To whom it may concern:
I am writing this letter to dispel the falsehoods, being carelessly bandied about by Jack Schaap and some of his cohorts, concerning Sister Gail Riplinger. I have been this dear Sister’s Pastor for over 4 years, since we moved our church across the line from NC to VA. I cannot believe anyone would stoop to inflammatory personal defamation to hurt or discredit her academic and Bible-exalting work. It is my job as her pastor to protect her from the wolves in sheep’s clothing, as well as the sheep in wolves clothing.
(Forgive me, but I will not refer to Jack Schaap as Doctor, Brother, or even Pastor for the following reasons:

· To be a doctor he would of necessity have a thorough knowledge of the scriptures, which his behavior does not evidence. 
      To be a Pastor he would have to be called of God. I also have a very hard time seeing that in him either.

· To be my called my brother in Christ, he would have had to respond with repentance to the private letter from Sister Gail, the subsequent other admonitions by other brothers, and finally the pleas from many in the aggregate body of Christ. That he has not done. Therefore, according to the Bible, I am to treat him as a “heathen man” (Titus 3:10-11, Mat. 18:17).  The Bible says, “If any man love not the Lord Jesus Christ, let him be Anathema Maranatha. Jack Schaap has shown that his love for himself far exceeds any modicum of love he evidences for the Lord.
Jesus said, 
“Ye are of your father the devil, and the lusts of your father ye will do. He…abode not in the truth, because there is no truth in him. When he speaketh a lie, he speaketh of his own: for he is a liar, and the father of it. And because I tell you the truth, ye believe me not.”  
Mr. Schaap is not interested in truth or else he would have directly called Mrs. Riplinger, as the scriptures demand. I am sure he teaches those he counsels to go directly to the party with whom they have a concern or a conflict. “Physician, heal thyself.” The scriptural approach would have saved him the nationwide embarrassment he now faces as he discovers that Mrs. Riplinger is not an “adulteress,” as he pretended. She has been very happily married to her husband Michael for 25 years. Schaap’s diatribe was merely a rabid attempt to keep his followers from reading her upcoming book, Hazardous Materials, which exposes the corruption in the Greek lexicons and texts he uses, as well as exposing the unorthodox origin of his ‘Divine Intimacy’ heresy.  Instead of calling her directly, he had his staff scour the internet to see what distorted scum he could find, written by the pro-NIV people who hate her, her books, and the King James Bible. This is strange, because when one does an internet search regarding “Jack Hyles,” “Jack Schaap,” or “First Baptist Church” of Hammond, one is bombarded with gross distortions and lies. Has Schaap no more sense than to know that those same kinds of people who hate and lie about his church, also hate and lie about Gail Riplinger? 
Bryn Riplinger Shutt, Gail’s twenty-two year old daughter, has a work in progress, tentatively called, ‘Growing up with Gail Riplinger.’ I will quote a portion from the rough draft, so that you can see from an inside source what Mr. Schaap could have easily discovered with a mere phone call. Bryn writes, 
“There is a reason why God has charged we women not to be “tattlers also and busy bodies, speaking things which they ought not” (1 Tim. 5:13). It is because tattlers do not have all of the facts. The Bible says that the “aged women” and others are not to be “false accusers” (Titus 2:3). As an adult I have come to understand why my mother is so unique and why she so adamantly loves the Lord Jesus Christ, her Holy Bible, and loves telling anyone who will listen of their need for them. She sees behind every smiling face, a crushed, confused and broken individual, for whom the Lord Jesus Christ and the wisdom of the Holy Bible are hidden, unless someone tells them. Her own life has given her these perceptive eyes. Her alcoholic father had begun beating her as an infant, which brought the swift return of her mother, a nurse, to her own parent’s house. Her father died very soon after, and she found herself growing up in this home with an alcoholic grandfather, who locked her in his car for hours while he was in a bar. Raised with the Catholic religion, there was no Jesus Christ and no wisdom from the Bible. Like many young girls, she had sought to escape a mixed-up home by establishing her own. Subsequently, she was rejected by not one, but two men, with whom she shared a marriage license, which existed only on paper. These men’s physical anomaly or homosexuality, neither of which she had anticipated, deferred anything but a strained friendship, wrought with their cruelty. Before she met my father, her gracious patience had left her waiting many years for the return and repentance of the one, now dead, who had abandoned her almost from the start to pursue his homosexual lifestyle. To be rejected and abandoned by father, grandfather and then two men, left her ripe for the verse where Jesus said he had come “to heal the brokenhearted.” This verse led her to Christ and that is why she is so mad at the new versions which omit this phrase in Luke.  What two unsaved losers did to her somewhere between thirty and forty years ago has virtually nothing to do with the Bible version debate at hand, nor her character. Only the devil, the accuser of the brethren, would set a tongue on fire of hell, to use these hurts to besmirch my mother’s good character. Although these experiences were all monumentally heartbreaking to her, she says that without them she may not have received Christ, recognize her lost  condition, and been able subsequently to minister to the “brokenhearted” as Christ does.” 

It is clear from Bryn’s insider viewpoint that Schaap’s accusations constitute a bold lie, as well as legally actionable defamation of character, not to mention gross violation of the scripture’s clear commands. Like Clinton, Jack Schaap has redefined normal words such as ‘Bible,’ ‘word of God,’ and now ‘adulteress.’ What would he think if we had a nationwide conference and called the names of all of all of Jack Schaap’s Sunday School teachers, staff members, and deacon’s wives, who had been rejected by their spouses? Now that Schaap has the actual facts, will he be the MAN he said he was at the Summit and publicly apologize to Sister Gail, as well as contact all those who heard his slander at the conference and via the internet? A real MAN, who loved his church, would do it before he was publicly embarrassed as a “heathen” and dragged, along with his good church, through a public relations deflating legal action. 
Sister Gail has devoted her time to the word of God, to help people, such as myself, understand its history and language and be able to defend it against these who would corrupt it. This lady is a big help to the church and me. 
The only instructions that the Bible gives, as to who can do what, are to the following persons:

     Saved Christians
     Pastors
· Deacons

God can use any saved individual to research and compile information about history and language, as it relates to the Bible. I suspect Jack Schaap’s typists do a good deal of research for him that relates to so-called ‘theological’ things.  In fact, Gail has a letter from one dear sister at FBC who says she reads fifty books before she ‘works on’ one of Schaap’s  books. Is she reading fifty books on typing, or is she kindly helping him fill the chinks with her highly intelligent research? Like his wonderful typist, Gail sees herself as a handmaiden and helpmeet, a kind of ‘church secretary’ at large, who, because of her disability, can scour old books for hours and years on end, while we pastors run our legs off, going to the emergency room at 2:00 a.m.. We can take her notes and run with them to help others understand the ‘English’ of the Bible or show someone what is missing in the new versions. Her books are simply the accumulation and rehearsing of facts and quotations, which  pastors and people can appropriate. The facts draw their own conclusions and there is no need for ‘teaching’ on the part of Sister Gail. Learning from her books is the result of digesting the facts she has pulled together. She has never usurped authority over me or anyone else.  She wrote New Age Bible Versions for the girls in her lady’s Bible study at the University. Can she help it if God thought 250,000 other Christians who would benefit from the information, all of whom purchased it by their own free will? Does God use women to instruct men in any way? Many Christian colleges have women who teach English, as Gail does in her books. The history of the Bible is an academic subject, open to all who can read. Historical facts are generally cut and dry. Culling them and placing these facts on a printed page is hardly usurping authority over anyone. She has had plenty of college courses in history to prepare her for this.
Why might God be using Sister Gail? Her testimony and past have made her highly available to God, because of her great gratitude to him for bringing her out of an horrible pit and setting her feet upon a rock.  Her academic experience brings her a bit of ease in dealing with the world of footnotes and the requirements of scholarship. But many men have these same qualities. It appears clear to me that God has chosen Gail, not in spite of the fact that she is a woman, but just because she is a woman. The world today parallels perfectly the book of Judges. When ‘every man did that which was right in his own eyes’ (NIV, NKJV, ‘that word really means’), God scoured up two women, Jael and Deborah, to provide a visible ‘show and tell’ that all was not well. When Abimilech tried to usurp God’s authority, God had “a certain woman cast a piece of a millstone, and all to brake his skull” (Judges 9:53).  It was the easiest thing she had ever done. She could not miss, because his head was SO BIG. Abimilech then told his armour-bearer, “Slay me, that men say not of me, A woman slew him.” When men are more worried about what “men say,” God steps in with the ultimate ego-deflator: a meek, quiet, and disabled elderly woman, like Gail, bringing hard evidence in contact with an inflated head. If a weak vessel can  squelch the opposition, they must be a big zero. That is what God is trying to show. Does Schaap include 1 Cor. 1:27 among the errors he pretends are in the KJB. It reminds us, 
“But God hath chosen the foolish things of the world to confound the wise, and God hath chosen the weak things of the world to confound the things which are mighty; And base things of the world, and things which are despised, hath God chosen, yea, and things which are not, to bring to naught things that are: That no flesh should glory in his presence.” 

(Gail likes to say God got three for the price of one, when he used her.) It is the material in her books that is so head-knocking and powerful. Schaap cannot refute it and it contravenes the new direction he is taking his church. As a result of that blow to the head, everyone heard Schaap moaning at the Summit, like Abimelech, as his “heady” and  “highminded”  frame bites the dust.
Schaap had better take heed to the loving warning her works brings. The next voice he hears may be that of an animal at the Chicago Zoo. Balaam was likewise “rebuked for his iniquity,” of turning Hammond into Mammond. God used a female animal and the “LORD opened” her mouth and she spoke, “speaking with man’s voice” (2 Peter 2:16). Gail too asks, “What have I done unto thee, that thou hast smitten me…?” Will Schaap reply, like Balaam “thou hast mocked me….” Will the angel of the LORD reply: 
“Wherefore hast thou smitten thine ass these three times? behold, I went out to withstand thee, because thy way is perverse before me…surely now also I had slain thee, and saved her alive. And Balaam said unto the angel of the LORD, I have sinned; for I knew not that thou stoodest in the way against me” (Numbers 23). 
Is Schaap worse than Balaam, in that he will refuse to admit he has sinned in defaming our sister and more importantly, in defaming the Holy Bible with the deprecating remarks against it, made in his March 4, 2009 sermon and his July Summit of Ignorance? 
Schaap and many others like him, remind me of the apostles. Instead of anticipating having in their midst the preserved and resurrected “Word,” they were hiding behind closed doors (John 20:19), possibly in deep discussion about all the corruption that must have crept into the Word by now. In such a situation of gross unbelief, was it not Mary Magdalene, “out of whom he had cast seven devils,” to whom the messenger of God said, “go quickly, and tell his disciples that he is risen from the dead.” Jesus met the women and himself repeated, “go tell my brethren” that I am risen from the dead (Mark 16:9, Matt. 28). The ladies, “remembered his words” (Luke 24:6-8). They instructed the apostles that the body of the Lord was not among the dead, but had been supernaturally preserved from all corruption. What happened next? “…[T]hey believed them not” (Luke 24:11). (This verse is as up to date as tomorrow’s Greek class in your average seminary. Many today forget that God has promised to preserve his living word, just like the promise to preserve and resurrect Christ, the Word in Luke 9:22). Like Thomas and the apostles, Schaap echoes, ‘Hey guys, I’m a MAN; I’m not going to get my theology from a woman. And anyways, look at Mary’s past record. It spells l-o-o-s-e-r.’ Doubting Thomas would not take the word of a woman that the physical Christ, the Word, was now alive “in another form” (Mark 16:12). 
It is to the glory of his grace that he uses anyone. Paul said, “he hath enabled me, for that he counted me faithful, putting me into the ministry; Who was before a blasphemer, and a persecutor, and injurious: but I obtained mercy…” (1 Tim. 1:13). Sister Riplinger serves as a living testimony that God not only provides redemption, but whose “strength is made perfect in weakness,” “That the name of our Lord Jesus Christ may be glorified in you” and no flesh can glory in his presence (2 Thes. 1:12). Christ’s great love and his power is made manifest in Paul and our sister.  Will you tell God which vessel to use?  God looks upon the heart; man looks only on the outward appearance.
Mary Magdalene would have been sinning, if she had not obeyed God’s instructions to proclaim the resurrection of the Word without corruption. Is it so odd that God would have another woman testify to the fact that the written word did not “see corruption,” is resurrected from the dusty paper originals, and is alive today in our very “midst” (Luke 24:36). Jesus “upbraided” the apostles, because they did not believe her (Mark 16:14). Mary had said, “They have taken away my Lord…” Sister Riplinger saw that they had taken away her Lord 352 times in the NIV, 438 times in the NASB and 66 times in the NKJB and told folks that the Word is indeed risen and did not “see corruption” (Acts 2:27).  I am here to ‘upbraid’ those who have so little faith that they do not believe the word is in our very midst today, not still buried in the Middle East or on a bookshelf in a museum of dead relics.  Satan and Schaap are still trying to find corruption in the written word. 

Jack Schaap, as pope impersonator, feels no one must know more than he does, especially a woman. He is a male chauvinist. Are the following verses among the 3-5% errors that his college professor tells folks  are in the King James Bible: 
· In 2 Sam. 20:16-17, we read that Joab listened to the “wise woman” who said, “Hear the words of thy handmaiden” and he replied, “I do hear…Then the woman went unto all the people in her wisdom.” 
· What about the godly “advice” that Abigail gave David? 
·  We cannot forget that the only place where the word “college” is used in the Bible finds men seeking wisdom from a woman there. They “communed with her” regarding “the words of the book” (2 Kings 22). 
· God entrusted the book of Romans to Phebe. The colophon at the end says it was, “Written to the Romans from Corinthus and sent by Phebe servant of the church at Cenchrea.”  (If we were to adhere to Schaap’s penchant for questionable Greek texts and lexicons, we would have to omit the italicized words “and sent by,” making Phebe the author of Romans; we would also have to pretend she was a ‘deacon’ and not a ‘servant,’ according to all lexicons. Do not laugh; this is exactly where a study of pseudo-Greek will take you – liberalism.

· The real “adulteress,” the woman at the well, went “into the city, and saith to the men,” who consequently believed in the living Word, through the “saying of the woman” (John 4:28-39). The woman was not telling the men about child rearing, either. She was outside of the church, in the market place, just like Gail’s books. Gail’s books are a witness to the true gospel, outside of the church, just like a gospel tract.
· Let us get dispensational, if you will. Apollos was “an eloquent man and mighty in the scriptures…instructed in the way of the Lord; and being fervent in spirit, he spake and taught diligently the things of the Lord…”  He certainly does not sound like anyone who could learn anything from a woman. Yet he was humble enough to know that God might use the weak things of this world, that being Priscilla, to help expound “unto him the way of God more perfectly” (Acts 18:24-26). Sister Gail, just like Priscilla, does nothing without her husband by her side, looking for his input, oversight, and approval. He is the one who runs the publishing company. Like Priscilla and Aquila, they are a team in this battle.  
· The context in 2 Timothy, regarding women teaching, addresses the husband and wife relationship. “Let the woman (singular) learn in all silence with all subjection. But I suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp authority over the man, but to be in silence. For Adam was first formed, then Eve. And Adam was not deceived, but the woman being deceived was in the transgression…” (1 Tim. 2:12). Note the singular “the woman” and “the man and the example of the married couple, Adam and Eve. The earlier part of that chapter referred to “men,” in the plural numerous times. It then switches to the singular “man” here. Chapter 2 is not about “the house of God” and its leadership, as is chapter 3. It is about “all men. For kings, and for all that are in authority…men pray every where…” The context regarding teaching and silence related to the home. Sister Gail gave a good talk at one of our women’s meetings, extolling the necessity of submission to husbands and silence on the part of wives, instead of squabbling. 
· 1 Cor.14, which says “Let your women keep silence in the churches: for it is not permitted unto them to speak; but they are commanded to be under obedience…” cannot be torn from its context, which is the apostolic “spiritual gift” of “tongues.” Read the parallelism, “let him keep silence in the church…” in verse 28. Follow the imperative case verb, “Let” through verses 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 34, 35, and 40. Exegesis without context is the blanket which wraps all heresy. (I do not, nor would I ever, approve of a woman preacher, pastor, or adult Sunday School teacher. But 1 Cor. 14 does not address that. It is addressed when Paul said a preacher must be the husband of one wife, etc..) 
· Many are forgetting that God said he has hid wisdom from the wise and prudent and revealed it unto babes. This ole ‘babe’ knows and loves her Bible. She has “been with Jesus.” Wisdom is  also likened unto a virtuous woman (Prov. 31:10, 8:11, 3:15, Prov. 1:20, 8:1, 9:3, 31:26).
Remember who it was who rebuked a woman for pouring costly oil on her Saviour. It was Judas Iscariot, whom “Satan” was soon to enter (Matt. 26:8). Judas was a numbers man. He was worried about ‘costly’ oil and his thirty pieces of silver. Judas’ behavior should have been a warning sign to the apostles. Like Judas, Schaap’s rebuke shows he will be “falling headlong” soon. There are those today who will parrot Jack Schaap for their ‘reward,’ and pretend our sister is Judith Iscariot. 

This lady is one of the best role models of a soul winner that I have ever come across. She has more of a burden for lost souls in her pinkie that most people have in their whole body. I remember being at the hospital before she had surgery once; she and her family were giving gospel literature to all of the doctors and nurses. She and her daughter were able to help one of our shyest young ladies (who was so shy she had scarcely ever spoken to anyone, including me) become a brave young lady who could walk up to a total stranger and give them a gospel tract. 
I challenge any one to talk to Gail before swallowing stories by Schaap, who has also of late become a critic of the King James Bible. It is inevitable that one who sees errors in the KJB, will also try to besmirch those who esteem it more highly. People like Jack Schaap are one of the reason's people are going to hell. People see no difference between so-called ‘Christians’ and themselves. God told us to love and show that love. Highly visible ‘Christians’ like Jimmy Bakker, Jimmy Swaggart and hijack FBC Schaap, who see themselves as above the commands in the Bible, make it very difficult for us soul-winners. When Schaap’s lies are exposed, and they will be, how many lost individuals will use his sin as an excuse not to get saved? 
You will hear little, if any, defense of herself from Sister Riplinger.  She believes 1 Cor. 4:12-13 which says, “being reviled, we bless; being persecuted, we suffer it: Being defamed, we entreat; we are made as the filth of the world, and are the offscouring of all things unto this day.” Amen.
The words of our Saviour, Jesus Christ, serve best to close this letter. He said, “Let her alone; why trouble ye her…She hath done what she could” (Mark 14:6). Regarding Jack Schaap and those who parrot him, Christ would remind us, “Let them alone: they be blind leaders of the blind. And if the blind lead the blind, both shall fall into the ditch” (Matt. 15:14). 
Sincerely yours,
Dewayne Sands

Pastor Dewayne Sands
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