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Frightful Fruits Flow
From Faulty
Philosophy
Fraternization

My personal position on the
selection and use of Bible transla-
tions has not materially changed
in over forty years. Surely, I have
matured in how I express myself
and, hopefully, I can address the
question today with considerable
more conviction of heart, more
background of study and better

Baptists are identified
by the particular doc-
trines that they be-
lieve. E. Y. Mullins
wrote Axioms of Reli-

§non on the premise
hat the most distin-

éuishing doctrine of
aptists is that of
“Soul Liberty” or, as
most Baptist Confes-
sions title this doc-
trine, “The Priesthood
Of The Believer.” Un-
like Protestants, Bap-
tists are not credal in
nature, Baptists look to
the Bible itself as the
sole and final authority

This and That

Unquestion-
ably, the articles in
this edition will
please some, bore oth-
ers, and anger not a
few. These two are printed with
an earnest prayer to be a peace-
maker and with no desire to be a
trouble maker. True, I have writ-
ten candidly and, perhaps, some-
what bluntly; but I hope that I
have also written kindly. I trust
that my readers will find much
with which to agree and very lit-
tle with which to disagree; how-

understanding of the issues than
I could forty years ago. Through
these years of ministry, the posi-

SOUL LIBERTY

ever, you may feel liberty to
correct my errors. I always try
o respond to all legitimate crit-

tion that I assumed regarding
Scripture more intuitively than in-
tellectually in my early ministry
has become more assured and
firmly fixed. As clearly as | am
able to express myself, the follow-
ing statement expresses what I be-
lieve concerning the choice I have
———T112d ¢ Te-

“If it was good enbugh garding the

‘or the Apostle Paul, word of
then the oldKing  God and
James is good snough the use of
for me. translations

essssssessssssssseeOf the Bible.
I believe (1) that God
8, (2) that God has
spoken; (3) that the
words spoken by God
are valued by Him
and were intended by
Him for humanity to-
have and to- hold; (4)
that God, therefore,

(Continued on page 2}

in all matters of faith
and practice and recog-
nize no one to stand
between the individual
believer and God ex-
cept the Lord jJesus
Christ, the One Media-
tor between God and
men. It is amazing, as
Dr. J.M. Pendlton
pointed out a centu?l
ago, that without a for-
mal creed, Baptists,
through the centuries
living in varied cul-
tures and using differ-
ent languages, without
collusion have more
aEreement on doctrine
than any other group
of believers have ever
shown. Baptists are
Bartists because they
believe that the Bible is
the very word of God
and is the only source
of doctrine and prac-
tice,

Nothing is as impor-
tant to a Baptist as is

his/her Bible. x

cisms. However, I also always
ignore those letters that call me
names. Those writers should save
their stamps.x

REQUESTED REPRINTS

1o Nut
or not
To Nu

Maintaining proper balance
in life is the crucial call, the im-
portant item, the essential element
for the believer. The great danger
to the child of God is to become
unbalanced. No task demands
greater energy or requires more ef-
fort. And perhaps, just perhaps,
Satan's prime and most effective
strategy in this day is that of
“tangentism” or “extremism”: un-
balanced living.

(Continued on page 5)
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(Continued from page 1)
would preserve, and, indeed,
hay preserved Hisy wovrds for
humanity to- read; ond, I be-
Ueve (5) specifically, that the
sole and final authority for
the revelationw of the will of
God to- humanity iy found in
the particulow document
called the Bible, the Scriptures
ond the word of God, which is

Indian head penny and the year of the first Lin-
coln penny; everyone knew Peter, Philip and
Paul could not have copies of either the Scofield
Reference Edition or the King james Version.
Over three decades ago, I recall watching with
my eyes as the ears on my head listened to a
Baptist preacher, holding high a red leather
Scofield Reference Edition of the King James
Version, as he boldly declared, “You talk about
having a Holy Trinity. What we really have is a
Holy Quartet--The Father, The Son, The Holy
Ghost and The King James Bible.” At the time, I
considered this comment to have been either

best represented for this = ——————rcacher cuteness, a case of a

generation of English What was humorous preacher simply saying more than
speaking pegpfbe/y in and  inmyyouthis no  was intended, or perhaps where the
by the Old and New longer a laughing  preacher did not realize exactly what
T . matter. That ""h}‘;h he was saying. I have heard that
estamenty ay trans- W i tod o !" same preacher many times since and
lated into- the English L ndation A ¢ he has never repcated his “Holy
tongue as the s riar. 71 Quartet” remark or anything similar
serious belief. The 8 .
Authoriged Versiow of cute remark has  In fact, several years after the event, I
the Bible, birthed a cult. mentioned to him that I had once
called the King James heard a larﬁacher mak((:l that state-
. ¢ . ea/,_——ment and he expressed amazement
}-/?;Ml/om and first printed in that any preacher could be so foolish. 1 believe

Frightful Fruits Flow
From Faulty Philosophy

Fraternization
or, as Paul wrote,
“Be not deceived: evil communica-

tions corrupt good manners.”
1 Corinthians 15:33

As a boy, I often heard Baptist preach-
ers jokingly say such things as “On the day of
Pentecost, Peter preached from a red leather
King James Scofield Bible,” or “Philip opened
his Bible to page 760 of his Scofield Bible and
preached Jesus to the Ethiopian eunuch,” or
“If it was good enough for the Apostle Paul,
then the old King James is good enough for
me.” The congregations laughed when those
preachers said these things. Humor was in-
tended and humor was understood. Those
speaking and those listening knew that the
translation known as the King James Version
dated from 1611 and the Scofield Reference
Edition Bible from 1909, the last year for the

that I was right to assume that he was simply
carried away on that particular day, and, much
as did Peter, he said, “not knowing what he
said.” Preaching is an emotional activity and,
sometimes, a preacher is more emotional than
intellectual in what slips from his mouth. I
have found that it is charitable not to be too
hasty to condemn a man for a random faulty
utterance. However, were that inane remark not
only repeatedly repeated but were it also placed
in print time after time, those repetitive actions
would be more than circumstantial evidence of
what the preacher actually does belicve; those
actions should be considered a deliberate decla-
ration of his doctrine, even if stated in igno-
rance.

In the passage of the years, it has come
to pass that what those long-ago preachers
teased about and what that one good brother
mistakenly said has taken on a life all of its
own. What was humorous in my youth is no
longer a laughing matter. That which was once
a playful jest is today the foundation of a seri-
ous belief. What once was intended as nothing
more than a cute remark has birthed a cult.

Several years ago, | made a study of the

{Continued on page 3)
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distinguishing marks that identify a cult and
preached a series of sermons on the theme.
When one sets the doctrines and practices of
the various cults alongside each other and ex-
amines them looking for patterns, certain dis-
tinctive “trademarks” appear. Among those
identifiers, but certainly not limited to just
these, are a self-proclaimed leader with insight
denied others, a pattern of secret discoveries
of new, special or advanced revelation, a con-
sistently wrong manner of dividing the word of
truth--always leading to a distortion of the
means of salvation, a blind loyalty to the
leader, a deep bitterness toward those who dis-
agree that first vilifies the opponents and then
demonizes them, and a growth that is charac-
terized by the infiltration of professing believ-
ers and by spiritual seduction through selec-
tive or inventive use of common terminology.
Most often, cults, as did Amalek, seek out
nominal Christians in the hindermost of the
company, those who are the feeble, faint and
weary, as targets for their persuasive tech-
niques. With dedication and zeal that usually
exceeds those who have the truth, the fervent
cultist sows the tares of false doctrine, accept-
ing all rejection, rebuke or persecution as
prophesied vindication of the rightness of his/
her belief.

Foolish Preaching Produces
Foolish Doctrine

Dr. Peter S. Ruckman is a high-energy
man with multiple talents. He is a prolific au-

thor, a gifted artist, a talented apolo- ————es————! Might cringe at his marital confu-

What was once the
erratic proposition
of an eccentric
preacher has be-
come the repetitive

gist, and an able advocate. Dr. Ruck-
man and I have lived within mere
miles of each other for over twenty
years. | have met him on fewer than
a handful of times. Each meeting
was brief though cordial. In person,

Dr. Ruckman impressed me as bril- mantra of many life. Instead this discussion is a |
liant, though somewhat brusque. I who have never . e o\ o mination of the fruits of
prObably did not impreSS him at all. thought through the the singular tcaching that has been

We exchanged one set of letters in
the early 1970’s concerning an invi-
tation I extended to him to preach

an invitation his schedule compelled him to
decline. That is the registry of my personal
contacts with Dr. Ruckman. There is nothing
in any of those contacts that would influence

ramifications of
what they claim to
believe.
for a pastor’s fellowship in Chicago, m—— ee———

mifin a negative way toward the man him-
self.

I have likely listened to as many, if not
more, hours of his preaching (by tape) than I
have those of any other individual preacher. I
own and have read much of what he has
placed in print. Certainly, this includes every |
book and major pamphlet and many articles |
that have appeared with his signature. He is a
captivating speaker and a gifted writer. I mar-
vel at his command of the English language,
his knowledge of foreign languages including
biblical languages and at his obvious familiar-
ity with the text of the English Bible. He has
read widely and seems at home in many disci-
plines of study. He is intelligent far beyond
average and would seem to possess nearly to-
tal recall of what he reads. While he has sev-
eral earned degrees, those letters after his
name do not fully reflect his personal knowl-
edge. Dr. Ruckman has been a pastor, an evan-
gelist, and a Bible institute president for many
years. He is not a lazy man intellectually or
physically; I believe him to be a man of intelli-
gence and industry. From all apparent indica-
tions he has never been one who elected to do
anything half-heartedly, and he is most as-
suredly not one to ask for terms or to wave a
white flag.

While his alleged eccentric behavior, re-
ported by friend and foe, and his having been
twice divorced and thrice married raises some
ministerial eyebrows, he has never, to my
knowledge, been charged with committing any
personal impropriety. Every preacher is a little
peculiar (if not outright eccentric); and, though,

sion, I believe that that issue is the
prerogative of the church he pas-
tors to adjudicate.

This article is not a personal
attack upon the man. I do not criti-
cize his character or his personal

so closely identified with Dr. Ruck-
man that it has come to bear his
name.
Namely, I propose to ex-
plore the singular persuasion of Dr. Ruckman
that the Authorized Version of 1611, com-
monly called the King James Version, is THE
{Continued on page 4) |
|
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inspired word of God. The word “THE” is used
by Dr. Ruckman with the intended meaning
of “to the exclusion of everything else.”

Dr. Ruckman boldly preaches that the
sole repository for the word of God at the pre-
sent time is The Authorized Version. He is
convinced, and has devoted his
ministry to persuading others, that
the King James Bible not only
“corrects the original” but that it
also offers “advanced revelation.”
This unique approach that Dr.
Ruckman espouses seems to have
originated with him. Clearly, it is
not the classical or historical posi-
tion of Bible believers. From his
writings, Dr. Ruckman seems to
have been strongly influenced by
Martin Luther. Luther, as described
by Lutheran Darrell Jacoak,
(Professor of Religion and Chair of
the Religion Department at Muh-
lenberg College) “read the Scrip-
tures coram Deo, that is, in terms
of what they said to the individual
or the community face to face with
God. The Bible for him was not
simply the archival source of doc-
trines, it was a living communica-
tion that was not properly Word
until it was effectively communi-

Such a concept could perhaps be understood
as some sort of continuing or progressive rev-
clation. The astute reader will grasp that such
a philosophy is also the foundational premise
of neo-orthodoxy. Dr. John Gill, writing in
1769, reports that such a belief as that of Dr.
Ruckman was advocated by contemporary Ro-
man Catholic theologians in the defense of
the Latin Vulgate, and then dismisses the
claim as being both “absurd” and “ridiculous”
in nature. These are the closest historical par-
allels that I have discovered to the doctrinal
philosophy of Dr. Ruckman. I have yet to find
the record of anyone prior to the ministry of
Dr. Ruckman who advocated, as does he, that
the Authorized King James translation is, in
fact, “superior” to the very “original” Hebrew
and Greek texts from which the Authorized
King James Version was translated, that it
contains corrections to the original texts or

that it posesses advanced revelation over the
original texts. If such an assertion were ever
made by anyone else, it has eluded my at-
tempts to find it. However, even if he is not the
first to teach such an aberration, by adopting
this peculiar proposition, Dr. Ruckman is ad-
vocating a doctrine of biblical inspiration that

71 1ST, by definition, move inspira-
To me, there is a
definite issue as to
whether or not, the
word of God was
lost centuries ago
and now needs to
be found and
returned to the
people of God. Sim-
ply stated, I prefer
to place my faith in
the ability of the
God of Heaven to
superintend the
watch-care of His
word rather than to
trust in the ability
of learned men,
however sincere
and honest, to
recover the lost
word of God.

cated and internalized by human beings.” 1

tion beyond the original writers to
include the labors of both Erasmus,
who first collected and collated the
Greek manuscripts into one volume,
and the translators of the King
James Version as well as those who,
coming years later, have revised the
spelling and grammar of the Autho-
rized Version since 1611. As strange
as this weirdness is, he seems not to
hesitate to proceed further still. Dr.
Ruckman appears to advocate that
the chapter and verse divisions were
a similar product of this continued
or progressive inspiration, in that
their selection and arrangement is
beyond any level of coincidence.

Dr. Ruckman has made this
specific teaching the dominant fo-
cus of his ministry for well over
thirty years. To propagate this doc-
trine seems to be Dr. Ruckman’s un-
derstanding of his purpose in life.
The issue to him is a matter of abso-
ute importance. It seems clear from
his writings that to Dr. Ruckman, the word of
God cannot be found anywhere except in the
1611 translation. Therefore, true Bible believ-
ers, in his viewpoint, are those who not only
use the King James Version exclusively, but
those who believe that ONLY the King James
Version is the word of God. In Dr. Ruckman’s
eyes, all others are apostates, a term he freely
applies to all who disagree with him. To him
this single doctrine is the fundamental of the
faith, the only cardinal doctrine, the only test
of fellowship. Even to say, “I believe that the
King James Version is the word of God” is in-
adequate as judged by his belief system. The
only acceptable “shibboleth” to Dr. Ruckman is
“I believe that the word of God is ONLY found
in the King James Version.” All those who do
not believe this doctrine are apostate mem-
bers, by his ascription, of “the Alexandrian
cult.” In joking fashion (at least one hopes one
(Continued on page 5)
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may assume he is joking) Dr. Ruckman has
stated that he does not actually “worship the
King James,” but that, in his next words, it
“comes mighty close.” Such flippancy, in my
view, “comes mighty close” to blasphemy.

For many years, most Baptist preachers
generally looked upon Dr. Ruckman and his
strange doctrine as simply the case of a
preacher with an eccentricity. He might be a
little peculiar in his delivery, a bit odd in his
beliefs and rather unusual in his personal life,
but, they would suggest, there have always
been preachers who became extreme in the
tcaching of some doctrine. It is true that some
preachers have an uncanny ability to find a
“truth” oblivious to every other child of God
and who then devote their entire ministry to
sounding that one note. However, this special
doctrine of Dr. Ruckman has received a life
and has achieved an influence far beyond that
any mere pet theme of a "hobby-horse riding”
preacher ever attained. Through his school, his
books and his newspaper, Dr. Ruckman has at-
tained an effect that reaches far beyond those
who have personally heard him preach. His
disciples have, if possible, even more zeal than
does he to spread the Ruckman doctrine. Like
the crusaders of old, these “warriors” have no

interest in taking prisoners; their message is
convert or die. They are convinced that no is-
sue or doctrine is worthy of discussion until
this one has been established. Those who
choose to disagree with this special teaching
are categorized as (1) ignorant, needing to be
taught, (2) dupes, needing to be delivered, or
(3) apostates, needing to be exposed; there
seemingly is no number four.

I firmly believe that there is a legiti-
mate basis of argument for using the Autho-
rized King James Version rather than using
the other current translations. I have placed
that position in print several times and am
preparing a booklet entitled, God Is and God
Has Spoken explaining how I arrived at my be-
lief. Since the publication of the English Revi-
sion of 1885, no mass marketed translation
has been based upon the same Greek and He-
brew manuscripts as was the King James. The
source of the English text for all these transla-

“tions is acknowledged by these works to be

different than the source used to produce the
Authorized Version—check the title page for
yourself. The translations since 1885 have
been based upon a revised (and an ever being
revised) eclectic text; that is, a text compiled
from within all the available manuscripts and
(Continued on page 6)

A REQUESTED REPRINT

evolved only through smallness and studying.
An over emphaisis upon the sovereignity of

God created Calvanism, while a de-
emphasis caused Arminianism. To

{Continued from page 1)

Examples abound and are all
around us. Swerving Christians are
plentiful. I am speaking only of fun-
damentalists. The new-evangelical,
the neo-orthodox, the liberal, the
nco-fundamentalist, the pscudo-
fundamentalist, and the evangeli-
cals, all have their squabbles and
blood-lettings just as we do; how-
ever, let one of their number offer
counsel to them. Personally, I would
let them fight on.

There are those within our
ranks who maintain that spirituality
is evidenced by largeness and activ-

The issues involved
are valid. Legitimate
basis does exist for
discussion and debate.
The danger lies not in
investigation of the
famiilies of
manuscripts, the phi-
losophy of Westcott
and Hort, the
strengths or weak-
nesses of the Received
Text, or the differ-
ences in the Greek
texts. The insidious
danger is not even in
debating these areas.
The very real threat is
swerving onto a tan-
gent and becoming an
unbalanced extremist.

neglect the doctrine of repentance
produces “easy-believism,” while
over emphasis promotes “lordship
salvation.” Denial of emotions de-
velops formalism; its emphasis
produces pentecostalism. Separa-
tion is an essential doctrine; but
both the aesthetic monk and the
"Jesus freak” are unbalanced. Ex-
tremism is not a Christian virtue,
American believers are
fadists. Whatever produces "re-
sults” or whoever has the charisma
to produce "disciples” becomes the
(Continued on page 6)

ity. Others of us insist that spirituality is }
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