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My full response to the charges of slander
Some of my ministry work—and only some—involves polemics (refuting error). When I engage in polemics, I do 
my best to imitate how God himself models this for us in his Word:

Jesus made statements that savagely damaged the Pharisees' reputations, calling them filthy devils, blind 
fools, and sons of hell. He even once called his right-hand-man Satan. 

Paul wished the circumcision party would just lop the whole thing off while they were at it, and later noted 
that the entire nation of Crete was populated by evil beasts and lazy gluttons.

John and Jude described false teachers and unbelievers as whores, dogs, and dumb animals.

Elijah wondered whether Baal might be too busy going number two to light a fire. 

Amos called wicked women fat cows. 

Ezekiel described Israel lusting after lovers who were hung like donkeys and ejaculated like horses.

By our culturally accepted standards of discourse, this is all totally unacceptable. It is "hurtful." It is not 
"winsome." It raises concerns about "tone." In fact, it is "not Christlike!" Yet these examples model Christian 
virtue and piety for us. I do not fear losing the approval of man. That my speech is problematic to the latest 
approved gatekeepers of political correctness is the wisdom of the world. I fear the Lord, and his approval. That is 
the beginning of true wisdom (Prov. 9:10).

Scripture is our guide. As you examine the 
examples of so-called slander below, ask 
yourself: what commandment does this break? 
There is no Eleventh Commandment, "Thou 
shalt be nice." The Bible has no such law. Our 
Reformed forefathers knew of no such law. Such 
a standard would condemn them, the apostles, 
the prophets, and Jesus himself. Hurt feelings 
are not a biblical measurement for testing 
error. On the contrary, "faithful are the wounds 
of a friend; profuse are the kisses of an enemy" 
(Proverbs 27:6). Do not judge by appearances. 
Judge with right judgment.

Show me that I have sinned, and I will repent. 
But to repent of a sin I have not committed 
would itself be a sin. To apologize in the hope 
of placating my accuser would be to bear false 
witness about what I have done.

On this page

1a. Personal website

"Frozen-chosen baptists"
A text without a context is a pretext for a prooftext. Many of the quotes the elders use are "prooftexts" for some 
wickedness on my part—but if you examine their context, they turn out to show quite the opposite of what they 
are supposed to.

The "frozen-chosen" quote is from my article, "Why a woman bearing the sword is an abomination to the Lord," 
linked below, which starts as follows (the quote is bolded):

1a. Personal website
"Frozen-chosen baptists"
Ryan’s teaching labelled as “dangerous to people’s souls”

1b. Joint website
Document circulated to three men in the church accuses Ryan of 
having “androgynous leanings”
It is clear from your website that “androgynous leanings” = “pagan 
leanings”

1c. Online accounts
Called a highly respected Reformed theologian a "moron"
"Every time I see a quote from Owen he is saying something stupid"
Compared the mayor of New York to someone with special needs
Slandered a faithful Reformed pastor 
Falsely accused a Reformed Professor of "pimping" [promoting] 
books he hadn't 
When challenged on making the false accusation, responded with 
"blackmail"
Slandered believers (example #1)
Slandered believers (example #2)

Slander—the views of other pastors
See also
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Being raised on a diet of superheroes, Power Rangers, Starfleet officers and—my 
shameful confession—Planeteers, this conclusion does not come naturally to me. Thanks 
to cultural conditioning, drawing on generations of feminism, my intuitions about 
women’s roles are way off what Scripture and nature say they should be. And because of 
my affinity with certain geek subcultures, I have strong affective reasons to turn a blind 
eye on the matter; who wants to be that guy who says Wonder Woman and Buffy and 
Peggy Carter and Supergirl are detestable to God? 
 
Well, maybe Supergirl. 
 
I like many of these shows and movies and characters, and I don’t want to give them up. 
And I am not the only one; all the conservative, complementarian Christians I know see 
nothing wrong with kick-ass, bad-ass, and whatever-other-kinds-of-ass female 
characters in popular media. When even small-town, frozen-chosen baptists who 
recently voted against deaconesses think you’re an extreme fundamentalist 
nutjob when it comes to gender roles… 
 
Nonetheless, an extreme fundamentalist nutjob I appear destined to be, because the 
evidence of both nature and Scripture looks pretty clear if you care to examine it.

Why a woman bearing the sword is an abomination to the Lord ⋆ Bnonn Tennant (the B is silent)

Being raised on a diet of superheroes, Power Rangers, Starfleet officers and-my shameful confession-
Planeteers, this conclusion does not come naturally to me. Thanks to cultural conditioning, drawing on 
generations of feminism, my intuitions about women's roles are way off what Scripture and nature say they 

https://bnonn.com/why-a-woman-bearing-the-sword-is-an-abomination-to-the-lord/

This entire introduction is obviously written in a slightly wry and humorous tone—not a sneering and abusive 
one. I learned the term "frozen chosen" from the Marshalls. They use it as an affectionate, tongue-in-cheek label 
for Reformed churches like ours, in contrast to the "happy-clappy" worship of more Charismatic churches. That is 
how I am using it too. There is nothing malicious about it, any more than there is about me referring to myself as 
an extreme fundamentalist nutjob in the very same sentence. Am I supposed to be slandering myself?

⁉ Did the elders deliberately quote only one sentence to make me look like I was speaking with a sneer, 
instead of with my tongue in my cheek?

Ryan’s teaching labelled as “dangerous to people’s souls”
The full context of this quote is here:

Faith across time: is final justification unchristian? ⋆ Bnonn Tennant (the B is silent)

Final justification does not add anything to the conditions of justification; nor does it entail 
that God grounds his verdict in our works rather than in his Son's. On the contrary, final 
justification is on account of the very same faith that first joined us to Jesus and his vindication-

https://bnonn.com/final-justification-unchristian/

This is not malicious or abusive. Neither is it false.

https://bnonn.com/why-a-woman-bearing-the-sword-is-an-abomination-to-the-lord/
https://bnonn.com/final-justification-unchristian/
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Firstly, I did not label Ryan's teaching as dangerous. I argued that it is dangerous. This is not a minor distinction; 
it is the difference between, for example, claiming that Suzy is a thief, and providing evidence of her shoplifting. 
Ryan has not engaged my arguments on this issue, let alone proved my error, so I maintain that my statement is 
true. Dr. Mark Jones, in his book Antinomianism, identifies Ryan's view of good works as one hallmark of the 
antinomian error that has dogged the church since the Reformation. Antinomianism is certainly dangerous to 
people's souls—i.e., if taken far enough, it leads to license and even to shipwreck. For a good introduction to 
antinomianism, see Dr. Jones' lecture below, and ask yourself if this does not sound like Ryan's position:

06 - Antinomianism: The Golden White Devil

SermonAudio.com - 06 - Antinomianism: The Golden White Devil

https://www.sermonaudio.com/sermoninfo.asp?SID=46151745220

Secondly, since I did not identify Ryan in this article, how could my comments possibly be intended as slander? I 
went out of my way to anonymize him. I didn't have to do that. I could have named him. I was quoting from a 
public sermon. But I protected his name because I respect his office.

Thirdly, it is ironic that I am accused of slander for publicly opposing Ryan's view, when the statement that I 
quote from him was originally aimed at me from the pulpit. As my wife has noted, much of Ryan's series on 
Galatians seemed quite obviously to be directed against me specifically, since I had been trying to reason with 
Ryan on the issue of justification around that time. I think a preacher has a right to do this—although it is 
pointless if he doesn't engage the opposing arguments, which he never did. It can also veer easily into pulpit 
abuse, which on other occasions I think it has. I am not the only one to have noticed jabs against me from the 
pulpit.

⁉ What confidence should you have that the rest of the evidence against me is true when the first two 
items are not? If you were going to build a case against someone, would you not start with the strongest 
evidence? But I did not slander Ryan. This is a false accusation.

⚠ Why did Ryan not follow Matthew 18 here? If my remark really were a case of slander (and division), 
why did Ryan not confront me when I wrote it in early 2018? A qualified pastor, committed and capable 
in his role as a guardian of doctrine and piety, would not be passive for over two years in the face of a 
church member divisively slandering him in the permanent record of the internet. Yet Ryan never even 
told me he believed this was slander until I forced him to bring charges against me this year! Either what 
I said in this article is so minor that it warranted no action for over two years, or it is so serious that it 
legitimately features among the first items of evidence in the case for excommunication. It cannot be both.

1b. Joint website

Document circulated to three men in the church accuses Ryan of having “androgynous 
leanings”

💡 Androgyny means the blurring of differences between men and women, or treating them as 
interchangeable.

It is important to note that my comment about androgynous leanings was referring to doctrine. The 
Reformed view, until the advent of feminism (see link below), was that men and women are created with different 

https://www.amazon.com/Antinomianism-Reformed-Theologys-Unwelcome-Guest-ebook/dp/B00GM3WQZ6/ref=sr_1_1?dchild=1&keywords=antinomianism+mark+jones&qid=1593315460&sr=8-1
https://www.sermonaudio.com/sermoninfo.asp?SID=46151745220
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natures for different purposes. Because of this, women are unsuited to masculine duties like ruling and protecting 
(just as men are unsuited to feminine duties like child-bearing).

This Reformed view is my view. By contrast, Ryan rejects this historic doctrine and treats men and women as 
essentially interchangeable, except where God has narrowly forbidden it in the home and church (so he approves 
of women presidents and policemen, for instance). This is a very common complementarian position, but it also 
just is androgyny applied to human design. My statement is therefore true.

Here is the document in question (note that I updated it some time ago to remove the comment that Ryan objects 
to, as I realized that someone might interpret it as an insult to his appearance, rather than as an observation 
about his doctrine):

➡ The Reformed pedigree of my views

To say that I "circulated" this document paints me like a dissident in Soviet Russia. I shared it with three men at 
Trinity, to get their counsel about a situation in which I believed my pastor was being extraordinarily 
unreasonable—a situation in which his position on sexuality was also relevant. In other words, I wrote it and 
shared it to avoid slander and division: as a check on myself, before confronting Ryan—in case I was the one in the 
wrong. (I explain this in My history of trying to cooperate and reason with Ryan.) My aim was to avoid 
besmirching the office of our pastor, yet he treats this as a conspiracy.

⁉ If Ryan thinks the biblical practice of seeking counsel is actually an example of slander and division, is 
there any way to disagree with him that he would not consider a sin? If you have concerns about him 
after reading this document, are you allowed to talk to anyone about it? Is Trinity a cult?

It is clear from your website that “androgynous leanings” = “pagan leanings”
Here is the full article in which my partner, Michael Foster, and I demonstrate the theological connections 
between androgyny and paganism:

Androgyny is literally paganism - It's Good to be a Man

Long before the Flat Earth Society, there was Satan. Thousands of years before bored nerds 
began their ambivalent relationship with long-distance lasers, the Serpent of old also wanted 
the cosmos to be flat. OK, Satan doesn't care about the shape of our planet.

https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/androgyny-is-literally-paganism/

I don't see how the religious significance of androgyny can be refuted. It is true both that Ryan's "thin" 
complementarianism leans toward androgyny; and that androgyny is spiritually connected to paganism. This is 
clear in both Scripture, and in the history of religion, as we prove at length, in good faith. Again, I have made no 
false statement, and Ryan has not even tried to show why my position here is false.

Furthermore, saying that someone has leanings toward paganism is not to say that someone is pagan; in fact, it is 
to say they are not. Were the Reformers wrong to point out the syncretism of Rome, and to try to reform the 
Roman church? If not, why am I wrong to point out the syncretism of the Western church, and to try to help bring 
it back into line with the historic and biblical view? We should always be reforming. 

⚠ Matthew 18 was not followed on this issue. I supposedly slandered Ryan on this point in October 
last year. He never came to me about it. He only raised it after I forced the process of Matthew 18 by 
email, starting February this year.

1c. Online accounts

https://www.notion.so/The-Reformed-pedigree-of-my-views-806ad83ad5124bee8de50ea496db3e05
https://www.notion.so/My-history-of-trying-to-cooperate-and-reason-with-Ryan-0ab920ed13dd433a90df791f8e9c8783
https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/androgyny-is-literally-paganism/
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Called a highly respected Reformed theologian a "moron"
The elders are holding me to a standard that would also condemn Jesus' words about the highly respected 
theologians of his time:

You blind fools! (Matthew 23:17)

In the Greek, Jesus literally calls them moroi—the word from which we get "moron." This kind of language is 
common in scriptural polemics, as well as in our own Reformed history.

I did not just throw this out to insult Dr. Horton. I wasn't motivated by some personal grudge. I posted it with 
context and explanation:

So, I shan't mince words. Michael Horton is a moron. 
 
"Surely we can be grateful for any public servant who upholds the First Amendment. And
we should applaud fellow believers who ply their education and experience as lawyers to 
defend religious freedom (as long as they don’t seek to privilege Christianity legally 
above other religions)." 
 
Horton is the kind of Christian who doesn't think Jesus wants countries to privilege his 
rule over the rule of other gods. Smh. 
 
https://www.christianitytoday.com/ct/2018/august-web-only/evangelicals-trump-
elections-losing-everything.html

Security Check Required

https://www.facebook.com/bnonn/posts/10156824261316133

A theologian of Dr. Horton's caliber—which is high, as the elders correctly note—should be held to a high 
standard. When I call someone like him a moron, I don't mean that he is a drooling imbecile; I mean that he is 
being extremely foolish, and presumably wantonly so, on an issue that is very clear, and where he ought to know 
a heck of a lot better. I am responding with a sharp condemnation because "we who teach will be judged with 
greater strictness" (James 3:1). A Reformed theologian making a comment like this in a widely-read publication 
like Christianity Today is appalling, because the Great Commission explicitly instructs us to go out and preach the 
rule of Christ over every nation, teaching those nations to obey everything he commanded! For a highly respected 
Reformed theologian to functionally reject the Great Commission is certainly moronic.

⁉ Once again, the elders make no effort to demonstrate that what I said is false. They simply assume that 
it is, and that my comment was therefore inexcusable. But even if I did make a mistake here, you can't 
just assume my guilt to "prove" my guilt.

"Every time I see a quote from Owen he is saying something stupid"
Here is my complete remark, with the quote that I was speaking of. As you can see, this post stimulated a good 
discussion—128 comments, including from members of our own church. I would encourage you to read that 
discussion, so you will understand what I'm saying here:

https://www.christianitytoday.com/ct/2018/august-web-only/evangelicals-trump-elections-losing-everything.html
https://www.facebook.com/bnonn/posts/10156824261316133
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Bnonn Tennant

Every time I see a quote from Owen he is saying something stupid because he has made an 
assumption he shouldn't have made. Who can spot the bad assumption behind his notorious 
double jeopardy argument?

https://www.facebook.com/bnonn/posts/10154208757931133

The elders present this as if I think Owen is stupid in general. Like I just go around calling high-caliber 
theologians morons all the time. Well, here is another post from me on Owen:

https://www.facebook.com/bnonn/posts/10154208757931133
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Security Check Required

https://www.facebook.com/bnonn/posts/10158824877401133

I posted this because I read Owen, and love him. I am curious what the elders think of this quote. Do they think 
Owen is stupid for saying it? I ask because they have charged me with heresy for saying the same thing (see 
My full response to the charges of false teaching).

⁉ Contrary to the implication, I was not calling Owen stupid. I only think he made a few dumb 
arguments. Haven't we all? What vexes me, and what I was expressing annoyance at, is how people pick 
these arguments up to share, instead of the many brilliant things he said!

Compared the mayor of New York to someone with special needs
Here is the video I was responding to in my tweet (and I should note it is actually the mayor of New Jersey; I 
misspoke):

https://www.facebook.com/bnonn/posts/10158824877401133
https://www.notion.so/My-full-response-to-the-charges-of-false-teaching-8cce3d52efa24dee953df8e6d5106e05
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=V6x1uexIvnU

My remark is obviously satire, not slander. They are not the same thing—unless the Babylon Bee is a platform for 
slander. You might not like my sense of humor, but watch the video and ask what commandment I have broken. 

What does Scripture itself say about ungodly, unlawful, and incompetent governments? "He who sits in the 
heavens laughs; the Lord holds them in derision" (Psalm 2:4). Mocking absurd rulers is holy. "You therefore must 
be perfect, as your heavenly Father is perfect"(Matthew 5:48; 1 Peter 1:15-16). Jesus called Herod a fox (i.e., a dirty
scavenger). I am being condemned for doing what Scripture commands: imitating God.

Perhaps I failed to imitate him properly in this case. That is always a possibility. We all fail in various ways. But 
how? Is the problem my use of the phrase special needs? As far as I know, that is the accepted term, and it is not 
considered offensive. Should I rather have said "someone whose spittle runs down his beard"? Or maybe just 
"madman"? (1 Samuel 21:13-15) But I think that would have been taken as offensive too. The problem is that I 
made a comparison at all.

But again, Scripture makes plenty of unfavorable comparisons like this. Imagine if I had compared a cowardly 
man to a woman—the ire that would have aroused! Yet Jeremiah 51:30 does exactly this, without apparently 
demeaning the fairer sex—unless God sins in his Word.

⁉ What am I really being accused of here? Bad taste? This "evidence" is nothing but precious fussing. I am 
being condemned for a breach of etiquette, not a breach of ethics. This standard would condemn the Lord 
Jesus.

Slandered a faithful Reformed pastor 
Here is the context of my remark (original Twitter link):

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=V6x1uexIvnU
https://babylonbee.com/
https://twitter.com/bnonn/status/1260571856593182722
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I did not slander Pr. Pruitt any more than Jesus slandered the religious leaders of his day by calling them sons of 
hell, full of filth and uncleanness. Do not judge by appearances—war is ugly. The elders simply claim that Pr. 
Pruitt is a faithful pastor—but as you can see, I made my remark while sharing an article that proves he is not. My 
commentary was based on direct experience with him (for a small taste of that experience, see the screenshots in 
the next subsection).

➡ Pastor Pruitt, Are Critics Of The New Feminism Allowed To Talk?

I said nothing false. Neither did I make my comment out of malice, but rather in support of a faithful brother, 
Shane Anderson, who was under fire at the time. I know what it is like to be fighting wickedness and error, and to 
have even the people who agree with you stand silently by, instead of sticking their necks out to lend aid. I spoke 
out of love for Shane, love for the truth, love for those who might otherwise be led astray by Pr. Pruitt's influence, 
and love for Pr. Pruitt himself—sometimes a very blunt statement of one's sin is required to bring one to 
repentance.

⚠ Note: Pr. Pruitt recently (June 2020) came to some realization about his online activities that caused 
him to completely delete his Twitter account.

Falsely accused a Reformed Professor of "pimping" [promoting] books he hadn't 
I do not think I was wrong to use the word pimp. Scripture refers to spiritual whoredom often. The analogy 
between promoting Baal-worship in Israel, and promoting the spirit of the age in the church, is obvious.

However, I did not falsely accuse Dr. Clark. I made a mistake about the exact way he is helping to promote 
feminism in the American church. I misremembered who had done what. We all make mistakes.

http://www.thedailygenevan.com/blog/2020/5/13/pastor-pruitt-are-critics-of-the-new-feminism-allowed-to-talk
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When Dr. Clark brought the mistake to my attention, I immediately double-checked, realized what I had done, 
apologized, and corrected it. I further offered him the opportunity to clarify whether I should remove his name 
entirely (original Twitter link):

Here is the corrected article, with the mistake removed and an erratum noted in the footer:

Complementarianism presupposes androgynism - It's Good to be a Man

Despite the near-universal confidence that conservative evangelicals have in it, 
complementarianism is not a firm and clear-headed articulation of the Bible's teaching on 
sexuality as accepted throughout the history of the church. It is a limp-wristed defensive effort 

https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/complementarianism-presupposes-androgynism/

https://twitter.com/bnonn/status/1252859149014032387
https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/complementarianism-presupposes-androgynism/
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⁉ Why do the elders assume that I intentionally lied about Dr. Clark? Why not assume that I was being 
truthful and simply misremembered a detail? Why would I make a false accusation like this? What 
would it achieve in the article above? As soon as someone noticed the error, it would tend to discredit 
my thesis—which is why as soon as someone noticed, I corrected it!

When challenged on making the false accusation, responded with "blackmail"
The elders can't "prove" my guilt by applying a nasty label to me, regardless of the facts. Even on the face of it, this
accusation is bizarre. You can see my response above. I was trying to deal charitably with Dr. Clark by offering him 
an opportunity to set the record straight. Tweets are limited to 280 characters, so naturally my message was terse. 
No doubt I could have phrased it better, given ample time to edit—but this is Twitter! Anyone who leaps 
automatically to read this as blackmail is revealing far more about their own character than about mine. Indeed, 
the only way it could be blackmail is if Mrs. Miller & Byrd are false teachers, in which case being associated with 
them would be a bad thing! If there's nothing wrong with these women's work, what possible leverage would I 
have to "blackmail" Dr. Clark, by associating him with them?

The elders appear to hold Dr. Clark in high regard. Yet Clark himself has a reputation as a notorious slanderer 
and antinomian schismatic. For instance, in his April 24 podcast, around the 1 hour 12 minute mark, he accuses 
John Piper (Desiring God) of being a heretic who has committed the Galatian error, corrupted the gospel, 
and turned his back on the Reformation! And here is Reformed Baptist apologist James White's opinion of 
Clark, from February of this year:

https://heidelblog.net/2020/04/heidelcast-149-q-a-on-how-pray-when-to-drop-the-h-bomb-what-did-ot-believers-know-and-why-final-justification-through-good-works-is-bad-news/
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I mention this because the elders consistently take the side of wicked, unstable people, against a member of their 
own congregation. You will see this again in the next examples, but first consider some of the comments made on 
this very Twitter thread by Todd Pruitt (the "faithful Reformed pastor"), and others who follow Dr. Clark:
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Here's one more reply from Dr. Clark on this issue, demonstrating what he thinks of those who hold to the historic 
Reformed view of biblical anthropology and gender roles:
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⁉ If you can bear to read these threads (they are inane), you will notice that the bad behavior of which I 
am accused (slander, division) is actually the behavior of the witnesses the elders rely on. R. Scott 
Clark falsely accuses me of lying and blackmail, and Todd Pruitt has some quite unsavory things to say 
about me that he couldn't possibly substantiate. They and their followers insult me, belittle me, and 
imply that I'm a cultic woman-hater and a wife-beater. By contrast, when I make a mistake, I admit it, 
respectfully apologize, correct it, and offer my opponent charity by giving him the opportunity to 
separate himself from the error he is tied up with. Why are our elders siding with a Twitter lynch mob?

Slandered believers (example #1)
Click through for the complete context of my quoted remark:

Sarah Poulin

Bnonn Tennant, one of the admins, supports the notion that wives have the same status as 
slaves, and that a physically abused Christian wife who goes to the police is nothing but a 
closet feminist...

https://www.facebook.com/photo/?fbid=10157545043101904&set=

Don't judge by appearances. I said nothing false or malicious about Ms. Poulin, who is in turn certainly not a 
believer if I am to judge by her fruit. She claims to be a Christian, but not all who say, "Lord, Lord," will enter the 

Note: something got messed up when taking the screenshot in Firefox; I have not edited it

https://www.facebook.com/photo/?fbid=10157545043101904&set=
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kingdom of heaven. After several lengthy encounters with her, it is my settled judgment that she is not 
regenerate. I base this on the fact that she consistently hounds people who defend the Bible's view of men and 
women, berating them with unapologetically feminist talking points, and twisting both their words and the 
Scriptures. You can see how she misrepresents my words even in the comment thread above! This is why I quoted 
John 8 and Proverbs 6 to her—as a way of shaking the dust off my feet. A tree is known by its fruit.

⁉ Do our elders know Ms. Poulin? Have they inquired diligently into her character, or the history of my 
relationship with her, as Scripture requires before passing judgment? Or are they simply judging by 
appearances as Jesus forbids? It seems they treat any unkind-sounding statement about a woman as 
automatically wicked. Why? Are women off limits from criticism when they sin? What does Jesus say 
about Jezebel in Revelation 2? Sins forbidden by the ninth commandment include "receiving and 
countenancing evil reports," "evil suspicion," and "stopping our ears against just defence" (WLC 145). 
Why are our elders repeatedly committing these sins?

Slandered believers (example #2)
You can click through to the complete thread on Twitter for context:

https://twitter.com/bnonn/status/1261148839794229248

The Bible commands us to judge people's professions based on their fruit. Having had numerous run-ins with 
"Jules' Diner" (the woman to whom I am referring in my remark), and knowing also her reputation among faithful 
brothers as a gossip, a tale-bearer, and a busybody, I have no reason whatever to think she is regenerate. Do our 
elders? Do they even know who she is? They come to the scene of a battle, and decide who was in the right by 
seeing who looks more wounded? My conscience is clear in my dealings with this wicked and foolish woman.

Slander—the views of other pastors

⚠ I believe that in the meeting, Ryan quoted anonymous witnesses at this point. For some reason, these 
quotes are not included in the PDF of charges. Bodies like the Spanish Inquisition allowed anonymous 
witnesses. The Bible does not. These comments from other pastors are hearsay evidence, and have no 
weight at all. I stand on my right to face my accusers. I have repeatedly asked Ryan for the names of 
those who have confirmed his charges. He tells me he pledged their anonymity. Why would he do that 
when the Bible requires that a man be allowed to face his accusers? As a teacher of God's law, he must 
have known that this pledge would prevent him bringing them as witnesses. Yet he tried to bring them 
anyway.

See also
My full response to the charges of false teaching 

My full response to the charges of division 

https://thewestminsterstandard.org/westminster-larger-catechism/#145
https://twitter.com/bnonn/status/1261148839794229248
https://www.notion.so/My-full-response-to-the-charges-of-false-teaching-8cce3d52efa24dee953df8e6d5106e05
https://www.notion.so/My-full-response-to-the-charges-of-division-dbe5313461114497ae31d61af56115b4

