An Examination of the Word-faith teachings of Korean 'pastor’' David Yonqgagi
Cho
by Daniel Chew

The Word of Faith heresy which originates from Mmd-Science cults of the 19th century and
entering visible Christianity through E.W. Kenyomdathen Kenneth Hagin, $has been plaguing
the church ever since it erupted into the charignmabvement in the early part of the twentieth
century. And as Evangelicalism becomes shallowdrsiallowef, the teachings of the Word-faith
cult runs rampant through the churches, infectingith One major factor which contributes to the
ascendancy of the Word-faith movement is that adpces 'results’ and converts, and nowhere is
this seen in the purportedly "largest church inwieeld", Yoido Full Gospel church in Seoul, Korea,
headed by South Korean pastor David (Paul) Yon¢#tfDCDue to the church size, the high number
of converts, and the overt piety as seen for exanmppassionate prayer meetings and sending forth
of missionaries, many professing Christians arememad by David Cho and thus allow his
teachings to come in unchallenged. Coming from Rleéormation perspective of Sola Scriptura
however, this cannot be the case. In fact, duéstinfluence in mainstream Evangelicalism, it is al
the more imperative that his teachings should ladyaad according to the texts of Scripture, and
the truth be made known and obeyed. Numbers dfteteans nothing in Scripture, for numerous
times in the Old Testament, many people fell i@ worship of Baals and Asheroths. The prophets
like Elijah, Elisha, Isaiah and Jeremiah after dii not have many converts compared to the
worshippers of Baal and Asheroth, and thereforargel church does not mean anything at all in
God's sight.

With this, let us examine the teachings of Davichyg Cho, as seen particularly in his two books
The Fourth Dimension, Vol.*land Vol. 2. These two books set forth Cho's beliefs and tegsh

on the nature and practice of faith especiallyemmis of prayer and answered prayer, things that are
very fundamental of the Christian faith.

Presentation of Cho's beliefs
Cho's view on faith

Cho in his books proposes faith as being akin kmng and in this case he claims it is a law of the
fourth dimension (the first three being the thrémehsions of space)He states that God, and the
Holy Spirit, belongs to this forth dimensfband in creation the Holy Spirit in the fourth dinséon
broods over the three dimensions in bringing tleaton into being. In fact, according to Cho, just
as in Genesis the "three spirits [of God] are enrdalm of the fourth dimension, so naturally [any]
spirit can hover over the material third dimensamd exercise creative powérsThis form of
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"hovering” and "brooding” Cho calls incubation aith, an activity which is supposed to function
as like a law instituted by God, who exists in fierth dimension, in order to influence and change
things. This law is furthermore an impersonal ld&indo natural law which is accessible to anyone
who has the "spiritual know-how" to use it. In Ghoivn words:

".... as the second dimension includes and contimds first dimension, and the third
dimension includes and controls the second dimansio the fourth dimension includes and
controls the third dimension, producing a creatdorder and beauty. The spirit is the fourth
dimension. Every human being is a spiritual beisgvall as a physical being. They have the
fourth dimension as well as the third dimensiortheir hearts." So men, by exploring their
spiritual sphere of the fourth dimension through development of concentrated visions and
dreams in their imaginations, can brood over amtibate the third dimension, influencing
and changing it. This is what the Holy Spirit tatigte.

So naturally these yoga people and Buddhist bekeseuld explore and develop their human
fourth dimension, their spiritual sphere; with cleat visions and mental pictures of heath
they could incubate over their bodies.Now unbelievers, by exploring and developing
their inner spiritual being in such a way, can cary out dominion upon their third
dimension, which includes their physical sicknesses andadiss.

Then the Holy Spirit said to me, "Look at the Sakdai. They belong to Satan; the human
spirit joins up with the spirit of the evil fourtimension, and with the spirit of the evil fourth

dimension they can carry out dominion over theilibs and circumstances." The Holy Spirit
showed me that it was in this manner that the nmmgscin Egypt carried out dominion over

various circumstances, just as Moses®did.

Cho here states a strange reasoning of successieaglons controlling the previous dimension (a
fact not true physically, and besides, which on¢hefthree dimensions is considered the first, the
second and the third@y or z?). Regardless, what he states of this law of fzatt now be seen to
be truly something that functions as dispassiopai@hbiasly and absolutely objectively as any
physical law of the universe like Newton's lawsnadtions. They are therefore available for both
Christians and non-Christians to exercise “"the fwvfaith" to "influence and change their
environment. In this particular case, Cho claimet the Holy Spirit reveals to him that unbelievers
are using the "law of faith" to perform their mileg of healing.

Cho therefore sees that faith is a "force" which ba used to effect change in the physical world
by anyone who operates according to its rule. But Is such an operation done?

The key to this law of faith is the idea of incubat in which one prays over and calls forth the
reality he so desires, which brings us to the bekef of Cho.

The Creative Power of the Spoken Word

Cho in both of his books devotes at least a chagseh to the theory of the power of the spoken
word to effect chande Stating that the Bible says that whoever conttiséstongue, controls the
whole body, Cho infers therefore that whatever peak, we are going to g&tAs an example, he
says that if you keep on saying that you are piben all of your system conditions itself to attrac
poverty and you would feel at home in poverty; yeauld rather be poor. Conversely, if you keep
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on saying that you are able, that you can achiaeeess, then all of your body would be bridled to
succesS. Even more than that, Cho claimed that our wortisadly go out and create reafityand
that the Holy Spirit uses our words to create stwaswer prayer. God is said to be only "going to
work through your thinking, through your beliefs"

Moving further on, Cho remarks that Jesus and tkeiples of Christ "used the spoken word to
change and creaté! unlike the modern day Church who "seems to haeeime a perennial beggar:
begging and begging, afraid to speak forth the wafdcommand®. Using a certain interpretation
of Gen, 1-3, Cho states that we are to call foegdity just as God calls forth light (‘Let there be
light) in the Creation accoutit Furthermore, such a calling forth must be donéhwi clear
objective; a clear and defined faith gdallhis idea of praying in definite terms in orderinicubate
the words of faith to effect them is supposedlyveidy God to Cho to be taught in Scripture in
Heb. 11:1, in which faith is the substance of thinglear-cut things, hoped t8rCho further sees
this teaching of praying in faith as being statedRom. 4:17, in which it is stated as "God rai$es t
dead and calls those things which be not as if these”, and therefore Cho should similarly call
those things which are not as if they were, agifiheady had theth

Using the example of blind Bartimaeus the son afid@us (Mk. 10:46-52), Cho said that Jesus did
not heal him until Bartimaeus gave a very speaiéiguest for Jesus to heal him. As Cho further
remarked, "the Lord never welcomes vague pra%rs"

From here, we can see that Cho believes that thkespwords by Man have the power to create
and effect change, similar to how God used wordsréate the entire universe. But how exactly
does Cho handles situations when his principle dwgswork out, as such situations indeed do
emerge?

Logos and Rhema

In Cho's many years of 'ministry’, it will be alnasevitable that people will apply the concepts
they have learned from him and attempt to speath fibre words of faith to create successes in
ministry. Cho is aware that the law of faith does seem to work all the time, as it can be seen
even in his 'church’ where one gets healed whitghen remains iff. Cho even relates a story
whereby three Korean girls who claimed scriptugarding the incident of Peter walking on water
tried to do the same by speaking forth words dhfaind then drowned in the proc&sin response

to this, Cho claimed that there are two types @& Word of God: one which "gives general
knowledge about God", and one which "God uses patrfaith about specific circumstances into a
man's hearf®. He then states that only when a person has dlyiag word of God can they speak
forth God's Word. And this saying word of God harterhema defined by him to be "a specific
word to a specific person in a specific situatfdnTherefore, one cannot just speak forth the words
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of creation and claim Scripture in doing so becahsea that would be operating dngos but one
needs to have a 'personal word from Gadémg and then such words of creation would be
effective.

With this, let us analyze these beliefs and othgr€ho according to the Scriptures.

Analysis of Cho's beliefs
On faith and the words of faith

Cho repeatedly claims that there is a law of faithessible to both believers and non-believers for
the working of miracles, and that such a law omsrain the fourth dimension. The question to be
asked therefore is: Where is that law stated imp8oe? The Scriptures nowhere talks about a so-
called fourth dimension, as if God is merely living some higher plane akin to the 'gods’ of
paganism. God is utterly transcendent, and thexenarrules whatsoever that rule over Him other
than His own character. In fact, biblical faithngricately connected to God and the person ofslesu
Christ, and expressed as such. Nowhere in Scripsufaith said to be something that can be
exercised by unbelievers contra the absurd statsnoérCho to the contrary. In fact, the Scriptures
explicitly link the performing of false miracles éying wonders with the power and activity of
Satan (2 Thess. 2:9). It's really astonishing @tad could not answer that question in the beginning
when he faced it but instead have to 'seek guidahoat it' and thus come up with this Word-faith
theory of the 'law of faith', which is totally udical!

Regarding Cho's 'interpretation' of Gen. 1-3, Chaviong even in representing the teachings of
Scripture, because it is written that only the HB8lyirit hovers above the water (Gen. 1:2) , not
God's "three spirits". Furthermore, since when ti narrative mentioning of the Spirit hovering
over the waters equates to some form of incubat@m® further erred by stating that just because
God commanded things to come out of existenceefiner we similarly can command and create
things. Such a belief pays no heed to the Createdture distinction, and is in fact based more
upon occultic paganism rather than biblical Chaisitly, as it can be seen that it mirrors the pecacti
of the pagan Eastern religions. Cho further massattre text of Scripture in his utterly ridiculous
interpretation of both Rom. 4:17 and Heb. 11:1. R4rh7 in its context is referring to God so it is
not applicable to us. Heb. 11:1 does NOT say thi#th must be assurance of 'clear-cut things', but
rather of 'things hoped for' (ESV). Furthermorg,dbntext explains what the ‘things hoped for' and
'things not seen' are referring to, which is theitsial hope of Christ's presence and the glories o
His Kingdom. The verse therefore has nothing whatspto do with Cho's ridiculous eisegesis.
Therefore, there is no biblical basis for statihgttGod will only answer specific prayers and that
He "does not welcome vague prayétsThe narrative of Bartimaeus is just that: a rtareawhich
cannot draw any conclusions whatsoever about tleeifsgty of prayer. In point of fact, any
number of possible reasons could be put forwarth aghy Jesus asked him that question ranging
from 'Jesus wanted him to show his sincerity ofrthesic, so that narrative proves absolutely
nothing with regards to this topic.

Now, it must be stated that there are some truthbhed statement that what we think do in some
sense influence our situation, but that is NOT gbimg profound but based upon basic common
sense. For example, a person who thinks he is siegmtewill probably be depressed. Psychosomatic
problems are most definitely related to thoughtsd ¢ghey can most definitely impact how we
behave and thus cause the situation to change.Chet,took this legitimate principle and distort
and blows it out of proportion to prop up the hgrésat our thoughts are responsible for what
happen to us. Positive confession thus arose ithS¢area in his teachings, as we are told to speak
forth positive words in order to create and cauyyadominion over our bodies and circumstances.
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Cho's teaching on the 'law of faith' and the 'Gvegtower of spoken words' thus find absolutely no
basis whatsoever in Scripture. On the contraryy tteuse massive harm to the doctrine of the
transcendent nature of God and the Creator/ ceedivide in attempting to usurp for itself what
belongs to God alone — the power to create by th&epWord.

Logos and Rhema

Cho invented this doctrine mainly because of tiwesrthat occur whenever the words of faith seem
to fail in its effect. With regards to its 'discoyetherefore, this distinction was not born ouiaofy
study of God's Word but because there is a nesdl#age his Word-faith nonsense from the reality
of its practical failures, thus showing forth tllais supposed law of faith principle wasn't working
as he had claimed it should be. Out of this flowstally unfalsifiable teaching which makes Cho's
teaching immune to practical proof. For if somewss to indeed speak forth the words of faith as
what Cho did and "yield a harvest”, that will bensimlered proof that the principle does work. Yet
if there was no harvest of the words of faith fieyt did not come to pass), then Cho can always
maintain that that was because you were followlirg6s, not thema. So heads he win, and tails
you lose. The unfalsifiability of this teaching irediately makes it suspect.

The interpretation of the womthemaby Cho is a meaning seen within the Word of Faittvement:
that of a specific word from God for a specific g@n in a specific situation. It is thus totally
subjective and not subject to criticism. Howevsrthat what the wordhemaactually means? It
does not! As the late scholar Cordon Clark wibte

... heemahas the same root as the Latertbumand the English woragiroo, to say, speak or
tell. It occurs sixty times in the New Testamdmigoshas the roolegoa to say, speak or tell.
It occurs over twelve hundred times. ... the twatsare almost identical in meaning’”..

John 12:48 identifies thegoswith rheemataor words as such. The passage reads, "He who
ignores me [or, sets me aside] and does not acogpiords (theematd, has a judge: the
logosthat | have spoken, th&igos will judge him in the last day." Note that thegosis
something spoken and naturally therefore consfsigeds®.

In this section orLogosthis passage has already been listed as showenigiehtity oflogos
andrheemata— explicitly the fact thatogos can be a spoken as well as a written word or
thought. It is further noteworthy that thegos judges the unbeliever on the last day, "the
logos | have spoken.” But the Judge on the lastigl@hrist Himself because "The Father
judges no one, but has given all judgment to the.Séle has given Him authority to judge
because He is the Son of Man" (the Mes$iah)

Although they are various nuances in meanings lEtlvegosand Rheematait is safe to say that
they basically have the same meaning and bothefen to the spoken word and the heard word.
Cho's attempted differentiation of the Word of Goid two therefore is in serious error as it does
not even conform to the actual meaning of the wdrdgead, Cho just impose his false meaning of
these two words in order to serve his failed Waithftheology.

With this, let us look into the various other hégeshat Cho believes in.
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The supremacy of Man and the denial of God's soveignty

Cho states that "God witlever bring about any of His great works without comthgough your
own personal faitH®, that "God never works anything independently ofi yhat concerns your
life"3. Furthermore, Cho astonishing tells us that J&susound by your lips and by your words"
Apparently, Jesus cannot do anything until we gkéimt permission or tell Him to do so. That is
terribly blasphemous, to suggest that God's ac@wescontrolled by Man. Also apparently, God is
not the Sovereign one who does whatever He pl¢®sed15:3) and is He most certainly cannot be
the One who forcefully humbles King Nebuchadnez#aBabylon. (Dan. 4:28-37). After all, who
exercised faith there then? Certainly not proudgkifebuchadnezzar! Going to the New Testament,
whose faith was it that brought about the Atonenodéi@hrist? No one's faith, of course! In fact, the
wickedness of Man brought it about in crucifying ttord of Glory, yet God uses this wicked act of
crucifixion to bring about the salvation of His jpd® so that whosoever believes in Christ will not
perish but have eternal life (Jn. 3:16). Cho hemeies the sovereignty of God and molds God into
the caricature of the Old 'Santa Claus' Grandfathéne sky who is eagerly waiting for people to
ask him for gifts so that He can bestow it to them.

To prop up his theories regarding controlling Gaatsons, Cho shocking eisegete Mt. 16:19 or
18:18 in which Cho interprets the keys of the Kiogdas a formula to release Christ through your
words. In the words of 'almighty’ Cho, "If you dotrspeak the word of faith clearly, Christ can
never be release® God it seems in Cho's view is dependent on Mauotdlis work, instead of
the biblical view of God who does as He pleaseartdgss of what Man thinks or does and even
controls the direction of our hearts (cf Ps. 1151@v. 21:1).

The Prosperity aka Health-and-Wealth non-gospel

We have already seen that the law of faith or iatioln believed by Cho means that health is freely
available to all only if people put into practideetlaw of faith. Of course, when troubles come
because the law does not seem to work always, @temted the differentiation betwekrgosand
rhemato account for failures. Yet Cho still holds onhis original Word-faith heresy, and health is
certainly promised with a few caveats just in aaséd not work out.

Cho in his book states, under the subhealirggGod's Desire to Give Prosperity and Health
"Beloved, | pray that you may prosper in all thingsd be in health, just as your soul
prospers” (3 John 2, NKJV). Our souls' conditiof afifect the conditions of our whole body.
God desires for all Christians to prosper in basbyl and spirit. According to John, the key to
prosperity is the sotfl

And this one eats the cake:

Poverty is a curse from Satan. God desires thafialpeople prosper and be healthy as their
soul prospers (3 John 132)

As it can be seen, Cho distorts the Word of Goanlaking 3 John 1:2, a greeting to a friend, into
an imperative by God. The whole verse is wrenchadod its context and mutilated to support a
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false gospel. As it can be seen, it is simply unthat poverty is a curse from Satan but it is just
part of our fallen world (cf Gen. 3:17, Deut. 15:1Most certainly, oppression and wickedness can
cause greater poverty, but poverty per se is otse from Satan but a reality of the Fall.

Miscellaneous errors

Cho make many more errors, such as promoting tihesyeof Positive thinking a la Norman
Vincent Peale. Speaking of the 'school of Andre@hp states that in the feeding of the five
thousand (Jn. 6:1-9), Andrew had positive thinkberause he brought food to Jesus (the two
loaves and five fishes) although he douBtesomething totally not found in the text itsef.il any
wonder then that his first book is endorsed byhiestic Robert H. Schuller, who endorses Positive
thinking, on its front cover?

Another error made by Cho is his idea that speakingnother tongue is the initial sign of the
baptism of the Holy Spirit, again without any argents from Scripture except a leap of faith
argument from the premise that our word molds owes| and therefore the Holy Spirit must
control our speech in order to control our IRfeJhis type of argumentation is too ridiculous that
is just plain self-refuting. For the premises diavaong, and the argument is just plain invalidaal
since Cho here assumes a certain expectation df itviieeans for the Holy Spirit to control our
speech.

A rather serious error that Cho makes is his segiyniModalistic or Unitarian tendencies. Cho
states that God the Father and God the Son dwéilt in hint®. This is blatantly untrue. God the
Son dwell with us and the Holy Spirit dwells in asid God the Father does not dwell with us until
we reach our heavenly home. Elsewhere, Cho's itiniicaf the “three spirits of God"hints at a
somewhat heterodox understanding of the Godheddeatery least. This most definitely should
make us wary of Cho's beliefs as it underminesitarine of God.

Cho makes a very common error in his second volwmeh shows forth his Arminianism/ semi-
Pelagianism. Cho states that "God will never rexiis people to do anything which they are
incapable of doindg®. This is a humanistic belief which is nowhereetain Scripture. For example,
God commands all believers to be perfectly holyGasl is holy (1 Peter 1: 16) yet is perfect
holiness attainable ever in this life? In the Oldstament, God commands through the prophets
Isaiah and Jeremiah for Israel to repent, yet gesskke Is. 6:9-10 indicate that not only was ésra
not able to repent, God is judicially punishingaksrby not granting them repentance but instead
made their hearts even harder and not allowing tteebe healed until they are destroyed (Is. 6:11-
13). God therefore commands things of all peopi@unting believers to do what they are incapable
of doing.

Cho's errors in argumentation
Eisegesis and various logical fallacies

Cho in various places massacres the texts of 8ceiind misinterpret it, in which we have looked
at a few above already. In fact, the whole bookinsply almost bereft of Scripture, and the few
there are there are quoted out of context and tespoboftext his aberrant doctrines. One ridiculous
example is his reading of Jacob's creating a wallod spotted and speckled tree rods besides the
cattle's drinking trough as stating that this wouollise the cattle to think spotted and speckled
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therefore guaranteeing spotted and speckled ofigpiar hinf!, which is nowhere stated in the
text”?. He similarly makes lots of logical fallacies likés attempted proof of tongues being the
initial sign of the baptism of the Holy Spirit alev

Anecdotal evidence

Stories upon stories upon more stories were wriite@ho in his two books especially the first one,
and they are utilized to show how he came to cedactrines as he responded to certain questions
raised by the situation and "sought God for thevans'. Yet all these stories are all anecdotal
evidences which prove absolutely nothing of trusiiue except that the facts in such stories do
happen. Most of them commit the fallacy of plost ergo propter hom assuming that just because
something is done (ie some novel doctrinal praait€ho), which resulted in some good to the
party (ie healing or 'miraculous provision’), tHere the novel doctrine is correct. For example,
Cho recounted the story of how he counseled a mothe daughter who is sleeping around like a
prostitute and thus bringing reproach to her fan@iio told her to stop visualizing her daughter as
a prostitute and submitting that "kind of mentalidgrint” to God, which is the reason why she
always will behave like a prostitute. Cho calls teeredraw her image of her daughter as a changed
person who has been cleansed by Jesus in her mohésubmit that to Jesus in order for her
daughter to be changed. After she has done thiglenghter did indeed come back and repented of
her sins. In fact, Cho states that she is now 'o@hthe foremost home cell unit leaders in my
church" and "is a burning evangelist”. "All thisppeened because her mother changed her vision
and dream, applying the law of the fourth dimensidrSuch anecdotal evidence seems convincing,
yet it commits the specific fallacy of affirminggltonsequent, and thus nothing can be proven at all
whether Cho's occultic law actually is the reasamtlie change or rather that God just decided to
change the daughter's heart after her mother'eptayGod about it then.

Half truths and lies

We have already seen how Cho stretches the evisl@iseience and distorts it to his teachings, as
in utilizing science and common sense to prop sptheory of the creative power of words. Cho
quotes some findings by a neuroscientist on the oil the brain and of words/ thought in
controlling the bod$. However, all of this is merely psychosomatic cohtand while important, it
does not say anything about the physical and splriealms. Cho therefore uses this fact as a half-
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truth in fallaciously using a normal physical pheremnon and extrapolate that into the physical and
spiritual realm outside of the area it operatestus giving his argument for the theory of the
creative power of words a veneer of scientific eesgbility.

Becoming more orthodox?

We have seen how heretical Cho's beliefs actuatiyaa they conform to the heresies of the Word-
faith cult, even bordering on the occult. Yet Hasré been a change in Cho's beliefs? Certainly, if
one were to read his volume 2, it seems to be dke that Cho has matured more and seem to be
more orthodox. Quoting Berkhof, talking about S@r@acher and Kierkegaard, Cho seems to be
more knowledgeable now. Yet what we have not ndtiseany repudiation of his former doctrines.
In fact, they are still mentioned in this book, étiger with a few of his anecdotes. And as we have
analyzed his beliefs, it can be seen that sombeohéretical doctrines are outlined in his volume 2
although more is seen volume 1. It seems rathdr\tbume 2 was written more for Western
intellectuals and contains many more true doctrimigés reasonable exegesis on various subjects.
Cho, rather than repudiating his heresies, sedne wiluting them with other sound doctrines in an
effort to make them more palatable to comparatinedye biblically literate people.

Therefore, gone is the wild conjectures and théhpla of story-telling in the first volume, replace
instead with sociological, philosophical and thepdal analysis which sound more orthodox and
some are indeed more orthodox. But the main poems stories still stand, like the
misinterpretation of Gen. 1-3, the theory of indiidma® with some familiar anecdotes phrased
slightly differently in his first volum&. As it can be seen, Cho still believes the santesies as
before, and is just applying cosmetics and addihgrabiblical orthodox doctrines to it in order to
make his teachings sound more orthodox.

Conclusion

So therefore, in conclusion, it can be seen thatidD#onggi Cho is a heretic who believes in the
occultic teaching of creative words, and of faiaforce operating as a law within the fourth
dimension. Cho also believes in the prosperity,ltheend-wealth non-gospel and believes in a
subjective Word of God which he termteema On a related note, since Cho states repeatedlis in
books that 'God told me so and so’, and such tegeldire most definitely not from God since they
contradict God's Word, Cho is guilty of blasphengaiast God and using His name in vain
(violating the Third Commandment). We would do wiellavoid this heretic and his blasphemous
teachings. Although he seems to be the pastoreofatiyest church in the world, it is in fact not so
but rather the leader of a false church with aefajsspel and worshipping a false Christ. May God
help us to mark this person and avoid him as theticehe truly is.

If anyone teaches a different doctrine and doesagcg¢e with the sound words of our Lord
Jesus Christ and the teaching that accords withirgsd, he is puffed up with conceit and
understands nothing. He has an unhealthy cravingdotroversy and for quarrels about
words, which produce envy, dissension, slandel,sexgpicions, and constant friction among
people who are depraved in mind and deprived oftrlnd, imagining that godliness is a
means of gain. (1 Tim. 6:3-5)
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“6 An (in)famous story Cho never fails to recounthigsinitial introduction to the law of specificgyer. Cho was then
without a desk, a chair and a motorcycle whichdupiires and thus asked God for it. Yet it didntheoWhen Cho
cried before the Lord, God supposedly told him tietid not receive them because the requeststa@rague. After
being specific in his prayers, Cho finally receivhd items almost exactly as he had ordered theemChoVol. 1, p.
2-8 & Vol. 2 p. 20-25



| appeal to you, brothers, to watch out for thod® wause divisions and create obstacles
contrary to the doctrine that you have been tawmftid them. (Rom. 16:17)

So let us avoid the false teacher and heretic D&wadggi Cho and his damnable teachings, and
instead cleave unto God and Christ Jesus our LorgtaAmen.



