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 In the following pages I intend to demonstrate to you, by the use of many of her quotations  

found in her books, videos, articles and the like, that Beth Moore has seriously drifted from the Truth. 

Sadly, perhaps unknowingly and unintentionally, Moore also takes with her many of her adoring 

disciples into the ditch of deception.  As Bible commentator William McDonald states in his comments 

on Luke 6: 39-40, “A disciple is not above his teacher, but everyone who is perfectly trained will be like 

his teacher.” A person cannot teach what he does not know. He cannot lead his students to a level 

higher than he himself has attained. The more he teaches them, the more they become like him. But 

his own stage of growth forms the upper limit to which he can bring them. A student is perfectly 

trained as a disciple when he becomes like his master. Deficiencies in the doctrine or life of the teacher 

will be carried over into the lives of his pupils, and when the instruction has been completed, the 

disciples cannot be expected to be above the master.” 1 [Some highlights in original, some are mine; see 

footnote] 

 The reader may, therefore, perhaps appreciate my concern for those well-meaning sisters who 

are being discipled by Moore. I would also like to allay all fears and state to the contrary that my exposé 

on Beth Moore is not undertaken because she is a female speaker and writer, but rather because she 

teaches error. If I were to find  male writers influencing men (or women) of my local assembly by their 

teachings, I would take a similar stance and Biblically evaluate their teachings as well. Moore’s teachings 

have been described by one journal as follows:  

Perhaps Moore could best be described in terms of Eliphaz the Temanite, the eldest and wisest 

of Job’s three friends. Not every single thing Eliphaz told Job was wrong, but his cumulative philosophy 

was skewed.
2
 

 Of Eliphaz the Temanite we read in Job 42: 7 “that after the Lord had spoken these words unto Job, 

the Lord said to Eliphaz the Temanite, My wrath is kindled against thee, and against thy two friends: for 

ye have not spoken of me the thing that is right, as my servant Job hath.”  What I list and explain below 

is merely a sampling of the issues that I have found with Moore. Perhaps more scrutiny of her materials 

would unearth further errors. In this article, I want to bring before your attention one error that 

undermines the Word of God. In subsequent articles, as time and opportunity avail themselves, I will 

                                                           
1
 Luke 6: 39-40. Here is William MacDonald’s exposition of this passage: “In the previous section the Lord Jesus taught that the 

disciples were to have a ministry of giving. Now He warns that the extent to which they can be a blessing to others is limited by 
their own spiritual condition. The blind cannot lead the blind; both would fall into the ditch. We cannot give what we do not 
have ourselves. If we are blind to certain truths of God's Word, we cannot help someone else in those areas. If there are blind-
spots in our spiritual life, we can be sure that there will be blind-spots in the lives of our understudies. 

 “A disciple is not above his teacher, but everyone who is perfectly trained will be like his teacher.” A person cannot teach 
what he does not know. He cannot lead his students to a level higher than he himself has attained. The more he teaches them, 
the more they become like him. But his own stage of growth forms the upper limit to which he can bring them. A student is 
perfectly trained as a disciple when he becomes like his master. Deficiencies in the doctrine or life of the teacher will be carried 
over into the lives of his pupils, and when the instruction has been completed, the disciples cannot be expected to be above the 
master.”*All highlights in the original+ *MacDonald, William, Believer’s Bible Commentary. Ed. Arthur Farstad. Nashville, 
Tennessee. Thomas Nelson Publishers, Inc. Comments on Luke 6: 39-40] 
2
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mention several others. I believe that what I have included in this article and others  would be sufficient 

for the purpose of this exposé, which is to warn brothers and sisters regarding the danger of heresy—

heresy which may not be apparent unless we look with spiritual eyes wide open.  

Claims of direct personal extra-Biblical revelation from God 

Beth Moore claims that she has had direct personal revelation from God. What I have written 

below is one example taken from one of her books. I will list several other examples as well. Please also 

consider that my satirical commentary on such narratives is not meant to offend but to prove a point—

that we ought to critically judge any teachings and evaluate whether they are Biblically sound or 

whether they stand on shaky ground. Beth Moore writes:   

Beloved, I am convinced one of our severest needs is pure rest. Not only sleep, but refreshment and 
recreation. Recently God spoke to me about capturing what He and I are calling “Sabbath moments.” 
Like many of yours, my schedule right now is particularly tough, and I see no time in the near future for a 
number of days off. God spoke to my heart one Saturday morning while I was preparing for Sunday 
School: “My child, in between more intense rests, I want to teach you to take Sabbath moments.” I 
wasn’t certain what He meant. Just that morning God confirmed His desire for me to drive all the way to 
the other side of Houston to the medical center to visit a patient with brain cancer. I was very thankful for 
the privilege of visiting with this patient, but I knew in advance it would be tough emotionally and far 
from restful. 

3
 

Let us examine what Moore has written.  I have highlighted the words where it is clear, by what is 

written, that Beth Moore seems to have received a direct personal revelation from God. She frames the 

claim of this revelation to a certain day, to an approximate time of the day, and to a specific occasion. 

She tells us the manner in which she received  this revelation, how God addressed her and the specific 

content of the revelation. Time-wise she got her revelation “recently” as opposed to a long time ago. It 

is recent enough that it is fresh on her mind. She gets even more specific: It was on a Saturday and 

specifically in the morning. The specific occasion was when Moore was “preparing for Sunday School”. 

How He spoke is also mentioned: “God spoke to my heart.” What this means I am not entirely sure. I am 

going to presume that ‘heart’ here means mind since the literal organ that pumps blood would not have 

the capacity to receive such a revelation. I am also going to presume that God did not speak audibly, 

otherwise He would have spoken to her ears, possibly, rather than the heart. It was more of a telepathic 

communication from the mind of God to the mind of Beth Moore, possibly. God seems to have 

specifically addressed her as “My child”. The specific message was: “in between more intense rests, I 

want to teach you to take Sabbath moments.” I wonder whether she received the revelation 

specifically on Saturday because God wanted to emphasize that it had to do with the Sabbath—which 

many people believe falls on Saturday .  

Notice that God did not merely say “I want you to take Sabbath moments”, but that “ I want to teach 

you to take Sabbath moments.” God was not only going to provide a doctrine but He was going to 

demonstrate it. I would hope that if Moore learns her lesson well she would apply it and teach it to 

                                                           
3
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others. That is what is expected of doctrine—we learn doctrine but we would not merely study it as an 

academic enterprise but would want to put the doctrine into some practical action plan. We further 

read that Moore is uncertain of what this means. We would be uncertain as well. We know that 

Scripture talks of “the Sabbath”, “Sabbath rest” , “Sabbath day”, “Sabbath of solemn rest”, “holy 

Sabbath”, “Lord of the Sabbath” etc. but there is no mention of “Sabbath moments”. This is indeed new 

revelation and her perplexity is quite understandable. She doesn’t have to wait long because that very 

morning God confirms her own desire to visit a cancer patient. How he confirms this we are not told. As 

I read Moore’s narrative I get the distinct impression that Moore and God are involved in a dialogue.  

God provides a confirming answer. The answer He provides, however, is somewhat unsettling: “God 

confirmed His desire for [her] to drive all the way to the other side of Houston to the medical center 

to visit a patient with brain cancer.” Moore is thankful for the opportunity but realizes that the visit 

would be somewhat stressful and probably far from restful. So how does this visit turn out to be a 

demonstration of a ‘Sabbath moment’? We will let Moore continue her breathtaking narration of this 

event:  

I fought the traffic across Houston, then visited with my new friend and her husband while 
choking back the tears. They have two young sons, and unless God performs a miracle, their mother will 
go home to be with the Lord before they are grown. I got in my car and prayed. I pulled out of the parking 
lot, fighting the tears. A few blocks later as if on autopilot, I turned my steering wheel straight into the 
parking lot of the Houston Zoo!  

Christ seemed to say, “Let’s go play.” And that we did. I hadn’t been to the zoo in years. I heard 
about all the improvements, but I never expected the ultimate: Starbucks coffee! (OK, so I don’t have my 
health issues down pat.) Can you imagine watching a baby koala take a nap in a tree on a rare cold day in 
Houston with a Starbucks grande cappuccino in your hand? Now that’s a Sabbath moment! God and I 
had a blast.

4
 

 Subsequent to her initial revelation, Moore goes through two scenarios, neither of which could  

be categorized as restful—she had to fight Houston’s traffic and have an emotional visit with her new 

friend who has brain cancer. So neither the drive through heavy traffic nor the visit with the cancer 

patient had anything to do with ‘Sabbath moments’. When is this lesson in ‘Sabbath moments’ going to 

occur? When will doctrine turn to demonstration? The reader grows impatient. As it turns out, it 

happened quite soon thereafter.  

After her visit with her friend as she was driving away from the hospital she “as if on autopilot” steers 

her car “straight into the parking lot of the Houston Zoo.”  Did she make a conscious and willful 

decision to steer her car towards the Houston Zoo or was it the invisible hand of God steering her? Was 

she in complete control of the car or did it seem that part of the control was taken away from her? At 

least the way Moore has chosen to write it, it seems that there is something mysterious going on—the 

car seems to have been influenced by a power apart from her. Or perhaps it is just hyperbole and it is 

Moore’s way to embellish the story. Whatever the case may be, once she is in the Houston Zoo she has 

                                                           
4
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her ‘Sabbath moment’. There at the zoo “Christ seemed to say, ‘Let’s go play’”. Notice that Christ did 

not say’ “You go and play”. No, rather He wants to play with her! If we had any doubts that Christ was 

indeed speaking or whether this was a case of Moore’s imaginative mind conjuring up this scenario, our 

doubts are easily dispelled by her next statement: ”And that we did”. Christ and Beth Moore 

played…together! What was this ‘play’ all about? It was a moment in which Moore (and God) saw the 

humor and irony of “watching a baby koala take a nap in a tree on a rare cold day in Houston with a 

Starbucks grande cappuccino in your hand”. Can you imagine the great and omniscient God, who by His 

might and power created all that exists, who being surprised by the irony of the above scenario of a 

Koala bear  taking a nap on a tree contrasted with Moore’s Starbucks grande cappuccino utters a divine 

laugh which Moore describes as  ‘having a blast’! This was the demonstration of God’s revelation of 

‘Sabbath moments’.  

Based on this narrative, then, one may surmise that “Sabbath moments’ are moments of humor—

moments in which one is able to see the funny side of things. This is what Moore had mentioned earlier 

as our “severest need”. Since this ‘Sabbath moment’ was not restricted to Moore alone but included 

God, Moore testifies, “God and I had a blast”. God and Moore had a laughing ‘Sabbath moment’ 

together. Since God had been speaking to her ‘heart’ or mind, she probably heard the laughter of God in 

her mind. Had Moore not informed us of her ‘Sabbath moment’ in which God had a blast, I would have 

had to rely on the only laughter of God mentioned in Scripture, a laughter of derision against the wicked 

(Psalm 2: 4, 37: 13, 59: 8). Now that Moore has received both revelation and demonstration of ‘Sabbath 

moments’, she needs to practice this and apply it to her life. In fact an opportunity arose to do just that 

a few weeks later. Moore writes: 

A few weeks later I kidnapped my hard working staff for a few hours to go play a practical joke on 
another staff member who was running an errand. We hid in the store and had her paged to our 
department where we—grown Christian women—were hiding in the clothes rounders. We rolled all over 
the carpet with laughter at the look on her face. After we made complete fools of ourselves, one of the 
sales ladies walked up to me and said, “Don’t I know you from somewhere?” We went to pieces. And then 
we went back to work…the better for it, I might add.

5
 [All highlights are mine] 

A practical joke on a fellow staff member became the occasion for a ‘Sabbath moment’. Moore has now 

entered into the application phase of her revelation from God. Not only does she apply what she has 

learnt, she proceeds to demonstrate it to her staff. In one sense she does better than the demonstration 

in the zoo. While she was alone with God at the zoo, for some reason her ‘Sabbath moment’ was 

restricted to laughing. At least that is the impression I get from her narration. At the department store 

with her friends, the ‘Sabbath moment’ becomes much more dramatic. She and her friends, having 

created the setting for their ‘Sabbath moment’, proceeds to roll “all over the carpet with laughter” at 

the possibly bewildered look on the face of the staff member who was the target of the practical joke. 

There you have it—what started as a revelation from God, became confirmed by a demonstration from 

God and subsequently we have an application in the life of Moore and her friends. Now Moore wants 

                                                           
5
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her readers to know about this so that we too may have these ‘Sabbath moments’ that are so needful 

for our lives! In a different book Moore informs us that she has made a deal with God that whatever she 

receives from Him, she will pass on to others. Moore states: 

For reasons equally mind-boggling to me and known only to Him, God has called me to 

teach…My friends who have other spiritual gifts can learn something from God without feeling the 

overwhelming need to share it with everyone they know. Not me! The second I receive the least spiritual 

insight or learn anything at all about the practicality of Scripture slapped on the hot pavement of real life, 

I want to make the world’s biggest conference call. Perhaps I should mention that not everyone I tell 

wants to know. The beauty of a sanguine personality is that I’m too blinded by passion to notice rejection! 

I am not content to keep to myself any hidden treasure I’ve discovered. What little I know, I want others 

to know. Before God tells me a secret, He knows up front I’m going to tell it! By and large, that’s our 

“deal.”
6
 [Highlights are mine] 

 Here, once again, there seems to be a direct pipeline of revelation from God to Beth Moore. 

God seems to tell Moore secrets. Since these are secrets, they were previously not made available, 

hence they are new revelations. It seems that sometime in the past she made a “deal” with God that she 

was going to share the secrets He revealed, her ‘sanguine personality’ ‘blinded by passion’ itching to 

make the ‘world’s biggest conference call’.  

I reiterate my apology to those who may feel offended by my satirical commentary. I don’t know 

about you, but I find it difficult to view Moore’s statements on direct, personal, extra-biblical revelation 

without a measure of incredulity.   

Here are a few more accounts of Moore’s personal direct revelation from God: 

When I am overwhelmed by something God has done for me or said to me, I often find that I have to 

sit a moment and wait for my heart to write words on my lips. Sometimes I weep for awhile before I can 

begin to speak…
7   

During the videotaping of Jesus, the One and Only, God spoke to me clearly about doing 

something I had never done on videotape before. He told me to lead the group in prayer, that is, in one 

sense, the first prayer God will ever hear from a person. By that I mean the prayer confessing sin and 

accepting Christ’s gift of eternal life—the sinner’s prayer.
8  

Can an ordinary person like myself gain access to this pipeline of revelation that is so readily 

available to Beth Moore? We want to ask Moore, “What is your secret?” How is it that Moore has such 

an easy and ongoing time of receiving personal and direct revelation from God while I, after 36 years of 

being a Christian, have yet to receive even a single revelation from Him, apart from what is written in His 

Word? Is it because my faith is weaker than Moore’s? Is it because Moore is more highly favored by God 

than I am? Can any believer have such revelations? The Quarterly Journal comments: 

                                                           
6
 Moore, Beth, Praying God’s Word, Broadman and Holman Publishers, Nashville, Tennessee, 2000; pgs 1-2 

7
 Moore, Beth, A Heart Like His, Broadman and Holman Publishers, Nashville, Tennessee, 1999, 2003; pg. 151 

8
 Moore, Beth, Further Still, Broadman & Holman Publishers, Nashville, Tennessee, 2004; pg. 68  
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Interpretations and exegesis of Scripture take on a divinely inspired tone when prefaced with or 

placed within the quotation marks of God told me or God showed me. Moore has moved from the 

persona of a humble and careful Bible student trying to understand and present the Word to one with the 

ultimate authority of God-breathed revelation. Scores of women—those who attend her seminars or 

those viewing over the internet or via video recording—will wonder why God doesn’t speak to them in 

the same dramatic fashion in which He speaks to Moore.  Moore claims herself to be just a humble, 

willing servant. Yet her purported communications with the Divine place her in a realm perhaps envied 

but never equaled by her devotees. It does, however, make Moore a very marketable commodity.
9 

In her DVD series, “Believing God”, all ten hours of which was viewed and reviewed by Glen 

Chatfield  author of The Watchman’s Bagpipes,10 Moore seems to provide us with an answer that 

indicates why she may be privy to such revelations from God. 

Chatfield documents that Moore tells of a conversation she had with God where God said to 

her,  

“And I just need you to know I am wild about you. I respect you and I esteem you. And you just 

blew [blow?] me away to watch you. I esteem your relationship with Jesus. You have a blast with Him in 

the Word. You have a blast with one another as you believe Him.”
11

 

According to Moore, God is “wild” about her and He respects and esteems her. God is so 

fascinated with Moore that He is, to use modern language, crazy about her. He states to Moore, “You 

just blew me away to watch you”. This explains why she is able to get all these revelations from God! 

He is so much captivated by her and her relationship with His Son, that He probably cannot but help 

reveal Himself to her. This probably also explains why others may not receive such revelations from Him. 

It has to do, according to Moore’s theology, with the measure, possibly, of the esteem that God feels 

towards any individual. The phrase “you just blew me away” indicates surprise on the part of God. He 

who is omniscient is surprised at the relationship that He sees develop between His Son and Beth 

Moore. I don’t think Moore believes that God can be surprised, but her language seems to indicate that. 

The fact that God was “just” blown away to watch her indicates that prior to that moment of being 

blown away, He was not “blown away”, thus the surprise. There are many theologians today espousing 

the ungodly doctrine of “Open Theism” where they state that while God knows much, He cannot know 

everything. I think Moore would be offended if I classified her with those who espouse Open Theism. 

Moore probably does not realize, neither does most of her disciples, that Moore has put herself into a 

logical and theological conundrum when she states the above. Let me clarify the issues: Either God can 

be surprised or He did not say the above. If we take the stance that God can be surprised, then in one 

form or the other, we are denying His omniscience. If, on the other hand, we do not deny His 

omniscience then the statement that He was blown away by Beth Moore is false. The reader may decide 

whether Beth Moore is lying or whether she believes she heard God saying all of the above. If Beth 

                                                           
9
 Goedelman, M. Kurt, and Chatfield, Glen E., Believing Beth About Believing God, The Quarterly Journal Vol. 29, No. 1,  pg. 6 

10
 http://watchmansbagpipes.blogspot.com/2008/05/beth-moore-revisited.html  

11
 Ibid 
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Moore is not lying, and we believe in God’s omniscience, then there are two possibilities both of which 

indicate that Moore is deceived: Either Moore was hallucinating due to a psychiatric condition (or under 

the influence of an illness or drugs) and sincerely believes that God did speak all of the above words to 

her, or that her actively imaginative mind conjured up this false scenario and the strength of such 

imaginations compelled her to believe in the fantasy of a revelation that did not take place. The issues in 

Moore’s theology become apparent by merely evaluating the above statements: Romanticism, 

emotionalism, a tendency towards the phenomenological and the dramatic, bad hermeneutics etc. All of 

these characteristics are present in much of today’s postmodernist popular theology. In fact the above 

statements are enough for me to consider all her statements as suspect and eschew her theology 

completely. But for the sake of documentation and argument, I will provide more examples:      

…I heard His commanding voice loud and clear. When I say God spoke to me, it wasn’t an audible 

voice. Like most of you, I would have instantly morphed into a corpse. Rather, a very clear statement 

entered my mind that I knew wasn’t my own thought or imagination. In my experience, I usually know 

God is speaking by three conditions. 

First of all, what I believe I “heard” has to be consistent with his Word. God never speaks 

contrary to Scripture. The character of God expressed in the whole counsel of His Word is how we know, 

for instance, that God never tells mothers to kill their children no matter how a tormented woman may 

insist He has. 

Second, what I believe I “heard” sometimes seems to come somewhere out of left field, and I 

know I wasn’t even on that same intellectual track at that moment. In other words, it wasn’t me, and it is 

consistent with God. 

Third, I am far more likely to discern the voice of God accurately if I’m in the Spirit. I don’t mean 

something mystical by “being in the Spirit.” I’m talking about being in close fellowship with God with my 

sins freshly confessed and the fruit of the Spirit infiltrating my own.
12  

Moore then goes on to imply that she feels that our certainty  in hearing God’s voice happens when 

we are in  “a spiritual condition to really listen, and He’s speaking something clearly consistent with His 

Word, but quite different from [our] thoughts”.13 

Here Moore does seem to answer the question: How can we distinguish God’s voice from our own 

thoughts? In her third condition, she suggests that a close fellowship with God would help create the 

“spiritual condition” to listen and distinguish between voices. Is the problem with me then a problem of 

not creating the right spiritual condition so that while God is speaking, I am not able to distinguish the 

voices? Am I inadvertently mislabeling God’s voice as my own thoughts and imagination, because of my 

inability to distinguish the voices? So many Christians, by this criteria, will fail to hear God’s voice. Only 

God’s elite will be privy to such revelations.  

                                                           
12

 Ibid, pg. 100 
13

 Ibid, pgs. 100-101 
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Let us carefully examine what Moore states about the first two conditions. In the instance cited 

above, Moore is insistent that God’s voice was “commanding” which I interpret to  mean ‘authoritative’, 

“loud”, as opposed to a ‘still small voice’, “clear” which likely refers to the content of revelation, and 

generally means ‘not confusing’,  and that “it wasn’t an audible voice”. So we have an inaudible voice 

communicating authoritatively, a revelation that is devoid of confusion or ambiguity, and expressed in an 

intensity that is several decibels above the normal threshold of hearing! How did this inaudible 

communication take place? She appropriately expresses fear of ever hearing God’s voice audibly.  

Scripture records many instances when God’s audible voice or even the voice of an angelic messenger 

brought consternation to the individuals addressed and had to be prefaced by a statement to the 

equivalent of “fear not”. So how did Moore “hear” this inaudible voice?  

She explains, “a very clear statement entered my mind”. She distinguishes this “statement” that 

entered her mind from her own “thought and imagination”. I am somewhat puzzled as to how a 

statement can enter one’s mind which one can knowingly distinguish from one’s thought or imagination. 

How is this possible? How does one know that the statement on one’s mind is not one’s thinking? I 

realize that if something was not on my mind, then I would not be thinking it. If something is on my 

mind, however, am I not thinking it? When a visual or audible communication takes place, one can 

separate the stimulus, that is external to oneself, from one’s thoughts which are necessarily internal. 

However here we have a situation in which a communication claimed to be clearly external registers 

internally on the mind through none of the normal portals of reception, i.e. our senses.  How can I 

separate God’s voice which is on my mind and my thoughts which are also on my mind? Would 

someone kindly explain how this is possible and rescue me from this confusion? Incidentally,  you will 

not find one instance in Scripture where God speaks inaudibly into the mind. This is clearly a novel 

approach that none of the men and women recorded in Scripture ever experienced.   

Moore then applies three “conditions” to test the hypothesis that what one is hearing in one’s mind 

is clearly from God. The first of these conditions require that the revelation that one receives must be 

consistent with Scripture. Moore uses the issue of murder as an example of rejecting a supposed 

revelation as coming from God. If a “tormented woman” perceives a revelation directing her to kill her 

children, then one can reasonably surmise that such revelation is not from God, because it would be 

inconsistent with the plain teaching of Scripture. I ask: Would she also consider someone’s claim of 

revelation that allowed a woman Bible teacher teaching a mixed group of men and women, as being 

inconsistent with Scripture, and therefore not a revelation from God? We’ll explore this issue somewhat 

later.  

Her second “condition” requires the revelation “to come somewhere out of left field” which I take 

to mean a revelation so radically different from her usual line of thinking that she “wasn’t even on that 

same intellectual track at that moment”. In other words, if a revelation is consistent with what she 

normally thinks and muses over, then by the criteria of her second condition, it could not be reliably 

considered as a voice from God. Further along in her book she describes an incident that occurred at 

Knoxville Airport, where she provides an example of such “left field” communication from God. This 
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fascinating and dramatic tale, is found all over the internet and can easily be accessed.14 The original 

source is Moore’s book Further Still: A Collection of Poetry and Vignettes15 It is a long story so I will only 

include the highlights here. The incident, according to Moore, occurred on April 20, 2005 while she was 

waiting to board a plane at Knoxville Airport. She heard a commotion behind her and discovered that 

“an airline hostess was pushing a wheelchair with an old man” in it. To Moore he looked “old”, “weary” 

and “drawn”. He was quite unkempt in appearance: “his knees protruded from his trousers, and his 

shoulders looked like the coat hanger was still in his shirt. His hands looked like tangled masses of veins 

and bones.”16 Moore then explains that the “strangest” part of him was his hair and nails. “Stringy grey 

hair hung well over his shoulders and down part of his back. His fingernails were long. Clean. Unpainted, 

thankfully, but strangely out of place on an old man.”17  

Following this, Moore feels acutely uncomfortable. This feeling of discomfort  was familiar to 

Moore. She writes, “I had walked with God long enough to see the handwriting on the wall. I’ve learned 

that when I begin to feel what God feels, something so contrary to my natural feelings, something 

dramatic is bound to happen.  And it may be embarrassing.”18 So here we can anticipate that a “left 

field” revelation is about to take place. She states that she has experienced this before and seems to 

imply that she has developed a sense about it. She enters into God’s feelings—by beginning “to feel 

what God feels”. This “feeling” is antithetical to her natural feelings, therefore by the criteria of her 

second condition, she confirms that indeed she is about to receive a revelation from God.  

Soon thereafter she hears God’s voice entering her mind, distinct from her thoughts, inaudible, 

commanding, loud and clear. Prior to the hearing of this voice she had started arguing with God, “Please 

don’t make me witness to this man.  Not now.  I’ll do it on the plane.” However the voice of revelation 

stated, “I don’t want you to witness to him.  I want you to brush his hair.” Moore then employing her 

usual flare for drama and palpable pathos waxes eloquent in her narration: “The words were so clear, 

my heart leapt into my throat, and my thoughts spun  like a top.”  She reports that a brief struggle 

ensued between God and herself. I would call this struggle telepathic because all of this dialogue is 

occurring in her mind. God reiterates his command by, seemingly, writing the following statement 

“across the wall of [her] mind”: “That is not what I said,  Beth.  

I don’t want you to witness to him.  I want you to go brush his hair.”  

Notice that when God reiterates the command, He is no longer using His voice to enter her mind but 

uses yet another novel approach, an approach He has not used before in any of His revelations as 

recorded in Scripture. Once again I am confused. My simple mind cannot grapple the complexity of the 

mind having a wall, let alone visualizing writing appearing on this wall through eyes that are not 

physical. Obviously this cannot be a reference to the ‘eye of faith’, a metaphor used for our conviction 
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about eternal verities that will become more tangible one day. Such faith requires us to trust with our 

mind and think with our mind. Moore’s revelations however does not involve thought, hence my 

bewilderment.  

Coming back to our story, Moore at this juncture finds herself in a predicament: she does not have a 

hairbrush. She has left her hairbrush in the plane. What is she to do? We will let Moore answer that 

question. Moore writes, “God was so insistent that I almost involuntarily began walking toward the man 

as these thoughts came to me from God’s Word: “I will thoroughly furnish you unto all good works.” (2 

Tim 3: 7 KJV).” I think there was a typographical error in her book. That verse is actually 2 Tim 3: 17.  For 

a short while I would like to move away from Moore’s airport tale and take a look at Moore’s 

hermeneutic—interpretation of scriptures. We will return to the airport tale shortly. Let us take a look at 

2 Tim 3: 17 to see if it would be right to interpret this passage subjectively, as Moore does in this case.  

Is Moore correct in interpreting the context of her brushing an old man’s hair as “good works” for which 

God is going to equip her, possibly with a comb? We will look at verses 14 to 17 for the sake of context 

and use the KJV: 

But continue thou in the things which thou hast learned and hast been assured of, knowing of 

whom thou hast learned them;  And that from a child thou hast known the holy scriptures, which are able 

to make thee wise unto salvation through faith which is in Christ Jesus.  All scripture is given by inspiration 

of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness:  That the 

man of God may be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto all good works. 

 We realize that this passage is talking about the Word. Paul is giving a charge to his ‘son in the 

faith’ Timothy, to be steadfast in the “holy Scriptures”. It is the Scriptures, which being God-breathed, 

equips the man of God for good works. This furnishing or equipping unto good works involves learning 

doctrine, being reproved for sins as well as behaviors displeasing to God, ensuring correction and a 

setting right of the things which required reproof in the first place, and finally instruction in 

righteousness. It is this process that enables being equipped for the tasks that God has ordained. 

 Moore misses the mark on correctly interpreting this text (proper hermeneutics) by implying 

that the “good works” in this case would be Moore brushing the old man’s hair, and the equipping for 

that task probably would be the provision of a material object—a comb—and possibly a disposition to 

carry out the task of brushing the old man’s hair. This goes along with postmodernism’s tendencies to 

interpret anything subjectively—there is no certainty in interpreting any report, event, etc. 

Interpretation is based on the person reading or speaking—i.e. it is in the eye of the beholder. This 

problem of subjective interpretation has also spilled into popular presentation of the gospel. Hixson in 

discussing the shift in popular understanding of the gospel writes: 

The Zeitgeist encourages ambiguity and celebrates diversity. The battle for the clarity and 

accuracy of the gospel within evangelicalism is taking place within the larger ideological battlefield of 

postmodernism. The problem of an indefinable gospel is symptomatic of a larger crisis of language in the 

postmodern age. Paul R. Shockley succinctly defines the essence of postmodern thought when he writes,  
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Postmodernism really is a simple set of ideas that has complicated repercussions. It hangs on the 

framework of the belief that (1) absolute or objective truth does not exist. What is true for one individual 

may not be true for another. Therefore, (2) reality is in the mind of the beholder. Objective reasoning 

does not exist because (3) humanity is molded or scripted by its own subcultures. If absolute truth is 

bound in personal biases, then (4) there is no objective, universal authority. Postmodernism is marked by 

(5) cynicism and (6) decision making on the ethical bases of feelings, emotions, and impressions.
19

  

We live in an age where people believe that the sacred scriptures can be subject to any 

haphazard interpretation. People think that however one interprets the Word would be acceptable 

because, they reason, that scriptural application is subjective. However if we employ such methods we 

will find ourselves deeply enmeshed in error. We cannot take up the philosophy of personal subjective 

application of scripture. While I was in medical school, there was a group of students who wanted to do 

a “Bible study”. In this study, however, the students did not spend time studying the Word; they merely 

expressed their opinions on how any particular scriptural passage applied to them in their personal lives. 

Such opinions may generate discussion but they do not constitute a study of God’s sacred Word.  

DeWaay wites: 

The Bible, history’s most published, studied, translated and quoted book, is also its most misused 

and misinterpreted book. Cults and false religions use it to their own ends and others simply misinterpret 

it. That this occurs so often leads many to assume the Bible has no clear meaning. This is a false 

assumption. That any given passage is misunderstood, purposely or otherwise, does not demonstrate that 

the author of the passage had no clear meaning in mind. Nor does it follow that the readers cannot 

discern this meaning.
20

 

Moore is certainly wrong in her interpretation. We will look at Moore’s other interpretational errors 

in a subsequent article and explore further the need for proper hermeneutics. But for now let us come 

to the conclusion of the airport story. Moore obeys the voice and the handwriting on the wall of her 

mind, finds a comb in the old man’s bag, proceeds to brush his hair to smoothness and engages him in a 

conversation about Jesus. This act is witnessed by many but especially the airline hostess who had 

pushed his wheelchair earlier. She approached Moore and with tears streaming down her cheeks asked 

her, “What made you do that.” To this Moore replied, “Do you know Jesus? He can be the bossiest 

thing!”21 

 I think the above story is a good one had it not been for the personal direct extra-biblical 

revelation part. I really believe this incident took place on April 20, 2005 at the Knoxville Airport. I 

believe that Beth Moore actually ministered to an unkempt old man on a wheelchair with stringy hair by 

brushing his hair. I believe that by showing such love she was able to witness to an airline hostess. And I 
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believe that she learned some valuable lessons about God that day. My question is: Should I readily 

accept her claim that God indeed communicated to her directly, personally and apart from Scriptures in 

the manner she describes? Is such revelation going on in individual lives? What are the implications for 

the Christian if one were to believe or disbelieve in such revelations?  

We know from Scripture that God has spoken. We will not debate whether God can speak, the 

question I am asking is: Does God speak today apart from the Scriptures? What we believe about this 

issue affects our view of Scripture. If we believe that God does speaks today  apart from Scripture, then 

it signifies that we have a particular view of Scripture that is antithetical to the view of someone who 

believes that God has ceased speaking progressively. I also have to ask:  Does God dialogue in a 

continual fashion with people? Is this normative in the Scriptures? Does He converse with any and every 

person who follows after Him? Is the lack of such conversations evidence that a person does not have 

sufficient faith? Is there something special about those people who have received these personal 

revelations from God? 

We must at some juncture ask: What does the Scripture itself say about direct revelation? One can 

list numerous instances in the Bible where it records God communicating with individuals. After having 

closed the canon of His revelations does He continue to speak to individuals giving further revelations? 

The implications of whether He speaks today or not are so enormous it will test the very core of our 

beliefs about the Scriptures.  

 Gary Gilley has taken the time to research all the occurrences in the Old and New Testament of 

the several times that God actually spoke a personal revelation to people, apart from speaking through 

the prophets. The book of Hebrews tells us that God spoke in times past through the prophets. Before 

the completion of the canon of Scripture, prophets were the main mouthpieces who declared the 

oracles of God. Apart from these prophets, there are several instances in Scripture when God actually 

gave a personal direct revelation to individuals. Gilley writes: 

As to the issue of God speaking to almost everyone in the Scriptures, that is simply not true. The 

average believer in either Testament never heard a personal word from God, and even the majority of key 

players never heard the voice of God personally. When God did speak in Scripture it almost always dealt 

with the big picture of what God was doing in the outworking of His redemption program or the life of His 

people in general. You will search in vain to find God telling people what job to take, how many donkeys 

to buy, or what land to purchase—except as it was related to the bigger issue of God’s dealings with His 

people. 

The claim is made by some that the believers during biblical times heard the voice of God on a 

regular basis. The implication is that God personally spoke to and directed almost everyone who lived 

during the days that Scripture were being written—and did so all the time. And, if that is true, why should 

we not expect the same today? In response we need to take an objective survey of Scripture to see if this 

assertion can be substantiated…We are looking for those who personally heard God’s voice (or angels 

sent by Him) either audibly or through inner words of promptings or impressions. 
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The first thing we find is literally thousands of lesser known personalities of which we hear 

nothing about this aspect of their lives. Neither Methuselah, nor Jabez, nor Jeshua the priest, nor 

countless others, heard the voice of God to our knowledge. While this is an argument from silence (for 

those on both sides of the debate) we should expect the biblical record to relay to us faithfully the normal 

life of the believer of that time. If the norm was for the common person to hear God speak regularly and 

personally we would expect a witness to this in Scripture. But such a record is not to be found. So we 

must turn to the major persons of biblical times.
22

   

 We may think that Scripture would record some of the great names in the Old Testament as 

having received a personal direct revelation from God—men such as Ezra the scribe, or the Jerusalem 

wall-builder Nehemiah, the son of Hacaliah. Surely Caleb who along with Joshua entered the promised 

land had a direct revelation from God? What about the great king Josiah who turned to the Lord with all 

his heart, soul and might such that Scripture records that there was no king similar to him either before 

or after his reign? (2 Kings 23: 25). Scripture records no direct personal revelation from God for these 

men. Gilley writes: 

Below are some of the important characters found in the Old Testament who never heard 

directly from God as far as we know: 

Caleb, Esther, Mordecai, Ruth, Joab, Hezekiah, Josiah, Jehoshapat, Jonathan, most of the judges, Ezra, 

Nehemiah, Shadrack, Meshach and Abd-nego (although they may have been comforted by the Son in the 

fire). In addition whole categories of key leaders never heard from God personally, including none of 

Jacob’s sons except Joseph, none of the kings of Judah after Solomon, none of the judges except for 

Gideon, none of the returning exiles and none of David’s mighty men or military leaders. This is just a 

sampling; many more could be cited.
23

 

Gary Gilley has done his homework as he painstakingly catalogues all the individuals who 

received a personal revelation from God apart from the prophets.  Of the people in the Old Testament 

who did hear from God, apart from the prophets, there is only a handful of individuals reported. 

Moreover most of these individuals only heard from God once. The only individuals who heard from God 

more than twice in the Old Testament are Noah, Abraham, Moses, Jacob, Aaron, Joshua, David and 

Solomon. These eight and no more! I have created a chart (see Figure 1 in this article) using the data 

that Gilley has compiled in his excellent little book.24 I will summarize below some of Gilley’s observation 

regarding these personal revelations:25 

1. All of the individuals cited played “extremely important roles in the outworking of God’s 

program”. 

2. When God spoke, it was in an audible voice, or on occasions through a vision or dream. 

There is not a single instance of God speaking to the mind or heart inaudibly through an 

inner voice.  
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3. Every single instance of these revelations were profoundly significant to these individuals 

but also often to a large number of other people as well. 

Even the account of Elijah receiving prophetic revelation (not personal), in 1 Kings 19: 11-19, vs. 

12 records a “still small voice” (KJV). This voice was still audible. Elijah did not hear it in his heart or mind 

and he certainly did not see any writing on the wall of his mind! 

In the New Testament we don’t see much difference when compared to the Old Testament. 

Apart from the revelations recorded in the book of Acts, only a handful of  people received personal 

revelations from God in the New Testament: Simeon, Mary, Joseph, Zacharias, the Magi, the Shepherds 

and the women at the Tomb. Gilley writes: 

Virtually all of the New Testament accounts of God speaking and giving direct instruction are 

found in the book of Acts…If we give our attention to the book of Acts we find thirteen distinct times in 

which God spoke directly to individuals (two of these through angels): 8: 26-29; 9: 4, 10; 10: 3, 11-16; 12: 

7-8; 13: 2-4; 16: 6, 9-10; 18: 9; 21: 4, 11; 22: 17-21; 23: 11. The Lord used varied methods to communicate 

on these occasions including visions, angels, prophecy, and direct words from Jesus or the Holy Spirit. Of 

these thirteen revelations, eight of them were to two apostles (Paul and Peter). The other five were 

scattered among Philip, Annanias, Agabus, Cornelius and the church at Antioch.
26    

When looking at personal revelations in the book of Acts, we find these features:27 

1. In each and every occurrence of the revelation, it is God who takes the initiative. No one was 

seeking revelations from the Lord. Interestingly on two occasions of such revelations, the 

recipients were unbelievers—Saul and Cornelius. 

2. None of the recipients of the revelation were taught a special method to receive revelations 

3. The recipients heard the message clearly and immediately knew that it came from the Lord. 

Even Saul, who was an unbeliever when he first heard from the Lord, immediately addressed 

Him as “Lord” 

4.  Each and every recipient heard the message audibly. “There is no terminology such as ‘I felt the 

Lord leading’ or ‘I had peace about what I was to do’. What God had to say was clear and 

beyond misunderstanding or misinterpretation.”28 

Thus the manner in which present day popular Bible teachers, such as Beth Moore, claim to receive their 

revelation is not present in the scriptures. Here are the issues with Beth Moore’s revelations which are 

not consistent with Scripture: 

1. Methods Not Found In Scripture: The methods are not found in Scripture, either in the New or 

the Old Testament. No recipient of personal revelation in either Testament heard a voice in their 

mind or heart. Thus when they heard the voice of God it was audible, other than visions or 
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dreams. They also immediately recognized such voice as the voice of the Lord. They did not have 

a premonition and discomfort first, and they did not have the “left field” kind of feeling, and 

they did not need to apply several conditions to figure out if the Lord had spoken, as Beth 

Moore reports. D.  Martin Lloyd-Jones writes: 

Let us imagine I follow the mystic way. I begin to have experiences. I think God is 

speaking to me; how do I know it is God who is speaking to me? How can I know I am not 

speaking to man; how can I be sure I am not the victim of hallucinations, since this has happened 

to many of the mystics? If I believe in mysticism as such without the Bible, how do I know I am 

not being deluded by Satan as an angel of light in order to keep me from the true and living God? 

I have no standard… The evangelical doctrine tells me not to look into myself but to look into the 

Word of God; not to examine myself, but to look at the revelation that has been given to me. It 

tells me that God can only be known in His own way, the way which has been revealed in the 

Scriptures themselves.
29 

FIGURE 1: 

OLD TESTAMENT INDIVIDUALS WHO RECEIVED DIRECT PERSONAL REVELATION (not prophets) 

NAME ONCE TWICE MORE THAN TWICE 

Noah and his sons   6 X 

Job     

Abraham   16 X 

Abimelech    

Isaac    

Rebekah    

Jacob   8X 

Sarah (heard God talking to 

Abraham) 
   

Pharaoh    

Laban    

Moses   At least 85X 

Aaron   14X 

Miriam    

Joshua   14X 

Gideon    

Manoah & wife    

Samuel (before he began his 

prophetic ministry) 
   

David   6X 

Solomon   3X 
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2. Undermines Sufficiency Of Scriptures: To claim a personal direct revelation from the Lord 

undermines the sufficiency of Scripture. I cannot say “the Scripture is sufficient” and “I need this 

special word from the Lord” at the same time. One cannot have it both ways. Either the 

Scripture is sufficient or it is not. Despite postmodernist attempt to nullify certainty, we still 

utilize the law of non-contradiction. The Law of Non-Contradiction states: A is not non-A. For 

example, we cannot make the statement God Exists (A) and God doesn’t exist (non-A) in the 

same sense. That would be a nonsensical statement. If my wife sent me to the grocery store 

asking me to buy milk and I reasoned to myself, “milk (A) is the same as non-milk (non-A)” and 

with that reasoning I went ahead and bought oranges, I know my wife will be quite displeased. 

We use the law of non-contradiction all the time. Geisler writes: 

In fact, the law of noncontradiction is so absolutely fundamental to the most 
basic of ethical assertions that an act (or intention) cannot be both good and evil at the 
same time and in the same sense. As Isaiah put it: “Woe be to those who call evil good 
and good evil” (Isa 5:20). In short, unless one begins with the premise that A is not non-
A (all that is good is not nongood), how could he ever be anything but a total ethical 
relativist? If logic does not apply to all ethical statements, then when the Bible 
commands “love” it could mean “hate.”

30
 

Thus, to claim the sufficiency of Scripture and to also state that we need new 

revelations today is to make this nonsensical statement: Scripture is sufficient (A) and 

Scripture is not sufficient (non-A). Now many people who make such claims do not realize that 

they are uttering nonsense. They are generally very sincere in their claim; they really believe 

that God speaks to us today, having closed the canon of Scripture. Please remember, I am not 

saying that God cannot speak today, but rather that He has chosen not to speak to us today 

having given us all we need in the Scriptures. When the Church age comes to a close, He will 

speak again. When He does he will have fresh new revelations for us. As is true in each stage of 

redemptive history, the Word of God then available was sufficient for that stage. On this aspect 

of revelation, Grudem writes: 

The doctrine of the sufficiency of Scripture does not imply that God cannot add any 

more words to those he has already spoken to his people. It rather implies that man cannot add 

on his own initiative any words to those that God has already spoken. Furthermore, It implies 

that in fact God has not spoken to mankind any more words which he requires us to believe or 

obey other than those which we have now in the Bible. 

This point is important, for it helps us to understand how God could tell his people that 

his words to them were sufficient at many different points in the history of redemption, and how 

he could nevertheless add to those words later. For example, in Deuteronomy 29: 29 Moses says, 

“The secret things belong to the LORD our God; but the things that are revealed belong to us and 

to our children for ever, that we may do all the words of the law.” 
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This verse reminds us that God has always taken the initiative in revealing things to us. 

He has decided what to reveal and what not to reveal. At each stage in redemptive history, the 

things that God had revealed were for his people for that time, and they were to study, believe, 

and obey those things. With further progress in the history of redemption, more of God’s words 

were added, recording and interpreting that history…
31

 

I believe, based on Scripture, that for this dispensation, i.e. the Church age, God has, by 

His prerogative, chosen to cease any further revelation since the 66 books of the canon of 

Scripture was completed. This is consistent with how He has always dealt with his revelation for 

any age in the past. I will list a few passages in the New Testament that signify this fact: 

Ephesians 2: 20—we are built on the foundation (laid by) the apostles and the prophets, 

Jesus being the chief cornerstone. The work of the apostles and prophets was once for all. The 

foundation they laid is preserved for us in the New Testament. 

 2 Peter 3: 2—we have to be mindful of the words spoke by the prophets and the 

apostles. Our only reliance is the all sufficient Word, which contains those words spoken by the 

prophets and apostles. 

Jude 3—We must contend earnestly for the faith which was once for all delivered to the 

saints. Here the word faith means the whole counsel of God i.e. the gospel or the Word. This 

Word is “once for all delivered”.  

3. Implies equal authority to Scripture: Beth Moore’s  claim of  personal  direct revelations from 

God implies equal authority to Scripture despite denials to the contrary. She states that God 

spoke to her. If her claim of personal revelations is to be accepted as valid, then it would mean 

that she is equating her revelation to the authority of Scripture. In that case we must accept her 

revelation as we would accept Scripture. How is this so? Let us reason together.  

We must recognize that when God spoke to various individuals, as recorded in the 

Scriptures, He spoke authoritatively. Within the Scriptures one cannot choose or reject any of 

His direct revelations arbitrarily—At every recorded instance (as pertaining to time) that God 

spoke, and everything (as pertaining to content) that He said has the force of equal authority. 

Thus if He were to speak today, His revelations would be of equal authority to the Scriptures. If 

He does speak today to individuals, apart from the Scriptures, then it stands to reason that what 

He says would not be inferior to Scriptures since it is the same God, the unchanging One, 

speaking—hence it ought to have equal authority to the Scriptures. Can you imagine God saying, 

“What I am speaking to you today directly should be taken somewhat lightly when compared to 

the Scriptures, because what I am speaking to you today is not as true as the Scriptures.” ; Or 

that “what I am saying to you today is less important than what I have revealed in the 
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Scriptures.”  The character of God, as revealed in the Scriptures, would make any of us forcefully 

repel such a blasphemous thought. Hence it stands to reason that if He spoke today and 

revealed something to an individual, it should have the same authority as Sacred Scriptures. In 

that case, we must accept such a statement as we would accept Scripture itself. In fact I wonder 

why we have not collected all the claims of revelations since the last book of the Bible was 

added to the canon, and compiled a 67th, 68th, etc. book to add to the 66 books of Scripture! 

Actually the Mormons have compiled such a book—the Book of Mormon, and the Christian 

Science Church generally takes Mary Baker Eddy’s work as authoritative as the Scriptures and 

the Roman Catholic Church continues to endorse its ever-varying and sometimes contradictory 

‘Traditions’ as having equal authority to Scriptures. Beth Moore’s revelations should at least 

have an equal standing to Scriptures among the scores of Protestants, Catholics, Mormons and 

other church groups that she influences under her ecumenical sweep of teachings. 

On the other hand, if we are not willing to accept her revelation to stand on equally 

authoritative ground as Scripture, then we must reject her claim of revelation. No person in 

the Scriptures is ever known to have apologized for the revelations they received. The 

revelations being authoritative did not require such apology. One of the characteristics of 

today’s claimants of new revelation is that they are very reluctant to categorize their revelation 

along with Scripture. They always seem to give a higher authority to Scripture. Why is that? Isn’t 

it because they are unsure of the revelation, as coming from God, in the first place? It is a false 

humility that tries to make one’s supposed revelation inferior to Scripture. If indeed God has 

spoken, it is an insult to His majesty to state that what God spoke, as recorded in Scripture, is 

more authoritative that what He speaks today. If He speaks today, then His revelation is equally 

authoritative as Scripture. If we do not want to put such revelations at par with Scripture, the 

only right alternative is to reject such claims and to hold any other teachings of such claimants 

as suspect. 
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