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Apostle or Alarm?
Saints, Skeptics, and Kathryn Krick’s Own Defense
Two Camps, One Ministry
In our last lesson, we laid out who Kathryn Krick is and what's happened - the Presbyterian upbringing, the anointing from GeorDavie, the viral rise, and the Houston firestorm. Today we're not adding new events to the timeline. We're putting two microphones side by side: the people who believe God is genuinely moving through her, and the people who believe something is badly wrong. And this isn't a small, quiet disagreement in some corner of the internet. On one side, Krick has amassed a following of well over half a million on Instagram alone, with supporters testifying to real healing, real freedom from addiction, and real encounters with God. On the other side, a major Christian broadcaster - Allie Beth Stuckey, whose podcast reaches a large national audience - has now devoted multiple full episodes to warning her listeners away from Krick's ministry. Charisma Magazine, one of the most established charismatic publications in the country, has published a lengthy, sympathetic interview. Meanwhile, pastors and evangelists who've dealt with Krick directly are describing her methods as manipulative. This isn't a fringe argument on either side - it's a genuine split running through charismatic and evangelical Christianity right now, and it's exactly the kind of split Scripture tells us to expect when we're weighing a public claim. We're told not to take one side's word for it and move on - "the first one to plead his cause seems right, until his neighbor comes and examines him" (Proverbs 18:17). We're also told, when it comes to prophetic and revival claims specifically, that the church has a role in weighing what's said and done - "let two or three prophets speak, and let the others judge" (1 Corinthians 14:29). That's our job in this lesson - not to referee a shouting match, but to actually listen to both cases in full before we render any kind of verdict. So let's hear both sides, examined side by side, before we get to her own response.
The Case For Her
Krick's defenders aren't a fringe minority - they include a major charismatic media outlet and a well-known revival broadcaster. Charisma Magazine gave Krick a lengthy, sympathetic feature built around her sit-down interview with Revival Nation host Bishop Alan DiDio, in which "both Krick and DiDio repeatedly emphasized the importance of evaluating ministries by their fruit rather than internet criticism." Krick herself deflects credit in that piece: "Jesus deserves all the glory," she said. "I'm truly just a mere vessel." One commenter on that same article - a viewer who says they've followed Krick since her park-preaching days - wrote that watching "God work through her is incredible" and praised DiDio for finally giving her a fair hearing. Beyond the DiDio interview, supporters point to the sheer scale of changed lives being reported - Yahoo News notes that supporters describe healing from illnesses, emotional trauma, and spiritual oppression at her events, and that her online following continues to celebrate what they call miraculous healings and deliverance.
The Case Against Her
The most detailed and sustained critique comes from Allie Beth Stuckey, host of Relatable on BlazeTV, who has now devoted multiple episodes to Krick's ministry. In a widely shared post, Stuckey narrowed her concerns to three: "1. Her self-proclaimed title of apostle. The Biblical apostles were called personally by Jesus. We do not have apostles today. 2. Her theatrical exorcisms and healings. Biblical exorcisms and healings were immediate - not drawn out. They also didn't always include convulsions the way Krick's do. Krick has also been caught 'delivering' the same people multiple nights in a row. She has declared people healed who weren't, in fact, healed. 3. The guarantee of spiritual blessings for financial donations. She told a struggling mom that in order for her son to be healed of a demonic spirit, God was asking her to sow a bigger seed and give more money." per her post on X. Stuckey has also flagged the devotion Krick's followers show her, saying they display "cult-like devotion" and refer to her as "mama," according to My Christian Daily. A separate evangelist quoted by ChurchLeaders described Krick's methods as "salesy" prosperity-gospel technique, and said that after confronting her directly, she refused to change what he called her "manipulative and deceptive" ways. On the same Houston footage, Stuckey posted: "No matter your belief about spiritual gifts, there is NO Biblical precedence for this. This is not godly. This is not edifying."
Her Own Defense
Krick has not stayed silent. In her sit-down with Bishop Alan DiDio, she directly rejected the accusation that she teaches deliverance can be purchased: "Every miracle from God is completely free," she said. "You can never buy a miracle." Per Gateway News, she reframed the seed instruction as a specific prophetic direction connected to surrender and obedience rather than a doctrine requiring payment for freedom. On the GeorDavie controversy, she partially conceded the point: "The way I said it was not good," she admitted. "I wish I could go back and say it in a different way." On whether her services are staged, Krick has been direct. Asked point-blank if she's ever used a paid actor, she told The Way With Brian Davila: "Absolutely not," adding, "To see this today should be normal. To see demons screaming out of people, to see people trembling, falling back, shaking - this is the Bible come alive. This is what we see when the apostles ministered, when we see Jesus ministering," according to Newsweek. And on the broader wave of criticism, her consistent answer has been to locate its source outside herself - The Mirror reports she's written on Instagram that her critics are jealous and misunderstand her teachings.
Weighing the Fruit, Not Picking a Side
Notice something both sides actually agree on: fruit matters. Krick and DiDio said it. Stuckey said it. That's genuinely a biblical instinct - "you will know them by their fruits" (Matthew 7:16). Where they part ways is on what counts as good fruit and what counts as a warning sign. To Krick and her supporters, changed lives and reported healings are the fruit, full stop. To Stuckey and other critics, the method matters just as much as the outcome - a person walking away from a service claiming freedom doesn't automatically settle whether the process that got them there was biblical, manipulative, or somewhere in between. Both readings can't be fully right at the same time, and that's precisely why we can't let this stay a personality contest. It would be easy to pick a side here based on who we already trust, who has the bigger platform, or who talks the way we're used to hearing solid Bible teachers talk. Scripture pushes us past that impulse - "for we do not have power against the truth, but for the truth" (2 Corinthians 13:8), meaning our loyalty has to be to what's actually true, not to whichever camp got to us first. Scripture also warns us to watch specifically for teachers who mix truth with "dishonest gain" (Titus 1:11), which is precisely the seed-giving question Stuckey raised and Krick disputed - and it also warns that even genuine deception can look impressive on the surface, since Satan himself can appear "as an angel of light" (2 Corinthians 11:14). That verse isn't a verdict on Krick - it's a reminder that impressive and dramatic isn't the same test as true, which is exactly why we can't stop at 'it looked powerful' or 'it looked fake' and call the investigation finished. That's where Lesson Three picks up: the apostle title itself, and the giving question, tested directly against what Scripture actually says an apostle is and what biblical giving actually looks like among other things. Lesson Four will then test the manifestations themselves against Scripture and against the history of past revivals we introduced last time.

All Scripture quotations are taken from the New King James Version (NKJV).



























