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Series Introduction - Francis Chan Exposed: The Soft Descent into Strong Delusion

“Now | beseech you, brethren, mark them which cause divisions and offences
contrary to the doctrine which ye have learned; and avoid them.” - Romans 16:17 (KJV)

Once known as a passionate voice for biblical truth, Francis Chan began his ministry
preaching with urgency, pleading with believers to forsake lukewarm Christianity and return
to the fire of authentic faith. But somewhere along the way, the fire dimmed—and fog crept
in.

In the name of humility, Chan has blurred the lines between truth and error.
In the name of unity, he has embraced false gospels.
In the name of love, he has silenced the warnings of God’s Word.

This exposé isn’t about tearing down a man. It’s about defending the truth.
We’ll uncover:

e The shift from clarity to charismatic confusion

e The drift from Scripture to mysticism and emotionalism

e The embrace of Catholic Eucharistic error

e The weaponization of false humility to justify heretical partnerships

This isn’t boldness anymore. It’s betrayal dressed in brokenness.
It’s not a deeper love for Christ—it’s a departure from His doctrine.

“For if they speak not according to this word, it is because there is no light in them.” — Isaiah
8:20

Chan is no longer a torchbearer. He’s a fog machine. And millions are following him into
spiritual confusion.

This is Francis Chan Exposed.
Let the light cut through the fog.



1 of 4: Francis Chan Exposed - From Fire to Fog: The Shift from Clarity to Confusion

Introduction: When a Torchbearer Turns

Once hailed as a bold, uncompromising voice in American evangelicalism, Francis Chan
burst onto the scene with passion, conviction, and a hunger for Scripture. His breakout
book, Crazy Love, inspired thousands to forsake lukewarm Christianity for a life of radical
devotion to Christ. He was the torchbearer many young Christians looked to—a pastor who
seemed to stand on sola Scriptura, calling out sin and urging believers toward authentic
faith.

But over time, something began to change.

His sermons grew quieter on truth and louder on emotion. His sharpness dulled. His once-
clear stand against Catholic doctrine became foggy. He began appearing at ecumenical
gatherings, hugging heretics, and praising Roman Catholic sacraments. Where there was
once fire—clarity, heat, light—there now rests a heavy fog.

This essay marks the beginning of a 4-part series analyzing Chan’s dangerous shift. Not
because we hate him. But because when a trusted shepherd turns toward error, the
sheep must be warned.

I. Chan's Early Clarity: A Voice Crying in the Suburbs
Francis Chan wasn’t always this way.

In the early 2000s, his ministry at Cornerstone Church in Simi Valley was refreshingly
biblical. He preached hell. He rebuked worldliness. He uplifted the cross. His sermons
were filled with a holy urgency—like a man who really believed time was short and eternity
was real.

He used the Bible unapologetically. He didn’t merely sprinkle verses into self-help
monologues like so many others. He taught expositionally, passionately, and often at the
expense of his own popularity.

And yet—fire without foundation eventually burns out or burns sideways.

As we’ll explore in this series, Chan’s radicalism was not deeply rooted in sound doctrine,
rightly divided. His emotional zeal, without doctrinal guardrails, made him susceptible to
dangerous detours masked as humility, love, and unity.



Il. Leaving the Pulpit: The First Shift

In 2010, Chan made a stunning announcement: he was stepping down from Cornerstone
Church.

Why?

He said he felt people were “too focused on him.” He longed to “live by faith,” to be free of
the celebrity pastor culture. On the surface, that sounds admirable. But his departure
marked a pivot—not just from the pulpit, but from biblical boldness.

From then on, Chan began associating more with fringe movements, mystical groups, and
hyper-charismatic circles. He started home churches and advocated for a more “organic”
approach to Christianity. He grew increasingly critical of structured theology and began
emphasizing experience over exposition.

The fog had started to roll in.

Ill. Reimagining the Church: The Mist of Mysticism

Chan’s next major move was to launch We Are Church, a house-church network aimed at
reimagining the New Testament church. While there’s nothing wrong with house churches,
Chan’s language began to reflect a growing disdain for theological precision.

He said things like:

“l used to preach messages that were too doctrinal. Now | just want people to experience
God.”

That should sound alarms.

Doctrine is not optional—it is foundational. Paul told Timothy to “take heed unto thyself,
and unto the doctrine; continue in them: for in doing this thou shalt both save thyself, and
them that hear thee” (1 Timothy 4:16).

By sidelining doctrine, Chan didn’t just change how he preached—he changed what he
preached.

He began focusing more on communal intimacy, feelings, and perceived encounters with
God—often rooted in charismatic emotionalism, not biblical exposition.

Fog.



IV. Embracing Catholic Doctrine: Unity at the Cost of Truth

Perhaps the most alarming shift in Francis Chan’s ministry came in 2020 when he began
publicly embracing Roman Catholic doctrine, particularly regarding the Eucharist.

Chan began teaching a near-Catholic view of communion, suggesting that the early Church
believed in the real presence of Christ in the elements. He downplayed the Reformation,
suggesting that our modern divisions are sad and unhelpful.

Worse, he began appearing at Catholic conferences, praising unity, and hugging heretical
priests and speakers who deny salvation by grace through faith alone.

He said at one conference:

“l didn't know for the first 1,500 years of Church history, everyone saw [the Eucharist] as
the literal body and blood of Christ... I’'ve been reading more about it, and I’m open.”

Open?
To the very doctrine the Reformers died rejecting?

The Bible says: “For we are sanctified through the offering of the body of Jesus Christ once
for all” (Hebrews 10:10). Christ is not re-sacrificed. The bread is not His literal flesh. This is
basic biblical truth, and yet Chan has chosen fog over fire.

V. Emotional Appeals Replacing Expositional Clarity

A defining trait of Chan’s recent preaching is his emotionalism. His messages are now more
about crying than clarifying. More about feeling God than knowing Him through His Word.

He preaches in broken tones, often teary-eyed, making himself appear humble and gentle.
But beneath the emotional delivery is a troubling shift: feelings have replaced facts.

Chan even stated in one video:

“l used to think right doctrine was everything. But I’ve met Catholics who love Jesus more
than | do. Maybe | need to learn from them.”

That’s not humility. That’s spiritual confusion.

Right doctrine is everything. It is not arrogant to believe the truth—it is obedient. Chan has
equated sincerity with salvation, emotion with orthodoxy, and unity with truth. That’s not
biblical. That’s deception.



VI. The Danger of “Niceness” as Theology

One of the devil’s slickest tools in our generation is niceness. If someone cries, speaks
softly, and doesn’t seem angry, we assume they must be Christlike.

But Jesus rebuked. Paul warned. Peter confronted heresy. Truth is not always nice—it is
sharp (Hebrews 4:12).

Chan now plays the “nice guy prophet,” gently beckoning all denominations into a warm
hug of unity—even if it means sacrificing doctrine.

He says things like:
“We need to stop dividing over secondary issues.”

But the real presence of Christ in the Eucharist is not secondary. The gospel of salvation by
grace through faith is not secondary. Fellowship with darkness is not secondary.

Chan is being used to blur the lines.

Fog.

VII. The Apostle Paul vs. Francis Chan
Imagine Francis Chan debating the Apostle Paul.

Paul would thunder: “If any man preach any other gospel... let him be accursed!”
(Galatians 1:9).

Chan would whisper: “But what if they’re really sincere?”

Paul would say: “Mark them which cause divisions... and avoid them” (Romans 16:17).
Chan would respond: “That feels harsh. | just want unity.”

Paul would say: “Preach the Word... reprove, rebuke, exhort” (2 Timothy 4:2).

Chan would say: “Let’s just experience God together.”

This is not a caricature. This is where we are.

VIIl. Final Warning: From Fog to Fire Again?



Is Francis Chan lost forever? Only God knows. But his platform is now being used to
confuse, not clarify. To merge truth with error. To turn fire into fog.

And millions are following him into it.

As believers, we are called to “earnestly contend for the faith” (Jude 3), not emotionally
compromise for the sake of feelings. The early Church had clarity. Jesus is the Truth. His
Word is the Light.

Let us not follow a man into the fog just because he once carried a torch.

Closing Exhortation
This is not personal. This is not slander. This is biblical warning.

If Satan can’t make a man fall through sin, he’ll make him fall through softness. If he can’t
burn him with scandal, he’ll fog him with confusion.

Francis Chan used to preach with fire. Now he leads with fog.
Pray for him—but don’t follow him.

Cling to the Word. Not to a weeping man.

2 of 4: Francis Chan Exposed — Mysticism Over Scripture: Finding God in Emotions

“Now we have received... the spirit which is of God; that we might know the things that
are freely given to us of God.” - 1 Corinthians 2:12 (KJV)

There’s a growing trend in the modern Church—a shift from study to sensation, from
doctrine to feelings, from Scripture to inner experience. Nowhere is this more evident
than in the ministry transformation of Francis Chan.

Once grounded in passionate, Bible-based preaching, Chan has wandered from clarity into
the murky fog of emotional mysticism—a subjective faith built on how something feels,
not on what God says.

This essay—the second in our exposé on Francis Chan—uncovers how a beloved teacher
has slowly traded the solid rock of Scripture for the shaky waves of mystical experience,
leading multitudes into a version of Christianity that exalts emotion over exegesis, and
spiritual sensation over biblical truth.



I. From Bible-Centered Preaching to Emotion-Driven Speaking

In his early days, Francis Chan preached with fire from the Bible. His sermons at
Cornerstone Church were rooted in Scripture, often rebuking sin, calling for holiness, and
urging radical faith. He emphasized the Word, not the worship atmosphere.

But today, his tone has shifted. He still references the Bible, but the emphasis has
changed. He speaks in whispers. He cries often. His teaching style has become far more
anecdotal and mystical than exegetical.

Statements like these are now commonplace in his messages:

“l just felt like God was saying...”
“There was a heaviness in the room that | couldn’t explain...”
“l had this sense... this impression... that God was leading me...”

These aren’t evil statements in isolation. But when this becomes the foundation of
preaching and guidance—rather than Scripture rightly divided—we’ve moved into
dangerous territory.

Il. The Rise of Mysticism in the Modern Church

Mysticism in the Church is the practice of seeking God through direct emotional
experience, often apart from or above the written Word.

It emphasizes:
¢ Feelings as confirmations
¢ Personalrevelations as superior to biblical exegesis
e Theinner voice over the written voice of God

This has exploded through movements like IHOP (International House of Prayer), Bethel
Church, and Catholic contemplative prayer movements. Now, Francis Chan—once a
defender of Scripture—is platforming, endorsing, and echoing their language and methods.

Mysticism’s core error is this: It makes man the authority, not God’s Word.

lll. Dangerous Statements by Chan that Reveal Mystical Drift



Here are just a few examples of how Chan’s words have shifted from biblical clarity to
mystical subjectivity:

1. “God told me...” Statements

“l didn’t plan to speak on this today, but | feel like God is telling me someone here needs to
hear this...”

This common phrase is now central to Chan’s ministry. But the Bible warns:

“The prophet that hath a dream, let him tell a dream; and he that hath my word, let him
speak my word faithfully.” — Jeremiah 23:28

There’s a difference between being Spirit-led and speaking as though your thoughts are
divine revelation.

2.Vague Emotional Experiences Interpreted as Divine

“There was this time | was praying, and | just felt like | was in the throne room of God. It’s
hard to explain...”

That might feel powerful. But it’s not authoritative.

Paul was caught up into the third heaven (2 Corinthians 12), but he didn’t build doctrine on
it. Chan builds entire teachings around these feelings.

IV. The Shift Toward Catholic Contemplative Prayer

Chan has begun promoting ancient Catholic mysticism—particularly in the way he
teaches people to “be still,” “center themselves,” and “experience God in silence.”

This aligns with the contemplative prayer movement, which includes:
e Emptying the mind
e Repeating phrases (mantras)
e Silence as a spiritual gateway
e Inner awareness as divine contact

These practices are rooted not in Scripture, but in monastic mysticism, often borrowed
from Eastern religions like Buddhism and Hinduism.

Jesus never taught this. The apostles never practiced this.



The Bible says:
“Let the word of Christ dwell in you richly in all wisdom...” — Colossians 3:16

We commune with God through His Word and prayer—not emptying our minds to feel His
presence.

V. Emotions Are a Terrible Compass

Francis Chan frequently appeals to how things feel—as though spiritual truth can be
confirmed by emotional response.

But Scripture teaches the opposite:

“The heart is deceitful above all things, and desperately wicked: who can know it?” —
Jeremiah 17:9

“There is a way which seemeth right unto a man, but the end thereof are the ways of death.”
— Proverbs 14:12

When you prioritize emotion, you open yourself to:
¢ False spirits masquerading as divine
¢ Doctrinal error confirmed by good feelings
e Manipulation by leaders who generate emotional highs

Francis Chan’s shift into mysticism has led him to validate heretical movements simply
because their gatherings felt holy.

He once said:

“| felt the presence of God so powerfully at a Catholic event... more than most Protestant
churches I’ve been in.”

That’s not discernment. That’s delusion.

VI. The Dangers of Trusting Experience Over Scripture

Let’s be clear: God can move in powerful ways. His Spirit can produce joy, tears,
conviction. But those must be tested by the Word.

Chan often shares experiences like:



e Hearing avoice in his head
o Getting “words” during prayer
e Feelingwarm or heavy during meetings

None of this is backed by Scripture. Worse, it’s identical to how Mormons, New Agers,
and Eastern mystics describe their encounters.

“Beloved, believe not every spirit, but try the spirits whether they are of God...” - 1 John 4:1

Francis Chan rarely speaks of testing spirits, only feeling them.

VII. Partnership with Charismatic Mystics
Chan has shared stages with:
e Mike Bickle (IHOPKC)
e BillJohnson (Bethel Church)
o Todd White (prosperity healer)
These men promote:
e Grave soaking
e Destiny declarations
e Gold dust manifestations
e “Holy laughter” and falling under “power”
Why would someone who once preached Scripture stand beside these mystics?
Because Chan’s theology is now based on shared emotion, not shared doctrine.

He no longer separates by truth. He unites by atmosphere.

VIIl. The Apostle Paul and the Contrast of True Revelation

Paul had spiritual encounters—but he always subordinated them to Scripture. In fact, he
warned:

“Though we, or an angel from heaven, preach any other gospel... let him be accursed.” -
Galatians 1:8



Chan seems more open to new feelings than guarding the old faith.
Paul wrote:

“l speak as to wise men; judge ye what | say.” — 1 Corinthians 10:15
Chan now says:

“Who are we to judge someone else’s encounter with God?”

That’s a dangerous reversal.

IX. The False Jesus of Mysticism
Mysticism produces a different Jesus—one who:
o Doesn’trebuke
o Doesn’tcall for repentance
o Doesn’tdivide
¢ Always affirms
e Feelsjustlike you
This is the Jesus of feelings, not the Jesus of Scripture.

“If any man come unto you, and bring not this doctrine, receive him not into your house...” -
2John 10

Mysticism lets in every version of Christ. Scripture defends the only true one.

Francis Chan’s emotional mysticism is opening the door to a false Jesus. And many are
walking in without questioning it.

X. A Call to Return to the Word
God gave us a Book, not just feelings.

“All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for
correction...” -2 Timothy 3:16

Francis Chan used to preach that.
Now, he preaches experiences, hunches, and atmospheres.



The devil doesn’t mind you being sincere—as long as you’re sincerely wrong.
We need:

e Preachers who tremble at the Word

e Churches who test every spirit

e Christians who judge by Scripture, not sensation

Conclusion: The Fog of Emotion Will Never Replace the Fire of Truth

Francis Chan has wandered into mysticism. He still quotes the Bible, but it’s no longer the
foundation—it’s a garnish.

He cries more than he corrects.

He feels more than he studies.

He fellowships with heretics in the name of “humble unity.”

And he leads countless young believers to follow emotions instead of truth.

This is not harmless. This is spiritual fog.
God is not vague. His Spirit leads us into truth (John 16:13)—not into vibes.

The shift from Scripture to mysticism is a shift from clarity to confusion. From light to
twilight. From sound doctrine to spiritual danger.

This is Essay 2 of 4: Francis Chan Exposed - Mysticism Over Scripture: Finding God in
Emotions.

If you want truth—you’ll need more than a tear and a tremble.
You’ll need a Bible opened, rightly divided, and boldly preached.

Let’s bring back the fire.
And leave the fog behind.

3 of 4: Francis Chan Exposed - Eucharist Errors: Unity at the Expense of Truth

“Can two walk together, except they be agreed?” - Amos 3:3 (KJV)



There is a growing storm on the horizon—one that threatens to blur the lines between truth
and heresy, the gospel of grace and the counterfeit of works. At the heart of this storm
stands a well-known voice once marked by clarity: Francis Chan.

In his early years, Chan was bold and biblically grounded. He preached the gospel with
urgency and warned against theological error. But in recent years, he has embraced one of
the most dangerous doctrinal compromises of our time: a move toward Roman Catholic
Eucharistic theology in the name of unity.

What once was called out as heresy is now being praised as holiness. And Chan is leading
the charge.

This exposé will break down how Francis Chan has shifted from gospel-centered clarity to
sacramental confusion, replacing biblical conviction with ecumenical compromise. The
goal? A false unity that flatters Rome but betrays Christ.

l. What Is the Catholic Doctrine of the Eucharist?
To understand the error Chan is embracing, we must first understand what Rome teaches.

The Roman Catholic Church teaches that during the Mass, the bread and wine are
transubstantiated—literally transformed—into the body, blood, soul, and divinity of
Jesus Christ. This change is said to occur when the priest consecrates the elements.

In their view:
e Christis physically present in the Eucharist
e The Mass is a re-sacrifice of Christ
o Participation in the Eucharist is necessary for salvation
¢ The waferis to be worshiped as Jesus Himself

This is not a minor difference. It is a blatant contradiction of the gospel of Jesus Christ as
revealed in Scripture.

“But this man, after he had offered one sacrifice for sins for ever, sat down on the right
hand of God.” - Hebrews 10:12

The Bible is clear: Christ’s sacrifice was once for all. It is not repeated, re-offered, or re-
presented. The Lord’s Supper is a memorial (1 Corinthians 11:24-26), not a mystical
transformation of substance.



Il. Francis Chan’s Alarming Shift

In 2020, Francis Chan began to publicly promote a sacramental view of the Eucharist,
stating:

“For the first 1,500 years of Church history, everyone saw the Lord’s Supper as the literal
body and blood of Christ.”

That is factually and historically incorrect. The early Church had diverse views on the
Lord’s Supper, but the formal doctrine of transubstantiation wasn’t codified until the
Fourth Lateran Councilin 1215 A.D.

Chan also said:
“l didn’t know that... | want to be open to what God is doing.”

And this was not a one-time remark. He doubled down, appearing at Catholic and
ecumenical conferences, taking the Eucharist with those who deny the gospel of grace,
and praising their devotion.

He is building bridges to Rome on the back of sacramental confusion, telling Protestants
they’ve misunderstood the Supper for centuries.

l1l. Unity with Rome? A Bridge Too Far

Chan’s justification for this shift is always cloaked in emotional language:
e “ljustwantusto beone.”
¢ “lfeel grieved by division.”
e “Can’t we come together at the table?”

But Scripture gives clear instruction:

“Be ye not unequally yoked together with unbelievers...” — 2 Corinthians 6:14

“Mark them... and avoid them.”— Romans 16:17

“Whosoever transgresseth, and abideth not in the doctrine of Christ, hath not God.” -2
John 9

Francis Chanis no longer warning against false gospels—he’s embracing them in the
name of unity.



He is building doctrinal bridges where God has placed walls.

IV. The Eucharist vs. The Finished Work of Christ
Let’s be crystal clear.
The Catholic Mass says:
e Christis offered again in an unbloody sacrifice
e Graceis dispensed through the Eucharist
e The priest holds the power to summon Christ onto the altar
But the Bible says:

“By one offering he hath perfected for ever them that are sanctified.” - Hebrews 10:14
“For by grace are ye saved through faith... not of works.” - Ephesians 2:8-9

To say Christ’s work must be re-applied through a sacrament is to deny that His cross was
sufficient.

Francis Chan’s embrace of Eucharistic language muddies this distinction. He says:
“I’ve experienced more of Christ in the Eucharist than ever before.”

But that experience does not validate the theology. We do not test doctrine by how it makes
us feel—we test it by the Word of God.

V. Why This Matters: The Gospel Is at Stake

Francis Chan’s move toward Roman Eucharistic theology is not merely a “secondary issue.”
It strikes at the very heart of the gospel.

Rome teaches:
e Salvation is a process, not a finished work
e Graceis dispensed through sacraments
¢ The Eucharistis necessary for eternal life
e The priest has the power to mediate Christ to the people

These are gospel-denying doctrines.



“l do not frustrate the grace of God: for if righteousness come by the law, then Christ is
dead in vain.” — Galatians 2:21

Francis Chan is now fellowshipping with and affirming those who deny the gospel of
grace.

That is not humility. That is heresy by association.

VI. The Emotional Manipulation of "Unity"
One of the most deceptive aspects of Chan’s shiftis how he frames it.

He presents himself as broken, sorrowful, longing for unity. He weeps. He pleads. He says
things like:

“It breaks my heart that Protestants and Catholics are divided.”

This sounds loving. But it’s spiritually manipulative.

Unity is only biblical when it is based on truth.

“Sanctify them through thy truth: thy word is truth.” -John 17:17

We are not commanded to unite with heresy—we are commanded to separate from it.
Jesus said:

“l came not to send peace, but a sword.” - Matthew 10:34

When Francis Chan hugs a false gospel for the sake of peace, he is betraying Christ’s
warning.

VII. The Influence of Rome on Chan's Language
Chan’s recent language mirrors Catholic terminology:
e “Real presence”
e “Sacred mystery”
e “The beauty of the Eucharist”
¢ “Sacramental grace”

These are not neutral phrases. They are loaded with Roman Catholic doctrine.



Even his tone has changed. He no longer boldly proclaims sola Scriptura or justification by
faith alone. Instead, he speaks in foggy, mystical terms, honoring Catholic mystics and
priests.

He once stated:

“We need to learn from the Catholic Church. They have a reverence for the Eucharist we’ve
lost.”

No, Francis. They don’t have reverence.
They have idolatry.

They worship a wafer as Jesus. They offer the Savior again and again. They enslave souls to
sacramental systems.

And you are affirming it.

VIIl. The Apostle Paul vs. the Sacramental System

If Paul were here, he would not share a platform with those who preach another gospel.
He would cry:

“O foolish Galatians, who hath bewitched you...?” — Galatians 3:1

Paul would see the Eucharist as Rome defines it and say:

“Stand fast therefore in the liberty wherewith Christ hath made us free...” — Galatians 5:1
He wouldn’t sip wine next to a priestin robes.

He would rebuke the system and call men to repentance.

But Chan fellowships with them in front of thousands, saying:

“| feel the presence of God in their worship.”

The early Reformers would’ve called that betrayal. So should we.

IX. The True Lord’s Supper: A Memorial of Grace
The biblical Lord’s Supper is:

e Aremembrance of Christ’s sacrifice (Luke 22:19)



e A proclamation of the gospel (1 Corinthians 11:26)

e Asymbolic ordinance, not a sacrament of grace

¢ Openonlyto born-again believers
Itis not mystical. It is meaningful.
It doesn’t dispense grace—it reminds us of the grace we already have through faith.
Francis Chan’s promotion of a mystical Eucharist perverts the purpose of the table.

Itis not an altar—it’s a memorial.

X. Final Warning: Unity Without Truth Is Apostasy

Francis Chan has built a bridge to Rome that the Bible does not sanction. In doing so, he
has placed unity above doctrine, emotion above gospel, and experience above
Scripture.

This is not revival—it’s regression.

“If there come any unto you, and bring not this doctrine, receive him not...” -2 John 10
Chan receives them. Praises them. Promotes them.

But Jesus said:

“In vain they do worship me, teaching for doctrines the commandments of men.” —
Matthew 15:9

If Chan continues down this road, he will not merely blur lines—he will lead others into
the arms of a false gospel.

Conclusion: The Supper or the Snare?

What was meant to be a memorial of the finished work of Christ is being turned into a
snare of sacramentalism, and Francis Chan is at the center of the confusion.

He is misleading the Church with emotionalism, ecumenism, and half-truths.
This isn’t a small disagreement.

Itis a clash between grace and works, faith and ritual, truth and error.



The cross is either enough—or it’s not.
The Word is either sufficient—or it’s not.

Francis Chan has chosen experience over exposition.
And his Eucharistic errors are proof that unity without truth is treason.

This is Essay 3 of 4: Francis Chan Exposed - Eucharist Errors: Unity at the Expense of
Truth.

Let the Church stand on the Word.
Let no man take our crown (Revelation 3:11).

4 of 4: Francis Chan Exposed - When Humility Hides Heresy

“For they that are such serve not our Lord Jesus Christ, but their own belly; and by
good words and fair speeches deceive the hearts of the simple.”— Romans 16:18 (KJV)

Francis Chan has mastered the art of appearing humble.

He speaks with trembling lips. He avoids confrontation. He cries as he preaches. He rarely
raises his voice. He often opens his sermons with self-effacing remarks about how
unworthy he feels to speak at all.

And yet, beneath the surface of this “gentle spirit” lies a devastating pattern:

He affirms heretics. He embraces false gospels. He platform-shares with wolves. And
he calls it humility.

This final essay in the Francis Chan Exposed series will uncover the most subtle and
dangerous shift of all—the use of false humility to justify doctrinal compromise. In the
name of love, Chan has embraced deception. In the name of unity, he has forsaken truth.
And in the name of humility, he has concealed heresy beneath a soft smile.

I. The Humble Facade

Francis Chan consistently presents himself as broken and unworthy. At first glance, this
seems admirable. After all, Scripture tells us:

“God resisteth the proud, and giveth grace to the humble.” - James 4:6

But humility, like any virtue, can be weaponized when divorced from truth.



Here’s what we’ve observed from Chan’s pattern:
¢ Herefusesto call out false doctrine, even when asked directly.

e He shares platforms with dangerous teachers, while sidestepping clear theological
differences.

e Heresponds to criticism with emotional appeals, not Scripture.

This isn’t biblical humility. It’s a cloak for compromise.

Il. Appearing Gentle While Affirming Heresy

One of the most troubling aspects of Chan’s recent ministry is his refusal to make
distinctions between biblical truth and damnable heresy.

He has shared stages with:

o Mike Bickle — Charismatic leader linked to serious spiritual abuse allegations and
extrabiblical revelations.

o Todd White — A prosperity preacher known for fake healings and “leg-lengthening”
stunts.

e Roman Catholic priests — Who teach salvation through sacraments and veneration
of Mary.

When asked why he shares platforms with such figures, Chan often responds:
“Who am | to judge what God is doing in someone else?”
That sounds humble. But it’s a complete abandonment of biblical discernment.

“Them that sin rebuke before all, that others also may fear.” — 1 Timothy 5:20

“Try the spirits whether they are of God...” =1 John 4:1

“Mark them which cause divisions and offenses contrary to the doctrine which ye have
learned; and avoid them.”—Romans 16:17

There is a time to be gentle. But there is also a time to stand boldly for truth.

lll. The False Virtue of “Don’t Judge”

A common thread in Chan’s teaching is his discomfort with making theological judgments.
He often says things like:



“We need to stop dividing over doctrine.”
“God is bigger than our understanding.”
“Im not sure I’'m right—I just love Jesus.”

But this is not biblical humility. It’s spiritual cowardice.
Paul told Titus:
“A man that is an heretick after the first and second admonition reject.” - Titus 3:10

Jesus Himself warned of false prophets in Matthew 7. The apostles wrote entire letters
correcting doctrine. Jude tells us to earnestly contend for the faith (Jude 3).

Francis Chan has rebranded that command as prideful arrogance. In his eyes, those who
draw lines are divisive—but those who blur lines are loving.

That’s not humility. That’s betrayal.

IV. When Tears Replace Truth

Chan’s sermons have grown increasingly emotional. He cries frequently. He breaks mid-
sentence. He laments over Church division.

But tears are not the measure of truth.

The prophets wept too—but they rebuked sin. Jesus wept—but He also cleansed the
temple with a whip. Paul wept—but he hamed names (2 Timothy 2:17).

Chan’s emotionalism has become a disarming tactic. It allows him to stand beside
heretics and make it seem holy—because who could criticize someone so sincere?

But sincerity does not sanctify error.

“There is a way which seemeth right unto a man, but the end thereof are the ways of death.”
—Proverbs 14:12

V. The Weaponization of Meekness
Jesus said:
“Blessed are the meek: for they shall inherit the earth.” — Matthew 5:5

But meekness is not weakness. It’'s power under control, not power abandoned.



Paul rebuked Peter publicly (Galatians 2:11-14).
Jesus rebuked the Pharisees to their faces (Matthew 23).
John wrote with thunder against false teachers (1 John).

Chan uses “meekness” as a shield—to avoid confrontation, downplay doctrinal clarity,
and cozy up to compromise.

When asked about doctrinal disagreements, he shrugs. When asked about Roman
Catholicism, he praises their passion.

That’s not Christlike. That’s passive spiritual sabotage.

VI. The High Cost of Avoiding Offense

Chan once said:

“l just don’t want to push people away by being divisive.”

But the gospel is offensive.

“For the preaching of the cross is to them that perish foolishness...” - 1 Corinthians 1:18

Truth divides. Jesus said it would (Luke 12:51). He said He would set a man against his
father, and daughter against mother.

You cannot soften the gospel without surrendering it.

Francis Chan has made “not offending anyone” a higher virtue than contending for truth.
But avoiding offense has led him to affirm error.

VIl. Confusion as a Badge of Honor

Another red flag is how Chan now celebrates theological confusion as humility.
He often says things like:

“l used to be so sure... now I’'m just trying to love Jesus and listen.”

This sounds humble—but it’s erippling spiritual leadership.

Paul was sure. Peter was sure. John was sure. The apostles didn’t lead with confusion—
they led with conviction.



To say, “l don’t know who’s right,” when faced with Rome’s false gospel, is not humility—it’s
irresponsibility.

“But speak thou the things which become sound doctrine.” - Titus 2:1

VIII. Rewriting the Example of Christ
Chan often says:
“Jesus just loved people. He didn’t make people feel wrong. He welcomed everyone.”
This is the new false Christ of emotional mysticism.
The real Jesus:
e Called people “children of the devil” (John 8:44)
e Warned of hell repeatedly
e Rebuked entire cities (Matthew 11:21-24)
e Drove out the money changers with a whip

Love without truth is not love.
Humility without courage is not Christlike.

Francis Chan has crafted a Jesus that suits his passive theology. But that Jesus does not
save.

IX. What True Humility Looks Like

True humility is:

Bowing to the authority of Scripture

¢ Confessing Christ boldly, regardless of cost

Submitting to the gospel, not feelings

Being willing to be hated for the truth
Francis Chan’s “humility” often involves:
e Affirming heretics

e Dodging theological clarity



e Prioritizing relationships over repentance
e Speaking ambiguously to please both sides

This is not humility. This is fear disguised as virtue.

X. The Danger to the Body of Christ

Chan’s influence is vast—especially among young believers who value sincerity over
substance.

And that’s exactly what makes him dangerous.
Heis:
e Sincere, but unbiblical
e Soft-spoken, but spiritually compromising
e Emotionally moving, but doctrinally vague
¢ United with heretics, but silent on repentance

He creates the impression of godliness while allowing doctrinal poison to spread
unchallenged.

“Having a form of godliness, but denying the power thereof: from such turn away.” — 2
Timothy 3:5

Conclusion: Don’t Confuse Kindness with Compromise

Francis Chan may mean well. He may sincerely believe he’s promoting unity and love. But
sincerity cannot save you from false teaching.

Jesus said:

“If the blind lead the blind, both shall fall into the ditch.” - Matthew 15:14
Chan has allowed his “humility” to blind his discernment.

And worse—he’s blinding others.

The Church does not need men who cry over unity while sharing pulpits with heretics.
The Church needs men who stand for truth, speak with clarity, and love without
compromising.



This is Essay 4 of 4: Francis Chan Exposed - When Humility Hides Heresy.

Let this be a final warning: Don’t mistake softness for sanctification.
Sometimes, the devil doesn’t roar. He whispers.

And sometimes, heresy wears a smile and calls it humility.

Series Conclusion - Francis Chan Exposed: When the Fog Becomes Fatal

“For if he that cometh preacheth another Jesus... or another gospel... ye might well
bear with him.” -2 Corinthians 11:4 (KJV)

We’ve reached the end of this series, but the implications cannot be ignored.

Francis Chan was once seen as a clarion voice in the wilderness—calling the lukewarm to
radical surrender, lifting up Scripture, and sounding alarms over worldly compromise. But
now, that voice trembles not from conviction, but from emotional entanglement. What
began as a ministry on fire has dissolved into a ministry of fog and flattery, where doctrine
bows to dialogue, and truth takes a backseat to tears.

This isn’t just about doctrinal drift—it’s about gospel abandonment.

He weeps over unity, but not over error.
He exalts emotion but neglects exposition.
He hugs heretics while tiptoeing around the cross.

The dangerisn’t that Francis Chan denies the gospel outright. It’s that he dilutes it,
downplays it, and drowns it in mysticism and sentimentalism.

And in doing so, he’s leading thousands to do the same.

What We’ve Uncovered
¢ Ashift from bold biblical preaching to foggy, feeling-based messages
¢ A misuse of humility to avoid confronting error
e Adangerous embrace of Roman Catholic Eucharistic doctrine

¢ Public platforming of false teachers and heretics in the name of unity



e Aredefinition of Christ Himself into an emotionally passive figure who affirms all but
rebukes none

This is not harmless. This is not a secondary issue.

This is another gospel (Galatians 1:6-9).
This is fellowship with darkness (2 Corinthians 6:14).
This is calling evil good (Isaiah 5:20) and calling doctrinal compromise “love.”

A Final Call to the Church

To the Church:

Do not follow tears—follow truth.

Do not chase humility that hides heresy—cling to boldness that clings to Christ.
Do not confuse unity with compromise.

The same man who once called us to crazy love is now calling us to quiet betrayal—but
packaged so gently, so sincerely, that millions won’t see it untilit’s too late.

“Be not deceived: evil communications corrupt good manners.” — 1 Corinthians 15:33
“Take heed unto thyself, and unto the doctrine...” - 1 Timothy 4:16

For Watchmen on the Wall
To pastors, teachers, and defenders of the faith—don’t let this slide.

We don’t need more soft-spoken celebrities.

We need prophets who cry not because they fear division, but because they fear God.
We need men and women who will speak plainly, mark false teachers, and guard the
flock.

Francis Chan is no longer safe for the sheep.

Let the tears fall where they may.

Let the accusations of “unloving” come.

But let us be found faithful to the Word of God, not flattered by emotion-driven
compromise.

The Fog Has Been Exposed. Now Choose.



This series has laid bare the soft descent into strong delusion.
Now the Church must choose:

Will you follow a man who embraces Rome while excusing heresy?

Or willyou follow Jesus Christ, who is Truth Incarnate, whose Word is a sword, and whose
love never lies?

“Thy word is true from the beginning: and every one of thy righteous judgments endureth for
ever.” - Psalm 119:160

This is Francis Chan Exposed.

The fog has lifted.
The gospel stands clear.
Now let the faithful stand with it.



