
  



 

The Watchtower’s Achilles’ Heel 
When the nymph Thetis attempted to immortalise her son Achilles, she 

held him by his left ankle while she dipped him in the River Styx. The 

waters conferred immortality on Achilles, but only those surfaces so 

coated. 

Unfortunately, since Thetis dipped him only once and since she had to 

hold the baby, that spot, Achilles' heel, remained mortal. 

When the arrow shot by Paris pierced Achilles' ankle, he was mortally 

wounded. It was his point of vulnerability or a soft spot.1 
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The Governing Body of Jehovah’s Witnesses [GB] exercises an absolute authority that must never 

be questioned. To do so results in a Jehovah’s Witness [JW] being severed from all members of 

the JW community and from the JW members of one’s own family. More significantly, lack of 

ongoing loyalty to the GB means eternal damnation at the hands of Jehovah God. 

Obedience to the totalitarian authority of the GB has to be so absolute that a JW has to choose 

death rather than disobey the GB’s current edicts on the non-use of blood products. 

 

The Governing Body of Jehovah’s Witnesses (2013) 

Whenever the GB changes its teachings on a subject, all JWs have to immediately accept the new 

direction and to promote it without question. Before an idea is introduced, any JW that had been 

promoting that idea would have received the ultimate punishment of shunning and 

disfellowshiping. 

What had been false becomes Truth; what was once True is now false; and when the position later 

reverts to another position, all JWs must change their minds, in unison.  Whatever the GB says, 

that is the Truth. 

In addition to personal motivations, a JW obeys the GB because of who it claims to be, not 

because of what it says. 

When the GB says that the parable at Matthew 24:45 is a prophecy about itself, the JW knows this 

is so because the GB says it is so. Others would see this as a circular argument. When the GB says 

that Jesus’ “Parousia” took place in 1914 and when the GB says that Jesus anointed the 

predecessors of the GB in 1919, the JWs know this is true, because the GB says it is true. JWs 

accept the GB’s methods and dates because they are provided by the GB. 

It is difficult to sever this mental umbilical cord. The overarching difficulty for the JW mind is the 

thought that accepting a view that is contrary to that put forward by the GB will result in loss of 

contact with their own family and with the only friends they have known for years. This 

impossibly difficult emotional decision adds to the mental trauma of having to accept and 

promote teachings that are not always agreed with. To express doubts, even within the family to 

one’s spouse or children, is likely to result in being reported to the Elders, and that action has only 

one outcome: an Elder must toe the Party Line and be seen to act tough and decisively, for to do 

otherwise would result in that Elder facing the same destiny. 

 

If reasoning with a JW on the GB’s interpretations of the Kingdom of God, Parousia, the 

Cross, Blood, and so on is unlikely to break the GB’s mental stranglehold, what then is the 

GB’s Achilles’ Heel? 
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THE FIRST “ELEPHANT IN THE ROOM” 

Much has been written and continues to be written about the teachings and practices of the 

Jehovah’s Witnesses. Key topics include: Kingdom of God; the Trinity; invisible Parousia 

(“presence”) of Jesus in 1914 and the attendant signs; whether Jesus was put to death on a cross or 

on a single stake; refusal to accept elements of blood in medical procedures; and the shunning of 

Jehovah’s Witnesses deemed to be apostate. 

While much effort is focused on the Watchtower’s doctrinal positions, these are distractions from 

the one subject that should form the focus, and this subject is the topic of this Study: 

Is the Governing Body of Jehovah’s Witnesses heir to a Governing Body that controlled the 

first Christians? 

 

There are two elephants in this room. These elephants are the reason Jehovah’s Witnesses accept 

without question everything and anything that the current GB declares. The GB invades the 

minutiae of each Jehovah’s Witnesses’ life beyond religious practice, reaching into their secular 

activities; educational ambition; family life; the clothes to wear; and intimate sexual behaviour. 

The first elephant that must not be ignored is: Acts 15. The GB repeatedly declares its unique 

descent from the body that is described at Acts 15. 

The apostles—the original members of the governing body—could provide visible proof of 

heavenly backing.
2
 

At page 1459 of the 2013 revision of its New World Translation of the Holy Scriptures (NWT, 

2013), the GB writes that the letter at Acts 15:22-29 is a “Letter from the governing body”. This is 

a blatant attempt to link the current “Governing Body” to the Apostolic group at Acts 15, even 

though the title “Governing Body” does not appear within the Biblical text. 

                                                      
2
 The Watchtower, July 15, 2013, page 18 (bold emphasis supplied). 
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THE SECOND “ELEPHANT  IN THE ROOM“ 

Although the GB regularly places the focus on the year 1914 CE as significant to its scheme of 

last-day events, the critical date for the Watchtower’s existence is the year when it claims that 

Jesus and Jehovah appointed the GB’s predecessors. The GB claims this took place in 1919. This 

is the second Elephant. 

Jesus began to inspect the spiritual temple in 1914. That inspection and cleansing work 

involved a period of time—from 1914 to the early part of 1919.
3
  

In 1919, … Jesus selected capable anointed brothers from among them to be the faithful 

and discreet slave and appointed them over his domestics.
4, 5

 

 

This supposed appointment in 1919 was passed down from earlier Presidents of the Watchtower 

Society until it was transferred to the “Faithful and Discreet” slave, which from October 2012 has 

been identified as being the Governing Body. This is a form of Apostolic Succession. 

However, it is pure speculation by the GB to assert that Jesus and Jehovah made any appointment 

in 1919, and to further assert that the forerunner of the current Governing Body was selected. 

There is no objective evidence, no proof, just purely wishful thinking by the GB. 

 

This Study therefore focuses on the first “Elephant”, since there is evidence that can be 

reasonably discussed: the meeting at Jerusalem that was attended by the apostle Paul. 

Is the meeting at Jerusalem the source of the Governing Body’s authority? 

                                                      
3
 The Watchtower, July 15, 2013, page 11 

4
 The Watchtower, July 15, 2013, page 23 

5
 The Watchtower, January 15, 2014, page 14 
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ABSOLUTE SOLID GOLD PROOF IS NEEDED 

 

The GB claims to have the identical status as the body described at Acts 15. This claim is so 

significant that there can be no room for any doubt. The proof has to be rock solid, above 

reproach, beyond the possibility of any question: 

Was the group described at Acts 15 definitely and positively 

the Governing Body of all Christians? 

Did the Governing Body of Jehovah’s Witnesses inherit its mantle? 

Criteria for deciding whether a record is historically accurate 

The axiom states that the victor writes the history. It is the historian’s responsibility to examine a 

record and to extract fact from propaganda, to decide whether a writer – and any subsequent 

editor – has rewritten an account to reflect their own agenda and bias. 

Several criteria apply when deciding whether a record can be regarded as historically accurate: 

 The accounts were written close to the time of the event, preferably contemporary with it; 

 Several sources provide an identical account; 

 The sources are consistent with one another; 

 These sources are independent of one another; 

 No source has a bias towards the subject. 

The sources 

There are only two sources that refer to the meeting that the GB uses for its claimed authority. 

These sources are writings of the Apostle Paul and the book Acts of the Apostles. 

 

Do these two sources provide the evidences that meet the criteria of historical accuracy? 

Do these sources provide absolutely positive proof that the meetings Paul attended were 

of the Christians’ Governing Body? 
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NATURE OF THE JERUSALEM MEETING 

Paul’s record of his meetings at Jerusalem (Galatians 1 and 2) 

Paul records that he had two meetings in Jerusalem: the first took place 3 years after he was 

“called by God”, while the second meeting took place 14 years later.
6
 

Paul’s first meeting in Jerusalem 

Paul’s first meeting in Jerusalem was short and private. He met only Cephas and James. 

When God … called me … I did not immediately consult with any human; nor did I go 

up to Jerusalem. …. 

Three years later I went up to Jerusalem to visit Cephas, and I stayed with him for 15 

days. But I did not see any of the other apostles, only James the brother of the Lord.
7
 

Paul’s second meeting in Jerusalem 

Paul expressly emphasised that his second meeting in Jerusalem was private. 

Then after 14 years I again went up to Jerusalem with Barnabas, also taking Titus 

along with me. 

I went up as a result of a revelation, and I presented to them the good news that I am 

preaching among the nations. This was done privately, however, before the men who 

were highly regarded.
8
 

Acts’ record of the meeting at Jerusalem (Acts 15) 

The description in Acts of Paul’s visit to the leadership of the Jerusalem Party presents a picture 

that is totally and completely different to the picture presented by Paul. In contrast to Paul’s 

description of his visits being private affairs in which he spoke only with Cephas, James, and 

probably John, the account at Acts states that the “congregation and the apostles and the 

elders” were involved; that Paul addressed the “entire group”; and that it came to a “unanimous 

decision”. 

Paul wrote that his visit was the outcome of a vision (“revelation”), whereas the writers of Acts 

claim that his visit was initiated through an arrangement by the group at Antioch. 

Some men came [to Antioch] from Judea and began to teach the brothers: “Unless you 

get circumcised according to the custom of Moses, you cannot be saved.” But after quite 

a bit of dissension and disputing by Paul and Barnabas with them, it was arranged for 

Paul, Barnabas, and some of the others to go up to the apostles and elders in 

Jerusalem. …  

On arriving in Jerusalem, they were kindly received by the congregation and the 

apostles and the elders, and they related the many things God had done by means of 

them. …  

The apostles and the elders gathered together. … 

The entire group … began to listen to Barnabas and Paul. …  

Then the apostles and the elders, together with the whole congregation, decided to 

send chosen men from among them to Antioch, along with Paul and Barnabas; they sent 

Judas who was called Barsabbas and Silas. … 

“We have come to a unanimous decision to choose men to send to you.” 
9
 

                                                      
6
 It is not precisely clear whether the second visit took place 14 years after his conversion or whether it took 

place 14 years after his previous visit. 
7
 Galatians 1:15-19 (NWT, 2013). 

8
 Galatians 2:1-2 (NWT, 2013). 

9
 Acts 15:2, 4, 6, 12, 22, 25 (NWT, 2013). 
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The two reports are inconsistent 

 

These reports of meetings in Jerusalem could not be more different from one another. They 

are neither identical nor consistent with one another. 

 

They do not inspire confidence that one account should provide the foundational claims 

made by the Governing Body of Jehovah’s Witnesses for itself. 
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PAUL’S ATTITUDE TO JERUSALEM 

Paul had no natural allegiance to Judah or to Jerusalem. He was not born there; he did not live 

there. He said that the people of Judea did not know him personally, that they only came to know 

him by the reputation he gained later in his life as the persecutor of followers of The Way. 

I was personally unknown to the congregations of Judea that were in union with Christ. 

They only used to hear: “The man who formerly persecuted us is now declaring the good 

news about the faith that he formerly devastated.”
10

 

Paul based his missionary operations in Antioch, which is further away from Jerusalem than is 

Damascus. 

 

 

While Jerusalem focused its activities on converting Jews, Paul took his version, Christianity, to 

the gentile world. The two parties operated in different worlds. 
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 Galatians 1:22-23 (NWT, 2013) 
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Paul stayed away from Jerusalem 

Following his conversion to the followers of The Way in Damascus, Paul stayed away from 

Jerusalem for 14 years. When he finally travelled down to Jerusalem, it was the result of a vision, 

not because he had been called there by Jerusalem. Antioch sent him; Jerusalem did not call him. 

After 14 years I again went up to Jerusalem with Barnabas, also taking Titus along with 

me. I went up as a result of a revelation.
11

 

Paul showed little respect for the Jerusalem leadership 

Paul wrote that they seemed to be leaders. He treated the leadership at Jerusalem with disdain, 

almost sarcastically. 

James and Cephas and John, the ones who seemed to be pillars.
12

 

Paul learned nothing new from Jerusalem 

Paul said that he kept away from Jerusalem for years and that the leaders – James, Cephas and 

John – did not teach him anything; their apparent position meant nothing to him. 

Paul showed his gospel message to the leaders of the Jerusalem party. But, wrote Paul, he 

received nothing new from the leaders at Jerusalem. 

Regarding those who seemed to be important—whatever they were makes no difference to 

me, for God does not go by a man’s outward appearance—those highly regarded men 

imparted nothing new to me.
13

 

Paul wrote that his message came only from his contact with Jesus 

Paul wrote that he received his good news message directly through visions (“revelations”) by the 

resurrected Jesus. None of his teachings came from any human source. 

I want you to know, brothers, that the good news I declared to you is not of human origin; 

for neither did I receive it from man, nor was I taught it, but it was through a revelation by 

Jesus Christ.
14

 

Thus Paul could say that because he had actually seen Jesus, he too was an Apostle. 

Am I not an apostle? Have I not seen Jesus our Lord?
15

 

The two parties continued to remain apart 

During the following years, the Jerusalem Party melded into the Ebionites while the followers of 

Paul developed into the dominant force, even determining which of their writings would form 

their sacred Scriptures, now known as the New Testament. 
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 Galatians 2:1-2 (NWT, 2013) 
12

 Galatians 2:9 (NWT, 2013) 
13

 Galatians 2:6 (NWT, 2013) 
14

 Galatians 1:11-12 (NWT, 2013) 
15

 1 Corinthians 9:1 (NWT, 2013) 
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WHICH MESSAGE CAME OUT OF THE MEETING? 

Paul’s report of the meeting’s message 

Paul reported that following his meeting with James, Cephas and John, he was only instructed “to 

remember the poor”. 

James and Cephas and John, the ones who seemed to be pillars, gave Barnabas and me 

the right hand of fellowship. … They asked only that we keep the poor in mind.
16
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 Galatians 2:9-10 (NWT, 2013) 
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Acts’ report of the meeting’s message 

The writers of Acts, however, wrote that James instructed followers to respect matters which were 

of concern to Jewish converts. 

After they finished speaking, James replied: … “The holy spirit and we ourselves have 

favored adding no further burden to you except these necessary things: to keep abstaining 

from things sacrificed to idols, from blood, from what is strangled, and from sexual 

immorality. 

If you carefully keep yourselves from these things, you will prosper. Good health to you!”
17
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 Acts 15:13, (20), 29 (NWT, 2013) 
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Messages on food by Paul after the Jerusalem Meeting 

Whereas Acts claims that followers were to abstain “from things sacrificed to idols”, Paul wrote 

that it did not matter if “food offered to idols” were eaten. 

Concerning the eating of food offered to idols … some, because of their former 

association with the idol, eat food as something sacrificed to an idol, and their conscience, 

being weak, is defiled. But food will not bring us nearer to God; we are no worse off if we 

do not eat, nor better off if we eat.
18

 

All things are lawful, but not all things are advantageous. All things are lawful, but not all 

things build up. … Eat whatever is sold in a meat market, making no inquiry because of 

your conscience. … If an unbeliever invites you and you want to go, eat whatever is set 

before you, making no inquiry on account of your conscience.
19

 

This is a further example of inconsistency between the instructions from Jerusalem as reported in 

Acts and the instructions from Paul. 

 

This inconsistency between the only two records of the Jerusalem meetings undermines their 

credibility. 

 

But there is more evidence which shows that it is unwise to place unquestioning reliance on the 

record. 
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 1 Corinthians 8:4, 7-8 (NWT, 2013) 
19

 1 Corinthians 10:23, 25, 27 (NWT, 2013) 
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ADDITIONAL CONFLICTING EVIDENCE 

Two sources – Paul and Acts – describe Paul’s conversion from persecutor to defender of the 

followers of Jesus. (Galatians 1-2; and Acts 9:1-30; 22:4-17; 26:9-18). 

While Paul’s record of his conversion is personal and contemporary, Acts of the Apostles was 

written by anonymous writers some 30 to 120 years after Paul’s death. 

Paul’s account of his conversion 

Paul gave a sworn account of his conversion to the followers at Galatia: 

You heard about my conduct formerly in Judaism, that I kept intensely persecuting the 

congregation of God and devastating it; and I was making greater progress in Judaism 

than many of my own age in my nation, as I was far more zealous for the traditions of 

my fathers. 

But when God … thought good … that I might declare the good news about him to the 

nations, I did not immediately consult with any human; nor did I go up to Jerusalem 

to those who were apostles before I was, but I went to Arabia, and then I returned to 

Damascus. 

Then three years later I went up to Jerusalem to visit Cephas, and I stayed with him 

for 15 days. But I did not see any of the other apostles, only James the brother of the 

Lord. 

Now regarding the things I am writing you, I assure you before God that I am not lying. 

After that I went into the regions of Syria and Cilicia. 

But I was personally unknown to the congregations of Judea.
20

 

From Paul’s personal account:  

1. Paul was persecuting the followers of The Way in Damascus. (Paul rounds off that part of 

his discourse by saying that he “returned” to Damascus.) 

2. He would have been persecuting Jews through heated intellectual arguments. 

3. In the process, Paul became convinced that he should accept and follow this murdered 

leader. 

4. Paul immediately went into the Arabian Desert. 

5. He communicated with no one. 

6. Paul then returned to Damascus. 

7. Paul had no contact with Jerusalem during the ensuing 3 years. 

Paul needed to swear before God that it is his account that is the true one: 

Now regarding the things I am writing you, I assure you before God that I am not lying.
21

 

Acts’ account of Paul’s conversion 

Acts provides a completely and utterly different account of Paul’s conversion. 

As [Saul/Paul] was traveling and getting near Damascus, suddenly a light from heaven 

flashed around him, and he fell to the ground and heard a voice say to him: “Get up and 

go into the city” 

So they led him by the hand and brought him into Damascus. He stayed for some days 

with the disciples in Damascus. 
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 Galatians 1:13-22 (NWT, 2013) 
21

 Galatians 1:20 (NWT, 2013) 
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On arriving
22

 in Jerusalem, [Paul] made efforts to join the disciples, but they were all 

afraid of him. So Barnabas came to his aid and [Paul] remained with them, moving 

about freely in Jerusalem, speaking boldly in the name of the Lord.  

The brothers … brought [Paul] down to Caesarea and sent him off to Tarsus.
23

 

 

 

  

                                                      
22

 Acts 22:17 states that Paul “returned” to Jerusalem. 
23

 Extracts from Acts 9:1-30 (NWT, 2013) 
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OBJECTIVE OF THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES 

The examples given so far record what was written. There was little if any harmony between the 

followers of Paul (Antioch) and the followers of James, Peter and John (Jerusalem). Paul was 

accused, quite rightly, of removing the obligations of The Law, such as male circumcision, 

whereas the followers at Jerusalem defended to Law down to its tiniest “stroke of a letter
24

”. 

Acts of the Apostles was an attempt by later Christians to create the impression of a pure virgin 

church that was marked by unity and harmony of action. Acts attempts to paper over the chasm 

between the Antioch Party under Paul and the Jerusalem Party under James and Peter. 

 

 

While Acts gives the appearance of harmony and unity of effort by the primitive Church, Paul 

makes it clear that internal frictions existed that caused him agony. These frictions resulted from 

followers of Jesus who came from Jerusalem and followed him, determined to undermine his 

efforts. 

                                                      
24

 Matthew 5:18 (NWT, 2013) 
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I urge you, brothers, through the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that you should all 

speak in agreement and that there should be no divisions among you, but that you may 

be completely united in the same mind and in the same line of thought. … 

For some from the house of Chloe have informed me regarding you, my brothers, that 

there are dissensions among you. What I mean is this, that each one of you says: “I 

belong to Paul,” “But I to Apollos,” “But I to Cephas,” “But I to Christ.” Is the Christ 

divided?
25

 

There are certain ones who are causing you trouble and wanting to distort the good 

news about the Christ.
26

 

They are zealous to win you over, but not for a good purpose; they want to alienate you 

from me, so that you may be eager to follow them.
27

 

Paul states explicitly that the people who followed his work among the Galatians are the followers 

of Jesus who are based at Jerusalem: 

Hagar means Sinai, a mountain in Arabia, and she corresponds with the Jerusalem 

today, for she is in slavery with her children.
28

 

The writers of Acts, however, portray Paul as being a willing participant operating within a united 

harmonious movement.  
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 1 Corinthians 1:10-13 (NWT, 2013) 
26

 Galatians 1:7 (NWT, 2013) 
27

 Galatians 4:17 (NWT, 2013) 
28

 Galatians 4:25 (NWT, 2013) 
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SUMMARY 

The following criteria were set out at the start of this Study as requirements for ensuring accuracy 

of an historical record. 

1. The accounts were written close to the time of the event, 

preferably contemporary with it; 

Paul wrote his account several years after the events. He wrote it emotionally, not objectively, as 

part of a heated argument. He was involved in the events. 

Acts was written at least 30 years after Paul’s death; some date its composition 120 years after his 

death. These writers were not involved in the events. 

2. Several sources provide an identical account 

There are only two sources, thereby reducing confidence in the records. And these sole accounts 

differ markedly on major points. 

3. The sources are consistent with one another 

There is no consistency between the two accounts. After his meeting at Jerusalem, Paul gave 

instructions concerning food that contradicted the record according to the writers of Acts. 

4. These sources are independent of one another 

Paul, Jerusalem and their descendants were keenly aware of one another and both had a stake in 

the stories being described. 

5. No source has a bias towards the subject 

The records by both Paul and by Acts are biased, with each account coloured by their objectives. 

According to Paul, there was no love lost between him and Jerusalem; each had points they 

wished to make. They were neither objective nor impartial bystanders. 

CONCLUSION 

The accounts by Paul and at Acts are so incompatible that none of the above criterion is met. 

There might have been a meeting exactly as described at Acts; equally, there might have been 

meetings exactly as described by Paul. If Acts provided an accurate description of the meeting, 

then Paul is less than honest. 

The writers of Acts could easily have made use of a known meeting and imposed their own biased 

narrative on it in order to achieve their own objectives. It is possible that the anonymous writers 

of Acts selected a tradition – one that Paul was fighting - that suited their biases and incorporated 

it into their story. 

 

Given the strong doubts on the reliability of the account at Acts, it cannot be relied on to 

provide the only source for a foundation, as is done by The Governing Body of Jehovah’s 

Witnesses. 

 

Ironically, that which is the greatest source of strength often turns out to be the greatest 

weakness, the Achilles’ Heel. 

 

For The Governing Body of Jehovah’s Witnesses, investigation shows that – quite 

paradoxically – its claim to Acts 15 for its strength is indeed where it is at its weakest. 
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EXCURSUS: BACKGROUND TO SEVERAL ILLUSTRATIONS 

For any who might be interested, this is the background used to produce the edges around several 

illustrations in this Study. 

 

 

 

 


