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COPY OF LETTER TO

:
W. G. BROADBENT■

(New Zealand) 
4th March, 1969

Dear Mr Broadbent,
I have been very surprised to read what you 

have said about Billy Graham in your books. 
How can you say he refuses to preach the Gospel 
of the Cross and offers instead a popular Gospel ? 
I can only presume you have never heard him 
speak. I have never heard a clearer Gospel than 
what he preaches and that regardless of who he 
has on the platform with him. He doesn’t ‘water 
down’ his preaching to suit his hearers, but 
preaches the Cross and judgment more than a lot 
of our Assembly men today.

You say that God isn’t with him, which to 
me is a terrible thing. You can’t deny he is a 
Christian, and yet you say ‘he is an enemy of 
the Cross’. Maybe a lot of his associations are 
wrong but he is a fearless speaker and is preach-

■
!



ing the Gospel to hundreds who otherwise would 
never hear it. One soul is worth more than all 
the world, so surely if only one was saved it would 
all be worthwhile. I’m sure Billy Graham thinks 
so. As you must know, hundreds are truly con
verted, and yet you would condemn this man. 
Doctrine is important, but the saving of a soul 
more so. You seem to have reversed this.

Wouldn’t it have been better to have written 
your books on doctrine leaving names out ? There 
is a lot in Scripture telling us to “judge not”. I 
think Acts 5:38-39 could apply in this case. I, 
personally, would rather pray for Billy Graham 
than openly condemn him.

Yours sincerely,

(Miss)
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REPLY BY W. G. BROADBENT

11th March, 1969
Miss..................................
(New Zealand)
Dear Miss.............. ........-.... ,

Thank you for writing as you did on 4th 
instant and for telling me how you are viewing 
the questions about William Franklin Graham.

You quote one Scripture in your letter, so let 
us commence there at Acts 5 : 38 - 39. Do you 
not realise that all the words of those two verses 
are spoken by Gamaliel who was not a Christian 
and was opposed to the work of the Apostles ? 
Saul of Tarsus sat at the feet of this man, and then 
proceeded to persecute the Church. The advice 
of Gamaliel given to wicked men when he spoke 
the words of these two verses, was subtle advice 
intended to help the cause of those who opposed 
the Christians, and we have this in ecumenism 
today if you have the eyes and ears to see and 
hear it. But further, what he says is contrary to 
the truth of God.

I can only take it that you have not seen the



booklet “The Doctrine of Fellowship” for this 
matter is covered carefully at page 37. I enclose 
a copy and have underlined the sentences which 
show what is wrong with Gamaliel’s teaching.*

Now the heart of your letter is that you say 
you think that Graham preaches a clear gospel 
including the Cross and Judgment and “he doesn’t 
‘water down’ his preaching to suit his hearers”, 
and because you think this, you do not understand 
me thinking so very differently from you.

Well, if you are right, how is it that the Mod
ernists, the Jews, the Roman Catholics, and the 
Pentecostals all approve his preaching ? I 
writing this on Saturday evening 8th March 1969 
and I see in the Auckland Star tonight that the 
‘Rev.’ O. T. Baragwanath, Moderator Elect of 
the Presbyterian Church in New Zealand, and a 
Modernist, says of Graham’s Auckland campaign 
“This is the greatest ecumenical occasion that New 
Zealand has ever known. Thousands of ordinary 
Christian people have been studying and praying 
with those of other traditions for many months. 
This friendship is not going to disappear. There 
is a completely new atmosphere between the 
Churches. Roman Catholic and Jewish leaders,
0 Copies of this booklet are available free on request to 

the author at P.O. Box 28, Paeroa, N.Z.
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though not participating in the crusade, attended 
the opening session of the school of evangelism 
and listened with evident respect to a quiet and 
scholarly address by Mr Graham.”

Now note, this is the number one objective 
— Ecumenism. That this is so is proved by the fact 
that at his Crusade meetings he is careful never 
to defeat objective number one.

He is a clever man. He leaves you and 
thousands like you with the impression he has 
preached the Gospel you think he should preach. 
But mark this, he has also left the Roman Cath
olics and the Modernists satisfied that he has 
preached what they expected to hear. Do you 
really think they would continue to go to hear 
him and to support him if he preached differently 
from what they expect ?

It works this way. They make allowances 
for what he is saying to please you, and you make 
allowances for what he is saying to please them. 
Result ? Perfect happiness to all supporters, and 
the chariot of the popular “Billy” rolls on.

Now, dear sister in Christ, no gospel that 
pleases and satisfies Roman Catholics and Mod
ernists is the gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ. 
You have been charmed by a preacher and a pre
sentation of “a” gospel but you have heard and



have beheld a perverted gospel.
Billy Graham is not the only one who 

preaches so that you may find it difficult to detect 
what is wrong with the preaching.

Have you ever heard a Roman Catholic 
priest, trained to his special task, deliver a sermon 
to a wide public over the Radio networks ? I have 
often been told of such sermons that they could 
not be faulted: Well, does this mean we should 
all follow Rome and work with Rome and say 
that that Church preaches the Gospel of Jesus 
Christ ?

One Assembly leader claims he was con
verted to God while attending Mass at a Roman 
Catholic Church. Does this mean we should all 
attend Mass and get others to do so ?

The Pentecostals preach sometimes a gospel 
indistinguishable from the gospel preached by the 
Apostles, but then on other occasions they preach 
what Scripture condemns. Should we identify 
ourselves with them or not ?

You see, what is the gospel, is a big question. 
The Pentecostals allege that Assembly people do 
not preach the “full” gospel and that it should 
include teaching about tongues and healings and 
miracles and prophesies and so on. And Billy 
Graham goes along with them and agrees to the
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point of opening a new Pentecostal University 
for Oral Roberts and he declared at the opening, 
“this is the greatest moment of my life”.

The Gospel is the full truth of God and 
nothing else, supported by life and actions which 
agree with the preaching. It must be real and 
genuine and anything else is a perverted gospel.

Graham refuses to do two things in his 
preaching that every warrior of the Cross has 
always done:

1. He refuses to show up the evil of the 
spiritual works of the evil one in such things as 
Roman Catholicism, Pentecostalism, Modernism 
and the Jewish position. He will not tear down 
the Devil’s spiritual empire of wickedness but in
stead he approves these forms of wickedness and 
embraces them.

2. He refuses to obey the simple directives 
of God’s Word of Rom. 16 : 17, Titus 3 : 10 and 
2 John 10.

Referring just to the last of these verses he 
refuses to obey the Word of God in that he re
ceives and works with people who do not abide 
in the doctrine. He links and works with and 
fellowships with many people who deny the deity 
of Christ.

The result of this is that he, Graham, is “a
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partaker” of their evil deeds, and though he may 
not have said he denies the deity of Christ, this 
offence rests upon him as a “partaker” with those 
who do. It is the Word of God that says so, for 
the Word reads “he that biddeth him (such a 
man) God speed is a partaker of his evil deeds” 
(2 John 11).

Is the Scripture true ?
Is Billy Graham a partaker in these evil doc

trines or not?
And if you work with a man who is a par

taker of such evil, will this not also become a 
charge on you?

Further, because Graham works with those who 
deny the deity of Christ and is a partaker of their 
offence with them, he rarely refers to Christ as 
the eternal Son of God. He may accept that He 
is the Son of God, but he cannot talk about Christ 
in this way very much because it would offend 
the people he is a partaker with who deny Christ’s 
deity.

Look for any instances of Graham worship
ping and extolling Jesus Christ as God, or saying 
plainly that the One born of the Virgin at Bethle
hem had existed from all eternity as the Son of 
God by whom the worlds were made; That He 
as the Second Person of the Godhead created the



worlds and then as the “Sent One” of God be
came flesh; That as Jesus Christ He “came in the 
flesh” and He “became flesh,” He the Lord of Life 
and Glory from everlasting to everlasting. Where 
there are remarks which could have such signific
ance, you will find that he usually counters it 
with some statement that allows for the beliefs 
of the Modernists to be equally acceptable. If 
you look in the little book about Mrs Hart’s testi
mony at page 11 you will see an illustration of 
this.

Beyond all that has been said above there is 
an overriding principle to be considered.

Even if we believe that a man is doing some 
good, can we go with him if we know he is acting 
contrary to the Word of God in important mat
ters ?

Paul considered this in his day, and his 
answer was sturdy and strong: “God forbid”. 
Paul asks “shall we continue in sin that grace 
may abound?” The answer is “God Forbid. How 
shall we that are dead to sin, live any longer 
therein?” (Rom 6 : 1-2).

So here, God says “Be not unequally yoked 
together with unbelievers”. But they say today 
“That’s right, but it is O.K. to be linked with un
believers in a Graham Crusade (only) so that



grace may abound to more people”.
I submit to you, Sister, that Paul would 

thunder back “God forbid”: Paul would name 
the culprit as he did Elymas and he might say 
something like he did to Elymas: “O full of all 
subtilty”, “thou enemy of all righteousness, wilt 
thou not cease to pervert the right ways of the 
Lord?” (Acts 13 : 10).

It is contrary to modern ideas to speak to 
anyone as Paul did to Elymas, and the popular 
thinking today as to what the Gospel is and how 
it should be preached are quite different from 
Paul’s thinking and the Bible’s statements.

This is the significance of God’s words 
through Isaiah the prophet: “For my thoughts 
are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my 
ways saith the Lord. For as the heavens are 
higher than the earth, so are my ways higher than 
your ways and my thoughts than your thoughts.”

This applies to Billy Grahamism in all its 
' phases as it does to the Ecumenism it is engender

ing. Billy and all his fans say “be tolerant”, 
“engage and work with Modernists, Roman 
Catholics and Pentecostals”. But the Bible says 
‘‘don’t fellowship with unbelievers” and it says 
“avoid” and “refuse” and “Receive him not into 
your house, neither bid him God speed” who
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brings any other gospel.
We accordingly have the choice of turning 

our back on the Word of God and going the 
popular route with Billy and the Ecumenists or 
turning to God’s thoughts and ways. Those who 
turn to God’s thoughts and ways will be as un
popular as Billy is popular. They will share 
something of the offence of the true cross of 
Christ, but they will see fulfilled nevertheless the 
truth that God’s Word which they are honouring, 
is accomplishing what God pleases and that it is 
prospering in the thing whereto it is sent. People 
who honour the Word to do it, contrary to the 
popular thoughts and ways find that despite every
thing God leads them forth with peace and that 
they go out with joy and all around in the amphi
theatre of heaven there is singing and clapping 
(see Isa. 55 : 11 - 13).

The contrary teaching that Billy is following 
and that the hosts of ecumenism are following is 
that “the end justifies the means”. Now this 
first originated in Christendom with the Jesuits in 
the Counter-Reformation Movement in the Roman 
Catholic Church and a great number of martyrs 
died at the hands of the Jesuits who were apply
ing the principle “the end justifies the means”. 
Now the Devil is deploying his forces on another
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manoeuvre but he is still using the same line “the 
end justifies the means”, and the proposition is 
that by tolerance and dialogue the Roman Catholic 
Church will destroy the true church and this time 
the Devil is coming nearer to his goal but he 
will not completely succeed.

Billy is lending himself to this one. Most 
of the Protestant Churches have fallen to it. 
Thousands of people who ought to know better 
have fallen to it. Don’t you fall to it.

In a letter received recently from a Mission
ary serving the Lord in a Roman Catholic country 
he says this:—

“Each part of the world has its own peculiar 
problem I suppose and ours is the Ecumenical 
Movement, spearheaded by the Roman Catholic 
Church. It just so happens that the director of it 
for all of
is the parish priest. The local bishop is liberal- 
minded also so all new methods are first tried out 
here. Recently the church had a mission pat
terned after the methods used years ago by our 
brethren, that is, cottage meetings. They spotted 
a house in a certain sector of the city and had 
the inhabitants invite their neighbours. Then at 
9 p.m. they tuned in the radio and some priest 
would deliver a discourse. Then in the house a
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priest (other than he who spoke), would 
discuss the message with the people. We were 
under strong pressure to attend and received many 
invitations. They interpreted our refusals as lack 
of Christian love and understanding”.

Billy Graham would have gone to that cottage 
meeting. Would you ?

Now what would you do ? Follow the popu
lar ideas of the day or stick to what God directs 
and reveals as His thoughts and ways ?

To show where this thing leads to, I must tell 
you that recently I had a communication from a 
man in one of the Assemblies in Auckland who 
declared that Roman Catholicism is of God and 
that he goes all the way with Billy Graham in 
agreeing with Rome. He said “Amen” to Billy 
Graham praying for the Holy Spirit to direct the 
Cardinals about a new Pope. You see if you work 
with people like Billy, you get like them. Some 
of the Auckland Assemblies have publicly thrown 
in their lot with the Crusade and now some of 
the chickens are coming home to roost.

, Finally, you say “Doctrine is important, but
the saving of a soul more so. You seem to have 
reversed this”.

I have never said that doctrine is more im
portant than the saving of a soul and again what
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authority have you for saying that the saving 
of a soul is more important than doctrine ?

The Truth is:—
1. Doctrine is important.
2. The saving of a soul is important.
3. There can never be any contest between the 

two.
4. If there was no doctrine there could be no 

souls saved.
5. God exalts His Word and all the doctrine it 

contains above His very Name (Ps 138 : 2) 
and this in turn becomes “the Word of faith” 
which brings salvation (Rom 10 : 8).
I have sought to give you the answer of the 

Word of God to the questions of your letter. I 
believe that your questions and this letter may be 
a help to others, and I shall probably have copies 
of the letter distributed, but if this is done your 
address and identity will not be given.

May the Lord help you to rightly divide the 
Word of Truth and to “shun the profane and vain 
babblings” of the Ecumenical chorus about you 
(2 Tim : 15-16).

Yours sincerely in Christ Jesus. 
WINSTON BROADBENT.

P.O. Box 28 
Paeroa 
New Zealand


