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INTRODUCTION

Very few people have escgped avist by Jehovah Witnesses peddling their cultic
teachings which run counter to historic Chrigtianity. Watch Tower Society statistics reved that
some 740 howge cdl s are required to recruit each new member to its organization andthere ae
closeto 200,000whojoin the Watch Tower Society each yea.

The reauiting successof the Jehovah Witness Cult isno dbubt based upon two things -
ther rdentlessmethod of door-to-door vistation and the ladk of spiritua growth onthe part of
many professng Christians. W. J. Schrdll, authar of Thirty Y ears aWatch Tower Save stated
thesereasonsin hisboaok:

The Watch Tower leadership sensed that within the midst of
Chrislendam were many milli ons of professng Christianswho
werenat well grourded in "the truths once ddlivered to the
sants" andwhowould berather easly pried loose from the
churchesand led into anew and revitdi zed Watch Tower
organization. The society caculated, and that rightly, that this
ladk of proper knowledge of God and the widespread acceptance
of haf-truthsin Chrisendom would yield vast masses of men
andwomen, if thewhole matter werewisdly attacked, the dtack
sugtained and the results contained, and then re-used in an ever-
widening circle (19).

The purpose of the foll owing pagesistwo-fold. First, to expose the unkiblical teaching
of the Jehovah Witnesgses Cult and then secondly to ground Chrigtians $iritudly so that they may
nat beled astray and taken captive by the devil a hiswill.

It shoud be understood that the Chrigtian's fight is not against men a flesh and dood
but againgt the dark powers which use men to ensnare other men through their flse and
unbiblicd teadings

Eight ressonswhy | cannd buy what the Jehoveh Withesses are peddling is
amed a the devil'sfalseteachings.




| can't buy what theJ.W.'sare peddling...

# 1BECAUSE OF THE DISREPUTABLE CHARACTER OF THE FOUNDER
OF THISRELIGIOUSCULT

If onewere going to follow the teatings of someone, espeddly when those
teadingsinvolved matters of mordity and ores eternd destiny, ore would want to
check ou the dharacter of that teacher very tharoughly before he accepted anything he
had to say. Someone haswell said, "I'd rather see asermon any day than to hear one."

So, who founded the Jehovah Witness organi zation and what kind of charader did the
founder demongtrate? This groupwas fourded by aman named Charles Taze Russl. Russl
was barn onFeb. 16,1852and grew upin Pittsburgh and All egheny, Pennsylvania. Hewas a
member of aCongregationdi st church bu while yet ateenager he rgected the doctrine of
eternd punishment and denourced dl organized religiors.

In 1870at age 18, Rus=l organized aBible dassin Pittsburgh and cortinued to preach
andtead his doctrine denying eternal punshment. Six yearslater Russll waseeded the
pastor of thisgroup.

From 1876 to 1878 Russd | worked as an assstant editor of amonthly magazinein
Rochester, New York but was forced to resign because of a controversy which came dout over
his views on the atonement of Christ. After leaving the magazine pasition Russdll founded the
"ZionWatch Tower" in 1879 and pulli shed some 6,000 copies. By 1963 urder the name of
"The Watch Tower" 64 milli on copies were pubished. In 1884Russl then founded the"Zion
Watch Tower Tract Society” in Pittsburgh and began to publish hisbooks entitled Sudiesin the
Scriptures - Russl, nodoult, recognized the power of the pen and the pressto spread his
teatings. "The Watch Tower Bible and Tract Society” was then fourded in 186 which has
bemmethe cantrd organizaion for missonary endeavors.

Russdl| died October 31, 1916 but when the seventh volume or hisbook was published in
191 7entitled The Finished Mydtery, it caused asplit i n the organization. The smalest group
becane known as " The Dawn Bible Students Associaion’ which now publishes The Dawn
magazine. Thelarger group foll owed the leadership of Judge Franklin Rutherford and became
known by their present name &' Jehovah's Witnesses.™"

But what kind o charader did Russll himself demonsgtrate? The character of thisman
isevidenced firg of dl in hisfaled marriage relationship. In 1897 Russdl'swife Marialeft him
after seventeen years of marriage (Martin 34-37). Six yearslater, in 1903she sued him for a
divorce because of "his concet, egotism, damination, andimproper condict in relationto ather
women." Acoording to Joe Groat's findingsthe murts sverdy censured Russl andcdled his
condvct "insulting, damineering, and owerbearing to adegree which madelifeintolerableto a



sensitive Chrigtian women™ (Groat 2). Much litigation followed over an dimony settlement for
her. Findly in 1909 the matter was settled by a$6,086.00 pyment to Mrs. Russll.

The daracter of Russdl may aso be seenin hisfinancid dedings concerning his
religious activities. During the Litigation for alimony paymentsit was brought out that Rus<ell's
religious activitieswere @arried ou through severa subsidiary societies. Money camein through
these societies into aha ding company in which Russell held $990.0®f the $1,000.00capita
andtwo o hisfollowersheld orly $10.00each.

Rusdl's character isdemonstrated also in hisreligious adivitiesto finance his
organization. Russdll advertised repeatedly "Mirade Wheat" for salein hisWatch Tower
puldicaion.He damed it would grow five times as much as any other whed and he sold it for
$60.00a bushel. When The Brooklyn Dail y Ead e publi shed a cartoon of Russll and hiswhed,
he sued the newspaper but logt his case because in government tests RussI'swheat adudly
proved to yidd lessthan others (Martin 34-37).

Prior to thetria the Eage had stated that it would show, "that Russl'srdligious cult
was nathing more than amoney-making scheme." During thetrid this charge by the Eagle was
a0 subdtantiated (Martin 36).

Rusgl's character isfurther reveded in the fil es of the High Court of Ontario in thetrial
of Rus#l vs. Ross"defamatory libd", dated March 17, 1913Wadter Martin Sated the
badkgrourd for this st asfollows:

In June, 1912 the Reverend J.J. Rossof the James Street Baptist
Church, Hamilton, Ontario, published apamphlet entitled, " Some Fads About
the Sdf-Style 'Pastor' Charles T. Russ 1" which minced nowordsin its
denurtiaion d Russdl, hisqudificationsasaminister, or hismora example
asa"pagor.” Russl promptly sued Rossfor "defamatory libel" in an effort
to slencethe courageous minister before apamphlet coud gain wide
circulation and expose histrue charader andthe erors of histheology. Mr.
Ross however, was unimpressed by Russl's action and eagerly seized upon
the oppatunity asameans of exposing Russ| for thefraud hewas. in his
pamphlet, Rossassal ed Rusd|'steachings asreveded in "Studiesin the
Scriptures’ as "the destruction doctrines of one man whois neither ascholar
nor atheologian” (page 7). (Martin 38.

It shodd be noted that Russdll was not able to prove that the darge made againg
him were untrue and the High Court of Ontario ruled in the March 1913 sesson that there
were no grourdsliable againgt Ross.

During this particular trid Russall committed perjury in ating that he knew the Greek
aphebet but was unable to identify the | etters when confronted with a @py of it. Although
Russl had sworn earlier that he was an ardained minister and had knowledge of Latin and
Hebrew, hewas dso proved aliar in these aeas aswell. The proceedings $rowed that he had
never taken acoursein Systematic Theology or attended any schod of higher leaning and had
never been ordained by any religious group (Martin 38-40).



Rusdl's character wasreveded as, "that of aman who hed noscruples about lying
under oath and whose doctrines were almittedly based onno sound educaiond knowledge of
the subjed in question” (Martin 40).

In additionto the many frauduent clams of Russl The Brodkdyn Daily Eage
pulished an article on page 18 d the February 19, 1912 issue which exposed more of his
hypocrisy. It was entitl ed "Pastor Russll's Imaginary Sermons - Printed Reports of Addressesin
Foreign Landsthat He Never Made - One a Hawaii, aSample.” (Martin 39

The evidence ato Russdl'scharader iswell documented in theissues of the
Eage Wadter Martin sates tha theseissies may be obtained from the Montague Street
Branch o the Brooklyn Public Library and points the doubtful inquirer to the following
issues

(1) January 1, 1913, pages|, 2.Miracle Wheat Scanddl.

(2) January 22, 1913page 2. Testimony of Russdllit e beli efs.

(3) January 23,24,1938, page 3. Testimony onwhed.

(4) January 25, 1913page 16.Financid statements proving Russdl's
absolute control, made by Seaetary-Treasurer Van Amberg.

(5) Van Amberg's datement:

"..We aena resporsibleto anyone for our expendtures. We
areresporsbleony to God."

(6) January 27, 1913page 3. Government expertstestify on"Miracle
Wheat" and ascatain beyond doubt that it isnot miraculous or
overly excdlent.

(7) January 28, 1913 page 2. Proseadtion and Defense sum-up.
Russl assaled, but nat present to hea it.

(8) January 29, 1913, page 16, RusHl | oseslibd suit (36).

It isna surprising that the JW.'sdo nd liketo be cdled "Rusdlit es’ or identified with
CharlesRussl because of hisdisreputable darader. But no matter how much they try to
disassciate themsdves from him, they are foll owers of Russdll and hs heretic teachings.

CharlesRussl died October 31, 1916 onatrain bound for Kansas City. Histraveling
companion Mr. Menta Sturgeonwas with him at thetime and William C. Irvine detailed the

event asfollows:

On Oct. 31 the onductor andthe porter of thetrain were cdled in by Mr.
Sturgeon, whosaid: "Wewant youto seehow agred man of God can die.”
Alas, das, hewhohad so well "staged” his system and "boamed” himself,
faled in the dramaof thelast moment, and so passed into Eternity silent



and sombre. No "dawn" on hisharizon, nofarewell note of victory, no
recncili ationto hisdivorced wife, norecantation of his numerous denids
of the Delty of Chrigt, the vaue of His Atonement, His badily Resurredion,
the Seaond Coming, eterna punshment and aher cardind truths, no
sorrow for the thousands whom he had turned from light to darkness nat
even an admissonthat his prophecy that "The harvest of thisage... ends
with the overthrow of Gentile power in A.D. 1914 had pessed unndiced
by God a man. Thus closed the caree of one of the gredest of the " many
false prophets’ (1 John 4:1) of theselast days (The Witness). (153).

Thiswriter has $me questions for the reader who woud consder following aman with
such charader and credentiads as demondtrated in thelife of Charles Russll . If you were going
onatrip aaossthe Pacific Ocean woud you want to get on bard with acaptain whose
knowledge of nautica navigationd methods was questionable? If youwere diagnosed with
heat disease ard neaded to have aheat transplant would you want someone to operate on you
who had alimited knowledge of medica practiceand procedure? Then how much more
reluctant shoud youbeto trust the g¢erna wefare of your soul to the teachings of such aman as
ChalesT. Rusl?

| can't buy what the J.W.'sare peddling...

#2BECAUSE OF THEWAY THAT THEY TRY TO DENY THE BIBLICAL
DOCTRINE OF HELL

Foll owing the teachings of Charles Russl, the Jehovah Witnessesrged the Biblicd
doctrine of eternd punshment for thasewho de unsaved. The JW.'sargue that the Old
Testament word for hell whichis"sheol" has no meaning other than the grave, so they believe
that hell i snathing more than the grave. Acoording to ther writings thereis only one meaning
for thisword. Their reassoning isasfollows:

Throughout the saaed Hebrew Scripturesthisword
ocaurs 65times, bu the trandators in the King James
Versonrendered it 31times"hel", 31 times"grave", and
only 3times"pit", and thiswithout any goodreason... If
youwereto trandate abodk from aforeign language into
Engli sh and there you found the foreign word for bread
65times, woud youtrandateit 31 timesbread, 31 times
fish, and 3timesmeat? Why? Becauseif you did your
trandation it would not be correct. For what is bread
cannd at the sametimebefish a mest and viceversa
The same holds true with the word sheol. If sheol isthe
grave, it isimpasshble d the sametimeto be aplaceof
fiery torture and a the sametime apit (Let GodBe True,
69-70).



To say, however, that a Hebrew word means only onething and has no aher area of
meaning isfaulty exegessto say theleast. The meaning of a particular word must be decided
from the cntext inwhich it isused. Wdter Martin panted ou thistruth by using the very word
which the JW.'s useto suppart their argument. He stated :

In the Hebrew text, theword lechemistrandated bread
238times, 1timeas"feat," 21 timesas"food," 1time
as"fruit,” 5timesas"loaf," 18timesas"med,” 1time &
"provison,” twiceas"victuads," and once &"ed" (page
89).

It shoud be nated by the person seeking truth that the New World Trandaionisnat
consgent initstrandation d theword for "breal.” In Genesis 3:191echemistrandated "bread”
(page 12). In Leviticus 2211 it istrandated "grain” (page 148) and in Proverbs6:8it is
trandated "food" (Page 735). Any logicd person krowsthat breal is dtogether diff erent from
fruit andthat trees don't bear bread. But nate how the New World Trandaors rendered Jeremiah
11:19 "..let usbring to ruin the tree with itsfood.." (page 80).

To affirm that aHebrew word can orly have one meaningisto dsregard al thefigures
of speet which are used in the Scriptures and to destroy numerous symbdi ca meanings aswell .
If fire can mean anly firethen what set upon the disciples on the day of Pentecst? If bread only
means bread, then haw coud Jesus sy Hewasthe Bread o Life?

It isno doulx true that the word sheol does, indeed, refer tothe gravein catain Old
Tegtament passages but the word cannot be li mited to that onemeaning done. It isdear froma
number of Old Testament passagesthat theword sheol refersto thewhderedm of departed spirits
andin many casesto thasein aplaceof torments. It isevident from the mntext of the following
passgesthat shedl refersto aplaceof torments

Thewicked shdl beturnedinto (shedl), and dl the nations
thet forget God (Pslm 9:17).

Thou shdt beat him with arod and ddiver hissou from
(shedl) (Proverbs23:14).

Though they dig into (sheol) thenceshdl minehandtake
them, though they dimb upto heaven from therewill |
bring them down (Amos 9:2).

From the antext of numerous passages sheol can orly mean the daode of the wicked where
they are tormented in contrast to the heavenly blessngs of the righteous. Merrill Unger datedt:

Some passges are douldful, but concening others sarcely a
guestion can ke entertained (eg., Job 11:8; Psa 139:8; Amos
9:3). (1012)



The alitors of the New Scofield Bible came to the foll owing conclusion concerning
the word sheol andits usagesin the Old Testament:

Sheal is, inthe O.T., the placeto which the dead
go.(I) Often, therefore, it is spoken o asthe
equivaent of the grave, where dl human activities
cease... Scripture reveds sheol as aplace of sorrow (2
Sam, 226; Ps. 18:5; 116:3), into which the wicked are
turned (Ps. 9:17), and where they are fully conscious
(Isa. 14:9-17; Ezek. 3221). Compare Jon. 2:2; what
the belly of the great fish wasto Jonah, sheol isto
thase who are therein (954).

It isalso evident from Isaiah 6624 that there is a place of torments for the wicked
who die without God's slvation:

Andthey shal go forth, and look uponthe carcasses of the
men that have transgressed against me: for their worm
shall not die neither shall their fire be quenched; and they
shall be anabharenceurto dl flesh (KJV).

SoundBiblicd exegesswill show that theword sheol has reference to the unseen relm of
departed spiritsin the Old Testament. But for thewicked it comprised aplaceof tormentswhich
was sparaefromtherighteous dead. Thisis supported inthe New Tesament account which the
Lord Jesusgavein Luke 16:19-26. The place of therighteous dead isreferred to as" Abraham's
bosom” (Luke 16:22) and "paradisg” (Luke 23:43). This place exiged inthe heat of the eath prior
to Chrig'sresurrection and was sparated from the place of torments by agreet gulf. It wasto
Abraham's basom that Jesus descended after Hewas crucified (Matthew 1240), but the place of tor-
nentsisgill thereand it canin no stretch of theimagination ke equated with the grave. The JW.'s
gpeak of Chrig'sdeeth aslimited tothe grave:

TheHebrew word a Psdm 16:10trandated "hel” isshedl.
but inthe Greek quotation it ishades. So we seethat hades
isthe Greek equivaent for sheol. The origind word in
bath languages means grave, a ondtionwhere nathing can
be sean; andthereiswherethe Son d Godwent for three
days (Let God BeTrue 73,74).

If Chrigt went no further than the grave after death then hawv could He promise paradise that
day to the repentant thief (Luke 2343) andwhet can bethe meaning of Mathew 1240,"...so shdl the
Son d man bethreedays and three nightsin the heart of the earth?”’



In thar etemptsto deny the Biblica doctrine of hell the JW.'sfurther contend that degth
means extinctionor annihilation. Commenting onthe"hell fire" of Mark 9:47-48 it is dated:

Herethe Greek Bibletext uses nd theword hades, but the
word Gehenna, whichismigtrandated "hdl fire" but which
acarding to the Hebrew Scriptures hasreferenceto the
"Vdley of Himmon." ThisVdley lay ontheousde of the
south andwest wal sof Jerusdem andwasused asa
crematory or incinerator where the Isradlites dumped the
caty'soffa and garbage aswdl asthe dead bodes of
animadsand d vile aimindsto bedestroyed by burning..,
Itsflames symbdi zed the everlagting and complete
destructionto which al the demonized enemies of Godand
hiskingdomwill go andfromwhich thereisnoremvery or
resurredion...Indl placeswhere hdl istrandaed fromthe
Greek word Gehennait means everlasting destruction o
extinction...Gehenna, or theval ey of theson d Hinnanis
apictureor symbd of complete anhilation o
exterminaion,and nd of elernd torment (76-78).
Inan onlineartide a ananymous authar haspanted ou thefoll owing pessges asverifiddle
proof that thereis exigencebetween deeth and resurrection

A.l Sam. 28:3-20

In this passage, the Spirit of Samud the prophet isal owed to
conversewith King Saul after Samud had been dead for some
time

B. Matt. 17:1-3

Thisisthe gory of the Mt. of Trangfiguration. Here Moses, whohad
been deed for over 1,000yeasistaking to Jesus (dong with Elij ah,
who red leen taken to Heaven without dying).

C Lukel61931

Hereisa mntrast between an ursaved rich man who ded andwent to
Hell, andasaved beggar who ded andwent to "Abraham'sbosom” (a
Jawish concegtion d Heaven). Interestingly, in this gory, therich man
inHdl hashis snses-hecan fed the torment of fire, he can spesk to
Abraham, he can hea Abraham speaing bad to him, he can
remember what took gacewhilehewas oneath, e @nrecmgnize
Lazarus eic.

D. Luke23:39-46



Inthis passage, Jesustdlsthe dying thief onthe cross(vs. 43), "Today
shat thou kewith mein paradise” Then 3versesiaer (vs 46), Jesus
commends His sirit to Godthe Father anddies. If thisignt an
indcation d life dter dedh, | dorit know whet would el

E. Acts 7:54-60

Inthis passage, Stephen ismartyred for the cause of Chrigt. Helooks
upandsees Jesusin Heaven waiti ng to recave his irit after degth.

F. 1l Corinthians5:8
Paul gatesinthisversetha when aChrigian is absent fromthebody (i.e., whenhe
dies when his ©ul and soirit leave hisbady), then that Christian is present with the
Lord. G. Phili ppians 1:21-24

Paul statesin this passage that for him "to deisgan” (vs. 21). Why? Because when hedies, he
will "depart, and be with Chrig.” (vs.23)

H. | Thessalonians 4:13-18)

This passage is often caled the "Rapture”. It pictures the Lord Jesus Christ descendng from
Heaven into the dlouds and raising the bodies of the Chrigtian dead. However, the passage states
that when He descends, "them dso which degp in Jesuswill God kring with Him" (vs. 14).
Obvioudly, if He bringsthem "with hm", they must have been where Hewas, i.e., in Heaven.

Thus He brings the soul and spirit of the dead Christian from Heaven "with im", raisesthe dead
body, and reunites body, soul, and spirit at the resurredion d the saved.

Thepant is, in ader for Him to kring these Chrigtians "with him", when Heraisestheir bodies,
they had to have been with Him between the time of their death and the time of the resurredion,
That, my friend,islife after deah.

|. Hebrew 12:22-24

This passage dates that when ore comesto "the heavenly Jerusdlem”, he dso comes"to the
spirits of just men made perfed” (vs. 23). Again, life dter degth.

J. Rev. 6:9-11
In this passsge we aretold o believerswhowill be martyred for the Word of God during the

reignof the Antichrist. After being dain, their sous arein Heaven asking God to avenge their
murder. Life dter deah.



These aenat dl the passagesin the Bible which teach andimply life dter deah, bu they are
enough for any horest personto seethat thisisindeed what the Bible teates. In order for
anyoreto deny that the Bible teaches life after death, they haveto twigt, pervert, andexplain
away alot of Scripture, (pages 2-3)

It shoud be understood that deah in the Biblicd sense never means extinction a
annihilaion. The Bible partrays death as sparation. Physical death isaseparation of the soul
and spirit from the bady (James 2:26) and spiritua death isthe separation d asinner from the
presence of God (Genesis 2:17), but death isnat extinction, it is conscious existenceeither in
the Lord's presence (11 Corinthians 5:8) or separated from Him in aplaceof torments (Il
Thessonians 1:9; Reveaions 21:8).

Gehennaisasymbd of eternd separationin conscious torment after deah in aplace
cdled hell. And hell isreferred to as a place where the unsaved will suffer after degth (Matthew
8:11,12; 13:42, 50; 22:13; Luke 13.24-28; || Peter 2:17; Reveation 14:10,11). Joel Groat has
rightly stated thistruth. He said:

The Bibleteaches that the human sou continuesto exist
conscioudy efter dedh (Is 149-11;Lk 1619-21; Rev. 69-
11). Those who have rgected God's gift of eternd life will
suffer conscious eterna punishment (Matt. 25:41,46; Rev.
141011, 20:10,15 (4).

Intheir effortsto deny the Biblicd doctrine of hdll the JW.'s passoff as a parable the
acount which Jesusgavein Luke 16:19-31. JW. writers have Sated:

By this parable Jesus uttered a prophecy which undergoes
fulfillment in itsmodern setting snceA.D. 1918. It hasits
goplicaion to two classes existing an earth today. Therich
man represents the ultrasdfish classof the dergy of
"Chrigendom”, who are now di enated from God and dead to
hisfavor andtormented by the truth proclaimed. Lazarus
depicts the remnant of the "body of Christ" and dso that class
of personswho are of good-will . These, onabandoring
religion, recve Gods favor and comfort through hisWord.
(Let GodBeTrue, 79.

In rebutta to such afaulty and groundlessinterpretation d Luke 16:19-31 it should be
noted, first of all, that Luke's accourt isarecord of an adua casein which Jesus described the
dispasition d the sous of two men after they had ded. Andwhat was said was not aparable
becaise Jesus never used persond namesin parables.

What wasthe Lord Jesusthen describing in this account? He was partraying the awful
condtion d alost sou after deah in the rich man who reected God, and the blessed condtion
of asaved soul who hed believed in God and parteken of Hismercy as ®enin Lazarus.



Therealer shodd ndethat the sou of the rich man, becaise he had rgjeded God, went
into conscious torment after he had ded and |l eft thisworld. Theré'sno doulb about it, hewas
auffering the torments of aliterd hell andheknew it. InLuke 16:24 fesaid, "For | am
tormented in thisflame’ (Martin 92).

But what abou the interpretation that the JW.'s off er concerning this passage & a
coming event which was fulfilled in 191& To interpret Scripturein thismanner is
hermeneuticdly and exegeticdly incorred. Such an interpretationis a grossexample of
twisting the Scripturesto suppat one's own belief system and it amourtsto nahing lessthan
spiritudi zing the Word of God.

What ishdl then? Isit the grave? And does deah mean dstinction and annihil aion for
those who de & unbeievers? Acoording to thetruth o GodsWord, hell isared placeof
tormentsfor the unbeliever who deswithou Christ ashisSaviowr. It isnat extinction o
cesstionof being. Thistruthis substantiated nd only in the accourt which Jesus gavein Luke
16:19-31, it isevidenced from the judgment which will be pronourced upon unbdlievers a His
Sewond Coming. Méatthew 2546 saes.

Andthese shdl go away into everlasting punishment but
therighteousinto life eterna (KJV).

The reader should dso notice what this punishment entalls. It is gated to be the same
for thasewhowill be decelved in the Tribuation Period and receive the mark of the beast
(Antichrist). Revelaion 149-11 states:

...If any man worship the beast and hisimage, and receive his mark
in hisforehead, a in hishand,the same shal drink of the wine of
thewrath o God, whichispoured aut without mixtureinto the
cup d hisindgnation; and he shdl be tormented with fire and
brimstore in the presence of the hdy angels, andin the presenceof
the Lamb; and the smoke of their torment ascendeth up forever and
ever, and they have norest day nor night, who worship the beast
and hisimage, and whosoever receveth the mark of his name
(KJV).

To bdlievethat hdl i sthe grave andthat thereisno daceof tormentsfor unbelieversis
to be decaved by the great decaver whois Satan hmsdf. Moreover, if the graveisannihil aion
andextinction d being for unbdievers, then wherés the just retribution against the wicked who
have committed alifetime of arocities against theinnocent? And if theres no place of
purishment then why wasit needful for Christ to suffer for one's $ns? To deinone's Snsisto
be mnsigned to adevil'shell whichisred and everlasting and withou any hape of reprieve or
rdease



| can't buy what the J.W.'sare peddling...

#3BECAUSE OF THE PLACE OF INFERIORITY WHICH THEY GIVE TO
THE LORD JESUSCHRIST

Whois Jesus Chrigt and what place shoud He ocaupy? Before mnsidering the nature
and the place which the JW.'s ascribe to Him, it would be remissna to begin with what the
Scriptures say abou Him. Joel Groat summerized what the Bible teadhes concerning Jesus
Chrig asfollows.

The Bible teadhes that Jesus Christ is God comein the
flesh, andisthe Credor of dl things (John 11-3, 14
Cal. 1:16). While never lessthan God, at the gppointed
time Helad asdethe glory He shared with the Father
andtook on ahuman reture (John 17:35; Phil. 2:6-11;
Cal. 29). Following His deeth, Jesus Christ rose bodly
from the grave, gppeaed to andwasrecognized in His
body by over 500 people. Thisfact was crucid to both
the preadiing andfaith of the ealy Church (Luke 24:39;
John 219-21; | Cor. 15:6,14). (4)

The Bible doesindeed teach that Jesus Christ is God comein the flesh. The goostle Paul
gated in | Timothy 3:16 that there's no argument in regard to thisfad:

Andwithaut controversy gred isthe mystery of
godiness. Godwas manifest in theflesh, judtified in the
Spirit, seen of angels, preached urto the Gentil es,
believed onin theworld, recaved upto glory (KJV).

But is Fsus Chrigt the Jehovah God comein the flesh? The JW.'s sy no. They
contend that Christ was an angdli ¢ being (Michadl the achangel) whowasborn asaman. Let
GodBeTrueddaes

This Onewas not Jehovah God, hut was"exigting in theform
of God." How s0? He was a spirit person, just as"Godisa
spirit"; hewas amighty one, dthough not Almighty as
Jehoveh Godis... (34).



Despite this blasphemous denid by the JW.'sit is evident from the Scripturesthat Jesus
Chrig isindeed the LORD (Jehovah). This can be substantiated first of dl i n the Scriptures
concerning the prophecy regarding John the Baptist. Isaiah 40:3 states.

Thevoiceof him that crieth in the wilderness prepare yethe
way of the LORD, make straight in the desert ahighway for
our God (KJV).

Thereader shoud ndicethat theword "LORD" ocaursin dl caoitd |etterswhenitisa
trandation of the word "Jehoveh." The New Testament makesit emphaticaly clea that this
prophecy refersto Johnthe Baptist whowas the forerunrer of Jesus Chrigt. John 122,23gates:

Then said they unto hm, who art thou? That we may give an
answer to them that sent us. What sayest thouof thysalf? He
sad, | am thevoiceof one aying in the wilderness make
graight theway of the Lord, as said the prophet Isaiah (KJV).

There can be no doubt that thistext identifies sus as Ehovah. And thistruthis
suppated in Hebrews 1:3; Phil. 211; Cal. 29; Rev. 1.8,17,18as wll.

The Scriptures aso teadh that Jehoveh Godwoud bebarn o avirgin. Isaiah 7:14 says.

Therefore the Lord hmsdf shdl give you a sgn;
behdd a virgin shdl conceive, and bea a son, and
ghal cdl hisname Immanud (KJV).

There can ke no questionasto whom thisrefers. Matthew 1:21-23 says:

Andshe shdl bring forth ason,andthoushdt cdl hisname
Jesus, for he shdl save his peoplefrom their sns. Now dl
thiswas dore, that it might be fulfilled which was spoken by
the Lord through the prophet saying, Behdd avirgin shdl be
with child, and shall bring forth ason, andthey shdl cdl his
name Immanud, which being interpreted, is God with us
(KIV).



Inlsaiah 9.6 another prophecy is given concaning Chrigt and the names by which He
woud be cdled and these describe Him o be Jehoveh God

For unto uisa dhildisborn, urto usasonisgiven, and
the government shall be upon his shoulders, and his
name shdl be cdled Wonderful, Counsdlor, the Mighty
God, the Everlasting Father, the Prince of Peace(KJV).

Micah 5:2 gives a prophegy concaning the placeof Chrig's birth and dso gvesa
description of onewho can be no less than Jehovah God:

But thou, Bethlehem Ephrathah, though thoube littl e among
the thousands of Judah, yet out of thee shal he mmeforth
unto methat isto beruler in Isragl, whose goings forth heve
been from of old, from everlagting (KJV).
Matthew 2:6 makesit very clea that Micah's prophecy and description refersto Chridt.
For when King Herodinquired o the dhief priests and scribes concerning where Christ would be
born, they quated this Scripture spedficdly.

The prophecy of yet anather Scripture substantiates the truth that Jesus Christ isindeed
Jehovah God manifested in the flesh. To which dacewill Christ return when He mmesagain a
His Second Coming? Zechariah 14:4 saysit will bethe Mourt of Olivesandit describesthis
OneasLORD or Jehovah in chapter 14:3,59.

The JW.'sfurther contend that John 1:1 should ke trandated in the following manner:

In the beginning was the word and the word was with God
andtheword was agod (New World Trandation of the Holy
Scriptures 1157).

Such atrandation is not only flawed, it makes Chrigt "agod' rather than Jehovah God.
The JW.'sfaled to dscern how aproper nounin the Greek language shoud be trandated when
it isanarthrous (has no article). Greek schdar Kenneth Wuest states the foll owing in reference to
anarthrous nouns and how it gppliesto John 1.1:

When thearticleisnat used, the enphasisis uponthe qudlity
or charader of the personor thing designated by the noun..
The sudent should nd trandate "theword wasagod'...
becauise the absence of the article here qualifies. Therefore,
the quality or charader of Deity isemphasized. The
trandation would be, "The Word asto His essence was Deity”
(Wuest 15,16).



Asfor the JW.'sargument of John 1it shoud be seen that the disciple Thomas referred
to Christ as"'the" God and nd "a' God. In John 2028 Thamas sid literdly, "The Lord d me
andthe God d me' (KJV).

Therealer shodd ndethat the JW.'sare nat consstent in how they trandate an
anarthrous noun @ onethat does nat have an article. They trandate John 16 as "there aosea
man that was sent forth as arepresentative of God" (NWT). Why didn't the JW.'strandaethis
varse & "d' Godwhenit isthe very same Greek congtructionas John 11? The answer liesin the
fad that the JW.'stwist the Scripturesto suit their own belief system which denies Christ or His
rightful position as Jehovah God.

JW.'sonceagan contendthat Jesusis"agod' but nat the"Almighty God." Thetroulde
with this contentionisthat every god kesdes Jehoveh isa"fase" god. Isaiah 43:10,11dates.

Y e aemy witnesss, saith the Lord, and my servant
whom | have chosen, that ye may know and believe me,
and uncergandthat | an He; before metherewasno God
formed, reither shdl there be dter me (KJV).

From this Scriptureit is abundantly dea that any other God aher than Jehovahisafdse
god. If Jesusisnat the true God then Hewould ke afase god. The Scriptures subgtantiate, however,
that Chrigt possessed the glory that Jehoveh God pessses(Isa 488; 4811; John 175; Heb. 1.3).

It isthe @ntention of JW.'sthat Jehovah cregted "agod’ (Jesus) and then used Him to
cregte dl other things. Let God Be True dates

Hewasthefirg of Jehovah God's cregtiors... heisranked
with Gods credures, being first among them and aso most
beloved andfavored among them. Heisnot the atthar of
the cregtion o God; but after God had crested him ashis
firgban Son,then God wsad him ashisworking partner in
the aeating of dl therest of creation (35).

TheJW.'smantain that theword "firgban” usedin Cal. L15andRev. 314meas"firs
creded" andit provesthat Jesusislessthan Jehoveh. It shodd be understood that the word
"firgborn" can indeed refer to thefirst onebornin afamily, bu itisadso usedinthe Scripturesasa
title of preaminence. Jeremiah 31:9 isan example of thisusage. It ascribesthetitle of firgbanto
oreof thetribes of the narthern kingdam:

.| will lead them besde streams of weter on a levd
path where they will na sumble, becaise | am Israd's
Father, and Ephraim ismy firstborn son (KJV).

Theword "firgbarn™ isatitle ascribing preaminenceto Jesus Chrigt (dick 2). Jom 1.1
mekesit dear He exigted before dl other thingsand thisisthemeaning in Col. 1:15 which dates



Whoistheimage of theinvisble God, thefirsd-ban o every
credure (KJV).

The godtle Paul subgtantiates Chrigt's preeminencein Col. 1:16,17

For by him were dl things crested, that arein heaven, and
thet arein earth, visble and invisble whether they be
thronesor daminiors, o principdities, or powers-dl
thingswere crested by him, and for Him. And Heis
before dl things, and by Him dl thingscongs (KJV).

The Scriptures &t forth the truth thet the Lord Jesus Chrigt was before dl things, He made
al things, andby Him dl thingsare held together (n. 1:4; Col. 1:16). To support their argument that
Jesusisa aeated being and not the eternd God the J. W.'sinsert the word "other” in Cal.
1:16,17. They arguethat it isnat in the Greek text but it isimplied and should beinserted as
follows:

..by means of him al [other] thingswere cregedinthe
hearens and uporthe exrth, thethingsvisble andall
thingsinvisble, nomatter whether they are thrones or
Lordships or governments or authorities. All [other]
things have been creded through him and for him. Also,
heisbefore al [other] things and by meansof him al
[other] things were made to exist (New World
Trandaions 1274).

Isthe Lord Jesus preeminently before dl thingsor wasHe a ceded baing of Jehovah?
The Scriptures substantiate the truth that Jesus possesses eterndity and hes dways existed. This
isbrought out in Micah 52; Isa. 9:6; Jn. 1:1. The Bible Satesthat it isthe Lord (Jehovah) who
cregted dl things by Himsdlf. Isaiah 4424 says.

Thisiswhat theLord says... your Redeamer, who
formed youin thewomb; | am the Lord, who has made
al things, who done stretched ot the heavens, who
spread ot the earth by mysdf (KJV).

Noticeif Col. 1:16 says that the Lord Jesus created dl things and Isaiah 4424 says
that the Lord (Jehovah) did it "by Himsdlf, then the only logica deduction isthat Jesusisthis
One and the name Jehovah is not Smply aname of God, the Father, but dso of Godthe Son as
well asthe second person of the triune Godhead (Slick 2,3).

Intheir attemptsto dsprovethe gerndity andthe deity of Christ the JW.'s ask anumber
of questions by which they are @leto confuse alot of people. The JW.'sask first of al, "why
did Jesus pray to the Father in John 172" The JW.'sfall to dff erentiate that Jesus was both God
andman (Col. 29; Jn. 858 cp Ex.3:14) and as aman Jesus needed to pray to the Father.
Matthew Slick answersthis questionin this manrer:



Thetwo natures of Christ are why we have two types of

Scripture oncaning Jesus. Thosethat seem to focus on His

divine-sde and those that seem to focus on Hishuman-side.

The JW.'sare amply ignaring, or changing, thedivine-sde

Scriptures and concentrating onthose that describe His

human-sde (1).
The JW.'sdso ask, "Why did He say that the Father was greder than Hein John 14:28?' The
answer liesin thefact that Jesus pasitionin theincarnation was different from that of God, the
Father. According to Heb. 2:9 it states that Jesus was made alittle lower than the angels when
He became aman bu Jesuswas nat different in His nature - Hewas ill Jehoveh Godin flesh (|
Tim. 3:16; Cal. 2:9; Heb. 1.3; Jn. 14:9).

The J W.'s ask, "Why did Jesus sy that He could anly do those things that He saw
the Father doin John 519?7' This verse doesn't deny the deity of Chrigt, it substantiatesit. J.
W.'s roud be aked, "Who can dothe same things that God the Father can dd?' No angel or
man coud dothem, but Jesus coud dothem because Heis God (Slick 1).

The Bibleteadhes usthat the Lord Jesus asserted Himsdf to the Jawsto be God. He
sad, "Before Abraham was, | am'" (John 858). Thisassertion krought the wrath o the Pharisees
who sought to have Him stoned for such a dam. When Jesus sid, "Before Abraham was, |
am,” Hewas quding Ex. 314 where God wastdli ng Moses who Hewas. Jesusis nore other
than the @erna "'l am™ who has existed from dl eternity. The JW.'sincorredly trandate the
present tense verb (egoeimi) into the perfed tense and render it, "1 have been” (Slick 3). The
New World Trand aion dtates, "Before Abraham cameinto existence | have been” (1164. The
reader and student of the Bible shoud ndethat such atrandationis exegeticdly frauduent and
isused to deny the deity of Jesus Chrigt.

The placewhich the JW.'sgivethe Lord Jesusisaplaceof inferiority
which gtripsHim of Hisdeity. If Charles Russll had receved
theologicd training hewould have leaned that such teachings are the
same asthe fd seteachings propagated by Ariusin the 3rd century.
Thereisnoessentid difference between the foll owers of Ariusandthe
foll owers of Charles Russdll. The Arians denied the divine nature of
Chrigt. Acoording to their false teachings Christ's nature was "like"
Gods nature but not the "same &' God'snature.  Thereader may verify
thisfact by reading of the Arian Controversy compil ed by Phillip Schaff
in hisHigtory of the Chrigtian Church.




| can't buy what theJ.W.'sare peddling...

#4 BECAUSE OF THE MANNER IN WHICH THEY RIDICULE
AND REPUDIATE THE BIBLICAL DOCTRINE OF THE
TRINITY

JW.'sempheticdly deny the Bible doctrine of the Triune Godheal. They chargethose
who leievein the Trinity with believing in three gods. When ore sssrtsthat Jesusis Godthe
JW.'sliketo respord with aquestion, " Then who ran the universe during the three days that
Jesuswas dead andin the grave?' They ridiculoudy conclude, "If Jesuswas God, then duing
Jesus deah God was dead andinthe grave" (Let God Be True, 91).

Where did the doctrine of the Trinity originate? The JW.'s contend that Satan isthe
originator of the Trinity doctrine. In an attempt to deny this doctrine asbiblica the JW.'s offer
the foll owing explanation:

Theorigin of the "Trinity" doctrineistraced bad to the ancient
Babylonians and Egyptians, and other ancient mythdogds... First,
ardigions living in the secondcentury, by the name of
Tertullian, located in Carthage, Africa, introduced theterm
"Trinitas' into Latin ecdesastica writings, the term "Trinity" not
once being used in the inspired Scriptures. Seand, the doctrine
wasfirg introduced into "Organized Religion” by a dergyman
named Theophilus, dso living in the secnd century. In the year
325"A.D." acouncil of cergymen met a Nicein AsaMinor and
confirmed the doctrine. It was later declared to be the doctrine of
the religious organization of "Christendam”, and the clergy have
ever hed to thiscomplicated dactrine. The obvious conclusion,
therefore, isthat Satan isthe originator of the "Trinity" doctrine
(Let GodBeTrue, 82).

Wha isdevioudy andintentiondly omitted by the JW.'sinther explanaionisof vast
importance to the serious gudent of the Bible. The JW.'sfall to mentionthat the Nicean
Courxil, aswell asother church courrils, were held to settle the debates over fal seteachings
which had arisen and were causing divisons within the ranks of Chrisendam. One of theissues
ettled concerned the hereticd teadhings of Ariuswho denied the deity of Christ andlaid the
founcitionfor the hereticd teadings of Charles Taze Russell.

The JW.'smake anissie of thefad that theword "Trinity" isnat foundin the Bible. But
just because aparticular word is not used doesn't mean that a certain concept is not taught. The
word "rapture” is not used in the Bible but who can deny that Christ the Bridegroom is coming
for Hisbridewhichisthe church? (I Thess 4:13-18). Thewords "Secnd Coming' are nat used
inthe Bible and yet thisdaoctrine, aswell, isclealy manifested (Matt. 24: 29-31).



Doesthe Bible teach the doctrine of the Trinity? An on-line aithor for the Bible-

Bdliever's Resource Page has sated:
The Bibleteadestha thereisonly onetrue God (Isa 4310,11;
44:6,8). Father, Son, and Holy Spirit are identified as distinct
Personswithin the one Triune Godheal (Matt. 316,17, 11 Cor.
1314). Throughou the New Testament the Son and the Holy
Spirit, aswell asthe Father, are separately identified as God. Each
has divine attributes and ads as God (Son: Mark 2:5-12; John
20:28, Heb. 1:8; Holy Spirit: Acts5:3-4; 1 Cor. 3.17,18) (4)-

Dr. John F. Wavoard, former Presdent of Ddlas Theologicd Seminary, defines and
defendsthe doctrine of the Trinity asfoll ows:

Godisorenumericdly, He subsistsin threepersons, Godthe Father,
Godthe Son, and Godthe Holy Spirit who are equd in eternity, power
andglory, eat possessing dl thedivine dtributes andyet having
propertieswhich dstinguish them within the unity of the Trinity.

Now, the question arises, "How did these Bible scholars arrive a such conclusons?’
To thered sudent of the Biblethe axswer isobvious - thisiswhat the Word of Godteadies!

The Bibleteadesthat God, isaTriune Being or aSinge Being whoexistsin aplura
manner. Thisiswhy the term Godheal is often used in the Scriptures (Act 7:19; Romans 1. 20;
Coal. 2:9). Ed DeVriespointsthis truth out in the name ELOHIM:

The Hebrew namefor God used in al known manuscriptsis ELOHIM,
0 Gen. 11 coudrea,"In the beginning ELOHIM created the heaven
andthe eath.” Theword ELOHIM meansthreein ane. The word
ELOHIM hasbath asingular and aplurd usage in Hebrew, uniqudly,
thetwo usages are dways smultaneous. Theword ELOHIM can never
be used in the plurd form without implying the snguar and viceversa

Q).

The concept of the Trinity isaso illustrated in severd diff erent waysin neture. Just as
GodisaTriune Being so is man whom He created. Man iscompased o abady, asou, anda
Spirit, yet heisnot three beings but one. And eadh of these parts are separate and dstinct from
the others.

A seondill ugration d the @ncept of the Trinity is e in the structure of the atom
which is the bulding Hock of the whole universe which God has made. Every objed in the
universe is composed o aoms and the dom is a triune oljed. It has protons, neutrons, and
dectrons.

Ead ane of these partsisindependent of the other two yet dl three &ist asoneunit (DeVries,
D.



Not only does the name ELOHIM set forth the truth that God isa Triune Being and this
concept isill ustrated in nature, the Bible dso gives numerous references which spe& of God as
aPlurdity of Persons. Inthe accourt of man's credion Gen. 126,27 Sates.

AndGodsad, let US make man in Our image... so God
(ELOHIM) creded man in Hisownimage.

JW.'scdam that the"US" in verse 26 isreferring to the angelswhoaded God in the
credion o man, but theword ELOHIM in verse 27 makesit plain that Godisreferring to the
other members of the Trinity. Notice"Our" image (26) is sid to be God's own image (27).

Inthe acount of the Tower of Babel God isdso referred to asaplurdity of persons.
Genesis11:6-8 dates

"Andthe LORD (Jehovah) sad... Let US go down and there
corfoundtheir language... so the LORD (Jehovah) scéatered them
aoroad...”

Herein the Triune Nature of Jehoveh is st forth, so that one can rightly conclude that
Godexigs asa Triune Being and Jehovah is a name which gppliesto ead of theindvidua
personsinthe Trinity.

The Triune Godhea isaso seen inthe acount involving Isaiah'scdl in Isaiah 6:8:

Also | head the voice of the Lord saying, whom shdl | send
andwhowill gofor US?

The Biblenat only setsforth thefad that the Godheal isaPlurdity of Persors, it aso
gives numerous incidents where dl threepersons of the Trinity areinvolved. In Isaiah 48:16 Al
threepersons of the Trinity are reveded in the foll owing statement:

Come nea unto me, hea this | have not spoken in secret from the
beginning; from thetimethat it was, there am I; and now the Lord
God, and His sirit hath sent me (KJV).

It shoud be nated that the spedker in this Scripture is nat Isaiah the prophet himsdf, bu
the Lord and the other Parsons of the Triune Godhead.

Inthe acount detailing the destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah there can be no douot
that other persons of the Trinity wereinvdved. Genesis 19:.24 Sates.

Then the LORD rained upon Sodam and upon Gomorrah
brimstone and fire from the LORD ou of heaven (KJV).



Inthe New Testament, referenceisaso madeto dl threepersons of the Trinity in |
John5:7:

For there aethreethat bear recrd in heaven, the Father,
the Word, andthe Holy Spirit; andthese three are one
(KM).

Theincident invaving the baptism of the Lord Jesus also dfersirrefutable evidence
that the Gocheal isa Plurdlity of Persons. In Matthew 3:16,17it states whil e the Sonwas being
baptized the Holy Spirit descended upon Him and a so the Father was peking from heaven.

Other evidences of the Trinity can be seen in the baptismd formulawhichisgivenin
the great commisson (Matt. 2819,20 andaso in the gostoli ¢ benediction d Paul to the
Corinthian bdievers (Il Cor. 13:14).

Despite the subtle ways which the JW.'s use to deny the biblicd doctrine of the Trinity,
there can beno daubt that GodisaTriune Being comprising threepersons - the Father, the Son,
andthe Holy Spirit. Logic would leal oreto concludeif the Godhead ismade up o three
personsthen al threeof these personswoud haveto possessthe dtributes of Deity. Andthisis
exadly what the Scriptures attest. The Father (Psa. 90:2), the Son (John 11; Micah 52), andthe
Holy Spirit (Heb. 9:15) dl possessthe attribute of eterndlity.

The Father (Gen. 18:14; Jer. 32:17), the Son (Mait. 2818; 1l Cor. 12:9), and the Holy
Spirit (Luke 1:35-37) dso pesessthe dtribute of omnipatence. And each person o the Triune
Godhead ds0 passessesthe dtribute of omniscience (I John 320; John 2117; Cal. 23; | Cor.
2:1011; John14:26;, 1612,13).

The Father (Jer. 23,24), the Son (Matt. 28:20), andthe Holy Spirit (Psa. 130:7-10) all
possess the attribute of omnipresence

In addtionto thefact that al threepersons of the Trinity passessthe dtribute of Deity, it
can dso be seen that each personisinvdved inthe work of God. The Trinity is seenin God's
work of credion (Gen. 1:1,2; John 1:1) andin Godswork of savation (John 336; 5:24; 6.:63).

Based upondl these evidences the student of the Bible an cometo orly onelogicd
conclusion - that God is both aUnity and a Trinity. Heis one God manifested in threepersons.

It shoud be seen that thereis an administrative and afunctiord order in thethree
persons of the Triune Godhead. Adminigtratively and functiondly the Father isthefirgt, the Son
is £mnd,andthe Holy Spirit isthird. The Bible teaches that the Father sent the Son (John 639);
the Father and the Son sent the Holy Spirit (John 1426; 16:7). Moreover, the Son functions or
adsin subordinationto the Father and the Spirit ads or functionsin subardination to the Son yet
these persons are one unit that comprisesthe Godread (1 John 57).



JW.'s often ask the question, "Why did Jesus say in John 1428 that my Father isgreder
than 17" The answer liesin thefact that the Son d God, whois co-equa and co-eternd with the
Faher, isHimsdf adminigtratively and functiond ly subordinate to the Father. And ore shoud
natethat subordinationisin noway an argument for inferiority (John 149; Phil. 26; Cal. 2:9).

Despite the manner in which the JW.'sridicule and repudate the Bibli ca doctrine of the
Holy Trinity, the Bible-bdieving Chrigtian cannat buy their bill of goads, because the Bible gives
abundnt evidencethat God isa Triune Being conssting of threepersonsin ore Godhea.

| can't buy what the J.W.'sarepeddling...

#5BECAUSE OF THE UNSCRIPTURAL DOCTRINEWHICH THEY TEACH
CONCERNING SALVATION

How isaperson saved? Thisis aquestion which the Bible axswers very clearly. It Sates
that savationis by grace through faith and na by any eff orts on man's part. Notice Ephesians 2:

89sys

For by grace ae ye saved throughfaith and that NOT OF Y OURSELVES,
it isthe GIFT of God, NOT OF WORKS, lest any man shoud boast (KJV).

In Titus 3:5 the goostle Paul stated the sametruth:

ItisNOT BY WORKS OF RIGHTEOUSNESSWHICH WEHAV E
DONE, bu according to Hismercy He saved Ls... (KJV).

One might well woncer if salvationisagift andit isby the grace of God, which means
unmerited favor, then just what isthe basis uponwhich God can ke gradous and grant salvetion
asagift? The Bibleteathes that dl men are snnersand have fal en shart of God's glory or
standard and thereby they are dl justly condemned before aHoly God (Rom. 3:23). But the Bible
aso teachesthat Godloved aworld o sinnersand gave His only begotten Sonto defor ther
ans(John 316). Moreover, when Christ died, He suff ered God's wrath for sin for every man
and satisfied dl therighteous and just demands of aHoly God (Heb. 29; | Peter 2:24; Rom. 322

26).

Now upon the bads of the shed blood o Christ and uponthis basisdone can God be just
to aqqut any sinner. But because of what Christ has done dl who recave Him by smplefaith
are saved, declared righteous before God, and krought into fellowship with Him (John 1:12; 1
Cor. 521, Gd. 322 Eph.2:13).



Uponthisbassandit done cud the goastle Paul answer the Phili ppian jall er's question
when he aked, "Sirs, what must | doto be saved?' Paul said, "Bélieve onthe Lord Jesus Christ
andthoushalt be saved and thy house' (Acts 16:31).

Isthistheway of savation whichthe JW.'steach and dothey exhart othersto doasthe
gpodtle Paul did? The answer isan emphatic NO! To the JW. theway of sdvationisobtained in
anumber of spedfic ways and eath ane of these comporentsis either ablatant denia of what
the Word of God teaches or it isaconcept taken aut of Scripturd context.

To begin with, the JW.'steach that the donement for man's snsishaf of God and helf of man.
They contendthat Christ paid aransom priceto Jehovah which only removed the eff eds of
Adam's sin and lad the foundeation for righteousness (Let God Be True, 259,260). How doesone
bemme righteousthen acording to the JW.'s? Goodworks bemmes the bass and are necessry for
svaion(Sudesinthe Scriptures, 1985, pd50, 152

JW.'sdsnteat that only their church memberswill be saved (The Watchtower, February
15,1979, p.30Thisideamakes slvation pedicated upon a cetan rdigiousdenaminaionand nd
upon i ef inthe personof Christ andHisfinished work of redemption. The Biblemakesit
abundantly dlear that sdvationisby faithin what Chrig donehasdone
(Ads4:12).

Acaording to peges 166- 167 o Reasoning From the Scriptures (1985, andpage 121 of Let
GodBeTrue the JW.'scontend that only 144,00Q)ehoveh Witnesssswill goto heaven. And just
how do they arrive d thisnumber? The number comesfrom their interpretation of Reveation
chepter saven. In this chapter it gatesthat God will sed 144,000 who will become apart of the
Kingdam which Chrigt will establish. It shoud ke noted thet thisinterpretationisin grosserror and
istaken out of context. The Scripturesmakeit very plain that those sedled in Revedion 74 - 8are
Jewsand na Gentil esandthese ae gpedficdly named as 12,000rom eat o the 12tribes of Israd.
But if that isn't enough and it shauld be, the teadings of the JW.'soffer very littl e dianceof
sdvaionwhen ore @nddersal thethousandswhich they now number.

TheJW.'srefer to the 144000whowill goto heaven as"the aainanted dass' or “the chosen
ones." All the others make up what they cdl "the other shegp” or "the greet crowd.” The JW.'s sy
these aena ban again andthey dan't need to ke becausethey will gain everlagting lifeon thisearth
(The Wadchtower, November 15,19%64). Sdem Kirban hes gated what the JW.'steach concaning
svion:

Toganpaadise andlife Jehoveh Witnesssli s four geps
1.dudy theBible
2. assodiation with the Witnessesis essantid to salvation
3. changeyour living from the former way to God'sway
4. youmus dso ke apreacher andawitness "Only the
preadersof God's Kingdom can exped to be protected during
the end d thisworld andto live through Armageddoninto the
new world" (Paradise Logt to Paradise Regained, p.
242,244,246 249)
Judtification comesto THE OTHER SHEEP by their
"unlre&able geadfasiness' during the Millennium (Kirban 64).



Wha the JW.'soff er othersisasdvation by works based uporman's eff ortsto measure up.
With such teachingsthey could nd have responded to the Philippian jaler asthe goostie Paul did.
Nether could they have off ered any hopeto the repentant thief who was dying on acrasswhen Jesus
was crucdified. And moreover, they have nogospe or good rewsfor thethrongs of heplesssinners of
today. To foll ow what the JW.'steach concaning savaionisto be burdened with ayoke of thelawv
smilar towha the Pharisees placal uponthase who foll owed them - it was unkearable and dfered no
solacefor the need of their sou (Mait. 234,1315).

| can't buy what the JW.'sare peddling...

#6BECAUSE OF THE PERVERTED BIBLE TRANS_ATIONWHICH THEY
USE TO SUPPORT THEIRBELIEF SYSTEM

In 1950the Jehovah Witnesges published their New World Trandaion o the Chrigian
Greek Scriptures andthe Hebrew Scriptures. It wastheir contention that the King James
Verson,aswell asother trandations, were the results of mideading influences based on
traditions which had their roatsin paganism. Based yponthis contention as Jehovah'stheocrétic
representatives they produced atrand ation which supposedly avoided the snare or religious
traditions. In the foreword o thisfirgt pulication it was stated:

But honesty compel s usto remark that, while eab o them
hasits pants of merit, they have falen victim to the power
of human traditi ondli sm in varying degrees. Consequently,
religious traditi ons, haary with age, have been taken for
granted and gone unchdlenged and unnvestigated. These
have been interwoven into the trandation to color the
thought. In support of apreferred religious view, an
inconsistency and urreasonableness have been ingnuated
into the teatings of theingpired writings.

The Son of God taught that the tradition of creed-
bound men made the commandments and
teading of God d no power and effect. The
endeavor of the New World Bible Trandation
Committeehas been to avoid this siare of

reli gioustraditiondism (Martin 63,64).

Severd questions are raised by the assertions of the JW.'s concerning their trandation.
Firgt of dl, isthe King James Trand ation colored by human tradition? Secondy, were men like
Wycliffe and Tyndde andthe King Jamestrandators dishonest in their trandation o the Hebrew
and Greek texts? Andthirdly, how isit that the Watchtower trand ation committee @an assert that
their schdarship is superior to hundreds of grea Greek and Hebrew scholarswho revetrandated
the Scriptures?



Whilethe JW.'s make such egotigicd and ursupportive daimsit can be shown that the
New World Trandation isadistortion of what the Bible teachesto make it support their own
beli ef system which denies many of the cardind daoctrines taught in theWord o God. It can dso
be shown that the JW. trandators of the New World Trandators can be darged with three
malpracticesin their attempt to make their trandation support their own belief system.

First of dl the JW. trandators of the New World Trandation can be darged with added
wordsto the Saaed Text. In Colossans 1:16-20the word "other” is added some four timesto
makeit looklike Christ is part of God's cregtion rather than God the Credor. Noticehow this
word is added:

Because by means of him dl [other] thingswere aegted in
the heavens and uponthe earth, the things visible and the
thingsinvisble, no matter whether they arethrones or
Lordships or governments or authoriti es. All [other] things
have been creded through hm andfor him. Also, heis
before dl [other] things which were madeto exi4... and
through hm to reconcile again to himsdf dl [other] thingsby
miaking peace through the blood[ he shed] onthetorture stake...

(NWT).

In Phili ppians 2:9 the JW. trandators did the very samething andfor the very samereason
agan. Notice ontrary to what they date asapractice of placingwordsin lracketsto darify
meaningsthey haveinserted theword "other" without brackets asif it were apart of the origind text.
It reads:

For thisvery reasondso God exated him to asuperior pastion
and kindly gave him the namethat isabove every other name (NWT).

Notice tha severd other texts have words inserted or added and no bradets are used to
indcatethat they arenat part of theorigind text. Thiscan be seenin Phili ppians 1:23-24. It reals:

| am under pressure from thesetwo things; but whet | do
desreistherdeasng and the being with Chrig, for this to be
aure, isfar better. However for metoremaninthefleshis

more necessary onyour acourt (NWT).

Phili ppians 1:23 24 impliesthat if Paul died hewould bewith Chrigt. Thisideais
contradictory to what the JW.'steach that death involves annihilation o the soul, so the JW.
trandaorsinsarted severd wordsto changethe meaning of the origind text and suppat their beli ef
concening annhilaion d thesoul a death.



To further support their daims that onés $irit does nat extend beyond degth the JW.
trandaorsinsarted 5timesthewords"the gift or the' in | Corinthians 14:12-16. It reeds

So dso youyoursdves, snceyouare zedoudy desirous of
[aiftsof the] spirit, seek to aound in them for the upluilding
of the congregation... for if | am prayingin atongue, itismy
[gift of the] spirit that ispraying, but my mindisunfruitful.
What isto bedorethen? 1 will pray with the[gift of the]
spirit, but I will dso pray with[my] mind. | will Sng praise
with the[gift of the] spirit, but | will dso sing praisewith
[my] mind. Otherwise, if you offer praisewith a[gift of the]
spirit how will t heman acaupying the seat of the ordinary
personsay amento your giving of thanks, sncehe doesnot
know what youare saying (NWT).

Not only arethe JW. trandators charged with the md practice of adding wordsto the Sacred
textsto change their meaningsto suit what they beieve, they can dso ke dharged with omitting words
from the Biblicd text. In Romans8:1 d the New World Tranddionit reeds.

Thereforethosein urionwith Chrig Jesus have noconcemnation.

It might appeer to be asmal oversght to amit theword "now" but the JW.'sdo nd believe
that aperson can befree of condemnation here and row. So to support their beief they have smply
omitted in thar trandaiontheword "now" whichisinthetext. Anaher example of omitting words
from the Biblicd text is ®eninthe JW.'strandaion d Colossans 1:19. It reeds

Because God saw goodfor dl fullnessto dvel in him.

Because JW.'sdo nd bdievetha Jesus Chrig is Jehoveh Godin the flesh they omit theword
"the" beforefullness Colossans 2:9 subdantiatesthefad that the full nessof God dwvdt in Him.

The JW. trandaors have dore aen more than adding words and amitting wordsfrom the
Biblicd text, they have dso changed numerouswords and gven pargphrasesfor trandations. And
these renderings are oftentimes exegeticdly dishonest andwithout license. They are smply changed
to suppat what the JW.'sbelieve andteach.

Anexampleof thismdpracticeis anin | Jn. 5:20b. The NWT reads
Andwe arein unonwith thetrue one by means of

his ®nJesus Chrig. Thisisthetrue God andlife
evelaging.



The JW. trandaorstrandaed the Greek prepastion™en” which generdly means''in” as"'in
unonwith." Thenthey took the sameword "en” and trandated it as"by meansof.” Thishasbeen
daneno douot to changethe meaning d thetext. Thetext teadhesthat thosein Chrig arein God and
that Chrig isthetrue Godand life @ernd.

Anather example of changing wordsto changetheir meaningsis £ain severd passagesin
which theword "believe’ (pisteuo) isused. The JW.'sdo nd bdievethat apersonisjudtified
soldy by fath in Chrig asthe Scripturestead (Rom 4:4,5 5:1). So the JW. trandatorstrand ated”
piseuo” as"exerdsefath” inadmog dl the New Testament
passges John 112 3:16-18 Romans4:3 and Gaatians 3:22 are afew examplesof this
pradice Noticehow John 112reaisintheNWT:

However, as many asdid receive him to them he gave
autharity to become God's chil dren, becausethey were
exadgangfathin hsname,

Thistrandation of theword" pisteuo ™ isno doult doneto suppat the JW.'sbdief sysem
that worksor "exercigng of onesfath” isnecessary for savation.

TheJW.'sdam that Jehoveh hescdled uponthem to restore Hisdivine nameinthe New
Testament, 0in over 200placesthey haveinserted theword " Jehoveh” wherethe Greek text is™
Kurios' or "Lord." Thisisa dassc example of changing the Saaed text without hanest exegesis. In
Romen 10:13theNWT reais

For everyonewho cdls on the name of Jehovah will besaved.
The NWT trandaed theword Kuriosas" Jehovah" in verse 13 lecaise thisverseisaqudefrom the
Septuagint (The Greek trandation d the Old Testament). But the NWT rendersKuriosas"Lord" in
Romans 10:9,12. In doing thisthe NWT obscuresthe fad that Jesusisbeing identified as Jehovah by
the use of theword "Lord." Moreover, by thisdisassodaion the JW.'sleed ahersto bdievetha
caling onJehoveh resuitsin sdvetion bu cdli ng onChris doesna.

It shoud be seen that the NWT changesthetextswhere Jesusis caled God. Nine spedific
scripturd textscdl Jesus God (Isa. 96; John 1:1,18; 20:28; Romans 9:5; Titus 2:13, Heb. 1.8; 11 Pet.
1:1; 1 dn. 520). TheNWT doesna cdl JesusGoda al in Romans9:5; Titus2:13 Heb. 18 andl|
Pet. 1:1. InJohn 11,18 Jesusisreferred to as"agad” but nat Jehovah God. In Isa 96, John 20:28,
and | In. 5:20the NWT trandatesthesetextswithou cdling Jesus God a using wordswhich identify
Him aslessthan Jehovaeh God (Bowman 1-5).

Glaring examples of pargphrase can dso be seenin the New World Trandaion. The JW.
trandaion committee Smply inserted their own pargphrasesingead o trandating thetext and this
hasbeen donewith nobradkets or any words of explanationfor thereeder. Thismeansurlessa
personisaschdar of theNew Testament Greek he hasno way of knowing what is ©undexegess
andwhat isna nor can heknow wha is an honest trandation and what isa pargphrase. Some
examplesof thismdpractice can ke seeninthe IW.'sNWT of | Tim.3:16, Romans 3:24; 5:1; John
858.



Sowhat of theNew World Trandation? After only a arsory corsderdtion ore can quickly
concludethat it waswritten to suppart the JW.'s sysem of beief. In ather words, SncetheKing
Jamestrandaion d the Bibledidrit suppat what the JW.'s beli eve, they Smply wrotethemsdvesa
trandaionthat did. They added words, they omitted words, and they changed wordsto support ther
own beief system. Moreover, they inserted pargphrases a will, instead o honestly trandaing what
thetext sad. For thesereasons| cannd buy theteadiingswhich they are pedding.

Thasewho hendethe Scriptures siodd bevery careful inwhat they say andkego inmind
Godsadmonition of Revdaion 2218,19.

| can't buy what the J.W.'sare peddling...

#/ BECAUSE OF THEVIEW WHICH THEY HOL D CONCERNING THE RETURN OF
CHRIST AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF HISKINGDOM

Before looking at the view which the JW.'s hold concerning the return of Christ
and the establishment of the Kingdom one would dowell to answer the question - "what
does the Bible teach concerning these things?'

Concerning the return of Chrit, the Bible teades when the church age ammesto a
close Christ will rapture out of thisworld al born-again beli evers who make up the body of
Christ which isthe durch (I Thess 4:13-18). This event is an imminent event meaning that
it could happen at any moment and the Bible gives no signs asto the time that it will occur.
Thiswonderful prosped of aliving generation d beli evers being taken to heaven without
dying isreferred to asthe "blessed hope" of dl thosein Christ (Titus 2:13).

The Bible teaches after the dhurch is raptured ou of thisworld the tribulation
period of seven yearswill follow during which time the Antichrist will riseto power (11
Thess2:3-12; Rev. 131-10; 16:1-21) God's wrath will be poured out upon an urbelieving
world (Rev. 3:10; 6:1-17) and things will consummeate in the battle of Armageddonwith the
armies of the eat coming against the western armies of the Antichrist (Rev. 16:13-16).

The Bible states very clearly after thistime of tribulation that Christ will return
visibly to this eath, kring judgment upan the Gentile nations and then establish aliteral,
eathly, millennia kingdom (Matt. 24:29-31; 25:31-46; Isa. 11, Zech. 14:4). The Bible aso
says during the Kingdom age, Satan will be boundand there will be universal peace ad
prosperity (Rev.201-3; Isa. 22-4; Mic.. 7.4,5). Also the aurse will be lifted and wonderful
changes will come aou (Isa. 11:6-9; 65:25).

Thisiswhat the Bible teaches but isthiswhat the JW.'s believe andteach? The
answer isan urequivocd no.According to the JW.'s Christ returned back to the earth in
1914, pwan end to the times of the Gentiles (Lk. 21:24) and establi shed His earthly
Kingdan (Let God Be True, 181-191).



Acoording to the JW.'s 1914 marks the beginning of "the time of the end" of this
world and it will close with the destruction of thisworld in the battle of Armageddon
(Paradise Lost to Paradise Regained, 17).

JW.'s eethemselves as presently serving in this eathly Kingdom and their entrance
into the hearenly Kingdom is based upon their faithful alegiance to Jehovah (Let God Be
True, 122, 123.

Moreover the J.W.'s contend that the souls of those who have faithfully lived for
Jehovah inthislife will deg urtil the resurredion and at that time they will be resurreded
spiritslike what they believe Christ to now be. For this reason Russlites were formerly
known as millennia dawnists - meaning they would awake after the Kingdam age. Acoording
to JW. dactrineonly 144,@O will becmeresurrected spirits, everyone dsewill smply be anihilaed
adongwith Saten.

In light of what the JW.'shold concaning the return of Chrigt andthe establishment of
God'sKingdan thereis one serious hermeneuticd error which should be exposed. The JW.'sdo nat
interpret the Scripturesin aliterd sense. No where doesthe Bible say that Chridt returned a woud
returnin 1914. No where does the Bible tead that we aenow inthe Kingdom age and ro one
should ke 0 piritudly naive ato bdievethat Satan isnow bound and the curseis now lifted.

TheKingdaom o comeisalitera Kingdam which Chrigt Himsdf will establish a His
coming (Matt. 24:29; 25:46; Adts. 1514-17). And when it isetabli shed Isradl will be heed o the
netions once again and the church saintswill rule and reignwith Christ inthe New Jerusdlem.

Basad upona omparison d what the Scripturestead and theview of the JW.'s to
follow their teechingisto keled astray spiritudly.

| cant'sbuy what the J.W.'sare peddling...

#3BECAUSE OF THEIR QUAINT BELIEFSREGARDING
CITIZENSHIPAND CERTAIN OTHER THINGS

Do Chrigtians have olligations as citizens in thisworld and shoud they be sulject to
human governments? The gostle Paul clearly laid down the olligations which Christians have
to human government in Romans 13:1-7 and Chrigtians areto "render unto Caesar what is
Caesar's' (Mat. 2221). These verses and this principle st forth what isrequired of Chrigtiansin
thisworld. Christians areto oley the laws of human government as long asthey do nd corflict
with what God commeands (Acts 5:29). Christians are to pay taxeslike others and no doulb have
avitd part in the pditi ca processasthey sandfor righteousnessand shine aslightsin thisdark
world.



JW.'s deem themsdlves to be independent of any dl egianceto any government.
Therefore, they refuse to sdute the flag of any nationor to defend their nation duing atime of
war (Martin, 8889).

JW.'s contendthat they shoud have no part in the pdliticd processof government.
They have saed:

Inasmuch as Jehovah has chosen hiswitnesses out of theworld to be
ambassadorsto the peoples of earth in behdf of hiskingdom, they are
nat apart of theworld. Sincether dlegianceisto Almighty God and
hiskingdom they do nd participatein locd, natiord or internationa
eledionsor palitics (Let God Be True, 229).

Asfor military servicethey have stated:

The preaching activity of Jehovah Witnesses as ministers entitl esthem to
claim exemption from performing military training and servicein the armed
forces of the nations wherein they dwell. The exempt status of Jehovah
Witnesses d <o rdli eves them of performance of governmenta work required
of conscientious ohjedorsto bah combatant and norcombatant military
sarvice becaise Jehovah's Witnesses are ministers of the gospel andare nat
religious, pditi cd or academic pacifiss (Let God Be True, 229,230).

Concearning thelr refusal to sdlute the flag or to sing the national anthem they have
Stated:

Jehovah Witnesses do not sdute the flag of any nation... any national
flagisasymbd or image of the sovereign power of that nation... The
giving of the saluteto the flag of any nationis an ad that ascribes
savation to the flag and to the nation for which it stands. The sauter
impli edly dedares through the s ute that his slvation comes from
the thing for which the flag stands, namely, the nation represented by
theflag (Let GodBeTrue, 234236).

In resporeeto wha the JW.'shdd concaning the d egianceto human government and
defense of ongs nation, it cannd be denied that Jehoveh God commended Hispeopetogotowar in
the Old Testament. Numerous Scriptures sibstantiate thisfact and defense of ongs nationwas
required (Num. 326; Gen. 14:1-20; Joshua6:1-3; 8:1,2 | Sam. 151-3; 231-4; 11 Sam. 5:.17-19).
Basad yoonthese O.T. examples andthe Chrigian'srespanghility to be subject to the governmentad
powersthat be, it ssems unscripturd for aChrigian to dvorcehimsdf from hisobligationsasa
aitizen o thisworld and to exempt himself from servicein defense of hiscountry.



JW.'shave some other quaint bdiefs. Mathew Sick haslisted some of these dong with
thar sources

Jesusdid nd die on across but on asiake, Reasoning fromthe
Scriptures, 1985, pp.89-90.

The gossisapagan symbd andshoud nd be used, Reasoning
from the Scriptures, 1985, 0.90-92.

Blood transfusons areasin, Reasoning from the Scriptures, 1985, pp.
7273 (Sick D).

JW.sds refuseto cdebrate Chrigmas andindividud birthdayswithin oresfamily.

It shoud be noted that the quaint bdiefs of the JW.'srun contrary to what Bible-bdieving
Chridianshave hdd saaed for canturies. Chridians havelived under the powerswhich God hes
ordained. They have been good diti zens of two courtries - heaven and earth. They have gonetowar in
defense of thar nationto proted the onesthat they love and many have madethe supreme saaifice.
They have cdebrated the birth of Christ and they have cdebrated the birthdays of otherswhom they
love It isindeed aquaint belief to deny ablood transfus onto someonewhen it coud savethat
person'slife. For these reasons, dong with dl the athers, thiswriter cannat buy whet the JW.'sare

pedding.
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