
John Piper. The name itself garners fondness among our choicest theologians. A man who has 

contributed much to the Christian faith in the many ways has operated with theological impunity. My 

first encounter with him was as a new convert to the biblical faith. A former false teacher in the Word 

of Faith, I wondered how the reformed 'really' felt about the prosperity gospel. I was engaged in 

spiritual warfare condemning the very 'gospel' which I had once taught so fervently. I needed to hear 

that there were men who agreed as I did, that this was damnable doctrine. Then, to my excitement, I 

stumbled upon a video entitled: 'Why I hate the prosperity gospel.' This was golden! It was a moment 

of jubilation. You see, there is a particular man named John MacArthur. He had written works such as 

'Charismatic Chaos', 'The Charismatics', and even said plainly in his sermons that the prosperity gospel 

was false teaching. I had heard it from him. But where were the other men. I began, from here, to desire 

to know more from this John Piper. And I did...

Shortly after, Piper embraced a man named Rick Warren. Then he called him his brother in 

Christ. In the Word-faith we would not have seen anything wrong with Warren. We would have thought 

him a man in tune with God's 'plan' and 'purpose'. Now, instead of excitement, I became confused. How 

could a man who despises the prosperity gospel enjoy her cousins? This is before I knew anything of 

scholarship 'graciousness', theological peace treaties, and the idea of Christian conferences. The only 

conferences I had ever attended were supernatural 'healing' crusades. So I began to express my 

concerns about this John Piper. I began to vocalize my confusions, after two years of watching his 

ministry and reading several of his works. Not watching or reading him for the purpose of ousting him. 

I needed to  understand why he was coming to such decisions. 



Then there was a man named Mark Driscoll. He claimed close alliance to Piper. Piper claimed 

to be his mentor. They spoke so fondly of one another. I watched Driscoll, and, well..let's say that I 

have never seen a man so vulgar and dominant while calling himself a pastor. He would be excessive 

even in the Word of Faith. Then there was something called the 'Elephant Room', where one of my 

former stalwarts in the Word Faith sat with men and no one confronted him. They lobbed soft-ball 

questions at him, and gushed at his popularity and influence. I kept thinking, “I've run so far and so 

long away from the wolves such as T. D. Jakes (a known Word-Father, Modalist- an ancient heresy), 

why do 'we' have them at our round tables. I vocalized my confusion again. My concerns were met 

with mumbled excuses, and theological, philosophical sophistications. Since, I could not argue against 

the wisdom of men, I remained in cowardice and silence for two more years. Then there was something 

called a Passion conference in association with desiring God. Names such as 'Jesus Culture', 'Louis 

Giglio', Beth Moore and her contemplative prayer principles (which sounds eerily similar to how I've 

taught 'prayer' in the Word Faith), and others...all endorsed by John Piper...Jesus Culture, while I was in 

the Word-Faith movement, was one of us. They were our Wesleyan hymns (them and Hillsong). Again, 

my confusions were heightened. “How are we forming these alliances. What is informing these 

choices.” Are men free to make poor choices because their theological 'ducks' are aligned? I spoke 

concerning these alliances. Concerning the friendship between John Piper, missional guru Tim Keller, 

Acts 29, and their cross-pollination with some of the men whom Piper once said preached a despised 

'prosperity' gospel. 

The point of this introduction is that orthopraxy is driven by orthodoxy. In other words, men do 

what they believe. Men's decisions are driven by their worldview. More than that, ministry decisions 

are made based upon one's theological convictions, not apart from it. Enter in the craftiness of our 

adversary. The more questions I have had about Piper the more I realized that a synthetic 'wall of 

graciousness' and 'charity' had been erected around. This was not the graciousness of Scripture. It is not 



the graciousness which tells us to rebuke a brother who has sinned. This is the familiar 'touch not my 

anointed' proof-text which keeps the mind of men enslaved to otherwise obvious errors of their choicest 

theologians. It is the mentality of “Ok, I know ______is wrong, but you be careful what you say about 

the man of God.” It is unbiblical theologian worship, similar to the Apollos, Paul, worship of the 

Corinthians. Nowhere in Scripture are we told to remain silent in the face of error. Although we are told 

to be slow to speak, we are never told to be quiet in the face of error. Even when those errors are 

prevalent in the men we love the most. And if those errors are pervasive, consistent and undeterred, we 

are too disassociate with those who will not heed the instruction of Holy Scripture. Those who place 

themselves beyond admonishment are not biblical pastors, but personality cultists. 

Enter in...Strange Fire. Biblically, from top to bottom, the modern conference was pinpoint 

accurate. It showed what I had always known to be true. The shepherds are too friendly with the 

wolves. And the wolves have quite the following. The synthetic wall of graciousness had been 

laboriously erected for so long, that when it was threatened, men feigned hatred for the faithful 

proclamation and expose of Word-Faith; Charismatic errors. Strange Fire exposed modern day Corinth 

and her best friends. Strange Fire called men to true worship and called those who were flirting with 

false worshippers to come back into the sheepfold of truth. John MacArthur and others pleaded with 

the lost in these movements, pleaded with the unsuspecting to flee to the truth, and pleaded with the so-

called Reformed Charismatics (an almost laughable term) to join in him in winning souls out of the 

pervasive moment. While the charismatics stayed away, the Reformed Charismatics showed up. John 

MacArthur showed great charity to John Piper during the conference, after the conference he was not 

given the same charity. Men took him to task, calling him divisive, unloving, ungracious, etc. Here I 

thought, on this Charismatic issue, welcome to my world my beloved Pastor (John Mac). The stinging 

Charismatic emotional response when they are called back to Scripture. Welcome to the wall of 

graciousness erected around so-called modern Christianity. 

John MacArthur labeled Piper an anomaly. I believe that anomalies exist. They are peculiarities. 



Those rare occurrences which are beyond explanation. An anomaly does things outside of the 

parameters of Scripture and arrives at biblical premises. However, when I see John Piper, I do not see 

an anomaly. I see a tree which bears fruit. Except the tree bears corrupt fruit. And we have painted the 

fruit 'ripe' colors, erected a wall of graciousness and kindness around this tree, thrown away rotten fruit 

which has fallen from his branches and said, “See, all is well with him.” But since the Strange Fire 

Conference, Piper has not hidden his disdain for the cessationist position. He has hid his disdain in 

literary eloquence, but it is evident nonetheless. He has argued the normative necessity of 'prophesy' 

and 'tongues'. Let's be honest, he has thrived because men care more for charity than discernment. It is 

easier to flatter than to rebuke. But the Scriptures speak soundly against flatterly and positively about 

rebuke. Rebuke is part and parcel of the Christian walk. The moment we minister in light of men's 

perceptions, we become their slaves.

Fitting that Piper would appeal to the Corinthian epistle. But whenever the Charismatic does so, 

he assumes that the Corinthians were thriving. It is fitting to admit that the Charismatic abuses in 

Corinth did not eliminate the proper use of the gifts. However, calling spiritual gifts normative because 

one does not want to 'quench the Spirit' is a philosophical, subjective argument. It is, at best, lazy 

hermeneutics (bible-interpretation) and a flippant understanding of why Paul wrote to the Corinthians 

in the first place. To suggest that when men say the sign gifts have ceased because the gifts pointed to 

something or Someone, such men have quieted the Holy Spirit is to misunderstand the ministry of the 

Holy Spirit altogether. Here is the crux of the matter, it is lucrative to hold to abberant views. It is 

lucrative to hold to Charismatic understanding of gifts. It is fleshly gratifying, and appeals to spiritual 

pride. This is 'why' Paul wrote to the Corinthians in the first place. But the argument that says, “Aha! 

Paul's rebuke of improper uses constitutes present proper uses!” This is a poor argument which 

assumes that the church of Corinth was a thriving church. Paul did not have to correct the use of gifts in 

other churches because they were functioning in accordance to their intended use. But as for Corinth, 

she was seduced by false apostles, undermining Paul, using gifts for self-gratification, and given over 



to all kinds of immorality. Even desecration of the Lord's table. Shall we then model our ministry after 

the Corinthians in general? No, we should approach her with caution. For one, she no longer exists. We 

must study this epistle with authorial intent in mind. Why did Paul write, and for what purpose? To the 

theologian with longevity, this is a basic principle. But it must be reaffirmed. 

Piper argues that we should, as Paul wrote, obey the mandate to 'earnestly desire the spiritual 

gifts'. 'Even tongues' he argues. But let's define tongues as they appear in Acts 2. And then let us define 

how the modern-'Charismatic' defines tongue-speaking. And then let us not attempt to land in the 

middle. Middle ground is for the shiftless. Piper's argument appeals to both camps. He is saying what I 

have observed for two years. Let's be open, but cautious. Open, but cautious is no different than the 

lukewarmness that Jesus Christ rebuked in Laodecia. We must hold fast to what is true, expose what is 

evil and discard it. If tongues (ecstatically spoken by Charismatics), and the pagan, Corinthian 

prophecy of soothsaying (also practiced by Charismatics) are normative gifts for today we must 

embrace them fully. If they are not, then we must unequivocally reject them and those who promote 

them. 

Here is why Piper's flirtations are dangerous. He speaks to the ecumenical desires of the flesh, 

while preaching and writing truths that would be heartily affirmed by those who are spiritual. It is 

easier to make peace with Christ's enemies than to fight against them. Peter, the Lord's apostle knew 

this at the campfire on the night Our Lord's mock trial. It is easier to follow after the Lord and deny 

him at the same time, like Judas, than to be fed to the lions for His namesake, like the faithful 

witnesses. But we have been called to know and pronounce. To know and declare. To know and refute. 

Piper must repent of his alliances. They have clouded his biblical arguments. He has imposed his 

nefarious friendships on his understanding of the text. He has confused young pastors who love him as 

they embrace him but are leery to embrace his error. Piper's arguments from Corinthian perspective is 

eerily familiar to the arguments made by the faithful Word-Faith/Charismatic. But nothing is more 

tempting to the choicest theologians than popularity, esteem and embrace. Satan uses such to quiet men 



from being bold witnesses,  rebuking others when they err, and  being faithful because of how men may 

feel about our faithfulness. 

Why are Piper and others hesistant to show John MacArthur the same charity he has shown 

them? Because they are unconcerned with arriving to a point by sound exegesis. They are guitly of the 

very thing Strange Fire rebuked. Redefining the 'work' of the Holy Spirit and then claiming that they do 

not wish to 'quench' the 'spirit'. But to which spirit do they refer? The Spirit of truth does not cause us 

to give a platform to the enemies of Christ, as Piper and his friends continue to the present day. Light 

has no fellowship with darkness (that too, is in the Corinthian epistle...). The Spirit of truth is not 'open, 

but cautious'. The Spirit of truth has definitively stated the purpose for which He has pointed men to the 

beloved Son. And with the closing of the canon, the Holy Spirit has testified that God has spoken in 

finality through His Son (Heb. 1:1-2). 

Yes, you might say, but what of this greek tense and greek nuance? The languanges are 

supposed to aid the text, not bring confusion upon it. God does not speak prophetically unless that 

prophesy is followed by verse and chapter. Postmodern impositions on Scripture, and subjective desires 

to feel open to God's work always leads away from revealed truth. It always plays with the sacred text 

and proposes that we have missed something. That we should look elsewhere. We have no need to look 

for any more signs. The sign is the Gospel of Jesus Christ. The sign is His atoning death and 

resurrection. Jesus made this clear to the sinful sign-seeking Jews in his day. But somehow, do we think 

ourselves more sophisticated than they were? When Jesus said, “A wicked and sinful generation seeks 

after a sign,” He hardly meant that we should be open, but catious. And that we should allow for sign 

seeking. 

We have a sign. The Scriptures alone. Not audible voices, not foretelling, not ecstatic utterances. 

God confirmed His Gospel through the sign of raising up His Son. We must not clamor for more signs, 

because the final sign will be His coming in clouds to prevail upon His enemies. We must no longer 

base our theology on the rebukes of Scripture, but learn from the rebukes, so as not to repeat their 



consequences. It would be as foolish as saying, “Let us go into the wilderness seeking manna and 

complain when it is given.” We are to learn from Corinth. We are to be as heartbroken as Paul was over 

her spiritual abuses. Although it is lucrative and 'spiritual' to repeat her excesses in American 

'Christianity', we must rebuke the carbon copies and original excesses just like the Apostle Paul did 

with unflinching and unrestrained love and boldness. And as for John Piper, you must either come to a 

decision about your faulty alliances born from faulty ecumenical desires, or your orthodoxy will prove 

that you loved to write about God, tell us of his glory, but it was only a niche. Men practice what they 

believe. A tree is known by present fruit, not past accomplishments. 


