statement that the Lord may have used his misunderstanding of Romanism to get the Gospel preached in some places where it would not otherwise have been preached, this is extremely unbiblical.  Firstly, he does not have a “misunderstanding” of Romanism; he well knows what it is about and yet he supports it.  Secondly, is the hand of the Lord so shortened that the only way He can get His Gospel heard in places such as Roman Catholic quarters is by a man like Graham, who preaches a false Gospel, sinning blatantly against Him by collaborating with the greatest enemies of Christ, His true Church, and His true Gospel?  This is the Arminian understanding of God indeed, but not the biblical truth of the almighty, sovereign Lord. – Shaun Willcock


What a shame, after all the promises made by the Catholic Diocese of Down and Connor to rectify the issue of the unmarked mass baby graves, we find that they have grudgingly agreed to claim back 5.9 acres of the Bog Meadow under the condition that they will re-use part of the land for new graves within ten years! [see our article, A Mass Grave of Babies and the Lie of “Limbo”].  As the archaeologist involved in the site I am dismayed at this prospect.  I have gathered ethnographic evidence which suggests that the burials may extend well outside the 5.9 acres, but the cemetery trustees dismiss this as hearsay.
	Northern Ireland


Warm Christian greetings from the Philippines.  Thanks so very much for your encouraging and very kind e-mail... 
Philippines is very Roman Catholic, almost 90% of its population are Catholics, others are Arminians, Pentecostals and Charismatics and the rest belong to various cults and divergent faiths.  As a matter of fact, JIL leader Eddie Villanueva is aspiring for presidency in this coming May 10 national election.  He is connected to Cindy Jacobs, Jessie Duplantis, Kenneth Copeland, Benny Hinn, Kenneth Hagin and other [people in the] word of faith movement.  There is really an urgent need to preach the TRUE and UNDILUTED GOSPEL OF SALVATION.  True Christians are in the minority here in the Philippines.  Errors spread here like that of wildfire destroying people’s lives through unscriptural and dangerous teachings and theology.
	The Philippines


Anti-Catholic bigots.
	Country unknown (via email)


I am saddened by the events you report [Snippets from South Africa February 2010].  In my career I have met and worked with a few S. A. doctors and with most I learned to admire their skills and dedication.  I can see why they fled.  The darker shade of S. A. is a secret too well kept here (Europe).  We get brochures enticing us to go birding and biking in S.A. and that’s all people know about.  Recently on TV someone was saying how Christianity “robbed” native folk of their culture.  That most adult males were murderers of fellow and rival tribesmen and in grave danger of being murdered themselves was never mentioned.  Nor that they contracted Kuru (a brain virus) from eating infected human brains.  Nor that the missionaries gave them schools, medicines, law, trebled their life expectancy and showed them the way to Salvation and some are translating the Bible into their tongues.  No, the good was never mentioned.  Only we must now apologise for imposing - he was saying. We keep you and your family in our prayers.
	From a medical doctor in England


I am writing to say thank you for another excellent article: From the Thames to the Tiber: Rome Builds A Bridge for Anglicans to Cross Over.  I couldn’t agree with you more when you wrote: “We care for the souls of those within [Anglicanism], just as for those within the Roman Catholic institution.  Confused by the bewildering changes going on within Anglicanism worldwide, their faith being in their “church” rather than in Christ, these poor people are lost, and as they cast about for some solidity, something sure and certain, increasingly their eyes fix on Rome.  And truly, should they go over to it, they would have become twofold more the children of hell than before.”  This is the most heartbreaking part – the lost souls. 
[My] sister was had now become a member of a “church” called St. Mark’s Episcopal.  It’s bad enough that my mom and older sister attend an Episcopal “church” – which we know is no true church.  But St. Mark’s is extraordinary liberal.  Actually, it is shockingly apostate and it’s an affront before Almighty God to even call this place a church.  In fact here are a few snippets that can be found on their web page that I wanted to share with you: 
St. Mark’s approach to worship is reflected in the invitation to the table offered every Sunday morning: “Wherever you have come from, wherever you are going to; whatever you believe, whatever you do not believe, you are welcome at this table.  For though we celebrate according to the rituals of the Episcopal Church, this is God’s meal, not our own.”
This from the rector (Paul Abernathy): “We follow the paradoxical path: by looking squarely into the dimness of uncertainty, we can discover truth.”  And Abernathy boasted: “the older I get, the more flamingly liberal I become” (Interesting use of the word flaming, if you know what I mean).  Also the site says: “Paul’s vision for St. Mark’s is that of a progressive community that can maintain its Christian roots while openly embracing pluralism, which involves the acceptance and celebration not only of diversity, but also of difference... 
As a progressive community, we are a people who value differences of opinion and encourage their expression.  Both skeptics and believers find a home here.  We pursue inclusivity, extending a wide welcome to all and daring to engage the discomfort of disagreement.  We acknowledge ambiguity, not trusting that there is an answer for everything or “the” way to do anything.” (So tragic!).  And lastly, this from their brochure: “We encourage many small groups and social activities that interested parishioners have initiated over the years.  Some groups focus on the shared experience among men, women, or gay people.  Others meet to discuss books, watch movies, or organize fun events.”
I’m sure you get the point but I wanted to share these items with you because your recent article is so timely in pointing out just what the conservative branch of the Episcopal/Anglican sect is desperately trying to get away from (and why) – even if that means jumping from the frying pan (of Anglicanism) into the fire of Rome.  It’s absolutely heartbreaking.... It is beyond sad – considering the judgment and wrath of God on all unrighteousness.  When I see this, I just cannot stop thanking and praising the Lord (over and over again) for mercifully delivering me out of this devastating darkness and utter spiritual blindness.  Please pray for my sister and my mom...
Lastly, Shaun thank you also for your article on what’s going on in South Africa.  It was so very, very gripping to read about the crime, the cruelty, the witchcraft, etc.  I am praying for God’s grace and mercy in that shocking situation.  It is truly, truly heartbreaking and incredible.  Thank you for letting us know so that we can be even more diligent in our prayers concerning your country.
	United States


I have sent the books [received from Bible Based Ministries] to my friend who is a Roman Catholic but wants further light about what the Bible actually say about icons, sacraments, and other pagan practices clothed in Christian concepts.  He is studying law at the school where I ministered to some students who frequently asked about their religion and some important issues.  Thanks so very much for your prayers, support and encouragement from time to time.  Thanks also for your timely e-mails on various topics and downloadable topics.  May God continue to bless your important ministries to let those in the mainstream Christianity know that they are heading up to the fold of Roman Catholicism – the Great Harlot of the Bible.

	Philippines


This late breaking news item regarding the pope and his personal involvement in the cover up of priestly abuse is an answer to a most particular prayer.  I have been praying that more of the secrets the Vatican have attempted to hide and /or cover up in these sordid matters would be exposed and that they would be given wider media coverage.  In the wake of more recent revelations regarding the pope and allegations concerning the part he played in the cover up of these crimes in Germany, and the pope’s pastoral letter to the “Irish church”, which by all accounts was not well-received by R.C.’s across the globe, this story which the New York Times broke could not have come to light at a better time.  Clearly given the response by both the Vatican spokesman and the Catholic League’s spokesman, they are clearly on the defense and in full damage control mode.  Perhaps we are witnessing the judgment of the “Great Whore” right before our eyes. 
	United States


We’ve enjoyed reading your articles and latest newsletter.  I have read a lot about the Manhattan Declaration.  Of course, Chuck Colson is at the head of it.  He is a huge tool for Antichrist.  Al Mohler is a hugely well-known and “respected Evangelical” who refuses to repent for his sinful signing of this wicked agreement.  And John MacArthur refused to un-invite him to a big conference at his church after Mohler signed it.  And John MacArthur supposedly was against the document because of the yoking of supposed evangelicals with R.C’s and Orthodox.  What hypocrisy!
	United States
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