
Scriptures and Doctrine :: The Mark of the Beast

The Mark of the Beast - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/20 17:58
Revelation 13:16-18 New International Version (NIV)

16 It also forced all people, great and small, rich and poor, free and slave, to receive a mark on their right hands or on
their foreheads, 17 so that they could not buy or sell unless they had the mark, which is the name of the beast or the
number of its name.

18 This calls for wisdom. Let the person who has insight calculate the number of the beast, for it is the number of a man.
That number is 666.

Footnotes:

a. Revelation 13:18 Or "is humanityâ€™s number"

Greetings, brethren. Here's the vexing conundrum: what is the Mark of the Beast? I was mulling it over this morning whil
e the family was at Sabbath school (yeah, wife's an SDA sympathizer and she and the kids spend their Saturday mornin
gs thus engaged, while I attend Sunday services at an evangelical house of worship). 

Now, the Adventists make a persuasive case for said mark being worship on Sundays over the seventh-day "Sabbath" b
ut I see some holes in that interpretation, e.g. what about adherents of other religions who hold to a special day other th
an Sunday, or to no particular day at all? 
(Note: I myself subscribe to Paul's precept in Romans 14:5-6, "consider(ing) every day alike", and DO NOT consider my
self a Sunday-observer.)

Anyway, there's a life-or-death choice in the offing for all of us and I for one sure don't want THE evil mark on moi by def
ault. :P 

Ergo: your thoughts, o wise ones? In Christian love for all true lambs.

Re: The Mark of the Beast, on: 2016/8/20 19:27
Michael Brown has an online debate with an SDA on Sunday vs Saturday sabbath observance as a New Covenant law. 
Tim Conway also has an "ask Tim" session where he addresses this on the "I'll Be Honest" site/app - FYI. Sunday (as sc
ripture in Acts says "the believers met on the first day of the week, the Lord's Day..." & Hebrews 4 explains the "sabbath 
rest" of God He intends (I don't judge those who corporately worship on Saturday or Sunday, but there's no NT "Law" wh
ere we have to meet on Saturday to observe "the sabbath" as defined in the Mosaic Law. There are multiple scriptures li
ke Hebrews 4, Colossians 2, Jesus in the Gospels explaining "the sabbath was made for man & not man for the sabbath
", etc. to make this case plainly from scripture. I know all the arguments (have had MANY discussions both online and in 
person with SDA's) & how they "twist & pervert the scriptures" to make their doctrine, but it's bogus.

Scripture tells us that "The mark of the beast is something without which no man can buy or sell save the mark on his rig
ht hand or on his forehead". That pretty obviously has nothing to do with sabbath observance on one day or another.
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Re: , on: 2016/8/20 19:33
Dr Brown debates a Seventh Day Adventist on Line of Fire Call in show
https://youtu.be/978dYsM5LoU

Pastor Tim Conway on Seventh Day Adventism: Cult or Not?
https://youtu.be/65PcypkGaew

And once you study the ridiculous and outrageous things SDA "prophesied" that didn't come true, the insane & unbiblical
things Ellen White taught, how her dead husband's spirit spoke to her to override scripture (a demon masquerading), etc
., it becomes clear SDA & their whole doctrine and cult is just as (if not more) dangerous than the Roman Catholic Churc
h, which is one of the main focuses of their theology & eschatology.

Re:  - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/20 19:57
Thanks, Jeff! I agree with you that the SDA church may well be more dangerous to Truth than the RC church due to its b
eing free of all the trappings of Popery (neo-Imperial Romanism), and its greater adherence to the letter of Scripture (viz 
a viz Roman Catholicism), and thus constituting a more subtle agent of deception. That said, though, the best candidate 
for "Harlot of Rev. 17" is still THAT scarlet and velvet-clad one, don't you think? But I'm digressing from my main query: 
What is the mysterious Mark of the Beast?? (At least Sunday-worship seems kinda easy to eliminate as semi-finalist con
testant, right?)  

Re: , on: 2016/8/20 20:27
You people know nothing at all. The mark already occurred
on July 12 70 A.D. Subsequent events in history are only a
spiritual illusion of what already transpired eons ago.
Therefore when reading prophetic writings in the Bible
remember people that its all spiritual, nothing is real
in the sense of time and space as we know it. 
You may be wondering how I am aware of these deep deep truths and I am wondering that as well. 

Re:  - posted by sermonindex (), on: 2016/8/20 20:53

Quote:
-------------------------
You people know nothing at all.
-------------------------

Brother,

If you are not going to refrain from such language and accusations of saints then we would encourage you not to particip
ate in the forums here and we can gladly shut down your account.   There is no need for using hard language and speak
ing that way to believers even if there is such a vast disagreement.

Re:  - posted by sermonindex (), on: 2016/8/20 20:54

On the SDA Church we included a message that is very much worth hearing on the history of the group:

 Seventh-Day Adventism a Cult? by Phil Johnson
https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/mydownloads/singlefile.php?lid=25907&commentView=itemComments
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Re: , on: 2016/8/20 21:16
Lighten up Greg, was just kidding. Or is humor not allowed here?

(as you can see,my whole post was rather ludicrous. And the worse part is some people will actually believe it)

whats wrong with literal? - posted by dohzman (), on: 2016/8/20 22:14
I personally think it is a literal mark and I do not believe it will be available to every living being in every country of the wo
rld. Now I enjoy typology and spiritual extrapolations and such and on and on when it comes to biblical things, however it
seems the further way from "literal" we get from the bible the more debates occur and the weaker a persons faith becom
es as their hearts become clouded with more questions than absolutes and a knowing the truth that is a "freeing" truth, o
r a truth that liberates and does not carry with it the baggage of personal hang ups which always genders to more strife 
and questionings. That is my humble position, one which I also do not believe America will have to worry about since I d
o not believe we will be a player in the 7 years.

Re: whats wrong with literal? - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2016/8/20 22:31
Notdarkyet,  I read your post before your kidding post and I thought to myself oh Lord how are we going to debate this o
ne and prove him wrong.  I don't like putting such statements to those who are young in the fold.  It is dangerous and put
s them in a place where the enemy can attack and make serous injury to a recruit.

I am glad you were kidding and hope it did not set someone off on a tangent that will hurt their blessed oneness with the 
Lord.

I agree wholeheartedly, it was a joke.

In Christ: Phillip 

Re: whats wrong with literal? - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2016/8/20 22:31

Re:  - posted by Christinyou (), on: 2016/8/20 22:36
sorry, double post.  Why does the -cancel post- not work?

Re: , on: 2016/8/20 23:09
.
I lean toward the mark being some type of a computer or RFID chip. But remember the mark will also come with the wor
ship of the beast or the antichrist.

Just a little humor. I was watching one of the end time movies on YouTube. As if I have too much time on my hands. In t
he movue a young lady was selling some groceries to those remnant  saints that did not make the rapture. Just to bring 
a little humor she said will that be cash or chip.  Get it...cash or chip.  Yuk yuk.:)

Okay now back to the serious discussion of what is the mark?
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Re:  - posted by TMK (), on: 2016/8/21 0:30
Matthew Henry's interpretation:

"By disfranchisement, allowing none to enjoy natural, civil, or municipal rights, who will not worship that papal beast, that
is, the image of the pagan beast. It is made a qualification for buying and selling the rights of nature, as well as for place
s of profit and trust, that they have the mark of the beast in their forehead and in their right hand, and that they have the 
name of the beast and the number of his name. It is probable that the mark, the name, and the number of the beast, ma
y all signify the same thingâ€”that they make an open profession of their subjection and obedience to the papacy, which 
is receiving the mark in their forehead, and that they oblige themselves to use all their interest, power, and endeavour, to
promote the papal authority, which is receiving the mark in their right hands. We are told that pope Martin V. in his bull, a
dded to the council of Constance, prohibits Roman catholics from suffering any heretics to dwell in their countries, or to 
make any bargains, use any trades, or bear any civil offices, which is a very clear interpretation of this prophecy."

Re:  - posted by TMK (), on: 2016/8/21 0:47
In Rev 13 John tells HIS READERS that if they have wisdom they can figure out who the Beast is by calculating the num
ber of his name. 

If the Beast was some future person wasn't John deceiving HIS READERS? After all his letter was addressed to actual c
hurches in his day. 

How in the world do we get from the apostle warning HIS READERS about things going on during that time, to the idea t
hat that passage is talking about some future person over 2000 years removed from the time of that writing? Who made 
that leap? One would never reach that conclusion by simply reading the text without importing all kinds of presupposition
s into it. 

(P.S. "Caesar Nero" calculated out= 666-- that's another interpretation).

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 1:22
TMK, 
  Then if you take that preterist (preter meaning "past things") reading of it (they do the same hermeneutic argument and
stress - "soon" & "near" & say the same thing, even though near & soon mean different things to the Lord than to us, the
n you must also say some very clear things about the Olivet discourse in Matthew 24-25, about I John 2, etc. Not only th
at, but then you are FORCED to look at Revelation 17-22 a certain way too. Because there the "beast" (as he called ther
e), is thrown into the lake of fire with the false prophet & after that is the great white throne judgement. Not only that, but 
Revelation 13 which speaks of the calculating of the number of his name says, "This calls for wisdom, let the one who h
as understanding, calculate the number of of the beast, for it is the number of a man, and his number is 666." - ESV, Re
velation 13:18. It says absolutely nothing about it being written only to his readers at that time. Zero. 

Yes, Revelation 1-3 is written with specific words, letters, to the churches in Asia Minor. But the rest of the book from 4-2
2 is clearly a prophetic book. The fact is, Those churches all died out in Asia Minor (modern day Turkey) & their candlest
icks were taken from them & Islam has ruled them for centuries.

But the nature of prophesy in scripture can't always be quickly relegated away to only the current audience. That immedi
ate and surrounding context must be considered, but you can't take Isaiah's or other OT Prophet's prophesies and say t
hat they all had nothing to do with their immediate impact on Israel at the time, nor can you say none of them had any fut
ure prophetic significance. We look at context & compare scripture with scripture. If you try to relegate Revelation to ON
LY the immediate readers (which the verses you were speaking of in Revelation 13 - NEVER ONCE DO THAT OR ANY 
SUCH THING), then why did he go on and on about so many things they would never live to see? That's illogical, & clea
rly not the case. He goes on to explain far future events like the binding of Satan in a pit with the lid placed on it, the bea
st and false prophet thrown into the lake of fire, the devil thrown into the lake of fire, the great white throne judgement, et
c. I agree that Revelation 1-3 was at the very least "mostly just" an immediate application to those churches in those citie
s at that time. But Revelation 4-22 is clearly prophetic & goes well beyond those churches and all the way up until the en
d of all things, the new heavens and new earth, etc.
       God Bless,
                       Jeff
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Re: , on: 2016/8/21 1:26
Wtchnpray,
  I used to think that mystery Babylon, Babylon the great, or the harlot that rides the beast was the RCC. I do not "think" t
hat's the case any more. Especially not Babylon. Not America either. 
  God Bless,
                 Jeff

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 1:35

Quote:
-------------------------Matthew Henry's interpretation:

"By disfranchisement, allowing none to enjoy natural, civil, or municipal rights, who will not worship that papal beast, that is, the image of the pagan be
ast. It is made a qualification for buying and selling the rights of nature, as well as for places of profit and trust, that they have the mark of the beast in t
heir forehead and in their right hand, and that they have the name of the beast and the number of his name. It is probable that the mark, the name, an
d the number of the beast, may all signify the same thingâ€”that they make an open profession of their subjection and obedience to the papacy, which 
is receiving the mark in their forehead, and that they oblige themselves to use all their interest, power, and endeavour, to promote the papal authority, 
which is receiving the mark in their right hands. We are told that pope Martin V. in his bull, added to the council of Constance, prohibits Roman catholic
s from suffering any heretics to dwell in their countries, or to make any bargains, use any trades, or bear any civil offices, which is a very clear interpret
ation of this prophecy."
-------------------------

I brought that up in another thread on the same subject. Those who have the "mark of Christ" (are true followers of Chris
t), and will be shunned. They will not be hired for jobs and thus will not be able to provide for their families. Richard Wur
mbrand experienced this in Romania. Christians from the first century on have been shunned by society where they coul
d not buy or sell and it is happening today in many persecuted countries. So John the apostle was not lying to the 1st ce
ntury church.

Those who have the "mark of the beast" (unregenerate), are friends with the world and the world loves its own. If the Chr
istian would just renounce Christ, then they would not be shunned.

I believe Matthew Henry got it right and it has been applicable for every century since Christ.

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 1:41
And I've seen Ceasar Nero, Popes, Antiochus, Obama, Hitler, Stalin, & all kinds of people's names equal 666, so I'm not
sure if that's coincidence, shoehorning with numerology, or a pattern that comes with those "many antichrists" John spok
e of that we're not "THE antichrist (ie "man of lawlessness", or "son of perdition") in the end. Gog of Magog is a way of s
aying in Biblical geographical historical terms, the anyichrist from the area of Turkey. This is provable by all of the scriptu
res (& the recorded commentary opinion/explanation of many Bible scholars historically) that speak on the subject. You 
can have that explained and proven to you if it interests you, here:

Joel Richardson's The Underground, Episode 48, Gog is the Antichrist, A Historical Survey
https://youtu.be/Aef-ieQmsWY

Re: The number of the beast is the number of man, not "A" man., on: 2016/8/21 1:46
Christians constantly need the wisdom of Christ (I Cor. 1:24,30) to discern Satanâ€™s activity from Christâ€™s activity, 
to distinguish between religion and genuine Christianity. â€œHere is wisdom,â€• declares the risen Lord Jesus. â€œLet 
him who has understanding calculate the number of the beast, for the number is that of man; and his number is six hund
red and sixty-sixâ€• (13:18). Throughout the Revelation numbers have symbolic significance. Seven is the number of div
ine perfection, and if the number seven were triplicated as seven hundred and seventy-seven it would represent the triun
e perfection of the Godhead. The number six falls short of that which is of God. Man certainly falls short of that which is 
of God and brings glory to God (Rom. 3:23). Six hundred and sixty-six is a number that comes short of perfection. It is a 
parody on the divine trinity of perfec- tion represented by seven hundred and seventy-seven. It is a number that represe
nts the beast of religion, which though inspired and energized by the self-oriented, rebellious activity of Satan, is evidenc
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ed by manâ€™s self-effort to appease and please God apart from Jesus Christ. Religion is manâ€™s best efforts to con
struct moral systems and theological formulations and institutional structures. It is the best that man can do as he tries to
reach God, just as he did at Babel (Gen. 11:1-9).

The â€œnumber of the beastâ€• is explicitly identied as â€œthe number of manâ€• (13:18). Many translations and inter
pretations of this text supply an indefnite article which indicates that the number of the beast is â€œa man.â€• The origin
al Greek language of the Revelation has no indenite article, and proper hermeneutic principles allow us to supply such in
English translation only if the context demands such for clarity of expression. Such is not the case in this instance. When
the indefinite article is supplied it gives the impression that the second beast is to be identi ed as a singular and particula
r individual man. This has led to much religious obsession with decoding the cryptographic number of â€œsix hundred a
nd sixty-sixâ€• in order to identify a particular person. Speculations have included Nero, Caligula, other Roman emperor
s, Mohammed, various Roman Catholic popes, Martin Luther, John Calvin, Napoleon, Mussolini, Hitler, various United S
tates presidents, leaders of Russia, etc. The numbers can arbitrarily and subjectively be twisted in order to apply to anyo
ne! When such a procedure is employed the primary emphasis of the vision is missed. There is no need to identify this n
umber as a particular historical individual. When the indefinite article is not supplied, a consistent contextual meaning is 
evident as the â€œnumber of the beastâ€• is explained to be the â€œnumber of manâ€• or the â€œnumber of mankind
â€• as he engages in religious endeavors. Those who would demand a translation and interpretation that supplies the in
definite article identifying the number of the beast as â€œa man,â€• must also allow the Jehovahâ€™s Witnesses to do 
the same in their translation of John 1:1, wherein they indicate that the Word was â€œa god.â€• Few Christian religionist
s would want to allow such, but equity of translation technique would demand such.

James Fowler
http://www.christinyou.net/pdfs/RevelationCommEbook.pdf

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 2:18
I don't know that I would necessarily disagree with that Julius. Although I don't think that absolutizes it where something 
about the man couldn't equal the real number 666. But am certainly ok with the interpretation as laid out, potentially, eith
er way.

I don't know if James Fowler is a complete historicist/preterist or a futurist, so I may not have a problem with what is said
here, but may with where he may be trying to take it. Something's are symbolic, especially in the apocalyptic & prophetic
texts. However, when one uses that to later over-allegorize everything, that's where I have a serious issue with it. Not sa
ying he was, or is, or later does that, but just honest about what my cautionary alarms ring on those type things.

I know a lot of false religions are anti-Christ's, but none fit the description laid out in 1 John & elsewhere like Islam. None
. Fits like a glove. And the fact is, Islm wasn't around at the generation of Revelation, so again, on a number of scriptural
points I have no problem Agreeing that some things are allegorical symbology, but not all. Usually immediate & surround
ing context & other scriptures clear up which is which. And a rational literalism of common sense. I know there's a real s
atan, but not a real physical beast that literally will rise up out of the Mediterranean. That's what I mean by that. Anyways
, 
       God Bless,
                    Jeff

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 2:26
I think it's ironic when people say that an Islamic Antichrist theory is "current event newspaper exegesis" (without studyin
g out the history, scholars, scriptures & all the gaps it fills & fits perfectly), but Matthew Henry's commentary isn't (since t
he pope was the easy target of the day). I think he is right in principle, but not application. So in regards to the "many ant
i-Christ's" & the normal seperation of a believer from the world, yes. But for the eschatological Final literal fulfillment of T
HE "son of perdition" & for it always being "the mark of the beast" spoken of in scripture by which no man can buy or sell
, Save the mark? No. In fact, I think that's ridiculous eisogesis. If that's true, then either you, Julius, have taken the mark 
of the beast, or can't hold a job at all in society as a true believer. And every believer since 70 AD? That's nonsensical (
& almost exclusive to the point of "cultish" really if you think about it). That will be the case at some point at the end, but 
most definitely had not been true of all believers through all ages since 70 AD. No way.
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Re: , on: 2016/8/21 8:48
Philip/ Christinyou

Thank you, what you wrote to me is true. Must not feed
the delusion of some who frequent this place.

Many religious folk are of the same ilk as you wrote about. They believe everything and anything written by religious spiri
ts, utterly absent of the anointing or presence of the Holy Spirit guiding them.
Sad that you can read and study the Bible and be so misled.
Religious pride is a killer.

Re:  - posted by Lysa (), on: 2016/8/21 8:55

Quote:
-------------------------
Quote:
-------------------------You people know nothing at all. The mark already occurred
on July 12 70 A.D. Subsequent events in history are only a
spiritual illusion of what already transpired eons ago.
Therefore when reading prophetic writings in the Bible
remember people that its all spiritual, nothing is real
in the sense of time and space as we know it. 
You may be wondering how I am aware of these deep deep truths and I am wondering that as well. 
-------------------------

Lighten up Greg, was just kidding. Or is humor not allowed here?

(as you can see,my whole post was rather ludicrous. And the worse part is some people will actually believe it)
-------------------------

Brother,

I laughed the first time I read your post and then looked back and forth in my living room and thought, "should I be laughi
ng?" and then had to read it again just to make sure I was free to laugh.  In these last days we never know.

God bless your humor,
Lisa

PS: Maybe for any us wanting to do this, we should put in the subject line put "caution: humor."  :) :) :) 

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 9:07
Thanks Lysa.

Lord bless you too!

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 9:56

Quote:
-------------------------by jeffmar1130 on 2016/8/21 2:18:43

I don't know that I would necessarily disagree with that Julius. Although I don't think that absolutizes it where something about the man couldn't equal t
he real number 666. But am certainly ok with the interpretation as laid out, potentially, either way.

I don't know if James Fowler is a complete historicist/preterist or a futurist, so I may not have a problem with what is said here, but may with where he 
may be trying to take it.
-------------------------

No, he is not a Preterist, Futurist or Historicist. 
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But the subject is about 666, the mark of the beast, which is the number of man, not Jim or Matthew Henry, (though, I do
agree with both of them).

But, in case you are interested, he believes in the Christocentric-Triumphalist intepretation of Revelation because it see
ms to provide the best consistency with the interpretation of the rest of the Scriptures. I agree with his view. 

Page 9 and10 of his Revelation series.
http://www.christinyou.net/pdfs/RevelationCommEbook.pdf

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 11:23
Jim  Fowler said this baloney:

"The physical Israel of the Old Testament represented a people "set apart" to function as intended, but they failed to thu
s function because of unbelief and disobedience (Heb. 3:16-4:6). By the resurrection of Jesus all Christians become the 
"Israel of God" (Gal. 6:16; Rom. 9:6); people "set apart" to function as intended; people who can collectively be called "Is
rael" because we have fought with God, surrendered to God and been conquered by God, spiritually.

The resurrection gives us an eternal perspective of who the people of Israel really are."

This statement above  alone is  a massive satainc falsehood. 

and Fowler also  pontificated:

ESCHATOLOGY. When the resurrection-dynamic of Jesus Christ is misunderstood, then the consideration of "last thing
s" often degenerates into mere speculative "futurism," with their voluminous linear time-lines and charts."

When Christians understand the resurrection, then the consideration of "last things", i.e. eschatology, is not "utopianism.
" By the resurrection of Jesus Christ, God has established the "last things", the "last days". Jesus Christ is the "first and t
he last", the "alpha and the omega", the Creator and the End. All that God has designed for man is inaugurated and reali
zed in Jesus Christ, and that by the resurrection.

Flower who is being promoted here on a regular basis espouses a spiritual resurrection with NO physical and bodily  res
urrection of Jesus Christ at all.  Thus they promote another jesus, an anti-Christ as 1 John 4 points out.

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 11:27
Julius,
  I am saying that if someone believes the mark of the beast is past (or throughout, but already instituted - which again is
ridiculous & illogical unless you just can't find a job or feed your family from shopping at the store because of your radica
l faith Julius - which you did not address?), they must believe the beast (antichrist) of whom the mark is named is past, o
r allegorize/metaphoricalize & explain away the "son of perdition" & "man of lawlessness" altogether . That is by definitio
n a preterist/historicist position, call it what you want. You can't reconcile all the related passages otherwise (without som
e serious exegetical errors IMHO). I understand what's inferred and meant by "triumphalism". I would rather guess a mor
e accurate term of that belief is likely "Christo-PLATONIC Triumphalism" whose basis of allegorization/metaphoricalizati
on stems from none other than the cultural Greek Philosophy of Plato, & was carried down and almost worshipped by A
ugustine (& Origen), & then carried on by Luther & Calvin, & others. I believe in a plain reading of scripture & a Christice
ntric Cruciform Apocalypticism (since we are getting technical & using all the big Scrabble bonus words ðŸ˜Š). This teac
hes from the scriptures that it will continue to steadily get much worse on the earth overall UNTIL Christ returns & then it 
will Get MUCH better when Christ returns. Triumphalism tries to stress that it is better NOW. Well, it is in the sense that t
he Lord's salvation & spirit is available to us now through the new birth & have a taste/deposit of the kingdom now (but n
ot its fullness which comes when Christ comes and establishes it in its fullness in the earth), but the earth & its inhabitant
s are & will continue to "wax worse and worse" until Christ returns. And Sorry, but Nero, the early Pope, Titus, Antiochus
may very well be classified as part of the league of "many anti-Christ's" John speaks of, but the scriptures are clear in D
aniel, Ezekiel, Jesus in the Olivet Discourse, Paul in 1 Thessalonians, John in Revelation, etc. that there is an end time, 
eschatological, apocalyptic "Son of perdition", "man of lawlessness", beast, Gog of Magog, etc. who leads the "whole wo
rld (& I don't think that term must mean every single individual on the planet to include Eskimos, island aborigines, etc. b
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y the way)" astray & captive to his system to trade. To explain away the actual fulfillment of this in one man at the time of
the end in the "time of Jacob's trouble" (known as "the great tribulation", "such as there never has been, NOR EVER WI
LL BE AGAIN") as already fulfilled or some atherial symbolic metaphorical time requires eisogesis & "exegetical gymnas
tics" (butchering the text, using "ISO-proof texts" out of their greater context, etc.). And I can list a stack of respected co
mmentators & Bible scholars/preachers throughout history who hold to this view that I am a believer of. But I know there 
are respected men in history who hold to all kinds of eschatology. If you really study & research it & staying to the scriptu
res (all of them), & context it's hard to believe a lot of it though. And if you research their view closely, where they came 
up with it, walk down the corridor of the "echo-chamber" of who they read/followed, it "usually" leads you back mainly to 
Augustine, who was a big time Plato fan. He or Origen, which held views almost one and the same said something like 
Plato was as close to heaven as you can get without being Christian. As a former Philosophy (Greek) Minor before conv
ersion, I know how ridiculous (& Undiscerning) that statement is. And the rivers of theology that flowed from Augustine d
own in so many areas (the "fruit of the tree", you know what the tree actually sooner or later actually produces, by which 
Jesus told us a false teaching can be recognized), was so rotten to the core. This is the well-spring from which so many 
other theological & doxology/orthopraxy errors stemmed. Including theology that was used to murder millions upon millio
ns as self-proclaimed "instruments of God's judgement" delusionally down through the millinea. This is also the strain of 
theology, eschatology, hermeneutical approach which explains away plain passages of scripture like Romans 11 with w
hat can only accurately be defined as a borderline gnostic hermeneutic where only "the enlightened ones" even among r
eal born-again, spirit-filled, blood washed believers are "in the know" of the "secret" of "what the scriptures REALLY mea
n". It's a rotating carousel, but it always points to & rolls back around to this type issue. Besides all that, Julius, as can be
routine at times, you still never answered my very simple, very direct question:
If the mark is as you say it is and quote its explanation: are you so "marked" that you are unable to hold down a job & fe
ed your family? Are all the rest of us right now who have jobs & live as faithful witnesses just "compromised harlots" & d
eluded and don't know it? Are we marked with the mark of the beast with great delusion? And if you say that it just applie
s to certain parts of the world; what certain part? That's easy - it is the "most" this way in the 10/40 window in the lands d
escribed in the scriptures in all of the OT Prophets & Revelation. The nations immediately surrounding Israel (all Islamic 
majority nations, by the way). So are you saying there is a Judeo-centric eschatology the scriptures are trying to have us
see? I know you wouldn't say that (lest the scriptural eschatological emphasis on the restoration of Israel & the Jews be 
unarguable). Anyways, I would love to hear what the mark of the beast looks like in your life & how you feed your family i
n this current (according to your view) "time of tribulation such as NEVER WAS, NOR NEVER WILL BE AGAIN"? In this 
world We have tribulation" for sure in a general, ever-present (always for believers throughout all ages) reality, but that's 
different then the prophesied "time of Jacob's trouble" when "the man of sin shall be revealed" & "no man can buy or sell
save the mark (of the beast)". Far different.
  Anyways, 
       God Bless,
                     Jeff 

Re:  - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/21 11:38
Morning all! Just popped into the office to see what the true lambs had to say and to thank them for their trouble, but gott
a get to the morning service and it's way out in the sticks, so later. (And as for the hijacking of the thread by NDY, his/her
/their/its post ;) was indeed good for a hearty chuckle, even if courtesy of an infiltrator. But I swear, I also felt pity for one 
who I thought had smoked/ingested some strange substance!) Now back to the matter at hand...   

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 13:52
Julius,
   And please don't feel as though (wrongly if it's the case) that I'm "attacking" you or whatever. I certainly am not. I'm me
rely explaining issues with the teaching/doctrine you sometimes post or direct people to, & I am asking for you simply an
answer a simple question that will help me understand how you see this "Mark of the Beast" playing out, if it is "right now
" in our current day, in YOUR LIFE/WALK? That's not an attempt to attack you, nor make you a victim/martyr, I promise. 
It's merely a disagreement with your position (from history, the scriptures as a whole & logical & consistent application/e
xplanation) & a request for clarification on what that looks like in your life. I think it's a fair question given what you prese
nted, don't you? My desire for a response/answer isn't a "gotcha" set up either, but an honest desire for truth & understa
nding how you could possibly see specific current examples of this in life on the earth right now, especially yours, since t
hat would be easy to explain since you know you and your life and all the specifics better than anyone else's. If you don't
answer (as is sometimes the case), I can only assume it's because you don't have a good answer. That Your own life do
esn't fit in the paradigm/timeline you attest to of the mark of the beast already being in place. If you do, it will help me un
derstand how you see that as feasibly & functionally possible. But don't feel attacked or a victim/martyr here please. If yo
u do, it is wrongly assigned/appropriated. I'm simply comparing scripture with scripture (in context) like we are Biblically 
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admonished to do as a Berean & wondering how you could fit into it?
  Jeff

Re:  - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/21 15:44
Brethren, Iâ€™ve learnt a lot from your posts! (Iâ€™m not rusty on the Bible myself but itâ€™s both humbling and motiv
ating to realize that there are believers far more erudite than I when it comes to Scriptural exegesis/hermeneutics.) So, a
wesome job, you guys! And, Iâ€™ll make a point of following up on the links provided, so thanks, Bro. Greg, et al. 

Anyway, after going over all yâ€™all said, Iâ€™ve got to admit that I find the view advanced in the Fowler excerpt on th
e nature of the mark (courtesy of Julius) most convincing (although Jeffâ€™s  undoubted scholarship is quite compelling
in its own right); hopefully, Mr. Fowler elaborates in his eBook on the particular form(s) that mark takes, but we shall see.
Again, thank you, and God bless. 

Re: The Mark of the Beast - posted by savannah, on: 2016/8/21 16:19

"Greetings, brethren. Here's the vexing conundrum: what is the Mark of the Beast?"

When you have the time, give this some thought;

https://youtu.be/H4Kaa46VOHU

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 16:39
watchnpray,

Thank you for your kind remarks and may the Lord bless you in your study of the book of Revelation. It is a fascinating st
udy which is just as relevant today as it was in the Early Church. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 16:51
Watchnpray,
  Thank you for your gracious words (probably most undeserved from me those you kindly said towards me), but I pose t
he same question to you for thought/consideration/response:

If the mark is already, and always has been, in place NOW, then how are you personally "unable to buy or sell save the 
mark"? Are you not able to hold down a job and operate at Wal-Mart, local flea/produce markets, the local shopping mall
, etc.? In fact, this type situation wasn't even in place in the divided old city of Jerusalem when I went a couple months a
go), much less America, anywhere else in the west, it's not so in Nairobi, Kenya, & in fact my dear brother/friend who lea
ds a HUGE network of house churches in The hardest country of persecution in the Middle East & I were emailing back 
& forth this morning & he is about to go into another ME country to start a new group! But they don't have any mark? An
d they can go buy and sell just fine? They aren't starving or having to farm & garden to eat (or be fed by sparrows)? You 
could say that's somehow metaphorically/symbolically true in North Korea, but that's hardly "no man" in "all the world". T
hat's the problem (& danger) IMHO once we start down the road of not reading plain texts as they are and hyper-allegori
zing everything in the world. Some things are "allegorical" in scripture and it is usually quite plain and obvious to see (ob
viously, a real "7-headed beast with 10 horns" isn't going to come up literally out of the midst of the Mediterranean Sea) f
or a "common sense rational literalism" student of the Word who compares scripture with scripture in context. Eventually
, nothing means anything it says almost without "their" interpretation, which is often built on a foundation of a house of c
ards of ISO-proof text arguments that simple context would explain & show to be false. That's the same way this guy en
ds up explaining away Romans 11, & undoubtedly many other things. You need "his" special enlightened interpretations 
to get there. This is how the error of "Pretribukational Dispensationalism" came about and prospered for decades now. S
o how does the mark manifest its buying and selling control over you and your life at this time? Not persecution (I have h
ad that, almost lost a job but God protected me, lost customers, etc.), but actually "no man can buy or sell save the mark
". What does that look like in your life?
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     God Bless,
                     Jeff 

Re:  - posted by TMK (), on: 2016/8/21 17:31
Hey Jeff- 

I understand the buying/selling thing is difficult.  But aren't there all sorts of difficult things in the book of Rev?  Like stars 
falling to the earth; locusts with long hair and woman's faces coming out of a bottomless pit; etc etc etc. 

I appreciate your study on this topic and I have learned a lot from your posts.   But on what basis is the buying/selling iss
ue literal, and every other obviously apocalyptic piece of imagery not literal?  Why must the mark of the beast be a literal
tattoo or chip, as opposed to some spiritual message?

I really don't think we have any choice when it comes to this book but to follow hard after Jesus, put our trust only in him,
and then wait and see what happens.  If we do the former we will be ready for the latter. 

Re: literal  - posted by dohzman (), on: 2016/8/21 18:35
Jas 3:15
This wisdom descendeth not from above, but is earthly, sensual, devilish.
Jas 3:17
But the wisdom that is from above is first pure, then peaceable, gentle, and easy to be intreated, full of mercy and good f
ruits, without partiality, and without hypocrisy.

Why would God leave us to an understanding of the mark of the beast that allows for earthly sensual and devilish interpr
etations?  To go any other route than literal leaves this passage open to a myriad of interpretations most of which are ob
scure in nature and lead to unhealthy thought patterns where there is no real peace and soundness of mind. The fact th
at we can for now buy and sell freely without any kind of out word identifier is in itself evidence that the mark has not yet 
been instituted, at least as far as I can see, I mean the store clerk has never asked to see my hand or forehead for proof
that I have a right to purchase anything yet, basically they just want the money, and I've heard all the money arguments t
oo but basically it all lacks teeth since there is no identifier in the hand or forehead "specific". 

I will say this, all you guys are really a ton smarter than me when it comes to study and knowledge, as I read through ev
erything and did some follow up on links I have to admit I felt a little intimidated and overwhelmed by that amount of read
ing material, had to take a nap in between it all :)

Blessings Brothers

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 19:03
Many Christians through the centuries have been "marked" by their governments as people not to assist or help in any w
ay.

Those who have not been identified as Christians are able to buy and sell. They don't have the "mark of Christ". Satan's 
counterfeit is the "mark of the beast". 

Even scripture tells Christians to "mark" (identify) certain people.

Rom 16:17  Now I beseech you, brethren, MARK THEM which cause divisions and offences contrary to the doctrine whi
ch ye have learned; AND AVOID THEM. 

Php 3:17  Brethren, be followers together of me, AND MARK THEM which walk so as ye have us for an ensample.  
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The Mark of God or the Mark of the Beast, on: 2016/8/21 19:09
Part 1 and 2 of "The Mark of God or the Mark of the Beast"

https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/mydownloads/visit.php?lid=12041

https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/mydownloads/visit.php?lid=12042

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 21:27
On what basis? Common sense rational literalism & context. We know a real beast with ten horns isn't rising out of the s
ea. But was Jesus real or just a metaphor? What about the cross? Or what about a bodily resurrection? Paul dealt with t
hat head on cause the gnostic heresies already arose in his day. We know, I believe, when we just read the Word at fac
e value. Sure, some things are more complex or require more study than others, but what I see very often is taking plain 
spoken scriptures allegorized & explained away. This is DANGEROUS. So what we must do is look at the WHOLE coun
sel of scripture, context when we look at passages of scripture, & not leave our brain in the garbage & think we need so
me "enlightened" interpreters to tell us "what the verse really means" all the time. What about the passages of the mark 
of the beast in their context make you think it's allegorical? Not only that, but If it's being played out now, what do you wit
h the clear plain passages connected to it about the false prophet and the beast? And then how do you reconcile a "now
" timeline of those same actors with Revelation 19-22? Clearly the great white throne judgement isn't allegorical & it follo
ws it immediately. And also, if it's being played out now, what does that look like in your life? And if it's allegorical - for w
hat? Nothing at all? Anything we want to imagine? Everything? This is why I feel it's so dangerous. And these crowds of 
hyper-allegorizers also violate the plain reading of other texts. Their favorite ones to explain away - like Romans 11. But 
you can't do that without eisogesis & text/context mutulation. 

Re: Fowler and the resurrection - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/21 21:29
/Fowler who is being promoted here on a regular basis espouses a spiritual resurrection with NO physical and bodily res
urrection of Jesus Christ at all. Thus they promote another jesus, an anti-Christ as 1 John 4 points out./

Are there any actual quotes or links that one can look at that have Fowler promoting no bodily resurrection of Jesus?

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 21:39

Quote:
-------------------------by docs on 2016/8/21 21:29:19

/Fowler who is being promoted here on a regular basis espouses a spiritual resurrection with NO physical and bodily resurrection of Jesus Christ at all.
Thus they promote another jesus, an anti-Christ as 1 John 4 points out./

Are there any actual quotes or links that one can look at that have Fowler promoting no bodily resurrection of Jesus?
-------------------------

If there are, I would like to see them otherwise they are just lies and slander.

I think the Pharisee hunters need to go after the Heresy hunters. ðŸ˜œ

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 21:40
Hey Julius,
  How's the mark of the beast affecting you?
  Jeff
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Re: Mark of the Beast question.. - posted by RogerB (), on: 2016/8/21 22:00
Lots of thought on it over the years. I think you can look at what Pope Francis said when he used a coin as an example. 
He was talking about the Children of Israel and their need for food. They had money. There was no where to buy except 
Egypt. And in order to buy without strings they had to reconcile with their brother. It's the old story of Esau vs Jacob. Sha
ll we reconcile or compromise with Esau in order to buy and sell. Esau wants Jacob's promise. There has been a perpet
ual hatred of Esau toward the Jews.

Similar to economic sanctions imposed on a country today. They can't buy or sell unless they compromise.

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 22:31
So everyone in Israel is going to hell? I can't really follow you, sorry? Maybe I got lost in there somewhere? It's like when
scripture says plainly of the "time of Jacob's trouble", then there shall be "great tribulation, like NEVER WAS, NOR EVE
R SHALL BE AGAIN", & people say that's already happening and has been for 2,000 years? Say what? And in context o
f all the mentions of such a time don't fit that "allegorical theory". Or when people say the mark of the beast has been goi
ng on for 2,000 years, but it says a time is coming when without the mark "no man can buy or sell" & says if we take the 
mark & image of the beast, we are cast off, condemned, damned, but it gets relegated to a nations participation in the U
N? What? So every man in Israel (messianic believers included) are going to hell because Israel is in the UN? That mak
es no sense when plugged in to all of the relevant texts & words of the prophets, Jesus, John in Revelation, etc., I'm sorr
y, but it just doesn't. We see "glimpses" of this in part/piece in the times of Hitler, in N Korea, etc. but nothing wholesale 
at the end, in a time of unparalleled persecution & tribulation such as never has been or ever will be again. I'm sure peop
le thought that with Nero. But then there was Hitler. And Stalin. Etc. But in a full reading & reconciliation of all related scri
ptures, there must be an end-times eschatological apocalyptic final actual fulfillment greater and wider in scope than all 
of these. Otherwise, the scriptures contradict. And that's just obviously not the case. Maybe I am misunderstanding what
you're trying to convey?

Re: , on: 2016/8/21 22:42
Honestly,
   Roger, I think I just totally got lost in what you were trying to convey. Probably me? ðŸ˜Š 
   God Bless,
                  Jeff

Re:  - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/22 12:26
Thanks, Savannah, will do. Thanks, Julius, for the personal greeting. And as for your question, Jeff, I've been pondering 
the historical/eschatological implications of the "buying and selling" angle of it all since last night. But these are deep wat
ers, Jeff, and touch on various issues of concern to all Christians (actually, all HUMANITY, which I think is the key to unr
aveling the mystery - see the footnote I included for the passage in the NIV?) Therefore, I can't at this point give you a c
ategorical answer, but rest assured that I will in the very near future. Blessings.

Re: , on: 2016/8/22 13:13
Brotbers just a thought.  There are some who dismiss outright the idea that the mark is a computer chip.  One will be acc
used of being a prettib conspiracy nut.  And then praeterism starts looking pretty good...caution, the last sentence was o
nly meant for humor. :-)

But let's take a look at the world financial system. Let me ask. How many checks have you all written in the last few wee
ks. You know those paper things you used to have in a box. You would sit down and probably right a check to pay your 
house mortgage. Maybe another check to pay the utility bill. And then put the amount in a register.

A few years ago I would go through a box of checks about every 4-5 months and have to order another box. Now I'm usi
ng the same box of checks for about let's say the last two years. I was pondering this today and wondering when was th
e last time I actually wrote a check out. And it was about 2 months ago. Give or take.

A lot of my financial transactions are conducted through a debit card. Or through something akin to PayPal. When I use 
Uber. No cash is exchanged unless I leave a tip for the driver. My debit card on a PayPal type of setup is immediately ch
arged. No cash is exchanged. I do need to remember to put the amount in my register.

I still carry cash for incidentals. But when I go to the store or when I give to missions or engage in other transactions. A l
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ot of my transactions are cashless.

By this time you're probably wondering ho hum.  So boring Bear? Why are you bringing this up?

Brethren simply to point out that we are moving toward a cashless society whether we like it or not. Whereas I see it's co
nvenient to not have to carry cash all the time. And it is convenient to use a debit card. Do we not see what this is leadin
g to?

The whole idea of a mark is for control. And that is to control people.  Consider the verses that have already been discus
sed in Revelation 13:16-17,

... and he causes all, the small and the great, and the rich and the poor, and a free man and a slave, to be given a mark 
on their right hand or on their forehead, and he provides that no one will be able to buy or to sell, except the one who ha
s the mark, either the name of the beast, or the number of his name...

Look at the above verses again. The beast causes all classes of humanity to take the mark. And I believe this mark is a 
sign of allegiance to him. But also to no one could buy or sell unless he had the mark. This would mean that no one coul
d engage in normal commercial day-to-day activity unless they had the mark, possibly a computer chip, implanted on the
m.

Brethren before you dismiss this as right wing paranoia.  Consider. How many of you can actually get a job without a soc
ial security number? How many of you can actually conduct business without a checking account? How many of you can
actually engage in financial transactions such as securing hotel or airline reservations without a debit or credit card?  Ca
n I ask how many of your day today transactions are actually cashless? 

Already the financial system so the world are linked digitally and electronically. The technology already exists the individ
uals can be chipped and linked to the world database.

So the idea of the mark being some type of an implanted biochip is not far from the realm of possibility.  The technology i
s there.  All that the world is waiting for is the rise of the Antichrist to implement the technology.

Simply my thoughts.

Re: , on: 2016/8/22 13:23
NDY wrote

"You people know nothing at all. The mark already occurred
on July 12 70 A.D. Subsequent events in history are only a
spiritual illusion of what already transpired eons ago.
Therefore when reading prophetic writings in the Bible
remember people that its all spiritual, nothing is real
in the sense of time and space as we know it. 
You may be wondering how I am aware of these deep deep truths and I am wondering that as well. "

Unfortunatley this makes more sense than most of the other posts in this thread.

Re: , on: 2016/8/22 13:31
Bear, good points.

How many have birth certificates issued by the state?
How many have bank accounts?
How many have driver's license?
How many have social security numbers?
How many use credit or debit cards?

The mark of the beast just like the mark of Christ is spiritual, not physical. It had been that way for 20 centuries. 
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Who's your Daddy? You will them know which mark you have. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/22 13:46
Rev 

This place bears witness to the unfortunate disconnect
that most religionists have with the living God. 

Re: Julius, on: 2016/8/22 13:48
Revelation 13:17

and he provides that no one will be able to buy or sell, except the one who has the mark, either the name of the beast or
the number of his name.

Bro I'm aware that the mark has spiritual application.  I'm also aware that one who takes this mark is in danger of their i
mmortal soul being cast into the Lake of gire. But if the Mark has been around for 2000 years then how do you explain th
e above verses.

For that matter anyone holding to a preaterist position how do you explain the above verses that one could not buy or se
ll unless they had the mark on the back of their right hand or on their forehead.

Also can you please show that if this is spiritual what point of history has one not been able to buy or to sell unless he ha
d a mark on his forehead or on the back of his right hand.

Just some questions.

Re: NDY and Rev, on: 2016/8/22 13:58
Brothers can we please hold off on the sarcastic posts.  I do not believe that such posts will help in fruitful discussion all t
he scriptures before us.

Let me say I am not a preaterist.  I believe there is a future fulfilment yet in the Book of Revelation. I believe God has put
before us these scriptures to warn us of what is about it soon take place. In other words I take a futurist view of Revelati
on which is actually being fulfilled right now. 

Thus if we humble ourselves before the Holy Spirit and try to come together and see what is God telling us in these end 
times. We need to be aware of what the mark is. So that we are not deceived and taking it.

Send a my thoughts.

Re: , on: 2016/8/22 14:02
In WW II Germany one had to wear the swastika or show the swastika to prove that they were loyal members of the Ger
man Nazi party. I would imagine that it would have been pretty hard to conduct business in Germany unless one was se
en wearing the Twisted cross.  

The higher echelons of the German government were very demonic. Hitler was probably possessed by Satan himself.  
Or at least by a satanic demon. So even though the swastika was a physical symbol. It definitely had spiritual overtones 
of allegiance to an antichrist government.

This is what I imagine the chip or the Mark will be in Revelation. Except on a worldwide scale.

Against my thoughts.
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Re:  - posted by TMK (), on: 2016/8/22 14:10
Bear- in the passage I quoted from Matthew Henry he referenced a time in the past where a person could not transact b
usiness if they were not aligned with the RCC.  That was a literal fulfillment.  

You seem to be requiring that the Mark and the limits of buying and selling is both universal and yet future.  I see no basi
s in the passage that requires such an interpretation. 

You also mentioned that the book of Rev was written so that WE would know what will SOON take place. 

But we have to remember that the book was written 2000 years ago for real people alive at the time and it used languag
e like "soon" and "quickly."   

If you were alive 2000 years ago and you were hiding due to persecution, or fearful that it was coming, what would you h
ave thought if you heard those words read to you in a church meeting in Asia Minor?

Re: Todd, on: 2016/8/22 14:28
2 Timothy 3:16-17

All scripture is inspired by God and profitable for teaching, for a reproof, for correction, for training in righteousness; so t
hat the man of God may be adequate, equipped for every good work.
___________________________________________

Brother the text above says that all scripture IS INSPIRED by God.  That means that the scripture speak to us today just
as they spoke to those who heard them two thousand years ago.

If scripture is merely a glorified history book where prophecy was fulfilled 2000 years ago than the text would read all scr
ipture WAS IBSPURED by God with no practical meaning for us today.

If you are going to argue that Book of Revelation was fulfilled around 70 AD. Or the Revelation was fulfilled a short time 
afterwards.  Then you are going to have to argue that Jesus has already returned.  Brother simply that is faith I do not ha
ve.

It would take far more faith for me to embrace a preterist position. Then to simply hold to a future literal fulfillment of Rev
elation yet to come.

I am aware of what we called dual prophecy. There could be parts of Revelation and other scriptures that were fulfilled in
times past. But I believe there is yet a literal fulfillment of Revelation and the signs that Jesus speaks of in the synoptic G
ospels that yet point to His soon return.

Again bro simply my thoughts.

Re: A question occurs, on: 2016/8/22 14:34
As I am pondering these thoughts some questions come to mind. Do praeterist acknowledge the inspiration of scripture?
Do praeterist believe that the scriptures speak to us today just as thsy spoke to those who heard the them 2000 years a
go?  Are praeterists cessationists?

I get the impression that those who hold to praeterism do not acknowledge the role of the Holy Spirit speaking to us toda
y. At least they do not acknowledge that the Holy Spirit can speak to us through the scriptures just as he spoke to those 
saints who heard the scriptures in the times in which they were written.

To the preterist, the scriptures are nothing more than just a history book that was fulfilled in times past. They do not see t
he scriptures as being used by God to instruct us in this current time. Certainly they did not see a prophetic relevance in 
a scripture to us in this present time. At least this is my impression.

Does anybody refused this?
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Re: , on: 2016/8/22 14:42
TMK,
   A couple of comments:

1.) But the Roman Catholic Inquisition wasn't for hundreds of years after Revelation was penned. So "soon" & "near" Are
n't the same to man & to God. Jesus said, "Behold, I am coming soon..." But its been 2,000 years. So either he already c
ame again (as the full preterists falsely believe), or He lied, or His way of viewing "Soon" is different than ours. The men 
who read Revelation first penned in Asia Minor were not alive when the RCC was fully formed & in full swing in the inqui
sitions.

2.) and even if that wasn't the case, the scripture has VERY clear statements on the scope & the severity of the time of J
acob's trouble, ie the "great tribulation" being "such as NEVER WAS, NOR EVER AGAIN SHALL BE". But the extermina
tion of Jews (& Christians who hid or helped them) in WW2 FAR EXCEEDED the scope & magnitude of the RCC from 7
0AD to 170AD (no one who read the words penned who could read lived beyond that according to how you're defining it 
as "soon" must be in their lifetime). In fact, historians agree most of the deaths of the inquisitions were in the Middle Age
s between 606ad & the 1,800's. But in WW2, Jews had to wear "badges" as marks & so were Christians likewise treated
who stood with them. These things were but "mini-types" or "mini-fulfillments" or "glimpses" in the same way Nero, Antio
chus, Titus, certain murderous popes, Hitler, Stalin, Kim Jong IL, etc. are but the same: "many antichrists", but not "THE 
Son of Perdition" or "MAN of Lawlessness" (even the historicists and preterists try to Say "THE MAN" = Papacy, when th
e Greek word for man is singular, as in ONE MAN. All such hermeneutical & entomological gymnastics & magic tricks m
ust by slight of hand twist & allegorize plain passages to hold up the narrative). And I don't say that to be proud or mean,
but intellectually honest. 

But "so that NO man can buy or sell, save the mark..." 

And "great tribulation such as NEVER before was & NEVER AGAIN SHALL BE" 

Must be reconciled (along with tons of other prophetic scriptures, the OT Prophets, all of Revelation, etc.)

The only way I can see that all these passages can be reconciled without disregarding any (or butchering/allegorizing w
here scripture doesn't) is in a Futurist, Apocalyptic, just prior to The Day of the Lord Fulfillment, period. Once you start d
own the "I think this means..." & totally subjective interpretations are building doctrinal foundations & context & the whole
of scripture and all relevant passages, particularly the prophetic ones, it's a slippery slope and it's just a schmorgesborg 
of opinions only. I don't know what the mark will look like, but I certainly don't see how it's already happened or was past,
or is now, given what the scriptures plainly show/tell (All of them, not one isolated).

Re: , on: 2016/8/22 14:48

Quote:
-------------------------by bearmaster on 2016/8/22 13:48:25

Revelation 13:17

"and he provides that no one will be able to buy or sell, except the one who has the mark, either the name of the beast or the number of his name."

Bro I'm aware that the mark has spiritual application. I'm also aware that one who takes this mark is in danger of their immortal soul being cast into the 
Lake of fire. But if the Mark has been around for 2000 years then how do you explain the above verses.

For that matter anyone holding to a preaterist position how do you explain the above verses that one could not buy or sell unless they had the mark on
the back of their right hand or on their forehead.

Also can you please show that if this is spiritual what point of history has one not been able to buy or to sell unless he had a mark on his forehead or o
n the back of his right hand.

Just some questions.
-------------------------

Thank you for your thoughtful questions, Bear. By the way, I am not aware of anyone in this discussion who is a Preteris
t. You don't have to believe in Preterism to understand that the "mark" is spiritual. As a follower of the Persecuted Churc
h, I think these truths will resonate with you.
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In the OT the Hebrew children were commanded to mark their door posts with the blood of a lamb. This was a physical 
mark. Today, we do not mark our foreheads (door to our mind) with physical blood, yet Satan knows who is covered with
the blood of Jesus. 

Case in point:

Act 19:13  Then certain of the vagabond Jews, exorcists, took upon them to call over them which had evil spirits the nam
e of the Lord Jesus, saying, We adjure you by Jesus whom Paul preacheth. 
Act 19:14  And there were seven sons of one Sceva, a Jew, and chief of the priests, which did so. 
Act 19:15  And the evil spirit answered and said, JESUS I KNOW, AND PAUL I KNOW; BUT WHO ARE YE?

Evil spirits know who your F(father) is. They recognize their "friends" (evil spirits) in the unsaved and they recognize the 
Holy Spirit in the saved. Thus, you have people with the "mark of the beast" and the "mark of Christ".  

Let's take a look at what else happens to the people who have the "mark of the beast.

When the first angel poured out his vial of God's wrath into the earth, "and there fell a noisome and grievous sore upon t
he men WHICH HAD THE MARK OF THE BEAST, and upon them which worshipped his image. " (Rev 16:2). 

Do you think the "first angel" was confined to looking for a physical mark on men to figure out who God's wrath should fa
ll on? I don't think so. I think the "first angel" knew just as evil spirits know, who belongs to the Lord and who do not belo
ng to the Lord. The boils in Egypt were physical, the "noisome and grievous sore" upon the men WHICH HAD THE MAR
K OF THE BEAST is a spiritual, ugly cancer inflicted on all religionists that reject Jesus Christ and identify with Satan in i
dolatrous worship of religion.

The bowl of the second angel is poured out into the sea, whereupon the sea becomes the "blood of a dead man, and ev
ery living thing in the sea dies" (16:3). This judgment may have been prefigured by the plague of turning the water into bl
ood (Exod. 7:17-21). As the sea is often portrayed as the reservoir of evil (13:1), this bowl seems to represent the judgm
ent of death that will come upon those operating in the cesspool of religion.

   "The third angel poured out his bowl into the rivers and springs of waters, and they became blood" (16:4). This too ma
y have been prefigured by the plague wherein God judged Egypt by "turning their rivers to blood, and from their streams 
they could not drink" (Ps. 78:44). The "rivers and springs of water" are the sources for the quenching of thirst. Religion of
fers a false fulfillment of man's God-given need of spiritual thirst, and God will judge those engaged in such fraudulent ac
tivity.

This continues with all seven angels. In the OT, it was physical and John is clearly thinking of the plagues in Egypt as he
is using them as symbols and types of God's judgment on men in the last days.

Rev 13:15  And he had power to give life unto the image of the beast, that the image of the beast should both speak, an
d cause that as many as would not worship the image of the beast should be killed. 

Religion proceeds to attempt â€œto give breath to the image of the beastâ€• (13:15), to make it â€œcome alive,â€• and 
invest it with spiritual life and activity, while also making it â€œspeakâ€• (13:15) with pompous pronouncements of piety.
Those who â€œdo not worship the imagevof the beast are killedâ€• (13:15). Religion will tolerate no refusal to conform t
o its tenets. The intolerance of religion is well documented in its destruction and death of nonconformists.

Rev 13:16  And he causeth all, both small and great, rich and poor, free and bond, to receive a mark in their right hand, 
or in their foreheads: 

This second beastly form of religion â€œcauses all to be given a mark on their right hand, or on their foreheadâ€• (13:16
). Conformity of outward identification is important to religion. Religious adherents must be identified by what they do wit
h their â€œhandsâ€• in moral activity and by what they think with their â€œheadsâ€• in an epistemological belief-system
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. Religion â€œbrandsâ€• people so that the whole of society will be â€œstampedâ€• by their religious adherence and it 
will â€œmarkâ€• everything they do. This includes the right to economic exchange, for â€œno one should be able to bu
y or to sell, except the one who has the mark, of the name of the beast or the number of his nameâ€• (13:17). Religion c
reates an in-bred favoritism for conformists who bear the â€œmarkâ€• of the â€œnameâ€• of the beast, perhaps by exp
ressing the diabolic character of the one who energizes religion, for â€œnameâ€• often represents character. The â€œn
umber of his nameâ€• also represents the character of the devil in â€œself-effort.â€• Those who do not share the â€œm
arkâ€• are stigmatized for economic ostracism and boycott. History adequately records these repressive economic actio
ns of religion, and such can still be seen today in the exclusivistic economic practices of evangelicals with their â€œsign 
of the fishâ€• on business cards and advertising.

Re: Past posts and Jim Fowler - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/22 16:39
Where are any quotes or links showing Jim Fowler believes in a spiritual non bodily resurrection of Christ? It was openly 
stated he believes that yet what I have read seems just the opposite. If you label someone a heretic at least a bit of proo
f might be offered it seems.

Re: , on: 2016/8/22 16:57
Thanks for following up on your original question, docs. I think it is fair to inquire (not accuse) about anything but to be fa
ir to Jim, quotes should be provided. It's not fair to falsely accuse someone however, I understand the tactic is employed
to make Jim or others seem wacky and keep people from reading any of his or others material. So, it begs the question 
why someone would try to prevent others from reading James Fowler's material?

Since the accusers cannot provide quotes I will provide quotes that Jim believes not only in the physical resurrection of 
Christ but the bodily resurrection of Believers, too.

"The concept of resurrection must first be decoded. The resurrection is not just an historical event, not just a theological t
ruth. The resurrection is a living, personal reality in the Person of Jesus Christ. Jesus said, "I AM the resurrection and th
e life." (John 11:25)

    Jesus was indeed raised from the dead historically on that "first day of the week." The theological significance of "life 
out of death" and eventual bodily resurrection is truly important. The present significance of the resurrection is recognize
d when Christians understand that the risen Lord Jesus ascended to heaven and the very resurrection-life of Jesus was 
poured out on Pentecost to dwell in the spirits of Christian people. That spiritual reality, the indwelling of the living Lord J
esus, the dynamic function of His resurrection-life in and through our lives, is the essence of the gospel. Jesus, the "resu
rrection and the life," is living out His resurrection-life in us, the Christ-life expressed in the Christian."

Resurrection: The Key to Understanding the Gospel
http://www.christinyou.net/pages/reskeygosp.html

Another quote to defend Jim against his accusers, on: 2016/8/22 16:59
I recommended this article by Jim: A Call for Resurrection Theology and the article in the previous post.

"Christian theology has tended to focus on the birth and the death of Jesus, and in so doing has defaulted in explaining t
he significance of the resurrection."

"On the basis of the historicity of Jesus' resurrection and the theological establishment of His deity, Christian religion has
proceeded to emphasize that the primary theological import of the historical resurrection of Jesus is to validate the assur
ance of the eventual resurrection of Christians' bodies in the future. The historical, physical resurrection of Jesus is used
as the foundational basis for authenticating the expected bodily resurrection of the Christian after death.

Is this not the argument that Paul uses in I Corinthians 15 in the "Resurrection chapter"? Yes it is, but this is not the entir
ety of what Paul had to say about the subject of resurrection. Though it is the most extended passage that he seems to 
have written on the subject, it is not the predominant or primary emphasis that Paul makes concerning the resurrection. 
The historical sitz im leben context of I Corinthians was that the Corinthians were so enamored with their present "spiritu
ality" that they were eschewing or denying anything beyond the present. To counter this triumphalistic diminishment of h
ope, and to correct Hellenic concepts that deprecated embodiment, Paul ties the bodily resurrection of Jesus with the ex

Page 19/76



Scriptures and Doctrine :: The Mark of the Beast

pected bodily resurrection of Christians.

In so doing, Paul does not necessarily imply that the resurrected physical body of Jesus is prototypical of the resurrected
body of the Christian after death. The physicality of the resurrected body is not the issue Paul was addressing.

Secondly, it must be noted that the predominance of Paul's references to the resurrection of Jesus do not relate to the fu
ture bodily resurrection of Christians. Paul's primary inference from the resurrection of Jesus is that anyone who is recep
tive in faith to the living Lord Jesus can be spiritually raised to newness of life (cf. Rom. 6:4,5) by the resurrection life of t
he living Jesus. Paul emphasized the present availability of life in Christ, and avoided lapsing back into the Jewish frame
work of theology that he had espoused in the past.

Jewish theology was always a theology of future expectation. As can be noted throughout the Old Testament (the old co
venant literature), the Jewish people were always looking for fulfillment in the future; the prophetic promise of that which 
was yet to come. Regrettably, Christian theology has often fallen prey to just such future expectations in a reversion to a
Jewish paradigm of theological expectations.

New covenant Christian theology, as expressed in the New Testament, emphasizes that God's promises and man's exp
ectations are realized in Jesus Christ. Christian theology looks back to the "finished work" of Jesus Christ (cf. John 17:4; 
19:30). Christians are "complete in Christ" (Col. 3:10). Christian theology is a realized theology (cf. I Cor 3:21-23; II Pet. 
1:3). The emphasis is not on "it is coming," but on "it is done!" for the whole of God's intent is in the risen and living Lord 
Jesus.

The emphases of Christian religion on resurrection have traditionally been on proving the historical accuracy of Jesus' re
surrection in order to authenticate His divinity, which in turn has been used to convince and assure Christians of an even
tual bodily resurrection after physical death.

If Christian theology does not get beyond the cradle and the cross, the birth and the death of Jesus, then all we have to 
offer is a static history lesson with no contemporary consequence. If Christian theology does not get beyond apologetic 
defense for what "was", and longing expectation for what "will be," then it becomes an irrelevancy of temporalized "book
ends" that fails to address what "is" and "should be" presently.

H.A. Williams explains that,

"Resurrection, at least in Western Christendom, has invariably been described as belonging to another time and place. T
he typical emphasis has been upon the past and future Â a past and future with which our connection can only be theor
etical... So, for example, a book about the resurrection is naturally assumed to be a discussion either about what can be 
held to have happened in the environs of Jerusalem and Galilee on the third day after Jesus was crucified or about what
can be held to be in store for us after our own death. 
When resurrection is considered in terms of past and future, it is robbed of its impact on the present. That is why for mos
t of the time resurrection means little to us. It is remote and isolated."
It is a neat trick...this banishing of resurrection to past and future. It saves us from a lot of reality and delivers us from a g
reat deal of fear. It has, in short, the advantage of safeguarding us from life."10

What a tragedy that the Christian religion has itself blockaded people from life in Christ by projecting the implications of t
he resurrection to an historical event of the past or to an anticipated expectation of the future. These are not the predomi
nant emphases of resurrection in the new covenant literature of the New Testament as we shall proceed to note."

A Call for Resurrection Theology
http://www.christinyou.net/pages/restheol.html
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Re: Another quote to defend Jim against his accusers, on: 2016/8/22 17:52
And to clarify what I meant in the other thread & here. I could actually possibly see allowing for the Mark to be SPIRITUA
L (non-visible) - I know that may surprise you ðŸ˜Š - but I see the "NO MAN can buy or sell save the mark" as being pret
ty cut and dry & exclusive where it can't just mean some people in small numbers at various times in various environmen
ts. That's like when people explain away the time of Jacob's trouble (the great tribulation) when it says a time "such as n
ever was not ever will be). Can't do that based on context and reconciling all the texts in a hermeneutically responsible w
ay. I see it both as LITERAL, but on the MARK, not NECESSARILY that it must be PHYSICAL. Make sense?

Just a thought one might consider  - posted by dohzman (), on: 2016/8/22 18:48
I appreciated Juilius views on the mark being spiritual but I still disagree, someone also said about the Jews in WW2 Ge
rmany and the Germans having citizens wear the swastika(sp?) as an Identifier. Good point

If the mark is not an outward "something" on the right hand or fore head but hidden in the heart as spiritual than they rea
lly can not be judged by God. 

Follow my thoughts here and please bear with my foolishness for just a few minutes. How could a 1st century man expla
in a 21st century event? Now back in the mid 80 s as a fairly new believer I had a dream that re-occurred to the point of 
vexing my soul, in that dream I saw planes falling from the sky and hit buildings...many many years latter 9-11, I did not 
have a clue why the dreams to begin with,The night before I was up all night weeping uncontrollably and stayed in praye
r with out any real answer as to why, than as the day pasted of course , understanding came. So I don't believe John full
y understood everything he saw, that which he heard in the thunders he wasn't to record but was to seal up. 

Next , while I appreciate word studies, taking a word like mark or beast and looking at its application through out the Bibl
e, that is good practice but in the prophetic not always accurate. here s an example:  Nah 2:4
The chariots shall rage in the streets, they shall jostle one against another in the broad ways: they shall seem like torche
s, they shall run like the lightnings.

How else would a person explain something they see, perhaps thousands of years in the future?

As to interpretation of prophesy? Of dreams and vision etc.....if you are very educated you hold to The Interpretation of 
Dreams. Sigmund Freud and by doing that you have to discount every thing period. So in Christian higher learning circle
s, they use watered down versions of this but if the same principles were applied basically anyone who dreams a dream.
..it's not from God etc...
So here is the problem with interpreting the things of God in these areas. I can only use something that happened to me 
here so bear with me. Back in 06 I had a dream about HC I was in the clouds of the heavenlies and walking across them
spoke to her and said  The LORD hath rejected you from being
President, there was more but I'll stop here for purposes of making a point. At the time she was running against BO and 
of course she lost,as the last year came I mused at what I saw unfolding, I questioned the Lord and after much searchin
g I had an understanding, just like with King Saul when God rejects someone it doesn't mean that they will not achieve t
hat office, it does mean that because they were rejected by God that something probably will happen, my guess is heart 
attack or stroke--it's only a guess, I can name at least a dozen different ways it can play out, so all that said to make a p
oint and the point is this: When it comes to the mark the only thing we know for sure is it will be in the forehead or the rig
ht hand, without it you will not buy or sell.....

Again--I do not see this as an American issue because I do not believe America will be an issue in the end time events.

Re: Just a thought one might consider , on: 2016/8/22 21:48
Oh yes Fowler is a  grade A heretic. He absolutely denys the physical and literal
resurrection of the Lord Jesus Christ in the same sense that genuine Christians believe and the Word of God teaches,
Fowlers god is a singular spirit being. There is no separate person of the Godhead called the Holy Spirit for him in his twi
sted perversion of God. There is no God the Father either for him,  Read between the lines, The second person of the tri
nity, the Holy Spirit  does not exist for him. He does not have a resurrected physical Jesus in heaven, just a new being th
at he calls jesus that was resurrected spiritually and dwells in believers, This is a subtle and satanic perversion of the go
spel.  

The real Jesus Christ is presently in his own human glorified body.  He is not the Holy Spirit . Fowler has no Holy Spirit i
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n his twisted views

Re:  - posted by dolfan (), on: 2016/8/22 22:18
This much I am sure of.  We have absolutely no idea what is about to broadside us all.

Re: Just a thought one might consider , on: 2016/8/22 22:40
Dohzman,
   Good thoughts and thanks for sharing and being so open. I didn't say I agreed with Julius, but that I was at least open 
as a stretch that maybe the mark could be spiritual, but the "no man" means what it says & the "Son of perdition", ie "MA
N of lawlessness" does to. 

And I have had similar forth telling dreams as well as have other brothers and sisters I know closely in fellowship. I know
God does this. I have seen it. In others & in me. I would tell you some more of similar ones I have had here, but I won't f
or now.

God Bless,
             Jeff

Re: , on: 2016/8/22 22:43
Read the rubbish quoted by Julius below again to see what this heretic is really saying. Please read it carefully.

"H.A. Williams explains that,

"Resurrection, at least in Western Christendom, has invariably been described as belonging to another time and place. T
he typical emphasis has been upon the past and future Â a past and future with which our connection can only be theor
etical...

He goes on to lie:

"So, for example, a book about the resurrection is naturally assumed to be a discussion either about what can be held to
have happened in the environs of Jerusalem and Galilee on the third day after Jesus was crucified or about what can be
held to be in store for us after our own death. 
When resurrection is considered in terms of past and future, it is robbed of its impact on the present. That is why for mos
t of the time resurrection means little to us.

It is remote and isolated."
It is a neat trick...this banishing of resurrection to past and future. It saves us from a lot of reality and delivers us from a g
reat deal of fear. It has, in short, the advantage of safeguarding us from life."

********What a tragedy that the Christian religion has itself blockaded people from life in Christ by projecting the implicati
ons of the resurrection to an historical event of the past or to an anticipated expectation of the future. These are not the 
predominant emphases of resurrection in the new covenant literature of the New Testament as we shall proceed to note.
"*********

_____________________________

According the these writers the resurrection of Jesus was not a time and space event. And so it was of no importance an
yway because it was purely a spiritual resurrection in nature and not  a historical, physical material event anyway.

Of course the ressurection DID OCCUR IN ANOTHER TIME AND physical PLACE and our present connection to it is of
eternal consequences. It absolutely reaps eternal blessings to believers. No Theory here whatsoever. If Jesus was not r
aised physically and literally from the dead then we have no hope, But he was and so the connection is of utmost import
ance unlike the heretic states above.
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Re: , on: 2016/8/22 22:59
How was Daniel "marked" for the Lions Den? 

How was Meshach, Shadrach and Abednego "marked" for the fiery furnace? 

Daniel would not worship the Beast and became a marked man set for destruction.
Dan 6:13  Then answered they and said before the king, That Daniel, which is of the children of the captivity of Judah, re
gardeth not thee, O king, nor the decree that thou hast signed, but maketh his petition three times a day. 

Same with Meshach, Shadrach and Abednego. They were "marked" as those who would not bow down and worship the
beast of religion. 

Dan 3:14  Nebuchadnezzar spake and said unto them, Is it true, O Shadrach, Meshach, and Abednego, do not ye serve 
my gods, nor worship the golden image which I have set up? 

You don't need a physical mark to refuse to bow down to Satan's religious system. And believe me, they know how to id
entify (mark) you. How would a physical mark keep you from using PayPal or online banking? It wouldn't. A physical mar
k in only useful when exchanging money with a person. So, it is certainly not a physical mark as many people today purc
hase online. 

This is the way it has always been. Our foreheads represent the mind of Christ and our right hand represents who we e
mploy our energies for. (Members of righteousness or unrighteousness). Satan wants our minds and hands (members) t
o be marked (employed) for his kingdom. We have many examples of godly people in the Old and New Testament, mar
ked for destruction because they did not bow down and worship the Beast. It is the same today. How do you think Satan
knows who to persecute in North Korea, Asia, South America, Arab lands, Europe and the U.S? People don't have a phy
sical mark, they have the mark of Christ on them as they will not compromise and bow down to the Beast. 

Is everyone forgetting all of the imagery in Revelation that cannot possibly be physical? Does no one spend time studyin
g the history of the Christian Church? Has everyone forgotten we fight a spiritual battle against a spiritual enemy? 

In our time, Christians are being "marked" and either killed or having all their possessions confiscated. "Mark" means to I
DENTIFY those who are Christians.
 
Baghdad: 70 per cent of Christian homes illegally seized
http://www.christiantoday.com/article/baghdad.70.per.cent.of.christian.homes.illegally.seized/55902.htm

What the Apostle John saw happening in the Spirit, has been happening in all generations. 

More examples:

"Greed for money went even further. The clergy began to excommunicate the neighborhood of the man who had been o
riginally excommunicated; this with the specific objective of seizing the properties concerned.

The anathemas, interdicts, and excommunications employed by popes, cardinals, bishops, and minor clergy, for motives
of the basest avarice became so frequent, so wide-spread and so scandalous that many genuinely religious individuals, 
no less than lay authorities, began openly to revolt against the abuse.

The scandal was not confined to any limited period or country. It became universal, and it lasted for centuries.
 
Indeed, with the passing of time the greed for worldly riches ultimately permeated the whole system to such an extent th
at the cry of the Diet of Nuremberg, uttered in 1522, expressed the anguish of countless individuals throughout Christen
dom:

"Multitudes of Christians are driven to desperation whenever their properties are confiscated, thus causing the utter dest
ruction of their bodies no less than their souls." The Verdict of the Diet of Nuremberg was not a gross exaggeration. It w
as a most accurate assessment of the Roman Church's insatiable thirst for the riches of this world.

In addition to the oblations, tithes, and mortuaries, there were other means by which to replenish the Church's treasuries
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with individual sizeable amounts - from the heretics.

The Inquisition was very precise about it. Listen to Diana.
 
In his 43rd Resolution he put the question:
"Are the possessions of heretics turned over to the Inquisitors?
 
"I speak not, " answers Diana, "for other countries, but the Spanish custom is to confiscate to the royal treasury (fisco re
gio) all the possession of heretics (omnia bona haereticorum) because our King, who is a pillar of orthodoxy (columna fid
el), generously supplies the Inquisitors and their agents with whatever the Holy Office requires." (Inquistitoribus et eorum
ministris abunde suppeditat quidquid necessarium est ad conservationem sanctae Inquisionis.) Thanks to this principle, t
he Church could obtain vast estates or substantial wealth when prosperous individuals were, as happened often, accuse
d of heresy and condemned - sometimes in collusion with the temporal authorities.
 
Witness, for instance, the case of Philip II (1556-98). Two-thirds of the income of the Inquisition went to him, the rest of t
he Roman Catholic institution. Further to the Inquisition were the weapons of interdiction and excommunication. These 
were used with increasing frequency to compel the faithful to pay under practically any pretext.
 
Thus, for example, church and temporal powers would often used the Inquisition. Witness Regent Blache of Castille, wh
o in 1228 issued an edict addressed to the authorities of Nimes and Narbonne, directing that the excommunicated who r
emained for a whole year should be forced to seek absolution by the seizure of their property. To quicken the process, a
fine of ten livres was exacted on all those excommunicated who had not entered the church within forty days.

To make money, the clergy - as already mentioned - forced the faithful to purchase escapes from excommunication. The
ir threats often related to the most trivial matters .
 
For instance, at vintage time the tithers time the tithers forbade, under pain of excommunication, the gathering of gatheri
ng of grapes until they could choose the best, so that very often the peasants, owing to frequent delays, saw the ruin of t
heir crops.

But one of the grossest abuses of excommunication was that perpetrated by bishops and even by hierarchs who began t
o excommunicate the neighbors of the originally excommunicated person, the result being that when finally the family of 
the latter was exiled in his whole property confiscated, dozens of others, his neighbors, were placed under the same ban
and hence the same penalties that is their properties could be, and as a rule were, in new , and as our role in new and N
C same penalties; that is, their properties could be, and as a rule were, confiscated.

The excommunications employed by the popes down to the lowest priests , the motives of the basest avarice, became s
o frequent and scandalous that many individuals and temporal authorities, including numerous genuinely devout person
s, complained bitterly about them. Owing to such abuses, multitudes were driven to desperation, as the Diet of Nurembe
rg stated in 1522.
 
The immense wealth thus collected finally reached such proportions that her economic stranglehold upon all and sundry 
was no less massive than her spiritual dominion, and almost paralyzed whole countries.

The authorities, lay or ecclesiastical, were compelled under pain of excommunication, "to seize all the heretic's property, 
good, lands and chattels, to arrest him and throw him into prison."(1)

Pope Innocent III issued specific instructions concerning this. The Corpus Juris, the official law book of the Papacy, gave
details:
"The possessions of heretics are to be confiscated. In the Church's territories they are to go to the Church's treasury". (2
)

This papal injunction was carried out everywhere the Roman Catholic Institution ruled.
 
Thus, for instance following the edict to the authorities of Nimes and Narbonne, in 1228, Blache of Castille ordered that 
any person who had been excommunicated, "shall be forced to seek absolution by the seizure of all his property." (3)
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This order became so general that, in a collection of laws known as the Etablissement, it is commanded that royal officer
s, whenever summoned by the bishops, shall seize both the accused and his property. (4)"

The Vatican Billions
2,000 Years of Wealth Accumulation from Caesar to the Space Age
http://www.bibliotecapleyades.net/vatican/vatican_billions.htm

Re: , on: 2016/8/22 23:08
Really cannot take NotDarkYet and RevEnue seriously as they purposely obfiscate and take out of context Fowler's writi
ngs. They never provided quotes and are perverting my quotes. They are found out and squirming as they cannot bring t
hemselves to admit that Jim does not deny the bodily resurrection of Christ.  

They miss the point as to what James Fowler was saying. He does not deny the physical resurrection of Jesus Christ or 
Believers, but goes on to say that the Resurrection Life of Jesus Christ in Believers daily is not emphasized as Paul teac
hes it should be emphasized. 

Read the entire articles in context and don't depend on NDY and Enue's purposeful biased rantings and ravings and fals
ifications. 

A Call for Resurrection Theology
Christian theology has tended to focus on the birth and the death of Jesus, and in so doing has defaulted in explaining th
e significance of the resurrection.
http://www.christinyou.net/pages/restheol.html

Christianity is Resurrection
Declaring Himself to be "the resurrection and the life" (Jn. 11:25), Jesus indicated that the continuing reality of His prese
nce was by His risen and resurrected life.
http://www.christinyou.net/pages/xnty=res.html

The Living Reality of the Resurrection
An Easter sermon that points out that the resurrection is more than just an historical miracle or a theological explanation,
but must be understood as a living reality.
http://www.christinyou.net/pages/livingrealityres.html

Re:  - posted by dohzman (), on: 2016/8/22 23:29
I really do appreciate your great wealth of knowledge and church history but there is no way you can fit chapter 13 of the
book of Revelation into a purely spiritual context, just read it it explains itself, and yes while there is lots of imagery there 
is a specific set of literal circumstances that will precede the actual events that place a mark on the fore head or hand. T
o my knowledge we had yet to see such an individual as one who has called down fire in the presence of all men and on
and on, to date I (and I love spiritualizing) am hard pressed to see anything in current events that fits this chapters bill as
of yet.

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 0:07
Julius,
   I get the "marked" imagery throughout scripture. But please Don't waste time with the "has nobody read the scriptures"
hyperbole stuff. But what is described in Revelation is much more descript & specific than Daniel, those in Ezekiel who 
God told the Angel to mark their foreheads, etc. And it still doesn't reconcile with the prophesy as a whole & all the reste
d scriptures of the beast, the false prophet (who are thrown into hell by Jesus, so they are specific individuals clearly), et
c. And if it's not applicable that "NO MAN may buy or sell", either God's Word isn't true, or your allegorical interpretation i
s lacking (& off).
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Re: , on: 2016/8/23 0:08
Hi Dohzman,

I certainly don't consider this a debate but rather a sharing of ideas and thoughts. Iron sharpens iron. I do appreciate you
r thoughts and spirit too, and am presently working through some of your questions. :-)

Getting late and I am going to turn in. 

Blessings to you, brother.

Re: dohzman, on: 2016/8/23 0:17
Correct, it's the same argument against a still future literal 1,000 year millineaum & Satan's future binding in Revelation 
19-20. Everything before it and after it create a clear timeline, it's obvious to anyone who just plainly reads it in context, 
& the only reply from the hyper-allegorization crowd is "I don't understand all of Revelation. It's full of dragons & symbols
." Even though the immediate context of Revelation 17-22 says nothing about any of that? It speaks plainly of Satan, Jes
us, the false prophet, the abyss, the lake of fire, the great white throne judgement & Day of the Lord, the new heavens a
nd new earth, etc. When people don't want to take contextual rational literalism verses at plain reading, that's how it gets
avoided & "explained away". And with all of those in that crowd, if you hang in there, they are really getting back around 
with that hermeneutic to Romans 11 & explaining why it doesn't mean what it says. Without fail all in those camps/circles
are going for that in particular. Israel. They always do. I have to wonder, "why is that? Mere coincidence?" That's like say
ing the fact that Israel, the Jews, & Jerusalem take on century after century after century of unexplainable, irrational, illog
ical rage is just mere coincidence cause Israel means ZERO anymore. No, no that's not the case aT all. I think the hyper
-allegorization on plain texts mode is actually propagated & defended to the death for that very reason. To question the 
prophetic faithfulness of God. Not always necessarily consciencely or maliciously necessarily, if even subconsciencely o
r in ignorance, but I can't make these clear repeated connections (from Augustine, to Origen, to Luther, to Calvin, to Phill
ip Mauro, to NT Wright, to Stephen Sizer, to James Fowler, to you name the hyper-allegorizer). It's too consistent and ill
ogical I think to be totally coincidental or random. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 0:20
Dohzman,

Before I turn in, I wanted to post Jim's commentary on Rev 13. I can't say I agree with everything but much of it makes a
lot of spiritual sense to me. He titles this section "The Beasts". As always, I would be interested in your thoughts. 

The Beasts
   The ongoing conflict of the dragon and the Christian offspring of the woman is illustrated when John sees the devil sta
nding on "the sand of the seashore," and "a beast coming up out of the sea" (13:1). The sea is often represented as a gr
eat reservoir of evil from which monsters arise in symbolic imagery. Satan recognizes that he is going to have to take a 
different approach and employ a different ploy in the spiritual battle against God. He attempts to establish a beach-head 
by employing the technique of "religion." There is no greater "beast" than religion! It is a real monster! Previously referre
d to as killing the Christian "witnesses" (11:7), the beast from the reservoir of evil is now represented as "having ten horn
s," a parody of complete power or authority, "and seven heads," a presumption of perfect wisdom. "On his horns were te
n diadems," a pretense of full royal regency and a parody of Jesus who is "King of Kings" (19:16). Religion has certainly 
engaged in the presumption of royal power and perfect knowledge. On the heads of the beast were "blasphemous name
s" whereby it misrepresented itself as God. Religion loves to put "titles" on all its "heads," calling them "Holy Father," "Ri
ghteous One," "Most Honorable," and "Reverend," among others.

   The beast is described with characteristics of different animals (13:2), similar to the "four beasts" who are likened to an
imals in Daniel 7:2-7. One must beware of the deceiving leopard spots of religion, the strong and surly bearishness, and 
the lion-like mouth that would kill and devour. John has already referred to the religious tendency of Balaam (2:14) which
"devours man." It is further explained that "the dragon has given to the beast his power and his throne and great authorit
y" (13;2). The beast of religion drives its authority and empowering from Satan, "the ruler of this world" (John 12:31; 14:2
0; 16:11), "the god of this world" (II Cor. 4:4), who had the audacity to offer Jesus some of his authority when he tempted
Him in the wilderness (Luke 4:6).
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   On one of the heads of the beast was a "fatal wound, as if it had been slain and was healed" (13:3). Religion constantl
y portrays itself as a "victim" of unfair persecution. They develop a "martyr-complex" which complains that "everybody is 
out to get us." In this case it appears that the beast of religion is attempting to parody the death and resurrection of Jesu
s. The phrase used to describe the beast "as if slain" is the same Greek verb construction used to describe the Lamb in 
5:6. The preterist interpreters who seek to find a counterpart in the first century point to the suicide of Nero on June 9, 68
A.D. and the subsequent myth of his resurrection, which is known as the Nero redivivus legend, but it is not necessary to
find a particular historical event to fulfill the symbol since this diminishes the transgenerational and translocational applic
ation of the Revelation.

   "The whole earth was amazed and followed after the beast" (13:4). "The whole world lies in the Evil One" (I John 5:19)
. Religion is man's natural propensity. In their devotion to man-made religion, mankind is really "worshipping the dragon.
" In parody of God's people exclaiming, "Who is like Thee, O Lord?" (Exod. 15:11), sinful men extol satanic religion, sayi
ng, "Who is like the beast, and who is able to wage war with him?" (13:4). Natural men are awed by and convinced of th
e invincible power of religion, and are willing to worship such taking no account of its evil character.

   The beast of religion "speaks arrogant words and blasphemies against God" (13:5,6). Paul explained that the "man of l
awlessness, the son of destruction, opposes and exalts himself above every so-called god or object or worship, displayi
ng himself as being God" (II Thess. 2:3,4). Religion continues to arrogantly proclaim that it speaks for God, making mora
l pronouncements and political directives that are contrary to the ways of God. The religious beast "blasphemes God's n
ame and His tabernacle, and those who dwell in heaven" (13:6). Religion cannot tolerate the character of God nor the ta
bernacling of the presence of God within Christian people in like manner as God tabernacled in Jesus when "the Word b
ecame flesh" (John 1:14). This is why religion constantly misrepresents and berates the indwelling presence of Jesus in 
Christians.

   Genuine Christianity, the life of Jesus Christ functioning in Christians, is always in conflict with religion, which "makes 
war with the saints to overcome them" (13:7). "Saints" are Christians, "holy ones" in whom the Holy One, Jesus Christ, li
ves. Religion always seeks to "overcome" Christians, to "conquer" them. The Greek word used in this verse is nike, whic
h we have noted previously in reference to the Nicolaitans (2:6,15) and the rider of the white horse who "went out conqu
ering and to conquer" (6:2).

   As "the whole world lies in the Evil One" (I John 5:19), they will all worship the beast (13:8) of religion, except for the C
hristians "whose names have been written from the foundation of the world in the book of life of the Lamb who has been 
slain" (13:8). By the foreknowledge of God the names of Christians have been entered in the heavenly register of those 
who have eternal life in Jesus Christ. Presently these Christians must be discerning and faithful. "If any one has an ear, l
et him hear" (13:9), just as the risen Lord Jesus told the seven churches, representing all Christians. Part of Christian dis
cernment is the realization that the demonic warfare and the deception is but for a limited duration. The beast of religion 
has "authority to act for only forty-two months" (13:5), a divinely limited time which will not last forever. This prompts the 
"perseverance and faith of the saints" (13:10) in order to "abide under" the painful present circumstances by being recep
tive to the divine indwelling activity of the Savior.

   On the other hand, those "gathered together for captivity, to captivity they will go, and those who kill with the sword, wit
h the sword they must be killed" (13:10). This is similar to the language of God threatening His judgment on Israel and E
gypt through His prophet Jeremiah (Jere. 15:2; 43:11). Religion "gathers people together" for captivity. In fact, religion is 
the greatest of captivities as it captivates men's thinking and behavior and "binds them up" in rules, regulations and ritual
s. The etymological root of the word "religion" is the Latin word religo meaning "to bind up." The risen Lord Jesus declare
s that religionists who captivate others will be captives forever in hell. During His earthly ministry Jesus said that those w
ho "live by the sword, will be killed by the sword" (Matt. 26:52). Religion has certainly been marked by militaristic warfare
, "living by the sword" as they fight for their cause celebre of moral or doctrinal correctness. They will be killed in like ma
nner as they have killed.

   Sensing his ineffectiveness in seducing Christians by the general "beast of religion," Satan sees the need to become e
ven more deceptive by presenting another form of the beast. "From the earth," out of his world-system, Satan brings fort
h "another beast" (13:11) who is in the form of a counterfeit lamb. Some have attempted to link the two beasts with the a
ncient legend of the two beasts, Leviathan from the sea and Behemoth from the earth. Others have suggested a diabolic
trinity of evil in the dragon, the sea-beast and the earth-beast, representing the devil, the world and the flesh. Tri-unity is 
to be reserved as an attribute of God alone; never to be attributed to evil. These suggestions are questionable and witho
ut much merit. The symbols seem to point to another form of the beast of religion, who will later be identified with "the fal
se prophet" of religion in 16:13; 19:20 and 20:10.
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   This second form of the beast is described as having "two horns like a lamb" (13:11). This is an obvious attempt to port
ray itself as Christ-like. It is a satanic subterfuge to parody the Lamb, Jesus Christ. Religion often seeks to project itself a
s Christ or His representative. Jesus said, "Beware of the false prophets who come to you in sheep's clothing" (Matt. 7:1
5), while Paul mentioned those religionists who "disguise themselves as apostles of Christ or servants of righteousness" 
(II Cor. 11:13-15).

   As this second form of the beast of religion is somewhat re-formed to better deceive Christians, some might want to id
entify the first beast as Roman Catholic religion and the second beast as Protestant religion from the Reformation. In thi
s case some will identify the "two horns" of authority either as Luther and Calvin, or perhaps as Calvin and Arminius. It is
best, however, to avoid such attempts at precise historical and personal identification, and to simply recognize the deceit
ful attempts of religion to parody the reality of Jesus.

   Disguised as a lamb, this second beast of religion belies his disguise, for "he spoke as a dragon" (13:11). His voice is t
hat of the one who activates all religion, the devil. This is a "dragon in sheep's clothing." The authority of this second bea
st (13:12) is also derived from Satan (13:4) with the intent of causing men to worship Satan through religion.

   The second beast "performs great signs and deceives people by those signs" (13:13,14). It is indicative of religion to at
tempt to justify its power by manifestations of miraculous "signs and wonders." Moses explained to Israel that "if a proph
et or dreamer arises giving you a sign or wonder, saying, 'Let us go after other gods,' do not listen to the words of that pr
ophet, for the Lord your God is testing you." (Deut. 13:1-3). Throughout the earthly ministry of Jesus the religionists were
constantly asking Jesus to "show them a sign" (Matt. 16:1), and Jesus explained that they should seek Him "not becaus
e they saw signs" (John 4:48; 6:26). In like manner as this second beast, Paul refers to "the lawless one whose coming i
s in accord with the activity of Satan, with all power and signs and false wonders" (II Thess. 2:9). Religion employs the d
eception of the diabolic deceiver by deceiving men with alleged "supernatural signs" supposedly attributable to God, but 
really derived from the power of Satan. Many have been duped into believing in religion because having seen a superna
tural manifestation of the miraculous, they concluded it was God at work, when it was actually the devil. The beast of reli
gion "even makes fire come down out of heaven to the earth in the presence of men" (13:13). This is a parody of Pentec
ost. Religion will try to counterfeit every supernatural expression of Christianity with false Pentecostal "signs" and pseud
o-charismatic gifts.

   The idolatrous intent of religion is evidenced as the second beast tells people "to make an image to the beast" (13:14).
The Greek word for "image" is eikon from which we get the English word "icon." Religion specializes in making external 
and idolatrous "graven images." Unable to accept that "Christ is the image of God" (Col. 1:15; II Cor. 4:4), and that God 
desires that His divine character be visibly expressed in the behavior of man, religion instead seeks to construct an exter
nal visible expression. These may take the form of tangible likenesses of creatures or men as well as religious buildings,
or they may be intangible constructs of belief-systems and morality, or the ecclesiastical organizations of institutional reli
gion. Idols all the same! Religion proceeds to attempt "to give breath to the image of the beast" (13:15), to make it "come
alive," and invest it with spiritual life and activity, while also making it "speak" (13:15) with pompous pronouncements of 
piety. Those who "do not worship the image of the beast are killed" (13:15). Religion will tolerate no refusal to conform to
its tenets. The intolerance of religion is well documented in its destruction and death of nonconformists.

   This second beastly form of religion "causes all to be given a mark on their right hand, or on their forehead" (13:16). C
onformity of outward identification is important to religion. Religious adherents must be identified by what they do with th
eir "hands" in moral activity and by what they think with their "heads" in an epistemological belief-system. Religion "bran
ds" people so that the whole of society will be "stamped" by their religious adherence and it will "mark" everything they d
o. This includes the right to economic exchange, for "no one should be able to buy or to sell, except the one who has the
mark, of the name of the beast or the number of his name" (13:17). Religion creates an in-bred favoritism for conformists
who bear the "mark" of the "name" of the beast, perhaps by expressing the diabolic character of the one who energizes r
eligion, for "name" often represents character. The "number of his name" also represents the character of the devil in "se
lf-effort." Those who do not share the "mark" are stigmatized for economic ostracism and boycott. History adequately rec
ords these repressive economic actions of religion, and such can still be seen today in the exclusivistic economic practic
es of evangelicals with their "sign of the fish" on business cards and advertising.

   Christians constantly need the wisdom of Christ (I Cor. 1:24,30) to discern Satan's activity from Christ's activity, to disti
nguish between religion and genuine Christianity. "Here is wisdom," declares the risen Lord Jesus. "Let him who has un
derstanding calculate the number of the beast, for the number is that of man; and his number is six hundred and sixty-si
x" (13:18). Throughout the Revelation numbers have symbolic significance. Seven is the number of divine perfection, an
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d if the number seven were triplicated as seven hundred and seventy-seven it would represent the triune perfection of th
e Godhead. The number six falls short of that which is of God. Man certainly falls short of that which is of God and bring
s glory to God (Rom. 3:23). Six hundred and sixty-six is a number that comes short of perfection. It is a parody on the di
vine trinity of perfection represented by seven hundred and seventy-seven. It is a number that represents the beast of rel
igion, which though inspired and energized by the self-oriented, rebellious activity of Satan, is evidenced by man's self-ef
fort to appease and please God apart from Jesus Christ. Religion is man's best efforts to construct moral systems and th
eological formulations and institutional structures. It is the best that man can do as he tries to reach God, just as he did a
t Babel (Gen. 11:1-9).

   The "number of the beast" is explicitly identified as "the number of man" (13:18). Many translations and interpretations 
of this text supply an indefinite article which indicates that the number of the beast is "a man." The original Greek langua
ge of the Revelation has no indefinite article, and proper hermeneutic principles allow us to supply such in English transl
ation only if the context demands such for clarity of expression. Such is not the case in this instance. When the indefinite
article is supplied it gives the impression that the second beast is to be identified as a singular and particular individual 
man. This has led to much religious obsession with decoding the cryptographic number of "six hundred and sixty-six" in 
order to identify a particular person. Speculations have included Nero, Caligula, other Roman emperors, Mohammed, va
rious Roman Catholic popes, Martin Luther, John Calvin, Napoleon, Mussolini, Hitler, various United States presidents, l
eaders of Russia, etc. The numbers can arbitrarily and subjectively be twisted in order to apply to anyone! When such a 
procedure is employed the primary emphasis of the vision is missed. There is no need to identify this number as a partic
ular historical individual. When the indefinite article is not supplied, a consistent contextual meaning is evident as the "nu
mber of the beast" is explained to be the "number of man" or the "number of mankind" as he engages in religious endea
vors. Those who would demand a translation and interpretation that supplies the indefinite article identifying the number 
of the beast as "a man," must also allow the Jehovah's Witnesses to do the same in their translation of John 1:1, wherei
n they indicate that the Word was "a god." Few Christian religionists would want to allow such, but equity of translation te
chnique would demand such.

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 9:56
I want to later address this article (good Lord that was long! ðŸ˜Š), & where I believe he clearly overshoots the text, adds
in presumptive interpretations ("no prophecy is of any private interpretation"), lumps things in together the scriptures do 
not, & IMHO creates an almost gnostic (& just be honest, a common "cult-ish") hermeneutical tactic. I know false religion
is a sneaky vessel used of satan that appeals to the "religious itch every man has" (as ARt Katz once put it), & isn't the li
fe of Christ described in the scriptures of repentance, faith, being born again, & the in dwelling life of the Spirit of God th
at is indicative of a believer's walk/life & identity in Christ. But when someone goes this far ("do not go beyond what is wr
itten", "if anyone adds to the words of the book of this prophecy - *ie the book of ThenRevelation of Jesus Christ, my add
ed* - I will add to him the plagues described therein" - so it's an admonition straight from Jesus that one should take caut
ionary heed of in proceeding to "presume to be a teacher" concerning), and over-allegorized everything, doesn't use the 
interpret scripture with scripture with the Hermeneutical principle of the Law of First use (how are these things first used 
&/or consistently explained in scripture if symbolic?), & creates an environment in his writing where everyone but he and
a class of a few "just like him" separatists in his own group (theologically) who have his interpretive hermeneutic are "the
real Christians". I know there are a likely large, if not majority, of "false believers" ("Tares" as Jesus described them in Hi
s parable) especially in the western church. I get it. I was one before I truly got supernaturally Born Again at 23. Howeve
r, when you apply everything he is "interpreting" for his readers here as he is, I believe he is running the risk of violating t
he scriptures which say "do not go beyond what is written", "do not add or take away from the words of this book of prop
hecy" & "do not pull up the Tares before the the of the harvest lest you also uproot some wheat with it. At the end of the 
age the angel will come at the harvest time & thrust in the sickle" & Jesus will separate the sheep from the goats. I know 
clear apostate Christianity must be called out (& Paul tells us throughout the epistles how to identify them and the works 
of the flesh for which those who are marked by them as a consistent pattern of life throughout are not to even be eaten 
with for the sake of the church as in 1 Corinthians, the doctrines of Devils, etc.), but the going beyond that at times creat
es an almost "cultish" separatists even from the real (& sometimes weak, immature, struggling, Biblically ignorant, etc.) tr
ue believers. The monastic separatists ("heretic" is one with false doctrine interpretations who "draws away & divides dis
ciples after themselves") who create an allegorical interpretive hermeneutic where you need their interpretation (with not 
a lot of scriptural support to back their opinions & fanciful eisogesis) are something to be very careful of. This was the pri
mary characteristic of the Gnostics that even Paul (& Jude, & others) were addressing in the epistles right from the begin
ning. "Grievous wolves not sparing the flock" that Paul said he knew "as soon as I leave" they would "creep in unawares
". I'm not sniffing for heretics in some unhealthy "seeing heretics everywhere" kinda way either. I'm not saying this guy IS
A HERETIC, so please don't shape what I have and haven't said that way, but I'm saying some of his hermeneutic appro
ach, speculations, & statements caution me of that ilk. I will try to get around to addressing them one by one later (since 
the article is so incredibly long and there are so many examples in it of what I am talking about).
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Re: , on: 2016/8/23 11:10

Quote:
-------------------------by jeffmar1130 on 2016/8/23 9:56:37

I want to later address this article (good Lord that was long! ðŸ˜Š), & where I believe he clearly overshoots the text, adds in presumptive interpretation
s ("no prophecy is of any private interpretation"), lumps things in together the scriptures do not, & IMHO creates an almost gnostic (& just be honest, a 
common "cult-ish") hermeneutical tactic. I know false religion is a sneaky vessel used of satan that appeals to the "religious itch every man has" (as Art
Katz once put it), & isn't the life of Christ described in the scriptures of repentance, faith, being born again, & the in dwelling life of the Spirit of God that
is indicative of a believer's walk/life & identity in Christ. But when someone goes this far ("do not go beyond what is written", "if anyone adds to the wor
ds of the book of this prophecy - *ie the book of The Revelation of Jesus Christ, my added* - I will add to him the plagues described therein" - so it's an
admonition straight from Jesus that one should take cautionary heed of in proceeding to "presume to be a teacher" concerning), and over-allegorized e
verything, doesn't use the interpret scripture with scripture with the Hermeneutical principle of the Law of First use (how are these things first used &/or
consistently explained in scripture if symbolic?), & creates an environment in his writing where everyone but he and a class of a few "just like him" sep
aratists in his own group (theologically) who have his interpretive hermeneutic are "the real Christians". I know there are a likely large, if not majority, of
"false believers" ("Tares" as Jesus described them in His parable) especially in the western church. I get it. I was one before I truly got supernaturally B
orn Again at 23. However, when you apply everything he is "interpreting" for his readers here as he is, I believe he is running the risk of violating the sc
riptures which say "do not go beyond what is written", "do not add or take away from the words of this book of prophecy" & "do not pull up the Tares be
fore the the of the harvest lest you also uproot some wheat with it. At the end of the age the angel will come at the harvest time & thrust in the sickle" &
Jesus will separate the sheep from the goats. I know clear apostate Christianity must be called out (& Paul tells us throughout the epistles how to ident
ify them and the works of the flesh for which those who are marked by them as a consistent pattern of life throughout are not to even be eaten with for 
the sake of the church as in 1 Corinthians, the doctrines of Devils, etc.), but the going beyond that at times creates an almost "cultish" separatists even
from the real (& sometimes weak, immature, struggling, Biblically ignorant, etc.) true believers. The monastic separatists ("heretic" is one with false do
ctrine interpretations who "draws away & divides disciples after themselves") who create an allegorical interpretive hermeneutic where you need their i
nterpretation (with not a lot of scriptural support to back their opinions & fanciful eisogesis) are something to be very careful of. This was the primary ch
aracteristic of the Gnostics that even Paul (& Jude, & others) were addressing in the epistles right from the beginning. "Grievous wolves not sparing th
e flock" that Paul said he knew "as soon as I leave" they would "creep in unawares". I'm not sniffing for heretics in some unhealthy "seeing heretics ev
erywhere" kinda way either. I'm not saying this guy IS A HERETIC, so please don't shape what I have and haven't said that way, but I'm saying some 
of his hermeneutic approach, speculations, & statements caution me of that ilk. I will try to get around to addressing them one by one later (since the a
rticle is so incredibly long and there are so many examples in it of what I am talking about).
-------------------------

Jeff, 

I don't see any real effort on your part to hold a conversation. There is absolutely nothing in your post that is addressing 
a specific statement. Most of your replies don't warrant a reply. Have you not noticed in most of your posts where you di
sagree with something or someone, you will editorialize with a slew of slanderous statements which is simply a backdoor
way of sliming someone without addressing anything specific the person has said or written. I don't think it is only eviden
t to me and unfortunately no one has been kind enough to bring this to your attention. 

And then you always close your postulations with, "I'm not saying this guy IS A HERETIC", or something to that effect. 

Let's me list some of the words you use:
ilk
gnostic
cultish
separatists
plagues
add to or take away
go beyond what is written
heretic
draw away and divide
fanciful eisogesis

You friend, are simply a conversation killer and this is an example of why myself and maybe others find it difficult to exch
ange thoughts with you. 

You gave me absolutely nothing to respond to. You do realize that what you said could also be said by someone about y
our beliefs. 
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Re: , on: 2016/8/23 11:41
Julius,
   I told you upfront I would address all of the Dozens upon dozens of specific errors in the "article" (large excerpt from a 
book) you posted later but shared my thoughts (this is a forum. I am still free to do that, even I disagree with you Julius, 
am I not?). And the most funny/ironic thing is:

1.) you said my post didn't warrant a reply, but you wrote a whole reply on how my post didn't warrant a reply? ðŸ˜³

2.) You accuse me of things I didn't do/say as I just merely stated what's clear to me.

3.) when I do pose real, scriptural, step by step objections/problems with your views (like the timeline of Satan being bou
nd now not fitting the rest of the events of Revelation 17-22, like how the mark is affecting your buying and selling, like h
ow if these allegorical spiritual (non)timelines are the correct interpretation scripture can be true when it says "never befo
re was nor ever again will be, etc., etc. - I could give dozens of examples over the last several months) - you simply don't
provide a response/answer (because you know it's problematic & you don't have a good answer without conjecture or m
ore books from the "enlightened" teachers you consistently promote on here. And "coincidentally" they ALL have serious
explaining away doctrines concerning Israel & if unchecked, you bring the merry go back around to that (subtly, in due ti
me). It's a repeat scenario. 

So with all due respect friend, don't slander me by accusing me of slander, not answer a million obvious questions from 
scripture & just ignore the posts asking the tough (for your views) questions and then jump on the one post where I said 
I'd have to get back to all the errors in it (cause it was a LONG post and there are MANY IMHO). If you don't ever want t
o answer the simple straightforward questions from scripture & common sense rational real world application I ask EVE
R, & then attempt to jump on me because I use accurate words that describe what these type "special revelations" type "
teachers" always have (not from scripture, but their own "enlightened" conjecture) then everyone here can also see that 
as well friend.

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 11:44
No Holy Spirit for Jim Fowler....er Julius.

This is Julius

Information About Jim Fowler

Jim Fowler has been a pastor at the Neighborhood Church in Fallbrook, California for the last twenty-three years. His wif
e, Gracie, and their five children, Philip, Charis, Kirsten, Sarah and Sandi have been very supportive in Jim's teaching, p
reaching and writing ministries.

Jim's educational background includes Manhattan Christian College, Friends University, New College-University of Edin
burgh, Bethel Theological Seminary, Palomar College, and Jubilee Theological Institute.

In recent years Jim has spent much of his time writing, as can be viewed within the resources of this site. He is currently 
researching and writing several other articles and books.

Jim has travelled extensively in his teaching ministry throughout the United States and in other countries such as India, I
ndonesia, Japan, New Zealand, England, Canada, Germany, Kenya, and the Philippines. He remains available for teach
ing ministry. Feel free to contact him at jimfowler@christinyou.net

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 11:58
And I can back my beliefs by scripture & responsible hermeneutics. The allegorical/theoretical/conjectured beliefs you te
nd to espouse on here can't be "proven" by anyone. They are generally mere conjecture. That's what most of Fowler's "i
nterpretations" were. I could & can prove these things from scripture, but it takes a lot of time because you aren't "search
ing the scriptures" & sharing what you find and can prove from the scriptures. You are often cut and pasting small books 
worth of "the enlightened" teachers who have "private interpretations" and it takes a college class semester worth of time
to unpack & explain all the errors from scripture. Not trying to be hard either friend, just honest. You bring some of the str
anger teachings to the forum & that's what concerns me. Not for me or even for you (you won't choose by experience to 
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admit/see things even in plain text refutes it. When it's obvious, you act like you don't even see it, move on, refuse to rep
ly from scripture, and resurface with something similar later). This isn't even about you or me being right. I think it's abou
t a clear "agenda" to "presume to teach" here on the forum with every kind of strange teacher & "enlightened doctrine" (t
hat is what I mean by borderline gnostic & a practice of the cult-ish, & I think people generally understand that). Everyon
e who won't take scripture at face value and needs a "special revelation" from their teaching is a promotable friend of yo
urs. And, by mere coincidence or because they are enlightened, you will say, they all just so happen to explain away Isr
ael & clear, plain texts. That is a WELL-DOCUMENTABLE pattern. And I think it is an issue. One of "spiritual arrogance"
which Paul addresses in the mystery of Israel & the Gentile church in Romans 11. But I know you will disagree, & I'm ok 
with that. It's the masses of people on here for which I happen to know you have an agenda to reach wig this message "
when the time is right" that I see as a problem. So, I keep bringing scripture and you keep not answering. Until I post 1 ti
me and say I will address ALL THE MANY ERRORS from scripture later & you respond IMMEDIATELY & jump all over 
my post and me. That's fine. I have no ill in my heart towards you friend, God as my witness. But I think you have an age
nda on here & you often propagate strange, unorthodox, and dare I say borderline gnostic teachings/teachers. I will not 
hold back that truth. I believe it. I have your pattern track record. I have other proof of this you don't even know I have, & 
I have what I believe is clear confirmation from the Lord. So my concern is not win an argument or malign you, but for th
e sheep of the fold for which it is your purpose that you should convince.

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 12:03
Jeff

I understood this  way back also as well as a few others on this forum.
And yet he is allowed to continue to propagate his  serious anti-christ heresies here almost unabated.  Baffling to say the
least.

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 12:22

Quote:
-------------------------by jeffmar1130 on 2016/8/23 11:41:38

1.) you said my post didn't warrant a reply, but you wrote a whole reply on how my post didn't warrant a reply? ðŸ˜³
-------------------------

My post was for the express purposes of showing you something you are obviously unaware of or refuse to consider.

Quote:
-------------------------2.) You accuse me of things I didn't do/say as I just merely stated what's clear to me.
-------------------------

No accusation or slander, that comes from you and your friends and that is also contained in many of your posts. I have 
given you only the truth which is in many of your posts to me. I have sat by and read them and watched how you slime w
hat others say or use "guilt by association", lumping them in with other names of people not even being addressed in the
thread. You editorialize with random, besmirching thoughts, "flapping your wings" and "wringing your hands", never addr
essing specific things. I have neither the time nor energy to show you all of your own posts. If you were interested you w
ould amend how you post (and how you think). But, it is clear from this reply to me that you are not interested.  

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 12:46
You mean like how you say,

"You and your friends..."
 
Is that the type guilt by association, flapping your wings and sliming you mean?

Interesting how you addressed those two things I said, but not the third/other one which is why you never answer the pla
in, clear, pure scriptural objections?
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Like how satan can be bound when that doesn't fit the obvious timeline of Rev 17-22, like how the mark is affecting YOU
R life in buying and selling?, like how it's all going on through tiny pockets throughout 2,000 years can be the actual "fulfi
llment" of these verses when the scriptures can't be reconciled with that & it plainly says "SUCH AS NEVER WAS, NOR 
EVER AGAIN SHALL BE.." (Which if it was for the last 2,000 years, that would make NO SENSE, because we know it w
on't exist after the Day of the Lord), etc.? Plain simple pure scripture questions, but you ignore and NEVER address the
m. Kinda reminds me of how you called all the Pre-Mil believers to be of a  "false gospel, false Christ, false salvation..." 
But NEVER owned that either. And this guy is similarly marking out a cult-ish extra biblical interpretation of who is "really
in" & who is just "religious and deceived" (seemingly everyone who disagrees with him/you). This is my concern. Secret, 
enlightened, extra biblical knowledge proponents. Those were ALWAYS historically called Gnostics, Heretics, etc. Make 
me out to be a slanderer for saying that if you want. If that's true, I'm in good company with Paul, Jude & the apostles in t
he epistles and early church.

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 12:52
To make things clearer to you...

Quote:
-------------------------Julius,
I told you upfront I would address all of the Dozens upon dozens of specific errors in the "article" (large excerpt from a book) you posted later but share
d my thoughts (this is a forum.
-------------------------

Yes. You lob your "hand grenade" first then say you will come back and address specifics. 

Best that we avoid each other, don't you think? I don't want to argue. Just looking to exchange ideas with others, but you
r remarks have a mean streak in them. Peace to you, I just think we are incompatible in the forum universe.

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 13:11
From your posts:

"To make things clearer to you" (clear intellectual condescension)

"You lob your hand grenades" (mischaracterization with subtle slander)

"You and your friends.." (Lumping me in with people I am not even joining arms with & making me guilty by association li
ke you accuse me of)

"you slander..." (Accusation)

"Your problem is..." (Proud accusation)

"You have a mean streak..." (Accusation)

So you don't answer any of my plain questions from scripture, make accusations & statements like above, & then tell me
"I have a mean streak"? Really?

All me, huh?

Maybe you want to avoid me because I actually object to your postings and teachings and you don't/can't answer the obj
ections from scripture? My problem again isn't with you Julius. It's with the teachers, teaching & strange doctrines you te
nd to post on this public forum. As long as I am on this public forum & you post public unorthodox (or at the very least qu
estionable) teachings, I am going to ask you public questions on how to defend those stances from scripture & how you 
reconcile it with the context & other relevant passages in the Word on the subject. If you choose not to answer those que
stions and attack me personally (ironically, what you're accusing me of? ðŸ˜³), that's your prerogative & choice. But at le
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ast everyone can see you don't/can't answer the scriptural doctrinal challenges and resort to ignoring my questions or att
acking me, & that shows there may be a problem with the fruit if the tree is that way & you can't answer simple, contextu
al, historical Biblical challenges to your position. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 13:28

Quote:
-------------------------by docs on 2016/8/22 16:39:19

Where are any quotes or links showing Jim Fowler believes in a spiritual non bodily resurrection of Christ? It was openly stated he believes that yet wh
at I have read seems just the opposite. If you label someone a heretic at least a bit of proof might be offered it seems.
-------------------------

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 13:31
Jim Fowler is Julius and is a grade a heretic based on his writings. 
What is he purpose here?

He denies most orthodox Christian truths and invents his own
interpretations, rejecting the triÂ·une God, the person and work of the Holy Spirit, and promotes a jesus who is a spirit o
nly. And a whole lot more.

So whey give him space in this place?

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 13:37
And I also find it ironic that you would post

"You just have a mean streak.." & you won't answer me anymore (when you already don't answer the direct, soft, gentle,
purely scriptural questions or to explain what you said in light of specific passages of scripture or context, & so "you just 
won't be able to post me anymore", especially when you're Fowler post goes on about how "religionists play the victim a
nd the marytyr" & whatnot? All Strangely ironic to me friend, honestly. 

Re:  - posted by dohzman (), on: 2016/8/23 14:13
Have to look it over later tonight

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 14:25
Thanks, dohzman,

And docs, just a friendly reminder to let me know what scriptures you are using for the 4th Beast. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 14:46
Julius,
   Would you receive it better & respond if I said:

"Thanks Julius. And just a friendly reminder to please answer my questions on Revelation 17-22, tell me how the mark o
f the beast is affecting you & your ability to buy and sell personally, & let me
Know what scriptures you use to reconcile "never has or ever again will be" as past, present & future events throughout t
he last 2,000 years?

Just trying to figure out how not to be wrongly perceived as "mean" by you & actually have an exchange with you based 
on the scriptures? So I just used your exact words to others so it can't possibly be considered mean. Honestly.
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Re: Rev Enue - on Fowler not believing in a physical resurrection - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/23 16:22
Can you provide at least ONE quote from Fowler that proves he believes these things? Your accusations at this point re
main entirely unsubstantiated.

Where are the examples of Julius saying there is no Holy Spirit or denying the role and work of the Holy Spirit today?

Re: NDY - on Fowler and Julius - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/23 16:36
Your previous post on what the authors meant regarding the resurrection that Julius quoted was so far removed from wh
at they meant that one wonders how you can come to your conclusions if you read carefully their comments. Getting thin
gs wrong here and there happens to everyone but what you presented is a inattentive and purposefully manipulated stre
tch by any standard.

Your comments about Fowler and Julius denying most orthodox Christian truth and rejecting the triune God and denying
the work of the Holy Spirit is unproven by any quotes or examples at all. Basically you have unloaded a truck full of purp
osefully crafted falsehoods. How does it do your view good to purposefully misrepresent someone as a heretic who belie
ves in replacement theology? I don't believe in it but it gives me no right to post known falsehoods against those who do.
Why should people who continue to do so continue to be allowed space on the forum? If you can ask that of others why 
should it not apply to you also? It's preferrable to discuss things with people instead of manufacturing falsehoods and po
sting false accusations of heresy. 

Re: Hummm, Well???? - posted by dohzman (), on: 2016/8/23 17:48
Oxford defines religion :the belief in and worship of a superhuman controlling power(Noun)Websters explains what religi
on is named:  There are many religions, such as Buddhism, Christianity, Hinduism, Islam, and Judaism.

In most of this commentary religion is used with a very broad all encompassing stroke of the brush. It is no mystery that t
he religions are unifying , but there will come a time when The Lord , who knows His own children, the ones whose nam
es are written on/in His hand are separated to be sure. The author seems to bounce in and out of spiritual imagery and a
llegory, types and symbols to make a point found in the 14th and 15th paragraph. Reminds me of Mathew Henry in its pr
ose to be honest. The last paragraph seems to indicate complete separation from everything including true and false reli
gion, orthodoxy the world of men good and evil, a step of a separatist. If the thought was to be followed out to its logical 
conclusion, we are left with a book of nothing more than fairy tales Jn 1:1 Beginning Word Face (to) Face God...My God 
My God why has thou forsaken me(looked away from me) LITERAL!the only time eternity past ....eternity future Jesus di
d not literally see the Father, Now why do I say that? There is a time coming when the saints of God will start to see and 
understand the Literal Word of God and become accountable in obedience. Revelation and the mark may have had type
s and shadows down through history but as for a "literal" event, it has yet to happened. 

So while I can appreciate the authors attempts and scholarship I still see the Mark as an absolute Event. 

Re:  - posted by TMK (), on: 2016/8/23 20:03
If the mark is a literal and a yet future mark that every person on the planet must have to transact any business, just how
universal will it be?  What about preppers who dont care about transacting business?

Should we proudly refuse the mark and accept martyrdom or go underground and hide and try to beat the system to sur
vive? 

The whole idea is just so hard for me to believe from a literal standpoint. 

I remember an old 70s end times movie called "A distant thunder" and in that movie there was one line for the mark and 
another line for the guillotine.  Take your pick.  

By the way- the opening passage of Ch 14 says "Then I looked, and behold, on Mount Zion stood the Lamb, and with hi
m 144,000 who had his name and his Father's name written on their foreheads."  

So if these are a literal 144,000 male virgins (which I doubt) do they have a literal "YHWH" stamped across their forehea
ds?  If not, why not?
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Re:  - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/23 20:23
Notdarkyet: You already categorized yourself, on this very thread, as comic-relief on the forum, and were applauded by 
a select audience. Are we to take anything you say hereafter as anything other than a clownâ€™s routine, or the ramblin
gs of a madman? (See below.)
 
But you even seem to enjoy caricaturing yourself, as per another thread:
 
â€œBear/Blaine
Haven't you red my version of the Bible, the RTNV? (Replacement Theological Nonsense Version) jesus already returne
d in 70 AD and we were all raptured by then. Even those of us who were not born yet. So your question is redundant. Ri
ght now we are in the invisible kingdom age with jesus reigning invisibly on his invisible throne from the invisible Jerusal
em having been invisibly raptured ..... er strike that part about Jerusalem please.â€•

Now, let me feed you back some more of your own words, with a final evaluation unquestionably more valid than anythin
g I could come up with:

â€œLighten up Greg, was just kidding. Or is humor not allowed here? (as you can see,my whole post was rather ludicro
us. And the worse part is some people will actually believe it)â€• Your words.

But:

â€œLike a maniac shooting	flaming arrows of death is one who deceives their neighbor and says, â€˜I was only joking!â
€™â€• The Holy Bible (Prov. 26:18-19).

As you can see, the Word foresaw your type over 2700 years ago, but is as timely as ever. 

(And for those who celebrate your folly, there is a choice Woe! for them in Isaiah 5:20.) That is all.   

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 20:23
Again, I think the mark is "literal", but not 100% convinced it's "physical". But the "no man can buy or sell save the mark" 
is the part that seems to leave no room for anything vastly different than what it says, & no reason to believe from scriptu
re it means something other than what it says. I'm not even 100% certain the AC's dominion will be "worldwide" (as in, I'
m not sure people on an island in the pacific will be bound by it), but it will be Jerusalem, then Israel, then Middle East - 
centric) st, & then 10/40 window, then out from there. I don't think his dominion MUST be ABSOLUTE in terms of "Globa
lly". Overall yes, specifically necessarily from scripture? No, not necessarily. 

Re:  - posted by dohzman (), on: 2016/8/23 20:29
We know that the beast /ruler and false prophet go to war against what many believe is china it is doubtful that the entire
world will be under his control, likely just the area of the Old Roman Empire. He makes war against Israel too I believe, I 
don't see them taking the mark of the beast either. But that's cool if you don't or can't take the bible as literal it's really be
tween you and God as long as you are born of His Spirit, to each according to their faith or level of faith. 

quote:Should we proudly refuse the mark and accept martyrdom or go underground and hide and try to beat the system 
to survive? 

Have you read what God is going to do in judgement to those who take the mark?

quote:Then I looked, and behold, on Mount Zion stood the Lamb, and with him 144,000 who had his name and his Fathe
r's name written on their foreheads." 

but the hundred and forty and four thousand, which were redeemed from the earth. Not sure what you mean

There is a precious little book, used to be in print by whitaker not sure if you can find it but it would be profitable to get it 
was titled "Visions Beyond the Veil" by H.A. Baker, I think that would help ya 
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Re: , on: 2016/8/23 20:54
docs

Can you point out one time Julius/Jim Fowler points out the PERSON of the Holy Spirit as described by the scriptures, th
e second person of the Trinity?

Does Julius/Jim Fowler ever distinguish the work of Holy Spirit  at all from that of his jesus?

Can you point out one time when Julius/Jim Fowler points out the Father
as the Father and not Jesus in different form? 

Can you point out once when Juluis/ Jim Fowler describes Jesus  being currently
in the flesh with body and bone inhabiting a physical and literal place?

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 20:57
NDY said:

"JIm Fowler is Julius and is a grade a heretic based on his writings. 
What is he purpose here?

He denies most orthodox Christian truths and invents his own
interpretations, rejecting the triÂ·une God, the person and work of the Holy Spirit, and promotes a jesus who is a spirit o
nly. And a whole lot more.

So whey give him space in this place?"

good question.

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 20:59

Quote:
-------------------------by Rev__Enue on 2016/8/23 20:54:17

docs

Can you point out one time Julius/Jim Fowler points out the PERSON of the Holy Spirit as described by the scriptures, the second person of the Trinity
?

Does Julius/Jim Fowler ever distinguish the work of Holy Spirit at all from that of his jesus?

Can you point out one time when Julius/Jim Fowler points out the Father
as the Father and not Jesus in different form? 

Can you point out once when Juluis/ Jim Fowler describes Jesus being currently
in the flesh with body and bone inhabiting a physical and literal place?
-------------------------

Answering a question with a question. Basically, they have been caught in the trap they thought they laid for others.

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 21:06
Julius why do you not use your real name Jim Fowler in this forum?

Do you deny that is your name because that would be lying and all  liars
will have their place  in the literal lake of fire.

And Jim tell us without using weasel words:

1) Can you point out one time you point out the PERSON of the Holy Spirit as described by the scriptures, the second p
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erson of the Trinity?

Do you Julius/Jim Fowler ever distinguish the work of Holy Spirit at all from that of your  jesus?
/
Can you point out one time when you Julius/Jim Fowler points out the Father
as the Father and not Jesus in different form and NOT THE HOLY SPIRIT either ?

Can you point out once when you  describe Jesus being currently
in the flesh with body and bone inhabiting a physical and literal place?

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 21:11

Quote:
-------------------------by Rev__Enue on 2016/8/23 20:57:44

NDY said:

So whey give him space in this place?"
-------------------------

Oh contraire. The question is why have you and NDY been allowed to spread false things about people without evidenc
e and with impunity? This is what we all want to know. 

Watchnpray has your number, Enue and NDY. 

by watchnpray on 2016/8/23 20:23:35

Notdarkyet: You already categorized yourself, on this very thread, as comic-relief on the forum, and were applauded by 
a select audience. Are we to take anything you say hereafter as anything other than a clownâ€™s routine, or the ramblin
gs of a madman? (See below.)

But you even seem to enjoy caricaturing yourself, as per another thread:

â€œBear/Blaine
Haven't you red my version of the Bible, the RTNV? (Replacement Theological Nonsense Version) jesus already returne
d in 70 AD and we were all raptured by then. Even those of us who were not born yet. So your question is redundant. Ri
ght now we are in the invisible kingdom age with jesus reigning invisibly on his invisible throne from the invisible Jerusal
em having been invisibly raptured ..... er strike that part about Jerusalem please.â€•

Now, let me feed you back some more of your own words, with a final evaluation unquestionably more valid than anythin
g I could come up with:

â€œLighten up Greg, was just kidding. Or is humor not allowed here? (as you can see,my whole post was rather ludicro
us. And the worse part is some people will actually believe it)â€• Your words.

But:

â€œLike a maniac shooting	flaming arrows of death is one who deceives their neighbor and says, â€˜I was only joking!â
€™â€• The Holy Bible (Prov. 26:18-19).

As you can see, the Word foresaw your type over 2700 years ago, but is as timely as ever. 

(And for those who celebrate your folly, there is a choice Woe! for them in Isaiah 5:20.) That is all.
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Re: , on: 2016/8/23 21:13
If you think I am James Fowler, I consider that a compliment, Revenue. Are you NDY? That's not a compliment.

Anyway, enough jibber jabber with you. 

You and NDY never add anything positive or edifying to any conversation.

Re:  - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/23 21:14
This is a extraordinarily weak case you are making Rev Enue which really amounts to no case at all. Your questions you
just voiced to get at Fowler and Julius are thinner than water as far as your motives are for asking them. Its based on su
ggestive innuendo with no real basis of fact or reality. How bout stop using the forum to voice your personal animosity a
gainst one particular poster. Making purposefully untruthful accusations of heresy does no one any good and is unethica
l. The Holy Spirit is the Spirit of Truth so if you present falsehoods against someone aren't you denying the Holy Spirit w
ho is the Spirit of Truth?

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 21:19
Jeff stated to Julius aka Jim Fowler:

And I can back my beliefs by scripture & responsible hermeneutics. 

The allegorical/theoretical/conjectured beliefs you tend to espouse on here can't be "proven" by anyone. They are gener
ally mere conjecture. That's what most of Fowler's "interpretations" were. 

I could & can prove these things from scripture, but it takes a lot of time because you aren't "searching the scriptures" & 
sharing what you find and can prove from the 
scriptures. 

You are often cut and pasting small books worth of "the enlightened" teachers who have "private interpretations" and it t
akes a college class semester worth of time to unpack & explain all the errors from scripture. Not trying to be hard either 
friend, just honest. 

******You bring some of the stranger teachings to the forum & that's what concerns me. Not for me or even for you (you 
won't choose by experience to admit/see things even in plain text refutes it. When it's obvious, you act like you don't eve
n see it, move on, refuse to reply from scripture, and resurface with something similar later). This isn't even about you or 
me being right. I think it's about a clear "agenda" to "presume to teach" here on the forum with every kind of strange teac
her & "enlightened doctrine" (that is what I mean by borderline gnostic & a practice of the cult-ish,*******

 & I think people generally understand that). Everyone who won't take scripture at face value and needs a "special revel
ation" from their teaching is a promotable friend of yours. 

And, by mere coincidence or because they are enlightened, you will say, they all just so happen to explain away Israel &
clear, plain texts. That is a WELL-DOCUMENTABLE pattern. And I think it is an issue. One of "spiritual arrogance" whic
h Paul addresses in the mystery of Israel & the Gentile church in Romans 11. 

But I know you will disagree, & I'm ok with that. It's the masses of people on here for which I happen to know you have a
n agenda to reach wig this message "when the time is right" that I see as a problem. 

So, I keep bringing scripture and you keep not answering. Until I post 1 time and say I will address ALL THE MANY ERR
ORS from scripture later & you respond IMMEDIATELY & jump all over my post and me. That's fine. I

******** But I think you have an agenda on here & you often propagate strange, unorthodox, and dare I say borderline gn
ostic teachings/teachers.**********

 I will not hold back that truth. I believe it. I have your pattern track record. I have other proof of this you don't even know 
I have, & I have what I believe is clear confirmation from the Lord. So my concern is not win an argument or malign you, 
but for the sheep of the fold for which it is your purpose that you should convince."
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Good stuff Jeff and absolutley true. Jim has an agenda and it is not pretty.

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 21:26
Yawn...

I knew you guys (jeff, NDY) were friends. 

Re: Mark of the beast - posted by RogerB (), on: 2016/8/23 21:27
Guys.. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 21:33
Docs 

If you have the Holy Spirit in you (And perhaps you do) as quite a few of the brethren here do, good and sound men and
women of faith and character they do bear witness to what we have stated about this person. You would not require us t
o tell you what this person is up to.
Maybe you  should pray to the Lord yourself rather than believe us . You obviously don't. No matter, its true and his wick
ed schemes will continue to be exposed.  

This man is a heretic and is damaging influence. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 21:34
It's only 6:33 PM where you are Jim. Stay awake a little longer, you need your rest.

Re: MODERATORS!!!, on: 2016/8/23 21:40
Dear brother Greg and other moderators, please do not merely lock this thread. Its time to clear this forum of the trouble 
makers if you want it to retain any shred of credibility. Message me for a list of names, but honestly just read this abomin
ation of a thread and it is clear who they are. I am grieved by the way you allow these guys to carry on, I can only imagin
e how the Lord feels! Seriously!

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 21:41
No its no compliment Jim. Why do you not use your real name instead of using Julius?  What are you hiding Jim?  (other
than false doctrine)

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 21:43
Look,
  I don't agree with much of what is said (or how it is said/handled) on both sides of the aisle on this - I want to be upfront
& forthright about that. And I want to avoid speculation, sarcasm, arrogance, division (divisiveness for the sake of it), strif
e, name calling, victim/martyr-role playing, accusation, slander, etc. I get accused of these things, but I go back and re-r
ead my posts & don't see it. I may disagree strongly with someone's teachings and not hold back on that, especially if I d
iscern an error & an alarm bell for the young lambs reading, but I am not attempting to do the things I have been accuse
d by Julius of doing (accusations, slander, etc.) all the while often these things being done to me in the very process. I a
m not "teaming up with my friends" either. I agree with Docs & will say right upfront that I think some of those who agree 
with me theologically actually hurt the conversation, & do harm to the fair reading & weighing of the scriptures on the ma
tter. I have serious concerns about long patterns of certain teachers being promoted on here. I do not hide that. Some of
them approach the scriptures a lot like the Gnostics of old. I don't have a problem saying that. But I am not siding with "
mean-streak"s & don't appreciate the accusation. I said what I said in the post just quoted from me & I stand behind it. B
ut it wasn't said in a mean spirit. I don't think a Shephard is "mean" when he grabs the staff when he thinks he might her
e a wolf or even a coyote or even possibly a fox a ways off. If he's wrong, he'll be glad he was when it comes close enou
gh INTO THE LIGHT & shows it easel to be a harmless animal. But if it's a predator, he'll be ready. Why? Because he's "
mean"? No. Because he loves and cares for the sheep, especially the smallest and most vulnerable among the flock. An
yways, I'm out. This is gone way off in to never never land because some people refuse to stick with the scriptures & div
e off into making accusations (while calling others accusers) & playing the victim, & looking to their favorite teachers inst
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ead of explaining the scriptures. And one last thing: if when presenting a new teacher/doctrine/teaching & then confronte
d with some questions from the scriptures on how to reconcile the two someone simply said: "I don't know?" It would co
mmand respect for the humility and honesty of just admitting it. When it gets intentionally repeatedly avoided, it makes th
e case for a weak defense/case HUGE. Otherwise, why the hiding & avoidance (until an pouty unity comes along that lo
oks "easy" to jump on and mischaracterize. Crazy

Re: Jeff, on: 2016/8/23 21:51
The problem brother Jeff and I really do see that you have a good heart, is that you are unwilling to receive correction. M
aybe it was because it was coming from Julius but if brother Greg had brought these things to your attention you probabl
y would have received them. Maybe in private. I don't know. Getting told to sit down in a public setting is a very humbling
thing. I have had it done to me and it makes my blood boil a little.  Just shows me how full of pride I am. I think Julius co
uld be right about some of the things he said about you. But you are completely unwilling to accept any of it. You even s
aid that you have gone over all the things you have written and you "can't see it". Of course you can't, which is why it is s
o wonderful to have brothers who love us and are willing to stick their necks out to help us see what we cannot see abou
t ourselves because of our blind spots. On the other hand I appreciate your desire to stand up for what is right and to dig
your heels in and fight for the truth. But its the way you do it that is hard to handle sometimes. I appreciate you brother a
nd I am sure in face to face conversation we would get along like a house on fire:-)  Much love to you Jeff!

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 21:52
Julius,
  "I knew you guys (Jeff & NDY) were friends"

Look, you have not been treated nicely by a couple on here, but to lump me in because I disagree with you (& half or mo
re of the the teachers/teachings you push on SI) and just ask you to own/admit things & answer simple questions about 
specific passages is disingenuous & dishonest. I don't know NDY & Rev any more than you do. You are playing the victi
m/martyr again & trying to throw me under the bus in the process. I'm a grown man who loves Christ. I will admit when I 
am wrong & I will tell you the truth straight up. Your games & avoidances & resurfacing of strange doctrines on here is c
oncerning to me. I said it. Because I mean it. Not hiding or playing coy, or playing the victim, or concealing my real intent
for being on the forum, or giving you a false name, or anything else. I'm being straight up with you friend. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 21:57
Thanks Mark,
   I would receive it (or try to). I know I can be direct. And face to face people are not offended at me. But I don't believe J
ulius' intent is to help or love me. Sorry, I don't. I have a host of reasons for that. I am not perfect, yes I know that & admi
t it. When someone won't answer a simple question asked about scriptures, avoids it, comes back around and resurface
s it through other avenues & then accuses me of slander & a whole list of unfounded accusations - yes, it bothers me. I 
accept your admonition friend. 
   God Bless,
                 Jeff

Re: love one another, on: 2016/8/23 22:04
With all this fighting here I admonish all involved to check your hearts and ask yourself if you really love your brother?  D
o you? Really?  If not then you are not born of God and no matter how much you are upset over your differences with an
other person, your real problem is that you do not carry the nature of Christ within you. If you do not love your brother th
en I pray you will repent of your sin and turn to God for mercy.

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 22:05

Quote:
-------------------------by jeffmar1130 on 2016/8/23 21:52:52

Julius,
"I knew you guys (Jeff & NDY) were friends"

Look, you have not been treated nicely by a couple on here, but to lump me in because I disagree with you (& half or more of the the teachers/teachin
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gs you push on SI) and just ask you to own/admit things & answer simple questions about specific passages is disingenuous & dishonest. I don't know
NDY & Rev any more than you do. 
-------------------------

Jeff,

I sincerely apologize for lumping you in with NDY and Enue. I should not have taken their word for it as their word is high
ly suspect and it is a terrible thing to be associated with them. Please accept my apologies. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 22:06
Apology (truly from the heart) accepted, & you are forgiven.

Thank you,
             Jeff

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 22:09

Quote:
-------------------------by jeffmar1130 on 2016/8/23 21:57:22

Thanks Mark,
I would receive it (or try to). I know I can be direct. And face to face people are not offended at me. But I don't believe Julius' intent is to help or love m
e.
-------------------------

Jeff, 

I have absolutely nothing against you (or Enue and NDY for that matter). I just think we might need a vacation from one 
another in the forum world for a time. I am sure you are a sweet brother in person but probably live too far away from me
. By the way, Jim Fowler lives in California, I believe. I live in Texas. :-)

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 22:11

Quote:
-------------------------by jeffmar1130 on 2016/8/23 22:06:53

Apology (truly from the heart) accepted, & you are forgiven.

Thank you,
Jeff
-------------------------

That's wonderful. Thanks! I just posted we might need a vacation, but I am willing to keep trying to work through different
topics with you in brotherly love. I truly don't care about debate, but love the exchange of ideas, thoughts and revelation t
hat the Lord has given us. I appreciate your heart and wish you a blessed night. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/23 22:31
Jeff 

I admit I am not nice to those that satan uses to harm the body of Christ. Must  pray first, type later if so led.  Respondin
g to the damaging false doctrines that false brethren  bring forth designed to harm the body of Christ must be responded
to by praying first.  I do not always do that.  For that I apologize to you and the Christians who have read my posts when 
written in anger,

I do not apologize for stating that what this individual writes and posts here is serious, damaging and destructive heresy 
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however., unabated and unchallenged unfortunately for the greater part. 

Philippians 4: 6 states:  Do not be anxious about anything, but in everything by prayer and supplication with thanksgiving
let your requests be made known to God. 

My wife told me that this place is not a church and she is certainly correct.
Some people trying to coerce their so called spiritual superiority one over another, keyboard religionists as our good bud
dy N calls them . Actually that is just like most churches when you think of it except for the keyboards. 

Re:  - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/24 0:22
Romans 1:28-32
â€œFurthermore, just as they did not think it worthwhile to retain the knowledge of God, so God gave them over to a de
praved mind, so that they do what ought not to be done. They have become filled with every kind of wickedness, evil, gr
eed and depravity. They are full of envy, murder, STRIFE, DECEIT and MALICE. They are GOSSIPS, SLANDERERS, 
God-haters, INSOLENT, ARROGANT and boastful; they invent ways of doing evil; they disobey their parents; they have 
no understanding, no fidelity, no love, no mercy. Although they know Godâ€™s righteous decree that those who do suc
h things deserve death, they not only continue to do these very things but ALSO APPROVE OF THOSE WHO PRACTIC
E THEM.â€• (Emphasis added.)

â€œRev_Enueâ€•: have you PROVEN from the word of Scripture - its applicable sections rightly divided - that the DOC
TRINES Julius espouses are FALSE, that his DESIGN is to â€œharm the body of Christâ€•, and that Julius himself is a 
FALSE BROTHER? You furthermore declare: â€œI do not apologize for stating that what this individual writes and posts
here is serious, damaging and destructive heresyâ€•. Oh? Launching a charge against someone is easy. Can you back 
up that indictment from a reasoned consideration of the pertinent Biblical doctrines which, ACCORDING TO YOU, are c
ompromised by the supposed heresy?

IF and until you do, and given your admitted belligerence, you are guilty of a few of the above undesirable traits (take yo
ur pick) and in the worthy company of your â€œgood buddy Nâ€•, who has already proven himself to be wilfully deceitful
, etc. So far, Carmine, your personal accusations of Julius do not rise above the level of SLANDER, and in arbitrarily equ
ating him with someone else, arenâ€™t both you and â€œNâ€• being maliciously deceitful as well? So who, then, is â€
œSatan (really) us(ing) to harm the body of Christâ€•? 

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 2:42
I have never before witnessed such a disgusting attack on a brother in Christ as this, and respect to Julius for his behavi
our throughout it. Even if he were a heretic, which he is not, the behaviour of Rev and NDY in particular has been loaths
ome and disturbing.

Let's hope that some justice will be performed on this forum.

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 9:19
Rev said:

"I do not apologize for stating that what this individual writes and posts here is serious, damaging and destructive heresy
however., unabated and unchallenged unfortunately for the greater part."

True word. As you said to forrests, expect opposition.
Especially  from the religion types  void of the Holy Spirit.

Re:  - posted by dolfan (), on: 2016/8/24 11:35
We're not any closer to identifying what the mark is or isn't.

The mark is one required by the Rev. 13 "another  beast" pertaining to the "first beast".  It is certainly applicable in the te
xt to one person.  Rev. 13:16, 17 refers to the mark being "the mark, or the name of the beast or the number of his name
."  The Greek "autos" is used for "of his" in v. 17, and it refers to a specific person (or, where the pronoun for more than 
one specific person is present, then to the specific group of people mentioned in the pronoun) but not to humanity gener
ally.  
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It is not the mark of a system, it is not the mark of a belief, it is not the mark of a race or generation.  It is the mark of a p
erson.  More specifically, the number 666 is the number of a name of a specific person.  There is zero scriptural warrant 
to conclude that 666 is a mark of humanity's imperfection in contrast to the perfection of the triune God whose number is
7 or 777.  Of all the theories about the mark of the beast, that one is pure invention and finds no support in the text.  

Now, whether that person was Nero or not is a question worth asking.  At least it has one person in mind and is not so in
consistent with Revelation 13:17 that it is categorically to be rejected on that point alone.  As a futurist on this issue, and 
basing that belief on many other passages, I would say it isn't Nero.  But, if futurism utterly fails and preterism stands, N
ero is at the very least a serious candidate if not the only one left standing. 

But, any view of "the mark of the beast" that identifies it with a belief system or a group of people without first identifying i
t directly to a specific (even if unknown) person bears the burden of proving that Rev. 13:17 means something different t
han what it says on its face in Greek.

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 11:51
Satan is a specific person. Why can't Rev. 13:16 be Satan? 

He is behind everything that is opposed to God. Why are we making it one human being? All human beings that are not i
n Christ, are being ruled by Satan.

The "mark" of Satan, is the mark of godlessness and everyone that is opposed to Christ including this one human being 
that you are attributing Rev. 13:16, to. Human beings are not our enemies. Our enemies are powers and principalities an
d spiritual wickedness in high places. Many are teaching to watch out for this One particular evil man that will arise when
we have had multiples of evil men through the centuries all energized and operating out of Satan's spirit. Are we not ope
ning up the Christian church to a great deception? 

The "mark" of God on an individual is known by the powers of darkness as I illustrated with the story of the sons of Scev
a.

Isn't the king of the false, counterfeit religious system, Satan? He counterfeits everything of God, and hides behind men. 
His greatest weapon is deception and hiding behind men and systems which are made up of men energized and operati
ng out of their father from below.

Re: Rev 13:16 - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/24 12:08
The "he" of Rev 13:16 is the false prophet who will perform great signs and deceive those who dwell on the earth and w
ho will cause many to worship the first beast. If the beast of Rev is symbolic (I don't believe he is) is the false prophet a a
llegorical figure also? This false prophet is the one who causes the mark to be taken. From start to finish and especially 
when combined with other relevant passages the text cries out for literalness

Re: Mark of the beast - posted by RogerB (), on: 2016/8/24 12:27
Buying and selling is the issue.
You can't do either unless you compromise your values and convert to their way of thinking. The people in Venezuela ha
ve trouble buying or selling right now. Imagine  a scenario like that. Sounds like the food issue will be huge. Perhaps con
trol of the food is what will happen. I've seen that discussed before. Food and medicine can be used as a weapon.

 

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 12:28
Adolf Hitler, Po Pot, Mao Tse Tung, Joseph Stalin, Isaias Afwerki, the 3 Kims of N. Korea, Nero, Diacletian, and countles
s other wicked  people werd all influenced or possesed by Satan. 

So why not an acual person who will be possessed by the devil to rule the workd as the Antichrist.

If God uses men and women to accompmush His purposes will the devil do any differently.

Traditionally Christianity has understood the Antichrist to be an actual person who will be possessed by the devil and op
pose Christ.
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My thoughts.

 

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 12:40
2 Thessalonians 2:3-4New American Standard Bible (NASB)

3 Let no one in any way deceive you, for it will not come unless the apostasy comes first, and the man of lawlessness is 
revealed, the son of destruction, 4 who opposes and exalts himself above every so-called god or object of worship, s
o that he takes his seat in the temple of God, displaying himself as being God
____________________________________________

Paul is writing about an actual person above.  Look at the language he uses...Man of lawlessness... son of destr
uction.  Paul uses adjectives to describe this person as...he...himself.

This is a hard stretch of the text to get allegory or spiritual out of this. Clearly Paul is talking about a literal pers
on who will be the Antichrist.

So in light of this discussion if we're talking about an actual physical person for the AC. Why not an actual phys
ical marks such as a computer chip or tattoo or something to show one's allegiance to the Antichrist?

My thoughts.

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 12:49

Quote:
-------------------------by RogerB on 2016/8/24 12:27:48

Buying and selling is the issue.
You can't do either unless you compromise your values and convert to their way of thinking. The people in Venezuela have trouble buying or selling rig
ht now. Imagine a scenario like that. Sounds like the food issue will be huge. Perhaps control of the food is what will happen. I've seen that discussed 
before. Food and medicine can be used as a weapon.

-------------------------

You are on to something there, Roger. Have you heard of the Codex Alimentarius? 

Population Control under the Guise of Consumer Protection
http://www.naturalnews.com/024128_CODEX_food_health.html

Re: Son of Perdition is the Counterfeit "New Man", the false Body of Satan, on: 2016/8/24 13:31

Quote:
-------------------------by bearmaster on 2016/8/24 12:40:58

2 Thessalonians 2:3-4New American Standard Bible (NASB)

3 Let no one in any way deceive you, for it will not come unless the apostasy comes first, and the man of lawlessness is revealed, the son of destructio
n, 4 who opposes and exalts himself above every so-called god or object of worship, so that he takes his seat in the temple of God, displaying 
himself as being God
-------------------------

____________________________________________

What did the first MAN of PERDITION do? Judas Iscariot BETRAYED Christ.

And Paul is also talking about a "Great Falling Away". What connection do we have with the Son of Perdition who is a B
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etrayer and the Great Falling Away? 

John 13:26  Jesus answered, HE IT IS, to whom I shall give a sop, when I have dipped it. And when he had dipped the s
op, he gave it to Judas Iscariot, the son of Simon. 
John 13:27  And after the sop Satan entered into him. Then said Jesus unto him, That thou doest, do quickly. 

John 17:11  And now I am no more in the world, but these are in the world, and I come to thee. Holy Father, keep throug
h thine own name those whom thou hast given me, that they may be one, as we are. 
John 17:12  While I was with them in the world, I kept them in thy name: those that thou gavest me I have kept, and non
e of them is lost, BUT THE SON OF PERDITION; that the scripture might be fulfilled. 

JudasÂ walkedÂ withÂ Jesus daily as a close friend. HeÂ ate with the Lord and communed with Him. He heard the truth 
as taught by the Living Word Himself and then after all of that turned Jesus Christ over to His enemies to be tortured and
killed. 

Throughout history it is sad to realize that many who have walked with Jesus have had the same nature and spirit (Sata
n) as Judas and it is even sadder to think that there is a body of people like this that exist today. But they are real, and th
ere are many of them. Just like Judas they appear to walk with the Lord, yet they will bale out quickly from the Truth and 
sell out real Believers when the cost is too much for them and they love the things of this world more than Jesus. 

In looking deeper into Judas' name Strongs Concordance 2455 we see that his name is akin to the name of Juda, one of
the ten tribes of Israel. Jesus was also of the tribe of Judah. When you and I are born-again, Jesus becomes our brother
and we become part of His "tribe".

We are brothers and sisters in Christ, the Lion of the Tribe of Judah.  

Jesus told His disciples in John 15:9 to "Continue in my love", which implies as Judas did not, we do not have to continu
e in His love. Continuing in the love of God each day of our lives is a volitional choice that we make. We choose to love 
our enemies by choosing to continue in His love. The Ephesian church was also admonished to "return to their first love"
as they had wandered away from it. 

So, the question is, do we remain in Christ's possession or turn back to Satan's after becoming part of "Judah" (Christ's)
?

Judas' last name (Iscariot) means to be a man, act in a manly way, show oneself as a man. Strong's 2469 in the Greek 
but further defined in the Hebrew origin, 377 and 7149. 

We all know that theÂ bodyÂ ofÂ ChristÂ isÂ madeÂ up of many members, all carrying the anointing of Christ to form th
e full stature of Jesus (the perfect man) , so the body of Satan, carrying the opposite or Anti-Christ anointing, makes up t
he full stature of Satan (the man of lawlessness). InÂ theÂ endÂ itÂ willÂ beÂ Jesus against Satan, Truth against lies, th
e lawless against those who keep His commandments. It will be Mount Sion (God's government) with New Jerusalem (th
e Lamb's Bride) against the governments of Satan and Babylon, the false Bride. All of this will be done through humanity
. 

TheÂ Hebrew number of IscariotÂ isÂ 7149,Â whichÂ meansÂ city.Â It speaks of the counterfeit city which exudes the n
ature of Satan which is an Anti-Christ nature, full of false doctrines and lies. This city is all the religions of the world that 
do not walk according to the Lord's commandments. Her nature is the lawless nature of her king (Beelzubub), king of the
apostate church, Babylon. Her congregations and children are lawless and as the ONE NEW MAN in CHRIST is RIGHT
EOUS and HOLY and the Body of Christ, the counterfeit "MAN of perdition" is the body of Satan, his seed, his children t
hat come against Christ's body. This "body" of Satan is the Son of Perdition. It is the false Son and the Antichrist we are 
looking for. 

As Bear would say, "just my thoughts". 
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Re:  - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/24 14:10
Daniel 11:21 to the end of the chapter describes the eschatological son of perdition. Also II These 2:1-10 and other pass
ages. It's a single personage spoken of. His wrath is to be directed against the Jewish people and the church. If he is the
false body of Christ what or who is the false prophet? Replace Israel as relevant to the controversy to characterize the e
nd of this present age and the best alternative is to make the son of perdition a figurative analogy. Keep Israel in the pict
ure and the sound option is to believe the son of perdition will be a literal person directing his wrath against a specific pe
ople.

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 14:32
You see, I think John in using all of his spiritual imagery understands the counterfeits of Satan and is using Judas, the s
on of perdition as a typology for Satan's counterfeit "New Man", his body of "believers". That is why John's revelation is a
bsolutely pertinent and relevant to all generations since Christ ascended as the "body of Satan", the synagogue of Satan
.

Rev 2:9  I know thy works, and tribulation, and poverty, (but thou art rich) and I know the blasphemy of them which say t
hey are Jews, and are not, but are the synagogue of Satan. 

He is not a figurative analogy but real people that persecute real people. However, John is using "son of perdition" to sp
eak of Satan's congregation. Remember, it is always the children of the flesh which persecute the children of the spirit. 

Gal 4:29  But as then he that was born after the flesh persecuted him that was born after the Spirit, even so it is now. 

It has always been about many people persecuting many other people. One satanic body persecuting the Godly Body of
Christ. Why should anything change to one specific human being? 

John is always drawing comparisons between the True Church and False Church, True Believers and False Believers a
nd knows that the spirit of antichrist has never and will never be about one man. It is about all those who are in Satan's g
rip and especially those who have religious power and influence and control over people. And these people exist in gove
rnment and religious circles where power and control are condensed. 

It has never been about one man through the centuries and it won't (in my mind) be about one human being prior to Chri
st's coming, either. Makes for good movies, but not spiritually realistic in my mind. 

 

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 14:49
The reason I believe Satan is trying to get the Christian Church to believe it is all about one (boogey) man, is because it 
furthers his work regarding ecumenicalism by taking the focus off of his world-wide false body/religious system. And this 
includes those in the Christian religious system who like Judas, seem to be close to Jesus yet are only rendering lip serv
ice. He wants us to accept his "body of believers" into our lives. 

Re: Julius, on: 2016/8/24 14:59
2 Thessalonians 2:3-4New American Standard Bible (NASB)

3 Let no one in any way deceive you, for it will not come unless the apostasy comes first, and the man of lawlessness is 
revealed, the son of destruction, 4 who opposes and exalts himself above every so-called god or object of worship, s
o that he takes his seat in the temple of God, displaying himself as being God
_____________________________________________

Julius a simple reading of the text above out of Thessalonians will show that Paul is talking about a person.  He 
is not talking about a spiritual force and he is not talking about allegory. He is talking about the Antichrist.

Who else is going to be taking a seat in the temple of God displaying himself as being our God?  Who else is go
ing to oppose and exalt himself above everything that is god displaying himself as being god.  It is a person wh
o is the Antichrist. Possessed by Satan. But it will be an actual person.
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By the way the New American Standard translation uses the term son of destruction. Not son of perdition.  The 
NASB is more accurate translation.

Simply my thoughts.

Re:  - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/24 15:17
But the man of lawlessness/son of destruction/Antichrist will direct his rage and fury against Jewry and Israel in particula
r. And those who hold to the testimony of Christ and keep his commandments. Every time Israel is removed from the las
t of the last days scenario then most of the time you have the AC as a represenative analogy. Whereas the scriptures po
rtray him in very specific and personal terms as a person. Just as Christ was the full manifestation of the mystery of godli
ness so the AC will be a final and full manifestation of the mystery of iniquity. Satan fears most the return of Christ to Isr
ael and Jerusalem therefore these will be the target of his rage.

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 15:54
All very well stated Docs. The devil knows when these fulfillments come to a head, the promises will be fulfilled and his ti
me will be short & then up. And he even came up with his own counterfeits like Islam where he is worshipped "like the m
ost high" & then calls into question as the over-allegorization theologies tend to do, the very words & promises of God. It 
is, I believe (whether intentionally or naively in ignorance) a principality & power tactic assaulting God at His Word & doi
ng exactly what satan did to Eve in the Garden: "Did God really say?....you will not die....for God knows the day that you 
eat of this fruit, your eyes will be opened..." Subtle & yet deceptive. And it enters through, I believe, most often the gatew
ay of intellectual &/or spiritual pride/arrogance. Paul actually deals with this and speaks of it (& warns STERNLY against 
it) in Romans 11, "I do not want you to be ignorant concerning this mystery...do not be arrogant and boast against the br
anches...or you too could be cut off..." It begins I believe, as all good theology & error-avoidance does, in the Word & the
receiving of it being in a low, humble, weak posture of the heart to truly have ears to hear, & that not to just "hear" as we 
say to hear audibly, but to truly hear. To "Schma, O Israel", where the prophets & Jesus clearly used language which co
nnected mere audible hearing & being in a place to hear & receive & then jointly to DO & act accordingly. Trust me, the 
Prince of Persia, the powers of the air & principalities, & satan himself know what's ahead & is coming, & their assault on
that land, that people, & the church as a whole all show this quite clearly. Would to God that we as the Body of Messiah 
worldwide would turn off the voices of those actually being influenced by he voice of satan (it can happen to real believer
s just as it did to Peter when Jesus told him "get behind me satan, for you have not in mind the things of God, but the thi
ngs of man") through the same theology & spirit that drove men like Augustine, Luther, etc. that's now driving (at least inf
luencing, I believe) those of the preterist position & the total Israel replacement theology & the whole idea that now the A
C, the FP, Israel, Jerusalem, etc. are all metaphorically explained away with smooth analogies. The faithfulness & the so
vereign election of God & His name, Word & reputation are in this matter & He will rule, reign & show Himself mighty, str
ong & TOTALLY trustworthy & faithful to complete all His Word so that not one jot or tittle falls to the ground unfulfilled. 
Context usually helps counter many of these ISO-proof text hyper-allegorizations, but I also am convinced a humble hea
rt that goes to the Lord & prays with an open honesty for the Lord to show them if Romans 11 means what it says or not 
(& other passages) or if these enlightened ("for God knows then your eyes will be opened....") teachers' stories and inve
ntions are true or not. "For no prophecy is of any private interpretation...men of God of old were moved by the Holy Spirit
..."). Intellectual humility before God, I believe, will help the honest discerning seeker in this. I think Language Paul used 
in Romans 11 makes that (& the dangers against not coming from that place) clear. Crystal.

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 16:25

Quote:
-------------------------by bearmaster on 2016/8/24 14:59:33

2 Thessalonians 2:3-4New American Standard Bible (NASB)

3 Let no one in any way deceive you, for it will not come unless the apostasy comes first, and the man of lawlessness is revealed, the son of destructio
n, 4 who opposes and exalts himself above every so-called god or object of worship, so that he takes his seat in the temple of God, displaying 
himself as being God
_____________________________________________

Julius a simple reading of the text above out of Thessalonians will show that Paul is talking about a person. He is not talking about a spiritu
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al force and he is not talking about allegory. He is talking about the Antichrist.

Who else is going to be taking a seat in the temple of God displaying himself as being our God? Who else is going to oppose and exalt him
self above everything that is god displaying himself as being god. It is a person who is the Antichrist. Possessed by Satan. But it will be an 
actual person.

By the way the New American Standard translation uses the term son of destruction. Not son of perdition. The NASB is more accurate trans
lation.

Simply my thoughts.
-------------------------

Thank you for bringing that up, Blane. 

What you wrote dovetails perfectly with what I am talking about. 

What is the Temple of God in the New Testament and today?

It is the Body of Christ, not an Old Testament building. The temple of God will never be an OT building, again. Hebrews 
makes that point very clearly. 

Remember this?
Act 20:29  For I know this, that after my departing shall grievous wolves enter in among you, not sparing the flock. 

And thus the Enemy (Satan) has infiltrated the Church. People post articles about this all the time on SI and how many 
within are drawing people away from Christ. This goes perfectly with what I said before that the "Son of Perdition" or if yo
u prefer "son or man of destruction" is the "body of Satan", not one human being as it has never been one human being,
but many men which make up Satan's counterfeit religious system to make it look like the true Body of Christ. Because o
f the word "temple" in 2 Thess 2, many have built an entire end times theology and don't realize that Paul is referring to t
he temple of God. He has no reason to refer to an OT building because he knows that God will never dwell in that templ
e again. How do we know that? Because both Paul and John told us many times what the Temple of God is. So, we kno
w they understand that it is not a building made with hands.

Heb 9:11  But Christ being come an high priest of good things to come, by a greater and more perfect tabernacle, not m
ade with hands, that is to say, not of this building; 

Act 7:48  Howbeit the most High dwelleth not in temples made with hands; as saith the prophet, 

John 14:2  In my Father's house are many mansions: if it were not so, I would have told you. I go to prepare a place for y
ou. 

1Cor 3:9  For we are labourers together with God: ye are God's husbandry, ye are God's building. 

The people of God that are going to be persecuted in these last days are the same people of God that have always bee
n persecuted: The Church! And the "New Man" has always been persecuted by Satan's counterfeit "New Man", the Man 
of Destruction or his body of godless, lawless people. 

What Satan fears is the Church living holy lives and disfellowshipping those who are godless. 

This is not gnosticism but knowledge freely given by God. COMPARING SPIRITUAL THINGS WITH SPIRITUAL THING
S. We cannot look at this in a natural way.

1Cor 2:12  Now we have received, not the spirit of the world, but the spirit which is of God; that we might know the thing
s that are freely given to us of God. 
1Cor 2:13  Which things also we speak, not in the words which man's wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost teach
eth; COMPARING SPIRITUAL THINGS WITH SPIRITUAL THINGS.

Blane, I love your tag line.

And this is just my humble opinion. I cannot move from it unless the Lord shows me something different which makes se
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nse in the realm of comparing spiritual things with spiritual things. 

Re:  - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/24 16:57
And those who have removed Israel from any place in events at the end of this age most of the time invariably go for the
view that the man of sin and the target of his rage are sort of a universal allegorical word picture. Thus legitimate warnin
gs to the Jewish people that should begin to be sounded today of coming calamities are ignored.

Paul knew the difference between the church being the temple of God and the temple he wrote of in II Thess 2. Why can
this be explained over and over and over to no avail? The church as a temple and the temple Paul wrote of are two differ
ent things. 

Thank you.

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 17:25
docs,

I respect the fact that you cannot receive anything that you don't believe God has revealed to you, and I am the same w
ay. In fact, no one in this forum should receive anything unless the Holy Spirit confirms it in their spirit.

As I  compare "spiritual things with spiritual things", and seek to understand all the counterfeits of Satan, I can't help but 
believe for now what I believe and of course I am always asking the Lord for more light. 

One thing that has helped me arrive at my current belief is studying the persecuted church through the centuries and als
o realizing that the teaching of a single end times antichrist man seems to have come about via the church of Rome.

Re:  - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/24 18:23
I wouldn't think the AC being a single individual came through the RCC. I'm sure though that the view that Israel was rep
laced and the church is the "new Israel" came largely through the Roman Catholic Church. Basically if you believe the ch
urch is the "new Israel" you are espousing Catholic doctrine. The new Israel view is usually accompanied by a figurative 
view of the AC so it's not surprising.

Meanwhile I respect you Julius and don't believe you are a heretic and I believe you are Julius.

Blessings

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 18:29
Thanks docs.

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 19:28

Quote:
-------------------------I'm sure though that the view that Israel was replaced and the church is the "new Israel" came largely through the Roman Catholic 
Church. Basically if you believe the church is the "new Israel" you are espousing Catholic doctrine.Â 
-------------------------

Docs,
If you had a tree in your backyard and you would call it "My Favorite Tree", you water it and take care of it and love it. An
d one day you would break out some old branches that did not bear fruit and graft in some new branches,     would you s
ay that you REPLACED your tree? Would you not call it "My Favorite Tree" any more?
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Re: , on: 2016/8/24 19:31
Now thats a topic Jim/Julius and you can really bite into eh? Just like old times.

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 20:06

Quote:
-------------------------by Notdarkyet on 2016/8/24 19:31:39

Now thats a topic Jim/Julius and you can really bite into eh? Just like old times.
-------------------------

I'm sure we would love to continue. Is it possible for you to control yourself while we do that? 

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 20:44

Quote:
-------------------------by Tozsu on 2016/8/24 19:28:01

If you had a tree in your backyard and you would call it "My Favorite Tree", you water it and take care of it and love it. And one day you would break ou
t some old branches that did not bear fruit and graft in some new branches, would you say that you REPLACED your tree? Would you not call it "My F
avorite Tree" any more?
-------------------------

It has always been God's favorite tree. Those with the "faith of Abraham"...faith that saves...faith that pleases God.

Only by belief in Christ are we grafted into the "Olive Tree" which is figurative language of Jesus Christ.

Rom 11:20  Well; because of unbelief they were broken off...

I have changed my views on the True Israel of God and who the Olive Tree is. You see, it is possible for me to receive n
ew light. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 20:51
Maybe you and your wife could discuss this in the living room instead of a public forum, Or are you trying to add more str
ife and contention to this place when the topic is Israel? 

Re: The Mark of the Beast - posted by savannah, on: 2016/8/24 21:06

Xavier, 

I posted back on page 4,

"Greetings, brethren. Here's the vexing conundrum: what is the Mark of the Beast?"

When you have the time, give this some thought;

https://youtu.be/H4Kaa46VOHU

Have you had time? If so, I was wondering if you had any thoughts or comments on it! 

Page 51/76



Scriptures and Doctrine :: The Mark of the Beast

Re: docs/Julius, on: 2016/8/24 21:09
Julius,
   I'm not trying to disrespect you or call you a heretic or say you're James Fowler, but when Docs said "and I believe you
are Julius", I couldn't help but think, your real name isn't Julius, is it? Cause if it isn't, if he thinks you're Julius when that's
not really your name - well, he'd be wrong now wouldn't he? Lol. ðŸ˜Š Real question (about your name) & a little light he
arted, friendly humor. That's ok brothers, isn't it?
  God Bless,
                Jeff

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 21:13
Hey there Jeff. I wouldn't call you a heretic either. I wouldn't even call you a false teacher or grossly mistaken. 

Regarding my name: In this forum my real name is Julius so docs is correct. You guys only know me in this forum, anyw
ay. Outside of this forum it is not. Since I am loved so much and no one wishes me any hurt, maybe I should go by my r
eal name, eh? 

Haha. Just kidding. A little friendly humor back at yah. 

God bless you, too!

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 21:20
Well, my real name is Jeff Marshall. And if someone means me harm because of the truth of God's Word, then God is so
vereign & what will be will be & no weapon formed against me shall prosper. And even if it overcomes me in this world - i
t would be to my benefit in the age to come!

You don't really think people in the forum would mean you actual physical harm because they vehemently disagree (or e
ven if they despise) teachings you put on here do you? You aren't actually paranoid about that are you? I honestly would
think that would be an over reactive fear. Changing your name as you move through Islamic nations, yes, but the SI For
um crowd? ðŸ˜Š

Anyways, God Bless - Jeff

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 21:28
Julius, 
   You only used Romans 11:20 taken out of its greater total context in your previous post & that's disingenuous I believe
to all of those here (& God's Word, the basic laws of hermeneutics & Bible study, and especially teaching), so even thou
gh it will likely have no effect on your beliefs, for the sake of others here, I want to quote all of the verses around it:

Romans 11: (speaks for itself in context without special revelations or explanations from those who want to tell others "w
hat these verses REALLY MEAN):

13Now I am speaking to you Gentiles. Inasmuch then as I am an apostle to the Gentiles, I magnify my ministry 14in orde
r somehow to make my fellow Jews jealous, and thus save some of them. 15For if their rejection means the reconciliatio
n of the world, what will their acceptance mean but life from the dead? 16If the dough offered as firstfruits is holy, so is th
e whole lump, and if the root is holy, so are the branches. 

17But if some of the branches were broken off, and you, although a wild olive shoot, were grafted in among the others a
nd now share in the nourishing root of the olive tree, 18do not be arrogant toward the branches. If you are, remember it i
s not you who support the root, but the root that supports you. 19Then you will say, â€œBranches were broken off so th
at I might be grafted in.â€• 20That is true. They were broken off because of their unbelief, but you stand fast through fait
h. So do not become proud, but stand in awe. 21For if God did not spare the natural branches, neither will he spare you.
22Note then the kindness and the severity of God: severity toward those who have fallen, but God's kindness to you, pro
vided you continue in his kindness. Otherwise you too will be cut off. 23And even they, if they do not continue in their un
belief, will be grafted in, for God has the power to graft them in again. 24For if you were cut from what is by nature a wild
olive tree, and grafted, contrary to nature, into a cultivated olive tree, how much more will these, the natural branches, b
e grafted back into their own olive tree. 
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The Mystery of Israel's Salvation

25Lest you be wise in your own conceits, I want you to understand this mystery, brothers: a partial hardening has come 
upon Israel, until the fullness of the Gentiles has come in. 26And in this way all Israel will be saved, as it is written,
"The Deliverer will come from Zion,
he will banish ungodliness from Jacobâ€•;
27
â€œand this will be my covenant with them
when I take away their sins.â€•
28As regards the gospel, they are enemies of God for your sake. But as regards election, they are beloved for the sake 
of their forefathers. 29For the gifts and the calling of God are irrevocable. 30Just as you were at one time disobedient to 
God but now have received mercy because of their disobedience, 31so they too have now been disobedient in order tha
t by the mercy shown to you they also may now receive mercy. 32For God has consigned all to disobedience, that he m
ay have mercy on all. 

33Oh, the depth of the riches and wisdom and knowledge of God! How unsearchable are his judgments and how inscrut
able his ways! 
34
â€œFor who has known the mind of the Lord,
or who has been his counselor?â€•
35
â€œOr who has given a gift to him
that he might be repaid?â€•
36For from him and through him and to him are all things. To him be glory forever. Amen. 

I think the scriptures (in their full context) can speak for God on Israel just fine without all the commentators who want to 
tell us "what it REALLY means)

God Bless,
              Jeff

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 21:29
Thank you for your thoughts. Blessings to you, too Jeff. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 21:35
And you didn't even quote all of verse 20! It also says "...So do not become proud, but stand in awe." Which you "Cut off
" the verse like the cutting off of the original branches. I don't think this is a good practice. In fact, the part you cut off is a
reiteration of verse 18, "...do not be arrogant against the branches for it is not you that supports the root but the root that 
supports you...." How you (or others) can ignore, twist & change this is beyond me, but I think there is a "spiritual intellec
tual arrogance" behind it. I say that because Paul said it. He explains in these verses that only pride & arrogance would 
do that (especially now with his words in the canon), & he warns against it pretty matter of fact like and severely. "Other
wise you too will be cut off." And he lays it out VERY clear "lest you be wise in your own conceits." 

Re:  - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/24 21:51
Hello, Savannah. Sorry, no, I have to say. The volume of comments on here plus my private research into the Roman pe
rsecutions of the Church have pretty much tied me up (that, and making a living!):P Thing is, I want to give Jeff a straight
answer, as I promised, and am trying to test a theory of mine as to the ACTUAL mark and see if it holds up against the h
istorical and Biblical evidence. Must say an idea crystallized a couple days ago and I haven't seen it mentioned here yet.
What I HAVE seen (and have long realized), and which I think is another key to the mystery, is the absolutely-critical obs
ervation (courtesy of Julius) that there hasn't been an edifice to serve as temple (since 70 CE) but that - ladies and gentl
emen (drum roll) - WE are that temple. (In fact, I was just looking up the relevant passages and then saw that Julius had 
beaten me to it.) :o

Anyway, here goes: "If anyone destroys Godâ€™s temple, God will destroy that person; for Godâ€™s temple is sacred, 
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and you together are that temple". (1 Cor. 3:17)

"What agreement is there between the temple of God and idols? For we are the temple of the living God. As God has sai
d: â€œI will live with them and walk among them, and I will be their God, and they will be my people." (2 Cor. 6:16)

So, collectively, we are the Temple of God, and each child of God is a "temple of the Holy Spirit":  "Do you not know that
your bodies are temples of the Holy Spirit, who is in you, whom you have received from God? You are not your own...". (
1 Cor 6:19) We are the figurative building blocks of that one temple: "...you also, like living stones, are being built into a s
piritual house to be a holy priesthood, offering spiritual sacrifices acceptable to God through Jesus Christ". (1 Peter 2:5)

Savannah, the importance of this matter of a spiritual temple goes far beyond this time before the 2nd coming. Its ramific
ations are TRULY awesome and astounding, if you just dive headfirst into Scripture and take it at its word, but for now, l
et me limit myself to that pesky MARK... So later, sister, gotta run for the hills (that's where I live, ha, ha!)

 

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 21:57
Hi Jeff,

I am going to try to point some things out to you regarding how you converse with people. This may not help you with
me, but it might help you with others. 

By the way, you could take the road of believing the best of an individual and then asking them for clarification regarding
what they wrote, but instead you take a hostile road, lacing your remarks with attacks on my character (ARROGANT,
DISINGENUOUS, etc). I tried to show you this before and told you that you do it often in many of your posts and yet you
don't even realize it. Awakened (Mark) even told you about this. Do you speak this way to real people in real life. Do you
insult and berate their character? 

This is why I previously said you are a conversation killer. If you want to have a conversation you don't call people
names or attack their character. Would you continue to converse with someone who openly attacks your character? Do
you even understand that? If you were in my shoes would you continue to talk to Jeff Marshall and let him berate your
character? Why so hostile? 

See uppercase characters.

Quote:
-------------------------by jeffmar1130 on 2016/8/24 21:35:40

And you didn't even quote all of verse 20! It also says "...So do not become proud, but stand in awe." Which you "Cut off" the verse like the cutting off 
of the original branches. I don't think this is a good practice. In fact, the part you cut off is a reiteration of verse 18, "...do not be arrogant against the br
anches for it is not you that supports the root but the root that supports you...." HOW YOU (or others) can IGNORE, TWIST & CHANGE THIS is beyon
d me, but I THINK THERE IS A SPIRITUAL INTELLECTUAL ARROGANCE BEHIND IT". I say that because Paul said it. He explains in these verses t
hat only pride & arrogance would do that (especially now with his words in the canon), & he warns against it pretty matter of fact like and severely. "Ot
herwise you too will be cut off." And he lays it out VERY clear "lest you be wise in your own conceits."
-------------------------

And again, in the previous post:

Quote:
-------------------------You only used Romans 11:20 taken out of its greater total context in your previous post & THAT'S DISINGENUOUS. I BELIEVE TO
ALL OF THOSE HERE (& God's Word, the basic laws of hermeneutics & Bible study, and especially teaching), so even though it will likely have no eff
ect on your beliefs, for the sake of others here, I want to quote all of the verses around it:
-------------------------

Quote:
-------------------------
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Romans 11: (speaks for itself in context without special revelations or explanations from those who want to tell others "what these verses REALLY ME
AN):
-------------------------

Implying I am deceiving by hiding something. 

I am sure you will continue to post as you do, but please excuse me if I do not participate.  

By the way, I write many verses in my posts and often cut off parts because I am trying to accentuate the first part or sec
ond part of a verse for the purposes of getting a thought across. Many respected people do this and I don't see them bei
ng berated because people UNDERSTAND what they are trying to communicate. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 22:04
Xavier, 

That is cool what you are seeing. By the way I have learned much from our brother, Savannah through the years. I don't 
always agree but he doesn't always agree with me, either. Still, we are one in Christ.

I also look forward to learning from what the Lord has shown and is showing you, too. 

Re: that pesky MARK - posted by savannah, on: 2016/8/24 22:26

Xavier, 

About the message, which I furnished a link to in my previous post;

Revelation, John explains, is the most Jewish of all the books of the New Testament, drawing greatly on Jewish symbols
, history, concepts and nuances of language. The book was written to the seven churches of Asia, at a time when there 
was a larger percentage of Jewish Christians in the Asian region, and there was a huge emphasis on Emperor worship. 
John examines events from history which all point to the book of Revelation being written in about 64 or 65 AD. With this
understanding, then, it is very easy to see that most of the prophecy of the book of Revelation has been fulfilled in the gr
eat tribulation and suffering inflicted on the Church by the Emperor Nero. Therefore, the Beast referred to in the book wo
uld seem to most likely have been Nero himself. John explains many fascinating facts including the source of the numbe
r 666 and then goes on to say that as for the future, we have hope, a great calling, a great many promises and a Messia
h King ruling in Heaven. We should be encouraged, says John, that although difficult times will come for some people, th
e Gospel triumphs over them all and we need to pour ourselves out in service to God for the furtherance of the Kingdom.

I hope you make some time to consider this 58 minute message. He explains much in under 1 hour! 

Re: Common standards - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/24 23:05
I'm just wondering why vindictive bullying based on nothing else than long held grudges and unrepented of personal ani
mosity still isn't being addressed.

Plus we have been subjected to the bizarre:

/No its no compliment Jim. Why do you not use your real named instead of using Julius? What are you hiding Jim? (othe
r than false doctrine)/

/It's only 6:33 PM where you are Jim. Stay awake a little longer, you need your rest./

Have these brothers taken leave of their senses? On top of deliberately made up false charges of one being a heretic th
ey are so driven they are willing to go to this low delusional place. When is enough enough? This issue needs to be addr
essed instead of ignored. Common standards of decency which benefit all are being ignored. If the thread is closed I ap
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ologize but this needs remedying. Vindictive bullying of Julius coupled with posting outright falsehoods regarding him ne
eds to be addressed and stopped. I disagree with many of Julius' views but would say the same for him or anyone being
so treated. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/24 23:08
Julius,
   I don't mean to "berate" you. I used the word arrogant because that is the language Paul uses himself in scripture in R
omans 11 to speak to those who "boast against the natural branches.." His words, & God's, not mine.

And as far as "emphasizing a first part of the verse" that's fine sometimes, but honestly friend you do it a lot, & the fact is
that you "emphasized" the first part of the verse, but the second part of the verse goes against the greater "point" you ar
e trying to make. And you do that a lot. Or you take a verse out of its greater context and apply "meaning" (often an alleg
orical spiritual meaning) to it that seems ok, other than that we can rad the context around it and see it doesn't say what 
you're importing into it after that. You do this a lot. It's called Eisogesis (ISO-proof texts outside of context with your thou
ghts brought to it apart from context). It's a problem for using scripture to build doctrine. A big one. It's what the Pre-Trib
bers do. It's what cults do actually too (I know, you'll probably accuse me of calling you a cultist even though I'm not - I'm
just showing you how problematic it can actually be). 

  If I offended you, I apologize. Arrogant is Paul's words. I do believe it's disingenuous to carve out the first few words of 
a verse, import your interpretation & use it outside its context & intentionally leave out the very next few words. I'm just b
eing real with you friend. I do not mean to offend you. I can be direct, to the point, & bluntly honest at times I know. I'm s
orry. I am continuously working on my written communication, especially where there is disagreement. I'm pretty passion
ate about some things though and it does come through. Explaining away (twisting is what it is) plain scripture & butcheri
ng passages to make points opposite of the real point, particularly when consistently applied to the Apple of God's Eye, 
burn in my heart. Sorry, but it does. I am always praying about growing in grace & humility without just allowing every crit
icism and cold, wet blanket get to my head. But I'm not perfect. I ask for your understanding & mean no offense. 

That being said, Romans 11 says what it says, & I bet some gentile, roman believers who got this letter didn't like Paul's 
direct language either, but I am certainly no Apostle Paul I know, for sure.

God Bless!
              Jeff

Re: savannah, on: 2016/8/24 23:34
That's certainly one view. It's the same one the preterists use and then say that Revelation 20-22 already happened too 
(Great White throne judgement, New heavens and new earth, new Jerusalem, etc.). But there are major flaws for this vie
w. Half or more scholars say Revelation was written AFTER 70 AD first of all. And then there's the pesky timeline of eve
nts laid out in Revelation 17-22 that must be toyed with and rearranged to fit that narrative, & then there's all the things t
he prophets, Appstles & Jesus said about "Gog of Magog", "Son Of Perdition", "Man of Lawlessness", many of which we
re in the context of the just prior timeline of the Day of the Lord (why full preterists just stop trying to fight that argument a
nd say that already happened also). And many many other issues as a whole. It is a view. But it's not even the historical 
view for the most part. And it totally doesn't fit the visions and prophecies of Daniel concerning the "time of the end", nor 
Jesus' Olivet discourse where he references Daniel's prophecies. Nero was a mini-type of the AC. A fore-shadowing. On
e of the "many anti-Christ's" John speaks of in his epistle, but so are Hitler, Stalin, various popes, Titus, Antiochus of Epi
phanies, Dometian, etc., etc.

Re: Savannah - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/24 23:55
Wait a minute - is Savannah a bro or a sis? From the name, I figured... Clarification, s'il vous plait!
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Re: , on: 2016/8/24 23:58
Lol. I thought for the longest it was a sister, but apparently it is a brother. Maybe from Savanah, Georgia or something? I
have no idea? Lol

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 0:00

Quote:
-------------------------by docs on 2016/8/24 23:05:14

I'm just wondering why vindictive bullying based on nothing else than long held grudges and unrepented of personal animosity still isn't being addresse
d.

Plus we have been subjected to the bizarre:

/No its no compliment Jim. Why do you not use your real named instead of using Julius? What are you hiding Jim? (other than false doctrine)/

/It's only 6:33 PM where you are Jim. Stay awake a little longer, you need your rest./

Have these brothers taken leave of their senses? On top of deliberately made up false charges of one being a heretic they are so driven they are willin
g to go to this low delusional place. When is enough enough? This issue needs to be addressed instead of ignored. Common standards of decency wh
ich benefit all are being ignored. If the thread is closed I apologize but this needs remedying. Vindictive bullying of Julius coupled with posting outright f
alsehoods regarding him needs to be addressed and stopped. I disagree with many of Julius' views but would say the same for him or anyone being s
o treated. 
-------------------------

David,

I believe the Lord has given me discernment as to why the bizarre, abusive behavior of Revenue and NDY has been allo
wed to continue for months with impunity. They are only surrogates. At this time I am unable to share more and must tru
st in the Lord. 

I don't want your thread closed so will allow myself to be run off this one since you guys will have no peace if I continue t
o participate. I wish you all the best on this subject as you all exchange your ideas. Sounds like Xavier is excited to shar
e some things. I'll see you on another thread.

I appreciate you, Brenda, Mark and Xavier's comments on my behalf. 

Re: Savannah  - posted by savannah, on: 2016/8/25 0:35

Jeff says, 

"Half or more scholars say Revelation was written AFTER 70 AD first of all."

The book, "Before Jerusalem Fell" by Gentry,  provides both scholarly and historical evidence that demands a verdict for
the dating of The Revelation of Jesus Christ. 

The early (pre vs post 70ad) dating of the book is irrefutable. To date not one has refuted Gentry's exhaustive work on th
e subject. 
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Re: not accurate , on: 2016/8/25 0:58
Sorry Savannah, but that's just totally not true. Among many others, Mark Hitchcock wrote his 253 page dissertation on t
he subject refuting the Neronic dating of Revelation called "The Defense of the Domitiantic Dating of the Book of Revelat
ion". The Domitianic dating is thought by many scholars to be written around 95-96 AD. There are many other works & s
cholarly writings on the subject. I'm not saying I know it is, but I am saying exactly what I already said which is that the s
cholars are almost split down the middle. And of course you're saying your view is "irrefutable" (which is well, just not tru
e. I would call it what I really think it is, but I'll get accused of things I'm not intending, so I'll just stop at the fact that's it is 
just not true

Re: irrefutable  - posted by savannah, on: 2016/8/25 1:03

The Truth is:

1) It is irrefutable 

or 

2) It is not irrefutable 

If you say you do not know, I respect that. 

If I say I know, respect that. 

LoinGirder, where are you? - posted by Lysa (), on: 2016/8/25 8:57

Where's LoinGirder when we need him??!!! 

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 9:31
Irrefutable = "Impossible to deny or disprove"

Mark Hitchcock wrote a 253 page dissertation disproving it. Half of the Biblical Historical scholars out there deny & write 
to disprove the Neronic time period (65 ADish) writing of Revelation, in support of a Diatatonic (95ADish) writing of Revel
atikn, making it by definition NOT "irrefutable". That's what I mean.

Re: What I mean  - posted by savannah, on: 2016/8/25 9:40

Has God revealed to you an early or late date of the writing of The Revelation of Jesus Christ? 

Re: My Favorite Tree - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/25 10:22
Tozsu,

I would reply perhaps that the purging of old branches and the grafting in of new branches does not change the root of t
his favorite tree. The newly grafted in branches should celebrate the new life they are now experiencing yet should rema
in in humility and not begin to boast against the natural branches and claim the tree is now theirs. They should not cultiv
ate the notion the keeper of the tree saw something "good" in them that made them more able to believe than the natura
l branches. Nor should they say the original intent for planting, nurturing and cultivating the tree had been changed beca
use of their grafting in. And remember that at any time the keeper of the tree chooses he can graft the natural branches i
n again. Then they should continue to drink deeply of the nurturing life they are now grafted into and should help spread 
the news that the holy root is still providing abundant nourishment and life to all who thirst and are hungry for the nourish
ment that springs up into eternal life.
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Re:  - posted by wayneman (), on: 2016/8/25 12:31
Message from Loingirder: "If you guys had consulted the YouTube prophets before you started this thread you would ha
ve learned that the Bible is the mark of the beast. And the prophets promoting this view have the bible verses to prove it.
"

Re: Docs, on: 2016/8/25 12:56
Well put Docs. Very well put. And more than that, you are restating (quite nicely) exactly the point of what Paul is using 
Romans chapter 11 to convey. And if you study the history of what was going on in Rome with the Gentiles of the church
in regard/response to the returning Jewish believers, & what is being propagated & popular today, it's just as timely now 
as it was then when it was penned in Holy Writ. You often do a better job than I of expressing & explaining exactly what I
attempt to convey (but gets often disregarded because I speak often with more direct adjectives and statements - partly 
my fault/flaw at times, partly at times an excuse to dismiss what I'm actually saying/showing I think too). Either way, than
ks for putting it so eloquently & Biblically accurate.
  God Bless,
                  Jeff

"Has God revealed to you"  Re: , on: 2016/8/25 12:58
That's a bit of a loaded question.

Did God send an angel down to tell you it was early?

Fact is, in my view theologically & hermeneutically, I don't even think it actually matters that much. Your view is absolutel
y unhinged or propped up by the (totally arguable, refutable, & disagreed upon by scholars) answer. That's why it matter
s SO MUCH to you.

Re: God's Tree, on: 2016/8/25 13:00
The original question was:

Quote:
-------------------------
Quote:
I'm sure though that the view that Israel was replaced and the church is the "new Israel" came largely through the Roman Catholic Church. Basically if 
you believe the church is the "new Israel" you are espousing Catholic doctrine. 

Docs,
If you had a tree in your backyard and you would call it "My Favorite Tree", you water it and take care of it and love it. And one day you would break ou
t some old branches that did not bear fruit and graft in some new branches, would you say that you REPLACED your tree? Would you not call it "My F
avorite Tree" any more?
-------------------------

And the reply was:

Quote:
-------------------------
I would reply perhaps that the purging of old branches and the grafting in of new branches does not change the root of this favorite tree. The newly gra
fted in branches should celebrate the new life they are now experiencing yet should remain in humility and not begin to boast against the natural branc
hes and claim the tree is now theirs. They should not cultivate the notion the keeper of the tree saw something "good" in them that made them more a
ble to believe than the natural branches. Nor should they say the original intent for planting, nurturing and cultivating the tree had been changed becau
se of their grafting in. And remember that at any time the keeper of the tree chooses he can graft the natural branches in again. Then they should conti
nue to drink deeply of the nurturing life they are now grafted into and should help spread the news that the holy root is still providing abundant nourish
ment and life to all who thirst and are hungry for the nourishment that springs up into eternal life.
-------------------------

I agree with the answer.
So the promises that are made to the tree apply to the branches that were not broken off as well as to the branches that 
were grafted in. There is no promise made to the broken off branches. Since fruit bearing is only possible through believi
ng in Christ, all branches that are currently in God's tree believe in Christ. (However a result of stopping to believe in Chr
ist or boast any branch can be broken off, and other branches can be grafted in.)
So the Christ believing Jews continue to be in the same tree so the tree is not replaced it contains God's people as it alw
ays did and will. The tree is called God's Israel. The broken off branches are not included.
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Romans 9:3-7King James Version (KJV)

3 For I could wish that myself were accursed from Christ for my brethren, my kinsmen according to the flesh:

4 Who are Israelites; to whom pertaineth the adoption, and the glory, and the covenants, and the giving of the law, and t
he service of God, and the promises;

5 Whose are the fathers, and of whom as concerning the flesh Christ came, who is over all, God blessed for ever. Amen
.

6 Not as though the word of God hath taken none effect. For they are not all Israel, which are of Israel:

7 Neither, because they are the seed of Abraham, are they all children: but, In Isaac shall thy seed be called.

In my understanding the above verses define two meanings of the word Israel:
1. Natural descendants of Abraham
2. God's people to whom the promises are made. (The believing remnant of Israel + the believing gentiles)

Galatians 3:16King James Version (KJV)

16 Now to Abraham and his seed were the promises made. He saith not, And to seeds, as of many; but as of one, And t
o thy seed, which is Christ.

So the words "For they are not all Israel, which are of Israel" means that God considers the true believers in Christ as th
e true Israel, whether they were born as a Jew or not.
There is no replacement here at all.

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 13:06
There was no promise made to the broken off branches"

Contraire there was. Romans 11:26 specifically. And the usage of spiritual Israel in Romans 9 out of the context of Rom
ans 11 to explain away the coming promise to natural Israel gets old. It's like a willful blindness. I don't say that loosely, 
but when it's so repetitive and context ignored, I can only conclude this.

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 13:25
Romans 11:26King James Version (KJV)

26 And so all Israel shall be saved: as it is written, There shall come out of Sion the Deliverer, and shall turn away ungod
liness from Jacob:

The Deliverer came out of Sion: The coming of the Messiah Jesus.
and shall turn away ungodliness from Jacob: Offered salvation through his blood to the sons of Jacob who believed in Hi
m.

Romans 11:26 in my opinion describes the salvation that Jesus brought to the Jews when he came (first).

"all Israel" refers to the true Israel of god described in the previous post.
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Taking a chance that I won't be "stoned" and run out of town on this one., on: 2016/8/25 14:23
Everyone should agree with this:

The Olive Tree is Not only the Gentile believers.

The Olive Tree is Not only the Messianic Jewish believers.

The Olive Tree is the "Spiritual Commonwealth of Israel!"
If the Olive Tree is not solely the Gentile believers and it is not solely Messianic Believers, what is it? Paul refers to it as t
he Commonwealth of Israel, and that the Olive Tree is none other than the Spiritual Commonwealth of Israel.

11 Wherefore remember, that ye being in time past Gentiles in the flesh, who are called Uncircumcision by that which is 
called the Circumcision in the flesh made by hands; 12 That at that time ye were WITHOUT CHRIST, being aliens from t
he commonwealth of Israel, and strangers from the covenants of promise, having no hope, and without God in the world:
13 BUT NOW IN CHRIST JESUS ye who sometimes were far off are made nigh by the blood of Christ. (Eph. 2:11-13)

The Olive Tree is Spiritual, Composed of people made Righteous by Faith who are NOW IN CHRIST JESUS.

Through the blood of Israelâ€™s Messiah (Christ), we Gentiles who were once aliens, have been made nigh (near) to th
e Commonwealth of Israel, being made one in Christ (Jew and Gentile are now one in Christ, the middle wall of partition 
being broken down). We no longer refer to each other as Jews or Gentiles since a true Jew is one who has been circum
cised inwardly in the heart and not outwardly. Rom 2:28. Gentiles have now received the same spiritual circumcision tha
t Messianic Jews have received. In fact, there is no other way to be in Christ and in the Olive Tree but through spiritual ci
rcumcision.  

Thus we have the figure of the Olive Tree, of which the ROOT is none other than Jesus Christ and in which the spiritual 
commonwealth of Israel (Jew and Gentile by faith in Christ) live. (In Him we live and move and have our being). It is spiri
tual, because only those with the "faith of Abraham" (righteous, born-again, blood-bought believers are in the Olive Tree,
whether Jew or Gentile). It pertains to Israel, because the natural branches of the Olive Tree are the fathers of Israel â€”
Abraham, Isaac and Jacob â€” and Jews who have received Yeshua Hamashiach as their Messiah by faith (Faith of Abr
aham). Both Jew and Gentile remain in the Olive Tree BY VIRTUE OF THEIR continuiing FAITH IN JESUS CHRIST, TH
E MESSIAH.

Gal 6:15  For in Christ Jesus neither (outward) circumcision availeth any thing, nor (outward) uncircumcision, but a new 
creature. 

Thus the "Israel of God" are all those (Jew and Gentile) who have been spiritually circumcised.

Gal 6:16  And as many as walk according to this rule, peace be on them, and mercy, and upon the Israel of God. 

Spiritually uncircumcised Jews or Gentiles are not in the Olive Tree. Spiritually circumcised Gentiles will be grafted in an
d spiritually circumcised Jews will be grafted back in. 

The root (Jesus Christ) is the one that bears all of us. 

Rom 11:18  Boast not against the branches. But if thou boast, thou bearest not the root, BUT THE ROOT THEE. 

By the way, I have never ever read of any Gentile believers on SI boasting against the natural branches. I would like to s
ee those quotes if they even exist. We are all thankful that the Lord grafted us into (Him) the Olive Tree. 
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Re: , on: 2016/8/25 14:26
When Jesus came there were no broken off branches yet, the braking off of branches started when Christ came and so
me were rejecting Him therefore rejecting the Father and were broken off. However if they believe in Christ they will be g
rafted in again. In their broken off state they do not have the promises.

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 14:27
That might be a tangible possibility if it wasn't for the rest of the chapter in context, Which does not allow for that. This ha
s clearly been clearly shown her many times before with the standard laws of Biblical hermeneutics (& common sense pl
ain reading of the text) and not refuted on any real scriptural hermeneutical commonsense basis, so honestly rehashing 
I don't even think it's worth the time. I have come to the conclusion that those who do not want to see it won't see it no m
atter how clearly you explain/show it. And honestly I think Paul speaks to it her when he spoke to the church in Roma & t
ouches on this type of thing there when he speaks of a position of the heart. I personally have come to the conclusion th
at it's "more" than just a textual Bible study doctrine mental theological doctrine once someone has the scripture read to 
them without all the "enlightened" ones commentating their postulations and impositions on the text (eisogesis). Come fi
nd me at the wedding supper of the lamb on that Great Day & we will discuss it then when we "know fully as we are fully 
known", ok? Unless of course you think that already happened too? ðŸ˜Š Funny Paul says "my fellow country-men, the 
Jews" ..(yet rejected Christ) & people will say that's the "spiritual Israel" of Romans 9? I can't explain that rationally? Any
more than I can explain naturally and rationally why the Jews have been hunting down, oppressed, ran out of their home
s, pogromed, holocausted, smeared & slandered, accused more at the UN than all other nations combined, are hated by
all their enemies around them on every side, are the subject of Islamic eschatology that they will all be snuffed out to bri
ng in the Mahdi, were made the target of Augustine/Origen, were called upon as liars to be murdered by Luther, etc. It d
efies rational, natural common sense. It's source is not natural. Satan knows more about the coming fulfillment than mos
t Christians. Sad. Especially since Paul wrote Romans & in chapter 11 says he "doesn't wish for us to be ignorant in this 
mystery" and speaks of their final full inclusion still to come. It's a matter of the promises of God. The irrevocable gifts an
d callings of God. Sovereign Grace and election. And yes, clearly one for Gentiles of intellectual, theological & mental hu
mility or arrogance. I have never been more convinced than I am at this moment. Art Katz understood this. JC Ryle did. 
David Wilkerson did. Charles Spurgeon did. Jonathan Edwards did. David Baron did. Adolph Saphir did. Sinclair Feegus
on did. Nathanial West did. John Bunyn did. Horatius Bonar did. John Piper does. Joe Richardson does. Barry Horner d
oes. Samuel Whitefield does. Dalton Thomas does. Reggie Kelley does. Many many others did and do. But many these 
days do not. Like I said, come and see me after the judgement so we can celebrate God's grace and Unsearchable and 
unfathomable wisdom mentioned at the end of Romans Chapter 11, ok? ðŸ˜‰ðŸ‘•ðŸ™•ðŸ•»â˜•ï¸•ðŸ’ªðŸ•»

God Bless,
               Jeff

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 14:31

Quote:
-------------------------by Tozsu on 2016/8/25 14:26:59

When Jesus came there were no broken off branches yet, the braking off of branches started when Christ came and some were rejecting Him therefor
e rejecting the Father and were broken off. However if they believe in Christ they will be grafted in again. In their broken off state they do not have the 
promises.
-------------------------

That is true and that is what I would call "spiritual common-sense".

Rejection of the Messiah will break you off from the "commonwealth of Israel". 

In their broken off state, they do not have faith in Messiah. In their grafted back in state, they do. Scriptures are clear ab
out this. 
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Re: , on: 2016/8/25 15:03
It's ok, I've shown you what is plain in the context many times. You choose not to see it, or you can't/won't. I see, unders
tand, & accept that. And of course no one comes to God BUT through Jesus. I have said that many times. The question 
is concerning election, sovereignty, & the final "full inclusion" to come whereby "All Israel (in context clearly Jews in the l
and of Israel) shall be saved". If you choose to not see that, or can't for some reason, the laws of Biblical Hermeneutics 
are there to help keep you doctrinally straight, but those just get explained away, ignored, &/or denied too. That's fine. C
ome see me at The wedding supper of the Lamb & we will talk about this very debate, Ok? ðŸ˜Š
  God Bless,
                  Jeff

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 15:33
Jeff said:

Quote:
-------------------------quote (from tozsu):"There was no promise made to the broken off branches"

Contraire there was. Romans 11:26 specifically.
-------------------------

tozsu answered:

Quote:
-------------------------Romans 11:26King James Version (KJV)

26 And so all Israel shall be saved: as it is written, There shall come out of Sion the Deliverer, and shall turn away ungodliness from Jacob:

The Deliverer came out of Sion: The coming of the Messiah Jesus.
and shall turn away ungodliness from Jacob: Offered salvation through his blood to the sons of Jacob who believed in Him.

Romans 11:26 in my opinion describes the salvation that Jesus brought to the Jews when he came (first).

"all Israel" refers to the true Israel of god described in the previous post.
-------------------------

Jeff said:

Quote:
-------------------------That might be a tangible possibility if it wasn't for the rest of the chapter in context, Which does not allow for that. 
-------------------------

Jeff,
I have read the context. Romans 11:1-7 Paul explains the concept that the remnant of Israel who truly believed, is consi
dered to be God's people. According to good hermeneutics we have to consider that Paul talked to his own generation a
nd not to 21 century believers. When he speaks about hardening of hearts,  the broken off branches and grafting in agai
n if they believe, he is referring to people within that generation. Do you have proof that  "the fullness of the gentiles.." m
eans a fullness throughout the ages? In my opinion the fullness meant the current fullness of that age (Paul's), so it coul
d happen in the same generation. And so the hardening could have ended also then and some broken off branches coul
d have been grafted in again. (All in the same generation) As of today's Jews.... They can be grafted in any time if they b
elieve.
So do you have scriptural proof that Roman's chapter 11 doesn't allow an understanding that is different from yours?
Do you agree that Romans 11:26 talks about the FIRST coming of Jesus?

Edited for clarity
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Re:  - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/25 15:50
All hail! :) (Just thought I'd sound like a 1st century Christian this time...)

Anyway, to recap: Julius, I agree with most of your statements re the mark included in some of your last posts:

"He is not a figurative analogy but real people that persecute real people. However, John is using "son of perdition" to sp
eak of Satan's congregation. Remember, it is always the children of the flesh which persecute the children of the spirit." (
Right, we are and have always been a "foreign body" in the organism of the world and it must expel us sooner or later.)
 
"Gal 4:29 But as then he that was born after the flesh persecuted him that was born after the Spirit, even so it is now. 

It has always been about many people persecuting many other people. One satanic body persecuting the Godly Body of
Christ. Why should anything change to one specific human being? 

John is always drawing comparisons between the True Church and False Church, True Believers and False Believers a
nd knows that the spirit of antichrist has never and will never be about one man. It is about all those who are in Satan's g
rip and especially those who have religious power and influence and control over people. And these people exist in gove
rnment and religious circles where power and control are condensed. 

It has never been about one man through the centuries and it won't (in my mind) be about one human being prior to Chri
st's coming, either. Makes for good movies, but not spiritually realistic in my mind." (Well put, and I agree in essence to 
what you said, except I withhold concluding as yet about "the antichrist has never and will never be about one man"; well
, could be, could be not, but it's just that I haven't made up my own mind about it, not that I outright agree or disagree.)

"The reason I believe Satan is trying to get the Christian Church to believe it is all about one (boogey) man, is because it
furthers his work regarding ecumenicalism by taking the focus off of his world-wide false body/religious system. And this 
includes those in the Christian religious system who like Judas, seem to be close to Jesus yet are only rendering lip serv
ice. He wants us to accept his "body of believers" into our lives." (Dude, I think you're definitely on to something here! An
d I especially like all the background info on Judas.)

On another note, I see that there is still some belief in a "third temple in Jerusalem" going up sometime, but would it hav
e been considered any "temple of God" by the apostles, knowing, as they did, that Christ's sacrifice/resurrection and the 
establishment of the church had already rendered any such obsolete? Besides, absent any supporting passage of Script
ure, it's a totally indigent theory and must be allowed at least a dignified demise. And, for good measure, here's a pertine
nt verse I missed last night and that should lay the matter to rest: "Donâ€™t you know that you yourselves are Godâ€™
s temple and that Godâ€™s Spirit dwells in your midst?" (1 Cor. 3:16)

Oh, and Savannah: I promise I'll look at the video, but in order of priority, will you forgive me if I postpone that? 

Y'know brethren (true lambs), I am definitely able to put together a coherent, cogent and convincing essay with all the st
uff I've read as well as the outcome of my ruminations (nearly pulled an all-nighter last night because of my reflections a
nd only thanks to cups of hot cocoa and the odd salami'n'olives sandwich, was I able to keep my eyelids open), but the g
ame's afoot and tempus fugit. THEREFORE, I shall "pull a Julius" (just gently pulling your leg, old bro!) and cut-and-past
e most of the relevant material I've checked. My synthesized, annotated, with exhaustive commentary, blah, blah, blah, 
magnum opus will have to wait. But now, a late lunch will do the trick. Mexican chicken, with tortillas and salsa, that you 
calling?? :)) 
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Re: , on: 2016/8/25 16:13
Jeff, 
I have just thought about this:
I can not consider today's  non believing Jews as broken off branches at all. In my opinion the expression "broken off bra
nches" could only refer to those who were born in OT times.  They were broken off if they didn't believe, and remained in
the tree if they believed in Jesus. And also could be grafted in again. Today there are no such natural branches...

Re:  - posted by ccchhhrrriiisss (), on: 2016/8/25 16:18
I've considered various possibilities of what the mark might be. I've considered tattoos, microchips, etc. Ultimately, I don'
t yet know what it will look like or what it will be physically made of (or that it will necessarily be physical at all -- even tho
ugh I lean that it will be). 

That said: I have long believed that the mark represented something about a version of humanism -- man before God. T
his is the philosophy of this age and it has been embraced by some people who claim to love and follow Christ. 

Whereas the Bible talks about this 666 number being the number of "a man," the word used is "anthrÅ•pos" which is ofte
n translated as a pluralized or generalized version of "man" (e.g., "fishers of men," "man shall not live by bread alone," "e
very idle word that men shall speak," etc.).

There is a conceited philosophy in the world today that has even found its way in the "church" via the guise of "love." It is
where people cannot fathom the truth of God and his plan for mankind because the "God" in their mind cannot be the on
e found in the Scriptures. It is the recreating God in the image of man rather than man in the image of God. 

You hear this false teaching in churches around the world today. From "love wins" to the notion that "a loving God would
n't send people to hell" -- this deception has crept its way into the doctrines of churches throughout the world. The notion
of accountability for sin, repentance or even the need of a Savior are considered "archaic" to people who want to "feel g
ood" from their "faith" rather than know the truth of the age.

I sometimes wonder if this philosophy will be a guiding principle of the Antichrist or his system. If a figure claiming to be 
a prophet or teacher suddenly showed himself to this world, I sadly think that many people would flee churches and follo
w him. After all, it's what their ears really want to hear anyway. 

Just this week, I was reading some articles in various media outlets about large internet companies policing speech to re
move "hate speech" from the internet. The problem is that they don't define what is or is not "hate speech."  Who defines
what is or is not "politically correct" and who polices it?  It sounded very Orwellian -- except that the notion of forbidding f
ree speech that might be found "offensive" was embraced (oddly enough) by major online press companies. 

I imagine that the Gospel of Jesus Christ will be quite offensive to those who feel a need to escape it and declare the ent
ire world a "safe zone" that will free them from the "hate speech" of true Christianity. A physical mark might simply make 
the world a part of that fraternal order of humanism. 

I think that it is interesting that the right hand is chosen. The right hand is often considered the "hand of friendship" throu
ghout time because it is the one in which most people rely. We shake hands with our right hands because it symbolized 
placing aside the hand holding weapons and extending that same hand to others. It represents willingness and acceptan
ce. The forehead, of course, is all about the mind.

BTW, I reject the notion that the mark has already happened. After all, it says that those with wisdom would count or con
sider the number of the beast. Since there hasn't been a widely accepted interpretation of that from history, I suspect tha
t it has yet to have happened and is still to come.
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Re: , on: 2016/8/25 16:32
2 Peter 1

20knowing this first of all, that no prophecy of Scripture comes from someone's own interpretation. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 16:58

Quote:
-------------------------by Tozsu on 2016/8/25 16:13:57

Jeff, 
I have just thought about this:
I can not consider today's non believing Jews as broken off branches at all. In my opinion the expression "broken off branches" could only refer to thos
e who were born in OT times. They were broken off if they didn't believe, and remained in the tree if they believed in Jesus. And also could be grafted i
n again. Today there are no such natural branches...
-------------------------

Tozsu,

I agree with your statement primarily because of the scriptures that back it up. If the scriptures did not back your stateme
nt up, I could not agree with it. When Paul was speaking about the branches cut off, he was speaking about Jews under 
the Old Covenant that rejected Christ, shortly before the Temple was destroyed which the physical manifestation of the 
ending of the Old Covenant. The spiritual manifestation of the end of the Old Covenant was Christ death on the cross w
hen He "nailed the law to the tree."

Col 2:14  Blotting out the handwriting of ORDINANCES that was against us, which was contrary to us, and took it out of t
he way, nailing it to his cross; 

He abolished "the law of commandments".
Eph 2:15  Having ABOLISHED in his flesh the enmity, even THE LAW OF COMMANDMENTS contained in ORDINANC
ES; for to make in himself of twain one new man, so making peace;  

There are no Jews under an Old Covenant today, because there is no Old Covenant that exists anymore in God's eyes t
hat He will honor. And to prove this, if a 3rd temple was rebuilt today and sacrifices reinstituted, God would not be obliga
ted to forgive the sins of those trusting in animal sacrifices. This would negate all that His Son had done. This would tra
mple openly upon His Son's blood.

Heb 10:29  Of how much sorer punishment, suppose ye, shall he be thought worthy, who hath trodden under foot the So
n of God, and hath counted the blood of the covenant, wherewith he was sanctified, an unholy thing, and hath done des
pite unto the Spirit of grace? 

Heb 10:11  And every priest standeth daily ministering and offering oftentimes the same sacrifices, WHICH CAN NEVE
R TAKE AWAY SINS: 

What God regards today and ONLY what He regards is His Son, Jesus Christ and the New Covenant written in His bloo
d. God is not calling people to Jesus Christ and at the same time honoring the OT Covenant and forgiving people via ani
mal sacrifices. Without the temple and animal sacrifices there is no OT and if you have them again, there is no OT beca
use God will not honor the law and the sacrifices to make men righteous. He never did. He always honored only the "fait
h of Abraham". 

Heb 10:8  Above when he said, Sacrifice and offering and burnt offerings and offering for sin thou wouldest not, neither 
hadst pleasure therein; which are offered by the law; 

So, what was the law for? It was meant to bring us to Christ so that we would receive Him by Faith and be justified by thi
s faith. 

Gal 3:24  Wherefore THE LAW WAS OUR SCHOOLMASTER to bring us unto Christ, that we might be justified by faith. 
Gal 3:25  But after that faith is come, we are no longer under a schoolmaster. 
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Gal 3:26  For ye are all the children of God by faith in Christ Jesus. 

He took away the Old Testament, to establish the New Testament.
Heb 10:9  Then said he, Lo, I come to do thy will, O God. He taketh away the first, that he may establish the second. 
Heb 10:10  By the which will we are sanctified through the offering of the body of Jesus Christ once for all. 
 
Heb 10:14  For by one offering (the blood of Christ) He hath perfected for ever them that are sanctified.

Them, that are sanctified are sanctified only by the offering of Jesus Christ, nothing else! 

Heb 8:6  But now hath he obtained a more excellent ministry, by how much also he is the mediator of a BETTER COVE
NANT, which was established upon better promises. 

Why do we need a NT if God is still honoring the OT? 

Heb 7:11  If therefore perfection were by the Levitical priesthood, (for under it the people received the law,) what further 
need was there that another priest should rise after the order of Melchisedec, and not be called after the order of Aaron?

Heb 7:12  For the priesthood being changed, there is made of necessity a change also of the law. 

The OT has been disannulled.

Heb 7:18  For there is verily a disannulling of the commandment going before for the weakness and unprofitableness the
reof. 
Heb 7:19  For the law made nothing perfect, but the bringing in of a better hope did; by the which we draw nigh unto Go
d. 

Heb 8:7  For if that first covenant had been faultless, then should no place have been sought for the second. 
Heb 8:8  For finding fault with them, he saith, Behold, the days come, saith the Lord, when I will make a new covenant w
ith the house of Israel and with the house of Judah: 
Heb 8:9  Not according to the covenant that I made with their fathers in the day when I took them by the hand to lead the
m out of the land of Egypt; because they continued not in my covenant, and I regarded them not, saith the Lord. 

Heb 8:13  In that he saith, A new covenant, he hath made the first old. Now that which decayeth and waxeth old is ready
to vanish away.

Re: watchnpray, on: 2016/8/25 17:05

Quote:
-------------------------by watchnpray on 2016/8/25 15:50:58

All hail! :) (Just thought I'd sound like a 1st century Christian this time...)

Anyway, to recap: Julius, I agree with most of your statements re the mark included in some of your last posts:

"He is not a figurative analogy but real people that persecute real people. However, John is using "son of perdition" to speak of Satan's congregation. 
Remember, it is always the children of the flesh which persecute the children of the spirit." (Right, we are and have always been a "foreign body" in the
organism of the world and it must expel us sooner or later.)

"Gal 4:29 But as then he that was born after the flesh persecuted him that was born after the Spirit, even so it is now. 

It has always been about many people persecuting many other people. One satanic body persecuting the Godly Body of Christ. Why should anything c
hange to one specific human being? 

John is always drawing comparisons between the True Church and False Church, True Believers and False Believers and knows that the spirit of antic
hrist has never and will never be about one man. It is about all those who are in Satan's grip and especially those who have religious power and influe
nce and control over people. And these people exist in government and religious circles where power and control are condensed. 

It has never been about one man through the centuries and it won't (in my mind) be about one human being prior to Christ's coming, either. Makes for 
good movies, but not spiritually realistic in my mind." (Well put, and I agree in essence to what you said, except I withhold concluding as yet about "the
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antichrist has never and will never be about one man"; well, could be, could be not, but it's just that I haven't made up my own mind about it, not that I 
outright agree or disagree.)

"The reason I believe Satan is trying to get the Christian Church to believe it is all about one (boogey) man, is because it furthers his work regarding ec
umenicalism by taking the focus off of his world-wide false body/religious system. And this includes those in the Christian religious system who like Jud
as, seem to be close to Jesus yet are only rendering lip service. He wants us to accept his "body of believers" into our lives." (Dude, I think you're defin
itely on to something here! And I especially like all the background info on Judas.)

On another note, I see that there is still some belief in a "third temple in Jerusalem" going up sometime, but would it have been considered any "temple
of God" by the apostles, knowing, as they did, that Christ's sacrifice/resurrection and the establishment of the church had already rendered any such o
bsolete? Besides, absent any supporting passage of Scripture, it's a totally indigent theory and must be allowed at least a dignified demise. And, for go
od measure, here's a pertinent verse I missed last night and that should lay the matter to rest: "Donâ€™t you know that you yourselves are Godâ€™s 
temple and that Godâ€™s Spirit dwells in your midst?" (1 Cor. 3:16)

Oh, and Savannah: I promise I'll look at the video, but in order of priority, will you forgive me if I postpone that? 

Y'know brethren (true lambs), I am definitely able to put together a coherent, cogent and convincing essay with all the stuff I've read as well as the outc
ome of my ruminations (nearly pulled an all-nighter last night because of my reflections and only thanks to cups of hot cocoa and the odd salami'n'olive
s sandwich, was I able to keep my eyelids open), but the game's afoot and tempus fugit. THEREFORE, I shall "pull a Julius" (just gently pulling your le
g, old bro!) and cut-and-paste most of the relevant material I've checked. My synthesized, annotated, with exhaustive commentary, blah, blah, blah, m
agnum opus will have to wait. But now, a late lunch will do the trick. Mexican chicken, with tortillas and salsa, that you calling?? :)) 

-------------------------

Xavier,

Thank you for your encouraging and blithesome words. You communicate a lot of warmth and good heartedness throug
h your posts. 

Of course, there have been many anti-christs through the centuries. All those who are not with Jesus are against Him an
d thus are anti-christ (against Christ). There are small anti-christs and very big ones and their father is Satan. Just as the
Christian does the will of his Father in heaven, those who are not with Christ are doing the will of their father, below. 

Luke 11:23  He that is not with me is against me: and he that gathereth not with me scattereth. 

Read my reply to Tozsu regarding the 3rd temple and is God obligated to honor it. 

Blessings to you, good friend.

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 17:07
That's a very long string of straw men verses. No one is saying the Law can save anyone. Romans 11 he says that a "p
artial hardening" HAS COME over the Jews NOW, but there is a "FULL INCLUSION" to come & "ALL ISRAEL SHALL B
E SAVED". And there are other verses to back this prophetic promise. "When the fullness of the Gentiles have come in...
", "When they look on Him whom they pierced..." And on and on. Is a non sequitur straw man to keep arguing no one is 
saved through the Law. That's been explained to you like 47 times on this site, but you just roll it back out like a long dea
d great grandma in a casket to beat that dead horse. It's very strange. Who's arguing for salvation through Judaism & La
w? You know who, NOONE! That's why your arguments are so strangely out of place it's baffling. Just like the Jews curr
ently have a veil (a partial hardening) over their eyes where they can't see Jesus is their promised Messiah in wholesale/
large part, so do you & those who won't accept Romans 11 have "a veil over your eyes" in a sense where you can't see 
what God has already clearly prophesied will happen. Like I said, Paul indicates in this mystery concerning Israel in Rom
ans 11 that it is a heart posture issue. Like I said, come see me at the wedding supper of the Lamb. I'm the one who will 
have the cup with the fruit of the vine in total shock and awe at the majesty of God in Christ! ðŸ˜Š
  God Bless,
              Jeff 
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Re: Broken off branches - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/25 17:08
So how can broken off branches only refer to OT people?

Why would a non believing Jew today not be referred to as a broken off branch? And if he believed today isn't it the new 
covenant made with Israel and ratified in Christ's blood be that which he was grafted into? If there are  no broken off bra
nches today it sounds like Israel has been replaced.

23 And they also, if they do not continue in unbelief, will be grafted in, for God is able to graft then in AGAIN. (Rom 11:2
3)

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 17:26
docs,

Something ended at the death and resurrection of Jesus Christ. 
What was it? 

Something ended at the destruction of Jerusalem and the Temple.
What was it? 

What do the scriptures say? 

Also, what makes a Jew a Jew? I think it would help everyone here if you could define it. I am under the impression that 
biblically, one that is circumcised outwardly and following the Old Covenant was a Jew. Yet, there is no more Old Coven
ant and certainly no one that follows it because it cannot be followed without a temple or animal sacrifices. 

To me, those born in Israel today are Israeli's. They call themselves Jews but this is just tradition, now. Many are not foll
owing the OT or even believe in God. 

There are Romanian, Polish, Russian, Italian, American, Argentinan Jews, etc, etc. The ethnicity is the country they com
e from, the traditional religion is Jewish. 

I was born an Italian-German-Irish-American Christian. My ethnicity is a mixture (whose isn't?) and my traditional inherite
d religion was Catholic. 

Today, anyone born-again is grafted into the Olive Tree (Jesus Christ). 

The Natural Olive Tree were the Jews of the OT when the OT was alive and well and authentic with a Temple and anim
al sacrifices. These were the natural branches. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 17:51
Jim/julious

Please stop baiting these guys with your religious hatred of the Jewish nation and people.

And you two should be in tune with the Lord enough not to give him a platform for spouting his ant-Jewish venom disgui
sed in religious garb.

Whatever spirit this is, is certainly not the Holy Spirit.
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Re:  - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/25 18:17
/Jim/Julius/

Spare us the nonsense if you would.

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 18:18
Julius/Jim  wrote: (should say lied)

A. There is no Biblical basis to assert that the modern nation of Israel has anything to do with  Biblical prophecy.

1. It is a twentieth century geo-political organization.

2. The name of "Israel" was selected with deliberate intention of conveying connection with legacy of ancient Israel.

3. Modern Israel is not the Biblical Israel and has no claim to any promises or rights of               Biblical Israel.

4. Modern Israel cannot be considered a chosen nation of divine destiny any more than any               other nation.

B. The demise of the modern nation of Israel would not impinge upon Biblical prophecy.

1. God's character and faithfulness do not depend upon the changable circumstances of human               politics and wa
rfare.

2. Nations come and go, but God remains the same.
3. Only the spiritual nation of Israel is eternal - I Peter. 2:9

Re:  - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/25 18:23
I understand everyone born again today is grafted into the olive tree which is Jesus Christ. I never stated anything differ
ent. 

Re: Gonna be out a few days - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/25 18:37
I'm at a conference in Ohio where beginning tonight we will be studying the book of Ezekiel in a round table every memb
er participating question and answer type of setting. It will run until Sunday night. Please pray for us and blessings to yo
u. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 18:43
why thank you

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 18:59
God Bless Docs!

Reggie going to be there too by chance?

Julius,
    It's clear you have & do read & follow enough historical revisionists, replacement theologians, people who have no rea
l high view value for the OT prophets, etc. And it's actually worse than that. Are You a BDS guy? Christ at the checkpoint
kinda guy? 

I'm a French, Dutch, Cherokee, Irish descent guy who recently just found out (ironically) that my great great grandparent
s were Jews in Spain. I got all kinds of backgrounds ethnically & religiously (Direct descendant of Rufus Burleson, the ba
ptist preacher/missionary who started Baylor University). But ultimately - so what? We aren't talking about Julius' heritag
e, but what does God's Word say and teach. And ultimately, it boils down to Michael Brown's question concerning the re
gathering of Israel in 1948 (that Philip Mauro said would never happen lest we must question the whole NT) which Spurg
eon, Bonar, Baron, Edwards, Ryle & so many others predicted:

If God scattered them in judgement, and no one can gather where God scatters, who regathered them in the land?
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A question neither Stephen Sizer (I know you like him), nor you, nor anyone else can sufficiently answer. 

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 19:07
Jim/Juilius also wrote:

Rather, Christian peoples are fulfillment of the people of Israel 

(This is an outright fabrication of a Jew despising mind)
              
a. Continuity with Israel of God - preliminary/reality
              
b. Discontinuity with external, physical Jewish nation

(another replacement fabrication fueled by anti-Israeli
and a deluded mind that willfully ignores the clear Word of God)
    
B. Designations of old covenant Israel applied to new covenant Christians

(Baloney)

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 19:36
Docs,
   Of course you never said anything different. Neither did I or anyone else on here. It's a regurgitated well poisoning stra
w man argument. I used to think it was a mere misunderstanding potentially. I do not believe that anymore. How on eart
h after all of these repeating of the same things could I? That would be illogical. I'm not trying to be goofy or mean, just d
ead on honest. I wish I could say more that I know, but I am just leaving it at that. It's like a deliberate agenda to spread t
he abdication of the plans and purposes of God for Israel in scripture. And it goes beyond that to say there isn't even a B
iblical Jew in Israel. It gets more bizarre from here if we are all honest enough to share all the people/teachings we really
follow, & all that we really believe. I'm not even trying to change Julius' mind honestly. These type conversations prove t
hat facts, Responsible Biblical Hermeneutics, scripture in context, tough questions on plain passages, etc. make no diffe
rence at all & the "rewind & replay" default button gets pushed & it's really an intentional agenda here on SI to discredit 
God's purpose for Israel in the last days prophetic, apocalyptic plans of God. I wish I knew less than I do, but I don't. I ca
n't act naively blissfully ignorant because I'm not. When I post about the "Apple of God's Eye" & then in another thread th
e one usage of this that doesn't specifically speak about Israel is woven in to "prove" that saying doesn't ever mean Isra
el, it's not coincidence. Now there is no such thing as Jews. What's next for Julius (when the fire dies down and enough 
people post who agree and go down this road)? Jews are the cause of all the evil on earth? I am not saying the Jews & I
srael are perfect or "better" by any means. Quite the contrary. But they are beloved for the sake of the fathers, they will b
e grafted back in en made when all Israel is saved, & even as they first got the Gospel (to the Jew First), they will even b
e judged first ("first the Jew, then the gentile") as scripture tells us. So, this conversation isn't really one where there's a r
eal look at the exchange of ideas, or much less a responsible study of the scriptures, but one where the real agenda eve
ry so often pops it's head up & then when spotted, called out, & asked real, tough, scriptural questions, plays hurt & goe
s back & hides behind a big teddy bear. It's a repeat scenario too. I know it's a heart issue because Paul says it is in Ro
mans 11 & God has confirmed it clearly in more than one way. It is disingenuous whether people care for that word or n
ot. I don't mean it to be "mean", but honest. I'm inclined to let it go. It will grow on here uncontested over time like a canc
er I believe. I believe the Lord has shown me that. I pray people en made are not deceived in this, but take it to the Lord 
& not the "enlightened ones" who teach it.
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Re: , on: 2016/8/25 19:51
Jeff

Okay some of us get angry with this persons venom towords the Jews and God' eternal plan for them

No offence to you please but why do you and docs keep giving him an audience? This is part of the agenda and I think y
ou know it.  Neil has had enough and even if the moderators do nothing please stop responding to this spirit that inhabits
this person. If you do I will also and even Rev will refrain from taiking the bait I believe .

You also said a mouthfull here:

"I'm inclined to let it go. It will grow on here uncontested over time like a cancer I believe. I believe the Lord has shown m
e that. I pray people en made are not deceived in this, but take it to the Lord & not the "enlightened ones" who teach it."

That tells me something that is not good at all about the proceedings at this site and obliviously can't say any more whith
out being kicked out..... 

Re: , on: 2016/8/25 20:41
Yeah, I'm through with it. 

Re: Just before the thread  is likely closed - posted by docs (), on: 2016/8/25 21:20
NDY I'm giving Julius a space here because it's a discussion forum made up of people with differing views and opinions.
That's good and the way it should be. Saying it straight, I believe you and Rev Enue have three times now made openly 
false accusations against Julius because he is supposedly a heretic. You haven't come remotely close to proving any of 
it and  in truth have come up very short when asked to verify your accusations. It's unethical to do this because you bear
s grudge. Now you and Enue are burdening the forum with the delusional false notion that Julius is really Jim Fowler wh
o has used this name Julius to sneak in and promote heresy. Give us a break will you! STOP the deliberately concocted 
false accusations. That's me saying it straight. If you were honest it would be different. If you don't like Julius' views then 
open a civil dialog with him. He has shown ten times the manners you have.

I'm out of the thread from here on out and I apologize to everyone on the forum. It's just that I don't believe falsely labelli
ng people as heretics, not once but three times, and saying they are really someone else is profitable for your own credi
bility while you point out supposed shortcomings in others.

Re: docs?, on: 2016/8/25 21:27
Is that some kind of Bible Code or something, Docs? Lol. Am I missing something? I don't know what that last post is bro
ther?

Re: "Has God revealed to you"  Re:  - posted by savannah, on: 2016/8/25 21:31

Jeff asked, 

"Did God send an angel down to tell you it was early?"

I answer, No. 

There is no difficulty whatsoever for God to reveal truth! 

The Spirit of Truth is my guide into all the truth. 

John 16:13â€œBut when He, the Spirit of truth, comes, He will guide you into all the truth; for He will not speak on His o
wn initiative, but whatever He hears, He will speak; and He will disclose to you what is to come. 14â€œHe shall glorify M
e; for He shall take of Mine, and shall disclose it to you. 15â€œAll things that the Father has are Mine; therefore I said, t
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hat He takes of Mine, and will disclose it to you.

Re:  - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/25 22:18
Back again. (Had to struggle against some postprandial sluggishness but I'm good...)

Anyway, the following is kinda lengthy but I hope you see what I see afterwards, brethren:

Pliny the Younger, Roman magistrate, on dealing with Christians, in a letter to the Emperor Trajan (c. 112):

â€œ...Meanwhile, in the case of those who were denounced to me as Christians, I have observed the following procedur
e: I interrogated these as to whether they were Christians; those who confessed I interrogated a second and a third time,
threatening them with punishment; those who persisted I ordered executed... 

...Those who denied that they were or had been Christians, when they invoked the gods in words dictated by me, offere
d prayer with incense and wine to your image, which I had ordered to be brought for this purpose together with statues o
f the gods, and moreover cursed Christ--none of which those who are really Christians, it is said, can be forced to do--th
ese I thought should be discharged. Others named by the informer declared that they were Christians, but then denied it
, asserting that they had been but had ceased to be, some three years before, others many years, some as much as twe
nty-five years. They all worshipped your image and the statues of the gods, and cursed Christ...

...I judged it all the more necessary to find out what the truth was by torturing two female slaves who were called deacon
esses. But I discovered nothing else but depraved, excessive superstition...â€•

http://www.earlychristianwritings.com/text/pliny.html

Cornelius Tacitus, Roman historian, describing Neroâ€™s persecution of  Christians in his Annals (c. 115):

â€œ...Nero fastened the guilt and inflicted the most exquisite tortures on a class hated for their abominations, called Chr
istians by the populace. Christus, from whom the name had its origin, suffered the extreme penalty during the reign of Ti
berius at the hands of one of our procurators, Pontius Pilatus, and a most mischievous superstition, thus checked for the
moment, again broke out not only in Judaea, the first source of the evil, but even in Rome... Accordingly, an arrest was fi
rst made of all who pleaded guilty; then, upon their information, an immense multitude was convicted, not so much of the
crime of firing the city, as of HATRED AGAINST MANKIND. Mockery of every sort was added to their deaths. Covered 
with the skins of beasts, they were torn by dogs and perished, or were nailed to crosses, or were doomed to the flames 
and burnt, to serve as a nightly illumination, when daylight had expired. Nero offered his gardens for the spectacle, and 
was exhibiting a show in the circus, while he mingled with the people in the dress of a charioteer or stood aloft on a car. 
Hence, even for criminals who deserved extreme and exemplary punishment, there arose a feeling of compassion; for it 
was not, as it seemed, for the public good, but to glut one man's cruelty, that they were being destroyed.â€• (Emphasis a
dded.)

http://www.earlychristianwritings.com/tacitus.html

Re:  - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/25 22:26
Persecution of Christians (250-251 CE) resulting from a decree of the Roman Emperor Decius:

â€œThe Decian persecution resulted from an edict issued in 250 by the Emperor Decius ordering everyone in the Roma
n Empire to perform a sacrifice to the Roman gods and the well-being of the Emperor. The edict ordered that the sacrific
es be performed in the presence of a Roman magistrate, and a signed and witnessed certificate be issued to that effect. 
It was the first time that Christians had faced legislation forcing them to choose between their religious beliefs and death,
although there is no evidence that Decius' edict was specifically intended to target Christians. The edict appears to have 
been designed more as an Empire-wide loyalty oath. Nevertheless, a number of Christians were put to death for refusin
g to perform the sacrifices, many others apostatized and performed the ceremonies, and others went into hiding. The eff
ects were long-lasting and caused tension between Christians who had performed the sacrifices or fled and those who h
ad not, and left bitter memories of persecution.â€• 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Decian_persecution
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â€œRoman religion revolved around PUBLIC ceremonies and sacrifices; personal belief was not as central an element 
as it is in many modern faiths.â€• (Emphasis added.) 

"...Decius authorized roving commissions visiting the cities and villages to supervise the execution of the sacrifices and t
o deliver written certificates to all citizens who performed them. Christians were often given opportunities to avoid further
punishment by publicly offering sacrifices or burning incense to Roman gods, and were accused by the Romans of impie
ty when they refused. Refusal was punished by arrest, imprisonment, torture, and executions. Christians fled to safe hav
ens in the countryside and some purchased their certificates, called libelli.â€•

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Anti-Christian_policies_in_the_Roman_Empire#Under_Decius

Roman Emperor Diocletian and the Great Persecution of Christians (303-313 CE):

To the followers of the traditional cults, Christians were odd creatures: not quite Roman, but not quite barbarian either. T
heir practices were deeply threatening to traditional mores. Christians rejected public festivals, refused to take part in the
imperial cult, avoided public office, and publicly criticized ancient traditions. Conversions tore families apart... Traditional 
Roman religion was inextricably interwoven into the fabric of Roman society and state, but Christians refused to observe
its practices. In the words of Tacitus, Christians showed "hatred of the human race" (odium generis humani).â€•

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Diocletianic_Persecution

Re:  - posted by watchnpray (), on: 2016/8/25 22:35
"It was the nineteenth year of Diocletian's reign  and the month Dystrus, called March by the Romans, and the festival of
the Saviour's Passion was approaching, when an imperial decree was published everywhere, ordering the churches to b
e razed to the ground and the Scriptures destroyed by fire, and giving notice that those in places of honour would lose th
eir places, and domestic staff, if they continued to profess Christianity, would be deprived of their liberty. Such was the fi
rst edict against us. Soon afterwards other decrees arrived in rapid succession, ordering that the presidents of the churc
hes in every place should all be first committed to prison and then coerced by every possible means into offering sacrific
e.â€• 

http://penelope.uchicago.edu/~grout/encyclopaedia_romana/hispania/diocletian.html

â€œDiocletian passed laws or Edicts to force people who lived in the Roman Empire to worship the ancient gods of the 
Romans. The Edict of Diocletian relating to the persecution of Christians were as follows:
-The edict of Diocletian ordered the destruction of Christian scriptures
-The destruction of Christian places of worship
-The Edict of Diocletian prohibited Christians from assembling for worship
-The arrest of the Christian clergy
-The Edict demanded acts of sacrifice and homage to be paid to the Roman gods and goddesses
-Sentences of torture and death passed on Christians who refused to renounce the Christian Faithâ€•

http://www.tribunesandtriumphs.org/roman-empire/persecution-of-christians.htm

And later persecutions by the Roman Catholic Church against nonconformists, hindering them from â€œbuying and selli
ngâ€•, have already been explored on this forum... But the preceding has been set forth as a type of the choice the child
ren of God may be faced with in the VERY near future (or now, even): comply with something that goes against your con
science or suffer the consequences. (Not being able to buy or sell?) Can you now see what Iâ€™m driving at?

But, how can we tie all this to an end-of-days antichrist figure or power that: â€œ...will oppose and will exalt himself over
everything that is called God or is worshiped, so that he sets himself up in Godâ€™s temple, proclaiming himself to be 
Godâ€•. (It is fairly well established that Godâ€™s temple is the body of believers â€“ the Church â€“ right?) So who is t
his that presumes to have MORAL AUTONOMY (echoing the original incitement to rebellion: â€œYou shall be like God..
.â€•) even within the Church? (Please read and reflect on 2 Thes. 2:3-12.) 

Question: can we equate the â€œsecond beastâ€• (Rev. 13:11-18) with the antichrist? (Note that it is this second beast 
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that brings to life an image of the beast and is the one that forces the Mark on everyone.) After all, arenâ€™t all these ch
aracters (dragon, first beast, etc.) intricately related and all part of the SAME Anti-God conflict/conspiracy?  	

Re:  - posted by sermonindex (), on: 2016/8/25 22:37
Saints,

We are locked the thread as the discussions have resulted down to name-calling and simply unprofitable talking back an
d forth that is not well thought out or graceful.  Brethren we can disagree with certain things but we must be loving and te
achable.

We do not have strong dogmatic views of end-times on SermonIndex, we do not fit into any man-made theological syste
m. Rather we have simple truths that we hold to such as:

We believe that Jesus, some days after His resurrection from the dead, ascended to God in heaven (Acts1:1-10; Eph. 1:
15-23). We believe in the personal return of Jesus with power and great glory (Luke 21:27), and that His return is an eve
nt for saved people to look forward to with great expectation and with constant watchfulness and prayer (Luke 21:34-36; 
1 John 3:2-3). We believe that this same Jesus, which was taken up from the apostles into heaven, shall so come in like 
manner as they saw Him go into heaven (Acts 1:1-11). We believe it is the privilege and duty of every Christian--to be fill
ed with the Holy Spirit, and to live a holy life, and to be always ready for the return of Jesus, and that, in the meantime, e
ach Christian should Occupy (keep busy in His will, and in His service) till the Lord's return (John 7:37-39; Acts 1:8; Eph.
5:18; Matt. 24:44; Luke 19:13; Titus 2:11-15; 1 Peter 1:13-19).

and we agree with many house churches in China:

7. The Last Days
! We believe Christ will return, but no one except the Father knows the date of His return.1239 On the day when Christ r
eturns, He will come in glory and power on the clouds with the angels.1240 On that day, the angels will blow the trumpet
, and those who were dead in Christ will rise first. After that, all born again Christians who are still alive will also be transf
ormed.1241 Their bodies will all be glorified, and they will all be caught up together in the clouds to meet the Lord in the 
air.1242
! The saints will then reign together with Christ for a thousand years,1243 during which Satan will be cast into the Abyss.
When the thousand years are over, Satan will be released temporarily and will go out to deceive the nations until he is fi
nally thrown into the lake of burning sulfur.1244 After that, Christ will sit on the great white throne to judge men from eac
h nation, tribe and people. Everyone will rise from the dead and be judged before the throne. If anyoneâ€™s name is no
t found written in the Book of life, he will
be thrown into the lake of fire. The former heaven
289
and earth will be consumed by fire. Death and Hades will also be thrown into the fire.1245
! Those whose names are found written in the Book of life will enter into the new heaven and the new earth, living there 
with God forever.1246 We believe that while waiting for the coming of the Lord, believers should serve the Lord with gre
at diligence, preach the Word of life,1247 and bear abundant fruits in their words, actions, faith, love and holiness. We al
so believe that those who do this shall receive all kinds of rewards.1248
! As for whether the rapture happens before, during or after the great tribulation, we recognize that each denomination h
as its own conviction, and therefore there is no absolute conclusion in regard to this. The duty of each Christian is to be 
alert1249 and prepare himself for the coming of the Lord.1250

from: https://ia600202.us.archive.org/28/items/principlesv4/64_StatementofFaith.pdf

this thread is locked.
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Re: , on: 2016/8/25 22:39
It's also good to point out that Satan has "marked" us for destruction. No physical markings needed. 

1Pet 5:8  Be sober, be vigilant; because your adversary the devil, as a roaring lion, walketh about, seeking whom he ma
y devour: 

I also recognize, that the inward mark of the Holy Spirit which the Enemy recognizes and hates can also result in an out
ward mark through men. This outward mark can take many forms.

Men have "marked" Christians in many ways. Sometimes with a physical mark (brand, missing finger, limb, shorn hair, m
issing ear), sometimes with an article of clothing, written certificate, or even a social mark brought about by slander and l
ies. 
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