WBNP #13 — Controversial Mvie

Good Evening. A Puritan’s Mnd brings you the old tine
radi o program The WIld Boar News Podcast from Sunny South

Fl ori da. Wl cone, |'’mDr. Matthew McMahon
This just in —

In the June 16'" issue of Entertai nment Weekly Mgazi ne,
they list their picks on the secular market and the nost
controversial novies ever nmade.

| f you were to choose nunber one, THE nost controversi al
filmever produced and sent to the theater, what would you
choose?

They chose the Passion of the Christ, by Mel G bson. The
plot — well, if you read the newspaper or an article
concerning comng attractions, you know that this novie
claims to portray the biblical passages concerning Christ’s
| ast week, the passion week, into his crucifixion, death
and burial. This 2004 nonstrosity was directed by Ml

G bson to focus upon the betrayal, torture and crucifixion

The controversy — G bson’s intention (which is born of a
hearty, warped and tw sted understandi ng of the Bible)
guote, “was to produce an unflinching depiction of Christ’s
suffering on behal f of mankind.”

| have never seen G bson’s, The Passion of the Christ.
have no need to msplace ny faith fromthe biblical text,
which is God’s Wrd, to the Romani zed reinterpretati on of
G bson’s film

There have been many evangelical |eaders that have
conplimented M. G bson on nmeking this novie, and hearing
fromGod to portray Christ in a visual manner. Hearing
fromGod? Not really. No, not at all. This novie is
sinply another abom nation in the sight of God in violating
not only Holy Scripture (since the novie was not taken from
a biblical account alone, but also in part fromthe 19th
century diaries of St. Anne Catherine Emmerich, and her
work "The Mystical Cty of God" by St. Mary of Agreda) but
also the first half of the second comuandnent which reads,
“You shall not make for yourself a carved inmage, or any



i keness of anything that is in heaven above, or that is in
the earth beneath, or that is in the water under the
earth..” (Exodus 20:4)

It is no doubt that mobdern 215" century Christians went to
see the novie. It grossed $370 million dollars for Ml

G bson. However, with such an abominable filmand its

bl at ant disregard for God’s noral |aw, you would think
professing Christians would send $370 mllion dollars to
the third world, or desperately poor instead of being

ent ert ai ned.

Not only are evangelicals not keen enough to determ ne the
i mportance behind changing the Scriptures, or violating the
second comandnent which is reiterated all through the Ad
and the New Testanents, but they also seemto have a grave
problemw th their Christology (i.e. their conceptions of
the Biblical doctrines that answer the question - “Wwo is
Jesus?”). Is ignorance bliss? Not in God s eyes. The
only way they can self-justify breaking the conmandnents of
God in visually depicting Christ in any way whatsoever is
to beconme part-tinme Nestorians. |It’s the “Jesus was a man
t o0” phenonena. That is exactly what well -neaning
Christians are when they succunb to this kind of sly
devilish twist in their Christological ideas. They need to
repent, seek the forgiveness of God, and reject such things
in the future as abom nabl e sins. Evangelicals are not
sinply tranpling on the historical orthodoxy of the
Protestant Church when they see a novie like this that
attenpts to portray, in visual form the man Christ, but
they are precisely tranpling on the | ast two-thousand years
of Christology. They have, in fact, becone Nestorians

wi t hout even realizing it.

This is Dr. Matthew McMahon signing off.



