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Warnings to the Church in the Last Days 

 

Michael Todd: [Bio] 

  

Michael Todd and his wife Natalie are the lead pastors of Transformation Church 

in Tulsa, OK since 2015. 

 

Core Beliefs: 

 

The Five-fold Ministry – of apostles, prophets, evangelists, pastors and teachers 

[Eph. 4:11]. 

 

Health & Prosperity – We believe that, as part of Christ’s work of salvation, it is 

the Father’s will for believers to become whole, healthy, and successful in all areas 

of life: 1. Spiritual; 2. Mental & Emotional; 3. Physical [Isa. 53:4-5; Matt. 8:17; 1 

Pet. 2:24]; 4. Financial [Deut. 28:1-14; Josh. 1:8; Psalm 34:10; Mal. 3:10] 

 

Ministry Philosophy: 

 

Skits to teach lessons rather than sermons to instruct. 

 

Recent apology for spitting – Quote: “I just want to acknowledge when the spit hit 

the fan.” [Be leery of pastors who flirt with profanity or drop word or phrase 

associations like this]…I watch it back and that was disgusting. [Of course it was 

disgusting. He titled his sermon “Receiving Vision from God Might Get Nasty. 

Beware of church leaders who deliberately do something that they know is 

shocking but refuse to repent when it backfires or they get exposed.]… “that was a 

distraction I was really trying to make the Word of God come alive.” [Beware of 

church leaders who don’t believe the Word of God is the Word of God: Scrip. Ref: 

Heb. 4:12 – “For the word of God is living and active and sharper than any two-

edged sword”; Acts 7:38 – This is the one [Moses] who was in the congregation in 

the wilderness together with the angel who was speaking to him on Mount Sinai, 

and who was with our fathers; and he received living oracles [the Law] to pass on 

to you. 

 

*Latest skit: TMZ and several news websites reported that this past Sunday 

Michael Todd rubbed his saliva onto a church member’s face. It should be 

apparent that an idea such as rubbing one’s spit on someone’s face is an attempt to 

mimic the ministry of Jesus: Scrip. Ref: Mark 8:22-26 
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The point of the skit: [Title of sermon: Receiving Vision From God Might Get 

Nasty]; The pastor spits in his hand and then says, “Can you physically, spiritually 

and emotionally be able to stand it when getting the vision and receiving it might 

get nasty.”; Quote: “In crazy faith I just brought my dream car. And now you are 

telling me that I have to sell it back? And ride in the hooptie again?” Yes, [as he 

claims God would be speaking back], “Yeah, because the vision I am about to give 

you might get nasty.” And then, he rubs his spit on this man’s face.” Then it tries 

to give the point of the text. What Jesus was doing with the blind man was trying 

to give him His DNA. In other words, Jesus was giving the man divinity.  

 

It is blasphemous on a number of levels: 1] The arrogance in assuming that his 

skits are just as revelatory as God’s word. And what I mean by this is, that this 

church accepts his skits on equal par with God’s Word. So that his illustrations are 

accepted as having divine origins. How else will a church and a church member 

would allow their pastor to spit on his hands and rub it in this man’s face. Yes, it 

was disgusting, degrading but more than that blasphemous. This man thinks he is 

the channel or instrument of direct revelation from God. Therefore, whatever he 

does is accepted as coming from God. This is the first warning when it comes to 

false teachers. Their attempt to dismiss and replace the Word of God with 

themselves. This happened in the extreme case of Jim Jones. This pastor is not 

Jesus, so putting himself in the position to mimic the healing ministry of Jesus was 

the first blasphemy. In fact, this is not the first time he has said or done something 

that is blasphemous. Not too long ago, he stated in his sermon: Quote: “Jesus 

never reached His potential. I know this is messing with a lot of people’s 

theology… When He died on the cross, He said, “It is finished.” What was 

finished? Not His potential because He had the potential to overthrow Caesar. He 

had the potential to be a Roman guard. He had the potential to do all kinds of stuff. 

The thing that was finished was His purpose.”  

 

Correction: Jesus is God in human flesh. There no potential needed because He 

had nothing lacking. The word “potential” means “possible, but not yet actual; 

having the capacity to be developed” [Webster’s Dictionary]. This man’s statement 

is denying the deity of Jesus Christ. If He is God, there is nothing potential in Him, 

just actuality. He is Lord, He is Sovereign, He is the Great I AM. So what’s the 

issue of the potential to be a Roman guard? Here is it, in Word faith, prosperity 

theology – You can be what Jesus is. Or in this case, you can be what Jesus failed 

to be, if you accept that He was not God. This is blasphemy. Jesus did not come to 

reach His potential He came to do the Father’s will.  

 



 3 

Scrip. Ref: Mark 1:9-13 – [13] And He was in the wilderness forty days being 

tempted by Satan; and He was with the wild beasts; 

 

This is all that Mark writes concerning this event. Matthew and Luke recorded the 

last three temptations Satan contested Jesus with at the end of the 40 days. But 

here, Mark doesn’t list those temptations nor how Jesus responded to those 

temptations. We assume from the other gospel accounts that Jesus overcame 

Satan’s temptations without even yielding in His heart. But why didn’t he write 

“and He overcome Satan” instead of writing “and He was with the wild beasts”? 

Maybe the reason why Mark does not give details of the temptations or how Jesus 

responded to them, because it was already obvious that Jesus would overcome 

them by virtue of what the Father said about Him, “You are the Son of Mine, the 

Beloved, in You I am well-pleased”. Though the verb “well-pleased” is in the past 

tense, yet it is timeless in nature. Not just referring to the past, but the present, the 

future and on into eternity. The Father could not say that He was well-pleased with 

the Son if He knew that the Son would sin in the future. The Father’s good 

pleasure comes from His omniscient assessment of Son from eternity to eternity. 

The Father would be nothing but well-pleased with the Son and the Son would 

continue to be and do only that which would be well-pleasing to the Father. That’s 

the depth of the Father’s commendation. So here it is at the beginning of His 

ministry, the Father has already affirmed that He is well-pleased with His Son, 

before His Son is tempted and before His Son dies upon the cross. What’s the 

point? There was nothing lacking in Jesus, there was no potential He needed to 

reach because He was already perfect God and perfect Man. You and I need 

potential to live to the glory of God because we are fallen. Jesus was not.  

 

If we know the essentials of the Christian faith, we will be able to identify false 

teachers. 

 

2] the drive of the illustration is to be willing to accept anything that would be 

considered nasty in order to receive your blessing or ascend to the level of divinity. 

This is idolatrous in nature. It’s like the old show “Fear Factor” where you are 

willing to swim with alligators or eat bugs in order to win money. This is not 

gospel. This is not the motivation for Christian living; 3] the pastor’s actions in 

requesting this man to allow him to rub spit on his face violated the call of a pastor 

in publicly degrading this man. It is lording over those allotted to your charge.  

This is where things get cultic in the area of mind-control. When a pastor asks you 

to do things that have no biblical warrant, but you do it anyway because he is 

regarded as the mouthpiece of God.  
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As soon as you leave room in your theology that God is still speaking today, then 

the question that needs to be answered is – “From where?” Since we affirm that the 

Word of God is complete and there is no adding or subtracting from it as stated in 

Revelation 22, then where from is He speaking if the source is no longer Scripture 

alone? Then it must come from within a person as opposed to being on the pages 

of Scripture. And once you leave room for God to speak through a person, then the 

next question is – How can you verify if God is speaking, or this person is lying if 

the Scriptures are no longer your authority? You can’t!!! This is where many 

people get led astray. 

 

Apostasy: 

 

Several famous Christian artists have come forward to denounce the Christian 

faith: 

 

Scrip. Ref: 2 Tim. 3:1-7; 2 Pet. 1:5-21; 1 John 2:18-19 

 

Exposition of 1 John 2:18-19: 

 

[18] “Children, it is the last hour” – “Children” [paidia] this is a term of 

endearment. John as the elder apostle sees himself as their spiritual father who is 

concerned about their spiritual welfare. But this word is also meant to convey the 

process of learning children must continue in in order to understand the world 

around them. In this case, these spiritual children must learn an important lesson of 

how to differentiate between a child of God and a child of the antichrist. Church 

we cannot afford to remain naïve about what’s happening in the church during the 

time period we are living in – “Children, it is the last hour” [eschatos – last]; this 

refers to the time period between Jesus first and second coming. John is the only 

NT writer that refers to this time period as “the last hour”. The apostle Peter calls it 

“the last days” [2 Pet. 3:3]; Paul uses the phrase “the later times” [1 Tim. 4:1] and 

“last days” [2 Tim. 3:1]. All of them refer to the period of time between Christ’s 

first and second coming.  

 

And the meaning of these phrases in each context concerns matters happening in 

the church. In other words, the last hour or last days are not identified by what is 

happening in the world around us – climate change, global warming, the rise of 

terrorism or the type person occupying the White House. But the “last hour” has a 

spiritual connotation to it. Notice how John describes this last hour” – “Children, it 

is the last hour; and just as you heard that antichrist is coming” – “you heard” 

[akouo – to hear; aorist indicative active; 2nd person plural]; “antichrist” [anti-
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christos – anti – prefix means “against” or “instead of”]; John is the only NT writer 

who uses this title 5 times in his letters [1 Jn. 2:18, 22; 4:3; 2 Jn. 7]; “is coming” 

[erchomai – to come; present indicative middle voice; 3rd person sing; futuristic 

present – the antichrist is himself coming soon]; This church had already been 

taught in the Word about the future coming of the antichrist: Scrip. Ref: In Dan. 

7:7, he is called the beast; Matt. 24:15 – he is described as the “abomination of 

desolation”; In 2 Thess. 2:3 – he is referred to as “the man of lawlessness”; In Rev. 

13, John gives him the title used in the book of Daniel, the beast. 

 

This church had heard that in the near future one would come who would oppose 

Jesus as the true Messiah and place himself in the place of Jesus. He would make a 

covenant of peace with Israel for seven years and in the middle of the seven years 

break that covenant and seek to destroy Israel [Dan. 9:27]. They were taught that 

he would exalt himself by coming into the rebuild temple in Jerusalem and take his 

seat in the temple displaying himself as God [2 Thess. 2:4]; That he would require 

all of the inhabitants of the world to worship him and take the mark of the beast 

[Rev. 13]. Though the church had heard this teaching, yet they believed that that 

hour was in the future. But John pivots from the future to the present by saying 

even though the antichrist has not come, yet – “even now many antichrists have 

appeared; from this we know that it is the last hour” – “many antichrists” [those 

who come in the spirit of the antichrist; who come against Christ and seeks to 

replace Him by some aberrant doctrine]; “have appeared” [ginomai – to arise; to 

appear; perfect indicative active; 3rd person plural; perfect – a past act with 

ongoing present results]; There are not a few antichrists, not a small group of 

antichrists but “many antichrists” have been appearing in the past and continual 

appearing up to this present time – “from this, we know” [ginosko – to know; 

present indicative active; 1st person plural]; “it is the last hour” – again the last 

hour is not define by the world passing away but by the many people rising up 

undermining the truth about Jesus Christ. Those who stand against the gospel and 

place a different teaching in its place. Notice in the next verse where they appeared 

from:      

 

[19] They went out from us, but they were not really of us; for if they had 

been of us, they would have remained with us; but they went out, so that it 

would be shown that they all are not of us. 

  

“They went out from us” – literally in the original – “From us they went out” – 

“From us” is placed at the beginning of the verse in the original for emphasis. 

These many antichrists did not appear from out of the passing world but from the 

midst of “us” [refers to the church; In fact in our translation the personal pronoun 
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“us” is repeated five times to speak of the membership of the church]; “they went” 

[ex-erchomai – to go out; to come out of; aorist indicative active; 3rd person 

plural]; The way it is to be understood in the original is “they went out” on their 

own. They were not church disciplined out, they were not forced out. They left the 

true church on their own. In doing so, John speaks of their spiritual state – “but 

they were not really of us” – “but” [alla – strong adversative]; “they were” [eimi 

(esan) imperfect indicative active; 3rd person plural]; “not really of us” – they 

really did not possess the same regenerated nature as us. In other words, they were 

not truly born again; “for if they had been of us, they would have remained with 

us” – “if” [ei – 2nd Class Condition Statement of Unreality – trans. “for if they 

were but in reality they are not”]; “they had been” or lit. “if they were” [eimi (esan) 

imperfect indicative active; 3rd person plural]; “of us” [spiritually regenerated]; 

“they would have remained with us” – “remained” [meno – to remain; to abide; 

perfect indicative active; 2nd person plural; “they would have continued to remain 

from the past up to this present moment”]; “with us” [with the fellowship]; “but 

they went out” – “but” [alla – strong adversative; “but in contrast to being with us]; 

“they went out so that it would be shown that they all are not of us” – “so that” 

[hina – purpose clause]; “it would be shown” [phaneroo – to make manifest; to 

make visible; aorist subjunctive passive voice [divine passive]; 2nd person plural]; 

When they left the true church on their own, God used their leaving as a way to 

make visible – “that they all are not of us”. 

 

Church, as spiritual children of our heavenly Father, we must learn to accept two 

important spiritual truths in this last hour: 1] the nature of the church; and 2] the 

evidence of salvation; When it comes to the nature of the church we must 

understand truth that there are two aspects to the church: the visible church and the 

invisible church. The visible church is those who openly profess faith in Jesus 

Christ. And visibly attach themselves as members of a local assembly. While the 

invisible church comprises all of those who not only profess faith in Christ but 

actually possess life in Christ. They are visible physically in attendance, but their 

regenerated spirits remain invisible to us. In other words, not all who are a part of 

the visible church are in the invisible church. There are some folk who profess 

Christ outwardly but do not possess Christ inwardly.  

 

And there are some who profess Christ outwardly, who also possess Christ 

inwardly. In other words, because your name is on the visible church roll here 

doesn’t necessarily mean that your name is enrolled in heaven.  
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Now the way to have assurance that your name is enrolled in heaven takes us to the 

second important spiritual truth: 2] the evidence of salvation, which is the 

perseverance of the saints. This doctrine teaches that those whom God has saved 

will continue or will endure till the end. Because the perseverance of the saints is 

actually the preservation of God. Once God saves you He keeps you, amen. As the 

song writer explained, “Kept by the power of God; Kept, from the world 

unspotted, treading where Jesus trod; “Oh, to be “Kept for Jesus”, Oh, to be all His 

own! Kept, to be His forever, Kept to be His alone!” 

 

And the means by which God keeps us is by empowering us on the inside by the 

Holy Spirit to remain committed to trusting in Him no matter what, to remain 

committed to obeying Him despite our shortcoming and to remain committed to 

confessing our sins to Him when we fall short. The doctrine of the perseverance of 

the saints doesn’t mean that those who endure to the end will earn their salvation, 

but that they give evidence of their salvation. 

 

Now listen, when John writes, “they went out, so that it would be shown that they 

all are not of us” he is not referring to those who leave one gospel preaching 

church to join another gospel preaching church. He is referring to those who leave 

a gospel preaching church to join one that doesn’t preach the gospel. In other 

words, when they left the true church was it a sign that they had left the gospel. It 

is not always the case when a person leaves this church and joins another church 

that they simply just changed membership.  

 

If where they have transferred membership is not a gospel preaching church, John 

says, “they went out, so that it would be shown that they all are not of us.” The 

term that is used to speak of those who left the fellowship of the true church is 

“apostasy”. The word means “falling away from one’s profession of faith in Jesus 

Christ”. It is a deliberate abandonment of a formerly public confession of faith in 

the gospel. So it does matter where you attend after you leave a church that is 

committed to the truth.  

 

And John gives us two reasons why they did not depart from the true church: 1] 

They did not depart because they loss their salvation. They never had it; and 2] 

They did not depart because they were led by God. God removed them. 

 

 


